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Polarized Raman Response of Two-Dimensional Quasiperiodic Antiferromagnets:
Configuration-Interaction versus Green’s Function Approaches
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We study Raman response of Heisenberg antiferromagnets on the Cs, Penrose and Cs, Ammann-Beenker lattices
within and beyond the Loudon-Fleury second-order perturbation scheme intending to explore optical features peculiar to
quasiperiodic magnets. Within the Loudon-Fleury mechanism, we find one and only Raman-active mode of E; symmetry
without any dependence on linear incident and scattered polarizations. Beyond the Loudon-Fleury mechanism, two more
symmetry species A; and A, are activated via dynamic ring exchange and chiral spin fluctuations, respectively, which
can be extracted by the use of circular as well as linear polarizations. We employ Green’s functions on one hand and
configuration-interaction wavefunctions on the other hand to calculate the multimagnon contributions to inelastic light
scatterings. Demonstrating the great advantage of the configuration-interaction scheme, we reveal that a major portion
of the Shastry-Shraiman fourth-order Raman intensity is mediated by multimagnon fluctuations.

A variety of quasiperiodic magnetic crystals'™ have re-
newed the theoretical exploration of novel magnetism of ge-
ometric origin. The Penrose and Ammann-Beenker lattices in
two dimensions attract much interest in this context. Their
Ising>® and Heisenberg’ ' models were calculated by the
linear spin-wave (SW) theory and Monte Carlo (MC) meth-
ods, whereas their Hubbard models'""'? were investigated
within a mean-field approximation. In the context of inelastic-
neutron-scattering experiments, SW findings for the dynamic
structure factor of the Ammann-Beenker Heisenberg antifer-
romagnet reveal intriguing excitation features possibly due to
the quasiperiodicity;® the coexistence of linear soft modes
near the magnetic Bragg peaks at low frequencies, self-similar
structures at intermediate frequencies, and flat bands at high
frequencies. We may take further interest in inelastic light
scatterings in quasiperiodic magnets, which strongly reflect
their lattice symmetry and potentially bring brandnew infor-
mation by virtue of the light polarization degrees of freedom.

Recent technical progress of manipulating optical lat-
tices!>19 also deserves special mention. Two-dimensional
(2D) quasiperiodic potentials with five-'® or eight-fold'7-'®
rotational symmetry were theoretically designed in terms of
standing-wave lasers and indeed observed via Bragg diffrac-
tion.!'*19 By trapping ultracold bosonic or fermionic atoms
in optically tunable potentials, we can change the on-site in-
teraction and tunneling energy to obtain various effective spin
models.'” There may be an extended-to-localized phase tran-
sition'>-29 of a Bose-Einstein condensate, for instance.

Thus motivated, we study Raman responses of 2D
quasiperiodic spin—% Heisenberg antiferromagnets on the Cs,
Penrose??? and Cg, Ammann-Beenker?»2* lattices, de-
scribed by the Hamiltonian H = J 3; 4, S; - S; (J > 0), where
2., j tuns over all pairs of connected vertices. With their bi-
partite structures in mind, we introduce Holstein-Primakoff
bosons?¥ and expand the bosonic Hamiltonian in powers of
the inverse spin magnitude 1/S, denoting the terms of order
S™ by H™ . When we decompose the quartic boson operators
H© into quadratic terms ?{](BOL) and residual normal-ordered
quartic interactions : H® : using Wick’s theorem,?®2”) the
up-to-0(S %) bosonic Hamiltonian reads

H=HP+HD + HP+: HO = Hy+: HO o (1)

First we diagonalize the bilinear Hamiltonian Hpgp via the
generalized Bogoliubov transformation,3 2829

2 L,
Hpr, = Z E™ 4+ Z Z s;’a/‘lﬁa/‘,’, Z L,

m=0 o=%[,=1
where E@ is the classical ground-state energy and E™ (m =
1,0) are the O(S™) quantum corrections to it, while a/ 7T cre-
ates an antiferromagnetic (o0 = +) or ferromagnetic (0' =-)

SW30:3D of energy & for the vacuum state |0)pr, enhancing
or reducing the ground-state magnetization, respectively.3?3%
Then we take account of the two-body interactions : H® :
in two ways, i.e., Green’s function (GF) perturbative and
configuration-interaction (CI) variational approaches.
Shastry and Shraiman®*3> formulated magnetic Raman
scatterings in an antiferromagnetic insulator by perturbatively
treating the single-band Hubbard model in the limit of suffi-
ciently strong correlation U compared to hopping ¢.°® With
the electron band being half filled, the second-order vertex
[2IR results in the well-known Loudon-Fleury operator,?”
consisting of pair exchange interactions S; - §;, whereas the
fourth-order vertices 'R contain three-spin scalar-chirality
terms oc S; - (S; X S¢) and four-spin ring-exchange terms
o< (S; - S)(Sk - $;).3349 With varying incident photon fre-
quency wi,, 'R predominates in the far-resonant regime,
t < |U - hwiy|, while R’s are also of major importance in
the near-resonant regime, ¢t =~ |U —#wi,|. The Raman operators
are classified according to the number of their constituent spin
operators, 2R = 321, PR (4 = 1,2), and each component
can be expanded in 1/S in terms of the bosonic language,

(o] [oe] m
[2nT]R — Z [2nT]R(r—m) — Z Z [an]R(le;/fn)’ 3)

m=0 m=0 =0
where lz"TJR(T”"), consisting of 2/(0 < I < m)-magnon (2IM)
vertices, is of order §7~"". Via the Bogoliubov transformation,
(3) truncated at m = 2, i.e., the up-to-O(S 0) vertices become

L (2

lor2 2 lor2 2n
S INELSE b St
n=1 [=0 n=1 7=2 [=0 m=l
where [Z"JR;TZMm) are normal-ordered with respect to the quasi-

particle magnon operators. [2"/Rgy merely contribute to elas-
tic (Rayleigh) scatterings and are thus omitted hereafter.
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Fig. L »7,

GF calculations of the Raman intensities [P 1(w) =

Iv(w) for the L = 46 2D Penrose lattice of Cs, point symmetry in the Loudon-Fleury

second-order (p = 2) [(a) and (a’)] and Shastry-Shraiman fourth-order (p = 4) [(b) and (b’)] perturbation schemes. Pl h\(w) is obtained from (S46b),*)

while (7]

Iyv(w) is calculated in two ways, by the use of (S62)* [(a) and (b)] and (S62’)*” [(2’) and (b’)]. Two combinations of linear incident and scattered

polarizations, ¢_ = 0,7/2, are simulated. The Shastry-Shraiman perturbation parameter /(U — fiwjy,) is set equal to 1/9 and 9/10 within [(a) and (a’)] and
beyond [(b) and (b”)] the Loudon-Fleury scheme, respectively. Every spectral line is Lorentzian-broadened by a width of 0.1J.

Putting R(f) = e™!/"Re~Hi/h

the 2/M-mediated Raman intensities at absolute zero as
p/2

 dt et ,
f 3 OFR: (0P Ranal0) = P (@), (5)

for any operator R, we define
41)

o 2mhL
nn'=1

Once we find the exact ground state of the Heisenberg Hamil-
tonian, H|0) = Ey|0), the Loudon-Fleury (p = 2) and Shastry-
Shraiman (p = 4) intensities can be exactly evaluated as*24)

] S dte & oot
P I — n n —_
W= [ S 2, OFIR 0RO -
p/2
lim I [2n) gt [2n']
X R B v N0 ©

nn'=1
and may be approximated by the sum 372, P/Iojy(w).
Magnon-magnon interactions significantly modify the Ra-
man spectra,® ¥ because pair-exchange and multiple-spin
cyclic-exchange Raman vertices, emergent within and beyond
the Loudon-Fleury scheme, respectively, play qualitatively
different roles in inelastic photon scatterings. First we demon-
strate this by a renormalized perturbation theory.*” In terms
of the magnon GFs (S46b) and (S46d), 49 the 2/M-mediated
Raman scattering intensities are calculated as>®

P v(w) = —Imf

= -1 i 1);
mﬁw s Goam(1);
Mg = 3 Y WG 0 PWEL PG

ke kLT

— [Pl y (7 *
> X

elwt p/2

Z OIT PIRE () P Roa[0)

R 1)
Gy OVIXT) s ()

[ A SN A AN A
. . . 2
where we numerically obtain the coefficients ! Wl(; and
+l-

“’]X1(71), pp- Since any perturbative renormalization is hardly

tractable for more-than-3M GFs, we decompose 4M GFs into
2M GFs as (S61)*” on one hand and into 3M and 1M GFs as
(S61")*? on the other hand. The renormalized 1M GFs reduce
to the Hartree-Fock solutions (S48),*? whereas the 2M and
3M ones are calculated through ladder-approximation Bethe-
Salpeter equations (S49)* and (S55),%% respectively.

