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Having conflicting goals often leads to frustrations. The conflict occurs, for example, in systems
that cannot minimize simultaneously all interactions between the objects, a situation known as
geometrical frustration. A typical feature of these systems is the presence of accidental ground
state degeneracy that gives rise to a rich variety of unusual phenomena such as order-by-disorder
phenomena and spin glasses. In this article, we show that a dynamical counterpart of these phe-
nomena may arise from a fundamentally different, non-equilibrium source of conflict: non-reciprocal
interactions. We show that non-reciprocal systems with anti-symmetric coupling generically gen-
erate marginal orbits that can be regarded as a dynamical counterpart of accidental degeneracy,
due to the emerging Liouville-type theorem. These “accidental degeneracy” of orbits are shown
to often get “lifted” by stochastic noise or weak random disorder to give rise to order-by-disorder
phenomena with the peculiarity that the emerging state usually has a time crystalline order. We
further report numerical evidence of a state analogous to a spin glass induced by non-reciprocal
frustrations that exhibit aging and a power-law temporal relaxation associated with a short-ranged
spatial correlation. Our work provides an unexpected link between a seemingly unrelated field of
complex magnetic materials and non-reciprocal matter.

The concept of geometrical frustration was formulated
by Gerard Toulouse [1] to describe magnetic systems that
cannot satisfy the spins’ “desire” to minimize all inter-
actions [2]. This means that at least part of the spins is
forced to compromise for global optimization. As there
can be many ways to achieve this, geometrical frustra-
tions often lead to the generation of accidentally degen-
erate ground states (Figs. 1(a),(b)). Not only that this
makes the system extremely sensitive to external pertur-
bations but also gives rise to various exotic phenomena,
such as order-by-disorder phenomena (OBDP) [3–7], spin
glass [8–14], spin ice [15], and quantum [16] and classical
[5, 6] spin liquids.

In this article, we argue that non-reciprocal inter-
actions — interactions that break the action-reaction
symmetry, which arises ubiquitously in a wide range of
science [17–30] — provide a non-equilibrium source of
frustrations that gives rise to a dynamical counterpart
of phenomena occurring in geometrically frustrated sys-
tems (Fig. 1(c)). It becomes intuitively clear that non-
reciprocal interactions can cause frustrations, by consid-
ering the following example: agent A attracts agent B
but B repulses A. In this situation, there are no configura-
tions that can make both the agents ‘happy’, in an analo-
gous situation to a geometrically frustrated case. There is
a crucial difference, however, that these agents typically
start a “chase-and-runaway” motion that cannot be de-
scribed in terms of an energy minimization problem [28],
instead of settling down to a compromised configuration
as in the geometrical frustration case. As such, the two
types of frustrations seem to have no direct connection
in their phenomenology beyond the vague resemblance
mentioned above.

We claim in this article that, surprisingly, there is ac-
tually a direct analogy between the two types of frustra-

tions, despite their fundamental differences. Our claim
is based on the observation that non-reciprocal interac-
tions with asymmetric coupling generically give rise to
marginal orbits (Fig. 1(c)) due to the emerging Liouville-
type theorem, which can be regarded as a dynamical
counterpart of accidentally degenerate ground states. We
show that these “accidentally degenerate” marginal or-
bits generically get lifted by stochastic noise or weak ran-
dom disorder, giving rise to a dynamical counterpart of
the OBDP usually associated with time-crystalline or-
der. We finally study a randomly coupled spin chain
with non-reciprocal frustrations but with no geometri-
cal frustration, to find numerical evidence that a state
reminiscent of spin glass emerges.

I. THE EMERGENCE OF “ACCIDENTAL
DEGENERACY” OF ORBITS

In this article, for concreteness, we consider dissipa-
tively coupled classical XY spin systems with their spin
angle θ = (θ1, ..., θN ) dynamics governed by

θ̇i = −
N∑
j=1

Jij sin(θi − θj), (1)

which generically has a non-reciprocal coupling Jij 6= Jji.
The effect of stochastic noise will be addressed later.

Let us first briefly review the reciprocal coupling case
Jij = Jji with and without geometrical frustrations. In
such systems, Eq. (1) can be described using a derivative

of a potential V (θ) as θ̇i = −∂V (θ)/∂θi, where

V (θ) = −
∑
i,j

Jij cos(θi − θj). (2)
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Figure 1. Geometrical and non-reciprocal frustration and the emergence of “accidental degeneracy” of orbits.
The top panel exemplifies systems with (a) no frustrations, (b) geometrical frustrations, and (c) non-reciprocal frustrations.
The bottom panel schematically describes their typical orbits in phase space. Here, for clarity of the figure, we have regarded
the orbits that are identical up to global rotation (which trivially exist due to global rotation symmetry) as the same orbit.
(a) In frustration-free systems, since fixing the angle of one spin would determine all other spin configurations to minimize the
energy of the system, the ground state is unique up to global symmetry. As a result, the system converges into a unique fixed
point (red point). (b) Geometrically frustrated systems, on the other hand, often exhibit accidentally degenerate ground states
because of the existence of underconstrained degrees of freedom. These degenerate ground states correspond to marginal fixed
points in the language of dynamical systems (blue line). (c) In non-reciprocally frustrated systems with perfect non-reciprocity
Jij = −Jji, the spins start a chase-and-runaway motion that corresponds to marginal orbits arising due to Liouville’s theorem
(Eq. (3)). These can be regarded as the dynamical counterpart of the ground state accidental degeneracy of geometrically
frustrated systems.

As a result, the system is driven towards the (local) min-
imum of the potential V .

