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Light induced magnetization in a spin S = 1 easy—plane antiferromagnetic chain
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The time evolution of magnetization induced by circularbtgsized light in aS' = 1 Heisenberg chain with
large easy—plane anisotropy is studied numerically antytecelly. Results at constant light frequen@y= Qo
are interpreted in terms of absorption lines of the eledtrspin resonance spectrum. The application of time
dependent frequendy = (¢) light, so called chirping, is shown to be an efficient procedn order to obtain
within a short time a large, controlled value of the magragion M *. Furthermore, comparison with2alevel
model provides a qualitative understanding of the inducadmatization process.

PACS numbers: 05.60.Gg,71.27.+a,75.10.Pq,75.78.-n

Far-from-equilibrium condensed matter physics is a chalresults with the linear response (LR) theory predictiomste
lenging, still largely uncharted territory. Concerningthut transition frequency of the corresponding ESR experinient.
of equilibrium dynamics of quantum magnets, the controlthe case of a chirped (time dependent) frequency of thellight
of magnetic properties by means other than a conventionaur results indicate that the short—time behaviour of thg-ma
magnetic field is of strong current inter&8t For instance, netization is mainly driven by the anisotropy part of the-sys
engineering the quantum state, i.e. wavefunction, is essetem. This time scale, together with the dependence of the
tial for quantum simulators, precision sensors or spiritron magnetization on the chirp parameters, can be accurately de
device§1°. Recent experimental advances allow to manipu-scribed by 2— level model. The dynamics beyond the charac-
late the elementary low—energy excitations with teraHaszr  teristic time of the latter is dominated by the Heisenbeng pa
pulse$*15 a prominent example being the ultrafast coherenof the model. Although we focus on DTN as a typical one di-
control of antiferromagnetic magnons. A time—dependent fnensionals = 1 easy- plane AHM, our analysis is also valid
rotating) magnetic field of highly intense terahertz lasdep,  for other Hamiltonians, e.g. 2-level model will yield the
with photon energy below the electron energy scale, coneorrect physics fo5 = 1 models in all dimensions provided
trolled the coherent spin waves without interfering witle th thatD > J.
motion of charge carriers. As prototype model we choose th# = 1 AHM with

In quantum magnets with reduced dimensionality the therSingle—site, easy—plane anisotrapyon a chain withL sites
modynamic angégfémsport properties exhibit a rich magnetic L
field dependen related to the total magnetization of the _ Q. 2\2 2
system. Prominent examples of such a behaviour are the field— Ho = Z [JSZ $Sip1+ D(ST)" + hsi] ’ (1)
induced quantum phase transitions of the organic compound
NiCl3-4SC(NH). (dichlorotetrakisthiourea—nickel abbrevi- whereS,; = (S7,5Y,5%) are spinS = 1 operators at site,
ated as DTN). At zero temperature, the first transition ocS, ,, = S, (periodic boundary conditions}, is a magnetic
curs at a critical fieldr; where the energy gap closes andfield, and.J(~ 2K) the antiferromagnetic exchange constant
a finite magnetization develops in the ground state (GS)qwe will further on usei = kg = up = 1 and set/ = 1 as
the second one occurs At where the magnetization fully the unit of energy). Hereafter, we will uge = 4 (~ 8K) and
saturates leading to a ferromagnetic GS. By now, the low-or such an anisotropy the critical fields are; ~ 2.28 and
energy physics of the DTN compound has been well studied,, = 828, We will assume that only the magnetic component
experimentally®?#26 and understood theoretically. The ba- of light, propagating in the—direction, couples to the system.
sic model that describes the magnetic excitation spectfum orhe time— dependent Hamiltonian of the corresponding setup
DTN was found to be the one dimensiortal= 1 antiferro-  can be written as
magnetic Heisenberg model (AHM) with exchange coupling
constant/ and large easy—plane anisotropy As shown
in Refs.27-30 such a Hamiltonian reproduces in great detalil
the low lying electronic spin resonance (ESR) spectrum. The

anisotropyD/.J ~ 4 of DTN, being the largest energy scale where 4 > 0 andQ > 0 are the amplitude and frequency
in the system, is responsible for a large energy@ap) that o |ight respectively and;" are spin raising and lowering op-
can be closed by a magnetic figld erators. Thus, each spin “feels” a magnetic field rotating in
In this work we study the rotating magnetic field inducedthe zy—plane,2A >~ [S? cos(Qt) + S} sin(Qt)]. The mag-
nonequilibrium magnetization\/* in large, easy - plane netization induced is positive, in order to obtain a negativ
anisotropy AHM. For a field rotating at constant frequencymagnetization one should substitite— —Q in (2). Note
(circularly polarized light) we are connecting the numalic that in a real experiment a propagating light pulse has some

i=1

L
H(t)=Hy—AY_ (e7 S/ +e57) (2

i=1
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time and frequency dependence, an issue that we will discuss