The Raman operator is written as a rank-2 tensor dotted
with the polarization vectors of the incident (e;,) and scattered
(esc) photons,*3:3D

(Pl — Z efn[”]R’“’eZ:, 8)

HY=XY
where we set ej, and ey parallel to the lattice plane (efn =
%, = 0) to reduce [P'R to a 2 x 2 matrix. In terms of the point

symmetry group P of the lattice, this is rewritten as>>>3

PlR — Z’ dZ E?,
i p=l

where Y./ runs over the Raman-active irreducible representa-
tions =; of P, each with dimensionality dgi ,and Egi " and Rl__:i ”
are the uth polarization-vector basis function and Raman ver-
tex for =, respectively. Since the ground state |0) is invariant
under every symmetry operation of P, any expectation value
between Raman vertices of different symmetry species for it
goes to zero.”' We can therefore classify the Raman inten-
sities as to symmetry species,

© grew &3 N ,
[2n] P 1 [2n' ) P — [pl 4P
S S 2 OPIRE 0 PIRE oy = V. 10

PIRE v ©)

Considering that P1[Y | (w) = “’llgzﬂ(w) (u=2,--,d%) for
any multidimensional representation =;,>'-3? we find
&
/ 2
Prwy = YL (@) ) |ER,I (11)
i p=1

When P = Cs,, (9) contains two 1D and one 2D symmetry
species,”> whose basis functions and vertices are given by

Csy _ er ek * C v X V¥ Yy xx
EA?:I = Cinlsc + efnegc > E ; = Cinlsc ~ eineSC ’
Eg; = el e +e e, EC5V =epell —e e, (12)
[PlRxx 4 [P1gRyy [PlRxy _ [plRyx
[PIRCsy  — R™+ 7R (PIRCsv  — R R
Al 2 4 Aj:l 2 ’
[PlRxy 4 [PlRyx [PlRxx _ [PlQRyy
(PIRCsy  — RY + 7R [PIRCsv R R (13)
Ez:l 2 2 Eg:2 2

For the linear polarizations einjsc = (COS @in/sc, SIN Pinyse, 0),
(12) reads ECSV = cos¢_, ECSV =sing_, ECS" = sin¢,, and

EC‘V = cos ¢+ with ¢, = ¢y + ¢iy. Since [2]7€C5V] commutes
w1th the Heisenberg Hamiltonian, the A; species is Raman
inactive within the Loudon-Fleury scheme. The A; species is
also Loudon-Fleury-Raman inactive. Since the Raman oper-
ator is time-reversal-invariant,® the (e, < e’.)-exchange-
antisymmetric basis function E A‘Vl demands that [F’]RC5V
be also time-reversal-antisymmetric. The second-order palr—
exchange Raman vertices are all time-reversal-invariant. IR
for the 2D Penrose lattice thus consists of one and only

Raman-active species E, to yield depolarized spectra,
P = (JES [+ [El) IS @) = PIE @), a4)

as is shown in Figs. 1(a) and 1(a’). This is no longer the
case with higher-order Raman vertices. RS A contains ring-
exchange spin fluctuations (S; - S ;)(S - S;) incommutable with



J. Phys. Soc. Jpn.

LETTERS

“I(w) (arb. unit)

1

L

3 hw/J T

9 71

I f

3 hw/J T

911 3 hw/J T 97

1 f L L ! ! ! ! ! 1

Fig. 2. 2M-4M-CI calculations of the Shastry-Shraiman fourth-order Raman intensities [*7(w) = 212:] (4]
[(d) to (f)] 2D Penrose lattice of Cs, point symmetry, the above three of which are compared with the exact solutions, where the perturbation parameter
t/(U — hwiy) is set to 9/10 and every spectral line is Lorentzian-broadened by a width of 0.1J. The pure symmetry components are extracted from three
polarization combinations, (15) with ¢_ = 0,7/2 and (16) with o0 = —1. All the SW calculations of I;v(w) each are distinguishably colored.

the Heisenberg Hamiltonian, whereas l‘”R > comprises chi-
ral spin fluctuations §; - (S; X Si) breakmg the time-reversal
symmetry, both of which drive the fourth-order Raman re-
sponse to depend on the light polarization,

W1(w) = W1 () + I (w) cos® g + I (w)sin® ¢,
15)
as is demonstrated in Figs. 1(b) and 1(b’).

Figures 1(a) and 1(a") present almost the same observa-
tions, while Figs. 1(b) and 1(b”) show artificial differences
at iw = 5J. Since we cannot directly evaluate more-than-
3M GFs in practice, Y1(w) and more generally Raman re-
sponses beyond the Loudon-Fleury scheme, containing sig-
nificant multimagnon contributions, are much harder to reli-
ably calculate in terms of GFs than ?'7(w) obtainable from
the established Bethe-Salpeter equation. Even though we can
calculate 3M GFs, for instance, there may be some different
Bethe-Salpeter-like manners of renormalization**-3® to com-
plicate matters further. In order to reliably evaluate the role
of multimagnon scatterings in novel Raman responses be-
yond the Loudon-Fleury scheme, we propose an alternative
approach utilizing CI variational wavefunctions.”” Once we
proceed to the fourth-order perturbation scheme, the polarized
Raman spectra (15) for linearly polarized components of the
incident and scattered field amplitudes are inadequate to iden-
tify all the three Raman-active symmetry species, and there-
fore, we consider circularly polarized components of them
as well.’®% For the incident and scattered fields of circu-
lar polarizations, ejn/sc = (1, Tin/sci, 0)/ \/_ 2, (12) reads ECS‘

(1 +03n0) /2. ESY, = Eg’ )2,

and Eg;jz =(1- o-,-nasc)/Z to yield the second— and fourth-
order Raman responses

Pw) = (1 = ginore) VI (w), Ww) = (1

= _l(o-m + O-sc)/z V = l(o-in -

— Oin0sc)

1+ 02'1n0'sc [[4]IC5‘1(w) + [4]IC5‘1(w)] (16)
Substituting (16) with oj,0s = —1 into (15) with ¢_ = 0 or
¢_ = m/2 reveals all the symmetry species separately.

A CI wavefunction generally consists of a linear combi-
nation of Hartree-Fock Slater determinants,®%-6! including a

4] 1Cs,
x | ]IEjzl(w)

Iym(w) for the L = 16 [(a) to (¢)] and L = 56

certain set of quasiparticle excited states as well as the ground
state [0)gr. In our 2M-4M-CI scheme, the Hilbert space in
which the bosonic Hamiltonian (1) operates is spanned by
the up-to-4M Ny basis states (S71a)—(S71¢).>” In terms of
the variationally corrected eigenstates and eigenvalues of the
2M-4M-CI Hamiltonian (S73),°” the 2IM-mediated Raman

scattering intensities read
2

Nci—1 p/2
1
Phna) = 7 > 101 P Ranal0)| 6l = &, + £0). (17)
v=0 n=1

We verify the CI evaluation (17) in Fig. 2. The CI findings
for the E; and A, symmetry species are in very good agree-
ment with the exact solutions obtained by a recursion method
based on the Lanczos algorithm.%%%® While the E, scatter-
ing is Loudon-Fleury-Raman active and arises chiefly from
pair-exchange spin fluctuations, a nonnegligible portion of
this scattering intensity is mediated by 4M fluctuations, as is
revealed by our CI scheme. While the A, scattering intensity
is small compared to the other symmetries, it is so interesting
as to allow for directly observing the chiral spin fluctuations
Si - (S; % Sx).”® The spin-chirality-driven A, Raman response
is emergent in the honeycomb and kagome lattices consisting
of nonparallelograms but impossible in the square and trian-
gular lattices comprising rhombuses.*® The present scattering
of A, symmetry owes to the quasiperiodic geometry®® whose
rank D, i.e., the smallest number of wavevectors that can span
the whole diffraction pattern of the crystal by their integral
linear combinations, is larger than the actual physical dimen-
siond. The d = 2 Penrose and Ammann-Beenker lattices have
the same indexing dimension D = 4. Our CI scheme well re-
produces the A; exact solution as well but somewhat overes-
timates its 4M spectral weight. This is because the A; sym-
metry species becomes Raman active due to ring exchange
interactions such as S 7SS 7S, §7878.S], and SZSZS ST
the latter two of Wthh are essentlally descrlbed by 51x or
more Holstein-Primakoff bosons and therefore sensitive to the
Hamiltonian of O(S ™).

What will happen to clusters without Cs, symmetry?
The A; and A, symmetry species remain Loudon-Fleury-
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Fig. 3. 2M-4M-CI [(a) to ()] and 2M + 4M [approximated by (S62')]-GF [(a’) to (f)] calculations of I(w) = 37, ¥ hp(w) for the L = 25 and L = 57
2D Ammann-Beenker lattice of Cg, point symmetry, the above six of which are compared with the exact solutions. All other details are the same as Fig. 2.