Frustration-free systems are systems that have ground
states that minimize the potential V of Eq. (2) term by
term [1] (Fig. 1(a)). Since fixing one spin angle deter-
mines all other configurations, these systems only have
a ground state (or a fixed point, in the language of dy-
namical systems) degeneracy that is trivially due to the
rotation symmetry of the dynamical system. In contrast,
in geometrically frustrated systems (Fig. 1(b)), there are
no configurations that simultaneously minimize all the
interaction terms [1]. This situation often yields acciden-
tal degeneracy of ground states that do not stem from
their underlying symmetry [2]. Which ground state (or
marginal fixed point) the system ultimately converges to
depends on its initial condition.

We show below that a dynamical counterpart of
these accidental degeneracy arises generically in non-
reciprocally coupled systems Jij 6= Jji, or more specifi-
cally, in systems with anti-symmetric coupling Jij = −Jji
(which we refer to below as ‘perfectly non-reciprocal ’). In
this situation, the distribution function ρ(θ) is found to
stay constant along any trajectory (See Methods for the
proof and generalizations to more general models.),

dρ

dt
=
∂ρ

∂t
+
∑
i

∂ρ

∂θi
θ̇i = 0, (3)

in a similar manner to Liouville’s theorem of Hamilto-

nian systems. (See Ref. [31] for a similar relation known
in the context of game theories.) The conservation of
phase volume dV = ρ

∏
i dθi of Eq. (3) means that the

dynamics are dissipationless and the sum of all Lyapunov

exponents is zero
∑N
i=1 λi = 0. In the absence of chaos

λi ≤ 0, this makes all Lyapunov exponents vanish λi = 0,
which, generically, implies the emergence of marginal or-
bits described schematically in Fig. 1(c). Which orbit the
system actually takes depends on the initial condition, in
an identical situation to the geometrically frustrated case
with accidental degeneracy.

We interpret these as the emergence of “accidental de-
generacy” caused by non-reciprocal frustrations. This
degeneracy is accidental, in the sense that it is not orig-
inated from the global symmetry or topology of the
dynamical system (Eq. (1)), in direct analogy to that
of geometrical frustrations. The difference lies both in
its physical origin and the consequence: in the non-
reciprocal (geometrical) frustration case, the degeneracy
comes from Liouville’s theorem (underconstrained de-
grees of freedom [2, 5, 6]) and the resulting marginal or-
bits are typically time-dependent (marginal fixed points).

Take an N = 2 perfectly non-reciprocal system J12 =
−J21 = J− as the simplest example [28, 32]. One can
readily find an analytical solution to the center-of-mass
angle Θ = (θ1 + θ2)/2 and the difference ∆θ = θ1 − θ2
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Figure 2. Marginal orbits in perfectly non-reciprocal
three spin system. We set J12 = −J21 = 3, J23 = −J32 =
−1, J31 = −J13 = 2.

for a given initial condition θi=1,2(t = 0) as

Θ(t) = −J−t sin[∆θ(0)], ∆θ(t) = ∆θ(0). (4)

As expected, the system exhibits marginal periodic or-
bits, where the speed and direction of the drift of the
center-of-mass angle Θ are determined by the initial con-
dition. The numerical solution for N = 3 is depicted
in Fig. 2 as another example, where we similarly find
marginal periodic orbits.

Accidental degeneracy is usually associated with fine-
tuning of parameters. Here, in the non-reciprocal frustra-
tion case, the emergence of marginal orbits relies on the
fine-tuning of the coupling to be perfectly non-reciprocal
Jij = −Jji. Once the coupling strength deviates from
this limit, the marginal orbits would generically turn into
(un)stable orbits, corresponding to the ‘lifting’ of degen-
eracy. This situation is in parallel to the geometrical
frustration case where the degeneracy is contingent on
the coupling strength being identical Jij = J [2].

II. TIME CRYSTALLINE
ORDER-BY-DISORDER PHENOMENA

Having established that non-reciprocal interaction
gives an alternative route from geometrical frustrations
to generate “accidental degeneracy” (marginal orbits),
we ask below how they affect the many-body properties
of the system. In geometrically frustrated systems, a
paradigmatic example of a phenomenon emerging from
such accidental degeneracy is the OBDP [3–7]. As the
degeneracy generated by frustration is not protected by
symmetry nor topology, it is fragile, not only against ex-
ternal perturbations but also against disorders such as
thermal noise or weak random potential. As a result,
the degeneracy often gets lifted and ends up, perhaps
counter-intuitively, in a more ordered state than that of
the clean system. This is known as the OBDP.

We show below that an analogous phenomenon arises
in the non-reciprocally frustrated many-body systems as
well, with the peculiarity that the emerging ordered state

is typically time-periodic, a.k.a. the time crystals [33,
34]. To set up the stage, consider a system where the
spins are grouped into a few communities (labeled by
a, b = A,B,C,...) that each consist of Na spins and are
now subject to stochastic noise ηai ,

θ̇ai = −
∑
b

jab
Nb

Nb∑
j=1

sin
(
θai − θbj

)
+ ηai , (5)

where 〈ηai (t)〉 = 0,
〈
ηai (t)ηbj(t

′)
〉

= σδabδijδ(t − t′).
For simplicity, we have restricted ourselves to the case
with all-to-all coupling but this assumption should not
be crucial. We consider the case where the intra-
community couplings are ferromagnetic jaa > 0, while
the inter-community couplings may be non-reciprocal
jab 6= jba(a 6= b). The former causes the intra-community
spins to order ferromagnetically at sufficiently weak noise
strength, which is characterized by the order parameter

ψa(t) = (1/Na)
∑Na
i=1 e

iθai (t) = ra(t)eiφa(t) [35].
In the absence of noise σ = 0, all spins in the same com-

munity would eventually align (θai = φa) to give perfect
magnetization ra = 1. As a result, the spins in the same
community will collectively behave as a macroscopic ob-
ject that follows the same dynamics as Eq. (1),

