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Since longitudinal spin-spin interaction is ubiquitous in magnetic materials, it is very interesting
to explore the interplay between topology and longitudinal spin-spin interaction. Here, we examine
the role of longitudinal spin-spin interaction on topological magnon excitations. Remarkably, even
for single-magnon excitations, we discover topological edge states and defect edge states of magnon
excitations in a dimerized Heisenberg XXZ chain and their topological properties can be distin-
guished via adiabatic quantum transport. We uncover topological phase transitions induced by
longitudinal spin-spin interactions whose boundary is analytically obtained via the transfer matrix
method. For multi-magnon excitations, even-magnon bound states are found to be always topo-
logically trivial, but odd-magnon bound states may be topologically nontrivial due to the interplay
between the transverse dimerization and the longitudinal spin-spin interaction. For two-dimensional
spin systems, the longitudinal spin-spin interaction contributes to the coexistence of defect corner
states, second-order topological corner states and first-order topological edge states. Our work opens
an avenue for exploring topological magnon excitations and has potential applications in topological
magnon devices.

I. INTRODUCTION

Topological band theory underpins fertile topological
states of matter [1, 2], ranging from conventional to
higher-order topological insulators. According to the
bulk-boundary correspondence (BBC) [3, 4], topological
invariants of bulk bands are intimately related to ro-
bust boundary states. Taking the Su-Schrieffer-Hegger
(SSH) model [5, 6] as an example, the bulk topology
characterized by a winding number ν corresponds to ν
pairs of edge states under open boundary condition. An-
other typical example is the Benalcazar-Bernevig-Hughes
(BBH) model [7, 8], in which the nontrivial quantized
quadrupole moment indicates four corner states in two
dimensions. Not limited to fermionic particles, the above
wisdom has been widely applied to study topological
bosonic excitations such as magnons [9–14], phonons [15]
and photons [16].
Topological magnons, a kind of collective excitations

over trivial ground states of magnetic materials, have
provided new insights into topological states and poten-
tial applications such as topological magnon laser [17, 18],
magnon spintronics [19, 20] and topological magnetic
memory [21, 22]. Parallel to the electronic counterpart,
magnon Hall effect was theoretically predicted and ex-
perimentally observed [23], and Dirac magnons [24–28],
Weyl magnons [29–35], nodal line magnons [36, 37], topo-
logical magnon polarons [38–41], higher-order topological
magnons [42, 43] were theoretically predicted.
Because it is generally difficult to measure bulk topol-
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ogy of magnons, according to the BBC, edge states have
been utilized as an experimental signature. Most of
the topological magnon excitations previously focused
on are the isotropic Heisenberg interaction, where the
role of the longitudinal spin-spin interaction is weak
enough to be neglected [23, 26, 29, 30, 42–51]. There
have emerged many interesting topological boundary
states with nontrivial magnon bands, such as chiral
magnon edge states [23, 44–51], magnon surface states
of Dirac and Weyl magnons [26, 29, 30], and topolog-
ical magnon corner states [42, 43]. The conventional
BBC breaks down in various situations, including non-
Hermitian topological systems with the skin effect [52–54]
and defect edge states [55–57], hole-edge states in spin-
less SSH model with interaction [58], two-dimensional
topological insulators with the coexistence isolated cor-
ner states and gapless edge states [59], Floquet topolog-
ical systems with anomalous edge modes [60], and con-
tinuous models with ghost edge modes [61]. Although
the intrinsic longitudinal spin-spin interaction is ubiqui-
tous, it is still unclear how the longitudinal spin-spin in-
teractions affects topological magnon excitations in spin

systems.
In this article, we reveal the effect of longitudinal spin-

spin interactions on magnon boundary states both in one-
and two-dimensional topological spin systems as variants
of SSH and BBH models, respectively. Even for single-
magnon excitations, topological edge states (mainly dis-
tributed at the second or the next to last site) and defect
edge states (mainly distributed at the first or the last site)
may coexist in a dimerized spin chain. This is because
the strong longitudinal spin-spin interaction gives rise to
defects at boundaries, and make inter-cell and intra-cell
couplings swap their positions. By analyzing the vari-
ation of energy spectrum, spin magnetization and adia-
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batical topological pumping, two types of edge states are
well distinguished. The staggered magnetization is pro-
posed to identify the transitions from topological trivial
(nontrivial) phase to nontrivial (trivial) one in the pa-
rameter space spanned by longitudinal spin-spin interac-
tion and transverse dimerization. Furthermore, we find
the topology of bound magnons sensitively depends on
the number of magnon excitations, which is termed as
even-odd effect. Remarkably, besides to defect corner
states and topological sub-corner states, there have first-
order topological edge states in two-dimensional BBH-
type spin systems which is understood via a second-order
tunneling process. Such three types of boundary states
following distinct adiabatic pumping provide alternative
ways for designing spin devices.
This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we ex-

amine the effect of longitudinal spin-spin interaction on
a dimerized XXZ chain for topological single-magnon ex-
citations in Sec. II A and topological multi-magnon ex-
citations in Sec. II B. Spin dynamics is used to detect
the magnon-excitation states in Sec. II C. In Sec. III, we
analyze the longitudinal spin-spin interaction in a two-
dimensional BBH-type spin systems. In Sec. IV, we give
a conclusion and discussion.

II. ONE-DIMENSIONAL DIMERIZED XXZ

CHAINS

We first consider an open Heisenberg XXZ chain with
transverse dimerization,

Ĥ = −
∑

l

{[

(

J + (−1)lδ0
)

Ŝ+
l Ŝ

−
l+1 +H.c.

]

+∆Ŝz
l Ŝ

z
l+1

}

(1)

with the lattice index l, the spin- 12 operators Ŝ
(x,y,z)
l ,

and the spin-raising (-lowing) operators Ŝ±
l = Ŝx

l ± iŜy
l .

J ± δ0 respectively denote the inter-cell and intra-cell
spin-exchange strengths, and ∆ is the longitudinal spin-
spin interaction. Without loss of generality, we set J = 1
and ∆ > 0. For a large ∆, all spins downward | ↓↓ · · · ↓〉
is a ferromagnetic ground state, in which flipping a spin
upward creates a magnon excitation. In contrast to
studies of topological ground states [62–68], topological
magnon excitations are associated with excited states.
Because [Ĥ,

∑

l Ŝ
z
l ] = 0, the subspaces with different

magnon numbers are decoupled. Below we study a 2L-
site spin chain of L two-site cells, except the adiabatic
topological pumping of edge states (where the site num-
ber is odd).
Viewing magnons as quasiparticles, the spin exchange

and longitudinal spin-spin interaction correspond to
nearest-neighbor hopping and magnon-magnon interac-
tion, respectively. At the first glance, since the magnon-
magnon interaction is absent in single-magnon excita-
tions, the topology of single-magnon excitations was sup-
posed to behave as the celebrated SSH model [5, 6]. In
such a SSH model, the bulk topology is characterized

by the winding number ν, where ν = 1 for δ0 > 0 and
ν = 0 for δ0 < 0. The conventional BBC indicates that a
pair of edge states do (not) exist when the intra-cell spin
exchange is weaker (stronger) than the inter-cell spin ex-
change. However, even for single-magnon excitations, we
find that the conventional BBC becomes invalid in our
system, in which the longitudinal spin-spin interaction
still plays a crucial role.