Raman inactive, considering that ngffl is commutable

with the Heisenberg Hamiltonian and [Z]Rgzjl is time-
reversal-invariant regardless of the size and shape of clus-
ters, whereas the Loudon-Fleury-Raman response *'I(w) =
2,21:1 |Egzzﬂ|2[z] [115)2;,,(‘”) is no longer perfectly depolarized
without the equality [”]Igz:] (w) =7 I]];:Z(a)). However, the po-
larization dependence disappears in the thermodynamic limit
and it is already faint in such medium-sized clusters of L >
50. Size dependence of the Raman spectra is further demon-
strated in Supplemental Material %>

Figure 3 shows comparative CI and GF calculations of the
2D Ammann-Beenker lattice. Even though we set P to Cg, in
(11), the second- and fourth-order Raman responses remain
the same as (14), (15) and (16). Depolarization of ?!'I(w) oc-
curs in a certain class of periodic planar magnets as well, in-
cluding Heisenberg antiferromagnets on the triangular*® and
kagome®®© lattices and Kitaev spin liquids on the pure®”
and decorated®® honeycomb lattices. In these lattice geome-
tries, the two polarization-vector basis functions e}, ex; +e; eX’
and e’ el — e ey. span such a 2D irreducible representation
as to be one and only Raman-active symmetry species. This
criterion is met by 2D lattices with certain rotational symme-
try, including periodic ones of triangular geometry and all
noncrystallographic—in the conventional sense—ones.5% )

Figure 3 reveals our CI scheme to be much superior to the

conventional GF approach. Indirect evaluation of the 4M GFs
cannot reproduce the significant 4M-mediated scattering in-
tensity in general. The spin-chirality-driven A, scattering in-
tensity is especially misunderstood by the GF approach. In-
deed low-energy peaks are almost of 2M character, but high-
energy ones clearly owe to both 2M and 4M scatterings, as is
revealed by the CI calculations. The inaccurate 4M GFs are
totally ignorant of the mixed character of these A, scattering
peaks and such is the case with every symmetry species. The
essential features of all the calculational schemes developed
are further demonstrated in Supplemental Material.®>

We have demonstrated the advantages of CI over GF in
analyzing Raman scattering intensities according to mediat-
ing magnons. Once we go beyond the Loudon-Fleury second-
order perturbation scheme, or sometimes even within it, we
will find out any spectral weight of multimagnon character
correctly only by evaluating the Raman correlation functions
P1G, (1) directly. Real-frequency dynamic quantities cannot
be obtained directly from path-integral calculations such as
quantum MC (QMC) findings. Relevant imaginary-time cor-
relation functions have to be first calculated and then con-
tinued to real frequency. Laplace transforms are difficult to
invert numerically and maximum-entropy analytic continua-
tion, for instance, of QMC data is not necessarily successful
even for small periodic clusters.*> Under such circumstances,
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our elaborate CI approach can open up a new path of calculat-
ing dynamic properties. In terms of its ability to clarify what
kind of intermediate states are essential in which scattering
channel, we note that a newly developed representation the-
ory of the quantum affine Lie algebra for the spin—% XXZ in-
finite chain’®’! opened the door to a full understanding of
its dynamics. We are aware of how much percentage of its
total structure factor intensity two- and four-spinon interme-
diate states contribute.”>”3 Dynamic spin structure factors of
quasiperiodic magnets® are also analyzable in full detail with
the present CI scheme.
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S1. Spin-Wave Hamiltonian

We discuss antiferromagnetic Heisenberg models on the
two-dimensional (2D) Penrose and Ammann-Beenker lattices
of point symmetry Cs, and Cg,, respectively, both of which
are described by the Hamiltonian

WZJZSi'Sj(J>O),
(i)

(SD

where S; is the vector spin-% operator at site i and }.; ; runs
over all pairs of connected vertices. Since the Penrose and
Ammann-Beenker lattices are both bipartite, we divide them
each into two sublattices, A with L sites and B with Lg (= L—
Ly) sites, respectively. We introduce the Holstein-Primakoff
(HP) bosonic spin deviation operators"
1 1
ST = (ZS - aj'a[)i a, S; = aj (ZS - ajfa,')i s

i

§y=3S —ajai;

=

St =bl(28 -blb;)’, S7 =(28 —bj.bj)%bj,

oy
Si=bib; -8, (S2)

where the site indices are understood as i € A and j € B. We
expand the Hamiltonian (S1) in powers of the inverse spin
magnitude 1/5,

H=H?P+HD +HO+ 0™,

where H™, on the order of §™, reads

HO — _Jg>2 Z Z i), HD = J§ Z Z lij

icA jeB icA jeB

(83)

x (afa; + b+ aibj+ albl), HO = -1 3 31y

i€eA jeB

X

1
ajaibib; + 5 (afawaib; + albibTh; + Hc)} . (S4)

with /; ; being 1 for connected vertices i and j, otherwise 0. We
decompose the O(S ) quartic Hamiltonian H? into quadratic
terms ?{](BOL) and normal-ordered quartic terms : H” : through
Wick’s theorem,>?

ajaib;bj = ajaib;bj :
+51.(0la] 10)B1b’b; + B{OIDb,l0)BLA] a;
+p1.(0la}b10)BLaib ; + 1.(Olab |0)pLa} b
—p1(0la] 10)s1. BL(OD D 1081

—p1.(0la; b 1051 B (Olab 10)s1.,

Cl:diaibj = Cl:diaibj .
+2 (5L(Ola] al0)pLaib; + pL(Olab10)pLa; ;)

_2BL<0|aj-ai|0>BL BL(0la;0;|0)pL,
albb'hi=:ab'bib;:
tJJ tJJ
+2 ((0la]b10)sLb b + BL(OIb D 10810l bT)
~2p1.(0la/ b|0)s1. BL{OID|,10)B1., (S3)

where |0)pr denotes the quasiparticle magnon vacuum. The
up-to-0(S %) bosonic Hamiltonian reads

H=H+HO + HD+: HO = Hy +:HO . (1)

Let us express the bilinear Hamiltonian Hpp as

(56)

2
ﬂBchTMc+ZE('”);ME[ A | C },
m=0

C"'| B
where we define the row vectors a’ and b' of dimension Ly
and Lg, respectively,

' =lal,---a by, by, | =[aB], (ST

the matrices A, B, and C of dimension Ly X La, Lg X Lg, and
La X Lg, respectively,

(Al =J6i; Z lij [S - BL<0|b;bj|O>BL

jeB

1
=5 (sL(Olasb {0} + 51.(Ola] b}|0>BL)} :

[Blj; =Jdj; Z lij [S — p{0la; a;{0)p.

ieA

1
~5 (bL(Olasb {0} + 51.(Ola] bj|0>BL)} :

[Cli; =J1;; [S — BL{Ola;b,|0)p1.

1
~5 (bL(Ola] @061 + BL(OIb}D ,-|0>BL)} . (S8

and the constants
E® =@ = g FO = _Jg Z Zli/’

icA jeB
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E© = JZ Z li,j[BL<0|a,Tai|0>BL

icA jeB
1
+ 5 (BLCOlarb 101 + B1.40la] 5510} )
+ 510l @0)sr BLLOI10)sL

+ B.(0la; b10)pL B1.(Olaib;10)mL

1
+ 5 (LOlafailO)se + LOD}D/10)s1)

X (51001a/b 1001 + w0l i0)s1) |- (S9)
We carry out the Bogoliubov transformation
| S|U
C—XO’, X:[T’T}’ (SlO)

where we define the matrices S, T, U, and V of dimension
LAaXL_,Lg XL, LaXLy,and Lg X L_, respectively, to obtain
the ferromagnetic and antiferromagnetic magnon operators

oy .a e, of | = d. (S11)
By virtue of the bosonic commutation relations, the Bogoli-
ubov transformation matrix X satisfies*®
. —1I(Ly) 0
T . — A
XI'X _F,F_[ 0 I(LB)}’

XTX=I"; I z[ L) 0 } (S12)

0 I(Ly)
where I(L) denotes the L x L identity matrix. Demanding that
X should diagonalize M, we obtain

X'MX = diag|e, -+ & ], .6, |=E. (S13)

where the eigenvalues &; and s;: are non-negative. Multiply-
ing (S13) by XI” from the left yields

I'MX =XI'E. (S14)

The column vectors of X and the diagonal elements of I'E
are the right eigenvectors and their eigenvalues for I'M, re-
spectively.

