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We study the nonlinear response of non-integrable 1D spin models using infinite matrix-product
state techniques. As a benchmark and demonstration of the method, we first calculate the 2D
coherent spectroscopy for the exactly soluble ferromagnetic transverse field Ising model, where ex-
citations are freely moving domain-walls. We then investigate the distinct signatures of confined
bound states by introducing a longitudinal field and observe the emergence of strong non-rephasing
like signals. To interpret the observed phenomena, we use a two-kink approximation to perturba-
tively compute the 2D spectra. We find good agreement in comparison with the exact results of the
infinite matrix-product state method in the strongly confined regime. We discuss the relevance of
our results for quasi−1D Ising spin chain materials such as CoNb2O6.

Introduction. Spectroscopic tools have played a cru-
cial role in our understanding of complex quantum sys-
tems [1]. However, we can only partially measure their
correlations with existing tools. Terahertz 2D coherent
spectroscopy, one of developing spectroscopic tools [2–
4], stands out as a technique for a deeper understand-
ing of strongly-correlated condensed matter systems. It
probes the nonlinear optical response which has been
used to identify the ground state symmetry of mag-
netic [5] and superconducting [6, 7] materials, geomet-
ric phase in topological materials [8–10], novel ground
states in correlated systems [11, 12], and quasiparticle
decay processes in a disordered system [13]. Besides, re-
cent experimental advances with terahertz sources put
the technique in a proper energy range to study rota-
tional dynamics in molecules [14], spin waves in conven-
tional magnets [14], and exotic excitations in quantum
magnets [15–19].

In contrast to more common 1D spectroscopy, the 2D
extension unravels not only the optical excitations but
also their interplay [3, 4]. The advantage of this exper-
imental technique has been widely adopted by chemists
to reveal the structure of complex molecules with great
success. However, such achievements rely on powerful
numerical methods that help to interpret complicated ex-
perimental data starting from concrete microscopic mod-
els [20–22]. In this regard, it is desirable to develop an
efficient numerical platform for future 2D spectroscopy
experiments on quantum magnets similar to the success-
ful use of matrix product state (MPS) techniques for con-
ventional 1D spectroscopy [23–29]. However, the calcu-
lation of nonlinear response is less explored and the need
for multiple time evolutions makes it much more chal-
lenging.

In this work, we propose an efficient numerical tool
using infinite MPS (iMPS) and study the nonlinear re-
sponse of 1D spin model. To benchmark the method, we
first focus on the 1D transverse field Ising model (TFIM)

whose nonlinear response can be analytically calculated
using Jordan-Wigner (JW) transformations [15]. Moti-
vated by the quasi-1D structure of CoNb2O6 – one of the
best material example of an Ising chain magnet – (albeit
with more complicated magnetic interactions [28, 29]) we
then include longitudinal field terms which capture the
effects of inter-chain interactions and lead to the emer-
gence of confined bound state excitations [30–32]. As
a consequence, new signals appear in 2D spectroscopy
which include strong non-rephasing and rephasing like
peaks. Our results from the iMPS method are further-
more corroborated by perturbative calculations starting
from the projected two-kink (TK) low energy subspace.
We find quantitative agreement in the strongly confined
regime, which allows us to understand the origin of sharp
peaks in the 2D spectrum as transitions between bound
states.

Model. We first introduce the 1D TFIM

H0 = −J
∑
n

σznσ
z
n+1 − hx

∑
n

σxn (1)

with J, hx > 0. For hx < hcx = J , it stabilizes a doubly
degenerate ferromagnetic ground state polarized along
the easy axis ẑ. When hx > hcx, the system has a unique
paramagnetic ground state. In the ferromagnetic regime,
the experimental excitation, i.e., a local spin flip, splits
into two freely moving kinks (domain-walls) between two
degenerate states. In the context of non-linear spec-
troscopy these fractionalized excitations have been shown
to be manifest as sharp signatures in the third order mag-
netic susceptibilities [15].