A. Topological single-magnon excitations

FIG. 1. (Color online) Single-magnon excitations. (a) and
(b): single-magnon energy spectra respectively with ∆ = 0.01
and ∆ = 100. The eigenstate index is ordered for increasing
values of the energy. The other parameters are chosen as
J = 1, δ0 = −0.5 and L = 50. (c) and (d): spin magnetization

distributions Sz
l = 〈Ψ|Ŝz

l |Ψ〉 for the isolated states far from
the bottom band and lying in the energy gap in (b). The
insets respectively correspond to the sketches of edge states.

Below we discuss how longitudinal spin-spin interac-
tion affects topological edge states in single-magnon sys-
tems, which is ignored in the observation of topological
magnon insulator states [69]. We show single-magnon
energy spectra for weak and strong longitudinal spin-
spin interactions in Figs. 1(a) and 1(b), respectively. For
∆ = 0.01, there are only two separated energy bands,
similar to the trivial SSH model. However, for ∆ = 100,
four additional isolated edge states appear: the two be-
low the bottom band (the first two states) correspond
to a single magnon strongly confined at the leftmost or
rightmost site, and the other two in the band gap (the
(L+ 1)-th and (L+ 2)-th states) correspond to a single
magnon strongly localized at the second or the next to
last site; see the spin magnetization Sz

l = 〈Ψ|Ŝz
l |Ψ〉 in

Figs. 1(c) and (d), respectively. The insets in Figs. 1(c)
and (d) schematically display the two types of edge states
at left, while their degenerate counterparts are symmet-
rically localized at right. Surprisingly, the edge states
appear in the system of strong longitudinal spin-spin in-
teraction even when the bulk topology was supposed to
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be trivial with δ0 < 0. A question naturally arises: what
is the emergence mechanism of these edge states?

To understand the origin of these edge states, we an-
alyze their behaviors across the topological transition
point (J − δ0)/(J + δ0) = 1 of the conventional SSH
model. When the longitudinal spin-spin interaction is
weak enough, similar to a conventional SSH model, edge
states appear in the band gap when δ0 > 0, which corre-
sponds to nontrivial topology of the bulk band. However,
for strong enough ∆, the edge states in the band gap ap-
pear when δ0 < 0; see Fig. 2(a) with ∆ = 100. These
edge states in the band gap indicate that the conventional
BBC is broken by the strong longitudinal spin-spin inter-
action. Besides, the edge states below the bottom band
always exist regardless of the dimerization strength δ0.
This means that the edge states below the bottom band
are not related to topology but are solely induced by the
longitudinal spin-spin interaction.

FIG. 2. (Color online) Appearance of topological edge states.
(a) Single-magnon excitation energy versus the transverse
spin-exchange ratio (J − δ0)/(J + δ0) for longitudinal spin-
spin interaction ∆ = 100 with L = 50. The energy spectrum
(b) and adiabatic topological pumping of topological (c) and
defect (d) edge states for a 19-site system with ∆ = 100. The
other parameter is J = 1.

To uncover these mysterious edge states, we revisit
the mapping from longitudinal spin-spin interaction to
magnon-magnon interaction. From the perspective of
magnon excitations under open boundaries, we discover
that intrinsic longitudinal spin-spin interaction has two
main effects: one is defect potential at the end points,
and the other is magnon-magnon interaction. Taking
the open three-spin chain as an example, single-magnon
non-edge states (|↓↑↓〉) and the edge states (|↑↓↓〉 , |↓↓↑〉)
have onsite energies ∆/4±∆/4, respectively. The longi-
tudinal interaction contributes an energy offset ∆/2 be-
tween the magnon at the edge sites and the other bulk
sites [70]. This means that the cooperation between the
open boundary condition and the longitudinal spin-spin
interaction induces effective on-site defects at the edge
sites. A large ∆/2 will trap a magnon at an end point to
form the non-topological edge state, which can be dubbed
as defect edge state. In the limit of ∆ → ∞, the first and

the last sites are decoupled from other bulk sites and can
then be understood as a new interface. Thus the second
and the next to last sites act as a new “boundary” of a
topological SSH lattice, in which the intra- and inter-cell
spin exchanges are swapped. Consequently, the topology
of the renormalized SSH model is opposite to the origi-
nal trivial one, and topological edge states appear at the
second and the next to last sites. Hence, these sub-edge
states in the band gap belong to topological edge states.
To further distinguish two types of edge states, we adi-

abatically sweep (J − δ0)/(J + δ0) across the phase tran-
sition point in a 19-site system with ∆ = 100. Its instan-
taneous energy spectrum is shown in Fig. 2(b). With
the two types of edge states for (J − δ0)/(J + δ0) = 0
as initial states, after tracking the change of spin mag-
netization we find that the topological edge state can be
adiabatically transferred from one end to the other end
[see Fig. 2(c)], while the defect edge state remains un-
changed [see Fig. 2(d)]. This means that observation of
edge states is not enough to support bulk-boundary cor-
respondence and that adiabatic topological pumping of
edge states is a more rigorous method to demonstrate the
bulk topology.
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FIG. 3. (Color online) The band-edge gap ∆E as a function
of the longitudinal spin-spin interaction ∆: (a) topological
edge state and (b) non-topological edge state. The staggered
magnetization mz

st as a function of the longitudinal spin-spin
interaction ∆ for (c) the (L + 1)-th state and (d) the first
state. The inset of (b) zooms in its region around critical
points. Our calculations are performed with δ0 = −0.5 (red
solid lines) and δ0 = 0.5 (blue dotted lines) and L = 5000.

Owing to the longitudinal spin-spin interactions, there
exist transitions between topologically trivial and non-
trivial phases as ∆ increases. We investigate the band-
edge gap ∆E to determine the critical point ∆c, both
analytically and numerically. For topological edge state,
in the thermodynamic limit ∆E naturally tends to zero
in the topologically trivial phase, and takes a finite value
due to the appearance of topological edge states in the
topologically nontrivial phase. We calculate its band-
edge gap as a function of ∆ for (J−δ0)/(J+δ0) = 3 with
δ0 = −0.5 (red solid line) and (J−δ0)/(J+δ0) = 1/3 with
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δ0 = 0.5 (blue dotted line) for a lattice size L = 5000;
see Fig. 3(a). The band-edge gap can successfully iden-
tify the critical points ∆c, no matter for the increase
from zero to finite value or vice versa. The correspond-

ing mz
st =

∑2L
l=1(−1)l〈Ψ|Ŝz

l |Ψ〉 of the (L + 1)-th state is
exhibited in Fig. 3(c). There are two degenerate topolog-
ical edge states in topologically nontrivial phases where
the (L + 1)-th state is used to represent the left topo-
logical edge state. mz

st ≈ −1 means the corresponding
left topological edge state almost distributes at odd sites
where a single-magnon excitation mainly locates at the
first site and decays at other odd sites. However, differ-
ently, if left topological edge state mainly distributes at
even sites, it has mz

st ≈ 1.

