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We demonstrate that in metals, both normal and superconducting, orbital currents present in
the ground state when time reversal symmetry (TRS) is broken, generate spin chirality. Nonzero
chirality can emerge in the absence of any spin-dependent interactions, even when the ground state
remains spin-unpolarized. The chirality effect is derived diagrammatically and illustrated for Hal-
dane model and the topological superconductivity problem. Chirality in the carrier band results in a
chiral three-spin RKKY interaction between localized spins coupled to carriers by s-d Hamiltonian,
an effect that can be detected by local probes such as spin-sensitive STM. In systems where detect-
ing TRS breaking by conventional means is challenging, such as topological superconductors, local
detection of spin chirality can serve as a reliable diagnostic of superconducting topological phases.

Spin chirality, defined as a three-spin mixed vector
product S1 · (S2 × S3), is a key quantity for various or-
der types in solids. Chirality arises in staggered spin
phases resulting from spontaneous breaking of spin rota-
tion symmetry, as well as in phases displaying breaking of
time reversal symmetry without breaking the spin rota-
tion symmetry [see, e.g., Refs. [1–5]]. When present,
chirality leads to interesting properties of the ordered
state. Notably, it generates a Berry phase for electrons
moving through the texture and coupled to it by spin
exchange interactions. The geometric gauge fields and
emergent electromagnetism arising in this way are man-
ifested through anomalous Hall effect[6–10]. In mag-
netic dielectrics, chiral interaction stabilizes frustrated
and noncollinear spin phases, as well as a rich variety of
spin liquid phases[11–15]. In spin liquids, geometric mag-
netic fields resulting from spin chirality are predicted to
drive quantum oscillations of spinons [16, 17]. The in-
triguing physics of spin chirality raises the question of
what general conditions allow it to emerge in a solid.

The examples above might suggest that chirality re-
quires fine-tuned prerequisites, such as spin-dependent
interactions, specific spin order or crystal lattice symme-
try. However, as we will demonstrate, chirality is a much
more general property than these examples indicate. We
will show that nonzero chirality robustly arises in any
system with broken time reversal symmetry (TRS), with-
out needing any other special properties, as illustrated in
Fig.1. Indeed, from a symmetry point of view, chirality
is a pseudoscalar under spin rotations. Therefore, it is
expected to be nonzero even if the Hamiltonian is spin-
independent and involves only orbital degrees of freedom,
even if the ground state |0⟩ is spin-unpolarized and in-
variant under spin rotations.

This argument predicts that metals with broken TRS
must exhibit nonzero three-point spin chirality[18]:

χ(r1, r2, r3) = ⟨0| s(r1) · [s(r2)× s(r3)] |0⟩ ≠ 0, (1)

where s(r) =
∑
αβ ψ̄α(r)σαβψβ(r) is electron spin den-

sity, defined, for conciseness, without the usual ℏ/2 fac-
tor. Below, this conclusion will be justified microscop-

FIG. 1. a) Spin chirality, Eq.(1), in spin-unpolarized metals
arising in a state with broken time reversal symmetry (TRS).
Chirality originates from stirring dynamics due to circulating
orbital currents, which drive three-particle chiral exchange
processes [see Eq.(2)]. Shown are diagrammatic contributions
given in Eq.(4). b), c) In systems where TRS breaking occurs
through a phase transition, such as, e.g., topological super-
conductors or valley-polarized phases in graphene multilayers,
spin chirality emerges simultaneously with orbital magnetism
even if the ordered state remains spin-unpolarized.

ically for generic spin-unpolarized metals. To empha-
size the generality of chirality beyond specific examples,
we consider three cases: (i) Berry phase in coordinate
space due to magnetic field, geometric or electromag-
netic, which couples to orbital degrees of freedom but not
to electron spin; (ii) Berry phase due to Berry curvature
in k-space of a conduction band; (iii) Berry phase due
to the superconducting order parameter in topological
superconductors with spin-unpolarized (S = 0) pairing
order. In all three cases, the Fermi sea is invariant under
SU(2) spin rotations, i.e., has symmetry of a spin singlet.
Spin-dependent interactions present in realistic systems,
if weak, will leave nonzero chirality unaffected.
Physically, this effect represents a reciprocal of the fa-

miliar effect of geometric phases of chiral spin textutres
driving orbital currents[6–9]. Namely, orbital dynamics
in a ground state with broken TRS (loosely described
as stirring) leads to chiral spin correlations. Intuitively,
this behavior can be understood with the help of an
identity[1] that links spin chirality operator to three-spin
permutations:

