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We show how many-body effects associated with background spin dynamics control the high-
harmonic generation (HHG) in Mott insulators by analyzing the two-leg ladder Hubbard model. Spin
dynamics activated by the interchain hopping ty drastically modifies the HHG features. When two
chains are decoupled (ty = 0), HHG originates from the dynamics of coherent doublon-holon pairs
because of spin-charge separation. With increasing ty, the doublon-holon pairs lose their coherence
due to their interchain hopping and resultant spin-strings. Furthermore, the HHG signal from spin-
polarons – charges dressed by spin clouds – leads to an additional plateau in the HHG spectrum.
For large ty, we identify unconventional HHG processes involving three elementary excitations –
two polarons and one magnon. Our results demonstrate the nontrivial nature of HHG in strongly
correlated systems, and its qualitative differences to conventional semiconductors.

Introduction– High-harmonic generation (HHG) is a
fundamental and technologically important optical phe-
nomenon originating from strong light-matter interac-
tion1–3. In the past decade, HHG research has expanded
dramatically from gases4–6 to solids7–10, opening up new
possibilities for optical and spectroscopic applications11.
To date, most HHG research in solids has focused on
semiconductors and semimetals7,12–33, where HHG is well
described by the kinematics of independent electrons.
Recently, the investigations have been further extended
to correlated materials, where the independent-electron
picture does not directly apply34–37. Although previous
studies have revealed some intriguing many-body effects,
such as HHG from many-body states35,38 and changes
in the charge trajectory during the HHG process37, the
broader implications of correlations on HHG are still not
fully understood.

Strongly correlated systems (SCSs) provide a
rich playground for studying many-body effects on
HHG34–36,38–51. In SCSs, various degrees of freedom
such as charge, spin, and orbital, are intertwined and
the conventional band picture is not applicable52–54.
Instead, the system can host intriguing excitation
structures, which can lead to nontrivial HHG features.
Theoretically, SCSs are often represented by the Hub-
bard model, where strong local interactions lead to a
Mott insulating state at half-filling. Previous works
revealed that HHG in Mott insulators can be associated
with the coherent dynamics of many-body elementary
excitations called doublons (doubly occupied sites)
and holons (empty sites)35,39. Furthermore, it was
pointed out that strong spin-charge coupling can lead
to an intriguing temperature dependence of HHG45,46.
However, only a few aspects of the spin-charge coupling
have been explored, and potentially relevant effects,
such as the formation of spin-strings55,56, the emergence
of new elementary excitations, or the scattering with
magnons, have not been discussed. A fundamental

understanding of the role of spin-charge coupling on
HHG remains elusive.

Here, by analyzing the two-leg Hubbard model, we
provide a comprehensive analysis of many-body effects
on HHG originating from background spin dynamics in
Mott insulators. Due to its geometric structure, the two-
leg system allows us to discuss physics beyond the previ-
ously studied one-dimensional-chain34,39,44 and infinite-
dimensional35,46 limits. Thus, the many-body effects re-
vealed here should play an important role also in generic
two- and three-dimensional systems, and be essential for
the general understanding of HHG in SCSs.

Formulation– We focus on the half-filled Hubbard
model defined on the two-leg ladder57,58

Ĥ(t) =− tx
∑

ix,iy,σ

(
eiAx(t)ĉ†ix+1iyσ

ĉixiyσ + h.c.
)

− ty
∑

ix,σ

(
ĉ†ix0σ ĉix1σ + h.c.

)
+ ĤU , (1)

see Fig. 1(a). Here ĉ†ixiyσ is the creation operator for an

electron with spin σ, ix (iy) is the site index in the x

(y) direction, and n̂ixiyσ = ĉ†ixiyσ ĉixiyσ. tx and ty are

the hopping parameters and ĤU ≡ U
∑

ix,iy
n̂ixiy↑n̂ixiy↓

represents the on-site Coulomb interaction term. The
electric field is applied along x, and its effect is described
by the Peierls phase with the vector potential Ax(t). The
corresponding electric field is Ex(t) = −∂tAx(t), and we
use a Gaussian pulse Ax(t) =

Ex

Ω FG(t− t0, σ0) sin(Ω(t−
t0)) with FG(t, σ) = exp[− t2

2σ2 ]. We set the electronic
charge q, the bond length, and ℏ to unity. In the follow-
ing, we use tx as the unit of energy and choose U = 8,
where the system is in the Mott insulating phase. We use
Ω = 0.5, t0 = 60, and σ0 = 15 for the excitation. This
parameter set is motivated by two-leg cuprates such as
SrCu2O3

59,60 excited by a mid-infrared laser, for which
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic picture of the half-filled two-leg Hub-
bard model. (b) HHG spectra for the half-filled two-leg Hub-
bard model for different ty, see Eq. (A1). We use tx = 1 and
U = 8, and set Ω = 0.5, Ex = 0.7, t0 = 60, and σ0 = 15 for
the electric field. The triangle markers indicate the optical
gaps for each ty, and the green transparent lines indicate the
two plateau-like structures for ty = 1.

our energy unit roughly corresponds to 0.5 eV. We an-
alyze the dynamics from the ground state using the in-
finite time-evolving block decimation (iTEBD)61. The
HHG spectrum is evaluated as IHHG(ω) = |ωJx(ω)|2,
where Jx(ω) is the Fourier component pf the current
Jx(t) along x, see Supplemental Material (SM) for de-
tails. Due to the inversion symmetry, odd-harmonic
peaks at ω = (2n + 1)Ω with n ∈ N are expected in
fully time-periodic states62.

Results– Fig. 1(b) shows the HHG spectrum of the
two-leg ladder for different values of ty with the field
Ex = 0.7. For ty = 0 (two decoupled chains), peak struc-
tures at ω = (2n+ 1)Ω are not clear and signals at non-
odd-integer harmonics appears, see also SM for different
Ex. This indicates a remaining coherence between differ-
ent Floquet states63, so that the system is not yet fully
time-periodic under the field. We attribute this to the
relatively short pump pulse and the long coherence time
of the doublon-holon (DH) pairs due to the spin-charge
separation39, which make the HHG spectrum sensitive to
the carrier-envelope phase32. Meanwhile, with increasing
ty, HHG peaks become more prominent in general and
develop around (2n + 1)Ω (dashed lines), see the spec-
tra for ty = 0.5 and ty = 1. Additionally, signals just
above the gap evolve non-monotonically as a function of
ty. For ty = 1, which is relevant for cuprates60, a new
hump structure around ω = 6.5 develops, which results in
two plateau-like structures above the gap (4.5 ≲ ω ≲ 6.5
and 6.5 ≲ ω ≲ 10.5). The hump position increases
with increasing field strength (see SM), indicating that
this feature does not originate from a specific excita-
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FIG. 2. Subcycle spectra corresponding to the data shown
in Fig. 1(b), based on a Gaussian window with σp = 0.8.
The vertical dashed lines indicate the times with Ax(t) = 0.
The multi-colored dots and the orange dashed lines indicate
the energy emission at time tp within the three-step model.
In panels (a-c) the dispersion of the DH pair is estimated
from the chain system. In (d), the dots are for Scenario 1
(hPolaron + ePolaron + magnon), while the orange dashed
line is for Scenario 2 (hPolaron + spin-bag). The color bar
covers the time interval between creation and recombination
of the corresponding pair in units of Tp = 2π

Ω
.

tion mode. When the interchain hopping ty is increased
further, HHG peaks become less pronounced and non-
odd-integer harmonics appear, as in ty = 0, suggesting a
long coherence time of the excited charge carriers in this
regime.
To clarify the effects of the interchain hopping, we

conduct a subcycle analysis. Specifically, we apply the
windowed Fourier transform Jx(ω, tp) =

∫
dteiωtFG(t −

tp, σp)Jx(t) and extract the temporal radiation spec-
trum around tp as I(ω, tp) = |ωJx(ω, tp)|2. The results
are shown in Fig. 2, where the rainbow-colored dots in
Figs. 2(a-c) represent the prediction from the semiclas-
sical three-step model for the DH pair39, see SM. Here,
the DH dispersion for the chain (ty = 0) is used. The dot
color indicates the time between the creation and annihi-
lation of the corresponding DH pair. For ty = 0, the tem-
poral change of the radiation intensity is well described
by the three-step model and the radiation is mainly emit-
ted by long-lived DH pairs. With increasing ty, we first
notice a reduction of the DH coherence, as manifested by
the shift of the weight of I(ω, tp) to the subcycle inter-
val corresponding to short-lived DH pairs, see ty = 0.5.
For ty = 1, the chain-like DH trajectory of the (short-
lived) DH pair is still visible, but simultaneously there
emerges a low-lying dispersive signal around ω ≈ 6. The
reduction of the coherence with increasing ty is consistent
with the development of the clear HHG peaks since it
allows the system to quickly reach a time-periodic state.
The low-lying dispersive signal can be associated with the
field-driven dynamics of certain elementary excitations,
and it explains the first hump structure in the HHG spec-
trum. For ty = 2, the weight of I(ω, tp) is shifted back
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to later in the cycle of the electric field, which suggests
the existence of photo carriers with long coherence and is
consistent with the observed features of the HHG spec-
trum.

