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Fractional spin excitations and conductance in the spiral staircase Heisenberg ladder
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We investigate theoretically the spiral staircase Heisenberg spin-1/2 ladder in the presence of
antiferromagnetic long-range spin interactions and a uniform magnetic field. As a special case we
also consider the Kondo necklace model. If the magnetizations of the two chains forming the ladder
satisfy a certain resonance condition, involving interchain couplings as perturbations, the system is
in a partially gapped magnetic phase hosting excitations characterized by fractional spins, whose
values can be changed by the magnetic field. We show that these fractional spin excitations can be
probed via the magnetization and by spin currents in a transport setup with a spin conductance that
reveals the fractionalized spin. In some special cases, the spin conductance reaches universal values.
We obtain our results analytically via bosonization techniques as well as numerically via density
matrix renormalization group methods and find remarkable agreement between the two approaches.

Introduction. In conventional magnetic systems, typi-
cal excitations are collective spin waves that can be quan-
tized in terms of massless bosons with integer spin S = 1,
called magnons [1-7]. These quanta of spin waves have
been intensively investigated in relation to information
transport [8-10], topology [11-19], and control of spin
textures [20-22]. When quantum fluctuations are rele-
vant, as is the case in one-dimensional spin-1/2 systems,
even more fascinating excitations can arise [23-25]. A
paradigmatic example is the antiferromagnetic Heisen-
berg spin-1/2 chain [26-28], where the excitations are
spinons, i.e. propagating domain walls with spin 1/2 [29-
33]. From the experimental point of view, it is believed
that many compounds can be modeled as Heisenberg
chains or ladders [34-37], where spinons have been ob-
served [38-40].

Recent ground-breaking experiments on magnetic
adatoms placed on metal surfaces have paved the way to
the controlled assembly of individual spin-carrying units
into coupled spin chains [41-64]. While the main driv-
ing force behind this experimental effort has been the
realization of Majorana bound states [65-69], the high
level of control achieved in these designed chains allows
us to envisage the possibility to explore even more exotic
low-dimensional spin models with novel properties.

Motivated by these recent developments, we focus here
on the spiral staircase Heisenberg ladder (SSHL) [70, 71],
which is described in terms of two weakly-coupled anti-
ferromagnetic Heisenberg spin-1/2 chains with different
exchange interactions, see Fig. 1 (a). A special case of the
SSHL model is the SU(2) Kondo necklace model [70, 72],
see Fig. 1 (b). Using bosonization methods [24] and
density matrix renormalization group (DMRG) simula-
tions [73, 74], we will show that these ladders can host
magnetic phases characterized by exotic excitations with
fractional spin values that can be simply tuned by an
external magnetic field. This fractionalization of spin is
the analog of charge fractionalization in low-dimensional
strongly interacting electron systems, the prime exam-
ple being fractional quantum Hall phases [75-81]. More-
over, we show that these fractional magnetic phases can
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Figure 1. (a) The spiral staircase Heisenberg ladder is com-
posed of two weakly-coupled spin-1/2 (blue dots) chains
aligned along the x direction. The upper (7 = A) and lower
(7 = B) chains are characterized by long-range exchange in-
teractions within the chain, J;, where r is the range of in-
teraction. The exchange interactions are assumed to be pos-
itive (antiferromagnetic), isotropic, and different in the two
chains. Here, we indicate only the nearest-neighbor (yellow
arrow) and the next-nearest-neighbor (orange arrow) interac-
tions. The two chains are weakly coupled by an interchain in-
teraction J; (brown arrow) and subjected to a uniform mag-
netic field b (blue arrow). (b) Kondo necklace model with
long-range spin interactions. Here, the spins belonging to
chain B are alternatingly displaced on the two sites of chain
A. As a result, chain B is split into two sub-chains with a
doubled lattice constant, whose nearest-neighbor interaction
JE is equivalent to the next-nearest-neighbor interaction Ji*
of chain A.

be probed via the magnetization as well as by non-
equilibrium spin currents [5, 82-84], giving rise to frac-
tional spin conductances quantized in universal values of
(gum)?/h, with g the g-factor, up the Bohr magneton,
and h the Planck constant. In contrast to spin currents in
itinerant systems [85], spin transport in insulating mag-
nets is extremely appealing for applications due to the
absence of standard Joule heating [86-88].

Model. We focus on a system composed of two weakly

coupled antiferromagnetic spin-1/2 chains, oriented along
the x direction and labeled by an index 7 € {A, B}, with



different exchange interaction strengths, see Fig. 1 (a).
We describe each chain by a model Hamiltonian with
long-range isotropic [89] spin interactions

1
HO,T = Z J: |:2 (SZFT,TS’L'_,T + HC) + iZJrT,TSiZJ : (1)
3,7

Here, S; ; is the spin-1/2 operator acting on the site ¢ of
the 7-th chain and J] > 0 is the exchange coupling of
range r > 1 in chain 7. In addition, an external uniform
magnetic field b is applied along the z direction:

Hyz,=-bY Si, (2)

which allows one to control the magnetization of the
chain. Here, we absorb the coupling constant gup in
b. The coupling between the two chains is also antiferro-
magnetic and given by

Hiter = J1 > E (SgASgB + H.c.) + S;As;B} . (3)

K2

where the exchange interaction 0 < J; < JT describes
the weak interchain coupling. The total Hamiltonian is
given by H = % __, g|Hor+ Hz ;] + Hinter and the
modeled setup is illustrated in Fig. 1 (a). This model is
the extension of the SSHL model [70, 71] to the case of
intrachain long-range interactions.

Single chain. It is convenient to map each spin-1/2
chain onto a system of spinless fermions via Jordan-
Wigner transformation: S7_ = cZTci’T — 1 and S;fT =
cZT,T [1iSi Tire 90, 91].  Here, ¢;. is a spinless
fermionic annihilation operator acting on site ¢ of the 7-th
chain [24]. The product of spin operators is the standard
Jordan-Wigner string that guarantees the proper anti-
commutation relation of fermions belonging to the same
chain, while 7; a/p = [1,; 7',?714/37;’?14/3 is a combina-
tion of Pauli matrices 7% ensuring the correct fermion
algebra for operators on different chains.

In fermionic representation, the magnetic field plays
the role of a chemical potential. To treat the interac-
tion between spinless fermions, it is useful to linearize
the spectrum around the Fermi points. For this pur-
pose, we can expand the fermionic operator as c¢;, =
e*reti R (z5) + e *rr%i L (x;), where z; = ja, with a
being the lattice constant, and R, /L is the fermionic op-
erator describing right/left-moving fields. Here, kp, =
7= [L+2M; (b/JT)], where M, (b/J7]) is the z-component
of the magnetization per site of chain 7, defined as the ex-
pectation value of SZ in the 7-chain in the absence of the
interchain coupling. Note that the total magnetization
in the SSHL is conserved.