H(3) = s1 · [s2 × s3] = 2iP123 − 2iP321, (2)
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FIG. 2. Trion of magnetic adatoms as a chirality meter. The
three-spin Hamiltonian of a magnetic trion, Eq.(5), features
chiral interaction λS1 · (S2 × S3) of strength λ proportional
to local chirality value. In the presence of a DM interaction,
Eq.(6), the trion develops a nonzero net magnetization of a
sign proportional to λD, Eq.(7).

which is valid for any three spin-1/2 degrees of freedom,
with Pjkl being cyclic permutations. This result, familiar
for localized spins[1], here is applied to orbital dynamics
of carriers. When read right to left, it implies that stir-
ring induces chiral three-spin exchange and enables spin
chirality. This is indeed what emerges from the analysis.

As we will see, the three-point spin chirality given in
Eq.(1) can be expressed through electron Green’s func-
tions in coordinate space,

G(ϵ, rj , rk) =

〈
rk

∣∣∣∣ 1

iϵ−H

∣∣∣∣ rj〉 , (3)

where H is the carrier Hamiltonian that depends on or-
bital degrees of freedom but not spin. Diagrammatically,
this quantity is given by a difference of contributions due
to particles propagating between points r1, r2, r3 clock-
wise and counterclockwise:

χ(r1, r2, r3)=2iT
∑
ϵ

trG12G23G31− trG21G13G32, (4)

where Gjk is a shorthand for the Green’s function in
Eq.(3) and tr denotes trace over band indices of H.

As a local property sensitive to TRS, spin chirality
can be used to detect local TRS breaking. Usually, TRS
breaking in metals is detected by the Hall effect or op-
tical Kerr effect, or by torque magnetometry (e.g., see
[26–28] and references therein). However, in many sys-
tems of interest, the ordered states feature intertwining
domains of opposite polarization that are challenging to
detect macroscopically. In such cases, local probes have
a distinct advantage, as demonstrated, e.g., in the re-
cent detection of the Chern mosaic and valley polariza-
tion in moiré graphene[29]. Below we consider magnetic
adatoms/impurities at the surface of a 2D electron sys-
tem, coupled to electron spins by an s-d Hamiltonian. We
find that spin chirality in an electron gas, Eq.(1), governs
chiral exchange interactions between adatom spins.

Specifically, for trions composed of three adatoms, we
obtain a three-spin analog of the RKKY interaction:

H =
∑
i ̸=k

Jiksi · sk + λs1 · (s2 × s3) +HDM (5)

where Jik > 0 are pairwise RKKY interactions and the
chiral coupling λ is equal, up to s-d exchange coupling,

to the three-point spin chirality in Eq.(4). The last term
is the Dzyaloshinsky-Moriya (DM) interaction

HDM = D(s1 × s2)
z +D(s2 × s3)

z +D(s3 × s1)
z (6)

generally required at a 2D interface by symmetry[30–32].
As illustrated in Fig.2, the chiral three-spin interaction

in Eq.(5) is directly sensitive to local chirality values, re-
sulting in noncollinear three-spin ground states with a
nonzero ⟨sz⟩ magnetization. Indeed, in the presence of
a DM coupling but in the absence of the chiral term,
λ = 0, the Hamiltonian obeys TRS and features a double-
degenerate spin-1/2 ground state. This doublet is split on
introduction of the chiral term, resulting in TRS break-
ing and a finite magnetization at T = 0 is ⟨sz⟩ = sgnλ, of
a sign governed by λ. Magnetization gradually decreases
as temperature grows. In a realistic case of slightly un-
equal couplings Jik and for D, λ ≪ Jik, Eq.(5) predicts

a decreasing T dependence [33] ⟨sz⟩ = tanh(λD/J̃kBT ),

with J̃ given by, up to a constant of order one, the vari-
ance of Jik. After restoring units of ℏ/2 for spin-1/2
angular momentum, this translates into magnetization

mz =
gµB
2

tanh(λD/J̃kBT ). (7)

This result holds in a wide temperature interval 0 ≤
kBT ≲ J̃ . Magnetization of adatoms induced by chiral-
ity is an effect that can be measured by state-of-the-art
spin-sensitive STM probes [34–38].
General properties of chirality, as given in Eq.(4), can

be illustrated in the context of Berry phase in coordinate
space due to a magnetic field, whether geometric or elec-
tromagnetic, coupled to orbital degrees of freedom but
not to spin. As a simplest example, we consider carriers
in a parabolic band, H = 1

