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We report on a realistic and rather general scheme where noncollinear magnetic textures prox-
imitized with the most common s-wave superconductor can appear as the alternative to p-wave
superconductor–the prime proposal to realize two-dimensional (2D) Kitaev model for topological
superconductors (TSCs) hosting Majorana flat edge mode (MFEM). A general minimal Hamiltonian
suitable for magnet/superconductor heterostructures reveals robust MFEM within the gap of Shiba
bands due to the emergence of an effective “px + py”-type p-wave pairing, spatially localized at the
edges of a 2D magnetic domain of spin-spiral. We finally verify this concept by considering Mn
(Cr) monolayer grown on a s-wave superconducting substrate, Nb(110) under strain (Nb(001)). In
both 2D cases, the antiferromagnetic spin-spiral solutions exhibit robust MFEM at certain domain
edges that is beyond the scope of the trivial extension of 1D spin-chain model in 2D. This approach,
particularly when the MFEM appears in the TSC phase for such heterostructure materials, offers a
perspective to extend the realm of the TSC in 2D.

Introduction.— A strong quest for topological su-
perconductors (TSCs) hosting Majorana zero-modes
(MZMs) [1–9] has been accumulating an immense in-
terest based on magnetic adatoms fabricated on top of
an s-wave superconductor (SC) substrate [10–32]. These
magnetic atoms in the presence of superconductivity
lead to the formation of Yu-Shiba-Rusinov (YSR)/Shiba
bands [10, 11, 33] inside the superconducting gap. The
mini gap created within such bands plays a pivotal role
in exhibiting topological MZMs [10, 11, 34–39] through
phase transitions, akin to the one-dimensional Kitaev
model (1D-KM) [1, 4]. Generally, the corresponding fea-
tures like the Shiba states and/or the MZMs are experi-
mentally detected [40–46] in an 1D spin-chain mimicking
a trail of magnetic impurities when grown on an s-wave
SC. It is essential to highlight that a transition from a 1D
finite ferromagnetic (FM) spin chain model with Rashba
SOC to its 2D counterpart (FM finite domain) reveals
fresh and unique phenomena: the TSC phase in 1D is
manifested through the emergence of MZMs [47, 48] while
a generalized “px + ipy”-type pairing governing 2D TSC
phase brings higher Chern numbers and dispersive chiral
Majorana edge modes [49, 50]. Preserving all essential
terms in those models, this dimensional extension in the
problem introduces unique and distinct physics beyond
the scope of its 1D counterpart. Therefore, moving to
2D-KM, the prime proposal turns out to be the p-wave
SCs and thus, there has been a growing consensus on re-
alizing p-wave SCs in materials despite its rarity so far.
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FIG. 1. The schematic setup of our model, a 2D square lat-
tice with SS state placed on the surface of an s-wave SC. Two
possible experimental schemes to probe MFEM: the momen-
tum space probe (e.g., ARPES), measures the spectral func-
tion as a signature of the MFEM and the real space probe
(e.g., STM), measures the spatial distribution of the MFEM
at edges, see the corresponding right images.

A distinct signature of such TSCs is non-dispersive Ma-
jorana flat edge modes (MFEMs) localized at edges of a
2D domain, can be probed experimentally using scanning
tunnelling microscopy (STM) and angle resolved photo
emission spectroscopy (ARPES) .

Recently, theoretical proposals for the 2D-KM with
topological gapless phase hosting MFEMs has been put
forward by employing (px+py)-SCs [51, 52]. A few al-
ternative schemes using inhomogeneous magnetic fields,
various magnetic orders etc were also explored to gen-
erate different p-wave pairing [53–55]. Although a for-
mal connection involving both model and real materials,
manifesting similar behavior has never been proposed in
this context. Hence, we can address the following in-
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triguing questions that have not been answered so far
to the best of our knowledge: (a) Can we architect and
identify magnetic heterostructures where the spin-spiral
(SS) solution in the presence of s-wave SC exhibits fea-
tures of 2D-KM? (b) Is it possible to derive an effective
continuum model consisting of an induced effective spin-
orbit coupling (SOC) and Zeeman field to describe such
system? (c) Finally and the most importantly, can we
identify prototype systems where the SS ground state ex-
hibits gapless TSC phase hosting MFEM within a lattice
model? By stabilizing the SS state in 2D films compris-
ing of 3d transition metal (TM) monolayer and s-wave
SC substrate may offer the most promising platform for
stabilizing the TSC phase in experiments.

In this letter, we first deal with the SS textures in 2D,
mimicking spatially varying magnetic impurities prox-
imitized with a s-wave SC. An effective (px + py)-SC
pairing is identified for the SS propagating along [110]
direction in a square domain, manifesting gapless TSC
phase. Note, the signature of the TSC phase i.e., the
nondispersive MFEMs cannot be obtained by straight-
forward generalization of 1D system [11]. The interplay
between the SS sate and s-wave SC in our minimal model
leads to the emergence of a distinctive “px+py” type SC
pairing, supporting the existence of a gapless topological
superconducting phase in 2D. At the end, the designed
TM/SC heterostructures must reveal SS ground state.
We design potential material candidates: one monolayer
of Mn and Cr on Nb(110) and Nb(001) SC substrates,
respectively. Experimentally observed in-gap YSR band
in Mn/Nb(110) [56] is well reproduced within our min-
imal model, owing to the proximity induced SC in the
antiferromagnetic (AFM) state. By looking other as-
pects of 2D noncollinear magnets [57–59], we apply uni-
form biaxial strain for engineering AFM-SS state as the
ground state in Mn/Nb(110). The AFM-SS within a lat-
tice model reveals TSC phase hosting MFEM. The TSC
phase is further observed in another example, unstrained
Cr/Nb(001). Hence, such real materials platform adds
significant merit to the problem we are dealing with.

Formulation of 2D Kitaev continuum model.— Within
a continuum model, we first propose a general route
to design 2D gapless TSC phase via engineering
SS textures, when proximitized with an s-wave SC.
The 2D model Hamiltonian for locally varying mag-
netic impurities reads in the Nambu spinor form,

Ψ(r)=
(
cr,↑, cr,↓, c

†
r,↓,−c†r,↑

)T
asH2D=

∫
drΨ†(r)H Ψ(r),

where cr,↑(↓) represents the quasiparticle annihilation op-
erator for the up (down) spin at r=(x, y). The first quan-
tized form of this Hamiltonian reads,

H =− 1

2
∇2τz − JS(r) · σ +∆0τx − µτz . (1)

For simplicity, we consider ℏ=1 and m=1. The Pauli ma-
trices σ and τ acts on the spin and particle-hole subspace,
respectively. J , ∆0 and µ denote the local exchange-
interaction strength between the magnetic impurity spin
and electrons in the SC, the s-wave order parameter and

the chemical potential, respectively. We assume the im-
purity spins to be classical and confined in the xy-plane
with magnitude |S|=1. Therefore, spin vector S(r) can
be locally described as S(r)=|S|

(
cos[ϕ(r)], sin[ϕ(r)], 0

)
with ϕ(r), the angle between two adjacent spins. By

a unitary transformation U=e−
i
2ϕ(r)σz , an effective low-

energy Hamiltonian H̃=U†HU in 2D becomes,

H̃=− 1

2

∑
ri=x,y

[
∇2

ri−
(
∂ϕ

∂ri

)2
−
(
i
∂ϕ

∂ri
∇ri+ i∇ri

∂ϕ

∂ri

)
σz

]
τz

−Jσx+∆0τx−µτz . (2)

Note, the similar mapping was reported for 1D spin chain
model in case of Majorana bound state solution [60].
Henceforth, we assume that the SS is propagating

along the diagonal of a square domain as depicted in
Fig. 1, effectively along [110] direction. The angle,
ϕ(r)=g · r=(gxx+ gyy), defines the angle between two
adjacent spins along the SS propagation direction where
gx and gy values control the SS period and propagation
direction. Generally, for |gx |̸=|gy|, one finds an asymmet-
ric spin textures where the SS propagates neither [110]

nor [11̄0] directions and the Hamiltonian H̃ in Eq. (2)
can be rewritten in the momentum space as

H̃(k)= ξk,gτz+
1
2g·k σzτz+Jσx+∆0τx , (3)

where, ξk,g=
1
2

(
k2+g2

)
−µ. The second term repre-

sents an effective SOC, resulting from the spin texture in
our model. Although, the nature of such SOC is quite
nontrivial as it originates from the spin texture, it can in-
terestingly show a gapless TSC phase in the presence of
Zeeman like field of strength J along the x-direction. We
obtain the spectrum for the Hamiltonian H̃(k) Eq. (3) as,

Er,s(k,g)=r
√

J2+∆2
0+ξ2k,g+

1
4k · g + sF (k,g); where,

r, s=± and F (k,g)=
√

[(k · g)2+4J2]2ξ2k,g+4J2∆2
0. Fol-

lowing the gap closing condition corresponding to the
two lowest energy bands, the critical value of J becomes

Jc(g)=
√
∆2

0+(µ−g2/2)
2
. The SS period now can be

manifested like T=π/|g|=π/
√

g2x+g2y [60]. Hence, in case

of |gx|=|gy|=g, the period turns out to be T=π/
√
2g.