For non-topological edge state, ∆E = E3 − E2 repre-
sents the energy gap between the second and third eigen-
states, which remains vanishingly small when ∆ < ∆c.
Unlike the topological edge states finally lying in the mid-
dle of two bulk bands, the non-topological edge states lin-
early increase with ∆ after separating from the bottom
bands, as shown in Fig. 3(b). The staggered magnetiza-
tion of the first state in Fig. 3(d) reflects, after crossing
the critical point ∆c, the left non-topological edge state
considerably distributes at odd sites as ∆ increases. Two
degenerate non-topological edge states always appear as
a pair where the first state is used to represent the left
non-topological edge state. The transition point induced
by longitudinal spin-spin interaction depends on the ap-
pearance or disappearance of non-topological states. Im-
portantly, using the transfer matrix method, the condi-
tion for the appearance of the defect edge states can be
analytically given by ∆ > ∆c with ∆c = 2(J + δ0) (see
Appendix A for details). The analytical critical points
∆c = 1 and ∆c = 3 for two cases are added in Fig. 3
with gray dashed lines which are well consistent with the
numerical ones.

Because the longitudinal spin-spin interaction breaks
the chiral symmetry and invalidates topological invari-
ant, we calculate the staggered magnetization to wit-
ness the transition from topologically trivial to nontriv-
ial phases. Fig. 4 manifests the staggered magnetiza-
tion mz

st of (L + 1)-th state in the parameter space
spanned by ∆ and (J − δ0)/(J + δ0). Although mz

st

vanishes in topologically trivial phases, it takes a finite
negative (positive) value in the left-bottom (right-top)
region. For a weak longitudinal spin-spin interaction,
the topological characterization behaves like the con-
ventional SSH model: topologically nontrivial phase for
(J − δ0)/(J + δ0) < 1 while for (J − δ0)/(J + δ0) > 1 it
turns into the trivial one. Tuning the longitudinal spin-
spin interaction strong enough accompanied with the ap-
pearance of the non-topological edge states, topological
edge states exist for (J−δ0)/(J+δ0) > 1 while disappear
for (J − δ0)/(J + δ0) < 1. The analytical critical lines
∆c = 2(J + δ0) and (J − δ0)/(J + δ0) = 1 are respec-
tively added in Fig. 4 with red and white dashed lines,
indicating that the analytical results agree well with the
numerical ones. Similar to the nonlinear Thouless pump-

FIG. 4. (Color online) The staggered magnetization mz
st of

(L + 1)-th state as a function of the longitudinal spin-spin
interaction ∆ and the transverse dimerization (J−δ0)/(J+δ0)
for a 2L-site system with L = 1000. Gray shading is a region
where the staggered magnetization cannot be integer owing
to the absence of chiral symmetry. The critical lines ∆c =
2(J + δ0) and (J + δ0)/(J − δ0) = 1 are marked by the red
and white dashed lines, respectively. The other parameter is
J = 1.

ing [71], near the critical line ∆c there exists a narrow
region (the gray region) in which 0 < |mz

st| < 1. From
the perspective of distribution properties of topological
edge states, such a staggered magnetization can serve as
an effective topological indicator to understand the topo-
logical phase transitions.

B. Topological multi-magnon excitations

The longitudinal spin-spin interaction provides not
only boundary defects but also nearest-neighbor magnon-
magnon interaction in multi-magnon excitations. The
magnon-magnon interaction can bind magnons together
as bound states [72–75]. When the longitudinal spin-spin
interaction is sufficiently strong, one can treat the trans-
verse term as a perturbation to the longitudinal one to
analytically derive an effective model for well explain-
ing the bound states. Here, we just present results for
multi-magnon bound states (see Appendix B and Ap-
pendix C for unbound magnons). The bound states
can be treated as a quasiparticle that is governed by an
effective Hamiltonian. Taking two and three magnons
as examples, the effective hopping strengths of bound

states in the bulk are given by J
(2)
Eff = (J + δ0) (J − δ0)/∆

and J
(3)
Eff = (J − δ0) (J + δ0)

[

J + δ0(−1)l
]

/∆2 (see Ap-
pendix B and Appendix C for details). Because the effec-
tive hopping strengths of two- and three-magnon bound
states are respectively uniform and site-dependent, we
know that two-magnon bound states are topologically
trivial and three-magnon bound states may inherit topol-
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ogy from the SSH model. Due to no more than one
magnon at one site, the effective hopping originates from
the n-th order process for n-magnon excitations. From
the effective n-th order hopping process, we find that the
corresponding effective hopping strength is proportional
to [J + δ0(−1)l]mod(n,2)(J + δ0)

⌊n/2⌋(J − δ0)
⌊n/2⌋, where

⌊x⌋ takes the closest integer value less than or equal to x.
We generalize this result to an even-odd effect, that is,
even-magnon bound states are trivial and odd-magnon
bound states may have nontrivial topology.

FIG. 5. (Color online) Two-magnon bound-state subspace
for a strong longitudinal spin-spin interaction (∆ = 100). (a)
Bound-state energy spectrum in ascending order for the values
of the energies. The black dots denote the energies regard-
ing the Hamiltonian (1), and the red circles are the energies

obtained by the effective model Ĥ
(2)
Eff (B8). The parameters

are chosen as J = 1, δ0 = −0.5 and L = 24. (b)-(d) are
respectively two-magnon correlation distributions of chosen
eigenstates in (a).

We further analyze topological states in the two- and
three-magnon bound-state subspaces. For a strong longi-
tudinal interaction, we obtain the bound-state subspace
consisting of two-magnon bound states in Fig. 5(a). The
eigenstate index on the horizontal axis is ordered with
increasing values of the energy. The parameters are cho-
sen as J = 1, δ0 = −0.5, ∆ = 100 and L = 24. The

energy spectrum of the effective model Ĥ
(2)
Eff is added in

Fig. 5(a) with red circles. It can be observed that the
numerical results (black dots) from the Hamiltonian (1)
perfectly agree with the analytical ones (red circles) given

by the effective model Ĥ
(2)
Eff (B8) whose validity has been

analyzed in Fig. 11. The bound-state subspace contains
four isolated bands which are ordered for increasing val-
ues of the energy. We extract one state of the first
band to calculate the two-magnon correlation function
Cij = 〈Ψ|Ŝ+

i Ŝ
+
j Ŝ

−
j Ŝ

−
i |Ψ〉 in Fig. 5(b), which indicates

eigenstates with two magnons bound at one end point as
a two-magnon bound edge state. The correlation prop-
erties of the second-band states show that the bound
magnons are mostly distributed at one sub-edge to form
a two-magnon bound sub-edge state [Fig. 5(c)]. The two

remaining continuum bands include eigenstates with two
magnons as bound pairs [Fig. 5(d)]. The emergence of
bound edge states is due to the fact that the longitudi-
nal spin-spin interaction creates potentials trapping one
magnon at one end point and binding the other together.
The presence of two-magnon bound sub-edge states re-
sults from the effective potentials at the sub-edges (the
second and the next to last sites) in the effective model

Ĥ
(2)
Eff (B8).

FIG. 6. (Color online) Three-magnon bound-state subspace
for a strong longitudinal spin-spin interaction (∆ = 100). (a)
Bound-state energy spectrum as a function of eigenstate index
in the ascending order of energy. The black dots denote the
eigen-energies of the Hamiltonian (1), and the red circles are

the eigen-energies of the effective Hamiltonian Ĥ
(3)
Eff (C4). (b)-

(d): spin magnetization distributions Sz
l and three-magnon

correlations Cl,l+1,l+2 for three types of three-magnon bound

edge states in (a). Here,
∑2L−2

l=1 Cl,l+1,l+2 > 0.9997. The
parameters are chosen as J = 1, δ0 = 0.5 and L = 24.