φ̇a(t) = −
∑
b

jab sin(φa(t)− φb(t)). (6)

Therefore, as shown in the previous section, these macro-
scopic angles φa(t) exhibit marginal, “accidentally degen-
erate” orbits when the inter-community couplings jab are
chosen to have geometrical or non-reciprocal frustration.
For example, in a geometrically frustrated system con-
sisting of four communities (a, b = A,B,C,D) that in-
teracts antiferromagnetically jab < 0(a 6= b) (Fig. 3(a)),
the system relaxes to the accidentally degenerate ground
states parameterized by a relative angle α illustrated
in the inset of Fig. 3(a) (See Ref. [5, 6] and Meth-
ods). Similarly, systems with non-reciprocal frustrations
with jab = −jba exhibit time-dependent, marginal orbits
φ(t) = (φA(t), φB(t), · · · ). (See Fig. 3(b).)

Below, we show that this “accidental degeneracy”
generically gets “lifted” by the stochastic noise, irrespec-
tive of whether it originated from geometrical or non-
reciprocal frustrations. In the presence of noise, θai fluc-
tuates around the macroscopic spin angle φa. At suf-
ficiently weak noise strength, the distribution of δθai =
θai − φa takes a Gaussian distribution (See Methods)

ρai (t, δθai ;φ(t)) =
1√

πwa(t;φ(t))
e−(δθ

a
i )

2/w2
a(t;φ(t)) (7)

with its width wa given by,

w2
a(t;φ(t)) = σ

∫ t

0

dτe−2
∫ t
τ
dτ ′ ∑

b jab cos(φa(τ
′)−φb(τ ′))

for an initial condition with a perfectly magnetized state
δθai (t = 0) = 0. Crucially, the width wa(φ) of the fluctu-
ations depends on which orbit φ(t) (among the “acciden-
tally degenerate” orbits) the system happened to take, in
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Figure 3. Time crystalline order-by-disorder phenomena induced by non-reciprocal frustration. (a),(b) “Ac-
cidental degeneracy” of orbits in (a) geometrically and (b) non-reciprocally frustrated multi-community many-body systems.
The large arrows represent the macroscopic angles φa that are composed of a macroscopic number of spins represented by
smaller solid arrows. A geometrically frustrated four-community system illustrated in (a) exhibits an accidental degeneracy
parameterized by a relative angle α. Similarly, a non-reciprocally frustrated two-community system illustrated in (b) exhibits
marginal orbits parameterized by a relative angle ∆φ. These degeneracies are shown to get lifted by introducing disorder
to the system. (c)-(e) Order-by-disorder phenomena in a non-reciprocally interacting two-community stochastic XY-model
(Eq. (5)). (c) The phase difference ∆φ dynamics. The solid (thin) line represents the dynamics in the presence (absence)
of noise. (d) The time dependence of effective coupling strength j?ab(φ) (Eq. (9)). (e) Time evolution of φA, φB. In (c)-
(e), we set jAA = jBB = 3, jAB = −jBA = 1, the noise strength σ = 1.5, and the number of spins NA = NB = 2000
The system “selects” ∆φ∗ = ±π/2 that satisfies j?AB(∆φ∗) = −j?BA(∆φ∗) to give rise to the chiral phase, all in agreement
with our analytical analysis in the main text. (f) Order-by-disorder phenomena in a non-reciprocally coupled three commu-
nity system with random torque (Eq. (13)). The phase difference φa − φb dynamics are computed using the Ott-Antonsen
ansatz [36, 37] (Eq. (44) in Methods). Solid (thin) lines represent the trajectories for different initial conditions in the pres-
ence (absence) of random torque, where one can see that certain orbits are “selected” by disorder. We set the coupling
jAA = jBB = jCC = 4, jAB = −jBA = 3, jBC = −jCB = −1, jCA = −jAC = 2, the torque distribution width ∆ = 0.1.

stark contrast to degeneracy arising from global symme-
try. As a result, macroscopic angle dynamics (Methods),

φ̇a(t) = −
∑
b

j?ab(φ(t)) sin(φa(t)− φb(t)) + η̄a(t), (8)

are now governed by φ-dependent, renormalized coupling

j?ab(φ(t)) = jab
rb(φ(t))

ra(φ(t))

〈
cos2 δθai

〉
φ(t)

, (9)

where 〈h(δθai )〉φ(t) =
∫
dθai ρ

a
i (t, δθai ;φ(t))h(δθai ). Here,

we have assumed that the system self-averages,

〈h(δθai )〉φ(t) = (1/Na)
∑Na
i=1 h(δθai (t)). In Eq. (9), η̄a ≈

(1/Na)
∑Na
i=1 η

a
i is the effective noise for the macro-

scopic angle that obeys 〈η̄a〉 = 0 and 〈η̄a(t)η̄b(t
′)〉 ≈

(σ/Na)δabδ(t − t′). As a result of φa(t) being a macro-
scopic quantity, the noise strength vanishes as one takes
the thermodynamic limit Na →∞.

First consider the geometrically frustrated system in-
troduced above that has an accidentally degenerate
ground state manifold parameterized by an angle α (Fig.
3(a)). In this situation, the effective coupling turns out
to be φ-independent j?ab(φ(α)) = j? < 0 on this manifold
(Methods). Therefore, this many-body problem maps
to that of a four-spin system on a tetrahedron lattice,
but importantly, at a very low but finite temperature
T ∼ σ/Na → 0+ > 0. As pointed out in Ref. [6], under
such stochasticity, the probability to realize the angle α is
found to be overwhelmingly concentrated to the collinear
configuration α∗ = 0, π, giving rise to an OBDP.