Naively, the SS solution is governed by the RKKY-type
(Ruderman-Kittel-Kasuya-Yosida) exchange frustration
and if the period of SS is set by the Fermi momentum kF ,
then T=π/|g|=π/|kF | [12–14, 60]. In such case, the topo-
logical transition occurs at Jc=∆0 so that µ=|kF |2/2.
However, in real TM/SC systems, the SS solution is the
outcome of a complex interplay of material dependent
parameters: the exchange coupling constants, Jij ’s; the
Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya Interactions (DMIs), Dij ’s; and
the uniaxial magneto crystalline anisotropy, K.
The band structure of this system has been analyzed

using the lattice version of the Hamiltonian H̃(k) de-

fined as H̃L(k), see Eq. (S1) in the supplementary ma-
terials (SM), Section S1 [61]. We depict the bulk band
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FIG. 2. The bulk band structures of the Hamiltonian H̃L(k)
in the kx-ky plane is depicted for (a) the trivially gapped
SC phase, J < Jc (=1.6∆0), (b) the gap closing transition
point, J = Jc (=1.77∆0), and (c) the gapless TSC phase
hosting MFEM, J > Jc (=2.0∆0). (d) TDOS, ρ(E), is
shown as a function of E/∆0 for the above mentioned J val-
ues in the parenthesis. All remaining parameters take values:
gx=gy=π/2, µ=∆0 = t.

structure of H̃L(k) and the corresponding total density
of states (TDOS) ρ(E) in Fig. 2. The topological phase
transition occurs between a normal SC phase with a triv-
ial gap, Fig. 2(a) for J <Jc to the gapless TSC phase,
Fig. 2(c) for J>Jc via a gap closing phase, Fig. 2(b) at
J=Jc =1.77∆0. The topological characterization via ap-
propriate topological invariant (ν) is provided in the SM,
Section S1 [61]. The invariant ν changes from 0 to 1 and
hence, the system undergoes a transition from a trivial
gaped state (J<Jc) to a non-trivial (J>Jc) TSC phase.
This gapless phase displays graphene like semimetalic be-
havior [62, 63] where ρ(E) corresponding to the gapless
TSC phase (J >Jc) varies almost linearly with E, see
Fig. 2(d). The band structure illustrated in Fig. 2(c) re-
sembles that of the 2D-KM in the TSC phase, reported
recently in Refs. [51, 52]. There, the idea of 2D-KM host-
ing MFEM has been analytically formulated considering
(px + py)-SCs. Indeed, we derive an effective “px + py”
SC pairing [based on Eq. (3)] as a result of a domain of
SS states propagating along the [110] direction when it is
proximitized with an s-wave SC, see details in Section S6
in the SM [61]. Moreover, the inclusion of Rashba SOC
in our model and the extension to multi-orbitals [64, 65]
(see Section S7 in the SM [61]) do not significantly af-
fect the presence and characteristics of MFEMs. These
results seemingly ensure that the crucial prerequisite for
the TSC phase is the noncollinear SS state stabilized in
TM/SC systems.

In a slab geometry, we then calculate the spectral func-
tion, A(kx, ω) [66]. Fig. 3 shows the behavior of A(kx, ω)
as a function of energy, ω/∆0. Indeed, the MFEM signa-
ture is found clearly in the gapless TSC phase in Fig. 3(c).
Fig. 3(a) shows a trivial gap, i.e., without any signature
of MFEM and in Fig. 3(b) for J=Jc, the edge modes in
A(kx, ω) plot are still infinitesimally gaped. Experimen-
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FIG. 3. Panels (a)-(c), the density plots of A(kx, ω) in the
kx-ω plane. A signature of the MFEM is seen in panel (c) for
J >Jc (= 2.0∆0) where the bulk is a gapless TSC. We choose
the same set of respective parameters as mentioned in Fig. 2.

tally, one can probe these signatures of TSC phase using
ARPES measurements but such a small gap close to the
transition point will be impossible to resolve.
2D Kitaev lattice model for TM/SC heterostructure.—
Focusing on realistic materials framework, we ratio-

nalize the above described phenomena using their mag-
netic ground states. We, therefore, design two proto-
type TM/SC heterostructures based on 3d-TM mono-
layer grown on s-wave SC substrates: Mn/Nb(110) and
Cr/Nb(001). The Mn/Nb(110) example with its re-
laxed film geometry constructed with the optimized lat-
tice constant of bulk Nb [67] indeed show a c(2 × 2)
AFM order as the ground state (for detail results, see
SM, Section S3(A) [61]), recently reported in experiment
also [56]. Surprisingly, we find a transition to an AFM-
SS state via a uniform biaxial compressive strain within
the range, ∼ −1 to −4 %. Considering a=3.234 Å and
b=

√
a=4.574 Å (strain ∼−2.7 %), Fig. 4(a) illustrates

Jij ’s and the absolute values of DMI (Dij) as a function
of distance between Mn atoms and here, K is positive
i.e., out-of-plane. The vector orientations of DMIs in
the inset connecting neighboring atoms match the sym-
metry rules for a system with C2v symmetry [68]. Cal-
culational details and more results with varying plan-
ner strains on Mn/Nb(110) film are provided in the
SM, Section S3(B) [61]. The AFM-SS solution occurs
as the stable state even without DMIs, resulting from
the strong frustration in Jij ’s connecting Mn moments
(MMn= 3.53 µB). The significantly weak DMI strengths
(< 0.5 meV ) are attributed to the weak SOC in light
atoms and here, it determines a right-handed cycloidal
AFM-SS as the ground state propagating along the [010]
direction, see Fig. 4(b).
Here, we elucidate a minimal electronic model Hamil-

tonian in real space for a 2D lattice,

H = −
∑

⟨i,j⟩,α

tijc
†
i,αcj,α−µ

∑
i,α

c†i,αcj,α

+J
∑
i,α,β

c†i,α(̂si ·σ)α,β ci,β+∆0

∑
i

(c†i,↑c
†
i,↓+H.c.) , (4)

where, i, j indices run over all the lattice sites, α, β denote
the spin, ⟨⟩ represents nearest-neighbor hopping only, µ,
J , ∆0 represent the chemical potential, exchange cou-
pling strength, s-wave SC gap, respectively and c†(c) cor-
responds to the electron creation (annihilation) operator
for the SC. For simplicity, we assume the hopping am-
plitude tij=tji=−t with t=1 for the overall energy scale
of our system. This minimal Hamiltonian is essentially
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FIG. 4. For Mn/Nb(110) with strain ∼−2.7%, (a) Jij ’s and
Dij ’s are plotted as a function of distance measured in units
of lattice constant a. Calculated K is out-of-plane. Lower left
inset shows the c(2 × 2)-AFM surface unit cell (yellow and
green balls represent up and down spins, respectively), pos-
sessing C2v symmetry. The lower right inset describes vector-
orientations of DMIs. (b) The AFM-SS ground state propa-
gates along the [010] direction. (c) A 32×32 AFM-SS domain
where edges are considered along [110] and [1̄10] directions.

constructed to ensure the importance of magnetic tex-
tures (alternative to the intrinsic SOC) of TM/SCs in the
context of stabilizing TSC phase. All spin textures are
actually entered in the third term in Eq. (4), describing
a local interaction between the electron’s spin (σ) and
the moments of Mn or Cr. The unit vector ŝi denotes
(sin θi cosϕi, sin θi sinϕi, cos θi), mimicking locally vary-
ing magnetic impurities. One can extract these θ and ϕ
from the spin textures generated by the MC simulations
for TM/SC systems.

In case of Mn/Nb(110), the c(2 × 2) AFM phase has
been assessed first via numerically solving Eq. (4). Our
results indeed describe the experimental findings where
the s-wave SC and AFM phases are found to coexist [56],
see the SM, Section S3(B) for more details [61].The in-
gap YSR bands ensure the qualitative accuracy of our
minimal model in Eq. (4).