To treat strong interactions, we employ bosonization
techniques by introducing the conjugated bosonic fields
¢, and 6, and the bosonization relation,

Ty~ e_i(T¢T_97)7 (4)
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Figure 2. (a) Luttinger liquid parameter K, computed by

iDMRG simulations as function of magnetization M, for dif-
ferent values of the n.n.n. interaction J;.. The presence
of long-range interaction in a single chain is crucial in or-
der to achieve desirable values of K, lower than 0.5 (black
dashed line). (b) Phase diagram for processes characterized
by (s-,s = 1) as function of K. and K> for s, > 0. For
K, > 0.5, no processes induce fractional excitations (s, = 0)
except for require | M| = |M=| (yellow). For smaller values of
K, fractional phases with s, = 2 (green) or s, = 3 (blue) are
stabilized. (c) For magnetizations M4 and Mp, which follow
Eq. (6) for the process (sa = 2, sg = 1) (blue line), we con-
firm numerically via DMRG (squares) fractional excitations
AP = 1/3 for strong interchain interaction. (d) AP is com-
puted as function of interchain coupling by DMRG at different
values of magnetizations taken from panel (¢): the colors of
the lines correspond to the colors of the squares in panel (c).
The interaction parameters are J3' = 0.5J7, J¥ = 0.1J{* and
Jy = 0.1J7".

where r, € {R;,L,} with correspondingly r = +1 [24,
92]. In low-energy regime, each chain is described by a
spinless Luttinger liquid (LL) characterized by an inter-
action parameter K., which depends on the strengths
of exchange interactions of the microscopic model [24].
In the absence of magnetic fields and without long-range
interaction, exact analytical expressions of K, can be
derived via Bethe ansatz [23]. For the more general
case considered here, we resort to the infinite DMRG
(iDMRG) algorithm, thus computing power-law correla-
tion functions -, (S;.S7; ) and 32, (57,57, ; ), from
which we extract K, [24, 93, 94], see Fig. 2 (a) (see Sup-
plemental Material (SM) for details [95]). In particular,
next-nearest-neighbor (n.n.n.) couplings help to reach
the strong interaction regime where K, < 0.5.

Spiral staircase ladder - relevant perturbations. Since
the interchain coupling is assumed to be weak, one can



treat it perturbatively. In the fermionic picture, the per-
turbations assume the form of multi-particle backscat-
tering processes. In order to avoid the problem of ac-
counting for Jordan-Wigner strings [90, 91], we consider
only terms which do not transfer fermions (i.e. magne-
tization in spin space) between chains The most general
perturbation one can construct reads [95]

HSTS; — gSTs?62'L—[ST]CF,T+S7’—]€F,-T—]I]‘ (LI_RT)ST (Lj—_R%) %—"—H.C.,

(5)
where s, are non-zero integers, whose absolute values
represent the total number of fermions that are backscat-
tered from left- to right-moving channel in chain 7. By
using the relation between kp, and M,, the resonance
condition for the processes can be expressed as

Sr + Sz
2 k)

STMT =+ SfMi- =p— (6)
where p is integer.

By applying Eq. (4), the perturbation in Eq. (5) as-
sumes the bosonic form

Hs. 5. = Gs.s- /dx cos [28: - (x) 4+ 25:07(x)] . (7)

The next salient element of our analysis is the renor-
malization group (RG) flow of coupling constants. Since
the coupling between the two chains is assumed to be
weak, the scaling dimension for the interchain processes
can be straightforwardly derived [24, 92] and is given by
Ag, sy = 83K a+s5%5Kp. Importantly, the scaling dimen-
sion of processes transferring fermions between chains are
always strictly larger than A; , 5, for a fixed pair (s4, sp).
Therefore, it is a good assumption to neglect them [95].
In Fig. 2 (b), we present the phase diagram for the term
with sz = 1 and 1 < s, < 3. In this diagram each re-
gion corresponds to values of LL parameters for which
the processes with corresponding pair (s,,s; = 1) are
relevant, i.e. with scaling dimensions less than two. If
s, = 0, the two chains are uncoupled. Here, we focus on
sr < 3 since for higher values of s, ever smaller K,’s are
required, which is hard to reach even with n.n.n. inter-
actions (see Fig. 2). We recall that while a perturbation
can be relevant for certain LL parameters according to
the phase diagram in Fig. 2 (b), it can give rise to a
term like Eq. (7) only if the resonant condition for the
magnetization in Eq. (6) is simultaneously satisfied.

In the special case of equal magnetizations, |M,| =
| M|, the two symmetric processes (sr,sz) and (sz,$;)
can be stabilized simultaneously, thus giving rising to
two commuting cosine perturbations. As a result, the
spectrum becomes fully gapped. Here, we focus on the
regime | M| # |Mxz|, in which the spin conductance can
be finite. We emphasize that, if the exchange interactions
are different in the two chains, a uniform magnetic field
suffices to induce different magnetizations.

Fractional spin excitations. If RG relevant, the above
perturbative processes result in the opening of a partial
gap in the spectrum. As striking consequence of this gap
opening, fractional spin excitations emerge in the system,
as we show next. By using the z-component of the total
spin operator S, = (—1/7) [dx 9, [¢pa(x) + ¢p(x)], one
can compute the spin carried by an excitation created at
the domain wall at which the argument of the cosine in
Eq. (7) jumps by 27 [96]. When s, = sz, one finds that
AS, =1/s;. When s, # +s;, it is convenient to change
to a new bosonic basis,

95(:)) s 0 —sz O 0-
i 0 s, 0 s o
—+ . T T T
9(_7—) =2 S7 0 —Sr 0 97—— ’ (8)
¢(f) 0 s 0 s; =
in  which Eq. (7) simplifies to Hs s, =

Gs.s. [ dx  cos| (f) (2)]. The spin carried by the
excitation created at the domain wall, where QSS_T) jumps

by 2, is given by

s = —— o [0 = ——

Sy + sz 2w — S+ 5z

For K, > 0.5 only the process with s, = s> = 1 is RG
relevant (see Fig. 2 (b)), and, thus, AS, = 1, i.e. the spin
excitations are standard magnons in this case. Since we
are interested in processes for which fractional excitations
can emerge, smaller values of K, are required, which is
indeed achievable for strong n.n.n. interactions. In this
case, spin excitations in the SSHL model carry fractional
spin given by |AS,|. This is one of our main results.

These fractional spin excitations can be tested nu-
merically in a finite system of size L by intro-
ducing a generalized magnetic dipole moment P =
%Ele i (M;; + Mz ;), where M, ; is the average value
of the out-of-plane magnetization at each site i. The
difference AP computed in the different ground states
of the partially gapped sector, where qb(f) jumps by 27,
is equivalent to AS, (see SM [95]). By means of finite
DMRG simulations, we computed AP for various sets of
magnetizations and interactions stabilizing the processes
(sa = 2,sp = 1) characterized by AS, = 1/3. The val-
ues of magnetization [squares in Fig. 2 (¢)] for which we
find the fractional values AP = 1/3 follow the resonance
condition of Eq. 6. Moreover, in Fig. 2 (d) we show
AP as a function of the interchain coupling J, for three
pairs of magnetizations taken from Fig. 2 (c). Indeed,
the expected fractional value of AP emerges only in the
strong coupling regime, which agrees with our RG flow
arguments.

Fractional spin conductance. Next, we address the
question how to probe such fractional spin excitations.
One possibility is for instance given by the dynami-
cal structure factor S(q,w). However, while this quan-



tity does show a partial gap and depends on the quan-
tum numbers s, it seems difficult to extract them from
S(q,w) (see [95]). Another, more promising possibility,
is to study the non-equilibrium spin transport [82] for
finite-sized systems. To see this, we compute the spin
conductance in a two-terminal configuration, where we
assume that the magnetic field changes along the sam-
ple [97]. More specifically, we divide an infinite spin lad-
der into three regions: one central region of length L
subjected to the magnetic field b and two semi-infinite
regions (right and left leads), defined by |z| > L/2, sub-
jected to the magnetic fields b + Ab/2 and b* — Ab/2,
respectively. Note that, in general, b* # b. In linear
response, the spin conductance Gg is defined via a spin
current I's = GgAb/(gup), describing the flow of the z-
component of spin by a field gradient [5]. The distance
between chains in the leads is assumed to be larger than
in the central region such that interchain processes are
negligible in the lead region and each of the two spin
chains can be described as spinless LL. The spin con-
ductance Gg can then be computed by standard meth-
ods [82, 98-100] (see SM for details [95]),

Geo = (QMB)2 KﬁKzLa (1- SAB)2 10
S = ) . ( )
h K4syp+Kg

where we restored Planck constant h and introduced the
ratio s4p = s4/sp. Due to the presence of Kf‘/B, Gs

is not universal and depends on the magnetic field b* in
the leads. However, a substantial simplification occurs
in the case K% = KL = K where one finds Gg/G% =
(1—54p)?/ (1+ s%p), where G% = KX (gug)?/h is the
spin conductance of one gapless spin chain and which de-
pends on the values of exchange interactions in the lead
regions only via K. Interestingly, when the magnetic
field b” is so small that both chains have a vanishing
magnetization in the leads, the corresponding parame-
ters become universal, Kﬁ/B = 1/2 [24], regardless of
the strength of all exchange interactions (see Fig. 2). Re-
markably, the spin conductance becomes now an entirely
universal fraction of (gup)?/h, explicitly given by

(9nB)?* (1 —s4p)?
= . 11
Gs 2h 1+s%5 (11)

Importantly, the ratio s4p also defines the slope in the
resonance condition between the two magnetizations de-
fined in Eq. 6, see Fig. 2 (c).