Since the drastic changes in the qualitative features
of HHG with interchain hopping are absent in conven-
tional semiconductors (see SM), they are linked to the
strongly-correlated nature of the system. In the follow-
ing, we demonstrate that these changes manifest different
aspects of the spin-charge coupling.

First, we reveal the intriguing mechanism of the re-
duction of the DH coherence. In Ref.46, such a reduction
due to the spin-charge coupling was already pointed out.
That study, however, focused on the energetic coupling
between spin and charge, which converts the kinetic en-
ergy of a doublon or holon into spin exchange energy via
the disturbance of the spin background. Still, the effect of
this coupling is expected to be small for ty = 0.5, where
the spin-exchange energy is Jex,y = 0.125, and there must
be other mechanisms which control the coherence time.
To clarify the origin of the observed dephasing, we evalu-
ate the HHG using an effective model, which is obtained
by the Schrieffer-Wolff transformation, i.e. an expansion
in tx,y/U

39,64,65. The Hamiltonian reads

Ĥeff(t) = ĤDH(t) + Ĥspin + ĤU − Ex(t)P̂x(t), (2)

where

ĤDH(t) = −ty
∑

ix,σ

ˆ̄nix0σ̄(ĉ
†
ix0σ

ĉix1σ + h.c.)ˆ̄nix1σ̄

− ty
∑

ix,σ

n̂ix0σ̄(ĉ
†
ix0σ

ĉix1σ + h.c.)n̂ix1σ̄

− tx
∑

ix,iy,σ

ˆ̄nix+1iyσ̄(e
iAx(t)ĉ†ix+1iyσ

ĉixiyσ + h.c.)ˆ̄nixiyσ̄

− tx
∑

ix,iy,σ

n̂ix+1iyσ̄(e
iAx(t)ĉ†ix+1iyσ

ĉixiyσ + h.c.)n̂ixiyσ̄

represents the hopping of doulons and holons. σ̄ indi-
cates the opposite spin of σ and ˆ̄n = (1 − n̂). Ĥspin =
Jex,x

∑
ix,iy

ŝixiy · ŝixiy + Jex,y
∑

ix
ŝix0 · ŝix1 is the spin

exchange term with Jex,x =
4t2x
U and Jex,y =

4t2y
U . P̂x(t)

creates or annihilates a DH pair and acts as an interband
dipole moment, see SM for the expression. This model
is an extension of the t-J model52 to a system with both
doublons and holons, and allows us to separately evaluate
the effects of different physical processes39. We prepare
the initial state |ψin⟩ as the ground state of Ĥeff , and then
evolve the system from |ψin⟩ with the following modified

coefficients in Ĥeff(t) (2): 1) ty = Jex,x = Jex,y = 0, 2)
Jex,x = Jex,y = 0, 3) ty = 0, and 4) no change. Since |ψin⟩
has no doublons and holons, it is essentially determined
by the spin Hamiltonian Ĥspin, and the four cases share
|ψin⟩ as the ground state. The comparison of the results
for 1)-4) provides insights into the role of different phys-
ical processes. Namely, the difference between 1) and 2)

(c)

Without y hopping

With y hopping

RecombinationCreation
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FIG. 3. (a,b) Subcycle spectra of the two-leg Mott insulator
described by the effective model. We use tx = 1, ty = 0.5,
U = 8 for the system, Ω = 0.5, Ex = 0.7, t0 = 60, σ0 = 15 for
the field pulse, and σp = 0.8 for the analysis. The rainbow-
colored dots are the prediction from the three-step model of
the DH pair, whose dispersion is Eg(kx) = U−4tx cos(kx). (c)
Schematic illustration of the effects of DH hopping along y on
the light emission. The shaded area indicates the trajectory
of the doublon and holon, i.e., the formation of a string in the
spin background, which prohibits the return to the ground
state by DH recombination.

shows the effects of the DH dynamics along y without en-
ergy cost from the spin exchange coupling. Meanwhile,
the difference between 1) and 3) reveals the effect of the
energetic coupling originating from the spin mismatch
between the chains (the effect discussed in Ref.46).

In Figs. 3(a-b), we show the resultant subcycle spec-
trum for Cases 1) and 2). The colored line shows the
prediction from the three-step model with the DH dis-
persion of U − 4tx cos(kx). In Case 1), where only the
DH motion along x is considered, the DH pairs exhibit
a long coherence time. The DH hopping along y (Case
2)) causes a significant shift of the weight to the early
part of the cycle, implying a substantial reduction of DH
pair coherence. Although a reduction in coherence is also
observed in Case 3), for the present parameter set, the
effect is much more prominent in Case 2), see SM.

The reduction of pair coherence in Case 2) can be at-
tributed to the existence of spin-strings (disturbances of
the spin configuration from the ground state)55,56, see
Fig. 3(c). Here we express the time-evolving wave func-
tion as the sum of the ground state and the excited state,
|Ψ(t)⟩ = |ΨGS⟩+ |δΨex(t)⟩. The main contribution to the

current comes from ⟨ΨGS|Ĵx(t)|δΨex(t)⟩, which involves

the DH recombination. Ĵx(t) ≡ − δĤ(t)
δAx(t)

is the current

operator. In Case 1), without DH hopping along y, the
spin background remains close to that of the ground state
after the DH pair has moved around. Thus, when the
DH pair returns to neighboring sites, it contributes to
⟨ΨGS|Ĵx(t)|δΨex(t)⟩. In contrast, in Case 2), if hopping
along y happens during the dynamics, spin-strings re-
main even after the DH pair returns to neighboring sites,
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ePolaron + Magnon

hPolaron

hPolaron ky=0
(kx = -k0+A(t))

ePolaron ky=π 
(kx = π +k0-A(t))

+ +

Magnon ky=π 
(kx=π)

(d) (e)

hPolaron ky=0 
(kx = -k0+A(t))

Spin bag ky=0
(kx = k0-A(t))

+ +

Spin polaron
Spinon

Holon

Doublon Spin bag

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 4. (a-c) Single-particle spectra A(kx, ky = 0, ω) of the
half-filled two-leg Hubbard model calculated with DMRG. We
set tx = 1 and U = 8 and the number of sites along x is 80.
The dashed lines in (c) indicate the dispersion of the hPolaron
and the range of the continuum consisting of an ePolaron
and a magnon, as predicted by the strong-rung perturbation
theory. (d,e) Two different scenarios of the HHG process in
the strong-rung regime.

see the bottom panel of Fig. 3(c). Due to the spin-strings,
the pair cannot recombine, and does not contribute to
⟨ΨGS|Ĵx(t)|δΨex(t)⟩, which results in a reduction of pair
coherence. Importantly, this process is active even in the
limit of Jex = 0, where there is no energetic coupling be-
tween spin and charge. It is absent in semiconductors,
due to the lack of spin background dynamics, see SM.

Next, we discuss the effects of emergent elementary ex-
citations on HHG. To obtain hints on relevant elementary
excitations for ty = 1, 2, we analyze the single-particle
spectra A(kx, ky, ω) in momentum space, which captures
the states accessible by removing (adding) an electron
from (to) the system66. In Fig. 4, we show A(kx, ky, ω)
for ky = 0, obtained with the time-dependent density-
matrix renormalization group (DMRG)67,68. In the
present system, ky is either 0 or π, and A(kx, ky, ω) =
A(kx + π, ky + π,−ω). For ty = 0, dispersive signals
corresponding to doublons, holons and spinons are ob-
served69,70. For ty = 1, a low-lying dispersive band
(2.5 ≲ |ω| ≲ 3.5) corresponding to the formation of spin-
polarons (charges dressed by spin clouds) emerges66. For
ty = 2, we see a coherent band for ω < 0 and a continuum
around 2.5 ≲ ω ≲ 7.5. For ty = 2, perturbation theory
in the limit of strong-rung coupling works well, see SM.
The band for ω < 0 corresponds to a polaron with a pos-
itive charge −q (hPolaron) and ky = 0. Meanwhile, the
continuum consists of a polaron with a negative charge
q (ePolaron) with ky = π and a magnon with ky = π.
The signal at the bottom of the continuum has high in-
tensity. This signal represents a weakly-bound state of
an ePolaron and a magnon, a composite particle called a
spin-bag66.

We now reveal the role of these elementary excitations.