A few important results are obtained from the numer-
ical simulations by considering the AFM-SS 2D domain.
We construct a domain of size 32×32 (1024 spins) where
the AFM-SS is propagating along the diagonal of that do-
main (as similar in the FM-SS, Fig. 1) with edges along
[110] and [11̄0] directions, see Fig. 4(c). Hence, these di-
rections are parallel to the rotated vectors a′ and b′ of the
2D lattice in the inset of Fig. 4(a). The measured θ and
ϕ values describe ŝ to solve Eq. (4), numerically. Results
are summarized in Figs. 5 where, (a) and (b) depict the
local density of states (LDOS) for the zero-energy (E=0)
states using coupling constant, J=4.5∆0 and 5.0∆0, re-
spectively. The zero-energy states populate along the
edges of the domain in Fig. 5(a) and hence, the system is
in the TSC regime. The MFEM are maximally localized
at the two opposite corners of the system and disperse
gradually along the edges. Moreover, the signature of the
MFEM is more evident from the non-dispersive states at
En=0 in the eigenvalue spectrum plotted as a function of
the state index n in the inset of Fig. 5(a). The semimetal-
lic behavior of the bulk YSR band at J = 4.5∆0 presented
in the SM, Section S5 [61] for the TSC regime qualita-
tively matches with the continuum results presented in
Fig. 2(d). The inset of Fig. 5(b) shows a trivial phase by

FIG. 5. The normalized LDOS for E=0 eigenstate, computed
within a spin lattice model of size 32×32 spins (Lx-Ly square
plane). Here, 2D lattice points are defined in unit of, a′ and
b′, as shown in the inset of Fig. 4(a). For Mn/Nb(110) with
AFM-SS state, (a) we identify the TSC phase for J= 4.5∆0.
The LDOS is predominantly localized at the domain edges
denoting MFEMs. (b) In the trivial phase for J= 5.0∆0,
LDOS is delocalized over the entire domain. Insets in (a)
and (b) show a zero-energy flat mode and a trivial gap in
the eigenvalue En vs. state n plots, respectively. (c) Energy
eigenvalues E of H is shown as a function of J using OBC. (d)
The bulk-gap ∆G profile is shown in the J-µ plane employing
PBC, indicating the TSC phase (dark blue regime). The inset
is showing ∆G vs. J plot for a fixed µ (=4.0∆0 and ∆0=t).

opening a gap in the eigenvalue spectrum around En=0.
Seemingly, it appears that the coupling constant J

(rather, J/∆0) plays a major role in the phase transi-
tion between trivial SC and TSC phases. Particularly,
J value is often very challenging to determine for such
materials. Therefore, in Fig. 5(c), we depict the eigen-
value spectrum E/∆0 as a function of J/∆0 by employing
open boundary condition (OBC). The MFEM appears
at zero-energy between J=3.5∆0 and J=4.7∆0, indicat-
ing the TSC regime. We thereafter identify the parame-
ter regime where the MFEM appears via calculating the
bulk-gap, ∆G=|E2-E1|, within periodic boundary condi-
tion (PBC). Here, E1 (E2) represents the two low energy
bands. We depict ∆G/∆0 in the J/∆0-µ/∆0 plane in
Fig. 5(d). The gapless TSC regime harboring MFEM is
highlighted by the dark blue strip (∆G ≃ 0), while the
regime outside (∆G > 0) represents gapped trivial super-
conducting phase. In the inset of Fig. 5(d), we illustrate
the bulk-gap ∆G as a function of J for a fixed value
of µ, for the transparent visibility of the TSC regime.
The bulk-gap ∆G vanishes in the topological regime and
MFEM appears at the boundary.

The new example, Cr/Nb(001), shows left-handed cy-
cloidal AFM-SS as the ground state without strain, prop-
agating along both [100] and [010] degenerate directions.
The degenracy is owing to the symmetry rules followed
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by the DMI vectors in the C4v symmetric film [68]. We
solve Eq. (4) again for the square domains and all results
are presented in the SM, Section S4 [61].

Summary and outlook.— In conclusion, by employing
a continuum model, we demonstrate a route to generate a
gapless TSC phase hosting MFEMs by engineering non-
collinear SS state proximitized with an s-wave supercon-
ductor. This underlying scheme is later extended within
a minimal lattice model which provides a unique way to
unveil the TSC phase in prototype real TM/SC (s-wave)
materials: Mn/Nb(110) under strain and Cr/Nb(001).
Even though, the SOC strength in Nb is expected to be
very small, the AFM-SS can be stabilized from the ex-
change frustration, particularly in the Mn/Nb(110) sam-
ple and thereby, an effective SOC and Zeeman filed terms
due to the spin textures manifest the Hamiltonian ob-
tained in Eq. (3). The immobile MFEMs can be thought
of edge channels to carry edge vortices in Josephson junc-
tion geometries−offering a possibility for non-Abelian
“braiding” operations [69, 70]. Note that, similar idea

has been demonstrated in the context of braiding mobile
vortices via the chiral dispersive edge channels in 2D [71].
Importantly, the investigation of this “braiding” proto-
cols for MFEMs is an intriguing and important direction
for future studies. Indeed, our realistic model Hamilto-
nian unveils excellent examples where the strain driven
modulation of the noncollinear magnetic phases can offer
unprecedented control over various types of TSC phases
including 2D-KM, higher-order topological superconduc-
tors [72], AFM-SC spintronics [73] in near future.
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Blügel, “Interlayer exchange coupling: A general scheme
turning chiral magnets into magnetic multilayers car-
rying atomic-scale skyrmions,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 116,
177202 (2016).

[58] Roberto Lo Conte, Ashis K. Nandy, Gong Chen, Andre L.
Fernandes Cauduro, Ajanta Maity, Colin Ophus, Zhijie
Chen, Alpha T. N’Diaye, Kai Liu, Andreas K. Schmid,
and Roland Wiesendanger, “Tuning the properties of
zero-field room temperature ferromagnetic skyrmions by
interlayer exchange coupling,” Nano Letters 20, 4739–
4747 (2020).

[59] M. Bode, M. Heide, K. von Bergmann, P. Ferriani,
S. Heinze, G. Bihlmayer, A. Kubetzka, O. Pietzsch,
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S1. TOPOLOGICAL CHARACTERIZATION

In this section of the supplementary material (SM), we discuss the topological characterization of our model. We
begin with the continuum Hamiltonian described in the main text [Eq. (3)]. One can obtain the lattice version of the
continuum Hamiltonian by replacing kx → sin kx, ky → sin ky, (1− k2x/2) → cos kx, and (1− k2y/2) → cos ky as

H̃L(k) =ξk,gτz +
1

2
(gx sin kx + gy sin ky)σzτz + Jσx +∆0τx , (S1)

where, ξk,g = (2− cos kx − cos ky) +
(g2

x+g2
y)

2 − µ. At the high symmetry points Γl = [(0, 0), (π, 0), (0, π), (π, π)], if we
perform the proper basis transformation, then the Hamiltonian in Eq. (S1) can be recast in the block diagonal form
as,

H̃L(k) =

(
h(Γl) O2×2

O2×2 −h(Γl)

)
. (S2)

where,

h(Γl) =

(
J + ξk,g(Γl) ∆0

∆0 J − ξk,g(Γl)

)
. (S3)
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FIG. S1. Topological invariant ν for the symmetric (gx = gy = Φ) spin texture is shown. Panels (a), (b), (c), and (d)
correspond to the variation of ν in the J-Φ plane for different values of the chemical potential µ = ∆0, 2.0∆0, 4.0∆0, and 8.0∆0,
respectively.
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FIG. S2.Topological invarient ν in case of asymmetric spin texture (gx ̸= gy) is depicted. Panels (a), (b), (c), (d) correspond to
the variation of ν in gx − gy plane, where we choose the other parameter values for panels (a), (b) are J = 2.0∆0, µ = ∆0 and
J = 2.0∆0, µ = 4.0∆0 respectively. On the other hand, for panels (c), (d) we choose J = 4.0∆0, µ = ∆0 and J = 4.0∆0, µ =
4.0∆0 respectively.

The topological invariant reads [53],

δ = sgn
∏4

l=1 det

(
J + ξk,g(Γl) ∆0

∆0 J − ξk,g(Γl)

)
= (−1)ν , (S4)

where the quantity ν is treated as a topological invariant. Therefore, one can identify the topologically trivial and
non-trivial regime by considering ν = 0 or ν = 1 accordingly. In Fig.(S1) and Fig.(S2) we illustrate the topological
invariant considering symmetric and asymmetric spin spirals (SS) in different parameter regimes. In each figure
(Figs. S1 and S2), the yellow region indicates the gapless topological superconducting (TSC) phase (ν = 1) hosting
Majorana flat edge modes (MFEM) due to the generation of an effective (px + py) type of superconducting pairing.
On the other hand, in the violet region, the system becomes a topologically trivial gapped superconductor (ν = 0),
where MFEM disappear due to the destruction of the (px + py) type pairing.

S2. METHODOLOGY

In this section, we discuss the computational details for extracting the material specific parameters within ab initio
electronic structure calculations. All these parameters are for various heterostructures made of an atomic-layer-thick
magnetic layer of 3d transition metal (TM) elements, Mn and Cr, on the top of normal s-wave superconducting
substrate. A body-centred-cubic (bcc) Nb with different surface cuts, (110) and (001) is used as the substrate.
Ultimately, these parameters are used for generating ground state spin texture by solving extended Heisenberg model
within Monte Carlo (MC) simulations [77, 78], which is the essential ingredient for establishing the topological
superconducting (TSC) phase.