We now include a longitudinal field and focus on
the Hamiltonian given by H = H0 − hz

∑
n σ

z
n with

J, hx, hz > 0. In the ferromagnetic regime, the longitudi-
nal field lifts the degeneracy and selects one of the polar-
ized ground states. Besides, it induces a linear confining
potential between the kinks leading to bound states. As
a result, the broad continuum of free kink excitations as
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probed in linear response fragments into sharp peaks [33].
At a low transverse field, the splitting can be understood
via a Schrödinger equation for the relative kink separa-
tion with a linear potential [34] which can also be gener-
alized to include lattice effects [35–41]. The main ques-
tions of our work are: How to efficiently simulate the
nonlinear response of the TFIM with a longitudinal field
using MPS methods? What are the robust signatures of
confined bound states in nonlinear 2D spectroscopy?

2D spectroscopy. Here, we introduce a two-pulse proto-
col which following previous work Ref. 15. In this setup,
two Dirac-delta pulses B0 and Bτ which are polarized
along α̂ and β̂ directions, respectively, reach the sam-
ple at time T = 0 and T = τ > 0 successively. These
magnetic pulses couple to the local moments of the sam-
ple and the induced magnetization along γ̂ direction is
recorded as Mγ

0τ (T ) at time T = τ + t where t > 0 is
the time interval between the second pulse Bτ and the
measurement. To subtract the signal from the linear re-
sponse, two different experiments are repeated but with
pulse B0 or Bτ alone to measure Mγ

0 (T ) and Mγ
τ (T ).

The nonlinear signal field emerging from the sample at
T = τ + t in the γ̂ direction is defined as

Mγ
NL(T )≡Mγ

0τ (T )−Mγ
0 (T )−Mγ

τ (T ). (2)

The nonlinear signal depends only on the nonlinear re-
sponses and directly measures the second and higher or-
der magnetic susceptibilities [18]:

Mγ
NL(t, τ) = B0Bτχ

(2)
γβα(t, τ + t)

+ (B0)2Bτχ
(3)
γβαα(t, τ + t, τ + t)

+ B0(Bτ )2χ
(3)
γββα(t, t, τ + t) +O(B4). (3)

The 2D spectrum is the Fourier transform of Mγ
NL(t, τ)

over both time domains t and τ . In Eq. (3), the lead-
ing contribution to the nonlinear response in the two-
pulse setup, i.e., the second order nonlinear susceptibility

χ
(2)
γβα(t, τ + t), is given as

χ
(2)
γβα(t, τ + t) =− θ(t)θ(τ)

4L
Re
∑
j,l,m

[
Sγβαj,l,m(τ + t, τ, 0)

− Sβγαj,l,m(τ, τ + t, 0)
]

(4)

with the three point spin correlation function in the
ground state |ψ〉,

Sγβαj,l,m(T1, T2, 0) = 〈ψ|σγj (T1)σβl (T2)σαm(0)|ψ〉 (5)

where σγj (T ) ≡ eiHTσγj e
−iHT . When the Hamiltonian

and |ψ〉 preserves the lattice translation symmetry, the
site index m in Eq. (4) and Eq. (5) can be fixed, e.g. as
c ≡ L/2 the central site of the system, which we use in the

following. Then, χ
(2)
γβα(t, τ + t) is obtained by evaluating

−θ(t)θ(τ)

4
Re
∑
j,l

[
Sγβαj,l,c (τ + t, τ, 0)− Sβγαj,l,c (τ, τ + t, 0)

]
.

(6)

FIG. 1. (color online) Exploiting infinite boundary condi-
tions for translation-invariant systems, two real time evolu-
tion runs are sufficient to evaluate

∑
j,l S

γβα
j,l,c (τ + t, τ, 0). (a)

iMPS representation of a state eiHtσγc |ψ〉 with L sites in the
unit cell. (b) Transfer matrix of two distinct iMPS “bra”

and “ket” which represent eiHtσγc+2|ψ〉 and σβc−2e
−iHτσαc |ψ〉

respectively. The color gradient illustrates the light cone
spreading of correlations following a local quench.

Method. A promising tool for calculating Sγβαj,l,c (τ +
t, τ, 0) in Eq.(6) for a whole range of site in-
dices j and l is to use the iMPS method. We
only need to perform two different real time evo-
lution runs to calculate

∑
j,l S

γβα
j,l,c (τ + t, τ, 0) =∑

j,l e
iE(τ+t)〈ψ|σγj e−iHtσ

β
l e
−iHτσαc |ψ〉 where E is the

ground state energy. In addition, finite size effects are
avoided. Such effect originates from the bouncing of cor-
relations following a local quench at site j = 1 or L,
boundary sites of the system. Below, we explain a proce-
dure to obtain 〈ψ|σγj e−iHtσ

β
l e
−iHτσαc |ψ〉 (See Section I

of Supplementary Information (SI) for Sβγαj,l,c (τ, τ + t, 0)).