For ty = 1, the recombination of two polarons can yield
light in the range of 5 ≲ ωemit ≲ 7, which matches the
range of the first plateau observed in HHG. Thus, the
plateau can be attributed to the coherent dynamics of
two spin-polaron pairs. In other words, the electron dy-
namics hosts both aspects of DH dynamics and polaron
dynamics at the same time due to correlation effects, and
HHG simultaneously captures them. For ty = 2, the fol-
lowing two scenarios based on the three-step picture are
conceivable. Since we excite the system with a homoge-
neous field, the total momentum of the relevant elemen-
tary excitations must remain zero. Scenario 1 involves
three elementary excitations, a hPolaron with ky = 0,
an ePolaron with ky = π, and a magnon ky = π, see
Fig. 4(d). This situation is very different from the con-
ventional scenario, which involves two elementary exci-
tations71. Since a magnon carries no charge, only the
polarons move around under the electric field to acquire
kinetic energy. Still, the magnon balances the total mo-
mentum in the tunneling and recombination processes,
and yields an energy shift corresponding to its creation
energy. Scenario 2, involves two elementary excitations,
i.e. one hPolaron and one spin bag, see Fig. 4(e). To
check the validity of these scenarios, in Fig. 2(d), we
compare the subcycle spectrum and the prediction from
the semiclassical theory for the two scenarios. The com-
parison shows that Scenario 1 provides a better match
with the numerical results, see also SM. Scenario 1 con-
sistently explains that the recovery of the coherence of
the signal originates from the emergence of coherent po-
larons expected in the strong-rung regime. Still, we note
that in A(kx, ky, ω), the ω > 0 part looks incoherent
and information on the ePolaron is hidden. This result
shows that the relation between HHG and the single-
particle spectrum is not straightforward, in contrast to
semiconductors.39 In general, HHG provides direct access
to the kinematics of elementary excitations with nonzero
charge.

Discussion— Our study of the two-leg Hubbard model
revealed various many-body effects on HHG associated
with the spin background dynamics. Experimentally,
these characteristic HHG features could be systemati-
cally studied in two-leg systems53,57,72 such as SrCu2O3

by tuning the ratio ty/tx through chemical and physi-
cal pressure60. Larger modifications of the hopping pa-
rameters can be achieved with nonlinear phononics73,
i.e., resonant optical excitations of the relevant phonons.
This technique can produce lattice displacements be-
yond the material’s breaking point under static pres-
sure. Detailed information on the subcycle dynamics
may be extracted using ultrafast techniques such as the
time-domain observation of electric fields74–76, attosec-
ond transient-absorption spectroscopy77,78, and multidi-
mensional spectroscopy79.

The many-body effects discussed here should not be
limited to two-leg systems. Considering the similarity
in the geometry and the excitation structures55,56,80, the
effects of spin-strings as well as spin-polarons on HHG
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should be highly relevant even in two-dimensional sys-
tems. We also expect that HHG involving multiple el-
ementary excitations is common in correlated systems.
Our results serve as an essential step toward a micro-
scopic understanding of nontrivial HHG features, as re-
ported in various strongly correlated materials49,50.
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Appendix A: Details of the numerical simulations

We focus on the two-leg Hubbard model

Ĥ(t) = −tx
∑

i,σ

(eiAx(t)ĉ†i+exσ
ĉiσ + h.c.) (A1)

− ty
∑

ix,σ

(ĉ†ix0σ ĉix1σ + h.c.) + U
∑

i

n̂i↑n̂i↓ − µ
∑

i

n̂i,

where we explicitly added the chemical potential µ. The
notation is the same as in the main text. In particular,
i = (ix, iy) is a unified site index and ex = (1, 0) is the
unit vector along x. The first two terms define the hop-
ping term Ĥkin, while ĤU ≡ U

∑
i n̂i↑n̂i↓ represents the

Hubbard interaction. We analyze the system numerically
using the following methods based on the matrix product
state (MPS) representation of the wave function.

1. Infinite time-evolving block decimation (iTEBD)

In iTEBD, the translational invariance of the MPS is
exploited, which allows us to treat the thermodynamic
limit directly61. The imaginary-time and real-time evolu-
tion of the MPS is implemented using the Trotter-Suzuki
decomposition of the target Hamiltonian. In particular,
the ground state is obtained with imaginary time evolu-
tion.

In the actual implementation of iTEBD for the two-leg
ladder system (A1), we regard it as a one-dimensional
(1D) single-chain system with next-nearest neighbor
terms in the Hamiltonian, see Fig. 5. Such terms can
be treated with the swap operator83. In practice, we

x

y

ix=0 ix=1 ix=2 ix=3

iy=0

iy=1

A1 A2 B1 B2 A1 A2 B1 B2

A1

A2

B1

B2

A1

A2

B1

B2

FIG. 5. Illustration of the two-leg Hubbard model. The upper
part shows the original configuration, while the lower part
shows the configuration transformed into a 1D chain. The
different sets of bonds, on which ĤA, ĤB and ĤC of Eq. (A2)
are defined, are indicated with the different colors in the upper
panel.

separate Eq. (A1) into three terms connecting different
bonds (see Fig. 5) as

ĤA =− tx
∑

ix+iy=even,σ

(eiAx(t)ĉ†i+exσ
ĉiσ + h.c.),

ĤB =− ty
∑

ix,σ

(ĉ†ix0σ ĉix1σ + h.c.)

+ U
∑

i

n̂i↑n̂i↓ − µ
∑

i

n̂i, (A2)

ĤC =− tx
∑

ix+iy=odd,σ

(eiAx(t)ĉ†i+exσ
ĉiσ + h.c.).

Note that there is a degree of freedom to partially move
the local Coulomb interaction or the chemical potential
term from ĤB to ĤA and ĤC . We apply the fourth-
order Trotter-Suzuki decomposition for these three non-
commuting terms84,85 using the swap operators. For
the real-time evolution, we additionally use fourth-order
commutator-free matrix exponentials86. Our code is
based on the open library ITensor81,82.

We evaluate the HHG spectrum from the current in-
duced by the electric field along x. The current operator
along x is defined as

Ĵx(t) =
itx
N

∑

i,σ

[
eiAx(t)ĉ†i+exσ

ĉiσ − e−iAx(t)ĉ†iσ ĉi+exσ

]
,

(A3)

which is normalized by the number of sites N(= Nx×2).
The HHG spectrum is calculated as

IHHG(ω) = |ωJx(ω)|2. (A4)

Here Jx(ω) is the Fourier component of Jx(t) ≡ ⟨Ĵx(t)⟩.
Since the numerical simulation is limited to a finite time-



6

range [0, tmax], it is useful to introduce a Gaussian win-

dow FG(t− t0, σ) = exp
(
− (t−t0)

2

2σ2

)
which is wide enough

compared to the pulse width but shorter than tmax − t0
and t0. Note that t0 is the center of the electric field
pulse. In this paper, we use σ = 20 for the excitation
with Ω = 0.5, t0 = 60 and σ0 = 15, but we found that
the shape of the HHG spectrum does not sensitively de-
pend on the choice of σ.
For the single chain (ty = 0), we prepare the ground

state by the imaginary time evolution with the cut-off
dimension D = 1000 and we set D = 3000 and the time
step dt = 0.04 for the real-time evolution, unless other-
wise mentioned. To reduce the cut-off dimension, we add
a tiny staggered magnetic field (hz = 0.001) for the single
chain simulation. For the two-leg ladders with nonzero
ty, we use D = 2000 for the preparation of the ground
state, and D = 3000 and dt = 0.04 for the real-time
evolution, unless otherwise mentioned. These conditions
show reasonable convergence of the HHG features.

2. Time-dependent DMRG

In the time-dependent density matrix renormalization
group (DMRG) approach, the ground state is first pre-
pared by the usual DMRG81. The subsequent time evo-
lution is implemented using the Trotter-Suzuki decom-
position as in the TEBD method67 or using the time-
dependent variational principle (TDVP)68,87. We numer-
ically confirmed that both methods lead to essentially the
same results in our case. For the time-dependent DMRG,
we also use ITensor81,82.

Time-dependent DMRG is used to evaluate the

Green’s functions GR
ijσ(t) = −iθ(t)⟨[ĉiσ(t), ĉ†jσ(0)]+⟩.

Here, i and j denote the site indices and [, ]+ the anti-
commutator. In practice, we prepare the ground state
|ψGS⟩ for a system with open boundary condition and

apply ĉ†jσ at the center of the system as ĉ†jσ|ψGS⟩. We
simulate the time evolution of the state up to time t and

evaluate ⟨ĉiσ(t)ĉ†jσ(0)⟩.
The obtained GR

ijσ(t) is used to evaluate the single-

particle spectrum A(T, ω) = − 1
π ImG

R(T, ω). Here

GR(T, ω) is the Fourier transform of GR
ijσ(t) with respect

to space and time.

Appendix B: Effective model from the
Schrieffer-Wolff transformation

In this section, we apply the Schrieffer-Wolff (SW)
transformation assuming ty, tx ≪ U to derive the effec-
tive model Eq. (2) in the main text. This model was
previously used for the analysis of HHG in the 1D single-
chain Hubbard model39 and allows us to separate differ-
ent physical processes.