A. Film geometry relaxation within ab initio electronic structure method

We first begin with the optimized lattice of bulk bcc-Nb superconductor. The optimized lattice constant of bulk
bcc-Nb has been obtained by performing first-principles electronic structure calculations within the density-functional
theory and the plane-wave pseudopotential approach as implemented in the Vienna Ab-initio Simulation Package
(VASP)[86–88]. Exchange and correlation have been considered within the generalized gradient approximation (GGA)
which is parametrized via Perdew, Burke, and Ernzerhof (PBE) functional [89]. Here, the projector-augmented wave
(PAW) method is employed to construct the pseudopotentials with valence wavefunctions which are approximated
smooth near ion cores [90, 91]. The plane wave cut-off energy (500 eV) and the k-point mesh (16×16×16 and Γ-
centred) in the full Brillouin-zone (BZ) are checked carefully for the BZ integration, ensuring the numerical convergence
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of self-consistently determined quantities. The optimised lattice constant of bcc-Nb is found to be aopt=3.3232 Å,

matching well with the experimental value in the Materials Project database (aexpt=3.32 Å) [74].

The surface unit cell (u.c.) in the form of two-dimensional (2D) slab geometry is constructed with sufficiently thick
vacuum layers. The thickness of vacuum on each side of the slab is taken about 10 Å. Assuming a pseudomorphic layer
by layer growth, ultrathin magnetic films are constructed by considering a single layer of Mn and Cr on a well known
s-wave superconductor (SC) substrates Nb(110) and Nb(001), respectively. In case of Mn/Nb(110) film, each surface
layer contains two atoms and the thickness of the substrate is taken 11 monolayers (MLs), see Fig. S3(a). In the Cr
based film as depicted in Fig. S5(a), one atom per layer is repeated along c-axis with the substrate thickness of about

15 MLs. The surface u.c. parameters using optimized bcc-Nb lattice constants are a= 3.3232 Å with b/a=
√
2 and

a=b=3.3232 Å for Mn/Nb(110) and Cr/Nb(001) magnetic films, respectively. Increasing the layer numbers beyond
that doesn’t carry any effect on the properties of the systems. Later, uniform biaxial strain has been calculated with
respect to the optimized lattice constant as, strain=

a−aopt

aopt
×100%. Therefore, the sign of strain in case of expansion

(compression) is positive (negative). The number of MLs in the substrate and the vacuum thickness for all film
structures with both compressive and tensile strains are kept fixed. We have used the same energy cut-off for the
plane waves and the 12×8×2 k-mesh for the BZ integration. The distances between different layers counting from
the top TM layer till the 8th layer (7 interlayer distances) in all films are relaxed until the Hellmann-Feynman force
on each atom is smaller than 0.001 eV/Å. So, we have applied both positive and negative values of strain (< 5%)
on both Mn/Nb(110) and Cr/Nb(001) films and relaxed each of them along the growth direction. We find that
further relaxation with more layers (> 8) does not change the computed results significantly. In every calculations,
the self-consistent energy has been converged with an accuracy of 10−7 eV.

In Table I and II, we have provided the theoretical relaxed structure for Mn/Nb(110) and Cr/Nb(001) magnetic
films, respectively. The top Mn and Cr layers are assigned with the number n=0 in Fig. S3(a) and S5(a), respectively
and n increases if one moves down across the film. The relaxed interlayer distances till n=4 (first four interlayer
separations only) are presented in those Tables and in the parentheses, we provide the changes in % with respect to
the ideal interlayer spacing. For example, the ideal interlayer distance in case of Nb(110) and Nb(001) films using
the optimized bcc-Nb lattice are 2.3499 Å and 1.6616 Å, respectively. It is expected that the changes in interlayer
distance (in %) will be more with both negative and positive strains. Note, we have carefully checked the optimum
numbers (till n = 6) of relaxed interlayer distances, beyond that the change in the interested parameters is negligible.

Lattice constant d01 in Å d12 in Å d23 in Å d34 in Å

in Å(astrain) (% change) (% change) (% change) (% change)

3.432 (a+3.3) 1.97(+18.8%) 2.24(+7.7%) 2.24( +7.7%) 2.24( +7.7%)

3.366 (a+1.3) 2.00(+16.0%) 2.31(+3.1%) 2.29(+11.4%) 2.30(+11.1%)

3.3232 (a0.0) 2.03(+13.5%) 2.35(+0.2%) 2.34( +0.3%) 2.35( +0.2%)

3.270(a−1.6) 2.08(+10.0%) 2.40(−3.8%) 2.42( −4.7%) 2.42( −4.7%)

3.234 (a−2.7) 2.10( +8.2%) 2.44(−6.6%) 2.45( −7.0%) 2.44( −6.6%)

3.200(a−3.7) 2.14( +5.4%) 2.47(−9.1%) 2.48(−9.5%) 2.48( −9.5%)

TABLE I. Structural relaxation details for Mn/Nb(110) magnetic film. Here, dnm defines the distance between layers after
relaxation. The ‘+ve’ (‘−ve’) signs in d signifies that relaxed distance is larger (smaller) than the ideal distance in the film,
obtained from a in each case.

Lattice constant d01 in Å d12 in Å d23 in Å d34 in Å

in Å(astrain) (% change) (% change) (% change) (% change)

3.432 (a+3.3) 1.22(+28.9%) 1.65(+3.6%) 1.55(+9.8%) 1.6(+6.7%)

3.366 (a+1.3) 1.29(+23.4%) 1.67(+0.9%) 1.6(+5.4%) 3.65(+1%)

3.3232(a0.0) 1.31(+21.07%) 1.68(-1.3%) 1.61(+3.1%) 1.66(0.0%)

3.300(a−0.7) 1.30(+21.3%) 1.72(-4.2%) 1.63(+0.1%) 1.67(-1.6%)

3.234 (a−2.7) 1.36(+15.89%) 1.74(-7.5%) 1.69(-4.6%) 1.71(5.7%)

3.168 (a−4.7) 1.38(+12.88%) 1.78(-12.5%) 1.75(-10.6%) 1.73(-9.5%)

TABLE II. Structural relaxation details for Cr/Nb(110) magnetic film. Here, dnm defines the distance between layers after
relaxation. The ‘+ve’ (‘−ve’) signs in d signifies that relaxed distance is larger (smaller) than the ideal distance in the film,
obtained from a in each case.
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B. Extraction of material specific parameters: Korringa-Kohn-Rostokar Green-function (KKR-GF) method

After the structural relaxation of each magnetic film, the relaxed structures are now used for ab initio simulations
performed within the scalar-relativistic screened KKR-GF method [92] with exact description of the atomic cells.
This method is based on the multiple-scattering theory [94] that consists of dividing the problem in calculating the
electronic structure of a solid into two parts: solving a single-site scattering problem for each atom in isolation, then
incorporating the structural information of the solid by solving a multiple-scattering problem. Note, all the magnetic
films are enclosed by two vacuum regions with a thickness of about 10 Å on both top and bottom sides.

The local spin density approximation (LSDA) has been considered [95]. The effective potentials and fields are treated
within the atomic sphere approximation (ASA) with an angular momentum cut-off, lmax=3. The energy integrations
are performed using a grid of 38 points along a path of the complex-energy contour with a Fermi smearing value of
473 K. For the necessary k integrations in the 2D BZ, we have chosen 1600 (40×40×1) k-points in the full surface
BZ for the integration of the Matsubara pole closest to the real axis in order to perform the self-consistency. Within
KKR-GF method including spin-orbit coupling, we have first converged the potential self-consistently for each film,
with confining the magnetic moments along out-of-plane direction (z-direction).

By employing the KKR-GF method, we essentially calculate the following important parameters: the symmetric
exchange interaction, Jij ’s, the antisymmetric Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction (DMI), Dij (|Dij | = Dij), and the
single ion magnetocrystalline anisotropy (MCA), Ki. These parameters contribute in the following Heisenberg model
Hamiltonian described in Eq. (S5) and finally, the numerical solutions within MC simulations describe the magnetic
textures in the magnetic layer.

H = −
∑
i>j

[
Jij n̂i.n̂j +Dij · (n̂i × n̂j)

]
−K

∑
i

(n̂i · ẑ)2 , (S5)

where i and j denote the site of atoms in a considered domain and the corresponding n̂i and n̂j represent unit
vectors along the magnetic moments. In this model, the negative (positive) sign of J signifies antiferromagnetic
(ferromagnetic) pair-wise coupling. This spin Hamiltonian is also describes various topological magnetic states in the
presence of external perturbation [79, 80].