A similar “orbit selection” takes place in non-
reciprocally frustrated systems as well (Fig. 3(b)). In
this regard, recall that the marginal orbits in these sys-
tems are contingent on the perfect non-reciprocity, jab =
−jba. As the distribution of fluctuations ρai (δθai ;φ) typi-
cally differs from community to community, Eq. (9) tells
us that the perfect non-reciprocity condition is generi-
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cally no longer satisfied for the effective couplings (i.e.
j?ab(φ) 6= j?ba(φ)) and therefore, the degeneracy of the
marginal orbits would get “lifted”.

To be explicit, let us consider the case of two com-
munities a = A,B that are non-reciprocally coupled
(jAB 6= jBA). This model was studied in Ref. [28]
and was shown to exhibit a non-reciprocal phase tran-
sition [28, 38–41] from a static phase to a chiral phase,
i.e. a phase where φa drifts at a constant speed, by
spontaneously breaking parity. Interestingly, increasing
the noise strength was found to enhance the parameter
regime of the chiral phase despite being a more ordered
state than a static phase, which is reminiscent of OBDP.
(See Figs. 2(b) and (c) in Ref. [28] and Figs. S11 and
S13 in their Supplementary Information.)

Here we argue that those properties can indeed be nat-
urally understood from the perspective of OBDP. From
Eq. (8), the phase difference ∆φ = φA − φB and the
center-of-mass phase Φ = (φA + φB)/2 follows,

∆φ̇ = −(j?AB(∆φ) + j?BA(∆φ)) sin ∆φ (10)

Φ̇ = −j
?
AB(∆φ)− j?BA(∆φ)

2
sin ∆φ. (11)

In contrast to the deterministic case (Eq. (6)) where
∆φ(t) = ∆φ(0) is initial state-dependent in the perfectly
non-reciprocal case jAB = −jBA = j−, in the presence
of noise σ > 0, Eq. (10) exhibits stable fixed points
due to the φ-dependent renormalized couplings j?ab(φ);
the “orbit selection” occurs. For example, when we set
jAA = jBB = j0 (taken to be j0 > |j−| to ensure stability
w2
a > 0), Eq. (10) reads (Methods)

∆φ̇ '
j0j

2
−σ

2

2

cos ∆φ

(j20 − j2− cos2 ∆φ)2
sin ∆φ, (12)

which has stable fixed points at ∆φ∗ ' ±π/2 (Fig. 3(c))
corresponding to the state satisfying j?AB(∆φ∗) =
−j?BA(∆φ∗) (See Eq. (10) and Fig. 3(d)). The result-
ing phase is a time-dependent chiral phase [28], where the
center-of-mass phase Φ drifts according to Φ∗(t) ' ∓j−t,
indicating a chiral motion of the phases φa (Fig. 3(e)).
This phenomenon can be regarded as an instance of
OBDP associated with a time-crystalline order. (Note
that there are cases where the system converges to a state
without time-crystalline order; in Methods, we show both
analytically and numerically that systems with jAA �
jBB or jAA � jBB “select” a static state.)

So far, we have been restricting ourselves to systems
with two communities under stochastic noise. However,
the underlying mechanism of OBDP is not restricted to
such a specific case. In Fig. 3(f), we show the macroscopic
angle dynamics of a non-reciprocal three-community sys-
tem with a random torque ωai (a, b = A,B,C) dis-
tributed in a Lorentz distribution function pa(ωai ) =
(∆/π)/[(ωai )2 + ∆2] as a source of disorder (similarly
to the Kuramoto model [28, 35, 42], see Methods and

Ji
R

Ji
L

ii-1 i+1 i+2

...
Ji-1
R

Ji-1
L

Ji-2
R

Ji-2
L

Ji+1
R

Ji+1
L

Ji+2
R

Ji+2
L

...

Figure 4. One-dimensional spin chain with random
asymmetric nearest-neighbor coupling.

Refs. [36, 37].),

θ̇ai = ωai −
∑
b

jab
Nb

Nb∑
j=1

sin
(
θai − θbj

)
. (13)

As seen, among the marginal orbits in the absence of
disorder ∆ = 0 of Fig. 2 (and the thin line of Fig. 3(f)),
certain orbits are “selected” to be stable (solid lines in
Fig. 3(f)), signaling the occurrence of OBDP.

III. NON-RECIPROCITY INDUCED GLASSY
DYNAMICS

Another striking phenomenon arising from frustration
is the emergence of spin glasses [8–14], which occurs ubiq-
uitously in geometrically frustrated systems with random
interactions. In such a situation, a macroscopic number
of fixed points and saddle points are generated to make
the potential energy landscape V bumpy. This makes
it extremely difficult for the system to find its global
minimum, resulting in slow dynamics characterized by a
power law decay (or slower [14]) of time correlation func-
tions and the aging phenomena [11, 12, 14] associated
with no long-ranged spatial order.

A natural question is whether such glassy state are
generated by non-reciprocal frustrations. It is tempting
to expect the negative, as they induce the chase-and-
runaway dynamics that may cause the glass to melt. In-
deed, there are a number of works that support this view
[20, 23, 43–45] including the works in the context of neu-
ral [23, 44, 45] and ecological systems [20]. However, the
above studies analyzed (mostly all-to-all coupled) mod-
els that already contain geometrical frustrations in the
reciprocal limit, making it unclear what the exact role of
non-reciprocal frustrations was.

