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S1 Photoexcited holon-doublon pair density
S1.1 Optical penetration depth

The optical conductivity o, (w) is obtained from Ref.1, and shown in Fig.. Kramers-Kronig
analysis is performed to obtain o5 (w). The result is shown in Fig.[STh . From o(w) = oy (w) +

ioo(w) the relative dielectric permittivity is obtained by:
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From ¢,(w) one obtains the refractive index n = n(w) + ixk(w), to finally calculate the

absorption coefficient a(w) by:

4drk(w)
A

(52)

a(w) =

with A\ the wavelength. The absorption coefficient (shown in Fig.[SIb) is calculated into
the optical penetration depth by §(w) = 1/a(w). For the pump photons a penetration depth
d(1.55eV) ~ 0.65um is calculated, and for the probe photons 6(1.55¢V) ~ 0.23um, as also

indicated in Fig.[STk. Finally, the reflection coefficient is calculated (not shown).
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Figure S1: a) The real part of the optical conductivity o is obtained from Ref!l. The imagi-
nary part oo is obtained by Kramers-Kronig analysis. b) The absorption coefficient «. c¢) The
corresponding optical penetration depth 6. The pump and probe photon energies are indicated
with arrows.
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S1.2 Photoexcitation density

Table |S1| summarizes crystallographic properties needed to calculate the photoexcited holon-

doublon density.

Table S1: Properties of a-RuClj

property value
unit cell volume V, .. 371 A (Ref. 2)7
chemical unit formulas in unit cell Z 4 (Ref.|2))
molar mass m 207.43 amu
density p 3.7123 g/lcm?

Given the pump penetration depth J,ump(1.55¢V) and spot radius 7, ~ 39 m, we obtain

a Voump & 3.06 - 1079 cm®. This means there are:

o Z - ‘/pump

- ~3.3-10% (S3)

NRu

Ru-ions in the pump volume. For a pump power P =1 uW at a repetition rate f = 30 kHz, the
pulse energy is given by E,us & 0.033nJ, corresponding to a fluence F ~ 0.7 uJ/cm?. With
pump photon energy 1.55 eV, this means there are N, ~ 1.34 - 10% photons in a pulse. Thus,

with a reflection coefficient R(1.55eV) ~ 0.2, this means that

N.
n~ (1 - R)—L ~ 3.3ppm (S4)
NRu

Ru-sites are excited for P =1 uW pump power. Alternatively, this corresponds to a photoex-

cited density of:

Q

n,~(1—-R)—= ~35-10"%m™ (S5)
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for the indicated pump power. Each photon will create a hole (/) and doublon (D) particle, i.e.

_ H _ D _ _HD
Ny =N =n" = Npag

S2 Effective coupling between holon-doublon density and an-
tiferromagnetic order parameter

A microscopical justification of the term o< nL? in the phenomenological free energy F(n, L)

is given, where n describes the holon-doublon-pair density and L the AFM order parameter.

S2.1 Microscopic Hamiltonian

The starting point of the derivation is a microscopic Hamiltonian describing the spin degrees of
freedom and their coupling to the holons-doublons (HD). To this end, we consider the model
of Ref.3, which describes the annihilation of a holon and doublon over a next-nearest neighbor

site. The interaction Hamiltonian is given by

Hy=t5 Y [hisdpeFew - S; +Hel, (S6)

(igk)ss’

where h,; is a fermionic operator annihilating a holon with spin s on site ¢, dj¢ is a fermionic
operator annihilating a doublon with spin s’ on site k, ¢ are the Pauli matrices, S; are the
effective spin operators on site j, and (ijk) denotes indicates that i, j, k are nearest neighbours
(on distinct sites). The next-nearest neighbour hopping amplitude is given by ¢3. We denote the

Hamiltonian containing the spins not interacting with the fermions as H,.