The (time-dependent) SW transformation can be ex-

pressed as

ĤSW(t) = eiŜ(t)Ĥe−iŜ(t) + i(∂te
iŜ(t))e−iŜ(t). (B1)

Ŝ(t) is expanded in terms of txy/U as

Ŝ = Ŝ(1) + Ŝ(2) + Ŝ(3) + · · · . (B2)

Here, txy indicates the typical energy scale of tx and ty.

Ŝ(i) denotes the terms of order (txy/U)i, which are deter-
mined such that at each order i there is no doublon-holon
(DH) creation/annihilation in eiŜ(t)Ĥe−iŜ(t). Effective
models can be obtained by truncating this Hamiltonian
at a given order.

One can systematically construct Ŝ(i) as explained in
Refs.39,64,65. To this end, we separate the hopping term
of the Hubbard model (Ĥkin(t)), into four terms describ-
ing the dynamics of the doublons and holons:

Ĥkin,H(t) =− tx
∑

i,σ

ˆ̄niσ̄(e
iAx(t)ĉ†i+exσ

ĉiσ + h.c.)ˆ̄ni+exσ̄

− ty
∑

ix,σ

ˆ̄nix0σ̄(ĉ
†
ix0σ

ĉix1σ + h.c.)ˆ̄nix1σ̄, (B3)

Ĥkin,D(t) =− tx
∑

i,σ

n̂iσ̄(e
iAx(t)ĉ†i+exσ

ĉiσ + h.c.)n̂i+exσ̄

− ty
∑

ix,σ

n̂ix0σ̄(ĉ
†
ix0σ

ĉix1σ + h.c.)n̂ix1σ̄, (B4)

Ĥkin,+(t) =− tx
∑

i,σ

[n̂iσ̄e
−iAx(t)ĉ†iσ ĉi+exσ

ˆ̄ni+exσ̄

+ n̂i+exσ̄e
iAx(t)ĉ†i+exσ

ĉiσ ˆ̄niσ̄]

− ty
∑

ix,σ

[n̂ix0σ̄ ĉ
†
ix0σ

ĉix1σ ˆ̄nix1σ̄

+ n̂ix1σ̄ ĉ
†
ix1σ

ĉix0σ ˆ̄nix0σ̄], (B5)

Ĥkin,−(t) =Ĥkin,+(t)
†. (B6)

Here, σ̄ indicates the spin opposite to σ and ˆ̄n = (1− n̂).

Ĥkin,H(t) (Ĥkin,D(t)) represents the hopping of a holon
(doublon) which does not change the number of doublons

or holons. On the other hand, Ĥkin,+(t) (Ĥkin,−(t)) rep-
resents a motion which creates (annihilates) a DH pair.

First, we consider the behavior of eiŜ(t)Ĥ(t)e−iŜ(t)(≡
Ĥ ′(t)). Since eiŜĤe−iŜ = Ĥ+i[Ŝ, Ĥ]− 1

2 [Ŝ, [Ŝ, Ĥ]]+· · · ,
the term at a given order is expressed as

Ĥ ′(0) = ĤU , (B7)

Ĥ ′(1)(t) = Ĥx(t) + Ĥy + i[Ŝ(1)(t), ĤU ], (B8)

Ĥ ′(2)(t) = i[Ŝ(1)(t), Ĥkin(t)] + i[Ŝ(2)(t), ĤU ]

− 1

2
[Ŝ(1)(t), [Ŝ(1)(t), ĤU ]]. (B9)
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For the leading order, we can set

Ŝ(1)(t) = − i

U
[Ĥkin,+(t)− Ĥkin,−(t)], (B10)

to eliminate terms changing the number of doublons and
holons in Ĥ ′(1)(t). We then obtain

Ĥ ′(1)(t) = Ĥkin,H(t) + Ĥkin,D(t). (B11)

The second-order term can be expressed as

Ĥ ′(2)(t) = i[Ŝ(1)(t), Ĥkin,H(t) + Ĥkin,D(t)] + i[Ŝ(2)(t), ĤU ]

+
1

U
[Ĥkin,+(t), Ĥkin,−(t)]. (B12)

Here, the first term changes the number of doublons and
holons, but we can choose Ŝ(2)(t) such that it is can-
celed by the second term. Therefore, the relevant con-
tribution comes only from the third term, which con-
sists of the two-site terms (Ĥ2site) and the three-site

terms (Ĥ3site)
65. In particular, Ĥ2site can be expressed

as Ĥ2site = ĤUshift + Ĥspin + Ĥη, where

ĤUshift =Jex,x
∑

i

(n̂i↑ −
1

2
)(n̂i↓ −

1

2
)

+
Jex,y
2

∑

i

(n̂i↑ −
1

2
)(n̂i↓ −

1

2
), (B13)

Ĥspin =Jex,x
∑

i

ŝi · ŝi+ex + Jex,y
∑

ix

ŝix0 · ŝix1, (B14)

Ĥη =− Jex,x
2

∑

i

{e−2iAx(t)η̂+i η̂
−
i+ex

+ e2iAx(t)η̂−i η̂
+
i+ex

+ 2η̂zi η̂
z
i+ex} − Jex,y

∑

ix

η̂ix0 · η̂ix1, (B15)

with Jex,x ≡ 4t2x
U and Jex,y ≡ 4t2y

U . We introduced the

η-operators as η̂+i = (−1)ix+iy ĉ†i↓ĉ
†
i↑, η̂

−
i = (η̂+i )

† and

η̂zi = 1
2 (n̂i − 1)88. ĤUshift corresponds to the modifica-

tion of the local Coulomb interaction, Ĥspin to the spin

exchange coupling, and Ĥη to the exchange coupling for

neighboring doublons and holons. Ĥ3site represents the
correlated hopping of a doublon and/or a holon. If we

focus on the hole-doped case and ignore Ĥ3site, we obtain
the celebrated t− J model52.

Next, we consider the contribution from

i(∂te
iŜ(t))e−iŜ(t). At the order of txy/U , we have

−∂tŜ(1)(t) = −Ex(t)P̂x(t), (B16)

where

P̂x(t) =
i

U

∂

∂Ax(t)
[Ĥkin,+(t)− Ĥkin,−(t)] (B17)

can be regarded as the interband (doublon-holon) polar-

tx 6= 0, ty = 0,

Jex,x = 0, Jex,x = 0
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D-H dynamics
along y

D-H dynamics 
along y

Spin-exchange
coupling

Case1
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Spin-exchange
coupling

FIG. 6. Illustration of the connection between the four cases
considered in the effective model analysis. The arrows and
attached comments indicate the physical processes added by
switching from one case to the other.

ization. The explicit expression for P̂x(t) is

P̂x(t) =− tx
U

∑

i,σ

e−iAx(t)n̂iσ̄ ĉ
†
iσ ĉi+exσ

ˆ̄ni+exσ̄

+
tx
U

∑

i,σ

eiAx(t)n̂i+exσ̄ ĉ
†
i+exσ

ĉiσ ˆ̄niσ̄

+
tx
U

∑

i,σ

e−iAx(t) ˆ̄niσ̄ ĉ
†
iσ ĉi+exσn̂i+exσ̄

− tx
U

∑

i,σ

eiAx(t) ˆ̄ni+exσ̄ ĉ
†
i+exσ

ĉiσn̂iσ̄. (B18)

In this work, in order to reveal the effects of the hop-
ping of doublons and holons along the y direction and the
spin-charge coupling caused by the spin exchange cou-
pling, we ignore ĤUshift, Ĥη, and Ĥ3site and focus on the
effective model

Ĥeff(t) = ĤDH(t) + Ĥspin + ĤU − Ex(t)P̂x(t). (B19)

Here ĤDH = Ĥkin,D+Ĥkin,H. As shown below, this model
successfully captures the qualitative changes in the HHG
features between the models for zero and nonzero ty. We

simulate the light-induced dynamics using Ĥeff with some
terms turned off or on, and evaluate the current (A3) to
obtain the HHG spectrum. We prepare the ground state
at half-filling using Ĥspin and consider the time evolution
for the four cases shown in Fig. 6. Note that all these cal-
culations share the same ground state. The comparison
between the different cases allows us to pinpoint the ef-
fects of different physical processes, as depicted in Fig. 6.

Appendix C: Perturbation theory from the
strong-rung limit

In this section, we introduce the perturbation theory
from the strong-rung limit to extract information on the
relevant elementary excitations in this regime66,89. To
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this end, we first separate the model (A1) into

Ĥ0 = −ty
∑

ix,σ

(ĉ†ix0σ ĉix1σ + h.c.) + ĤU − µ
∑

i

n̂i

≡
∑

ix

Ĥrung,ix , (C1)

ĤI = −tx
∑

i,σ

(ĉ†i+exσ
ĉiσ + h.c.)