The advantage of KKR-GF method is that one can calculate two-site exchange interactions, both isotropic J and
anisotropic D vector. Here, the non-zero value of DMI with its orientation actually decides the nature of the chiral
spin-spiral (SS). Once the converged potential is obtained self-consistently, we perform three single-shot calculations
maintaining magnetization along the x, y and z directions and employing the infinitesimal rotations method [93] as
implemented within a relativistic generalized formalism [96? ]. These allow us to determine all three components of
the DMI vector. We took the cutoff radius of seven in unit of the lattice constant (=7a Å) to capture the long-range
interactions found in the system. This includes more than 25 intralayer shells for which two-site parameters are
extracted. In order to calculate the MCA, the converged potential is further used to calculate the total band energy
via one-shot calculations for magnetization oriented along three orthogonal directions (x, y and z). Here, a larger
k-point mesh (80×80×1=6400) is considered. With this consideration, we obtain the MCA as,

Kx = Ex − Ez and Ky = Ey − Ez , (S6)

where, positive values of Kx and Ky clearly refer to the out-of-plane anisotropy and here, the minimum value between
them refers to the single ion MCA constant, K. The negative value of K on the other hand refers to the in-plane
anisotropy.

C. Numerical calculations for finding the magnetic ground state: Atomistic Spin Dynamics simulations

After extracting all magnetic interaction parameters required for the ground state magnetic textures of Mn/Nb(110)
and Cr/Nb(001) systems, we have numerically solved the Eq. S5 within Monte Carlo (MC) simulations [77, 78, 82, 83].
This will give the best atomistic description of our magnetic systems within the Atomistic Spin Dynamics simulations
code Spirit [76]. The ground state spin textures are found to be robust by means of no change in the ground
state configuration with more interaction shells. We performed the simulated annealing process [78] to identify the
zero-temperature ground state of the system. In such process, we have considered 106 MC steps followed by 104

thermalization steps at each temperature step. We started from a finite temperature in the range between 15K and 30
K and reached the zero-temperature ground state configuration with atleast ×102 number of steps. A typical size of
the simulation domain in our MC simulations is fixed to 32×32, after carefully checking the ground state configuration
in a larger domain of size like 128×128.
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S3. EXAMPLE OF Mn/Nb(110) FILM: OPTIMIZED AND UNIFORMLY PLANAR STRAINED
STRUCTURES

A. Mn/Nb(110) film with optimized lattice parameter of bcc-Nb

In this subsection of the SM, we first consider a Mn/Nb(110) film in Fig S3(a) constructed with the GGA-
optimized lattice parameter of bcc-Nb, forming a c(2 × 2) surface unitcell with lattice constants, aopt=3.3232 Å and

bopt=
√
2aopt=4.6997 Å. After relaxation, the calculated exchange parameters, J and D, are depicted in Fig. S3(b) as

a function of the distance measured in the unit of the smallest surface lattice parameter i.e., aopt. The real distance
from an atom at position R0 to the other atom at lth neighboring shell can be defined as |Rl−R0|. A strong frustra-
tion in J ’s is observed in Fig. S3(b) and as a result, we find a c(2× 2) antiferromagnet (AFM) as the ground state in
our MC simulations, see Fig S3(c). The out-of-plane anisotropy constant is found to be small. A significantly weak
DMI strength (the ratio between strongest D and J is ≈ 0.02) cannot support any noncollinearity in the c(2×2)-AFM
structure. The nearest-neighbor (NN) AFM exchange coupling and the next-nearest-neighbor (NNN) ferromagnetic
(FM) exchange coupling with an optimal ratio may support such c(2 × 2)-AFM phase as the ground state. Indeed,
the ground state of Mn/Nb(110) reported in a recent experiment by Conte et al. [56] have now been well reproduced
within our theoretical model. The simulated spin texture in Fig S3(c) clearly manifests an AFM order along [110]
and [1̄10] directions and FM order along [100] and [010] directions.

FIG. S3. In panel (a), the unit cell of Mn/Nb(110) used for our ab initio calculations. The atoms denoted by red and yellow
balls are Mn and Nb atoms, respectively. On the left, the sketch of the rectangular c(2 × 2) surface u.c. has C2v symmetry
with mirror planes (p=1, 2) are indicated by yellow lines. The filled black circles represent the surface atoms in the u.c. and
the microscopic D vectors (purple arrows) between NN sites on crystal surface plane are restricted by symmetry to point
perpendicular to the bond. Indeed, the calculated vector orientations of all D vectors in the inset of Fig. 4(a) in the main text
follow the C2v symmetry rules [68]. In panel (b), we depict the exchange coupling strength, Jij and DMI strength, Dij as a
function of distance from a reference atom. The interaction parameters, J ’s and D’s, till 5th neighbor cell is also presented
in Table III. We find the expected decay of both J and D with distance |Rl − R0| in units of surface lattice vector aopt. In
panel (c), we show an AFM spin texture which is found in the Mn layer within the MC simulation. We have used parameters
mentioned in (b) and out-of-plane anisotropy, K = 0.04 meV per Mn atom. Panel (d) shows the plot of the local density of
states (LDOS) as a function of energy, illustrating the formation of Shiba bands within ±∆0 for the c(2× 2)-AFM phase (see
the inset of (b)). The exchange field strength J is varied between 4.2∆0 and 5.0∆0. We choose µ = 4.0∆0, t = ∆0.



vi

A domain of size 32×32 has been used for solving Eq. (4) in the main text and the obtained results are summarized
in Fig. S3(d), describing the local density of states (LDOS) as a function of energy (E). Due to the overlapping of
the Yu-Shiba-Rusinov (YSR) in-gap bound states, the Shiba bands are formed within the superconducting gap ±∆0.
We further vary the coupling constant J between the local magnetization (in the Mn spin texture) and the itinerant
spin (free electrons in the SC) to ensure the trivial superconductivity in the system. Precisely, a proximity induced
SC sustains in the AFM Mn layer. Based on our results from our model (Eq. (4) in the main text), we can firmly
reproduce the experimental findings i.e., the coexistence of SC and AFM phases [56].

B. Role of uniform biaxial surface strain for AFM-SS ground state in Mn/Nb(110) film

Here, we discuss a transition to an AFM-SS state from the c(2 × 2) state in the top Mn layer of Mn/Nb(110)
heterostructure by applying an uniform biaxial strain in the 2D film geometry. As the strain changes the in-plane
lattice parameters keeping b=

√
a unaltered, the relaxed film is expected to change J ’s, D’s and K value for the

magnetic layer. In Table III, we have presented various quantities calculated within KKR-GF method while the
Fig. S4(a) depicts the effect of strains on J ’s as a function of distance between Mn atoms. In the second column of
the Table III, the magnetic moment of Mn within KKR-GF calculation is matching well with that of obtained from
VASP relaxation calculations. The plot in Fig. S4(a) ensures the strong frustration in J ’s even after varying the
planar strain from tensile (positive) to compressive (negative). Indeed, the dominating parameters are the Heisenberg
exchange parameters and the first two J ’s are the strongest in comparison to the rest. In particular, the NN exchange
constant (‘−ve’ means AFM) is gradually increasing in magnitude with changing strain from tensile to compressive
while the trend is opposite in case of NNN (‘+ve’ means FM) exchange constant except for a+3.3 case, see Table III.

Interestingly, this strong exchange frustration has adverse effect in the ground state magnetic phase of Mn/Nb(110),
although, the c(2×2)-AFM phase remains the lowest energy magnetic configuration under the tensile strain i.e., when
the 2D surface u.c. is expanded. An AFM-SS state becomes the lowest energy ground state under a small compressive
strain of magnitude 1.6 %. It is worth to mention that such AFM-SS ground state is rarely found in film geometry
and the number of examples is very limited [59]. Here, this SS state in Fig. S4(c) can be stabilized by the exchange
frustration even in the presence of small out-of-plane K. We further increases the compressive strain and the AFM-SS
solution is found with a small variation in the period λMn for strains −2.7% and −3.7% both. We find that the AFM-
SS state exists for a delicate balance between NN AFM and NNN FM J values, hardly affected by the rest of isotropic
exchange interaction terms. The spin spiral presented in Fig. S4(c) for −2.7 % strain has a period of about λMn ≈
2.82 nm computed using MC simulations. In such cases, the sense of rotation of the SS will have degeneracy which
generally breaks in the presence of chiral interactions i.e., the DMI. Hence, using the full Hamiltonian in Eq. (S5), we
have identified a right-handed cycloidal AFM-SS state, see Fig. S4(b) and also Fig. 4(b) in the main text. Comparing
(b) and (c), we find that even relatively weak DMI strength changes the period of the SS to an expected lower value,
λMn ≈ 2.35 nm, propagating along [010] direction. In contrast, the AFM-SS earlier reported in Mn/W(110), a non-SC
film system, where a strong DMI determines the left-rotating spin cycloid, owing to the strong SOC from the heavy
metal element W [59].