Fig. 6(a) shows the energy spectrum for three-magnon
bound states. The energy spectrum of the effective

model Ĥ
(3)
Eff (C4) is added in Fig. 6(a) with red cir-

cles. It can be observed that the numerical results (black
dots) from the Hamiltonian (1) agree well with the an-
alytical ones (red circles) given by the effective model

Ĥ
(3)
Eff (C4) whose validity has been analyzed in Fig. 12.

There are three types of three-magnon bound edge states:
(i) bounded to the first site, (ii) bounded to the sec-
ond site, and (iii) bounded to the third site with energy
in the band gap, whose spin magnetizations and three-
magnon correlations are shown in Fig. 6(b, c, d), respec-
tively. Here, the three-magnon correlation is defined as
Cl,l+1,l+2 = 〈Ψ|Ŝ+

l Ŝ
+
l+1Ŝ

+
l+2Ŝ

−
l+2Ŝ

−
l+1Ŝ

−
l |Ψ〉. The type-

(i,ii) three-magnon bound states are attributed to the
emergent defects at the first and second sites, while the
type-(iii) three-magnon bound states are due to nontriv-
ial topology of the bulk band (see the effective Hamilto-

nian Ĥ
(3)
Eff (C4) in Appendix C for details).
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C. Detecting magnon-excitation states via spin

dynamics

Spin dynamics provides new insights into the detec-
tion of magnon-excitation states. Referring to the above
analysis, a rich variety of magnon-excitation states ap-
pear as tuning intrinsic system parameters and magnon-
excitation numbers, especially for topological magnon
edge states. Topologically protected edge states have
been employed to implement quantum state transfer [76–
80], disorder-immune photonic and phononic trans-
port [81–83], topological quantum computation [84], and
topological laser [17, 18]. We calculate the time evo-
lution of the spin magnetization distribution Sz

l (t) =

〈Ψ(t)|Ŝz
l |Ψ(t)〉 by using the time-evolving block decima-

tion (TEBD) algorithm [85, 86]. Initially, magnon ex-
citations are located at different lattice sites, as shown
in Fig. 7 from Nm = 1 to 3 magnons. When initial
magnon excitations are prepared with a high enough fi-
delity with the corresponding edge states, dynamical lo-
calization, where magnon excitations almost stay at the
initial positions as time evolves, appears as a consequence
of edge states. The existence of non-topological edge
states and topological edge state offers promising applica-
tions for manipulating the spin transports and designing
the magnon spintronic devices.

III. TWO-DIMENSIONAL BBH-TYPE SPIN

SYSTEMS

After revealing the effects of intrinsic spin-spin in-
teraction on magnon edge states in a dimerized spin
chain, it is reasonable to predict that the longitudinal
spin-spin interaction plays a crucial role in topological
magnon corner states by generating non-topological cor-
ner states. Based on the quantized quadrupole moment
in a Benalcazar-Bernevig-Hughes (BBH) model [7, 8], our
two-dimensional BBH-type spin system with longitudinal
spin-spin interaction described by

Ĥ = −
2L
∑

j=1

2L−1
∑

i=1

[

J + (−1)iδ0
]

Ŝ+
i,jŜ

−
i+1,j +H.c.

−
2L
∑

i=1

2L−1
∑

j=1

(−1)i
[

J + (−1)jδ0
]

Ŝ+
i,jŜ

−
i,j+1 +H.c.

− ∆Ŝz
i,jŜ

z
i+1,j −∆Ŝz

i,j Ŝ
z
i,j+1. (2)

We restrict to discuss the subspace of single-magnon ex-

citations spanned by the basis
{

|i, j〉 = Ŝ+
i,j | ↓↓↓ . . . ↓〉

}

with 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 2L and | ↓↓ . . . ↓〉 being the ferromag-
netic ground state. When ∆ = 0, the Hamiltonian (2) for
single-magnon excitations is equal to a BBH model [7, 8],
where two phases are distinct: one is the topological
phase that supports localized corner states almost dis-
tributing at four outmost corners when δ0 > 0, and the

other is the trivial phase lacking the corner states when
δ0 < 0.
As the longitudinal spin-spin interaction increases, the

topological boundaries are gradually shifted one lattice
site inward to support topological sub-corner states. By
analyzing the spin magnetization Sz

i,j at position (i,j)
for ∆ = 100, four defect corner states occupy four out-
most corners [see Fig. 8(d)] away from the bulk bands
[see Fig. 8(a)]. In contrast to the quadrupolar topo-
logical insulator, four topological sub-corner states [see
Fig. 8(e)] are in the midgap of bulk bands [see Fig. 8(b)]
when δ0 < 0. Unlike the absence of first-order topological
edge states due to the vanishing dipole moment in BBH
models, one can find that eight first-order topological
edge states, lying inside the energy gap, are grouped into
four degenerate pairs with energy splitting; see Fig. 8(c).
Figs. 8(f) and (g) respectively manifest the spin mag-
netization for the lower and upper four topological edge
states in Fig. 8(c). The eigenstate index on the horizon-
tal axis is ordered with increasing values of the energy.
The other parameters are chosen as J = 1, δ0 = −0.5
and L = 16. The emergence of first-order topological
edge states is due to the fact that the longitudinal spin-
spin interaction creates potentials, making four bound-
ary lines decouple to the bulk sites. Each boundary line
is equal to a one-dimensional dimerized spin chain that
supports the coexistence of defect edge states and topo-
logical edge states. Two defect edge states meeting at
a corner create a defect corner state. Eight first-order
topological edge states originate from the four bound-
ary lines. However, the spin magnetization of first-order
topological edge states in Figs. 8(f) and (g) is still un-
clear.
Without loss of generality, we focus on four positions

[(1,1), (1,2), (2,1), (2,2)] to explore such first-order topo-
logical edge states. An energy difference ∆/2 between
the magnon at the edge sites and the other bulk sites
comes from the longitudinal spin-spin interaction, which
becomes ∆ between the magnon at the corners and the
other bulk sites. Once ignoring an energy constant, the
matrix of the above space spanned by the basis (|1, 1〉,
|1, 2〉, |2, 1〉, |2, 2〉) is written as

ĤS =







∆ J − δ0 − (J − δ0) 0
J − δ0 ∆/2 0 J − δ0

− (J − δ0) 0 ∆/2 J − δ0
0 J − δ0 J − δ0 0






. (3)

When the longitudinal spin-spin interaction is strong
enough, the population in states |1, 1〉 and |2, 2〉 can be
adiabatically eliminated. Then the effective 2× 2 model
in basis (|1, 2〉, |2, 1〉) can be obtained as

(

0 4 (J − δ0)
2 /∆

4 (J − δ0)
2 /∆ 0

)

. (4)

By solving the eigenequation, its eigenstates are (|1, 2〉±
|2, 1〉)/

√
2 with eigenvalues±4 (J − δ0)

2
/∆, respectively.