S2.2 Perturbative scheme

The free energy can be computed from the partition function Z = trfe #(Ho+H3)] a5 F =

—log(Z)/p (assuming the Boltzmann constant to be unity). Here, we assume that Hj is a
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small perturbation, which should be justified when the HD density is dilute. Accordingly, the

partition function can be computed perturbatively as:

X [ 1\n B B B
Zﬁozzo<n1!> / in / dr .. / dr (T, [Hy (1) Hy (7). Hy (r)])y (ST)

where 7, = trfe ?H°], (... ), denotes thermal average on Hy, the operators dependence from the
imaginary time 7 is given by O(7) = e™#00Oe~7Ho, and the symbol T, denotes imaginary-time

ordering, defined as:

Ut () form > 7'
I [qj(T)\DT (T/)] - { iEI/ )(Ej’) SIJT)(Tf) for 7?< T (S8)

where the £ depends on the field being of bosonic or fermionic nature. Because of the pertur-
bative nature of H3, we retain only the leading correction in Eq. (S7). The leading one is the
second-order term, since the first-order one vanishes due to SU(2) symmetry and because it
does not conserve the HD number (conserved by Hj). In fact:

B
Z /O dr <[hi5(7)dks/(7)685/ . Sj(T) + H.C-]>0 = 0. (S9)

/B dr (T, [V (7))o = t3
0 (ijk)ss’

Notice that the average (...)q factorizes over HD and spin degrees of freedom, as they are
decoupled in Hy. We will therefore focus on the second-order term, which we denote as SAF
for the sake of brevity. In fact, by defining F, the free energy associated with Z,, from Eq.
it follows that:

F =—B"1tlog[Zy(1 + BAF)| =~ Fy — AF (S10)

Accordingly, in the following we evaluate AF.
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S2.3 Evaluation of AF

The explicit form of AF is given by:

A./T" Z / 13 dk:s )053 . Sj(T) + H.C.] [hi’t<7_)dk’t’ (T’)&tt/ . Sj/ (T/) + H.C.]>0

(ijk)ss’
!/ /k/)tt/
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t2
(

t2
(i

with fT = foﬂ drdr’, where in the second step we only retain terms conserving the HD number
and we factorized the averages, while in the last step we exploit the SU(2) symmetry. In order

to give a coarse-grained version of AF, we make the following customary assumptions:

1. we replace (S;(7)-S;/(7'))o — L; - L;, where is a classical AFM order parameter. Other

terms in L; can be derived from it, but we only retain the more relevant.
2. We assume all the fields to not depend on 7. Further dependences on 7 are less relevant.

3. We retain only the spatially local part, by neglecting the nearest neighbours contributions,

which are less relevant.
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The result can then be written as:

= <t3)2ﬂz Z<h28h zs’dzs 0 +Z dT zs h h28> LzZ

- 5,8

:(t:s)zﬁz (2 —n") (2 —nP) +nln }Lz

= (t3)%8 Z _(2 —n;)? + n?] L2

~ ()8 e 4nl] L2

where in the second step we defined n” = 3 (hl hi)o and n? = Y (d!.dis)o, in the third

step we used the fact that n nH = n; (same number of holons and doublons), while in the

fourth step we used the diluteness assumption. We end up with a constant term, which simply
renormalizes the existing value of the L? in F;, and a term coupling the HD density and the

square of the order parameter, as desired:

F = Fo+ 4(ts)? ZnZL2 (S1D)

S3 Nonequilibrium Ginzburg-Landau model

Below, the details of the free energy model are given. The free energy F(n, L) has the form:

F(n, L) = %(n — Neeq) L2 + %L‘* + F(n), (S12)
with
F(n) = agn + %nz + %n?’ (S13)

as discussed in the main text. The equations of motion (eq. 5 in the main manuscript) give the
time-evolution of the (n, L)-coordinates. For a finite cubic term in F(n), i.e. a5 # 0, the best

agreement between model and data is obtained. Forcing the cubic term to be zero (a5 = 0)
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overestimates the lifetime of the L = 0 plateau, but still shows a good agreement between data
and model for the disordering dynamics. Below the model parameters for both cases are shown,

in addition to plots of the n(t), L(t)-coordinates.
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S3.1 a; # 0, as in the main manuscript

Table S2: Model parameters for as # 0

parameter  value

Neoq 2.165
ay 0.92
a9 4.95
as —0.21
Qy 0.27
as 0.06
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Figure S2: a) Data (spheres) and the modelled magnetic linear dichroism induced polarization
rotation fyp for the model with as # 0. b) The hd-pair density n(t) curves for different
quench strengths.
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S3.2 ar = 0

Table S3: Model parameters for a5 = 0

parameter  value

Neeq 233
ay 0.94
a9 1.675
as —0.63
ay 0.52
as 0
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Figure S3: a) Data (spheres) and the modelled magnetic linear dichroism induced polarization
rotation fy;p for the model with a; = 0. b) The hd-pair density n(t) curves for different
quench strengths.
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