Ezxperimental feasibility. To discuss the feasibility of
our proposal, we focus here on the simplest case with
s4 =1 and sp = 2, giving rise to excitations with frac-
tional spin 1/3, coming from terms o (.J; )® with scaling
dimension A; 9 = K4 + 4Kp. For this case to occur,
the magnetization values have to be tuned to My ~ 0
and Mp ~ 1/4, in order to satisfy the resonance condi-
tion in Eq. (6) and to induce the values K4 ~ 0.5 and

Kp < 0.375 in the presence of strong enough n.n.n. in-
teractions. These magnetization values can be achieved
in the limit where one of the two chains has a much
stronger nearest-neighbor exchange interaction than the
other, say, J{* > JP. In this case, chain A remains at
M4 ~ 0 for a small magnetic field b < J{*, while the
magnetization of chain B is tunable to Mp ~ 1/4 | since
one can have b ~ JE. The limit J{* > J£ is naturally
achieved in the Kondo necklace model [72, 101], shown
in Fig. 1 (b). In this setup, the spins in one of the two
chains are alternatingly placed on two different sites of
the other chain: this effectively splits the chain into two
sub-chains with a doubled lattice constant. In the pres-
ence of full isotropy between the two chains, a new re-
lationship between the exchange interactions is enforced:
JB = J3. By assuming a fast decay between nearest-
neighbor and n.n.n. interaction, one obtains the limit
JB = J < J{. If JP is still large enough, then also
values Kp < 0.375, which are necessary for the fractional
phase, can be reached. For other examples of fractional
spin excitations, see SM [95].

The spin conductance for this process could be de-
tected e.g. by STMs [42, 61] or NV-centers [84, 102].
Tuning both magnetizations to keep the value of the frac-
tional spin conductance fixed, the chosen process stays in
resonance and one can access sgp via the slope. Mag-
netizations can be varied in the Kondo necklace model
by tuning the magnetic field and also the ratio J{*/J&,
which can be controlled by changing the lattice spac-
ing of A or B [58, 59]. Thus, from the measurement of
the spin conductance, the ratio syp can be obtained in
two different and independent ways, i.e by the value of
fractional spin conductance itself and the slope of the
resonance. If the outcomes agree, this would be striking
evidence for the existence of the partially gapped frac-
tional phases. Moreover, taking into account that sap
is a ratio between two integers that are not expected to
be larger than three, we expect that knowing s p allows
one easily to find s4 and sg, and, thus, also to determine
AS, uniquely.

Conclusions. We considered the SSHL with magnetic
field and long-range exchange interactions. We have
shown that strong n.n.n. interactions in each chain gen-
erate perturbative processes, characterized by two inte-
gers sy and sp. The induced phases have a partial gap
with excitations carrying fractional spin 1/|s4 + sg|. To
probe such excitations we considered a spin transport
setup.We found that the spin conductance becomes a
material-independent universal fraction of (gug)?/h, ex-
pressed in terms of the ratio s4/spg. Further, we showed
that the same ratio can be accessed independently via the
slope of the resonance condition for the tuned magneti-
zations. We expect that our results can be generalized to
the ferromagnetic case including Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya
interaction. Also, while we focused here on Abelian frac-
tional excitations, we expect that our approach can be



extended to the non-Abelian case as well, which would
be more interesting for topological qubits. Finally, we
believe that, although being challenging, the proposed
setup can be engineered with magnetic adatoms assem-
bled on surfaces of metals [52, 55].
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Perturbative treatment of the interchain coupling via bosonization in the SSHL model
Details of numerical calculation of Luttinger liquid parameters

In this part we discuss the numerical method that we used to obtain the plot for the Luttinger liquid parameters
K. in Fig. 2 of the main text. The correlation functions are computed by means of the infinite density matrix
renormalization group (iDMRG) algorithm. The algorithm is implemented using the library TenPy based on tensor
networks tools, such as matrix product states (MPS) and matrix product operators (MPO) [1]. The simulation is
run with a fixed magnetization: the unit cells of the MPS are chosen such that they can be commensurate with the
specific magnetization. The final length of the systems is usually of between 10 and 10 sites. The maximum bond
dimension is fixed to x = 1024: with this value we reach a truncation error of the order 10~% or less. The discretized
version of the correlation functions is

L

Cosi) = 7 D2 UST450) (s1)
1 L

Cz(]) = E Z< 7z1+j 7zz>a (82)

where L is the maximum range at which the correlation function is computed. Typically, we choose L = 200 sites.
These correlation functions are fitted by using expressions obtained in the continuum limit for a spinless Luttinger
liquid [5]

cos(2n M, x) cos(mx)

Cﬂfy (.CE) =0 2K, Il +Co 1 3 (SS)
x 2Kr €T 2K+
K, cos[(2M, + 1) mx]
_ 2
Calw) = M2 = T 4 Gy . (S4)

This allows us to determine K, numerically, see Fig. S1.

Scattering processes for two coupled spin chains

We consider the SSHL model consisting of two weakly coupled antiferromagnetic spin-1/2 chains, labeled as A and
B, described by the Hamiltonians H = ZT:A,B [Ho,- + Hz -] + Hinger, where the interchain coupling Hamiltonian is
given by

me - - 4 z z
Hinter = Z [g (SIASj,B + S_j,AS]J{B) + JLSJ‘,ASJ‘,B] : (S5)
J

We assume that both Jiyand J5 are positive and small such that we can treat Hiner as a perturbation. We note that
in the main text we focused on the isotropic case J¥ = J% = J,. The spin operators can be expressed in terms of
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Figure S1. Correlation functions for the chain 7 and corresponding fitted Luttinger liquid parameter K, for a fixed magnetization
M, and next-nearest-neighbor interaction strength J3. (a) In-plane correlation function Cyy. The parameters are J3 = 0.2J7
and M™ = 0.25. (b) Out-of-plane correlation function C,. The parameters are J3 = 0.2J] and M™ = 0.25. (c) In-plane
correlation function Cgzy. The parameters are J; = 0.35J7 and M"™ = 0.125. (d) Out-of-plane correlation function C.. The
parameters are J; = 0.35J7 and M"™ = 0.125. The choice of next-nearest-neighbor interaction strength J5 corresponds to the
one made for Fig. 2 in the main text.

fermionic fields in the continuum limit:
1 . )
554578 = {@3@ GA(21)00, 0 (x;) + e PRrat2hen)es RY (2 )Ly (2;) R () Lp(x)
e Ckra=2kr )2 RY (1)L () L () Rp (25) + Hee. + . .. } (S6)
S)faS;p — e 0ate)=on()] [ei(kF’AikF’B)wj Rl\(z;)Rp(x;) + e "Fra=ken)ei [T (2) Ly ()
e Atk n)® B (2;) Lip () + ei(kF'AJrkF‘B)mjLg(ﬂﬁj)RB(xj)} ; (S7)

where z; = ja, with a being the lattice constant. The first term in Eq. (S6), which includes density-density interactions
between the chains, has to be added directly to the kinetic part of Hg 4 + Ho p. By using the remaining terms in
Hipter, one can construct perturbations in the fermionic picture. If we focus only on the operator part, they assume
the generic form