The exchange frustration driven AFM-SS is now examined by numerically solving Eq. (4) in the main text. A 32×32
domain as presented in Fig. S4(d) is considered for the spin-lattice model and the corresponding result, particularly
the LDOS for the zero-energy (E = 0) is depicted in Fig. S4(e). The zero-energy states are indeed localized at the
edges of the considered magnetic domain while the bulk YSR band is semimetallic. Therefore, this AFM-SS can give
rise to MFEM mode (see Fig. S4(e)), even without DMI. Akin to the main text (see inset of Fig. 5(a)), non-dispersive
states at the zero-energy is also observed in the eigenvalue spectrum. In general, the antisymmetric DMI term in
magnetic films with broken inversion symmetry is the result of an indirect exchange mechanism in the presence of
spin-orbit coupling (SOC) present in the substrate elements [68, 75, 98]. In many 2D magnetic systems, this plays an
important role in stabilizing SS state which otherwise does not appear with the exchange interactions only [58]. This
is also true in case of Mn/Nb(110) with optimized lattice constant, see the subsection S3A. Hence, for Mn/Nb(110)
magnetic film, strain is an important controlling parameter to stabilize the AFM-SS state and hence, triggers the
TSC phase. Comparing the results presented in the main text Fig. 5(a)-(b) and Fig. S4(e), we have established that
the TSC phase transition from a trivial state can occur when the noncollinear spin textures in the form of SS becomes
a stable solution in a transition-metal/superconductor (TM/SC) heterostructure even in the absence of DMI, a SOC
driven interaction parameter.
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Lattice Magnetic mom. MCA DMI magnitude Isotropic exchange Ground state

constant in Å MMn in µB K in in meV interaction (meV) spin texture

(astrain) KKR-GF, (VASP) meV/Mn D01 D02 D03 D04 J1 J2 J3 J4 J5

3.432 (a+3.3) 3.63, (3.51) 0.22 0.53 0.5 0.02 0.05 -12.41 17.96 2.78 -2.6 1.25 AFM

3.366 (a+1.3) 3.57, (3.46) 0.17 0.42 0.52 0.04 0.07 -14.44 18.84 1.34 -3.18 0.78 AFM

3.3232 (a0.0) 3.56, (3.43) 0.04 0.33 0.37 0.09 0.08 -15.38 18.01 0.03 -3.49 0.5 AFM

3.270 (a−1.6) 3.55, (3.43) 0.22 0.28 0.19 0.14 0.07 -16.58 16.16 -0.57 -3.38 0.15 AFM-SS

3.234 (a−2.7) 3.53, (3.39) 0.22 0.28 0.11 0.2 0.07 -17.89 15.37 -0.86 -3.26 0.17 AFM-SS

3.200 (a−3.7) 3.52, (3.40) 0.29 0.28 0.04 0.27 0.05 -19.61 14.49 -0.67 -2.96 0.3 AFM-SS

TABLE III. The first three columns provide the smallest lattice constants under strain, MMn obtained from both KKR-GF
and VASP for each Mn atom and single ion MCA constant (all are out-of-plane), respectively. Next, the D0j and Ji for first
few neighboring cells are tabulated. The different lattice constants signify the system is constructed with different uniform
biaxial strain values: from top to bottom, tensile 3.3% (a+3.3), tensile 1.3% (a+1.3), optimized 0.0% (a0.0), compressive 1.6%
(a−1.6), compressive 2.7% (a−2.7), and compressive 3.7% (a−3.7). The strains are calculated with respect to the optimised
lattice constant, aopt=3.3232 Å. The last column clearly indicates a transition from a collinear AFM state to a noncollinear
AFM-SS state under a small compressive strain.

FIG. S4. For various strain values, in panel (a) we depict J ’s as a function of distance. Spin textures in panels (b) and (c)
illustrate the ground state AFM-SS solutions with DMI and without DMI, respectively. The magnitude of the compressive strain
is fixed to 1.6. The AFM-SS state becomes an homogeneous right-handed AFM cycloid in the presence of DMI, propagating
along [010] direction and the spins are rotated in the yz-plane. (d) An AFM-SS domain is constructed from the spin texture
shown in panel (c) and hence edges of the domain are [110] and [1̄10]. The normalized LDOS corresponding to E=0 eigenstate is
shown in panel (d) in the Lx-Ly square plane. The inset depicts the corresponding eigenvalue spectrum En as a function of the
state index n. Hence, clearly we obtain TSC phase hosting MFEM in the absence of DMI. Here, we choose µ = 4.0∆0, t = ∆0

and J = 1.5∆0.

S4. EXAMPLE OF Cr/Nb(001) FILM: OPTIMIZED AND UNIFORMLY PLANAR STRAINED
STRUCTURES

This section deals with another promising prototype candidate, a single layer Cr on Nb(001) substrate, see Fig. S5(a).
To the best of our knowledge, no study has been conducted so far on this ultrathin magnetic film sample. The optimized
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Cr/Mn(001) film exhibits a noncollinear spin texture which is a different type of AFM-SS. Interestingly, the SS ground
state is found without any strain. However, we follow the same approach for this system like in Mn/Nb(110) film. In
contrast to the Mn/Nb(110) surface u.c., here the surface u.c. possesses square geometry which has C4v symmetry.

FIG. S5. In panel (a), we present the unit cell of Cr/Nb(001). The atoms denoted by red and yellow balls are Cr and Nb
atoms, respectively. The usual J ′

ijs are plotted in panel (b) as a function of distance and the top figure in the inset shows the
orientation of NN and NNN DM vectors for the film constructed with optimized lattice constant of Nb. Here, the calculated D
vectors are shown on the atoms instead of bonds connection NN and NNN atoms. Below, the sketch of a square surface lattice
describing the C4v symmetry and the mirror planes (p=1 to 4) are depicted by yellow lines. The filled black circles represent
the surface atoms in the lattice and the microscopic NN D vectors (purple arrows) on the crystal surface plane respects the
symmetry to point perpendicular to the bond. This is indeed matching with the Moriya rules for C4v symmetric system [68].
Panel (c) represents the spin texture with interchanging the [100] and [010] directions. In panels (d), (e) and (f), we demonstrate
the evolution of the spin textures driven by the strain parameter. They correspond to the in-plane ferromagnetic (with tensile
+3.3% strain), AFM-SS (with zero strain) and in-plane AFM spin texture (with compressive −3.7% strain) respectively.

In Fig. S5(b), we illustrate the behavior of Jij ’s under different strain values and the inset describes the orientation
of DMI vectors. Note that, following the C4v symmetry present in the system, the orientation of DMI vectors around
a Cr atom are perpendicular to the bond connecting NN and NNN Cr atoms [68]. As we keep increasing the strain
starting from 3.3 % tensile, we observe that the NN exchange interaction changes sign i.e., a weak AFM coupling
becomes a strong FM coupling, see the exchange interaction part in Table IV. On the other hand, the next dominating
exchange constant, the NNN one remains FM for all values of strain. The D is small here too, owing to the weak SOC
strength in Nb. However, compared to Mn/Nb(110) film, the exchange constants are found to be relatively weak.
Interestingly, in contrast to Mn/Nb(110), the MCA constants are all in-plane, see the third column in Table IV. A
strong variation in J ’s under strain makes Cr/Nb(001) film an exciting playground for tailoring magnetism.
Indeed, in Figs. S5(d)-(f), with varying strain, we show that the in-plane AFM ground state for the expanded

surface u.c. changes to an in-plane FM ground state under compression. Surprisingly, a noncollinear spin texture
(AFM-SS) appears as the ground state with the optimized lattice geometry (aopt= 3.3232 Å). This particular AFM-SS
in Fig. S5(e) exhibits an AFM chain along [100] direction and spins are rotating in the yz-plane. So, the AFM-SS is
propagating along [010] direction with the sense of spin rotation left-handed (left-handed cycloid). Here, the period
of the spiral is small compared to that of Mn/Nb(110), λCr ≈ 1.33 nm. This is due to the fast rotation of spins along
[010] direction. Here, the interplay between relatively weak, both J ’s and D’s stabilizes the SS even in the presence
of small in-plane anisotropy. Respecting the C4v symmetry, the chiral AFM-SS ground state is found to be degenerate
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in our simulation. The texture in Fig. S5(c) represents another AFM-SS state where the AFM chain along the [010]
direction rotates in the xz-plane and hence, the propagation direction is [100].