The remaining six first-order topological edge states can
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FIG. 7. (Color online) The time evolution of the spin magnetization distribution Sz
l (t) = 〈Ψ(t)|Ŝz

l |Ψ(t)〉 obtained using TEBD
algorithm. The top, middle, and bottom rows correspond to single-magnon excitations Nm = 1 with δ0 = −0.5, two-magnon
excitations Nm = 2 with δ0 = −0.5, and three-magnon excitations Nm = 3 with δ0 = 0.5, respectively. For all three rows, the
chosen initial states are shown from left to right, respectively. The evolved time is set as t = 2000. The other parameters are
chosen as J = 1 and ∆ = 100. The system size is 2L = 48.
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FIG. 8. (Color online) Single-magnon excitations in a two-dimensional BBH-type spin system. Three parts of single-magnon
excitation spectra: (a) defect corner states, (b) topological corner states as well as their neighboring eigenstates and (c) first-
order topological edge states as well as their neighboring eigenstates. The eigenstate index is ordered for increasing values of the
energy. Spin magnetization Sz

i,j for defect corner states (d), topological corner states (e), lower (f) and upper four topological
edge states (g). The other parameters are chosen as J = 1, δ0 = −0.5 and L = 16.
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FIG. 9. (Color online) Instantaneous energy spectra of adiabatic pumping for defect corner states (a1), topological corner state
as well as its neighboring states (b1) and first-order topological edge states as well as their neighboring states (c1). (a2), (b2),
(c2) Average positions x̄ with red lines (ȳ with blue dashed lines) in x (y) direction and IPRs with yellow dashed-dotted lines
of one of defect corner state, topological corner state and the lowest first-order topological edge state, respectively. (a3), (b3),
(c3) The spin magnetizations at moments (J − δ0)/(J + δ0) = 0,1,4 from left to right corresponding to (a2), (b2) and (c2),
respectively. The other parameters are chosen as J = 1, δ0 = −0.5 and L = 5.

be understood in the same way. The topological edge
states of four boundary lines hybridize through a second-
order tunneling process to form the hybrid first-order
topological edge states in Figs. 8(f) and (g).

After removing two arrays from the x and y directions
yielding a (2L−1)×(2L−1) square lattice, the adiabatic
evolution is shown in Fig. 9 with L = 5. The other pa-
rameters are chosen as J = 1 and δ0 = −0.5. By adiabat-
ically sweeping (J−δ0)/(J+δ0), there are still four defect
corner states with energy far away from the other states;
see the instantaneous energy spectrum in Fig. 9(a1). We
choose one of four defect corner states as initial state,
and the evolved state |ψ(t)〉 =

∑

i,j pi,j(t)|i, j〉 is gov-

erned by the Schrödinger equation i~ ∂
∂t |ψ(t)〉 = Ĥ|ψ(t)〉.

The average position x̄ =
∑

i i |pi,j |
2 (ȳ =

∑

j j |pi,j |
2)

of single-magnon excitations in the x (y) direction is
shown in Fig. 9(a2) with the red line and the blue dashed
line, respectively. It means the magnon excitation is well
localized at the initial corner whose corresponding in-
verse participation ratios IPR =

∑

i,j |pi,j |
4
are shown in

Fig. 9(a2) with the yellow dashed-dotted line for a local-
ized state with a high value. The spin magnetizations at
moments (J−δ0)/(J+δ0) = 0, 1 and 4 are also analyzed
in Fig. 9(a3) from left to right, which clearly exhibits the
unchanged corner state. The other three defect corner
states all behave like Figs. 9(a1), (a2) and (a3).

Fig. 9(b1) shows the instantaneous energy spectrum of
topological corner state as well as its neighboring states.
Starting from the initial topological corner state, its av-
erage position and IPR are revealed in Fig. 9(b2). It
can be seen from Fig. 9(b3) from left to right that the

initial state is set to be topological sub-corner state at
the right-top sub-corner, then gradually spreads over the
bulk sites around moment (J − δ0)/(J + δ0) = 1, and
finally transfers to be the topological sub-corner state at
the left-bottom sub-corner for (J − δ0)/(J + δ0) = 4. In
Fig. 9(c1), we plot the instantaneous energy spectrum of
first-order topological edge states as well as their neigh-
boring states. It is found that four first-order topological
edge states appear in the middle of two bands. The en-
ergy splitting resulting from the second-order tunneling
process allows the lowest and highest topological edge
states to be separated from the middle two. Specifically,
we show the adiabatic transfer of the lowest first-order
topological edge state in Fig. 9(c2). The state transfer
between two hybrid first-order topological edge states at
diagonal lines is established through the extended edge
states around the moment (J − δ0)/(J + δ0) = 1; see
Fig. 9(c3).

IV. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

We elaborate the role of the longitudinal spin-spin
interaction on topological magnon excitaitons ranging
from one-dimensional dimerized XXZ chains to two-
dimensional BBH-type spin systems. In a dimerized XXZ
chain, we explore the appearance of topological edge
states at the sub-edges, which can be distinguished by
spin magnetization, variation of energy spectrum, and
adiabatic topological pumping. The topological phase
transition induced by longitudinal spin-spin interaction
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in our system is accompanied by a bulk-edge gap clos-
ing of topological edge states rather than a bulk-band
gap closing. Its phase boundary is analytically derived
via the transfer matrix method, and different phases are
faithfully identified via the staggered magnetization. We
analytically obtain an effective model for revealing the
even-odd effect of magnon-excitation number on topo-
logical magnons based upon the many-body degenerate
perturbation theory. Remarkably, the odd-even effect
we find here is the first example in which the parti-
cle number serves as a degree of freedom to tune the
topological properties. Our results demonstrate that
the magnon-magnon correlation of multi-magnon exci-
tations plays a crucial role in topological multi-magnon
states. The interplay among longitudinal spin-spin in-
teraction, transverse dimerization and magnon-magnon
correlations leads to a rich variety of magnon excitations
which are able to be flexibly detected via spin dynam-
ics. For a two-dimensional BBH-type spin system, the
longitudinal spin-spin interaction is responsible for the
coexistence of defect corner states, second-order topolog-
ical corner states and first-order topological edge states.
Beyond the absence of first-order topological edge states
in a typical BBH model, the hybrid first-order topologi-
cal edge states are well explained by a second-order tun-
neling process. These three types of magnon-excitation
states with distinct adiabatic pumping offer alternative
ways for state transfer.
We have demonstrated that longitudinal spin-spin in-

teractions provide a versatile tool to engineer topological
magnon states, which have been overlooked for a long
time. It deserves further study to generalize our method
to other interacting systems such as long-range spin sys-
tems and extended Hubbard systems.
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Appendix A: Derivation of the critical point

Here we implement the transfer matrix ap-
proach [87–89] to derive the critical point

∆c. For a 2L-lattice system, the Nm-magnon
Hilbert space can be spanned by the basis

B(Nm) =
{

|l1l2 . . . lNm
〉 = Ŝ+

l1
Ŝ+
l2
. . . Ŝ+

lNm

∏2L
l=1 | ↓〉

}

with 1 6 l1 < l2 < . . . < lNm
6 2L. An

Nm-magnon wave function can be written as
|Ψ〉 =

∑

l1<l2<...<lNm

ψl1,l2,...,lNm
|l1l2 . . . lNm

〉. For

simplicity, we consider single-magnon excitations in a
semi-infinite spin chain and ignore the energy constant
∆Nm − ∆

4 (2L− 1) with Nm = 1. The symbols v and w
are used as v = −(J− δ0) and w = −(J+ δ0). According

to the eigenequation (Ĥ − E)|Ψ〉 = 0, the relation
between amplitudes at different sites is established in
the following form,

wψ0 +

(

−∆

2
− E

)

ψ1 + vψ2 = 0

vψ1 − Eψ2 + wψ3 = 0

wψ2 − Eψ3 + vψ4 = 0

...

vψ2L−3 − Eψ2L−2 + wψ2L−1 = 0

wψ2L−2 − Eψ2L−1 + vψ2L = 0.