(R;LARELB)M (RLLALERB)W (RLRB)tl (LQLBYQ (RQLB)tB (LZ,RB)M emiltittattatt)(Ga=00)  (Sg)

where u; and t; are integers corresponding to the number of times each term from Egs. (S6) and (S7) appears in
the above expression Eq. (S8). When u; < 0 or ¢; < 0, one has to consider the hermitian conjugate of the terms in
round brackets to the power |u;| or |¢;|, respectively. Here, all the operators are assumed to be evaluated at the same
position along the z axis. Let us now restore the dependence on Fermi momenta and on x;:

e—iAt[¢A(Ij)—¢B]ei[(SR,A—SL,A)kF,A-‘r(SR,B—SL,B)kF,B]Ij RZR,A (:Ej)LZL,A (xj)LSBL,B ("Ej)Rng’B (xj)7 (89)



where we introduced the integers

spoA=—(u1 +us+t1+t3), Spa=ui+us—ty—ty, (S10)
SR,B = Uz —uy +11 +t3, SpB=up —ux+ta+1y, (S11)
At =11 +tg + 13 + 4. (812)

One can see that there exists the following constraint: sgr 4 + sr,B + 51,4 + sz, = 0. The latter is a consequence of
the conservation of particle number. Momentum conservation imposes an additional constraint:

2
(sr,A —SL,A) kra + (Sr,B — 51,B) kr,p = =P (S13)

where p is an integer and where we accounted for the fact that in presence of a lattice the momentum is conserved
only up to integer multiples of 27/a. In order to avoid the problem of having Jordan-Wigner string factors in the
perturbative processes, we are considering only terms which do not transfer particles between chains [2-4], i.e. we
impose the additional constraint At = 0. As a result, one has sg ; = —sr -, where 7 = A, B. In spin language this
means that there is no transfer of magnetization between the chains. Below, we will show that the processes with
At # 0 always have a strictly larger scaling dimension than the perturbations that do not transfer particles between
chains. By means of Egs. (S6) and (S7), we can construct the following perturbation:

Horom s = Gy 2418 b b ey (11 Y™ (LLR;) "(LiR,)™ (L;R;) "4 He (S14)

where m,, mz, n., and n; are integers with the constraint (n4 +np) mod 2 = 0, where p mod 2 indicates the value
of an integer p modulo 2. Here, we separated terms originating from J|¥ and J5 processes. In addition, if there are
several ways to generate the same term in the perturbation expansion, we keep only the lowest order. As a result, we
find

G o X (er_y)lmT\+|mf|+\|mrl—|m?ll (JJZ_)W‘*‘@ _ (Jj«_‘y>2 max{[mr|,|mz|} (J%) max{[n-|,|ns|} (S15)
As discussed in the main text, the properties of the system are solely determined by s; = m, + n, € Z. This can
be seen also directly from Eq. (S14). In the simplest case, if J7Y = 0 [J7 = 0], we get s, = n. [s, = m,]. If JY
and J§ are of the same order of magnitude, one choose such a set of m, and n, that the order of the process in Eq.
(S15) is minimized for a given pair (sa, sg). If (sa + sp) mod 2 =0, it is sufficient to include only J7-processes by
choosing s, = n,. As a result, we arrive at the prefactor g, . oc (J7) max{lsrhlszl} If (s4 + sp) mod 2 = 1, one
J7Y-process is to be included in Eq. (S15). Without loss of generality, we assume that |sg| > [sa| and choose ny = s4
and np = sp — sign(sp). Hence, we arrive at the prefactor gs, s, oc (J7)lse=sienlsa)l(J9¥)2 1f J?¥ = J% = J| | both
cases can be summarized as g s, o< (Jo )mextlsallsel}+l(satsp) mod 2]

Resonance condition for magnetization

The processes previously introduced can be stabilized only for certain values of the magnetization of the two chains.
Indeed, the oscillating exponential in Eq. (S9) suppresses the perturbation when the Hamiltonian density is integrated
over z. As a consequence, one has to fix the exponent of the complex exponential to an integer multiple of 27i. This
condition, which in the fermion picture is equivalent to the conservation of momentum, can be expressed as

2
2 (srkpr + spkps) = —p. (S16)
a
By using kg, = 7 (1 + 2M;) /2a, where M, is the magnetization (per site) in the chain 7, one finds
sy My 4 s My =p— 7 ; s (S17)

Next, we note that |M;| < 1/2 by definition. However, the point |M,| = 1/2 corresponds to an empty band in fermion
language where the bosonization procedure is no longer valid and thus we only consider the case with |M,| < 1/2. In
this case, the possible values of p are limited to pmin < P < Pmaz, Where

28 + 87 S+ 25 S Sz

9 ’ 2 725270}a pmax:MaX{ST—FST,

0

25, + 57 S +257 S, 57
2 7 2 272777

Pmin = Min {57— + 57,
(S18)
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The condition in Eq. (S17) is the first constraint that the magnetizations of the two chains have to satisfy. The
second one is related to the scaling dimension of the perturbations, which can be calculated by bosonizing the total
Hamiltonian, as addressed next.

Bosonized form of the Hamiltonian

In order to bosonize the total Hamiltonian, it is a standard procedure to express the fermion fields as
Py~ e irér—0r) (S19)

where r = £1 and r, € {R,, L;}. The total Hamiltonian is rewritten as

H= 3 oo+ 3 [doHe .. (820)

T=A,B {sr,s7}

where {s., sz} stands for all the possible perturbations that can be generated for every combination of integers s, and
sy that satisfies Eq. (S17) for fixed values of M, and M>. In the bosonized form, these contributions [see Eq. (S14)]
can be rewritten as

Hor = [[ao 32 { 2 a6, + K, 0200 (s21)
Horsr(2) = v, c05[28700 (2) + 20112 (s22)

where we introduced the Luttinger liquid (LL) parameters K, whose specific values can be obtained numerically as
shown in the main text (see Fig. 2 in the main text). The velocities u, depend on the magnetisation in the 7-chain.
The coupling constant §,_s. is proportional to gs_s. in Eq. (S14) and has a dimension of energy density. The scaling
dimension can be directly obtained from Eq. (S22) and it reads [5]

A, s =8 K, + 52K (S23)

Since each LL parameter depends on the magnetization of the corresponding chain, the condition A,_s. < 2 is the
second constraint that the magnetization has to satisfy. Moreover, we note that among all the possible perturbations
with A s, < 2, only the most relevant one, namely the one with the smallest value of Ag_,_, is actually opening
the gap. The other perturbations with a larger values of A, 5. do not contribute and are not taken into account in
the effective Hamiltonian. As a result, one usually works with a single cosine perturbation described by the pair of
integers (s;, sz). In this case, the total Hamiltonian is

H= Y H, +/da: Ho o (2). (S24)

T=A,B

The single cosine perturbation pins a combination of boson fields to a constant, thus opening a partial gap in the
system. This partially gapped phases can host excitations carrying a fractional value of spin. In the remainder of this
section, we relate the spin of the excitations to the pair of integerss (s, sz).