—

later on. In order to probe the sample magnetization perpen- .
dicular to the polarization plane one can use a second optica = 08 ¢
pulse and measure the change in its polarization state éaduc § 0.6 L
by the magnetization either in transmission (Faraday gffec  §
or reflection (Kerr effect) geometd}332 g 04 r
The time evolution of the magnetization is given by F02F
= Nt
p 3 TR ARV TRt LV LW
M*(t) = (V)] S P (1) , (3) ! 0 20 40 60 80 100
(W)W () Time ¢
where Sg, = (1/L)>;S7 and |¥(¢)) is a solution 7
of the time—dependent Schrodinger equatiop| ¥ (t)) = 8 e 02
H(t)|¥(¢)). In our calculation we choos# in such a way S 6 L o01
that typically (¥ (¢)|¥(¢)) ~ 1 at any timet (6t ~ 1073). A &
general procedure goes as follows: (i) first, with help ofatxa § 4 10
diagonalization we calculate the GS &j,(|¥(—dt)) = |GS). g -4 —0.1
(ii) Next, at ime¢ = 0 we instantaneously turn on the light =2t (b) A=0.1 <1 oo
and (iii) finally, we perform the time evolution of it on the-ba 0 ‘ ‘ hy : ‘ 0
sis of the time—discretized version of the Schrodingeatiqn
with (2) (using a fourth—order Runge—Kutta routine). 0 1 2 3 4 5
Let us first focus on the syster@)(at constant frequency Magnetic field h

Q = Qq. Itis clear that the maximum value of the magne-

tization is induced by light at the resonance frequency ef th Figure 1. (Color online) (a) Magnetization as a function iofie
system )y = Qg, that can be interpreted in the spirit of an M~ (¢) calculated forl, = 11, A = 0.1, h = 0, andQo = 4,6,8.
ESR spectrum. For small enough(< .J) the system is in Dashed horizontal line represents average valuéXor= 6. Note
the linear response regime and the low absorption lineseof ththat the results fofly = 4 ands are multiplied by factor of; for
ESR spectrum ofl)?332 correspond to the resonance frequen-C'ar't}/)- f'”Set M=(t) Induce(zb?yﬂo = Qr " 6 (as in the main

. ) - panel) fort up tot = 250. Heat map of average net magne-

clesQip of (2) at givenh. Furthermore,2) atfl = £ can be tization, M= — M?(t = 0), as a function of magnetic field and
mapped by a unitary transformation (or Floquet theory) to a

. . 36 Y) 10 Alkrequencys, calculated forl, = 10, A = 0.1. wp line (red color
effective static modé#=3%, where the latter has a form similar in the heat map) is obtained wi? > 0 in (2), wa.c (blue color)

to the one when dealing with an ESR experiment. Note thaith < 0. Solid and dashed lines represent the 5, ESR res-
the same procedure was used in Rdfin order to study a sys- onance lines and their continuation into the gapless regjiregical
tem with small magnetic anisotrogy = 0.25 (Haldane-like  solid line represents the critical field .
limit).