≡
∑

ix

Ĥ
[ix,ix+1]
I . (C2)

We assume that the energy scale of Ĥ0 dominates ĤI

and treat ĤI perturbatively. In the following, we set
µ = U/2, assuming the half-filling condition.

1. Eigenstates and eigenvalues of Ĥrung,i

At the 0th order, the eigenstates correspond to those of
Ĥ0. Each eigenstate can be expressed as a direct product
of an eigenstate at each rung Ĥrung,ix .

We summarize the eigenstates on a given rung in Tab. I
and Fig. 7. For simplicity, we omit the site index, ix, but
explicitly keep the chain index iy(= 0, 1). The eigenstates
are categorized by the total electron number Ne on the
rung and the momentum along the y direction ky (or
equivalently the parity for the mirror operation along the
y direction). Since we have two sites along y, ky is either
0 (parity even) or π (parity odd). For |Ne = 2, ky =
0, S = 0,−⟩ and |Ne = 2, ky = 0, S = 0,+⟩ in the table,
we introduced the basis set

|X⟩ = 1√
2
(ĉ†0↑ĉ

†
0↓ + ĉ†1↑ĉ

†
1↓)|vac⟩,

|Y ⟩ = 1√
2
(ĉ†0↑ĉ

†
1↓ − ĉ†0↓ĉ

†
1↑)|vac⟩. (C3)

The corresponding eigenvalues are

E∓ = ∓

√
U2 + 16t2y

2
− U

2
, (C4)

and the coefficients of the eigenstates in the basis of
{|X⟩, |Y ⟩} are

cos
θ

2
=

1√
2

√√√√1 +
U√

U2 + 16t2y

,

sin
θ

2
= − 1√

2

√√√√1− U√
U2 + 16t2y

, (C5)

see Tab. I.

2. Perturbation analysis

An eigenstate of Ĥ0 can be expressed as a direct prod-
uct of eigenstates for each rung. Using the singlet state
|S⟩ ≡ |Ne = 2, ky = 0, S = 0,−⟩, the ground state for Ĥ0

can be expressed as

|Ψ0⟩ = |S⟩0|S⟩1 · · · |S⟩Nx−1. (C6)

In the following, we apply degenerate perturbation the-
ory to describe the dispersion of polarons and magnons.

a. Polarons

In this section, we consider states where we add or
remove one electron from the ground state to describe
polarons. First, we focus on the degenerate Hilbert space
consisting of states with one of the |S⟩’s in the ground
state |Ψ0⟩ (Eq. (C6)) replaced by |Ne = 1, ky, σ⟩. We
denote the state where |Ne = 1, ky, σ⟩ is introduced at
site l by |ΨhP(l, ky, σ)⟩. These states represent a bound
state of the unpaired fermion and a hole66. Since they
host a positive charge −q, relative to the ground state,
as well as a spin degree of freedom, they provide a basis
for the hole-like polaron, which we call hPolaron.

Since ĤI (Eq. (C2)) conserves the momentum ky (the
parity along y, Py) and total Sz, we can separately apply
degenerate perturbation theory for the four cases {ky =
0, π, σ =↑, ↓}. We have

⟨ΨhP(i, ky, σ)|ĤI |ΨhP(j, ky, σ)⟩ =

δ|i−j|,1 ×


tx

{4ty − eiky (U −
√
16t2y + U2)}2

64t2y + 4U(U −
√
16t2y + U2)


 . (C7)

Because of the translational invariance of
⟨ΨhP(i, ky, σ)|ĤI |ΨhP(j, ky, σ)⟩ with respect to i
and j, the eigenstates have the form

|ΨhP(kx, ky, σ)⟩ =
∑

l

eikxl|ΨhP(l, ky, σ)⟩ (C8)

and the corresponding energy is

E(1)
hP (kx, ky) = txA(ky) cos(kx). (C9)

Here

A(ky) =
{4ty − eiky (U −

√
16t2y + U2)}2

32t2y + 2U(U −
√
16t2y + U2)

. (C10)

Note that E(1)
hP describes the dispersion of the hPolaron

which incorporates the first-order correction of tx.

Next we focus on the degenerate Hilbert space consist-
ing of states with one of the |S⟩’s in |Ψ0⟩ being replaced
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Ne ky Name Expression Energy Degeneracy

0 0 |Ne = 0⟩ |vac⟩ 0 1

1 0 |Ne = 1, ky = 0, σ⟩ 1√
2
(ĉ†0σ + ĉ†1σ)|vac⟩ −ty − U

2 2

1 π |Ne = 1, ky = π, σ⟩ 1√
2
(ĉ†0σ − ĉ†1σ)|vac⟩ ty − U

2 2

2 π |Ne = 2, ky = π, S = 0⟩ 1√
2
(ĉ†0↑ĉ

†
0↓ − ĉ†1↑ĉ

†
1↓)|vac⟩ 0 1

2 π
|Ne = 2, ky = π, S = 1, Sz = 1⟩
|Ne = 2, ky = π, S = 1, Sz = −1⟩
|Ne = 2, ky = π, S = 1, Sz = 0⟩

ĉ†0↑ĉ
†
1↑|vac⟩

ĉ†0↓ĉ
†
1↓|vac⟩

1√
2
(ĉ†0↑ĉ

†
1↓ + ĉ†0↓ĉ

†
1↑)|vac⟩

−U 3

2 0 |Ne = 2, ky = 0, S = 0,−⟩ − sin θ
2 |X⟩+ cos θ

2 |Y ⟩ E− 1

2 0 |Ne = 2, ky = 0, S = 0,+⟩ cos θ
2 |X⟩+ sin θ

2 |Y ⟩ E+ 1

3 0 |Ne = 3, ky = 0, σ⟩ 1√
2
(ĉ0σ + ĉ1σ)|N = 4⟩ ty − U

2 2

3 π |Ne = 3, ky = π, σ⟩ 1√
2
(ĉ0σ − ĉ1σ)|N = 4⟩ −ty − U

2 2

4 0 |Ne = 4⟩ ĉ†0↑ĉ
†
0↓ĉ

†
1↑ĉ

†
1↓|vac⟩ 0 1

TABLE I. List of eigenstates on a rung, categorized according to the electron number (Ne) and the momentum along the y
direction (ky). For |Ne = 2, ky = 0, S = 0,−⟩ and |Ne = 2, ky = 0, S = 0,+⟩, we use |X⟩, |Y ⟩, θ, E− and E+ defined in the text.

Ne=0 Ne=1 Ne=2 Ne=3 Ne=4

ky = 0
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ky = 0
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ky = 0, S = 0
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FIG. 7. Schematic picture of the distribution of the eigenstates on a rung, in the plane of the electron number (Ne) and the
energy. The symbols ×2 and ×3 indicate the degree of degeneracy.

by |Ne = 3, ky, σ⟩. The state where |Ne = 3, ky, σ⟩ is
introduced at site l is denoted by |ΨeP(l, ky, σ)⟩. Since
these states host a negative charge q compared to the
ground state as well as a spin degree of freedom, they
provide a basis for the electron-like polaron, which we

denote by ePolaron. As in the above case, we have

⟨ΨeP(i, ky, σ)|ĤI |ΨeP(j, ky, σ)⟩ =

δ|i−j|,1 ×
[
−tx

{4ty + eiky (U −
√
16t2y + U2)}2

64t2y + 4U(U −
√

16t2y + U2)

]
.

(C11)
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The eigenstates can be expressed as

|ΨeP(kx, ky, σ)⟩ =
∑

l

eikxl|ΨeP(l, ky, σ)⟩, (C12)

and the corresponding energies are

E(1)
eP (kx, ky) = −txA′(ky) cos(kx) (C13)

with

A′(ky) =
{4ty + eiky (U −

√
16t2y + U2)}2

32t2y + 2U(U −
√
16t2y + U2)

. (C14)

To summarize, the energy of the polarons, measured
from the ground state, is

EhP(kx, ky) = txA(ky) cos(kx)− eiky ty +

√
16t2y + U2

2
,

(C15)

EeP(kx, ky) = −txA′(ky) cos(kx) + eiky ty +

√
16t2y + U2

2
.

(C16)

We note that these are the dispersions expected to be
observed in the single-particle spectrum if the polarons
can be created by adding an electron to or removing an
electron from the ground state.

b. Magnons

Now we focus on the degenerate Hilbert space consist-
ing of states with one of the |S⟩’s in |Ψ0⟩ replaced by a
triplet state |MSz

⟩. Here |M1⟩ = |Ne = 2, ky = π, S =
1, Sz = 1⟩, |M−1⟩ = |N = 2, ky = π, S = 1, Sz = −1⟩
and |M0⟩ = |N = 2, ky = π, S = 1, Sz = 0⟩. We
denote a state where |MSz

⟩ is introduced at site l by
|ΨM(l, ky = π, Sz)⟩. Note that these states host a spin
degree of freedom, but they have no charge. We now
apply the second-order degenerate perturbation theory,
where the matrix elements of the effective Hamiltonian
are expressed as

⟨α|Ĥ(2)
eff |β⟩ =

∑

n

⟨α|ĤI |n⟩⟨n|ĤI |β⟩
E0 − En

. (C17)

Here Ĥ
(2)
eff represents the effective model in the degener-

ate subspace at the order ofO(t2x). |α⟩, |β⟩ are orthogonal
states in the degenerate subspace with energy E0 and |n⟩
is an eigenstate outside this subspace, whose energy is
En. Due to the conservation of Ŝz, we can treat the cases
of Sz = −1, 0, 1, separately.