General case: |s-| # |sz]

Let us start by considering the case |s;| # |sz|. The cosine perturbation H,_s. pins a linear combination of fields
¢, and ¢>. Therefore, it is convenient to choose a different basis of boson fields for which the argument of the cosine
is given by a single boson field. To this purpose, let us introduce the transformation

95(:)) s 0 —sz O 0-
. 0 s, 0 s:||o
+ — T T T
69 | =2 s 0 —s. 0] [0 ] (525)

¢(T) 0 SF 0 Sr (ﬁ-,*—
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The commutation relations of new fields are defined as [d)?(m) 9(;)(;10')} = +4mi (s2 — s2) sign(z —2’). We note that

the determinant of above transformation matrix is different from zero only for s, # £s-. The cases s, = £s- will be
considered below. In this new basis, the gap-opening term is rewritten as

Hs.s.(x) = gs, s, COS {qﬁgf) (:17)} ) (526)

In order to compute the values of spin for the excitations, it is useful to express the conserved z-component of the
total magnetization

S.=—2 / dv 0, [pa() + 65()] (s27)

in terms of these new operators as
1 (7)
S,=—7——— dx 0 . 528
s DIJ LT (529

The total spin AS) accumulated by an excitation around a kink (domain wall) at 2 = 0 at which qﬁS:)(x) jumps by
27 is given by

1 € 1 € 27 1
A — L / 6D (1) = —— 1[40 _ _ : 2
5 2m(s7 + s7) l=zi e dz 9:9: () 27 (sr + s7) [¢+ (m)} —c  27m(sr+87)  Sr+ s (529)

7

Again, s, and s; are non-zero integers, which are also different in magnitude. Thus, we see that, generally, these
excitations are characterized by a fractional value of spin |AS§T)\ = 1/|s; + sz|. Finally, we note that the gapless

mode ¢(_T) is also associated with a fractional value of spin [see Eq. (S28)]. Below we show that this gapless mode is
responsible for the fractional spin conductance.

Special case: s; = ts=

Next, we focus on the special case s, = +sz. The cosine perturbations can be rewritten as

HE) (z) = g / dz cos {25, [ () + ¢7(z)]}, (S30)
where we introduced the notation Hgf) =Hs,s. and gﬁf) = Js.s, fOr sz = £s,, respectively. Let us comment that,

in both cases, the cosine term pins a linear combination of boson fields which is independent of s,. As a result, one
can gather information about the excitations without changing the basis. We start by first considering ’Hé:). Here,
the argument of the cosine does not affect the combination of the boson fields occurring in the total spin S, [see
Eq. (S27)]. As a consequence, there cannot exist excitations with a fractional value of spin. In the other case, the
cosine perturbation directly pins the combination of fields which defines the magnetization density. Therefore, the
total spin AS) accumulated by an excitation around a kink at = 0 at which 2s, [¢,(z) + ¢=(x)] jumps by 27 is
given by

ASO) = f% / dz 0, [pa(x) + op(x)] =

==L L s (6r (@) + e (@ = =

28, Sy

(S31)
Also in this case, the spin is fractional if s, > 1. However, we note that the resonant processes with s, = s- > 1

occur for values of LL parameters much smaller than for processes with s, # s- with the same value of fractional spin
excitations. Therefore, we focus in the main text only on the processes with s, # sz.

Ezample of a fractional state with spin 1/3

It is instructive to write down an explicit example of the leading perturbation and the corresponding term in spin
representation. Let us focus on the case sy = 1 and sp = 2, which was also considered in the main text. This process
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satisfies the resonance condition, for instance, for M4 ~ 0 and Mp ~ 1/4. The fractional value of the spin for the
excitations induced by this process is AS, = 1/3. The lowest order term in fermion representation is determined by
nga=ng=1,my =0, and mp = 1 and it can be written as

Honmtonmz o (J1)2TE (LRa) (LERB)Q +He. (S32)
The above perturbation comes from the following contribution in spin representation:
Hpert < (J1V)2 T8 4S5 5S4 5S41.455457 5 + Hee. (S33)
The scaling dimension for this process is
A1 =Ks+4Kp. (S34)

For this term to be RG relevant and thereby opening a partial gap, we need Aj o < 2, which can be satisfied for
sufficiently small LL parameters K,. We note that there exist also other third order perturbations proportional to
(Jiy)?’, which carry a string. However, such terms can be safely ignored since this term has a larger scaling dimension
compared to the one proportional to (Jiy)zJj7 due to the presence of the string factor e~ i¢4(=)=¢5(5)]  Moreover,
it would satisfy the resonant condition for magnetizations for a different pair of M, and M=, so that no competition
between the terms o (J7¥)2J% and the terms o (J7¥)? can occur. Note that we have already excluded this kind of
processes in Eq. (S14), since we allow only for perturbations proportional to an even power of J¥.

Two commuting perturbations

For a very special choice of magnetization, it is possible to stabilize two commuting cosine terms. The resulting
phase can be fully gapped and hosts two types of excitations. Let us consider two processes identified by the two

pairs of non-zero integers (5(7 ), s(—l)) and (S-,— ,s(— )) Both perturbations have to be relevant in the RG sense, which
implies the following constraints on the LL parameters [see Eq. (S23)]:

(5(71))2 K. + (s(;l))2 K- <2, (5(72))2[(7 + (5;2))2 K- <2. (S35)

Moreover, one also has to satisfy the following constraints on the magnetization, see Eq. (S17), given by

€] 1)

sOM, + sWM, =p, — % (S36)
(2) (2)
(2)M + 5(, )M =p2 — 7_5 s ) (S37)
which are solved by
9152 1 2 4 400 (@ ) apys?) 4 2pps®) g0 | (@)
M = @ .0 5.0.0 » Mr= O RPNONE) (838)
28775837 — 257785 2877857 — 287753
We note that this solution is valid only if 89)5(—2) PONC 75 0, which implies sy )/s 2 * 8(1 /8% ) When s /S

s(;l) / sg), the system is only partially gapped and we Wlll comment on this trivial case separately. As an example,

let us consider (s W =2 s ( ) = 1) and (3(72) 1, (72) = 2). The constraints on the magnetizations are satisfied for
M, = —0.1 and M- = 0.3 (1f p1=1and p; = 0). The scaling dimensions are both smaller than 2 only if K, < 0.2
and K7 < 0.2 simultaneously. The latter condition can be achieved if n.n.n. interactions are strong enough or if we
include longer-range interaction than the n.n.n. one.

For the general case, s / s + 3(;1) / 5(3), the total Hamiltonian is rewritten as

= [a ¥ gl oo+ o)

T=A,B

+g,0,m /dz oS [259(;57( )+ 25(1)¢T(x)}

+ 9,2, /dz cos {239)(;5 () + 23(2)¢T(x)} ) (S39)
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where in the last two terms 7 € {4, B}. The spectrum of the system is fully gapped. In the strong coupling regime,
one can find the values to which ¢, (x) and ¢-(x) are pinned. For this one has to satisfy the conditions

2sW o, (z) + 2sW b () = (2ky + 1), (S40)
25@ . (2) + 25D p-(2) = (2ka + 1), (S41)
giving the solutions
=2k + 1)) 4 2kost) 4 5]
¢T($) = 255- )S( ) S-1)$£2) ) (842)

[—(2k1 + 1)57- + ngsg-l) + 89)]
25(71)5;2) — 23(72)3(;)

or(x) = (543)

Then, one can read off the value of the fractional spin carried by the excitations by using the magnetization in
Eq. (S27). Indeed, when the argument of the first (second) cosine perturbation jumps by 27, then one has that
k1 — k1 — 1 (ko — ko — 1). As a result, the fractional spins associated with the modes + are

. s® _ @ JRCORNEY
ASHT = T AS;T =TT (S44)
ERECROENRERO) s0,@ _ @

For the example considered above, one has AS™ = 3/5 and AS;™ = 1/5. We point out that, in general, two types
of excitations carrying a different value of fractional spin can co-exist, but this requires rather a high fine-tuning of

the magnetizations. We also remark that the special cases s( ) = (;) or 3(2) (;) are well defined as long as the

condition st /87 @) # s(;l / s(—z) still holds. In order to reproduce the case with a single cosine perturbation one has to

choose s = 5@ and s = s thus obtaining [see Eq. (529)]

1
ASFT=ASTT=—— (S45)
EONUNC)

Special case s (;2) = s.(rQ)s(;)

Let us now consider the case when the condition 89)3(—2) = s(TZ)s(— )5 is satisfied. In order to stabilize two perturbations,

it is sufficient that one condition among (S36) and (S37) is satisfied, since the other one is then automatically valid

too. For simplicity let us assume that s / st = @ > 1. The Hamiltonian becomes

= far 3 L o + K 0.0, )

T=A,B

+9,0,m /dm cos {25(71%7(1‘) + 259%;(1‘)}
+ 9,2, /dm cos {a {259)@(30) + 2s§l)¢;(x)} } . (S46)

In this case the system is only partially gapped because the second cosine potential is pinning exactly the same
combination of boson fields as the first one. We note that it is not easy to have both these perturbations relevant
in the RG sense. Indeed, the scaling dimension of process (2) is a? times bigger than the scaling dimension for the
other processes: for instance, K, and K; have to be a? times smaller than in the case with only the first cosine
perturbation. It is important to note that « gets closer to 1 only when both s(Tl) and 5(72) are very big: these processes
can be relevant only for extremely small values of both LL parameters.