2m (p − a)2. However, as will
become clear, the results are considerably more general.
At a weak magnetic field b = ∇×a, b ∥ ẑ, the Green’s

function is given by a product of the Green’s function for
b = 0 and an Aharonov-Bohm phase factor evaluated for
a straight path connecting the end points[49]:

G(rj , rk) = eiθjkG0(|rj − rk|), θjk =

∫ rk

rj

a · dr, (8)

where the dependence of G and G0 on ϵ was suppressed
for conciseness (we set ℏ = 1, restoring dimensional units
later). This quasiclassical expression, sometimes referred
to as “eikonal model”, is applicable to both nonquantiz-
ing and quantizing fields, so long as the distance between
the end points is greater than the Fermi wavelength[49].
The two contributions in Eq.(4) then acquire opposite
phases θ123 = θ12+θ23+θ32 and θ213 = −θ123. This gives
chirality proportional to ieiθ123 − ieiθ213 = −2 sin θ123:

χ(r1, r2, r3) = −4 sin θ123T
∑
ϵ

G0
12G

0
23G

0
31

= −4 sin

(
2π
bA123

ϕ0

)
T
∑
ϵ

G0
12G

0
23G

0
31, (9)
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where the Aharonov-Bohm phase gained on going around
the triangle (r1, r2, r3) was expressed through the tri-
angle area A123 and the flux quantum ϕ0. This result,
which links chirality to the flux of b through the triangle
(r1, r2, r3), applies to electrons in an external magnetic
field regardless of its origin. E.g., it describes electrons in
a geometric field b due to isospin textures such as those
discussed recently for twisted TMD homobilayers [19, 20]
and isospin-polarized Bernal bilayers[21].

The result in Eq.(9) clarifies the geometric meaning
of chirality and its general properties. Chirality changes
sign when the triangle orientation is reversed; it also van-
ishes when time reversal symmetry is restored at b = 0.
When b is finite but small, or when the three points are
close to each other, chirality is proportional to the trian-
gle area A123. It is a local quantity, taking large values
at distances |rj − rk| comparable to the Fermi wave-
length, and falling off quickly at larger distances. E.g., for
a parabolic band, G0(ϵ, rj , rk) ∼ − 2m

ℏ2 log |rj − rk|/λF
at short distances, decaying rapidly at distances greater
than λF .

Vorticity of orbital currents, the effect responsible for
spin chirality, manifests through the angular dependence
of G(ϵ, rj , rk) allowing particles to gain phase on going
around a loop. In the example above, the phase was
due to a magnetic field, positive or negative depending
on the loop orientation. Similar behavior will also oc-
cur for carriers in bands equipped with k-space Berry
curvature, in the absence of magnetic field. Here, we
demonstrate it for the Haldane model[23], representing a
gapped graphene bandstructure created by a staggered
magnetic flux pattern. Haldane model captures the be-
havior in TRS-broken phases of valley-polarized graphene
and many other systems [see [29] and references therein].

The Hamiltonian for this model is of the form H(p) =
d(p) · τ , where τ = (τ1, τ2, τ3) are isospin 2 × 2 Pauli
matrices, and d(p) is a vector that, as p varies in the
Brillouin zone, sweeps a 4π solid angle. It is instruc-
tive to focus on the small-gap regime, achieved by tuning
the staggered flux in the model, where the Berry curva-
ture distribution in k-space is concentrated near points
K and K ′. In this case, since relevant electron states
have low energies with momenta close to K and K ′, the
full graphene band can be reduced to a gapped Dirac
Hamiltonian, separately for each valley:

Hη(p) =

(
mη vp−
vp+ −mη

)
, p± = ηpx ± ipy, (10)

where η = ±1 for valleys K and K ′, respectively, px,y =
−i∂x,y, and for simplicity we work with half-filled band,
µ = 0. The quantities mη, which are functions of pertur-
bations breaking P and T symmetries, in general have dif-
ferent values and different signs. Berry curvature, which
is nonzero in each valley, generates a nonzero net or-
bital magnetization unless mη=+1 and mη=−1 are equal
in magnitude and sign.