To unambiguously study the effect of non-reciprocal
frustrations alone, it is important for us to consider
models that have no geometrical frustrations in the re-
ciprocal limit. For this purpose, we consider a one-
dimensional XY spin chain that follows Eq. (1) that
consists of N spins with nearest-neighbor interaction
Jij = JR

i δi+1,j +JL
i δi,j+1 in an open boundary condition

(Fig. 4), with J
L/R
i being randomly distributed according

to

p(J
L/R
i ) ∝

{
e−(J

L/R
i )2/(2σ2

J ) |JL/R
i | ≥ Jc

0 |JL/R
i | < Jc

(14)
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Figure 5. Domain wall annihilation dynamics in reciprocal one-dimensional random spin chain. The reciprocal
coupling JR

i = JL
i (Jij = Jji) case. As shown in the bottom-left panel, the ground state configuration of the reciprocally

coupled spin chain (where the signs represent the sign of the reciprocal coupling at each bond) exhibits nematic order that
is unique up to global rotation, implying the absence of geometrical frustrations. (a) Typical trajectory of (nematic) angles
ϕi = θi(mod π). We set N = 29 = 512 and the initial condition were taken randomly from a uniform distribution θi = [0, 2π).
(b) Spatial correlation function Cx(x, t). (c) Time correlation function Ct(tw + t, tw). In panels (b) and (c), we have averaged
over 400 trajectories of random initial conditions and configurations of coupling strengths and have set N = 210 = 1024. The
domain wall annihilation dynamics of this one-dimensional chain give rise to slow relaxation (that shows aging phenomena)
towards a long-ranged nematically ordered state.

Here, we have introduced a cutoff Jc (which we set Jc =
0.1σJ throughout) to avoid the coupling from completely
vanishing.

This model has a crucial advantage in that no geomet-
rical frustrations exist in the reciprocal limit JR

i = JL
i ,

and therefore, frustration can only arise through non-
reciprocal interactions. This can be seen from the fact
that the ground state configuration of the reciprocal sys-
tem is uniquely determined once one fixes one of the
spins (Fig. 5 bottom-left panel). Since reciprocal cou-
pling favors either alignment or anti-alignment of spins,
the ground state in the reciprocal limit exhibit a ne-
matic order characterized by a complex order parameter

ψ2 = (1/N)
∑N
i=1 e

2iθi .

Figure 5(a) shows a typical trajectory of ϕi =
θi(mod π) [which regards the angles of the arrow point-
ing to opposite directions as being identical, thus mak-
ing it useful to measure nematicity] in the reciprocal
case, JR

i = JL
i (which gives Jij = Jji). As seen, the

dynamics are governed by the annihilation dynamics of
the initially created (nematic) domain walls (Figs. 5(b))
towards the nematic long-range ordered state. This is
captured in the spatial correlation function Cx(x, t) =

∣∣(1/(N − x))
∑N−x
j=1 ψ2,j+x(t)ψ∗2,j(t)

∣∣ that is converging

towards the long-ranged ordered state Cx(x, t→∞)→ 1
(Fig. 5(c)). Here, ψ2,i(t) = e2iθi(t) is a complex repre-

sentation of nematic direction at site i, and (· · · ) rep-
resents the average over random initial conditions, with
a different configuration of Jij taken for each run. Since
this process occurs very slowly, the time correlation func-

tion Ct(tw + t, tw) =
∣∣(1/N)

∑N
i=1 δψ2,i(tw + t)δψ∗2,i(tw)

∣∣
(where δψ2,i(t) = ψ2,i(t) − ψ2(t)) exhibits an aging be-
havior, i.e., the feature that the system takes more time
to decorrelate as the waiting time proceeds (Fig. 5(d)).

Now let us turn to the non-reciprocal case Jij 6= Jji,
where the couplings JR

i and JL
i are being sampled in-

dependently. In this case, as seen in Fig. 6(a), we ob-
serve the formation of domains that are locally nemat-
ically ordered, in which many of them are almost time
periodic (see e.g., i = 230 in Fig. 6(b)) but others seem
to be interrupted (i = 233) by the nearby chaotic domain
(i = 236). These behaviors are vastly different from the
reciprocal case of Fig. 5(a) dominated by domain wall
annihilation dynamics.

Figures 6(c) and (d) show the spatial and time cor-
relation function of this asymmetric spin chain, respec-
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Figure 6. Non-reciprocal frustration induced spin-glass-like state in an asymmetric random spin chain. The
asymmetric coupling case (Jij 6= Jji), where the coupling to the left JL

i and the right JR
i are sampled independently. (a),(b)

Typical trajectory of (nematic) angles ϕi = θi(mod π) of a one-dimensional random non-reciprocal spin chain. Here, we
have set N = 29 = 512 and the initial condition were taken randomly from a uniform distribution θi = [0, 2π). (c) Line-cut
data of the trajectory at site i = 230, 233, 236 of (b). (c) Spatial correlation function Cx(x, t). (d) Time correlation function
Ct(tw + t, tw). Note that both axes are plotted on a logarithmic scale. In panels (c) and (d), we have averaged over 500 and
400 trajectories, respectively (400 trajectories for t = 3.2×104, 6.4×104, 105 in (c)) and have set N = 210 = 1024. This system
exhibits slow dynamics characterized by power-law decay and aging phenomena associated with a short-ranged correlation.
This is reminiscent of a spin glass, where the latter property is in stark contrast to the nematically ordered state seen in the
reciprocal case.

tively. Strikingly, the time correlation function exhibits
a power-law decay Ct(tw + t, tw) ∼ t−α at large t with a
clear sign of aging, while the state is converging towards a
short-ranged correlated state Cx(x, t) ∼ e−|x|/ξ, in stark
contrast to the reciprocal case. These features are rem-
iniscent of a spin glass, except that the time correlation
function does not seem to converge to a finite value at
t → ∞ [8] (at least up to σJ t = 106), implying that the
state does not seem to freeze to a static state.