Let us now determine the fractional excitations. When « is an odd integer, 285-1)¢7— (2) +28$:1)¢7— (z) is pinned around
the minima of the first potential, since those are minima also of the second one. The value of fractional excitations is
the same as the one obtained for a single cosine perturbation, as described previously in this section (see Eq. (S29)).

When « is an even integer or a fraction, the value at which the combination 28-,— )¢T( )+ 23(;)¢;(m) is pinned depends
on the values of the two amplitudes, since both cosine potentials must be minimized at the same time. Given the
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fact that the amplitude of the second processes is perturbatively smaller than the first one, one can expect that
25(71)@(3:) + 23(;1)%(50) is still pinned mainly around the minima of the first cosine potentials. If the two amplitudes
are comparable, two ground states can have a separation smaller than 27, depending on the values of the amplitudes
of the processes: as a result, the value of fractional spins can be different from Eq. (529). Finally, we note that above
analysis for two cosine potentials can be generalized to any number of perturbations whose arguments are all integer

multiples of 25(71)(;57(33) + 25(;1)(;5;(35).

Sr=3,8 =2

1.0
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phase

0.4

0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
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0.2 0.4 : 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.2 0.4 KT 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.2 0.4 KT 0.6 0.8 1.0

Figure S2. The phase diagram for the process Hs._ . as a function of LL parameters of chains 7 and 7 for different values of s,
and S7.

Ezxamples of other fractional states: scaling dimensions and phase diagrams

Here, we discuss several cases in relation to their scaling dimension, in order to understand which processes are the
most interesting ones. By using standard RG methods, one can show that the scaling dimension is given by Eq. (523).
Let us disregard processes with s2 = s2. Moreover, we are not interested in processes with s, = 0 or s = 0. As
a consequence, it is clear that the processes with the smallest scaling dimension are those with (s, = 2,s7 = 1) or
(sr = 1,87 = 2). One can also easily see that, among processes inducing fractional spins with a bigger denominator,
the ones with (s; = 3,s7 = 1) or (s; = 1,57 = 3) are the next ones in terms of scaling dimensions. For higher values
of (s;,87), the situation is more complicated and we plot some examples in Fig. S2. One can see that, the higher the
values of s; (s7) the smaller K. (K>) has to be. For a fixed value of s, + s;, there is no process which can dominate
universally over the others. For instance, in the case of s; + sz = 5 (first row of Fig. S2), when s, = 4 and s> = 1,
one needs smaller values of K4 compared to the case s, = 3 and s> = 2, but bigger values of K are allowed than

for s, = 3 and sz = 2.
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Scaling dimension for processes with string factors

By using the bosonization identity in Eq. (S19), one can show that the bosonized form of perturbations with At # 0
is given by

Hs.s.(x) x cos {25, ¢, (z) + 25707 (x) + At [0, (z) — 0z (x)]}, (547)

Here, we omitted the coupling constant, since it is not necessary for the following discussion. The scaling dimension
can be directly obtained from the above and it reads [5]:

A 2p st + A0 (L ] (948)
srsz At = Sp Sr 1 KT K;_ .

We note that the scaling dimension in Eq. (S23) corresponds to the case At = 0. Whenever At # 0, the scaling
dimension of processes that do not transfer particles between chains, i.e the one in Eq. (S23), is always strictly smaller
than A, s a: in Eq.  (S23). As a consequence, the perturbations we considered in the main text are always more
relevant in the RG sense than the processes with string factors, and that is why we can assume to disregard the terms
with strings. Moreover, whenever s,s: # 0, we note that the perturbations with At # 0 are always irrelevant in the
regime of Luttinger liquid parameters we are interested in, i.e, 0 < K; < 1 and 0 < K7 < 1. Therefore, we conclude
that it is completely justified to ignore the processes with At # 0 in the discussion in the main text.

DMRG calculations for the fractional spins
Indicator of fractional spins

Here, we show that by using DMRG one can obtain numerical evidence for the presence of excitations with fractional
spin in the system. We focus on a finite size system of length L. The quantity that we compute with finite DMRG is

1 L
=D i (M + My ), (S49)
=1

h

where M ; is the average value of out-of-plane magnetization in each site ¢. This quantity can be considered as a
generalized magnetic dipole moment , in analogy to the electric dipole moment or electric polarization which has
proven to be useful for calculating fractional charges [9]. Below, by using bosonization techniques, we show that the
difference in P (denoted by AP) computed in the different ground states of the gapped sector, where ¢5:) jumps by
2, is equivalent to AS,. The expression in terms of boson operators is rewritten as

1
— d (7') - -
P 27TL (sr + s7) Z/ T 20, (@) = 27TL(ST + s7) l:Z

+

Lo(L) - / dz ¢ (z )] (350)

where we made use of integration by parts. Each integral can be separated in a boundary contribution and a bulk
contribution as

L L—e € L
) _ ) T) T)
/0 de ¢, (z) = /6 de ¢, () +/0 de ¢, (z) + /L_E dz ¢;" (), (Sh1)

where € is an arbitrarily small number. Then, one has

S - [ aw e - [ oD@ - [ 6

==+

Within the bulk, it is justified to replace ¢S:) with éﬁ:), which is the value to which the field is pinned by the
perturbation. Then, one can write

P T | W’(L)—/ed O e —L<z3”>—/L_€d o7 () (S53)
27 L(sy + s5) l o T Qp \T L x T i x ¢ (x) p.

==+
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Next, we note that all quantities in the above expression do not change for different ground states except for (i(f)

Since &:) = 2mn, where n = 1,...,s,; + sz — 1, one can compute the difference of polarization in two degenerate
ground states (say, for n =1 and n = 2)
27 1

a7 paerrw Ealrarani AS.. (S54)

AP =P(n=2)—P(n=1)

By computing P in different ground states, one can obtain numerical evidence for the presence of fractional spins in
the system.

Details of DMRG simulations

In this part, we discuss the numerical method that we used to compute AP in Fig. 2 of the main text. The
correlation functions are computed by means of the finite density matrix renormalization group (DMRG) algorithm.
The algorithm is implemented using the library TenPy based on tensor networks tools, such as matrix product states
(MPS) and matrix product operators (MPO) [1]. The simulation is run with fixed magnetizations for both chains:
the lengths of the MPS are chosen such that they can be commensurate with both magnetizations. The lengths that
we considered are L = 40 and L = 50. The maximum bond dimension is fixed to y = 64: with this value we reach a
truncation error of the order 107% or less.

In order to obtain AP we compute the ground states and several low-energy excited states: usually, we compute
around four states. The excited states are obtained by finding the lowest energy states which are orthogonal to the
previously found ground state and lower energy excited states.