1. Find a ground state and perform a time evolu-
tion following a local quench, σγc or σαc , using
infinite time evolving block decimation (iTEBD)
method[42–44] to obtain an iMPS for eiHtσγc |ψ〉,
which is shown in Fig. 1(a), or e−iHτσαc |ψ〉.

2. Shift every B tensor of an iMPS, which represents
eiHtσγc |ψ〉, (c−j) sites to the right within a window
of size L to obtain a new iMPS “bra” associated to
eiHtσγj |ψ〉.

3. Apply a local operator σβl to an iMPS associated
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FIG. 2. (color online) Second order susceptibility in the
ferromagnetic phase of the TFIM with hx/J = 0.2. (a)

χ
(2)
xxx(t, τ+t) from iMPS method with a window of size L = 80.

The data is rescaled such that the maximal absolute value is 1.
(b) χ

(2)
xxx(t, τ + t) at Jt = 15 from iMPS method and JW for-

malism. For the latter case, we set a size of the system L = 80

with PBC. (c) Real part of Fourier transformed χ
(2)
xxx(t, τ+ t).

Inset: TK excitation continua of the TFIM.

to e−iHτσαc |ψ〉 and get a new iMPS “ket” which

represents σβl e
−iHτσαc |ψ〉.

4. Evaluate an overlap of two iMPS “bra” and “ket”
within the window by calculating the dominant left
and right eigenvector of the corresponding transfer
matrix, which is shown in Fig. 1(b), and obtain

〈ψ|σγj e−iHtσ
β
l e
−iHτσαc |ψ〉 [33].

Before investigating the 2D spectrum of the non-
integrable TFIM with longitudinal field, we first focus on

the free TFIM and compare the result of χ
(2)
xxx(t, τ + t)

using two different schemes, i.e., the numerical iMPS
method and analytic calculations via the JW transfor-
mation with periodic boundary condition (PBC). Here
and below, we set hx/J = 0.2 and all iMPS simulations
are done with a spatial window of size L = 80 sites and
over the time range Jt, Jτ = 30. Within such tempo-
ral range, the light cone spreading of correlations, which
follows a local quench at the center of a spatial window,
does not reach the boundary of the window. In Fig. 2(a),

we plot the result of χ
(2)
xxx(t, τ+t) from the iMPS method.

In order to check the errors of our method, we tracked
the truncation error, the truncated weight of many-body
wave function at each time step in iTEBD, which quan-
tifies an upper limit for the truncation effect on local
observables (. 10−8 for every result given in our study).

Besides, we also followed the dependence of χ
(2)
xxx(t, τ + t)

on the time step δt and the bond dimension χ, fixing
to δt = 0.03/J and χmax = 30. In Fig. 2(b), we com-

pare χ
(2)
xxx(t, τ + t) at Jt = 15 from the iMPS method

with the one from the JW formalism which confirms ex-
act agreement. In Fig. 2(c), we plot Reχ

(2)
xxx(ωt, ωτ ), the

real part of the Fourier transformed χ
(2)
xxx(t, τ+t). It con-

tains a sharp vertical line of intensity centered at ωt = 0.
Regarding ωt and ωτ as the detecting and pumping fre-
quencies, the response is known as a rectification signal.
It also contains a diffusive, weak non-rephasing signal in
the first frequency quadrant, mirroring the energy range
of the free TK continuum, which is shown in the inset of
Fig. 2(c) [15].
Results. Next, we focus on the 2D spectrum of the 1D

TFIM with longitudinal field using the iMPS method.

Fig. 3(a) shows the Reχ
(2)
xxx(ωt, ωτ ), which is calculated

in weakly confined regime with hz/J = 0.03 (See Sec-

tion II of SI for the Imχ
(2)
xxx(ωt, ωτ ), which is related

to the Reχ
(2)
xxx(ωt, ωτ ) by the dispersion relation[45–47]).

This value is similar to the one used in Ref. 35 to de-
scribe CoNb2O6. New spectroscopic signals are encoded

in χ
(2)
xxx(ωt, ωτ ) in the presence of a longitudinal field.