Lattice Magnetic mom. MCA DMI magnitude Isotropic exchange Ground state

constant in Å MCr in µB K in in meV interaction (meV) spin texture

(astrain) KKR-GF, (VASP) meV/Cr D01 D02 D03 D04 J1 J2 J3 J4 J5

3.432 (a+3.3) 2.78, (2.83) -0.40 0.32 0.02 0.02 0.1 -1.96 3.1 0.32 0.07 -0.91 In-plane AFM

3.366 (a+1.3) 2.96, (2.84) -0.41 0.60 0.29 0.03 0.09 -2.04 1.83 0.34 0.12 -1.72 In-plane AFM

3.3232 (a0.0) 2.69, (2.81) -0.37 0.85 0.51 0.001 0.05 -1.31 1.16 0.36 0.15 -1.82 AFM-ss

3.300 (a−0.7) 2.69, (2.62) -0.37 0.89 0.58 0.02 0.05 -0.19 1.93 -0.03 0.08 -1.84 AFM-ss

3.234 (a−2.7) 2.79, (2.55) -0.28 0.97 0.46 0.15 0.14 3.97 1.39 0.11 0.22 -0.96 In-plane FM

3.168 (a−4.7) 2.38, (2.36) -0.28 0.7 0.31 0.11 0.15 7.72 2.76 0.33 0.17 -0.31 In-plane FM

TABLE IV. The first three columns provide the surface lattice constant under strain, MCr obtained from both KKR-GF and
VASP in the parenthesis and single ion MCA constant (all are in-plane), respectively. Next, the D0j and Ji for first few
neighboring cells are tabulated. The different lattice constants signify the system is constructed with different uniform biaxial
strain values: from top to bottom, tensile 3.3% (a+3.3), tensile 1.3% (a+1.3), optimized 0.0% (a0.0), compressive 1.6% (a−0.7),
compressive 2.7% (a−2.7), and compressive 4.7% (a−4.7). The strains are calculated with respect to the optimized lattice
constant, aopt=3.3232 Å. The last column clearly indicates a transition from an in-plane AFM state to an in-plane FM state
via a noncollinear AFM-SS state.

FIG. S6. By using a square domain within Lx-Ly plane, in panels (a) and (b) we depict the normalized LDOS for E = 0
states at J = 3.5∆0, indicating the MFEM at parallel edges along (100) direction (Fig. S5(c), the corresponding spin texture)
and parallel edges along (010) direction (Fig. S5(e), the corresponding spin texture), respectively. Insets show the eigenvalue
spectrum En as a function of the state index n. (c) The energy eigenvalues E of the Hamiltonian H (Eq. (4) in the main
text) is plotted as a function of the exchange coupling constant J employing open boundary condition. We choose µ = 4.0∆0

and ∆0 = t. (d) The bulk-gap ∆G profile in the J-µ plane is shown by employing the periodic boundary condition. The dark
(light) blue regime represent the TSC phase (non-TSC phase). In the inset plot, we demonstrate the ∆G as function of J for
a fixed µ(= 4.0∆0) for more clarity. (e) The trivial phase occurs for J = 5.5∆0 and the eigenvalue spectrum En as a function
of the state index n clearly shows a gap at E=0.

Now, based on the solutions obtained from the spin lattice model (Eq. (5) in the main text), Figs. S6(a) and (b)
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describe the LDOS behavior for E=0 in the Lx-Ly plane for domains with spin textures shown in Fig. S5(c) and
Fig. S5(e), respectively. Note, here we consider the spin texture in a domain that is the key ingredient in stabilizing
the TSC phase. One can clearly find the edges where localization of the E = 0 state occurs and in both cases the
TSC phase is identified. Additionally, the parallel edges where we find the localized non-dispersive MFEM, strongly
depend on the nature of the SS. Particularly, in the present case, the degenerate AFM-SS ground states both stabilize
the MFEM on the two parallel edges and depending on the propagation direction, edges are orthogonal to each
other, compare Fig. S5(c) (corresponding LDOS in Fig. S6(a)) and Fig. S5(e) (corresponding LDOS in Fig. S6(b)).
Furthermore, the signature of non-dispersive MFEM is more convincing from the low-lying states (at En = 0) in the
eigenvalue spectrum, En as a function of the state index n, presented in the insets of Figs. S6(a) and (b). It is worth to
mention that in real experiments, such magnetic domain in general possesses both degenerate solutions [99] i.e., [100]
and [010] propagating SSs together in a single AFM-SS domain and hence, one should expect the MFEM on any edge
of a square domain. The calculations are done with exchange coupling strength J = 3.5∆0. On the other hand, in
case of J = 5.5∆0 (see Fig. S6(e)), the system becomes topologically trivial. One can identify the disappearance of
the MFEM from the LDOS (at E = 0) distribution in Fig. S6(e) and also, the gapped eigenvalue spectrum in the
inset. Thus, the appearance of the MFEM from the real material-based study supports our theoretical proposal, see
Fig. 3(c) in the main text.

We depict the energy eigenvalue spectrum (E/∆0) as a function of J/∆0 employing open boundary condition in
Fig. S6(c). In comparison to that of Mn/Nb(110) (see Fig. 5(c)), the gapless TSC phase hosting MFEM appears in
a wider range of J , between 3.5∆0 to 5.3∆0. To further identify the parameter regime, particularly in the µ-J plane,
in which the MFEM appears, we further investigate the bulk-gap ∆G = |E2 − E1| employing periodic boundary
condition. Here, E1 and E2 represent the two lowest YSR bands. We depict ∆G/∆0 in the J/∆0-µ/∆0 plane in
Fig. S6(d), see also Fig. 5(d) in the main text for Mn/Nb(110). Here, the gapless TSC regime is also highlighted by
the dark blue strip where ∆G ≃ 0 and the regime outside (∆G > 0) represents the trivial superconducting phase. In
the inset of Fig. S6(d), we illustrate the bulk-gap ∆G as function of J for a fixed value of the chemical potential µ,
for further transparent visibility of the TSC regime. The bulk-gap ∆G vanishes in the topological regime (∼ 3.5∆0

to 5.3∆0) and MFEM appears at the boundary (edges of the sample).

In compared to the Mn/Nb(110) example in the main text and here, for Cr/Nb(001) example we find that the
location of the MFEM depends on the propagation direction of the SS. So, owing to the C4v symmetry in the surface
unit cell of Cr/Nb(001), the MFEM can be probed experimentally at any edge of a square domain which generally
contains both propagating SSs.

The localized nondispersive MFEMs, extending along a 1D spatial dimension, observed on the two parallel edges
as in Figs. S6(a) and (b) appear to be highly tunable with the magnetic texture. Our model’s unique TSC features
open up the possibility of exploring alternating braiding operations in 2D, offering an alternative approach to the
conventional zero-dimensional quasiparticles such as Majorana zero modes (MZMs) typically found in 1D systems [3?
]. The presence of controllable underlying magnetic textures enables a highly tunable topological phase, potentially
leading to the confinement and transport of MFEM in 2D systems. An intriguing possibility is to engineer a 2D
system to create an arrangement of MFEMs selectively localized on the edges of finite domains. Indeed, this concept
shares similarities with the idea of braiding Majorana bound states in a magnetic tunnel junction array [? ]. Although
our model provides a promising platform for manipulating and realizing MFEM in real TM/SC examples, the non-
Abelian braiding statistics remain a challenging aspect for next-level topological quantum operations in 2D. Despite
the challenges in implementing non-Abelian braiding statistics for MFEM, it can be possible to engineer the edge
modes in a manner that allows the injection of a pair of edge vortices into the system. Braiding of an edge vortex might
be achievable when it crosses the branch cut of a bulk vortex. In a similar context, a Josephson junction geometry
has been explored to inject isolated vortices into chiral edge channels in 2D [? ]. However, it is essential to carefully
investigate whether the injection of vortices is feasible through flat Majorana edge modes, particularly in the case of
vanishing group velocity. Another device proposal in 2D involves a junction of Quantum Anomalous Hall Insulator
(QAHI) and topological superconductor (TS) layers, where a properly designed QAHI−TS−QAHI junction [? ] could
serve as an implementation of topologically protected quantum gates. Our model, featuring nondispersive MFEMs,
distinguishes itself from existing 2D examples that primarily rely on chiral dispersive edge modes in various proposals.
Nevertheless, to fully understand the potential for braiding operations and non-Abelian statistics with nondispersive
MFEMs, further investigation and new developments are required.

In summary, these studies with a wide variation in noncollinear AFM spin textures firmly establish the non-trivial
TSC phase hosting MFEM, allowing a formal connection between noncollinear magnetism in real materials and model
studies.
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S5. YSR/SHIBA ENERGY BAND FORMATION DUE TO THE AFM-SS STATE IN THE MN LAYER
ON TOP OF Nb(110) SURFACE
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FIG. S7. Panels (a), (b) correspond to the behavior of LDOS as a function of E/∆0 for two different values of exchange
coupling strength J = 4.5∆0 and J = 5.0∆0 respectively, when we measure LDOS at the edge of the system. Panels (c), (d)
indicate the formation of Shiba bands at the same parameter values when we measure LDOS at the middle of the system.

In this section of the SM, we discuss about the non-topological Shiba band formed within the energy scale E = ±∆0

in the presence of Mn layer as magnetic impurities (AFM-SS) placed on top of an s-wave superconductor Nb (110).
We obtain the signature of Shiba band when we compute LDOS at the middle of the system. These Shiba bands play
the pivotal role during the topological phase transition.