For |β⟩ = |ΨM(l, ky = π, Sz)⟩, ⟨α|Ĥ(2)
eff |β⟩ is nonzero

only if |α⟩ = |ΨM(l − 1, ky = π, Sz)⟩, |ΨM(l, ky =

π, Sz)⟩, |ΨM(l+1, ky = π, Sz)⟩. In addition, the elements
for (l+ 1, l) and (l− 1, l) are the same. The off-diagonal
element can be expressed as

⟨ΨM(l − 1, ky = π, Sz)|Ĥ(2)
eff |ΨM(l, ky = π, Sz)⟩

= 2t2x

( 2

U
− 1√

16t2y + U2

)
≡ B(tx, ty, U). (C18)

The diagonal element is

⟨β|Ĥ(2)
eff |β⟩ =

∑

n

⟨α|Ĥ [l,l+1]
I |n⟩⟨n|Ĥ [l,l+1]

I |α⟩
E0 − En

+
∑

n

⟨α|Ĥ [l−1,l]
I |n⟩⟨n|Ĥ [l−1,l]

I |α⟩
E0 − En

(C19)

+
∑

i ̸=l,l−1

∑

n

⟨α|Ĥ [i,i+1]
I |n⟩⟨n|Ĥ [i,i+1]

I |α⟩
E0 − En

,

where

∑

n

⟨α|Ĥ [l,l+1]
I |n⟩⟨n|Ĥ [l,l+1]

I |α⟩
E0 − En

=
∑

n

⟨α|Ĥ [l−1,l]
I |n⟩⟨n|Ĥ [l−1,l]

I |α⟩
E0 − En

= −B(tx, ty, U),

(C20)

and for i ̸= l, l − 1

∑

n

⟨α|Ĥ [i,i+1]
I |n⟩⟨n|Ĥ [i,i+1]

I |α⟩
E0 − En

= −2t2x
U2

(16t2y + U2)3/2
≡ C(tx, ty, U). (C21)

We note that the contribution (C19) appears when
considering the second-order energy correction to the
ground state. Due to the translational invariance of
the system, we can construct the wave function of the
magnon as a plane wave consisting of the local state as
in Eq. (C8) for the polarons. Considering these points,
we obtain the energy of the magnon measured from the
ground state as

EM(kx, ky = π) = 2B(tx, ty, U) cos(kx)− 2B(tx, ty, U)

− 2C(tx, ty, U) +
1

2

(
−U +

√
U2 + 16t2y

)
. (C22)

c. Magonon-polaron continuum and spin-bag state

The single-particle spectrum A(T, ω) represents eigen-
states accessed by adding an electron to or removing an
electron from a system90,91. In many-body systems, one
electron may consist of a few elementary excitations. In
such a case, a continuum emerges in the single-particle
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spectrum. In the Mott insulator on the two-leg ladder,
we see a continuum consisting of a magnon (Eq. (C22))
and a polaron (Eq. (C15) or Eq. (C16)).

For simplicity, in this section, we write the magnon
dispersion (Eq. (C22)) as EM(kx) = X cos(kx) + Y ,
and the polaron dispersion (Eq. (C15) or Eq. (C16)) as
EP(kx) = Z cos(kx) +W . If the interaction between the
magnon and the polaron is sufficiently weak, a state host-
ing one magnon and one polaron is characterized by the
total momentum along x (ktot) and the momentum of
the magnon along x (k). The corresponding energy can
be expressed as

EMP(ktot, k) = EM(k) + EP(ktot − k). (C23)

It is easy to see that, by changing k ∈ [−π, π) and fixing
ktot, that EMP(ktot, k) covers the range

Y +W −
√
X2 + Z2 + 2XZ cos(ktot) ≤ EMP(ktot, k)

≤ Y +W +
√
X2 + Z2 + 2XZ cos(ktot). (C24)

As we will see below in Fig. 13, the single-particle spec-
trum A(kx, ky = 0, ω) for the half-filled two-leg Hubbard
model shows a continuum consisting of a magnon and an
ePolaron with ky = π. The intensity at the bottom of the
continuum is particularly strong. It has been attributed
to a loosely bound state of a magnon-polaron pair, a new
composite state called spin-bag66. In the following, we
thus denote the bottom edge of Eq. (C24) for a magnon
and an ePolaron with ky = π by Espin−bag(kx, ky = 0).

Appendix D: Semiclassical three-step model

In this section, we briefly summarize the idea of the
semiclassical three-step model.6,39,71. In this model, we
focus on the relative dynamics of an elementary excita-
tion with a positive charge −q and that with a negative
charge q. For example, in conventional semiconductors,
the former is a hole and the latter is an electron71. The
three-step picture encompasses of the following steps: (i)
the pair of elementary excitations is created at time tcr
by tunneling at the gap minimum in momentum space
and spatially at the same point, (ii) they move around
following a semiclassical kinetic equation, and (iii) they
return to the original (relative) position and recombine
to emit the energy. The relative dynamics is described
for the one-dimensional system by the equations

dxrel(t)

dt
=
dEg(kx)
dkx

∣∣∣
kx=kx(t)

, (D1)

kx(t) = k0 − qAx(t) + qAx(tcr). (D2)

Here xrel(t) denotes the relative distance of the two el-
ementary excitations, where xrel(tcr) = 0. Eg(kx) is the
energy of a pair with zero total momentum, where kx de-
notes the momentum of the elementary excitation with
charge q. Note that only the pair with zero total momen-

tum can be excited with the homogeneous electric field.
For semiconductors, we have Eg(kx) = Ec(kx) − Ev(kx),
where Ec(kx) (Ev(kx)) denotes the dispersion of the con-
duction (valence) band. k0 is the location of the gap
minimum. The recombination occurs at trec(> tcr) when
xrel(trec) = 0, and the frequency of the emitted light
is equal to the energy of the pair at that time, i.e.
ωemit(trec) = Eg(kx(trec)).
As numerically shown in Ref.39 for the 1D single-chain

Hubbard model, this description can also be applied to
strongly correlated systems, provided that we use the
proper information of elementary excitations92. In the
following, we present the explicit expression of Eg(kx) for
different scenarios of HHG in the Mott insulator on the
two-leg ladder.

1. Doublon-holon pair

In the 1D single-chain Hubbard model (ty = 0),
the dispersion relation of the elementary excitations is
exactly known69. In particular, a holon (doublon) is
parametrized by a quantity called rapidity ξ, where the
corresponding momentum kH(ξ) (kD(ξ)) and the energy
EH(ξ) (ED(ξ)) are given by

kH(ξ) = kD(ξ) + π =

π

2
− ξ − 2

∫ ∞

0

dω

ω

J0(ω) sin(ω sin ξ)

1 + exp(Uω
2 )

, (D3a)

EH(ξ) = ED(ξ) = (D3b)

U

2
+ 2 cos ξ + 2

∫ ∞

0

dω

ω

J1(ω) cos(ω sin ξ)e−
Uω
4

cosh(Uω
4 )

,

with ξ ∈ R, respectively. Here Jn is the nth Bessel func-
tion. We can obtain the energy as a function of momen-
tum from these equations. Then, we have

Eg(kx) = EH(−kx) + ED(kx). (D4)

In our analysis, we use Eq. (D4) even for ty ̸= 0, but
it successfully captures the relevant dynamics as can be
seen in the subcycle spectra.

2. Scenario 1 (hPolaron + ePolaron + magnon) in
the strong-rung regime

This scenario involves one hPolaron with ky = 0, one
ePolaron with ky = π and one magnon with ky = π.
The hPolaron carries the charge −q, the ePolaron carries
the charge q, and the magnon carries no charge. There-
fore, the dynamics under the electric field involves only
the former two elementary excitations, while the magnon
provides an additional energy shift to Eg(kx). Given that
the minimum energy of a magnon is at T = (π, π), we
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FIG. 8. Real part of the optical conductivity along x (Reσ(ω))
for the half-filled two-leg Hubbard model. The system param-
eters are tx = 1 and U = 8. We use iTEBD and set σp = 5
for the Fourier transform. The vertical dashed lines indicate
the position of the gap, estimated as ω where Reσ(ω) ex-
ceeds 10% of the maximum intensity around the gap. For
ty = 0, we prepare the equilibrium state with the cutoff di-
mensionD = 1000, while the time evolution is calculated with
D = 3000. For nonzero ty, we prepare the equilibrium state
with D = 3000, while the time evolution is calculated with
D = 6000.

have

Eg(kx) = EhP(−kx − π, 0) + EeP(kx, π) + EM(π, π).
(D5)

In practice, when we simulate the three-step model, we
add a slight energy shift ∆ω = 0.4, to be consistent with
the numerically obtained single-particle spectrum, see
Sec. E 3 below. This shift can be attributed to higher or-
der corrections missing in Eqs. (C15), (C16), and (C22).