The angular dependence of the two-point Green’s func-

tions, Eq.(3), is obtained by a standard algebra:

G(ϵ, r) =

∫
d2p

(2π)2
eipr

iϵ−mητ3 − ηp1τ1 − p2τ2

= (−iϵ−mητ3 + τ1iη∂x + τ2i∂y)
1

2π
K0(r/ξ), (11)

where ξ = (ϵ2+m2
η)

−1/2 andK0(z) is the modified Bessel
function of the second kind (for conciseness, we set v =
1). Using the identity d

dzK0(z) = −K1(z) to evaluate
derivatives, and defining scaled distance z = r/ξ, gives

G(ϵ, r) = − iϵ+mητ3
2π

K0(z)−
τ1iηx+ τ2iy

2πξ2
K1(z)

z
. (12)

This Green’s function is a 2× 2 matrix of a general form
G(ϵ, r) = Arτ0 + Brτ3 + Crτ

+ + C∗
rτ

−. Because of the
angular r-dependence, such matrices do not commute for
noncollinear vectors r. With this matrix structure, the
chirality in Eq.(4) readily takes the form of a determinant

χ(r1, r2, r3) = 4iT
∑
ϵ

det

 Br1−r2
Br2−r3

Br3−r1

Cr1−r2
Cr2−r3

Cr3−r1

C∗
r1−r2

C∗
r2−r3

C∗
r3−r1


= −T

∑
η,ϵ

A123

π3ξ4
mηη

[
K0(z12)K̃1(z23)K̃1(z31) (13)

+K̃1(z12)K0(z23)K̃1(z31) + K̃1(z12)K̃1(z23)K0(z31)
]
,

where K̃1(z) ≡ K1(z)/z and zjk denotes scaled distances
|rj − rk|/ξ. This quantity is proportional to A123, the
area of the oriented triangle (r1, r2, r3) (see Fig.2) and
is dominated by the valley for which mηη is greatest, as
expected. The chirality sign is determined solely by the
sign of A123mηη. The behavior at short distances can be
inferred from the asymptotic expansion K0(y) = − ln y

2−
γ + O(y2). Evaluating derivatives yields a coordinate
dependence χ(r1, r2, r3) that is large at short distances
and falls off quickly as distances grow.
Next, we outline a general microscopic framework link-

ing spin chirality to Green’s functions. We will use a
generating functional

Z[h(r)] = Tr

[
Texp

(
−
∫ β

0

H(t)dt

)]
, (14)

where the Hamiltonian includes a source term coupled to
the spin density operator s(x) =

∑
αβ ψ̄α(x)σαβψβ(x):

H(t) =

∫
d2rψ̄(x) [H(p)⊗ 1S + h(x) · σ]ψ(x), (15)

where x = (r, t) labels space and time coordinates, and
σ = (σ1, σ2, σ3) are Pauli matrices. An identity matrix
in spin variables 1S is introduced to emphasize that H(p)
does not depend on electron spin. For conciseness, this
quantity is suppressed below. Likewise, when carriers
populate several valleys, as in Eq.(10), we assume that
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they couple to a single source field h(x). Generalization
to valley-specific h(x) is straightforward.
Spin correlators can be found by Taylor expanding the

log of the generating functional [49, 50]:

F [h(x)] = − log
Z[h(x)]

Z[0]
=
∑
n>0

1

n

∫
d3x1...d

3xn (16)

× hi1(x1)...h
in(xn)

〈〈
si1(x1)...s

in(xn)
〉〉
,

where ⟨⟨. . .⟩⟩ denotes irreducible correlators, or cumu-
lants. Of special interest for us will be the third-order
term since it is this term that gives the chirality density.

In our problem, the generating functional can be ana-
lyzed most easily using fermionic field representation

Z =

∫
D[ψ, ψ̄]e−

∫
dtd2rψ̄(x)[∂t+H(p)+h(x)·σ]ψ(x), (17)

where the time integral is taken over 0 < t < β. After
taking the Gaussian integral over the fermion variables,
the quantity Z is expressed as a fermion determinant:

Z[h(x)] = det [∂t +H(p) + h(x) · σ] . (18)

This transformation simplifies the analysis of the gener-
ating functional in terms of fermion contributions.

The generating functional given as a fermionic deter-
minant, Eq.(18), yields an expansion:

F [h(x)] = − log
Z[h(x)]

Z[0]
=
∑
n>0

1

n

∫
d3x1...d

3xn (19)

tr [(h(x1) · σ)G(x1 − x2)...(h(xn) · σ)G(xn − x1)] ,

G(x− x′) = T
∑
ϵ

∫
d2p

(2π)2
eip(r−r′)−iϵ(t−t′)

iϵ−H(p)
,

where ϵ is a discrete frequency. The Green’s functions
are scalars for single-band problems and matrices with
band indices for matrix Hamiltonians H(p). The trace is
taken over both spin and band variables.