The eigenvalues of I'M comprise L_ negative and L, posi-

tive eigenvalues,>®
I'E=E =diag|e;,--- & &g | (S19)

Having in mind that (I'")> = I(L), we find E = I'"E’. Then the
non-negative eigenvalues &, and & read

&L =6 & =€ (S16)
to yield the diagonal one-body Hamiltonian
2 L L,
Hyr = Z EM 4+ Z s[_aja[_ + Z SZQ’ZQ’ZT. (S17)
m=0 =i i=1
Denoting the O(S™) component of & by ef(m), WeE express

the O(S®) quantum corrections to the classical ground-state
energy E? as

Ly
EM = Em 4 Z g™ (m=1,0).
I=1

(S18)

L =226

[« L= 31
oL= 56

| L= 33
S lo L= 57

o

i @n + ¥
. " (b) Ammann-Beenker

o= 16 oL= 86 L L— 25 oL— 89 |
o [—185

o L =226

(a) Penrose

-

4t+ L= 16 o L= 86 1+ L= 25 s L= &9 @
| x L= 31 o L=226 - | x L= 33 oL=185
Q o L= 56 @ﬁgﬁx’

(a) Penrose (b) Ammann-Beenker

0
4t+ L= 16 o L= 86 r+L= 25 oL= 89 b
[« L= 31 oL=226 [xL= 33 oL=185 ]
SjeL= 56 o
bUT | + - ank
ol (a) Penrose # " (b) Ammann-Beenker
0 index /L 10 index (/L 1
0.4f L= 16} L= 25
L= 31 L= 33
ST ~2.-\ 561 - = 571
3 W, g \
~t " 4
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Fig. S1. The eigenvalues s;’ (o0 = +,1 <1 < L) of the bosonic Hamil-
tonian (2) and quantum Monte Carlo calculations of the specific heat C as a
function of temperature 7" of the antiferromagnetic Heisenberg Hamiltonian
(S1) for various 2D Penrose (a) and Ammann-Beenker (b) clusters of point
symmetry Cs, and Cgy, respectively.

and rewrite the Hamiltonian as

2 L,
=3 e TS g o)
m=0

o=+ [,=1

We show in Fig. S1 the magnon eigenvalues s‘l:r of the
bosonic Hamiltonian (2), together with the rigorous specific
heat curves. The major portion of the eigenvalues continu-
ously distributes in almost the same energy region with almost
the same pattern at each system size. The rest are isolated
from them and strongly localized to sites with relatively high
coordination numbers.>® Since there is not much of a differ-
ence in the temperature profile of the specific heat between
various clusters, sites of the highest and/or second highest
coordination numbers, which are possibly absent from small
clusters, do not seriously affect the thermodynamic properties.
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The quartic interaction : H® : is given by

. qq0) . _ (1) P P
PHT = _JZ Z lij Z Vi e @ @ Qp

i€A jeB ey

+ Z v

- o+ - -
i Y A Y A
[N AN N

) ottt

+ Vi@, @ @
Ll r

o e

+ it e @ Y Y A

L

+ Z v

il LT
[

iy

L

+f o+ o+ -
@, Er Ay

yo f

+F o+t -t o+
il @ Y Y

(7) + o+ - —F
+ Z Vi@, @ @ @
LT

+ Ve

+ o+ - -
il e O @ A Epr
L

AT AT o+ o+

)
+ 2 Vi eyl anar, (S19)
LU0
. (2) _ (3) = (5) _ (6) =
with Vi v = Vi Vigwr = Vigeer s and
o = v& Figure S2 shows the magnon-

A LT
magnon interactions V"

el 1,1,

the magnon-number-conserving interactions explicitly in par-
ticular,

diagrammatically. We give

v 1

= - * S s * * 7 s *
e = g (Si,z, S ViV + Sy Sipr Vv

* * * >k
TS Sip ViV S p Sip Vv j,l_)
* * * *
+ g (si,l, Sir SirVip + 8 Vv Vir
* * * *
TS ViV Vip TS S St Vi
* * * *
TSy S SV TS Vi vievi
* * * *
TS ViV Vip TS Sip Sipr v ) ’

(4) o * * *
i = Sip St i by S Wil Vit
5 5 % 5
T Uy Sipr g Vi Uy Uil Vi Vi

s s % %
+ (Si,lz Sipr Wil By p 4 S Uit St g

Bl

* >k * *
+ ui’lL Si Wil Vi pr + Mi,l; Ui, Sip” Vi

* * * *
+ S pviprtig, t,;z; + 8 i, Vi ti,lﬁ,

* * * >k
+ui,lﬁ, viretin, Vi + ui’lL tig Vi Vi )

1
P P
+ E (Si»l',"tivl+vi,l’,’ti,l; + Lti’l+vi’l/7//vi’lzti’l;

LUy, Sidr lid, + S;p U p Wi, w,z/y) ,

Fig. S2. Diagrammatic representation of the magnon-magnon interactions

l(Jml){, v, CMergent in (S19). The open and closed circles each signify
creatigg‘rana annihilating a magnon, whether it is antiferromagnetic or ferro-
magnetic. The single and double arrowheads are to form antiferromagnetic
and ferromagnetic magnon propagators, respectively, both of which enhance
and reduce the magnetization when they are incoming and outgoing, respec-
tively. The enclosed diagrams keep the number of magnons constant.

9) _ l( * ) gk * . g
ey = g Wi M i Ly U g Wid i

% * 5 s«
+“i,l;”“i»l§tj»l+tj,l;’ + ui,l;”ui,l»ftj»lﬁrtj,l;’)

+ é (0w, 03,55+ 0}t 870
+ ui’l»ftj’llt;,litj,lir” + “iz:”izz’”i,l+tj,lL
U g W Ui B+ U T, g
+ui»l§tj»l+tj,lﬁjt;,l’+” + uzlg,u;l;,,ui,,;tj,h) , (S520)
in terms of the matrix elements s;; = [Sliz, tj;, = [T];.,

uiy, = [Uliy,, and v;; =[V];, defined in (S10).

S2. Magnetic Raman Scattering

Following the Shastry-Shraiman perturbation theory,””

we derive spin-% magnetic Raman operators from the half-
filled single-band nearest-neighbor Hubbard model

I = UZ C,TTCiTCLCiL - IZ Z (cjgcj{, + H.c.),
i Gi.j) o=T.0

= Ay + A, (S21)

"

where ¢, creates an electron with spin o at site i. We assume

that 0 < r < U. We replace all the hopping terms clTD_c o
in 7 with ¢! _c;, exp [% frr‘ A(r) - dr], where e and ¢ are the
J

elementary electric charge and the light velocity, respectively,
and then the applied electric field E(¢) reads as —0A(#)/cot.
Suppose y; p» creates a photon of momentum g, energy 7wy,
and polarization p, then the second-quantized vector potential
is written as

hcz iq-r * —iqr
A=) V—wq(eq,pvq,pe" +e;,vh,e0T)  (S22)
q.p

with V being the appropriate volume of the sample. For visi-
ble light, we may put e4" ~ 1 and therefore denote A(r) sim-
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. (a) (b) (c) (d
ply.by A hereafter. Then the electron-photon-coupled Hamil- 24. <_1_11___.23 19V .Zg Z4. iv .Zg Z4. <_1_11 ___.Zg
tonian reads A : E A : E A :
Z 0 Z v 11 ui: Hi i Hii 3 /I\iv
t9?11)}1—¢9f+.9+ m/ Q= hwqupyqp, V : V : \%
7 i®TT7%, i®TT>%, i®TT>%,
g =y Y L [ o(Feaa) + H] B
o=t o---1> —-"1s o—>0
1 —ie m 1 v i v i Em
= -t l, N ey io’ Cjo (h_A . d[,j) (S23) A\ 4
m. c ) T 00 QCrmnene . Q@ © Commmnnn .
L=l o=1 21. iii .22 21. ii .ZQ 11.< ii .12
withd;j=r;—ri. ~ - ~
b ! b . d
Let the photoinduced current operators "¢ be perturba- () 13 (€) 13 (d) 13

tions to 7 + Q. The transition between arbitrary states, |i) of
energy &; and |f) of energy &y, each being a product of elec-
tronic and photonic states, are rated as

2
Wi = Z AT o) - 2. ($24)

Any Raman scattering contains two photons, starting with an
incident photon and ending in a scattered photon, where (S22)
is explicitly written as

h62 h6‘2 *
f— M T
A= \/V;melnyqimei“ + Ve €scY g euc

with win (Wse), in (gsc), and ej, (es) being the frequency, mo-
mentum, and polarization of the incident (scattered) photon,
respectively. The Raman transition matrix 7 in proportion to
A? reads

7 =y Uy

(S25)

1 0 y
& —Q—Hy - A
Every magnetic Raman scattering demands that the electronic
state should belong in the singly-occupied ground-state man-
ifold at the beginning and end, where "1#, inducing a sin-
gle electron transfer, singly has no contribution to the transi-
tion rate, (f|"# i) = 0. Relevant intermediate states obtained
by operating [ly on the initial state each have one doublon-
holon pair together with no photon or two photons. The pho-
tonic state is also singly occupied at the beginning and end.
Considering that 1 < U, we regard both "7 and 7 as per-
turbations to 777, and therefore express the effective Raman
operator as

R=plly

(S26)

1
[
P

1 S 1 !
—plll [ 2
P /85_9_%;;(%;85_9_%) 7P, (827)

where % is the projection operator to the singly-occupied
ground-state manifold.