3. Scenario 2 (hPolaron + spin bag) in the
strong-rung regime

In this scenario, we assume that an ePolaron and a
magnon in Scenario 1 move together as a weakly-bound
composite particle, called a spin bag. In this case, we
have

Eg(kx) = EhP(−kx, 0) + Espin−bag(kx, 0). (D6)

In practice, when we simulate the three-step model, we
add a slight energy shift ∆ω = 0.4, to be consistent with
the single-particle spectrum, see Sec. E 3 below.

Appendix E: Supplementary results

1. Optical conductivity

To estimate the gap size, we evaluate the linear opti-
cal conductivity using iTEBD. Namely, we apply a weak
Gaussian field Eprobe(t) along the x direction, which
is centered at a certain time tp, and we measure the
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FIG. 9. HHG spectra for the two-leg Hubbard model at half
filling for different values of ty and Ex. We use tx = 1 and
U = 8, and set the excitation parameters to Ω = 0.5, t0 = 60
and σ0 = 15. The black vertical lines indicate the optical gap.

current Jx(t). We evaluate the optical conductivity as
Jx(ω)/Eprobe(ω), where Jx(ω) and Eprobe(ω) are the
Fourier transforms of Jx(t) and Eproble(t), respectively.
Since the numerical simulation is limited to finite times,

we apply a Gaussian window FG(t, tp) = exp(− (t−tp)
2

2σ2
p

)

to Jx(t) in the Fourier transform, which leads to a broad-
ening of the spectrum.
The results are shown in Fig. 8 for σp = 5. For ty =

1, we reproduce the three-peak-like structure previously
pointed out in Ref.93. For ty ≲ 1.5, the gap size is almost
unchanged, while for ty = 2, the gap is clearly increased
compared to the case of ty = 0. We estimate the value
of the gap from the point where Reσ(ω) exceeds 10% of
the maximum intensity around the gap.
In a previous study on semiconductor HHG, the simi-

larity between the shape of the HHG spectrum and that
of the optical conductivity was pointed out94. In the
present system, when we compare Fig. 8 and Fig. 1 in
the main text, it is hard to see the similarity. In partic-
ular, there is no signature in HHG corresponding to the
peaks in the optical conductivity (see, for example, the
peak around ω = 10 for ty = 1).

2. HHG spectrum and subcycle analysis

In this section, we provide supplementary results for
the HHG spectra and the subcycle analyses. In Fig. 9,
we show the dependence of the HHG spectra on Ex for
different values of ty. For ty = 0, i.e. the decoupled
chains, one can essentially see a single plateau, whose cut-
off frequency increases with increasing Ex. As pointed
out in the main text, in general, peak structures are not
prominent and non-odd-harmonic signals (ω ̸= (2n+1)Ω)
appear despite the expectation from the inversion sym-
metry. For ty = 0.5, peak structures become more pro-
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FIG. 10. HHG spectra of the two-leg Mott insulator described
by the effective model under the indicated conditions. We
use tx = 1 and U = 8, and set the excitation parameters to
Ω = 0.5, t0 = 60 and σ0 = 15. The result for ty = 0 of Case
1) and that for ty = 0.5 of Case 1) almost overlap with each
other.

nounced and they develop at ω = (2n+ 1)Ω. For ty = 1,
peak structures remain pronounced in general. One can
identify the development of a hump just above the gap
(4.5 ≲ ω ≲ 6.5), which leads to a plateau-like structure.
The position of the hump shifts to higher frequency with
increasing Ex. In the higher frequency part well above
the gap, one can identify the development of another
plateau-like structure, whose cut-off frequency also in-
creases with increasing Ex. For ty = 2, peak structures
at ω = (2n+1)Ω become less clear, as we pointed out in
the main text.

In Fig. 10, we show the HHG spectra evaluated from
the effective models for different cases of ty = 0 and
ty = 0.5. For ty = 0, peak structures are not prominent,
similar to the HHG spectrum from the original Hubbard
model. For ty = 0.5, in Case 4, where there is no param-
eter modification of the effective model, peak structures
become clear and develop at ω = (2n+ 1)Ω as expected.
Thus, the effective model successfully describes the qual-
itative changes in the HHG features between ty = 0 and
ty = 0.5. To examine the effects of different physical
processes, we compare the results of Cases 1) to 4) for
ty = 0.5. See Fig. 6 for the details of each case. In Case
1), peak structures are not prominent and non-odd har-
monic signals develop, indicating that the DH coherence
remains long at this level. In Case 2), peak structures be-
come prominent and odd-harmonic peaks develop, sug-
gesting a reduction in pair coherence. In Case 3), peak
structures become slightly more prominent compared to
Case 1).

To obtain detailed insights into different physical pro-
cesses, we perform a subcycle analysis. In Figs. 11(a,b),
we show subcycle spectra for the effective models of Case
1) and Case 4) for ty = 0. In Case 1), the spectrum is
well explained by the three-step model for a DH pair with
Eg(kx) = U − 4tx cos(kx), while in Case 4, the subcycle
spectrum is slightly off the prediction. The main origin

tpair/Tp
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FIG. 11. Subcycle spectra of HHG in the two-leg Mott in-
sulator described by the effective model. We use tx = 1 and
U = 8 and set the excitation parameters to Ω = 0.5, Ex =
0.7, t0 = 60 and σ0 = 15. For the subcycle analysis, we use a
Gaussian window with σp = 0.8. (a) is for Case 1 at ty = 0,
(b) is for Case 4 at ty = 0, (c) is for Case 3 at ty = 0.5 and (d)
is for Case 4 at ty = 0.5 The vertical dashed lines indicate the
times when Ax(t) = 0. The multi-colored dots indicate the
energy emitted at tp by the recombination of a doublon-holon
pair with Eg(kx) = U − 4tx cos(kx). The color indicates the
time tpair which elapsed between the creation and recombina-
tion of the pair (Tp = 2π/Ω).

is likely the shift of the energy band due to the spin-
exchange term Ĥspin, which enhances the band gap. Still,
in both cases, the results suggest that the main HHG
contribution originates from the long-lived DH pairs. In
Figs. 11(c,d), we show subcycle spectra for the effective
models of Case 3 and Case 4 for ty = 0.5. The cor-
responding results for Case 1 and Case 2 are shown in
Fig. 3 in the main text. In Case 3 and Case 4, the subcy-
cle spectrum is slightly off the prediction from the three-
step model for a DH pair with Eg(kx) = U − 4tx cos(kx),
compared to Case 1 and Case 2. Again the main origin
is likely the shift of the energy band due to Ĥspin. Still,
when we compare the results for Case 1 and Case 3, there
is a shift of the signal to earlier time within one period
of the field. This suggests a reduction of the coherence
of a DH pair due to the energetic coupling between spin
and charge, i.e., the conversion of the kinetic energy of
a doublon or a holon into spin exchange energy through
the spin mismatch between the chains. This physics is
directly related to the discussion in Ref.46, which consid-
ered a 1D single chain with a staggered magnetic field
to emulate this type of coupling. By comparing Case
2 and Case 3, we can see that the effect of the energetic
coupling is less prominent compared to the non-energetic
coupling, i.e. the dephasing due to the existence of the
spin string, as pointed out in the main text. Note that we
can observe a prominent reduction of coherence in Case
3 for ty = 1 (not shown). In Case 4, both effects are
included and the coherence of the DH pair is reduced.

Now we provide further support for the HHG mecha-
nism involving three elementary excitations in the strong-
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(a)

(b)

FIG. 12. Subcycle spectra of HHG in the half-filled two-leg
Hubbard model. We use tx = 1, ty = 2 and U = 8 and set
the excitation parameters to Ω = 0.4, t0 = 80 and σ0 = 20.
For the subcycle analysis, we use a Gaussian window with
σp = 0.8. The vertical dashed lines indicate the times when
Ax(t) = 0. The multi-colored dots and the orange dashed
lines indicate the prediction from the three-step model for
Scenario 1 (hPolaron + ePolaron + magnon) and for Scenario
2 (hPolaron + spin bag), respectively. We use the dispersion
obtained from the strong-rung perturbation theory, see the
text for details. The dot color indicates the time tpair which
elapsed between the creation and recombination of the pair
(Tp = 2π/Ω).

rung regime (ty = 2). To emphasize the difference be-
tween Scenario 1 (hPolaron + ePolaron + magnon) and
Scenario 2 (hPolaron + spin bag) within the three-step
model, we reduce Ω to Ω = 0.4 (lower than in the main
text). In Fig. 12, we show the corresponding subcycle
spectra. One can see that the difference between the
two scenarios is more pronounced and the intensity of
the temporal radiation nicely follows the prediction from
Scenario 1.