First, it contains a dominant non-rephasing signal which
appears as diagonal peaks in the first quadrant. At the
same time, a weakly diffusive terahertz rectification sig-
nal is also detected as a streak along the ωτ axis. In

Fig. 4(a), we plot Reχ
(2)
xxx(ωt, ωτ ) in strongly confined

regime with hz/J = 0.4. Unlike the previous regime,
it contains a non-rephasing like signal which appears as
strong cross (off-diagonal) peaks in the first quadrant.
Besides, a subdominant rephasing like signal appears as
cross peaks in the fourth quadrant.

To interpret the 2D spectra, we use a projected TK
model and can study the excitations of Eq.(1) perturba-
tively [37, 40]. The idea is to project the full Hilbert space
down to the Hilbert space of TK states, where regions of
opposite magnetization are separated by the two differ-
ent domain-walls. In this model, each TK state is repre-
sented as |j, l〉 ≡ |... ↑↑↓j↓ ... ↓↓(j+l−1)↑↑ ...〉, where j is
the starting site of down spins. The TK model has been
adopted to phenomenologically understand the confine-
ment of excitations observed in the dynamical (1D) neu-
tron response of CoNb2O6 [35, 37]. The projected model
is expected to capture the low-energy excitations of the
original model well as long as hx/J � hz/J . This can be
understood by looking into the energy gap between TK
states and four-kink states [48]. The TK Hamiltonian,
HTK ≡ PHP with the projector P, acts as follows:

HTK |j, l〉 = 4J |j, l〉 − hx
[
|j, l + 1〉+ |j, l − 1〉

+ |j + 1, l − 1〉+ |j − 1, l + 1〉
]

+ 2hzl|j, l〉.
(7)

For our translational invariant model, the total momen-
tum p of the bound state is a good quantum number. In
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FIG. 3. (color online) The 2D spectra χ
(2)
xxx(ωt, ωτ ) of TFIM

with longitudinal field for hx/J = 0.2 and hz/J = 0.03. For
the spectra, first and fourth quadrant are only shown. The
other half are obtained by complex conjugation.(a) Result of
iMPS method. (b) Result of perturbative calculation within
projected TK subspace. Inset : The energy spectrum of TK
bound states in the weakly confined regime.

FIG. 4. (color online) 2D spectra χ
(2)
xxx(ωt, ωτ ) of TFIM with

longitudinal field for hx/J = 0.2 and hz/J = 0.4 (a) Result of
iMPS method. (b) Result of perturbative method. Inset: The
energy spectrum of TK bound states in the strongly confined
regime.

the momentum basis |p, l〉 =
∑
j exp(ipj)|j, l〉, the Hamil-

tonian is diagonal in p and acts on |p, l〉 as

HTK |p, l〉 = 4J |p, l〉 − hx
[
(1 + eip)|p, l + 1〉

+ (1 + e−ip)|p, l − 1〉
]

+ 2hzl|p, l〉. (8)

By solving the eigen-equation in Eq. (8) for a given

momenta p and a band index n, one get TK bound state
|Φn(p)〉 with the excitation energy En(p), which is shown
in the inset of Fig. 3(b) and 4(b). (See Section III of SI
for details). Then, following Ref. 37, which calculates the
linear response, we find (after some algebraic manipula-
tion)

χ(2)
xxx(t, τ + t) = θ(t)θ(τ)(Q1 +Q2 +Q3 +Q4) (9)

with

Q1 =
∑
n,p

Cn,n(p) cos
[
En(p)(t+ τ)

]
,

Q2 =
∑
n,p

Cn,n(p) cos
[
En(p)τ

]
,

Q3 =
∑
n,m,p

Cn,m(p) cos
[
En(p)t+ Em(p)τ

]
,

Q4 =
∑
n,m,p

Cn,m(p) cos
[(
En(p)− Em(p)

)
t− Em(p)τ

]
where Cn,m(p) is the optical matrix element which de-
pends on band indices n,m and momentum p (See Sec-
tion III of SI for details).