No-photon and two-photon intermediate states are higher in
energy than the ground state by U —#iwi, and U +iwg, respec-
tively. Assuming that the incident photon energy is compara-
ble to the electronic correlation energy, t < |U — hwiy| < U,
we may replace (g;—Q— )7 by (hwin — U)~'. With the sin-
gle occupancy at every site in mind, we express the electron
operators in terms of the spin operators,

/1
3ot >, 5110

HU=X,Y,Z
where o*’s are the Pauli matrices.

(S28)

0"70'1 4

Pclm Cio,P =

v ivy:
0oz 20, 0% 20, i??’

Fig. S3. Fourth-order electron hopping paths. (a)-(d) and (a’)-(d") are
cyclic paths, while (@)-(d) and (@)-(d") are round paths. Solid arrows create
or annihilate a doublon-holon pair arising from [ly’ whereas broken arrows
correspond to electron transfer arising from 7.

The lowest-order n = 0 term in (S27), which is of second
order in t, reads

2 2
[Z]R p[l [1] P =
U — hwiy / / 1A%

2me

VWinWsc U - hwin

L L
X Z li.j, Z liy.j, Z(e:c’diz,jg)(ein’dh,j])

i j1=1 iz, jo=1 01,02

2re? 2

1A% A/ Win Wse U - ha)in

L
X Ol Y@ dji)en - i)

inji1=1 01,02

i ) i . —
X Pcigazchﬂ'zci,(r, CJIU'I 7) -

(S29)

Applying (S28) to (S29) and discarding Rayleigh (elastic
scattering) terms, we obtain what they call the Loudon-Fleury
Raman vertex'?

2me? 472
in-dij)e. di)S;-S;.
1A% \/a)ina)sc U - hwin %‘;(8 ’j)(e ’j) J

LN
X chm Ciy02C; o, Clrory P.

2l =

(S30)

The Loudon-Fleury second-order mechanism predominates
in the Raman response when the incident photon energy hwiy,
is in the far-resonant regime, t < |U — Awiy|.

The n = 1 term in (S27), which is of third order in ¢, and
the odd-integral-n ones in general, vanish by virtue of the
electron-hole symmetry. Note that even though n is an odd in-
teger, the electronic state can come back again into the singly-
occupied ground-state manifold at the end in a triangular lat-
tice, for instance. With the electron band being half filled, cre-



J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. LETTERS

ation and annihilation of an electron can be described in terms  With this in mind, the n» = 1 Raman vertex reads
of a hole as

di, = (1) cig, ¢, = (=1’ dis. (S31)

hv V wlna)b(, (U hwm)

* Ve -d P B I
X Z (esc'dl,%./s)(em dlls_/])PC[3D'3CJ3U'3C[2(TZCJ7U—ZC[|(T|c./lo'lp

7 @2 t3 L L L
BIR P[I [1] P = . L
- (U - hw m)z /% / = Ez i1 E lir,j, A E lir,js

01,02,03

2re?
- hV\/W(U hwin)? Z i Z .2 Z liv.j Z (€5 diy ) (ein - diy i)
mn SC 1n

i1, j1=1 i, jo=1 iz, j3=1 01,072,073

x sD[l}{f}cmcjwcﬁmlemCm+( V’d], djo,d], djnr,d] o, | P. (S32)

303 J303 oy 110
Substituting (S31) into (S28) with the single-occupancy constraint d;dw = 1 in mind yields

Pe;, Cir,P = P(=1)°71701 (65, 5, = df, dir) )P = P00y, + (- 1124} diz, | P = P dier, P, (S33)

lD'

showing that the electron and hole at each site have the same spin projection, and therefore, (S32) vanishes. Likewise, all the
odd-integral-n vertices contribute nothing to the Raman intensity of our system (S23).
The next leading n = 2 term in (S27), which is of fourth order in ¢, reads

2me? t4 L L L
[4]7{_730[1 AN g P = i i i liy,j
S 4 RV oo (U = hwin)® jZl n Z n Z ”,g;, o
X Z (e:,‘c . d[4,j4)(ein . dil,jl )PCL(M Cj40'4cj30’3 Cjyos Cj-zu_ijzg—z Cj-lU'l Cjio P. (834)

01,02,03,04

Figure S3 shows in what order how many electrons move in a variety of fourth-order hopping paths. After some algebra, we
find the fourth-order Raman vertex as

2re? *

MR =
hv VWinWsce (U - hwin)3

{— 4Q [(Si| “8i)(Si - Si) +(Siy - Si)S; - SL) =S4, -85S, 'S;A)]

+2ii TuSin - Sy X 8i,) + i DIS, - Si, + Z S, }
n=1 n=1

(i1,i203,04)

2re? i { ~ 2 —~
+ Z 4TS, - (Si, X S;) + 2ZD+S,~ -S;  —2D"S; - Si b (S35)
- _ \3 3 2 1 n iy n+1 1 3
av \VWinWsc (U = hwin) (i) P
4
Q = Z(ein : dn,n+l) [e:c . (dn+1,n+2 + 2dn+2,n+3 + dn+3,n)] 5 (5353)

n=1

T = (€in - dunit) [es. - (—duiinia — 2dns2043 + iz )] + (€in - drvine) €5 - (=dpianes + 2dpi30 + i)

+ (€in  dninss) € - (dnisp + 2d5 001 + dyit pi2) | + (€in - duis ) (€5 - (—dupnet = 2dpit pi2 — dnione3)]s (S35b)
D, = (ein - dupit) €5 - (=dniinia + 2dni2.013 — duis o)) + (€in - drvins2) (€5 - (dusanss = 2dni3 0 — dypns1)]

+ (€in - dpiope3) €5 - (naspn + 2dnpit + Ay pi2)] + (€in - duizp) (€5 - (—dnne1 — 2d i1 pe2 + dninpe3)],

D: = (ein - dyp+1) [e:c “(dys1p42 + 2dyi2 043 — dn+3,n)] + (€in - dps1042) [e:C (=dyiope3 + 2dyi3 0 + dn,n+1)]

+ (€in ~ dpiopss) (€5 - (@uizp + 2dn 11 — Ayt p2) | + (€in - duiz ) (e - (—dnpet + 2dus1 002 + draznis)] (S35¢)
T = (ein - di2)e., - dr3) — (ein - dr3)(el, - d 2), (S35d)
D! = (ein - dypsr) € - (dro + dr3)] + [ein - (dro + dr3)]| (€L - duni1)s
D* = (ein - d12)(ey. - dr3) + (ein - do3)(el, - di2), (S35¢e)

where X i, iy @and X ;i Tun over four-site-cyclic and three-site-round paths, respectively, and we abbreviate d;,;, =
ri, —1i, as d,, with 1 < n,n’” (mod 4) < 4. The Shastry-Shraiman fourth-order mechanism is of major importance in the
Raman response when the incident photon energy %w, is in the near-resonant regime, ¢ =~ |U — hwiy|.
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Intending to further express the Raman operators (S30) and
(S35) in terms of the bosonic language, we classify them
according to the number of their constituent spin operators,
which we shall denote by 7,

lor2 lor2 2n
R = Z iR = 3TN g (S36)
n=1 7=2

[2”2]7%, [2”3]R, and [2”27% consist of the Heisenberg pair exchange,
three-spin scalar-chirality, and four-spin ring-exchange terms,
respectively. They also read descending powers of the spin
magnitude and each further break into components of differ-
ent numbers of mediating magnons,

(e8] o m
TR =D IR = ) Y PR )
m=0 m=0 =0

where PR ig of order S 7 and [2"]7€;TIM"’) is a linear com-

Si+Sj==S+5 (afa;+ bib; + aib; + ajb’) -

i i

1
S; S =S*+8S ( a a; — aZak +aa, +a; ak) +|a;aiaar — ~ (aTa,a,ak +a;a aray + H.C.)

S;-Si=S2+S (=bib;— bjbi+bsb] + b))

iS; - (S; % Sy) = g2 (ajb; + a;rak +arbj - H.c.) +S

1,4 .
+Z (al‘ a;a;bj + a;bj.bjbj + a,ﬂ‘ ¥ i ¥

iS;- (S xS =S (alb! +blby+ aby — Hee) +

1, . : )
+7 (afaraib; + axb'bib; + bblbibi + b'bb;b] + ajaaib] +ajb]biby) - H.e.

aak+a aaa +a

bination of terms containing 2/ magnon operators. We trun-
cate the inverse-spin-magnitude series (3) at m = 2 to have
the up-to-O(S °) Raman vertices

pl2 2 pl2 2n

R =~ Z Z P Romt = Z Z Z Z NN )

n=1 1=0 n=1 =2 [=0 m=I]

where setting p equal to 2 and 4 corresponds to the Loudon-
Fleury second-order and Shastry-Shraiman fourth-order per-
turbation schemes, respectively. We employ Wick’s theorem
so as for all the vertices [2"]7€(2T1Mm) to be normal-ordered with
respect to the quasiparticle magnon operators. "1Rgy merely
contribute to elastic (Rayleigh) scatterings and are henceforth
omitted.