3. Single-particle spectrum

In order to obtain information on the relevant elemen-
tary excitations, we calculate the single-particle spec-
trum, which is defined as A(T, ω) = − 1

π ImG
R(T, ω).

Here GR(T, ω) is the Fourier transform of the space
and time-dependent retarded Green’s function GR

ijσ(t) =

−iθ(t)⟨[ĉiσ(t), ĉ†jσ(0)]+⟩. We evaluate GR
ijσ(t) for a large

but finite-size system using DMRG as mentioned in
Sec. A 2. For the Fourier transform of the time variable,

we apply the envelope function FG(t, σ) = exp(− t2

2σ2 ).
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FIG. 13. Single-particle spectra A(T, ω) of the half-filled two-
leg Hubbard model at ky = 0 evaluated with DMRG. Here
we use U = 8, tx = 1, ty = 2 and Nx = 80. The dashed line
in (a) shows −EhP(kx, ky = 0) + ∆ω with ∆ω = −0.1. The
dashed lines in (b) show the lower and upper bounds of the
continuum (Eq. (C24)) for the magnon (EM(kx, ky = π)) and
the ePolaron (EeP(kx, ky = π)) shifted by ∆ω = 0.3.

The single-particle spectrum of the two-leg Hubbard
model has been systematically studied using a similar
DMRG technique in Ref.66.

Some results are shown in Fig. 4 of the main text,
where we use σ = 8. In Fig. 13, we show a magnified
view of A(T, ω) for U = 8 and ty = 2 at ky = 0, to
check the consistency and reveal the correction to the
strong-rung perturbation analysis (Sec. C 2). In these
figures, we show results obtained by calculating the time
evolution with the second-order Trotter-Suzuki decom-
position, a time-step dt = 0.02, and cut-off dimension
D = 1000. For ω ≤ 0 (Fig. 13(a)), we see the signal from
a hPolaron, which is well explained by −EhP(kx, ky = 0)
(Eq. (C15)) with a small shift ∆ω = −0.1. This shift
can be attributed to higher-order corrections. For ω ≥ 0
(Fig. 13(b)), we see the continuum consisting of a magnon
and an ePolaron. The boundary of the continuum is well
explained by Eq. (C24) for EM(kx, ky = π) (Eq. (C22))
and EeP(kx, ky = π) (Eq. (C16)) with a small shift
∆ω = −0.3, which can also be attributed to the higher-
order corrections. Note that both the magnon and the
e-Polaron have ky = π, so that the combination of them
leads to ky = 0. The intensity of the spectrum at the
bottom of the magnon-polaron continuum is especially
strong. In Ref.66, this feature has been attributed to a
loosely bound state (a new composite state) of a magnon-
polaron pair, called a spin-bag. These results suggest
that the perturbation theory captures well the kinetic
properties of the elementary excitations at ty = 2.

4. Results for semiconductors

In order to reveal the differences to semiconductors, we
introduce a standard semiconductor model39,71 on the
two-leg ladder. Here we assume that the Wannier or-
bitals for the conduction band and the valence band are
localized on the same site. In the dipolar gauge95,96, the
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FIG. 14. HHG spectra for the semiconductor (E1) evaluated
using the SBE. We use ∆cv = 8, tc,x = 1, tv,x = −1 and
Dx = 0.5, and choose the excitation parameters as Ex =
0.7,Ω = 0.5, t0 = 60 and σ0 = 15. The vertical solid (dotted)
lines indicate ω = 2nΩ (ω = (2n + 1)Ω) with n ∈ N. The
colored vertical dashed lines indicate the band gap for the
corresponding hoppings.

semiconductor Hamiltonian reads

Ĥ(t) =
∑

i,a

∆an̂ia −
∑

ix,a

ta,y[ĉ
†
ix0a

ĉix1a + h.c.]

−
∑

i,a

ta,x[e
iqAx(t)ĉ†i+exa

ĉia + h.c.]

− Ex(t)Dx

∑

i,a

ĉ†iaĉiā. (E1)

a is the index for the conduction band (c) and the va-
lence band (v), ā indicates the band different from a, ĉ†a
is the creation operator of an electron on band a and

n̂ia = ĉ†iaĉia. ta,α with α = x, y is the hopping parameter
of the a-band electron along the α-direction. ∆a is the
energy level of the a-band. Dx represents the interband
dipole moment for the x direction, which we assume to
be local71. The corresponding interband polarization op-

erator is defined as P̂x,er ≡ Dx

∑
i,a ĉ

†
iaĉiā. Here, we only

consider the electric field along the x direction, and the
light-matter coupling is taken into account by the Peierls
phase and the interband dipole term. For simplicity, we
ignore the spin degree of freedom.

In momentum space, we have

Ĥ(t) =
∑

k,a

[Ea(kx − qAx(t), ky) + ∆a]ĉ
†
k ĉk

− Ex(t)Dx

∑

k,a

ĉ†k,aĉk,ā, (E2)

where ĉ†k,a = 1√
N

∑
i e

ik·iĉ†i,a, k = (kx, ky) and i =

(ix, iy). Note that ky = 0 or ky = π. The band dis-
persion becomes

Ea(kx, ky) = −2ta,x cos(kx)− ta,y cos(ky). (E3)

(c)

(a)

(b)
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FIG. 15. Subcycle spectra for the semiconductor (E1) and
the indicated parameters. We use ∆cv = 8, tc,x = 1, tv,x =
−1 and Dx = 0.5, and choose the excitation parameters as
Ex = 0.7,Ω = 0.5, t0 = 60 and σ0 = 15. For the subcycle
analysis, we use a Gaussian window with σp = 0.8. The
vertical dashed lines indicate the times where Ax(t) = 0. The
rainbow-colored dots indicate the energy emitted at tp by the
recombination of an electron-hole pair, as obtained from the
three-step model. The dot color indicates the time tpair which
elapsed between the creation and recombination of the pair
in units of Tp = 2π/Ω.

Note that the shape of the band dispersion along kx is not
modified by the hopping along y, and that it is the same
for ky = 0 and ky = π. The only difference is the energy
level, controlled by ∆ty ≡ |tc,y− tv,y|. Thus, the hopping
along y hardly affects the kinematics of the electron-hole
pair in the HHG process. This situation is very different
from the Mott insulator on the two-leg ladder, where
hopping along y yields drastic changes in the excitation
structure, such as the formation of polarons and spin
bags.

To demonstrate the effects of hopping along y in semi-
conductors, we simulate the time evolution using the
semiconductor Bloch equation (SBE)71 assuming that
the valence band is initially fully occupied. Here, we



16

set ∆c −∆v ≡ ∆cv = 8, tc,x = 1 and tv,x = −1, to make
the energy range of the bands similar to that of the Mott
insulator in the main text. We use the same shape of the
electric field pulse as in the main text and set the dipole
moment Dx to 0.5. The HHG intensity is evaluated as
IHHG(ω) = |ωJx,ra(ω) + ω2Px,er(ω)|2, where Jx,ra is the
intraband current and Px,er is the interband polarization.
The resultant HHG spectrum is shown in Fig. 14. Here

we do not add phenomenological dephasing terms in the
SBE. The shape of the HHG spectrum is hardly affected
by hopping along the y direction. In addition, the in-

tensity is increased for nonzero ∆tcv,y, compared to the
case with ∆tcv,y = 0, due to the reduction of the band
gap. We also show the corresponding subcycle analysis in
Fig. 15. Here we only focus on the contribution from the
interband current, i.e. Px,er, which provides the domi-
nant contribution to HHG above the gap. The profile
of the subcycle spectrum is hardly affected, except for
the shift of the signal due to the shift of the bands. This
result demonstrates the absence of a change in the coher-
ence of the electron-hole pairs. All of these features are
in stark contrast to the findings for the Mott insulator.
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P. Nagler, T. Korn, C. Schüller, M. Sherwin, U. Huttner,
J. Steiner, S. Koch, M. Kira, and R. Huber, Nature (Lon-
don) 533, 225 (2016).

17 M. Hohenleutner, F. Langer, O. Schubert, M. Knorr,
U. Huttner, S. Koch, M. Kira, and R. Huber, Nature
(London) 523, 572 (2015).

18 G. Ndabashimiye, S. Ghimire, M. Wu, D. A. Browne, K. J.
Schafer, M. B. Gaarde, and D. A. Reis, Nature (London)
534, 520 (2016).

19 T. Otobe, Phys. Rev. B 94, 235152 (2016).
20 N. Tancogne-Dejean, O. D. Mücke, F. X. Kärtner, and
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