(A1)

From the recurrence relation (A1), we directly read the
transfer matrix in the site basis. Multiplying the transfer
matrices, we find that for the entire chain,

(

ψ2L

ψ2L−1

)

=ML−1M0

(

ψ1

ψ0

)

(A2)

with

M0 =

(

∆/2+E
v −w

v
1 0

)

,M =

(

E2

vw − w
v −E

w
E
w − v

w

)

. (A3)

The critical point ∆c in Fig. 3(a) of red solid line in the
main text can be obtained by exploring the appearance
of the left topological edge state. The initial conditions
are set as L→ ∞, ψ0 = 0, ψ1 = 1. In the thermodynamic
limit L→ ∞, the bulk-energies remain the same as those
in the conventional SSH model,

Ĥk = (v + w cos k)σx + w sinkσy (A4)

with the energy

Ek = ±
√

v2 + w2 + 2vw cos k. (A5)

Since the minimum energy in the upper band is w − v,
the topological edge state appears for an energy Ea =
w − v − δE with δE → 0+. We first deal with

(

∆/2+E
v −w

v
1 0

)(

ψ1

ψ0

)

=

(

∆/2+E
v
1

)

= Φ. (A6)

By solving Mu± = ε±u±, the corresponding eigenval-
ues ε± and eigenstates u± are captured with ε± =
(

α±
√
α2 − 4

)

/2 and ε+ε− = 1. Here α = E2−w2−v2

wv .
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After expanding the state Φ as Φ = Au++Bu−, the wave
functions at the two ends of the spin chain are related to

(

ψ2L

ψ2L−1

)

= AεL−1
+ u+ +BεL−1

− u−. (A7)

Considering the energy Ea of the focussed state, there

exists ε± ≈
(

−2− r ±
√
r2 + 4r

)

/2 for r ≈ 2(w−v)δE
wv .

It has |ε+| < 1 and |ε−| > 1 and due to r > 0, which
indicates A = 1 and B = 0 so that

(

ψ2L

ψ2L−1

)

= εL−1
+ u+ (A8)

ensures the existence of the left topological edge state.
Meanwhile, it has Φ = u+ which allows us to obtain

∆/2 + E

v
=
ε+w + v

E
. (A9)

Further, we obtain the following relation

∆ = 2

[

(

−2− r +
√
r2 + 4r

)

wv/2 + v2

w − v − δE
− (w − v − δE)

]

.

(A10)
When δE → 0+, the critical point yields ∆c = −2w =
2(J + δ0).
For the same parameters as Fig. 3(a) of red solid line

in the main text, the critical point for the appearance
of the non-topological edge state is analytically obtained
in the same manner with an energy En = v + w − δE
and δE → 0+. It is surprising to find that the criti-
cal points of the two types of edge states are the same
with ∆c = 2(J + δ0). By employing the same proce-
dure, when (J − δ0)/(J + δ0) < 1 with δ0 = 0.5, the
critical points for the appearance of non-topological edge
states and the disappearance of topological edge state
are also analytically given with ∆c = 2(J + δ0). Under
the guidance of the critical point for the appearance of
non-topological edge states, there exist transitions from
trivial phase to nontrivial one, and vice versa. The crit-
ical lines ∆c = 2(J + δ0) and (J − δ0)/(J + δ0) = 1
are added to Fig. 4 in the main text with red and white
dashed lines, respectively.

Appendix B: Two-magnon states

For two-magnon excitations (Nm = 2) where two spins
point up and all the other spins point down, a richer
two-magnon energy spectrum can be captured under
the influence of strong longitudinal spin-spin interaction,
with eigenstates having the possibility of both magnon
excitations locked on the same or different edges, one
locked and the other free, and both free either as sin-
gle magnons or as bound pairs. Considering the two-

magnon basis B(2) =
{

|l1l2〉 = Ŝ+
l1
Ŝ+
l2

∏2L
l=1 | ↓〉

}

with

1 ≤ l1 < l2 ≤ 2L, the two-magnon states can be written

FIG. 10. (Color online) Two-magnon unbound states for a
strong longitudinal spin-spin interaction (∆ = 100). (a)-(d)
are respectively correlation distributions of various focused
states. The other parameters are chosen as J = 1, δ0 = −0.5
and L = 24.

as |Ψ〉 =
∑

l1<l2
ψl1l2 |l1l2〉. We identify the eigenstates

via the two-magnon correlation function

Cij =
〈

Ψ
∣

∣

∣
Ŝ+
i Ŝ

+
j Ŝ

−
j Ŝ

−
i

∣

∣

∣
Ψ
〉

. (B1)

i and j denote the lattice sites and span from 1 to 2L.
The two-magnon correlation functions at two specific
lines i = j ± d in the (i, j) plane characterize the two-
magnon bound states, where d relies on the specific form
of the longitudinal spin-spin interaction. Various typical
unbound states are shown via the two-magnon correla-
tions in Fig. 10. i and j correspond to the positions of
the first and second magnon excitations, and the color
indicates the probability of the two-magnon excitations
occupying the i-th and the j-th sites. Fig. 10(a) shows
that one magnon remains localized at the left end point,
while the other remains located mainly at the opposite
sub-edge (the next to last site). Fig. 10(b) represents an
eigenstate where both magnons are located at the out-
ermost sites, respectively. Fig. 10(c) reveals that one
magnon locks at the left end point while the other is ex-
tended along the chain from the third site to the next
to last site. Fig. 10(d) reflects that both two magnons
are spread in the bulk from the second site to the next to
last site. The parameters are chosen as J = 1, δ0 = −0.5,
∆ = 100 and L = 24.
Taking the two unbound states mentioned above in

Figs. 10(a) and (b) as examples, we understand their
physical origin when extending the system from one-
magnon to two-magnon excitations. For two indis-
tinguishable magnons, the exact two-magnon state of
our open spin chain (1) can be written as |Ψ〉 =
∑

l1<l2
ψl1l2 |l1l2〉 where |ψl1l2 |2 describes the probabil-

ity that one magnon occupies the l1-th site whereas
the other occupies the l2-th site. {|l1l2〉} can viewed
as two indistinguishable magnon basis with 1 ≤ l1 <
l2 ≤ 2L. The two-magnon Hilbert space dimension is
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2L(2L − 1)/2. It allows us to expand such exact two-
magnon state into the two distinguishable magnon basis
as |Ψ̃〉 =

∑

l1l2
ψ̃l1l2 |l1l2〉 with ψ̃l1l2 = ψl1l2/

√

2− δl1l2 ,
1 ≤ l1 ≤ 2L and 1 ≤ l2 ≤ 2L. There exists ψl2l1 = ψl1l2 .
Referring to the construction of higher-order topological
states [90], a two-magnon state |Ψ̃′〉 =