We remark that a similar slow decay has been ob-
served in one-dimensional coupled logistic maps in their
discrete-time evolution, as pioneered by Kaneko [46, 47].
In his model, each site is itself a logistic map that exhibits
bifurcations to limit cycles or chaos, and these sites are
coupled with their neighboring sites. At a phenomeno-
logical level, we observe interesting similarities between
our model and Kaneko’s model: in the former, by re-
garding each domain seen in Fig. 6(a) as a chaotic or
periodic element, each element seems to be attempting
to align with the nearby domains, somewhat analogous
to the latter situation. However, there are also clear dif-
ferences, e.g., the randomness is explicitly encoded in

the former from random coupling (similarly to the origi-
nal spin glass problem) while they are generated sponta-
neously from chaos in the latter. The connection between
the two models deserves further investigation.

We have shown that non-reciprocal interaction induce
frustration that gives rise to similar phenomena to those
occurring in geometrically frustrated systems, offering
an unexpected bridge between complex magnetic ma-
terials and non-reciprocal systems. Future works will
explore systems with macroscopic number of degener-
acy [48] analogous to classical spin liquids [2, 5, 6] and
possible extension to open quantum many-body systems
[30, 49].

Methods
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LIOUVILLE-TYPE THEOREM FOR PERFECTLY
NON-RECIPROCAL SYSTEMS

Here we provide the proof for the Liouville-type theo-
rem, Eq. (3) in the main text for the XY-model

θ̇i = −
∑
j

Jij sin(θi − θj). (15)

We also provide its generalization to more general non-
reciprocal models. The continuity equation of the distri-
bution function ρ for the XY-model (Eq. (15)) is given
by

∂ρ

∂t
= −

∑
i

∂(ρθ̇i)

∂θi
= −

∑
i

[ ∂ρ
∂θi

θ̇i + ρ
∂θ̇i
∂θi

]
. (16)

In a perfectly non-reciprocal case Jij = −Jji, the second
term of Eq. (16) can be shown to vanish as,

ρ
∑
i

∂θ̇i
∂θi

= ρ
∑
ij

[
Jij cos(θi − θj)

]
= 0, (17)

where in the last equality, we have used the property that
Jij is anti-symmetric and cos(θi − θj) is symmetric. This
gives

dρ

dt
=
∂ρ

∂t
+
∑
i

∂ρ

∂θi
θ̇i = 0, (18)

proving the Liouville-type theorem.
In the above proof, note how we have only used the

property that the derivative of the right-hand side of the
dynamical system Eq. (15) is anti-symmetric. This sug-
gests that the Liouville-type theorem

dρ

dt
=
∂ρ

∂t
+
∑
i

∂ρ

∂xi
ẋi, (19)

holds whenever the dynamical system composed of two-
body interactions is given by the form

ẋi =
∑
j

φij(xi, xj) (20)

with ∂φij/∂xi being odd under the exchange of the label
i and j. For example, the Heisenberg spin systems Si =
(Sxi , S

y
i , S

z
i ) (with |Si|2 = 1) that is described by the

Landau-Lifshitz equation [50],

Ṡi = −
N∑
j=1

Jij [Si × Sj + αSi × (Si × Sj)] (21)

obeys the Liouville-type theorem

dρ

dt
=
∂ρ

∂t
+

N∑
i=1

∑
µ=x,y,z

∂ρ

∂Sµi
Ṡµi (22)

when the coupling is anti-symmetric Jij = −Jji.

ORDER-BY-DISORDER PHENOMENA IN
ALL-TO-ALL COUPLED XY-MODEL

We provide here the details of the analysis of order-
by-disorder phenomena (OBDP) occurring in both geo-
metrically and non-reciprocally frustrated systems. For
concreteness, we consider the dynamics of the all-to-
all coupled XY-model grouped into a few communities
a = A,B,C, ..., following the Langevin equation,

θ̇ai = −
∑
b

jab
Nb

Nb∑
j=1

sin
(
θai − θbj

)
+ ηai , (23)

where 〈ηai (t)〉 = 0,
〈
ηai (t)ηbj(t

′)
〉

= σδabδijδ(t − t′). The
all-to-all coupled nature allows us to rewrite Eq. (23) in
a single spin picture,

θ̇ai = −
∑
b

jabrb sin(θai − φb) + ηai , (24)

by introducing the order parameter ψa =

(1/Na)
∑Na
i eiθ

a
i = rae

iφa .
As emphasized in the main text, when the inter-

community coupling is taken to be geometrically/non-
reciprocally frustrated, the order parameter dynamics
can take different orbits φ(t) = (φA(t), φB(t), ...) depend-
ing on their initial condition in the absence of stochastic-
ity. We will show below that this “accidental degeneracy”
of orbits is generically lifted by the presence of noise.

To proceed, we consider the dynamics of fluctuations
δθai = θai − φa caused by noise. Assuming weak noise
strength, we linearize the stochastic equation of motion
as

δθ̇ai ≈ −
∑
b

jab cos(φa(t)− φb(t))δθai + ηai . (25)

As Eq. (25) is linear, the probability distribution function
ρai (δθai ) can be computed analytically as [51, 52],

ρai (t, δθai ;φ(t)) =
1√

πwa(t;φ(t))
e−(δθ

a
i )

2/w2
a(t;φ(t))(26)

with its width wa given by,

w2
a(t;φ(t)) = σ

∫ t

0

dτe−2
∫ t
τ
dτ ′ ∑

b jab cos(φa(τ
′)−φb(τ ′))

when an initial condition is a perfectly magnetized state,
δθai (t = 0) = 0. Especially in the case where ∆φab =
φa−φb converges to a constant value, which occurs, e.g.,
in a geometrically frustrated system and two-community
perfectly non-reciprocal system, the steady-state distri-
bution has the width [53]

w2
a(t→∞, φ) =

σ∑
b jab cos ∆φab

. (27)