Fig. 1(a) depicts a typical example of the time dependence
of M* as a function of time for a system with = 0 and  of negative magnetization. In Fig(a) we presend/=(t = 5)
constant). Several conclusions can be drawn directly fromas 5 function of frequenc§,. The maximum value of mag-
the obtained results: (i) It is evident that thé* induced by netization for giverh and<2 > 0, or 2 < 0, is consistent with
Q) = Qp is dominating above other frequencies. (i) The the ESR predictions.
b?ba“”g fre]gu_ency prefsfented n thﬁ |nS(|at Ofﬁﬁ@) IS fat— Although we chose the GS as the starting point of the time
tributed to finite size effects. (iii) The value 6z = 6 for o ytion this is not a zero temperatuiie £ 0) result. Within

h = 0 is consistent with the lowest transition lines of ESR | p theory one would expect faF = 0 rather sharp transition
spectrum. In fact, in the gapless regime< /., the ESR  |ine@9 s clear from Fig.1(b) that our resonance lines are

. 2728 : . . . .
lines can be calculated byla D expansiof’®, i.e., not —peaks, with nonzero intensity for all considered transi-
tionswa, B, Also, in Fig.2(b) we present the dependence of
h = 0 average magnetizatiavl = on frequency?, for various
Such lines correspond to transitions from the GS to statts wi amplitudesA = 0.01,0.05,0.1,0.5 in (2). Within LR such a

wa=D+2J+h, wp=D+2J—h.

AS? — +1. broadening of the line could be interpreted as the increfise o
In Fig. 1(b) we present a heat map of the average (over tim@n effective temperature.
spandt < t < 100) net magnetization}/z — M*(t = 0), as Next, in order to induce a macroscopic magnetization in a

a function of magnetic fielé and frequency,. Our results ~controlled way we study the application of a chirped pulse,
perfectly reproduce both ESR predictions, e.g. see Fig. 6 of! = €2(t). Although the time dependence @fcan be com-
Ref28, In the considered fieldl region we also see continu- plicated and its functional form dependent on the experimen
ation of thewg = D + h line - transitions from a magnon tal setup, the main features should be captured by the simple
to a single—ion bound state. Other resonance lines can also PrmM

captured, e.g. transitions from the fully ordered ferronetig

state in theh > ho region, can be resolved by looking fOr; Q(t) =Qr —vt, 4)
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Figure 2. (Color online) (a) Frequené€y}, dependence of the mag-
netizationM* attimet = 5 andL = 11. Results forh = 0, 2,4 are
calculated withQ2y > 0 (positive magnetization) and fér = 2,8
with o < 0 (negative magnetization). Note that for> h; (pre-
sented forh = 4, 8) the ground state has net magnetization already
att = 0. (b) Frequency dependence of average magnetization
for h = 0, L = 11 and various amplituded = 0.01, 0.05, 0.1, 0.5.
Results forA = 0.01 are multiplied by factor o5 for clarity.
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. - . . Figure 3. (Color online) Time dependence of the magnetinatal-
where(), is the initial ¢ = 0) frequency and- is the chirp, culated forL = 11, h = 0, A = 0.1. (a) Magnetization as a function

i.e., the “speed” of frequency change. Within such a not&tio f {ime calculated for various initial frequenci€s = 6,8, 10 and
Q = Qg andv = 0 corresponds to a time independé€hét  , — 0.01. The horizontal line represents the average value of mag-
the resonance frequency. In the following, we will considernetization forr = 0 and$2; = Qr = 6 (resonance frequency). (b)
only theh = 0 case, i.e2g = 6, as we would like to study Comparison of the magnetization as calculated with Byfdr, (i)
the magnetization induced only by light. the full Hamiltonian 2) with Q; = 8 Vo= 0.01, (ii) the 2—level

The qualitative dependence of the magnetization on the anodel ©) and the perturbative solutiol/* - Eq. () with A = 2,
plitude A and chirpingr can be understood within-level ¥ = 0-01. (c) Magnetization as a function of normalized timefor
model, v = 0.005, 0.01, 0.05, initial frequency?; = 8 andA = 0.1. Inset:

the same results as a function of time

Hs = 0[0)(0 + D|1)(1] + v2A (e"“¥|1)(0| + h.c.) , (5)

where|0) (|1)) correspond to thé? = 0(1) states of the term WhereA = Q; — Q. Itis obvious from the above equation
D(S7)?, relevant to the//D — 0 limit of (1). Note that the that)/?(¢) depends only o and the detuningh.

resonance frequency oB)(is simply 2z = D. Within this In Fig. 3(a) we present the magnetization dependence on
model, a perturbative expressiom,= A/\/v — 0, of the e initial frequency; at fixedv. In panel (b) we present
time dependence of the magnetization can be given as, numerical results obtained from the full Hamiltonaf),(the
2-level model §) with corresponding detuning, together with