With a tacit understanding of site indices being used as
i,k € A and j,/ € B, various spin interactions are written
in terms of HP bosons as

(Si . S])(Sk -8) = S4 — S3 (ajai + bjb] + Clibj + Cljbj + akak + b b+ ayb; + Clka)

+ 82 dtadt

+aib akak +aib; b b+ a;bjarb; + ab; aka + aTbTaTak + aTbTbsz +a; Tpt akbl + a?b?alb}

1 1
+a?a,~bj.bj + Z (ajaiaibj + ajbjbjb, + H.C.) + azakb;bl + Z (azakakbl + a;;b;b;bl + H.C.)

(Si-S(S; - S1) = S* + 87 (~aja; - ajar + aia] + ajag — bib; — bby + b'by + b;b)

+52

—a; akbjb

1
+alaala,— - (alaaiaf + alalaa + He) + blb bl by - I (bj.bjb_/b, +b;bbjby + He.)

4

o . o )
alaib’h; + i (ajaiaib; +albiblh; + He.) [+ O™, (S37)
! 1 ' +alal +0(S™), (S38)
P 1, . PR ~
+ b_}b ibib — 1 (b_}b bibl + b}b} bib, + H.c.) +0(S™h, (S39)
aib_/akak +a akab +a; a,cfrbT
tab’ + alb'blh;) - He |+ 0(S°), (S40)
awbjbj by + aayb b} +bibjaibi
0
b/b] +0(5Y), (S41)
a;a;a ak+a ab b,+a aakb,+a aa; b‘ +b1b ia ak+b1bb b,+b b akb[+b bja b;'
+0(Sh, (S42)
ajaibj.bj + ajaib;bz — Cl:dib;bl - Clja,‘bjb; + aZakbj.bj + Cliakb;bz — azakb;bl — a,takbjb;
aakb b,+aakb1b[+aakb b1 - a akb b - a akb b,+a akb b,+a akb b
+0(S . (S43)
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Gk et ek K
Via the Bogoliubov transformation (S10), the two-magnon l"l,‘;,,"( W) = f dt e’“”Gl"l,"l,,"(z‘), (S47¢)
(2M)- and four-magnon (4M)-mediated Raman scattering op- -
erators read Grolokiky! et ek kK
p/2 G’ (@) = f dte™ Gy (0)- (S47d)
—00

[Py (D Pl () ~
Z W/ 3 al al, + Z W, 3 al a,
na A

n=1

3) - 4
+ 3w apaf + > W a)a; (44)
- +
I, A
with PIW® = I+ ang
(s [an
p/2
[2n] — [Py (D -t -t - -
Z Ram = X,y @ apag,
n=1 LT
e e
+ Z X\ v @ Q@
L
[Pl yv(3) +t -t 4‘ -
+ X ) @) @, e
LT
12575 +i o+ =T
+ Z X @, @ @
[ AN
12578 +f o+ o+ -
+ Z X v, @y @y
LT
[p] y(6) +i o+t
+ X, @ al,, @,
LI
[Py (1) R e
+ Xr ,,,,,,,al @, @, @,
Lo
[Pl y® o=~
+ Xl I l//l///ahal:_al/_/al/_u
L1
[ply(9) +t o+t
+ X L ,,,,,,,al al, al,,alm (S45)
L 11
[Pl [pl () * Pl ®) [p] x(0)
with 71X;% Xy s X e = P X
7 8
and P x7 = [p1x¢ - The coefficients 7! W('",) and

L INATZE L,
[p] y ()
X,(r,, ",

o o

are numerically obtained.

S3. Green’s Function Formalism

Putting a(r) = e™"/"ae~™"/" for any operator «, we intro-

duce the /(1 <[ < 4)-magnon (/M) Green functions (GFs) for
the corrected ground state |0),

Gj‘f(t) = —i(0|7 o} (Na] 7710y, (S46a)
k(,k
G,y (1) = =K0IT af (Naf, (e, a,,*|o> (S46b)
k(,k %

G\l () = =0T af (Naf, (N, (e} ay @y, 10), (S460)

Kok KK

Grpr” @

(ared

= _l<O|TaZ,(t)az;,(t)aZ;(t)ak&g’(t)az al, al,, al,,, 7|0y, (S46d)

where o (= —&), 0/, and 7 take + and 7 denotes the time-
ordering operator with respect to the unperturbed magnon op-
erators emergent in (2), and define their Fourier transforms as

Gi(w) = f dt &' Gy (1), (S47a)
Gy (@) = f dr e Gy (o), (S47b)

HgL is nothing but the O(S 9y Hartree-Fock Hamiltonian and
the residual O(S?) interaction : H® : has no effect on the
IM GFs, ie., (Ol‘Ta;T(t)aZTIO) = BL(OI‘Ta/k (t)BLaﬂlO)BL =
iG;‘;(t)BL with a(f)py = /e~ ™sLt/h Then the Dyson
equation for the 1M GFs reduces to

hok..1,

— (548)
hw — g +in

ke ke
G (w) =G (wpL =
where 7 is understood to be infinitesimal. Next we consider
the ladder-approximation Bethe-Salpeter equations for the

2M GFs
Gy (@) =Gy} @)~ Z 2 Gyl @t

P+P- q+.q-
S g Gl @ 589
i€eA jeB
Gy (@) =Gy’ *(w)BL—— 26 @
P+P%y q+:qs
) 9+’
X Z Z li /VU p+p+q+q+G nA (W), (S49b)
i€A jeB
Gy} (@) =Gy ) (W)L - = Z > G @
P P q-.q-
1
XDV LG W), (849c)
i€A jeB

denoting the unperturbed 2M GFs by

k(r

G/’ ,," (w)BL

00
dt ; .
= f 7€leL<O|‘7'012,(I)BLO/Z,(t)lz,LOZZT

00

@y "0)BL

= if dre” [G];:(I)BLG (t)BL+Gk" (l)BLG "(DBL

00

Wbk,.1,0k,.1, + Ok, 0k, 1)

e (S50)
hw — e~ €y, +in

We solve the eigenequations obtained from (S49a)-(S49¢),
Vgl = hQ7 g7, (S51)

where g/]”‘r/ are the column vectors of dimension L, L, whose
[(k],— 1)L, + ky]-elements are given by

k{,k

7 = (Olay, ak/ 1), (852)

[g 4w, -L, ke

whereas V7" are the matrices of dimension LyLy X Ly Ly
whose [(k],— 1)Ly+ ks, (I,— 1)Ls+ I -]-elements are given by

(V" N ko 11,41,

4
= 6100 (8] + 67 ) - JZ Z LiVigkaer

icA jeB

+&; (S53a)

++
[V ](k;—l)L++k+,(l;—l)L++l+

_ %)
= 61,000, (& 2 3TV s (S53b)

i€A jeB

+
+e)) -



J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. LETTERS

(V™ e cyr kv -+ The Lehmann representation'! of the 2M GFs reads
_ | ko, (11, \"
=S der (o +er) =20 Y SV - (8530) - Lo hgt (gﬁ ) 5o
icA jeB ,‘r,/ = P
Li hw—hT +
Likewise, we consider the three—leg—ladder analogs'> ' of the Bethe-Salpeter equations for the 3M GFs
GRKk kKK e K
Gy (@) =Gy (@ - 5 Z 20 Ol @
p+ PLp” G
1 1
VO 1 @) 1 @ q.d,d”
X Z Z lij ( gV, ijippiaed. T 26‘”*"“ VU it T 26‘”* @ th g p”q”) G, nr (w), (S55a)
i€eA jeB
Gk kKK kKK
[ rr ( ) Gl v (w)BL . Z Z Gp A pw(w)BL
p PP -l
1 1
(1) - 4) - 4) q-4"4/
xZZl,,( ra Vi s aq + 3000V * 53000 Vit a. )Gl D (@), (S55b)
i€eA jeB
denoting the unperturbed 3M GFs by
/Qrk(fk(r — . ﬂ iwt o o o
Gy (@B = nl BL<0|7~ak(f(t)BLa'k{/r(t)BLa'k(gr/(t)BLa' "oy CV,H 0L
o K, K, K
—- [ are |Gl wn G On + G 0u G 0w | G Om
n(0, 1, 01,1, + Ok, 1, Ok, 1, )k 17
= (S56)
w=g —ey — & T
We solve the eigenequations obtained from (S55a) and (SSSb)
where g""‘f are the column vectors of dimension L2 L, whose [(k’.’ - 1)L(27 + (k. = 1)Ly + ky]-elements are given by
loxoxon k(Tk k(r —_ o (og o
|25 ]<k;.;_1>Lz,+<k;,_nL =807 =0l o af, 1), (S58)

while V777 are the matrices of dimension LgL(-T X LgL(-T whose [(k} — 1)L§ +(kl,—1)Lo+kq, (I7— 1)L§ +(l/.=1)L,+1,]-elements
are given by