To perform the calculations at fixed magnetizations, we consider the following form for the interchain Hamiltonian:

zy
Hiter = 3 [‘% (5748585 185714 +Dc) + st;As;B] . ($55)
J
We note that this Hamiltonian conserves magnetization in both chains separately. This choice is motivated by the fact
that simulations with conserved magnetization are more efficient and fast. The processes that transfer magnetization
between chains are excluded by construction, but this is not a crude approximation: we have shown that these
interchain processes (involving strings, see above) are irrelevant in the RG sense and, therefore, we expect that they
should not contribute in the strong coupling regime simulated by the lattice Hamiltonian in Eq. (S55). Moreover, we
checked for some pairs of magnetizations that, even using the original microscopic Hamiltonian defined in Eq. (S5), AP
still assumes the expected fractional spin values. For the latter simulation, since we could not fix the magnetizations by
a numerical constraint, we fixed the magnetic field in order to keep fixed the desired magnetizations in the chains. In
our work, we did not check for effects of disorder but based on similar studies [9], we expect that fractional excitations
are stable also against random disorder.

Conductance for different LL parameters and velocities

In this Section we compute the conductance of two chains in presence of the backscattering process introduced in
Eq. (S22). For definitness we fix 7 = A; the case with 7 = B is completely identical and gives the same final result
for the spin conductance. We recall the bosonized form for the perturbation

Hsrsp (@) = Gsasp COS[25404(x) + 25p0p(x)]. (S56)

It is convenient to use the following change of basis

0,(x) 101 0 fa(x)
Op(x 1 o1 0 1 da(x
egéxi T2 l1o-10 eggx)) (857)
¢o () 01 0 -1 op(x)

Now, the process reads

Horo (@) = Guaep 008 {V2[(5a + 58)6,(x) + (34 = 55)0 (@)} (858)
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T

Figure S3. Setup to measure the fractional spin conductance. In the left and right leads (blue regions) different magnetic fields
(b* = b" + Ab/2 and b* = b — Ab/2) are applied.

Let us assume that this perturbation is relevant and opens a gap. Due to the gap opening, the cosine potentials can
be expanded to quadratic order in fields [6, 7],

HSASB (Z‘) = gSASB Cos {\/5 [C¢p¢>p + C¢g¢a} } = (859)
a 2
~ QSA% {\/5 [C¢p¢9 t Coq (ZSO'] } = gsAsB (C;p(b?) + 26¢pc¢g¢p¢o + Cig(bi) . (860)

where we introduced cy, =54+ SB and cg, =54 — 5B
After expanding to quadratic order the cosine potential and integrating out 6, and 6, the action reads

S= %/dm/dT Uz, 7) T M(x, 7)¥(z, ), (S61)

where ¥(z, 1) = (¢,(2,7), o (x, 7)) and

M) = (VD) M) 552

with
1 Tua() | up(e)] 17 1 1 1.2 - 2
Mulem) = =30 | T Ko@) | % 2 i@ ka@ T un@ g O Gsase @), (563)
1 Tua(@)  up(2)] 17 1 B 1 1.2 - er ¢
Mia@) = =30 | @) " Ko@) 2 [ma@Kat) ~ wp@ Kot | 07t Ba@eoco (560
1 [ua(z)  up(x)] 1 [ 1 1 1.2 - Ry
Ma(@:m) = =30 | T Ke@) | % T3 i@ Ea@) T un@ gy O T sase@)eo, (565)

Here, velocities, coupling constant gs,s,, and Luttinger liquid parameters are inhomogeneous quantities, they read:

0 || >
Gsasp 2] <

uip |l > Kip lel>

, (866)
Kap |z <

MisINis
o[ ot~

|t ot~

uA/B(x) = { ) gSASB(‘r) = { ) KA/B(x) = {

ug/p o) <

where uﬁ /B and K j /B are the velocities and the Luttinger liquid parameter inside the leads. The parameters in the
leads and in the system are different since the magnetic field is non-uniform: b* = b* + Ab/2 and b = bL — Ab/2,
as shown in Fig. S3. Here, Ab is a small detuning from the value b”. In the framework of linear response theory, the
spin current is given by Is = GsAb/gup.

The Kubo formula for the two-terminal spin conductance is given by [6, §]

Wn
GS = Q(QMB)ZFGWCE,CUH) (867)

b
twn —w+i0t ,w—0

where G is the Green function for ¢,. In order to compute this conductance we have to solve for G¢. the following
set of differential equations [6]

M(z,7)G(x,7) =7 (x — 2') I, (S68)

where G(z,7) is the matrix whose elements are all possible Green functions. In particular, we are interested in the
four equations for x # x’, which involve G...
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To solve the system of differential equations inside the system (white region of Fig. S3), it is convenient to use the
ansatz G;; ~ €;;e4” and move to Fourier space for the time variable. One finds

) () = (0). (569

g = (G020 W tan): 5
M (q,w) = —% :Zf: + qu: @+ % :u;K,A + uglKB: w2+ gSASBciP7 (S71)
J\qu(q, w) = _% :;{44 a Z: ¢+ % :uAlKA B uBlKB: it GonssCopCte: (5872)
Moy (q,w) = —% :;{i + Z: P+ % :uAlKA + uglKB: W + s pspCh, - (S73)

The values of ¢ can be determined by imposing that Det (M ) = 0 and are given by

0 (w?), (S74)

~ Cip(KAUB + Kpua) +cg,co,(2Kaup — 2Kpua) + Cia (K aup + Kpu,)
1 = —q2 = Gsasp ZUAuB +

2 (Kaua + Kpup) + 2c4, ¢, (Kaua — Kpup) + ¢ (Kaua + Kpup
¢p( ) ¢p P ( ) ¢ﬂ( ) +O(w3). (S75)

q3 = —q4 =W
UAUB (cip (Kaup + Kpua) + cg,co, (2Kaup —2Kpua) + cia(KAuB + KBuA))

From Eqgs. (S69), some relations between the coefficient ¢;; can be found

€ € cp, Kaup —cyp, Kpua + cy, Kaup + co, Kpua
a = cs,1 _ cs,2 _ ¢p ¢p ?, ®. + O (wl) (876)
€ce,1 €ce,2 c, Kaup +cy, Kpua + cyp, Kaup — cy, Kpua
rn — €cs,3 o €cs,4 _ C¢p (877)
g = —— = — = ——,
€ce,3 €cc,4 Co,

The full solutions for the Green’s function G.. are

(G =y (i) 7

€cs,i

In order to find the unknown variables ci€cc1 , Ca€ce,2 , C3€ce,3 and ca€cc 4, One has to match the propagators and their
first order derivatives at x = —% and © = 2’ = 0. Let us observe that, by choosing ' = 0, the Green’s functions must
be symmetric around x = 0. According to this symmetry one has (let us focus on the case of G..)

4 4
+ iT - o 4%

E cieg, 1" = E Ci€ i I (S79)

i=1 i=1

The coefficients €. . appear in the Green’s function for z > 2/ = 0 and z < 2/ = 0, respectively. Since one has that

ce,i

g2 = —q1 and ¢4 = —q3, one finds the useful relations
+ - + - + + -
01600,1 - 02606,27 c2ecc,2 - clecc,l’ C4€cc,4 - 63600,37 03606,3 - 0460(:,4' (SSO)
Similar relations can be derived for the other Green’s function.
The solutions in the leads (gs,s, () = 0) have the simple expressions

Gee(z,wp) = ag}:)eiﬁlm‘ + a(g)eigm, (S81)

cc

Ges(x,wp) = aé}:)eiﬁlx‘ - a(Q)eigm. (S82)

cc
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The matching conditions result in a system of equations given by

ol = —g _ 6.wn) = Geola = —§+5,wn), (S83)
wr=—L ) = Gl =L 45w, (S84)

2

[um | up(@) ] 0, Gl 0,) + [;{Z(g) - I”‘;i((“;))] axacm,wn)}

)
_ {; [“A(”f)) i “B“)} 0 Goolty0) + & [“A(” - “B(x)} achsu,wn)} 7 (585)

- ] amc:cc(x,wn)}

—_ L __
r=—5—0

)
_ {; [“A@) N “B(ﬂ Oy Gros (1, c00) + + {“A(ﬂ” - “B(l’)} achc(x,wn)} , (586)

Ka(r)  Kp(z) 2 [Ka(z) Kg(2) o=—Lys
1 [ua(z) up(x) | 1 [ua(x) up(z) ]
13 |70+ | Gt + 5 |G~ Ry PGt}
{3 [t e [0 ] w e
1 [ua(z) ug(z) ] 1 [ua(z) ug(z) ]
13 (R0 * ooy | et + 5 |G ~ Ry &Cotesim}
1 ual@) | up(z)] o 1Tua(z)  up()] v
=3 [F0 + ) PGt 5 TG ~ ) e | (588)

Then, by solving the system, one finds ci€ce,1 , Ca€ce2 , C3€ce3, Ca€eca and, therefore, the propagator G... The
resulting conductance is given by

G — (91)? Acj KEKG
b (Kk+KE) (3, + &) +2 (Kk - Kb) co.co,
(gpn)? KxKE(sa — sp)?