The interpretation of 2D spectra now becomes trans-
parent: Q1 gives rise to diagonal non-rephasing peaks at
ωt, ωτ = En(p) and Q2 produces dominant terahertz rec-
tification signals at ωt = 0 and ωτ = ±Em(p) [Fig. 3(b)
and Fig. 4(b)]. In the strongly confined regime, Q3

gives rise to dominant cross peaks in the first frequency
quadrant originating from the non-rephasing like process
[Fig. 4(b)]. To be more precise, such peaks sharply ap-
pear at ωt = E1(0) and ωτ = E2(0) or ωt = E2(0) and
ωτ = E1(0), indicating the presence of multiple TK ex-
cited states. Such sharp peaks do not appear in the free
1D TFIM, which can be mapped to an independent two-
level systems with each having a single excited state [15].
Q4 contains terms which induce sharp (non-)rephasing
like signals in the first (fourth) frequency quadrant which
are visible in the strongly confined regime [Fig. 4(b)].
Such signals also originate from the presence of multi-
ple excited states and appear at ωt = E2(0)− E1(0), an
energy gap between first and second excited states, and
ωτ = E2(0) or −E1(0), see inset.
Conclusions. In the present work, we have developed

an iMPS method for calculating the nonlinear response
of 1D spin systems. As a demonstration, we calculated
the second order susceptibility, which dominates the non-
linear response, for the ferromagnetic 1D TFIM where a
single spin flip is fractionalized into two freely moving
domain-walls. We benchmarked our numerical results
with exact analytical calculations. We then included a
longitudinal field, which induces a linear confining po-
tential between kink excitations. In the presence of a
longitudial field, the second order susceptibility contains
new signals which give rise to strong non-rephasing and
rephasing like peaks. To understand the emergence of
such signals, we employ a simplified two-kink description,



5

which describes the low-energy excitations in the strongly
confined regime, and calculate the second order suscepti-
bility perturbatively. The approximate method captures
the nonlinear response of the system in the strongly con-
fined regime and allows for a simple interpretation.

As a future direction, it would be interesting to apply
our iMPS method near the quantum critical point be-
tween the ferromagnetic and paramagnetic states where
a hidden E8 symmetry emerges [33, 35]. A crucial ques-
tion regards then the existence of robust signals in 2D
spectrum which detect the emergent symmetry. Re-
garding the microscopic description and 3D nature of
CoNb2O6 [35, 36] (BaCo2V2O8 [49, 50]) it would be inter-
esting to study a more quantitative model [28, 29] and go
beyond simple chains, e.g. by extending these to coupled
Ising ladders [36]. Terahertz 2D coherent spectroscopy
holds the promise of uncovering the nature of exotic ex-
citations in strongly correlated quantum materials. A
challenging but very worthwhile direction will be an ex-
tension of our method to quantum magnets beyond one-
dimension where the nature of fractionalized excitations
and confinement thereof remains poorly understood.

Note added. When finalizing the manuscript, related
works appeared that investigate nonlinear response from
quasiparticle interactions [51, 52].
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SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

A procedure to obtain Sβγαj,l,c (τ, τ + t, 0) with iMPS method

In this section, we provide steps to calculate Sβγαj,l,c (τ, τ + t, 0) = eiEτ 〈ψ|σβj eiHtσ
γ
l e
−iH(τ+t)σαc |ψ〉 using iMPS.

1. Find an iMPS approximation of the ground state |ψ〉 with energy E [54, 55].

2. Allow the tensors of the iMPS with a spatial window of size L to vary in time as in Refs. 56–59.

3. Apply a local operator σβc (σαc ) at the center of the window to get σβc |ψ〉 (σαc |ψ〉).

4. Perform a real time evolution following the local quench σβc (σαc ) using iTEBD method [42–44] to obtain an
iMPS which represents e−iHtσβc |ψ〉 (e−iH(τ+t)σαc |ψ〉).

5. Shift every B tensor of an iMPS, which represents e−iHtσβc |ψ〉, (c − j) sites to the right within the window to

obtain a new iMPS “bra” associated to e−iHtσβj |ψ〉.

6. Apply an operator σγl to an iMPS, which approximates e−iH(τ+t)σαc |ψ〉, and get a new iMPS “ket” associated
to σγl e

−iH(τ+t)σαc |ψ〉.

7. Evaluate an overlap of two iMPS “bra” and “ket” within the window by calculating the dominant eigenvalue of
the corresponding transfer matrix to obtain 〈ψ|σβj eiHtσ

γ
l e
−iH(τ+t)σαc |ψ〉.