[V*] :
(K =DL2 +(K, =D)Ly +ky (I = DL +(T, =1L, +1,

_ ot ) . 50 3
= Ok,.1. 0k, Ok 1 (8,+ +e + Slg) J E E lij (25k3,1zVij;k+k,+,+,,+ + 0k Ve F Ok ij . k,,,,,), (S59a)
icA jeB

——+
[V ](k;’—l)LE+(k’_—l)L,+k,,(l;’—l)L°:+(Z’_—1)L,+l,
— - - +\ _ . R 7480) 4)
= Ok_ 1O 1 Ok 17 (‘91_ +e + Sl:) JZ Z lij (25k+,l+ Vij;k,k’_l,l’_ + Ok 1 Vl} Ko r T Ok .1 Vj KOk ) (S59b)
icA jeB
The Lehmann representation of the 3M GFs reads

2 k{,k Ky (111
L2L5~1 hg (g/l - )

ha) - thl'm_f +in’

kkk

Gl (W) = (S60)

=0

Since any perturbative renormalization is hardly tractable for more-than-3M GFs, we decompose them into less-than-4M
GFs.'¥ The 4M GFs can be approximated by the 2M GFs on one hand,
INA A

2iG, . (1) = 201T (a7, (g, (g, (D) af o 110)

~ (OI‘Ta,J;(t)a,}_,(t)al a/l,,TIO)(OI‘Tak, (t)ak,,,(t)a/l, a/l,,,IO) + (OI‘Tak (t)a/k,,(t)al a/l,,, IO)(OI‘Tak, (t)ak,,,(t)a/l, al,, IO)

+ (01T oy, (t)a;g(t)cv @, |0)<0|‘Takr (e, (D @110 + <0|‘chk+(t)ak~(t)cv @, |0)<0|‘Takr (e, (e a,10)

+ (01T a; (Day, (t)a”a 10)0IT e, (D (D, @, 10), (S61)
and by the 3M and IM GFs on the other hand,

4Gy o (1) = HOIT @ (Darf, (Dere (D (D) @), @, 10)
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~ (01T a;, (e; I0XOIT aj, (t)a/k,,(t)ak,,,(t)al, @, a,l10) + (O|‘7'ak+(t)al,TIO)(O|7'ak, e (e, (e @, 1 10)
+ (01T o}, (t)a,T|0><0|frozk+(t)ak,,(t)a,{,,,(t)a+T ;,,T 10) + OIT @, (e, IO)(OI‘Tah(t)a,},(t)a/,:,,,(t)al ;,,T 1110)
+ <0|‘Ta,§g(t)a;_, |0><0|‘ch1i+(t)a,2(t)a,}g(t)cvh' @, 410) + <07 cvk//(t)a,”|0><0|‘chk+(t)ak/ (t)ak///(t)a Z”‘ |0)
+ (OIT g (0, 10XOIT of, (D, (Nt (D) @) a,110) + (01T @ (D, LOXOIT o, (D, (Der, (e e e, 10). (S617)

Since the coeflicient of the Raman correlation function [”]Xu; e 18 symmetric with respect to the replacements Iy & I’ and

I” & ', the 4M GFs can be expressed as

kKKK
Glrr
ko KKK

Gu; rr

LuL
and their Fourier transforms are given by

kKKK
L (@)

12

G

00

(1) =~ ZzGl 2 (t)Gl, 2 ;) + Gz l,*(t)Gl;Z,; @),

(1) =Gy (0G ) () + Gy, (G (1),

Ll -1 3 KK LINF KK
E hg, (ga &v \&r
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! (S62")

; . iw k+ +
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i j: R [ZG’lﬂl” (S)G,, o C(w—$) + Gl /’+ (s )Gm'” (- s)]
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1) 8vy \8x
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A=0

ifmdteiw[
[ 5l

L L -1 k K.k LI\
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kKKK

KK GReHK”
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rrr 2_172_ kokl (1 1\*
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hw hQy" — g, +in

S4. Irreducible Decomposition of Raman Operators

The 2D Raman operator reads

PR — Z o P gve 8)
HV=X,y
where e;, = (e ln,0) and ey = (esc,esc,O) are the unit vec-
tors indicating the polarizations of incident and scattered pho-
tons, respectively, while IR is the (u, v)-element of [P'R in
Cartesian coordinates. We introduce four matrices

i N R OB Al IS BV I
- _| 1 0 - |1 0
_3=[ e ],_Oz[ b ] (S64)
with their Hilbert-Schmidt inner products satisfying
Tr|'EE)| = 28 = 25, (S65)
Hy=xy
to rewrite the Raman operator (8) into
3
VIR =" Bz VIR, Bz, = ) elimel; (S66)
i=0 HV=X,y
Ez, =¢ejen +e eg‘c*, Ez, = el ey — e el
Ez, =¢elel —e e, Ez) =€ el + e‘ynezc*, (S66a)
g - (PlRxy 4 [p]ygyx Mg - (PlRxy _ [PIRyx
=1 2 ) =) 2 )
[PlRxx _ [P1Ryy (PlRxx 4 [PIRyy
PRe, = PlRe = —————— . (S66b)

2 ’ = 2

+Zhw o

—, (863)
e L4 hw — T - hy + i

"R ke

G, 0]

k'K k.
po ()G, (@ =9)

(gl” gn )

f-gy +in’

L1 h KKk, 5/{/ p

sl

(S63")

We recall the irreducible decomposition of the Raman opera-
tor for an arbitrary point symmetry group P,

dt.
ES
i p=l -

to consider 2D lattices of C,, point symmetry in general. The
polarization-vector basis functions E _’f;l relevant to Raman
scattering have their equivalent in Ez,’s [cf. (12) and (S66a)].
We list their correspondence relations in Table I.

Depolarization of the Loudon-Fleury second-order Raman
response, such as (14), is the consequence of ?/R containing
one and only multidimensional irreducible representation.'>
In Table I, neither C,, nor C4, meets this criterion, while all
the rest do. Let us investigate the C,, symmetry operations
on E; intending to reveal the possible dimensionality dg_’”. We
denote the matrix representation for a point symmetry 6pera—
tion P € P by P. Setting P to the rotation C; € C,,,

[p] R~P, ” )

21 2
COS — sm —_—
_ n n
P= o o | (S67)
—Sin — COS —
n n
we obtain
PlEP = B, (S68a)
4 4
PIE,P = B cos = — B sin -2, (S68b)
n n
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Table I. Irreducible representations of the point symmetry groups P = C,,,
corresponding to the basis matrices Z;, which are doubly underlined when
they are Raman-active symmetry species within the Loudon-Fleury second-
order perturbation scheme, while they are singly underlined when it is not
until we employ the Shastry-Shraiman fourth-order perturbation scheme that
they become Raman-active symmetry species, where we specify a particular
lattice to the point symmetry groups each, because it depends on the lattice
shape which symmetry species is Raman active. In the case of P = Cy,,
not only E¢ but also Z3 may belong to the A; symmetry species and the
coeflicients of their linear combination depend on further details of the lattice.

P Eo g = E;
C,, (ladder) Al Ayl Ay:1 A1l
Csv (kagome) A1l E:l Ay:1 E:2
Cy4y (square) Al };1 Ayl ]rl
Cgy (triangular) Ar:1 Exy:1 Ay:1 E2_2
Cev (honeycomb) A1 Ex:1 Ay:1 E;:2
Cs, (Penrose) Ar:1 Ey:1 Ay:1 E;:2
Cgy (Ammann-Beenker) A;:1 E;:1 Ay:1 E;:2
PlE,p =5, (S68c)
PlE;P = E5cos 47” + Z sin 47”, (S68d)

while setting P to the mirror operation 0'2;[ e C,, with
Ir/n(l=1,2,---,n)being the angle between the normal vec-
tor and x axis,

we have
P2 P = B, (570a)
4nl 4l
PIEP = —F, cos = + s sin (S70b)
n n
PlE,p=-5,, (S70c)
4l 4l
PIE,P = E; cos - + B sin . (S70d)
n n

=y and =, each correspond to a 1D irreducible representation
for any point symmetry group C,,, whereas Z; and =3 span
a 2D irreducible representation unless n = 2 or n = 4. No
quasiperiodic lattice in two dimensions belongs to either of
C,, and Cy,, and therefore, depolarization of I (w), which
we observe in Figs. 1(a) and 1(a’), is common to all 2D
quasiperiodic lattices.

S5. Configuration-Interaction Formalism

In order to give a precise description of multimagnon-
mediated inelastic light scatterings, we consider interactions
between the up-to-4M basis states

|OM) = |0)gL,
2M)): = @

(S71a)
o 10yse (1 < Iy < L), (S71b)
|4M>l+l+ QZTQ;T alzT|0>BL

Lr= VI+6,0 \T+60

(1<l <l <Ly).