= S89
WKL+ KBS, (589)

where we restored Planck’s constant. Below, we discuss some experimental setups which give rise to different values
of parameters in the leads.

Identical chains

In the case of identical chains in the lead region (K% = Kk = KL), one finds

Gs _ (sa—sp)’

Gs _ 7 $90
& ST (590)

where G% = K (gup)?/h is the conductance of a single spin chain in the two-terminal configuration.

Leads as XY chains

When the exchange interactions along the z axis are zero in the leads (XY chains), the LL parameters become
K f‘ /B = 1, independent of the magnetic field. In this case, the spin conductance is universal and reads

(9nB)? 2(sa —sp)? (9uB)? (54 — sp)?
G = = . Sgl
g h (sa—sB)*+(sa+sp)? h s34+ s% (S91)
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Figure S4. Setup to measure the fractional spin conductance. In the left and right leads (blue regions) different uniform
magnetic fields with Zeeman energies b' = b + Ab/2 and b®> = b¥ — Ab/2 are applied. The leads are uncoupled isotropic

spin-1/2 chains. If one assumes bL ~ 0, then the LL parameters in the chains are K% = K5 = K* = %, regardless of the
strength of long-range interactions.

Uncoupled isotropic chains as leads

If the distance between chains is enough to suppress the coupling between them, one can assume that the leads are
isotropic chains, i.e. J*¥ = J? for each 7 (see Fig. S4). In this case and for magnetic fields close to zero, i.e. b = 0,
the LL parameters are K = K = K* = . As long as the chains can be described as LLs, this result is completely
independent of the range of interactions. By using Eq. (S90), one finds a universal result

GS _ (giu’B)2 (SA — 53)2 ) (892)

2h s34+ 54

For instance, for the process (s4 = 2,sp = 1), giving rise to fractional spin 1/3, the spin conductance is Gg =
(915)? /10h.

Dynamical structure factor

In this section, we compute the dynamical spin structure factor in presence of the perturbation characterized by
(sa,sp). The dynamical spin structure factor is defined as

S(g,w) / dadt €%~ (9,6, (x,£)u,(0,0)) (593)

" a2

since S, = —(1/27)0,¢,. By expanding the cosine term up to quadratic order, the total Hamiltonian H = Ho+ Hinter
expressed in this new basis is

1 =5 [ de {102 6,(2), 00 N [0 (00l0). 0(2))"] + (02 0y(), 60 ()] M [0 (8y(a), ()]}

T
+ [ de (@0).60(2)) A G4(2), 60 @) (394)
where N, M, and A are 2 X 2 matrices given by
_ua + _uBp  uA _ _UB
N—(%ﬁ“_%{f%‘ 25?) (S95)
2Ka.  2Kp 2Ka ' 2Kgp
Kaua+Kpup Kaua—Kpup
M = ( KA“AEKBUB KAuA—EKBuB ) J (896)
_ - (sa+sp)> s —sh
A= Gsasp ( 5?4 . 323 (SA . 83)2 . (897)

Let us focus on the correlation function for the field ¢,

(Dp(2,)9,(0,0)) , (598)
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which can be expressed as

1 . .
<¢p(xat)¢p(070)> = R/d%dwl /dQ2dW2 <¢p(‘I17W1)¢p(‘I27w2)>equxiwltezqzxiwzﬁ (599)

By using the above expression, one can see that the dynamical spin structure factor is

1
8(0:0) = 13 (0pl0:0)8p(—0, —) (S100)
Then, by using the following relation,
H / dugduj, e~ g WA+ hjwiA 3 uihe M (S101)
2mi DetA ’

k

we can integrate out the bosonic fields 6, and 6,, thus obtaining the following effective action

1 _
Sefr = g/ dgdw ($,(q,w), bo(q,w)) (WM™ + ¢*N + A) (¢(—q,w), bo(—¢,w))" - (S102)
Then, the correlation function for ¢, is written as

D D9 5 R _Seff[¢pv¢a]
(Dp(q1, w1)dp(g2, w2)) = IDe ¢}(g¢ggip_(i2“[jilj . (S103)

One can use the following relation for gaussian integration in order to evaluate this correlation function explicitly [5],

I (f #405) wpuge- T
Qurdu?\ — S w A, w, = A (S104)
”k(f 27‘]«)6 i urAijuy
UX2

(uju;) =

Thus, one finds

<¢p(q17 w1)¢p(q27 W2)> = 6q1,7q25w1,7w2 [(W%M_l + Q%N + A)il]pp ) (8105)

S(Q? CU) - WO

—5.0 —2.5 0.0 2.5 5.0

Figure S5. Color plot of the dynamical spin structure factor S(g,w) for positive energies w and wavevector ¢ for the illustrative
example of s4 = 2, sg = 1 (giving fractional spin 1/3). The function is symmetric in ¢ and w. The values of qo and wo are
defined in the text. The dark blue background corresponds to values of S(g,w) much smaller than those of the green and light
blue curves, given by the poles w+ [Eq. (S107)]. Here, § = 2wy is the gap, which depends on s-, see Eq. (5109). The other
parameters are chosen as K4 = 0.3, Kp = 0.36, v = 1.5wo and ua/up = 3.15.
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where we selected only the diagonal component related to ¢, in the matrix. From now on, we identify for notational
convenience ¢; = ¢ and w; = w. Then, the dynamical spin structure factor S(q,w) is given by (we used that for zero
temperature Matsubara frequencies become w — iw)

Kpup [8W2§SASBKAUA(SA —sp)* + ¢*u? — w2] + Kaug (q2u2B — w2)
2 {q2 [QgSASBKASiuAu% + 2gSASBKBSZBu?4uB —w? (u,24 + U’QB)] + w? (_2§5ASBKAS?4’LLA - 2§SASBKBS2BuB + w2) + q4u?4u23} .
(S106)

The poles of this function define the spectrum of the four modes. Below, we focus on two branches defined for w > 0:

2 2 2 2
1 52 u® 4+ u 64 4 2 2,42
(o&) == 15 (1(27"'):|: 7+q74+% , (5107)
wo 2 | wg 2q5u—_uy Wo 4o wWo4o

where we defined uy = (ua £up) /2, Wo = \/GssspU+s Qo = wo/+/Auru_ and

K482 Kps?
7:wo\/4 ASpUB T R BSUA. (S108)
ua +up
K482 Kps?
5:w0\/4 AS{UA T RBSBUB (S109)
UgA +up

In Fig. S5, we plotted the dynamical spin structure factor for positive energies; the plot is mirror symmetric around
w = 0. The dispersion of coherent modes are plotted in light blue (w_) and in green (w, ). The background incoherent
modes are depicted in dark blue and their spectral weight is negligible compared to coherent modes w4 (g). At ¢ =0,
only two modes are gapped, one for w > 0 and one for w < 0. While the gap does contain the quantum numbers s,
it seems rather difficult to extract them from measurements of the gap energy alone, since they are masked by the
presence of the non-universal coupling constant §s,s,. This is the reason why we focus on the conductance as a way
to get experimental access to the excitations with fractional spin.
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