Let us now write down the order parameter dynamics
that are affected by the above fluctuations induced by
noise. From

ψ̇a = (ṙa + raiφ̇a)eiφa =
i

Na

Na∑
i=1

θ̇ai e
iθai , (28)
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one obtains,

φ̇a = −
∑
b

jab
Nb

Nb∑
i=1

rb
ra

sin(θai − φb) cos(θai − φa) + η̄a

= −
∑
b

j?ab(φ(t)) sin(φa − φb) + η̄a (29)

that is governed by the renormalized couplings,

j?ab(φ(t)) = jab
rb(φ(t))

ra(φ(t))

〈
cos2 δθai

〉
φ(t)

, (30)

which are, crucially, φ-dependent. Here, the effec-
tive noise for the macroscopic angle φa is given by

η̄a = 1/(raNa)
∑Na
i=1 η

i
a cos δθai ≈ (1/Na)

∑Na
i=1 η

a
i that

follows 〈η̄a〉 ≈ 0, 〈η̄a(t)η̄b(t
′)〉 ≈ (σ/Na)δabδ(t −

t′), and 〈h(δθai )〉φ(t) =
∫
dθai ρ

a
i (t, δθai ;φ(t))h(δθai ) is

the noise average. In the second line, we have as-
sumed that the system self-averages, i.e., 〈h(δθai )〉φ(t) =

(1/Na)
∑Na
i=1 h(δθai (t)) and used the property ρai (δθai ) =

ρai (−δθai ). As one sees by comparing with the determin-
istic case (Eq. (6) in the main text), we find that the bare
couplings jab has been replaced by the renormalized, φ-
dependent coupling j?ab(φ). We further proceed for latter
use by expanding Eq. (29) in terms of δθai , giving

j?ab(φ(t)) = jab

〈
cos δθbi

〉
φ(t)

〈cos δθai 〉φ(t)

〈
cos2 δθai

〉
φ(t)

' jab
1− 1

2!

〈
(δθbi )

2
〉
φ

+ 1
4!

〈
(δθbi )

4
〉
φ

1− 1
2! 〈(δθ

a
i )2〉φ + 1

4! 〈(δθ
a
i )4〉φ

×
[
1−

〈
(δθai )2

〉
φ

+
1

3

〈
(δθai )4

〉
φ

]
' jab

[
1− 1

4
(w2

a(φ) + w2
b (φ))

+
1

32
(5w4

a(φ) + 2w2
a(φ)w2

b (φ) + w4
b (φ))

]
. (31)

Here, we have used the relation ra(φ) = 〈cos δθai 〉φ in the
first line, expanded in terms of δθai in the second, and
the Gaussian integral〈

(δθa)2
〉
φ

=
w2
a(φ)

2
,

〈
(δθa)4

〉
φ

=
3w4

a(φ)

4
, (32)

in the third.
Below, we will show that Eq. (29) generically exhibit an

OBDP in both geometrically and non-reciprocally frus-
trated frustrations.

A. Geometrically frustrated case: communities on
a tetrahedron lattice

Consider first a geometrically frustrated system that
is composed of four communities, which is all-to-all an-
tiferromagnetically coupled jab = j < 0 (Fig. 3(a) in
the main text ). We set the intra-community ferromag-
netic coupling strength to be identical jaa = j0 > 0 with

a, b = A,B,C,D, for simplicity. In the absence of noise,
the system is driven towards its potential energy mini-
mum that are accidentally degenerate because of the geo-
metrical frustrations. To see this, define Sa = (Sxa , S

y
a) =

(cosφa, sinφa) and observe that [2, 5, 6]

V (φ) = −j
∑
ab

Sa · Sb = −j
(∑

a

Sa

)2
+ const. (33)

The ground state is given by the configuration that makes∑
a Sa vanish (Note that j < 0). As illustrated in Fig.

3(a) in the main text, for the case considered here, the
(accidentally degenerate) ground states are parameter-
ized by an angle α and β as

φA = β, φB = π + β, φC = α+ β, φD = α+ π + β,

(34)

where the angle β parameterize the degeneracy trivially
arising from the rotation symmetry, while α parameterize
the accidental degeneracy arising from geometrical frus-
tration. The labels of the communities can be permuted.

Now, in the presence of noise (σ > 0), the width is
given by (see Eq. (27)),

w2
a(φ) =

σ

j0 − j(cosπ + cosα+ cos(α+ π))

=
σ

j0 + |j|
(35)

which is independent of the configuration α and are iden-
tical for all communities. As a result, from Eq. (31),
one finds that j?ab(φ) = j? = const. on the ground
state manifold, giving the macroscopic angle dynamics,
(a, b = A,B,C,D)

φ̇a = j?
∑
b(6=a)

sin(φb − φa) + η̄a. (36)

Since this system obeys the fluctuation-dissipation theo-
rem [53], the system is mapped to a problem of four spins
at very low but finite temperature T ∼ σ/Na. As done
in Ref. [6] Sec. IV, the distribution function for realizing
the angle α in such systems can be computed as,