8. Multiply eiEτ and 〈ψ|σβj eiHtσ
γ
l e
−iH(τ+t)σαc |ψ〉.
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Imaginary part of χ
(2)
xxx(ωt, ωτ )

In this section, we focus on Imχ
(2)
xxx(ωt, ωτ ) in the ferromagnetic phase of the Ising model. In Fig. S1(a), we plot

Imχ
(2)
xxx(ωt, ωτ ) for hx/J = 0.2 without longitudinal field using iMPS method. To obtain the result, we directly perform

fast Fourier transformations of the real time correlation functions χ
(2)
xxx(t, τ + t). Fig. S1(b) shows Imχ

(2)
xxx(ωt, ωτ ) in

weakly confined regime with hz/J = 0.03. One can clearly observe the emergence of strong non-rephasing like signals

in the first frequency quadrant. In Fig. S1(c), we plot Imχ
(2)
xxx(ωt, ωτ ) in strongly confined regime with hz/J = 0.4.

Simliar to the real part, it contains new signals which include dominant non-rephasing and strong rephasing like
peaks.

(a) Imχ
(2)
xxx(ωt, ωτ ) without

longitudial field

(b) Imχ
(2)
xxx(ωt, ωτ ) in weakly

confined regime
(c) Imχ

(2)
xxx(ωt, ωτ ) in strongly confined

regime

FIG. S1. (color online)

Three point spin correlation functions within TK model

In this section, we follow Ref. 37, which calculates the two point spin correlator, and formulate the three point
correlator within the projected TK low energy subspace. In this subspace, each TK state is represented as |j, l〉 ≡
|... ↑↑↓j↓ ... ↓↓(j+l−1)↑↑ ...〉, where j is the starting site of down spins. The TK Hamiltonian HTK acts as follows:

HTK |j, l〉 = 4J |j, l〉 − hx
[
|j, l + 1〉+ |j, l − 1〉+ |j + 1, l − 1〉+ |j − 1, l + 1〉

]
+ 2hzl|j, l〉. (S1)

In the momentum basis |p, l〉 =
∑
j exp(ipj)|j, l〉, the Hamiltonian is diagonal in p and acts on |p, l〉 as

HTK |p, l〉 = 4J |p, l〉 − hx
[
(1 + eip)|p, l + 1〉+ (1 + e−ip)|p, l − 1〉

]
+ 2hzl|p, l〉. (S2)

Now, the eigen-equation with the excitation energy En(p),

HTK |Φn(p)〉 = En(p)|Φn(p)〉 (S3)

where |Φn(p)〉 ≡
∑∞
l=1 exp( ipl

2 )ψn(l, p)|p, l〉/
√∑∞

l=1 |ψn(l, p)|2 with the site integer l, momentum p, and discrete band
index n takes the form as below.

[4J + 2hzl − En(p)]ψn(l, p)− 2hx cos(p/2)[ψn(l + 1, p) + ψn(l − 1, p)] = 0 (S4)

We rewrite Eq. (S4) with dimensionless parameters as follows

(−λn + µ l)ψn(l, p)− ψn(l + 1, p) + ψn(l − 1, p)

2
= 0 (S5)
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where

λn ≡
En(p)− 4J

4hx cos(p/2)
, µ ≡ hz

2hx cos(p/2)
(S6)

with the boundary conditions, liml→0 ψn(l, p) = 0 and liml→+∞ ψn(l, p) = 0 [37]. The result for the eigenvalues λn
reads as

λn = −µ νn (S7)

where νn are the solutions of the equation

Jνn(1/µ) = 0. (S8)

Here, Jν(x) is the Bessel function of order ν. Then, the solution of the Eq. (S4) reads as

En(p) = 4J − 2hz νn. (S9)

As given in the main text, χ
(2)
xxx(t, τ + t) is written as

χ(2)
xxx(t, τ + t) =− θ(t)θ(τ)

4L
Re
∑
j,k,l

[
Sxxxj,k,l(τ + t, τ, 0)− Sxxxj,k,l(τ, τ + t, 0)