In Fig. S7(a), we obtain a sharp peak at E = 0 in the LDOS behavior for J = 4.5∆0. This is a signature of
the MFEM (topologically non-trivial) when calculated at the edges of the system. On the other hand, in Fig. S7(c)
we depict the corresponding YSR (or simply Shiba) band features in LDOS with the same exchange coupling value
J = 4.5∆0, when we compute LDOS at the middle of the system. The semimetallic behavior arising in the LDOS [see
Fig. S7 (c)] is the signature of the gaplessness (graphene-like behavior) of the bulk YSR band in the topological regime.
This is consistent with the Fig. 2(d) (blue curve) in the main text. On the other hand, Fig. S7(b) and Fig. S7(d)
represent LDOS at the edge and middle (YSR/Shiba band) of the system respectively in the non-topological regime
(when J = 5.0∆0), where MFEM peak disappears at the edges, see Fig. S7(b). Concomitantly, LDOS in Fig. S7
(d) exhibits a gapped superconductor instead of a semimetallic phase. Similarly, in Fig. S8, panels (a), (b), (c), (d)
correspond to the spatial variation of the LDOS at finite energy E = 0.1∆0 in the Lx-Ly plane for four different
values of the exchange coupling strength J = 4.0∆0, 4.2∆0, 4.5∆0, 5.0∆0 respectively. One can observe a significant
variation of the non-topological Shiba bands for each case due to the presence of the Mn layer as magnetic SS.
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FIG. S8. Panels (a), (b), (c), (d) correspond to the vatiation of LDOS at finite energy E = 0.1∆0 in Lx-Ly plane (highlighting
corresponding features of YSR band) with respect to the exchange field strength J = 4.0∆0, 4.2∆0, 4.5∆0, 5.0∆0 respectively.

S6. DERIVATION OF AN EFFECTIVE p-WAVE SUPERCONDUCTING PAIRING

In the following section, we investigate the characteristics of the effective pairing mechanism [84, 85] that leads to
the formation of the gapless topological superconducting phase in 2D, hosting nondispersive MFEM in our model.
Our analyses begin with the consideration of the effective k-space model,

H̃(k)= ξk,gτz+
1
2g·k σzτz+Jσx+∆0τx . (S7)

This is also presented in Eq. (3) in the main text of our study, where all terms are appropriately defined. The
Bogoliubov de-Gennes (BdG) form of the above Hamiltonian reads,

H̃(k) =

(
ξk,gσ0 + Jσx + 1

2g·kσz ∆0σ0

∆0σ0 −ξk,gσ0 + Jσx − 1
2g·kσz

)
, (S8)

where, ξk,g=
1
2

(
k2x + k2y +g2

)
−µ, k = (kx, ky) and g = (gx, gy). We assume that gx = gy = g. In our quest to establish

a dual representation for the BdG Hamiltonian, as described in Eq. (S8), we aim to find an equivalent dual Hamiltonian

denoted as H̃D(k). In this process, we utilize a unitary operator responsible for the duality transformation. We define
the selected unitary operator for this purpose as follows:

S =
1√
2

(
12×2 12×2

12×2 −12×2

)
. (S9)

By this unitary transformation, the Hamiltonian becomes,

H̃D(k) = S†H̃(k)S . (S10)

Hence, the equivalent dual Hamiltonian can be written as,

H̃D(k) =

(
ϵDk σ0 + Jσx ∆̃D(k)σ0

∆̃D(k)σ0 −ϵDk σ0 + Jσx

)
, (S11)

where,

ϵDk = ∆0 ,

∆̃D(k) =
1

2
g(kx + ky)σz + ξk,gσ0 . (S12)
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At low energy limit (kx, ky ∼ 0), keeping the linear order of kx and ky, the effective pairing takes the form,

∆̃D(k) ≃
(
µ− g2

2

)
σ0 +

g

2
(kx + ky)σz . (S13)

In case of spin up (↑↑) and spin down (↓↓) channel dual pairing becomes,

∆̃D
↑/↓(k) =

(
µ− g2

2

)
± g

2
(kx + ky) . (S14)

Thus, it is evident that the spin-orbit coupling term ( 12g.kσz), arising from the spin spiral in the original Hamiltonian

H̃(k), is formally transformed into an effective “px + py-type” pairing with a constant kinetic energy term ϵDk = ∆0

in the dual Hamiltonian. This intriguing result suggests that the signature of the topological superconducting phase,
namely the nondispersive MFEM, arises due to a unique p-wave pairing mechanism resulting from the interplay
between the spin-spiral state and the normal s-wave superconductivity. The unitary transformation S, which is
independent of k, does not alter the topological invariant, ensuring the topological equivalence between Eq. (S8) and
Eq. (S11).

S7. EFFECT OF RASHBA SOC ON SINGLE-ORBITAL MODEL AND AN EXTENSION TO
MULTI-ORBITAL THEORY

In the presence of single-orbital (SO) channel, Rashba SOC term becomes [49],

HR
SO = λRτz(σx sin ky − σy sin kx) , (S15)

where λR is the Rashba SOC strength. Here, the Pauli matrices σ and τ operate on the spin and particle-hole degrees
of freedom, respectively. Similarly, in the presence of multi-orbital (MO) channels the same term [Eq. (S15)] added
in the Hamiltonian [Eq. (4) in the main text] takes the form [64, 65],

HR
MO = λRτzΓorb(σx sin ky − σy sin kx) , (S16)

where, Γorb =

(
1 0

0 0

)
represents orbital degrees of freedom. Therefore, we study the effect of MO and SOC on

prototype heterostructures where the magnetic layer is based on 3d-transition metal (TM) element deposited on the
s-wave superconducting (SC).

FIG. S9. Panels (a) and (b) depict the eigenvalue spectra of the lattice Hamiltonian containing SO and MO channels,
respectively. Here, we have varied the Rashba SOC strength, λR, while using an open boundary condition in the 2D finite
domain. The lattice model takes into account the noncollinear spin texture in the form of AFM-SS (strained Mn/Nb(110)
system). The exchange coupling strength is chosen as J = 4.5∆0 for all cases. Panel (c) illustrates the bulk gap as a function of
the exchange coupling strength, while considering periodic boundary conditions in 2D. We investigate four different scenarios:
(i) SO without Rashba SOC, (ii) SO with Rashba SOC, (iii) MO without Rashba SOC, and (iv) MO with Rashba SOC. The
additional model parameter values are chosen as µ = 4.0∆0 and t = ∆0.

In Fig. S9(a) and (b), we depict the eigenvalue spectrum in the topological phase for SO and MO cases [at the
level of tight-binding model Eq. (4) of our main text], respectively. The strength of the Rashba SOC in both
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cases has been varied to illustrate its impact on our results. The qualitative similarity of the overall physics in the
presence of moderate strength Rashba SOC is evident from the results presented in Fig. S9(a) for the SO model.
However, for strong Rashba SOC strength (λR = 0.7∆), the MFEM becomes relatively dispersive without altering
the topological nature of the TSC phase. Incorporating additional orbital channels in the MO model and including
the SOC term (Eq. S16) does not alter the existence of MFEMs in the topological phase. We observe only slight
overall renormalization in the gapless topological superconducting phase hosting nondispersive MFEMs. Indeed, the
fundamental physics of MFEMs remains qualitatively similar even with the inclusion of various basic ingredients such
as multi-orbital channels and the Rashba SOC term. In Fig. S9(c), we demonstrate the bulk gap (∆G) profile as
a function of exchange coupling strength J for four different scenarios: (i) SO without Rashba SOC, (ii) SO with
Rashba SOC, (iii) MO without Rashba SOC, (iv) MO with Rashba SOC.Notably, the topological gapless phase is
observed to exist approximately between J = 3.5∆0 and J = 4.7∆0 for all the scenarios mentioned above. Hence, the
presence of additional orbital channels and the effect of SOC has minimal influence on the overall physics of MFEMs.

FIG. S10. The panels labelled as (a) and (b) display the band structures obtained from the ab initio electronic structure
calculations for the Nb(110) and Nb(001) surfaces, respectively. These band structures are computed with and without taking
into account the effect of SOC. Furthermore, the panels labelled as (c) and (d) display the energy contours of the Fermi surface
for both surfaces. Similar to the band structure panels, these Fermi surface energy contours are also computed with and without
considering SOC.

In the main text, we opted for the minimal model without including the SOC term to provide a clear and un-
ambiguous exploration of the real example systems. The choice was based on the empirical observation that the
real example systems we studied are not significantly influenced by the Rashba SOC term, which may observe in
surface/interface systems. In Fig. S10, we have presented the band structure and the Fermi surface plots for s-wave
superconductor, Nb(110) and Nb(001) in slab geometries. The influence of the SOC effect on the band structure
is minimal, as evidenced by the negligible shifts in the blue and red bands in Fig. S10(a) and (b) for Nb(110) and
Nb(001), respectively. Moreover, the Fermi surface plots for both cases, with and without SOC, shown in Fig. S10(c)
and (d) for Nb surfaces, clearly demonstrate the minimal impact of the SOC effect.
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