ρ(α) ∝ 1

| sinα|
, (37)

in the regime sin2 α � σ/(Naj
?) → 0. This shows that

the probability distribution is overwhelmingly concen-
trated to a collinear configuration α∗ = 0 or α∗ = π.
This occurs because, while the energy in generic con-
figuration varies quadratically in displacement from the
ground state configuration, there exists a special direc-
tion of displacement around the collinear configuration
α = 0, π that the energy varies quartically [6]. This is
nothing but an OBDP.
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Extended Data Fig. 1. Time-crystalline order by disorder phenomena with different intra-community coupling
strength. The intra-community coupling strength is set to (a)-(c) jAA = jBB = 3, (d)-(f) jAA = 5, jBB = 2, (g)-(i) jAA =
2, jBB = 5. (a),(d),(g) Phase difference ∆φ dynamics, where solid (thin) line represents the dynamics in the presence (absence) of
noise. (b),(e),(h) Effective coupling j?ab(φ). (c),(f),(i) Phase φa dynamics. While in (a)-(c), the chiral phase with ∆φ∗ = ±π/2
that satisfies j?AB(∆φ∗) = −j?BA(∆φ∗) is “selected”, in (d)-(f) [(g)-(i)], as the effective coupling j?BA(∆φ)[j?AB(∆φ)] is more
strongly renormalized than j?AB(∆φ)[j?BA(∆φ)], one always finds j?AB(∆φ) < −j?BA(∆φ) [j?AB(∆φ) > −j?BA(∆φ) ] that stabilizes
the anti-aligned [aligned] phase characterized by the phase difference ∆φ∗ = π [∆φ∗ = 0]. These results are all consistent
with our analytical analysis (Eq. (38)). We set the noise strength σ = 1.5, the number of spins NA = NB = 2000, and the
inter-community coupling strength jAB = −jBA = 1.

B. Non-reciprocally frustrated case I:
two-community stochastic XY-model

We now turn to the non-reciprocally frustrated case.
We will focus here on a system consisting of two commu-
nities that are coupled perfectly non-reciprocally jAB =
−jBA = j−. From Eq. (29), the phase difference ∆φ and
the center-of-mass phase Φ = (φA + φB)/2 dynamics are
given by

∆φ̇ = −(j?AB(∆φ) + j?BA(∆φ)) sin ∆φ

' −j−
8

[w4
A(∆φ)− w4

B(∆φ)] sin ∆φ, (38)

Φ̇ = −j
?
AB(∆φ)− j?BA(∆φ)

2
sin ∆φ

' −j− sin ∆φ, (39)

with the width given by

w2
A(∆φ) =

σ

jAA + j− cos ∆φ
, (40)

w2
B(∆φ) =

σ

jBB − j− cos ∆φ
, (41)

where we have used Eq. (30) in the second line of both
Eqs. (38) and (39).

In the deterministic case σ = 0 (that has vanishing

width wA(∆φ) = wB(∆φ) = 0), one has ∆φ̇ = 0 for
arbitrary ∆φ and hence the orbit ∆φ(t) = ∆φ(0) depend
on their initial condition, corresponding to the dynamical
counterpart of accidentally degenerate ground states. In
contrast, in the presence of noise, the ∆φ-dependence
of the effective coupling now makes the ∆φ dynamics
of Eq. (38) to exhibit stable fixed points. This “orbit
selection” is the dynamical counterpart of the OBDP that
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arises in non-reciprocally frustrated systems.
In particular, there are two candidates for stable fixed

points: one is the phase difference satisfying sin ∆φ = 0,
or ∆φ = 0, π. This corresponds to the static phase, as
the center-of-mass phase Φ would be time independent.
The other is the phase difference that satisfies wA(∆φ) =
wB(∆φ), which is equivalent to j?AB(∆φ) = −jBA(∆φ).
This corresponds to the chiral phase [28] with a finite

drift speed Φ̇ 6= 0.
In the case with identical intra-community coupling

jAA = jBB = j0, the ∆φ-dynamics reads

∆φ̇ '
j0j

2
−σ

2

2

cos ∆φ

(j20 − j2− cos2 ∆φ)2
sin ∆φ, (42)

which has stable fixed points at ∆φ∗ = ±π/2 satisfy-
ing wA(∆φ∗) = wB(∆φ∗) cos ∆φ∗ = 0 or j?AB(∆φ) =
−jBA(∆φ); the chiral phase is stabilized. See Extended
Data Fig. 1(a) for numerical verification. (In this case,
∆φ = 0, π are unstable fixed points.)

On the other hand, when the the intra-community
coupling of community A(B) become large compared to
B(A), i.e., jAA � jBB(jAA � jBB), fluctuations of the
community A(B) get strongly suppressed to always give
w2

A < w2
B(w2

A > w2
B) for arbitrary φ (See Eqs. (40) and

(41).). As a result, the effective couplings cannot sat-
isfy the perfectly non-reciprocal condition necessary for
the emergence of the chiral phase anymore, where one
always has |j?AB(φ)| < |j?BA(φ)|(|j?AB(φ)| > |j?BA(φ)|) for
arbitrary ∆φ. This leads the system to select ∆φ∗ = π(0)

for j− > 0, corresponding to a static phase Φ̇∗(t) = 0. All
these features are demonstrated numerically in Extended
Data Figs. 1(b),(c).

C. Non-reciprocal frustration case II:
three-component non-reciprocal Kuramoto model

Adding stochastic noise is not the only way to intro-
duce disorder to the system: a random torque (or random
natural frequencies, in the context of synchronization)
can play a similar role. Known as the Kuramoto model
[35, 42] generalized to multiple species [28], such systems
are governed by

θ̇ai = ωai −
∑
b

jab
Nb

Nb∑
j=1

sin
(
θai − θbj

)
, (43)

where the distribution of natural frequency ωai of com-
munity a is given by the Lorentz distribution pa(ω) =
(∆/π)/(ω2 + ∆2). Fortunately, the order parameter dy-
namics of this system can be evaluated exactly by the
Ott-Antonsen ansatz [36, 37]

ψ̇a = −∆ψa +
1

2

∑
b

jab(ψb − ψ2
aψ
∗
b ). (44)

Figures 3(d),(e) in the main text are generated by simu-
lating Eq. (44), giving rise to the OBDP.
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