Mz@) - M 7 the perturbative solution Eg6), that captures the main fea-
1+ W ()2 tures of the magnetization profile. Note that the results are
t indistinguishable till the saddle point of Ed)( i.e., atts =
W(t) = \/iA/ At e~ A=t A/2v. From the results presented in FB(b) it is obvious

that the main effect of the exchange couplifgs in the dy-
namics of the magnetization at timedeyondt,. It is also
L v _ A interesting to note that the magnetization induced by a con-
=20 e A/ / dre™773m)  (6)  stant frequency ligh® = Qp, as indicated by a dashed line
rd in Fig. 3, is reached at the saddle point tirhe We observe

0




4

such a behaviour for afd; > Qp. long. Preliminary finite temperature simulations and cdesi
In Fig. 3(c) we show the time dependence of the inducedations are encouraging in rendering the proposed expetimen
magnetization for different chirping speeds We observe feasible. We should also note that the large variety of quant

that, (i) in the scaled timet the curves are practically identi- 1 . . .

cal with the crossing of the mean valueat 0 andQ; = Qp —= (;=8,v=01 !
atvt ~ vty = 1, reaching maximum att ~ 2; (ii) the % 08 | -& Qr=8,v=0.01 g
magnetization at long times is weakly dependent on time, a g M?(o0)

remarkable result considering that we are dealing with la ful & 061 --- Lz _ i
many-body problem, where a decay could be expected; (iii) % 04 | | i
it is clear that, as the total magnetizatisn = . .S7 com- 5 B

mutes with the Hamiltonian, after switching off the lightaat S 02} & T
certain time, M * remains constant at its instantaneous value. 0 - ;

This allows for a tight control of the value of the induced 0.01 1 0
magnetization in the system. Further simulations for diffe
ent{); > Qg confirm this picture; crossing the resonance

frequency by chirping the light frequency induces a Stab.lq:igure 4. (Color online) Scaling parameter= A/+/v dependence

macroscopic magnetization in the system. Additionally, it ¢ e magnetization as calculated foe= 11, v — 0.1 (full squares)

is clear from the solution of the-level model that inverting  5n4,, — (.01 (open squares). The snapshot of magnetization of the
A = —A and V' = —v produces identical evolution of the || model (squares) is taken at = 2, i.e,# = 20 for » = 0.1 and
magnetization. t = 200 for v = 0.01. Circles represent the magnetizatidf® (cc)

Considering the amplitude and chirping speed dependencgpendence oa in the 2-level model §) and the black dashed line
of the long time asymptotic magnetization achieved, firglllof  depicts the Landau—-Zener expression.

we observe that the-level model can be mapped in a rotating
frame to a Landau—Zener type tunneling problem,

Scaling «

o . magnets, allow for a tailoring of the experiments in terms of
Hy, = A1)(1| — AJ0)(0] + V24 (|1><O| + h.c.) . (7) lightfrequency, relaxation time etc.
In summary, we have studied an efficient protocol which in-
whereA = A/2 — vt. In the Landau—Zener probleth = 0 duces magnetization without external magnetic field applie
and the time evolution is from = —oo to ¢ = 400, while O the system. Results for circularly polarized light pulse

in the situation we are considering the time evolution start &t constant frequency are explained with the help of reso-
att = 0 and from a finite frequency shifh. ForA/y >  hance lines of ESR transitions at finite temperature. We have

also presented comprehensive results on the dependence of
the magnetization on a chirped pulse. The latter, experimen
tally relevant, protocol can be qualitatively and even famg

time scales quantitatively described with the help éfkvel
model. Also, it was showf that (1) can be mapped to an ef-
fective S = 1/2 AHM with exchange anisotropy. 1. Our
2-level predictions for this model will be even more accurate
since the mapping favors the largedimit.

1 the asymptotich/*(c0) coincides with the probability of
occupation of levell) given by the Landau—Zener expression
1 — exp(—ma?).

In Fig. 4 we present a comparison of the long time mag-
netization ¢+ = 2) in the full model @), the perturbative pre-
diction Eqg. 6) and the Landau-Zener expression. Note that al
though]\?z is a perturbative solutiorn{ — 0) and the detailed
dynamics beyond; is not captured correctly (see Fig(b)),
the overall agreement of the asymptotic magnetizationas-qu
itatively described tilloy ~ 136,
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