]
(S10)

where Sxxxj,k,l(s1, s2, s3) ≡ 〈σxj (s1)σxk(s2)σxl (s3)〉 is the three point correlation function. The first term of Eq. (S10) can
be rewritten as follows :∑

j,k,l

Sxxxj,k,l(τ + t, τ, 0) =
∑
j,k,l

〈ψ|eiH(τ+t)σxj e
−iHtσxke

−iHτσxl |ψ〉

=
∑
j,k,l

∑
n,m,p,q

e−i(En(p)t+Em(q)τ)〈ψ|σxj |Φn(p)〉〈Φn(p)|σxk |Φm(q)〉〈Φm(q)|σxl |ψ〉

=
∑
j,k,l

∑
n,m,p

e−i(En(p)t+Em(p)τ)〈ψ|σxj |Φn(p)〉〈Φn(p)|σxk |Φm(p)〉〈Φm(p)|σxl |ψ〉 (S11)

where |ψ〉 is the non-degenerate ferromagnetic ground state with no kinks. In Eq. (S11), 〈Φn(p)|σxk |Φm(p)〉 can be
expanded as ∑

k

〈Φn(p)|σxk |Φm(p)〉 =

∑
k

∑
l′,l〈p, l′|σxk |p, l〉e−ip(l

′−l)/2ψn(l′, p)ψm(l, p)√∑∞
l=1 |ψn(l, p)|2

√∑∞
l=1 |ψm(l, p)|2

(S12)

with

〈p, l′|σxk |p, l〉 =
∑
j′,j

exp(−ip(j′ − j))〈j′, l′|σxk |j, l〉. (S13)

Eq. (S13) clearly shows that Eq. (S12) is finite only when one of the following four conditions is met.

1. |j, l〉 = |k + 1, l〉, |j′, l′〉 = |k, l + 1〉
2. |j, l〉 = |k − l, l〉, |j′, l′〉 = |k − l, l + 1〉,
3. |j, l〉 = |k, l〉, |j′, l′〉 = |k + 1, l − 1〉,
4. |j, l〉 = |k − l + 1, l〉, |j′, l′〉 = |k − l + 1, l − 1〉

Then, Eq. (S12) can be simplified as the following.∑
k

〈Φn(p)|σxk |Φm(p)〉 =

∑
l cos p2

[
ψn(l, p)ψm(l + 1, p) + ψn(l, p)ψm(l − 1, p)

]√∑∞
l=1 |ψn(l, p)|2

√∑∞
l=1 |ψm(l, p)|2

(S14)

To formulate Eq. (S14), we first rewrite Eq. (S5) with two different band indices, n and m.

(−λn + µ l)ψn(l, p) =
ψn(l + 1, p) + ψn(l − 1, p)

2
(S15)

(−λm + µ l)ψm(l, p) =
ψm(l + 1, p) + ψm(l − 1, p)

2
(S16)
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Now, we multiply ψm(l + 1, p) to Eq. (S15) and ψn(l − 1, p) to Eq. (S16), subtract one from the other, and sum it
over n. Then, we get an expression for

∑
l ψn(l, p)ψm(l + 1, p) :∑

l

ψn(l, p)ψm(l + 1, p) =
ψn(0, p)ψm(2, p)− ψn(1, p)ψm(1, p)

2(λn − λm − µ)
=

−2

λn − λm − µ
(S17)

where we set ψn(1, p) = −2 without loss of generality [37]. We can proceed similarly and get∑
l

ψn(l, p)ψm(l − 1, p) =
−2

λm − λn − µ
(S18)

In the end, we get expressions for
∑
j,k,l S

xxx
jkl (τ + t, τ, 0) as the following.∑

j,k,l

Sxxxjkl (τ + t, τ, 0) =
∑
n,m,p

Cn,m(p)e−i(En(p)t+Em(p)τ) (S19)

with the optical matrix element

Cn,m(p) ≡ −2 cos
p

2
(

1

λm − λn − µ
+

1

λn − λm − µ
)In(p)Im(p). (S20)

Here, the relative intensity of the n-th mode is defined as

In(p) ≡ |ψn(1, p)|2∑∞
l=1 |ψn(l, p)|2

=
4∑∞

l=1 |ψn(l, p)|2
= 2µ

{
∂

∂ν

[
Jν(1/µ)

Jν+1(1/µ)

]}−1 ∣∣∣∣
ν→νn

(S21)

where νn is the n-th solution of Eq. (S8) [37]. Similiar formulation gives∑
j,k,l

Sxxxjkl (τ, τ + t, 0) =
∑
n,m,p

Cn,m(p)e−iEm(p)τe−i(Em(p)−En(p))t. (S22)
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