∑

l1l2
ψ̃′
l1l2

|l1l2〉
may be constructed in terms of the single-magnon state
|Ψone〉 =

∑

l1
ψone
l1

|l1〉 in the form |Ψ̃′〉 = |Ψone1〉 ⊗
|Ψone2〉+ |Ψone2〉 ⊗ |Ψone1〉 with

ψ̃′
l1l2 = ψone1

l1 ψone2
l2 + ψone1

l2 ψone2
l1 . (B2)

To distinguish two types of edge states, we label left
(right) non-topological edge states with |Ψln〉 (|Ψrn〉)
while for left (right) topological edge states with |Ψla〉
(|Ψra〉). According to correlation properties of the two-
magnon state in Fig. 10(a), one can observe that the first
magnon is localized at the left end point and the second
magnon mainly distributes at the right sub-edge site (the
next to last site), or vice versa. Combining the left non-
topological edge state

∣

∣Ψone1
ln

〉

with right topological edge

state
∣

∣Ψone2
ra

〉

, we can construct such a two-magnon state
with the following structure:

ψ̃′
l1l2 = ψone1

ln,l1 ψ
one2
ra,l2 + ψone1

ln,l2 ψ
one2
ra,l1 . (B3)

Our numerical calculation demonstrates the validity of
the constructed two-magnon state and yields the exact
two-magnon state |〈Ψ̃|Ψ̃′〉| = 1. This state is repre-
sented as a special type of two-magnon topological edge
state where the longitudinal spin-spin interaction creates
the effective potential that traps one magnon at one end
point and the other magnon forms a topological sub-edge
state of the remaining sites. Owing to the longitudinal
spin-spin interaction, two magnons are oppositely dis-
tributed at one outermost site and the other sub-edge in-
stead of bound together. Therefore, we provide a system-
atic method to construct two-magnon topological edge
states. Similarly, the unbound state in Fig. 10(b) can
also be effectively explained by the single-magnon states.
Fig. 10(b) corresponds to a two-magnon state with two
magnons respectively locking at the two outermost sites
∣

∣Ψone1
ln

〉

and
∣

∣Ψone2
rn

〉

, or vice verse. But for the states in
Figs. 10(c) and (d), the constructed states are invalid due
to the important role of ∆ in these two unbound states.
Fig. 10(c) shows that one magnon is edge-localized at
the left end point, and the other one remains spatially
extended from the third site to the next to last site due
to the presence of ∆, rather than fully delocalized along
the chain from the second site to the next to last site. The
zero distribution on the minor diagonal lines j = i ± 1
in Fig. 10(d) implies that two magnons are free as single
magnons but they cannot stay at the nearest-neighbor
sites at the same time under the influence of ∆.
Two-magnon excitations tend to be bound together as

a whole under the influence of strong longitudinal spin-
spin interaction, where two nearest-neighbor spins point-
ing in the same direction with in between an arbitrary
number of spins with opposite orientation are energeti-
cally bound and form a new localized effective spin. The

bound states of the magnons constitute a central part of
the energy spectrum. As a consequence, one expects a
deep understanding of the interplay between the longitu-
dinal spin-spin interaction and the transverse dimeriza-
tion for strongly interacting magnons.

We employ the many-body perturbation theory to
capture an effective model of bound magnons. For
(|∆| ≫ |J |, |δ0|), the system (1) is divided into two parts

Ĥ = Ĥ0+ Ĥint where the longitudinal spin-spin interac-
tion term Ĥint plays a central role as a dominating term,
while the transverse spin exchange term Ĥ0 is treated as
a perturbation of the dominating term with

Ĥint = −∆

2L−1
∑

l=1

Ŝz
l Ŝ

z
l+1 (B4)

and

Ĥ0 = −
2L−1
∑

l=1

{

[

J + (−1)lδ0
]

Ŝ+
l Ŝ

−
l+1 +H.c.

}

. (B5)

The dominant term Ĥint is divided into two subspaces.
The first subspace includes two classes of states: (1) the
states {|l, l+1〉} with l = 1, 2L−1 and E = − 3

2∆+C, (2)
the states {|l, l+1〉} with 1 < l < 2L−1 and E = −∆+C.
The complementary subspace consists of (3) the states
{|j, k〉} with j < k− 1, j 6= 1, k 6= 2L and E = C, (4) the
states {|1, k〉} with 2 < k < 2L, {|j, 2L〉} with 1 < j <
2L− 1 and E = −∆/2 + C, and (5) the states {|1, 2L〉}
and E = −∆+ C. C = ∆Nm − ∆

4 (2L− 1) is a constant
independent on the site with Nm = 2. We project the
system (1) onto the first subspace for an effective model

Ĥ
(2)
Eff = ĥ0 + ĥ1 + ĥ2 via a perturbation expansion up to

the second order. In the lowest order, we have

ĥ0 = −
2L−1
∑

l=1

Al|l, l+ 1〉〈l, l + 1|+ C (B6)

where Al = 3
2∆ for l = 1, 2L − 1 and Al = ∆ for 1 <

l < 2L − 1. The first order ĥ1 is equal to zero. The
second-order effective Hamiltonian reads

ĥ2 =−
∑

l

Bl|l, l+ 1〉〈l, l + 1|

−
∑

l

Dl|l + 1, l+ 2〉〈l, l+ 1|+ H.c.
(B7)

where Bl =
2[J+δ0(−1)l−1]

2

∆ for l 6= 1, 2, 2L − 2, 2L − 1,

Bl = (J+δ0)
2

∆ for l = 1, 2L − 1 and 3(J−δ0)
2

∆ for l =

2, 2L − 2; Dl = 3(J+δ0)(J−δ0)
2∆ for l = 1, 2L − 2 and

Dl =
(J+δ0)(J−δ0)

∆ for 1 < l < 2L − 2. After introducing
the notation |Gl〉 = |l, l + 1〉, the effective Hamiltonian
within a many-body perturbation theory up to second
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order reads as

Ĥ
(2)
Eff =−

2L−1
∑

l=1

(Al +Bl)|Gl〉〈Gl|+ C

−
2L−2
∑

l=1

Dl|Gl+1〉〈Gl|+ H.c.. (B8)

It is clearly shown that the effective potentials at the
end points (the first and the last sites) and sub-edges
(the second and the next to last sites) contribute to the
two-magnon bound edge and sub-edge states. The effec-
tive hopping strength Dl no longer supports the SSH-
type structure. The position-dependent potential forms
two continuum bands. Therefore, two-magnon bound
sub-edge states belong to non-topological sub-edge states
rather than topological edge states. Fig. 11 shows a com-
parison of two-magnon bound-state energy spectra for

the Hamiltonian (1) and the effective model Ĥ
(2)
Eff (B8).

When the longitudinal spin-spin interaction becomes

moderately strong, the effective model Ĥ
(2)
Eff (B8) agrees

well with the two-magnon bound states in the Hamilto-
nian (1). For weak longitudinal spin-spin interactions,

the effective model Ĥ
(2)
Eff (B8) is not suitable for describ-

ing the magnon bound states due to the deviations.

FIG. 11. (Color online) Two-magnon bound-state energy
spectrum in ascending order for the values of the energies.
The black dots denote the energies regarding the Hamilto-
nian (1), and the red circles are the energies obtained by

the effective model Ĥ
(2)
Eff (B8). The parameters are chosen

as J = 1, δ0 = −0.5 and L = 24, and different values of ∆:
(a) ∆ = 4, (b) ∆ = 5, (c) ∆ = 6, (d) ∆ = 100.