(S71c)

Considering that the Hamiltonian as well as the Raman

27l 27l
cos 2 sin2a cos - sin 22 operator commutes with the total magnetization, any other
=| n 20’ _ cos 20’ an an , 2M and 4M states, changing the total magnetization,
! ! sinl —cosl are ineffective in the ground-state Raman response. The
n (S69) up-to-O(S 0 2M-4M-configuration-interaction (CI) Hamilto-
nian is formally written as
(OMIHIOM) | (OM|H[2M)! (OM|H[2M)5+ (OM[H|4M) 1! (OM|H|4M)E+E+
LOMIHIOM) | [ 2M[H[2M)! LOMIH2MYE | L (2MIH|4M)!] '(2M|(H|4M>L*L*
H=| TCMIHIOM) | FMIH2M)! HOMIHRMY | E2MIH|AM)! L*<2M|'7-{|4M)L*L* (S72)
HAMIHIOM) | i aMIH2M)! {}<4M|7{|2M>§f HaM|H4aM) 1! <4M|7{|4M>L+L+
LLAMIHIOMY | S aMIH MY - - L+L+<4M|74|2M>L+ Ll aMIHAMYLL §i§i<4M|7{|4M>§ji

with H = Hpp+ : (]"{(0)

. With the ladder-approximation Bethe-Salpeter equation formalism [cf. (S49a)—(S49c¢) for 2M GFs

and (S55a) and (S55b) for 3M GFs] in mind, we retain only the magnon-number-conserving interactions Vl(/l)z r s Vfﬁ e
and ij; L in our CI scheme. Then (S72) reduces to the block-diagonal Hamiltonian
0]
}(2M|?(|2M)} }(2M|'H|2M)Lj
2 L : L ‘

H - Z E™ = [CMIH2M)| - +<2M|71’|2M) ' ; (S73)

ey T AMIH[4M) ! }:<4M|w|4M>ijij

LEAMIHAM)!L ~L*L*<4M|'7-{|4M)L*L+

10
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ky 4 4
¢ QMMM = 80,80 (s + &) = Z Z’u"fj bkl (S73b)
i€A jeB
S AMIHIAMY Y = 61,1, 00 1 Ok 1 Ok 1 (e + €5 + 5 +5;
i CAMIH| >z y = Ok, 1, Ok, 1, Ok 1Ok I (Sh +&; +& +s,,7)
Ok,.1. Ok, 1, | | ] |
_Jzzli/ sl O ( ‘(.) V() V() V() )
” ijsk_k" 11" ijik kU1 ik ko1l s
icA jeB I+ ke T+6 1
Ok_1 Ok 1
i © ©) ©) ©)
" \/1 + Ok x \/] ¥o,r ( ijkokorl, Vij;k+k’+l’+l+ * Vij;kLkJJ; + Vij;k;k,,l;l,,)
1
+
V1 + 6k, AT+ 01,0 AT+ 6k e [T +61 1
4)
(szklk 1Ok Ok 1 +V,k Lk ,/5k L0k +V]k LKL O 1, Ok_1r +ij L k/y(sk;,lgfsk,,z,
@
+ Vi1 Ok 1.0k 1 +ij 1k Ok, 1,0k 1 +ijl,k, Sk 1.0k +V/k/’k’1f6k L0k
@
+ Vi Ok, Or . + ij,, e Okl Ok 1+ ij,, w1 Ok 0k 1 + ij,l v Okl Ok
(4) 4) 4)
Vit Okt Ok Vi p iy Okt Okt + Vi oy Ok Ok + V]k rer 5k+,l+5k_,l_) . (S73¢)

Note that the 2M and 4M sectors are of dimension [],_, Ly X [[,-+ Ly and [],—.[L

o(Lo + 1)/2] X [TgslLo(Loe + 1/2],

respectively. We diagonalize the 2M-4M-CI magnon-number-conserving block-diagonal Hamiltonian (S73) to obtain the vari-

ationally corrected eigenstates |v) and eigenvalues g, [v =0, 1, - --

If we discard the 4M basis states (S71c) in (S73), the re-
sultant 2M-CI findings for [P I,\j(w) are exactly the same as
the ladder-approximation Bethe-Salpeter calculations. There
is a complete correspondence of the 2M sector (S73b) of
any CI magnon-number-conserving block-diagonal Hamil-
tonian with the 2M Bethe-Salpeter interaction matrix V*~
(S53a). (S49b) and (S49c) are irrelevant to any calcula-
tion of P!I\(w) but necessary for calculating P! Iy (w), or
more precisely, for decomposing the 4M GFs as (S62) and
(S62"). When we go beyond the Loudon-Fleury second-
order perturbation theory and take a considerable interest
in multimagnon-mediated Raman intensities, the 2M-4M-CI
scheme is much superior to any tractable self-consistent GF
formalism.

S6. Configuration-Interaction versus Green’s Function
Calculations of Raman Spectra

We show the cluster-size and calculational-scheme depen-
dences of Raman spectra in full detail for both the Penrose
(Figs. S4 to S6) and Ammann-Beenker (Figs. S7 and S8)
lattices, intending to demonstrate the superiority of the 2M-
4M-CI scheme over the others especially in evaluating 4M-
mediated scattering intensities.

For the L = 16 Penrose (Fig. S4) and L = 25 Ammann-
Beenker (Fig. S7) clusters, all the perturbative and varia-
tional calculations are compared with the exact solutions. The
Hartree-Fock approximation cannot reproduce any of the ma-
jor peak positions. The 2M-CI formulation, which is equiva-
lent to the 2M Bethe-Salpeter equation, is good at reproducing
the low-energy peaks essentially of 2M character but poor in
describing higher-energy spectral weight. The 2M-4M-CI for-
mulation overcomes this drawback owing to its precise eval-
uation of 4M-mediated scattering intensities. This is not the
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case with any of the GF findings. Indeed both (3 + 1)M and
(2 + 2)M approximate evaluations of the 4M Raman correla-
tion function P!Gy\(7) lead to a reasonable reduction of the
high-energy excess spectral weight, but neither of them gives
such a satisfactory description of the intermediate-energy
scattering bands of 2M-4M-mixed character as to be obtained
through the 2M-4M-CI scheme. Such observations are com-
mon to both the Penrose and Ammann-Beenker lattices and
hold good for all the symmetry species but A;. Any excess
4M scattering intensity for the A; symmetry species present
in the SW calculations should rather be ascribed to the up-
t0-0(S %) expansion of R than otherwise. Note that the exact
diagonalization calculation of the Raman intensity (6) is per-
formed with the spin operator expressions (S30) and (S35),
whereas any SW calculation, whether in the GF description
(7) or through the CI scheme (17), is performed with the
up-to-0(S %) approximate vertices (4) written in terms of the
magnon operators (S44) and (S45), with the aim of revealing
the scenario of inelastic light scattering.

With increasing system size, the spectral shape and/or den-
sity change in a complicated manner, but the balance in in-
tensity sharing between 2M and 4M scatterings remains qual-
itatively the same. The energy ranges in which 2M scatter-
ing intensities distribute for the three symmetry species each
remain almost unchanged from those of the smallest cluster
calculated and this is essentially the case with 4M scatter-
ing intensities as well. Indeed, neither of the range of the
eigenvalue distribution nor the specific heat curve is sensi-
tive to the system size for the L > 31 Penrose and L > 33
Ammann-Beenker lattices, as was already shown in Fig. S1.
Eigenvalues corresponding to the one or two highest coordi-
nation numbers have no serious effect on bulk properties.
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Fig. S4. CI and GF calculations of the Shastry-Shraiman fourth-order Raman intensities [*/(w) = 212:] (411, ;v(w) for the L = 16 2D Penrose lattice of Cs,
point symmetry in comparison with the exact solutions, where the perturbation parameter ¢/(U — fhiwiy) is set to 9/10 and every spectral line is Lorentzian-
broadened by a width of 0.1J. From the top to the bottom, the calculational schemes employed are the Hartree-Fock approximation [(al) to (c1)], which retains
only the magnon vacuum in (S71a) and substitutes the eigenstates and eigenvalues of Hpy. (2) for the basis states |v) and their energies &,, with N¢y reducing
to L, in (17), 2M-CI [(a2) to (c2)], which is equivalent to solving the 2M Bethe-Salpeter equation (S49a), 2M-4M-CI [(a3) to (c3)], 2M + 4M [approximated
by (S62")]-GF [(a4) to (c4)], and 2M + 4M [approximated by (S62)]-GF [(a5) to (c5)]. The pure symmetry components are extracted from three polarization
combinations, (15) with ¢_ = 0,7/2 and (16) with o o5 = —1. All the SW calculations of Im(w) each are distinguishably colored.
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Fig. S5. The same as Fig. S4 for the L = 41 2D Penrose lattice of Cs, point symmetry without any exact solution available.
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Fig. S6. The same as Fig. S4 for the L = 56 2D Penrose lattice of Cs, point symmetry without any exact solution available.
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Fig. S7. The same as Fig. S4 for the L = 25 2D Ammann-Beenker lattice of Cg, point symmetry.
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Fig. S8. The same as Fig. S7 for the L = 57 2D Ammann-Beenker lattice of Cg, point symmetry without any exact solution available.
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