Appendix C: Three-magnon states

Within three-particle Hilbert space, the energy spec-
trum hosts scattering states, two-body bound states,
and three-body bound states. The remarkable change
in state distribution is caused by the interplay between
the longitudinal spin-spin interaction and the trans-
verse dimerization. For the three-magnon basis B(3) =

{

|l1l2l3〉 = Ŝ+
l1
Ŝ+
l2
Ŝ+
l3

∏2L
l=1 | ↓〉

}

with 1 ≤ l1 < l2 < l3 ≤
2L, the three-magnon eigenstates can be expanded as
|Ψ〉 =

∑

l1<l2<l3
ψl1l2l3 |l1l2l3〉. We identify the eigen-

states through the three-magnon correlation functions
Cijk = 〈Ψ|Ŝ+

i Ŝ
+
j Ŝ

+
k Ŝ

−
k Ŝ

−
j Ŝ

−
i |Ψ〉 and spin magnetization

distributions. i, j and k respectively correspond to the
positions of the first, second and third magnons, and the
color represents the probability of three magnons to oc-
cupy the i-th, j-th and k-th sites. The minor diago-
nal lines (x = y ± d = z ± 2d, x = y ± 2d = z ± d,
x = y ± d = z ∓ d) in the (i, j, k) space serve as a sig-
nature of the three-magnon bound states. Specifically, d
depends on the longitudinal spin-spin interaction such as
d = 1 for the nearest-neighbor one in the system (1).

FIG. 12. (Color online) Three-magnon bound-state energy
spectrum in ascending order for the values of the energies.
The black dots denote the energies regarding the Hamilto-
nian (1), and the red circles are the energies obtained by

the effective model Ĥ
(3)
Eff (C4). The parameters are chosen

as J = 1, δ0 = 0.5 and L = 24, and different values of ∆: (a)
∆ = 10, (b) ∆ = 20, (c) ∆ = 30, (d) ∆ = 100.

Below we first concentrate on investigating the three-
magnon bound states that synchronously flip the spins on
the l-th, (l+1)-th and (l+2)-th sites from the ferromag-

netic ground states
∏2L

l=1 | ↓〉 under the strong longitudi-
nal interaction. In the case of the three-magnon bound
states, one can refer to a detailed construction of the

effective model Ĥ
(2)
Eff (B8) to derive an effective Hamilto-

nian Ĥ
(3)
Eff (C4) for the three-magnon bound states. For

a strong longitudinal spin-spin interaction, one can treat
the transverse spin exchange term Ĥ0 as a perturbation
to the longitudinal one Ĥint . The three-magnon bound-
state subspace of the dominant term Ĥint is spanned by
states |Gl〉 = |l, l + 1, l + 2〉 possessing E = −5∆/2 + C
(l = 1, 2L − 2) and E = −2∆ + C (2 ≤ l ≤ 2L − 3).
C = ∆Nm − ∆

4 (2L− 1) is a constant independent of the
lattice site with Nm = 3. We now project the three-
magnon system (1) into such a bound-state subspace by
implementing the perturbation analysis. After a detailed
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FIG. 13. (Color online) Three-magnon unbound states for a strong longitudinal spin-spin interaction (∆ = 100). (a)-(d) display
respectively correlation distributions of various focused states with Cijk > 0.0005. The other parameters are chosen as J = 1,
δ0 = 0.5 and L = 24. The corresponding spin magnetization distributions are shown in the bottom row.

calculation, the lowest order reads as

ĥ0 = −
2L−2
∑

l=1

Al|Gl〉〈Gl|+ C (C1)

where Al = 5
2∆ for l = 1, 2L − 2 and Al = 2∆ for

1 < l < 2L − 2. The first order of the perturbation
is equal to zero. The second order of the perturbation
analysis is given by

ĥ2 = −
2L−2
∑

l=1

Bl |Gl〉 〈Gl| (C2)

where Bl = (J−δ0)
2

∆ for l = 1, 2L − 2, Bl = 2(J−δ0)
2

∆ +
(J+δ0)

2

∆ for l = 2, 2L − 3 and Bl = (J−δ0)
2

∆ + (J+δ0)
2

∆
for 2 < l < 2L − 3. Obviously, the second-order pro-
cess contributes to the on-site potential especially for the
distinguished effective on-site potential at the sub-edges.
The third-order perturbation reads

ĥ3 = −
2L−3
∑

l=1

Dl |Gl+1〉 〈Gl|+ H.c. (C3)

where Dl = 5(J−δ0)(J+δ0)(J−δ0)
2∆2 for l = 1, 2L − 3,

Dl = (J−δ0)(J+δ0)(J+δ0)
∆2 for l = 2, 2L − 4 and Dl =

(J−δ0)(J+δ0)[J+δ0(−1)l]
∆2 for 2 < l < 2L − 4. The third-

order term reorganizes the effective hopping strength but
still supports the SSH-type structure. At last, the three-
magnon bound states obey an effective Hamiltonian up

to the third order

Ĥ
(3)
Eff =−

2L−2
∑

l=1

(Al + Bl) |Gl〉 〈Gl|+ C

−
2L−3
∑

l=1

Dl |Gl+1〉 〈Gl|+ H.c.. (C4)

We can conclude that the three-magnon bound sub-edge
states in Fig. 6(c) in the main text are results of the effec-
tive on-site potential at sub-edge (the second site). The
effective SSH-type hopping strength is responsible for the
three-magnon bound next-sub-edge (the third site) state
in Fig. 6(d) in the main text, that is belonged to a type of
topological edge states of bound magnons. The validity

of the effective model Ĥ
(3)
Eff (C4) is manifested in Fig. 12.

Apart from the three-magnon bound states discussed
above, different types of three-magnon unbound states
in the three-magnon energy spectrum are exhibited. We
utilize the correlation function to identify various typical
three-magnon unbound states. Compared to the bound
states, there is no effective model for clarifying the three-
magnon unbound states where three magnons cannot be
treated as a whole. Three unbound magnon states suf-
fer from the problem of two of three magnons forming a
bound state and unbound with the third magnon. There-
fore, the problem of how the three-magnon unbound
states behave requires a further analysis.
The upper row of Fig. 13 displays correlation proper-

ties of various typical states for three unbound magnons.
Moreover, spin magnetization Sz

l = 〈Ψ|Ŝz
l |Ψ〉 in the bot-

tom row also provides an auxiliary perspective to bet-
ter understand state distributions, which clearly reflects
magnon distributions at each site. The correlation func-
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tion in Fig. 13(a) reveals magnons distributed at three
corners, indicating the two magnons at the two end
points and the third one mainly at the third site, re-
spectively. Since there are two-magnon bound states,
the third one is limited from the third site to the third to
last site. The non-trivial topological phase supports the
topological edge states mainly distributed at the third
site and the third to last site, respectively. Meanwhile,

the third magnon can also become a bulk state extending
along a chain from the third site to the third to last site;
see Fig. 13(b). Fig. 13(c) corresponds to one magnon
at the right end point and the remaining two freely dis-
tributed along a chain from the second site to the third
to last site. In addition, we observe that three magnons
freely distribute in a chain from the second site to the
next to last site in Fig. 13(d).
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