To analyze the power series expansion in Eq.(19), we
introduce Fourier harmonics of the source field:

hi(x) =
∑
ω,k

hiω,ke
−iωt+ik·r. (20)

Below, for simplicity, we focus on time-independent
source fields h(x), i.e., we retain only the ω = 0 har-
monics in Eq.(20). This limit describes static equilib-
rium correlation functions of spin densities in the metal.
Dynamical correlations will be discussed elsewhere.

In this case, the generating functional is expressed
through products of Green’s functions which are all taken
at the same ϵ and integrated over ϵ:

F [h(x)] =
∑
n>0

1

n

∫
d2r1...d

2rnT
∑
ϵ

tr [(h(r1) · σ)

×G(ϵ, r1 − r2)...(h(rn) · σ)G(ϵ, rn − r1)] ,

G(ϵ, r − r′) =

∫
d2p

(2π)2
eip(r−r′)

iϵ−H(p)
. (21)

These expressions can be simplified by evaluating trace
over spin variables as

trσj = 0, trσjσk = 2δjk, trσjσkσl = 2iεjkl, (22)

where εjkl is the antisymmetric tensor. Therefore, the
n = 1 contribution vanishes, the n = 2 contribution gives
the standard RKKY pair spin correlator. The n = 3
contribution, which encodes chirality, takes the form:

δF3 =

∫
d2rd2r′d2r′′

2i

3
(hr × hr′) · hr′′ (23)

× T
∑
ϵ

trG(ϵ, r − r′)G(ϵ, r′ − r′′)G(ϵ, r′′ − r).

The mixed vector product structure of this expression
clearly indicates a relationship with chirality.
This result yields a closed-form expression for a three-

point spin correlator
〈
sj(r1)s

k(r2)s
l(r3)

〉
after identi-

fying coordinates in the integral (r, r′, r′′) with points
(r1, r2, r3). Altogether, there are six contributions, three
of one sign and three of the opposite sign:

⟨sj(r1)sk(r2)sl(r3)⟩ =
2i

3
εjklT

∑
ϵ

(24)

×
∑
P

(−1)P trG(ϵ, r − r′)G(ϵ, r′ − r′′)G(ϵ, r′′ − r)

where the sum
∑
P is taken over six permutations

(r, r′, r′′) = P (r1, r2, r3), with the sign (−1)P plus and
minus for permutations of a positive and negative parity,
respectively. This provides microscopic derivation of the
result for the three-point spin chirality as given in Eq.(4).
The diagrammatic approach used to derived Eq.(4)

also describes the chiral RKKY interaction between mag-
netic adatoms mediated by electrons, as given in Eq.(5).
Indeed, spins Si localized at r = rj and coupled to elec-
tron spins by the s-d Hamiltonian[51]

H =
∑
p

ψ†(p)H(p)ψ(p) + J
∑
rj

Sjs(rj), (25)

is identical in form to the generating functional prob-
lem in Eqs. (14) and (15), as verified by identifying the
source field h(x) with

∑
j JSjδ(r − rj). Integrating out

fermion degrees of freedom yields an effective interaction
Hamiltonian for localized spins. At leading order in J ,
ignoring higher-order Kondo-like contributions, we ob-
tain a sum of terms that match cumulants found from
the generating functional. This term-by-term identifica-
tion is justified at small J , when spin dynamics governed
by J is slow on the characteristic time scales of elec-
trons, t ∼ |rj − rk|/vF . This predicts the familiar two-
spin RKKY interaction and the chiral three-spin coupling
λ = J3χ(r1, r2, r3) in Eq.(5).
Next, we discuss chiral spin effects induced by topolog-

ical superconductivity in metals for pairing with nonzero
orbital angular momentum. In this case, even if TRS is
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unbroken in the normal state, it is broken in the super-
conducting phase as a result of the order parameter phase
winding around the Fermi surface. As is well known, this
translates into a nonzero k-space Berry curvature for the
BdG Hamiltonian of the system. Broken TRS results in
a chiral spin effect present even when the superconduct-
ing order is spin-singlet and invariant under SU(2) spin
rotations. Here, in complete analogy with the discussion
of the Dirac band above, spin chirality is enabled by TRS
being broken for orbital degrees of freedom, in a complete
absence of spin-orbit interactions.

Further illustration of the generality of the link be-
tween Berry phase and spin chirality, and a system dis-
playing interesting physics, is provided by topological su-
perconductivity. As a simple example, we consider pair-
ing in a parabolic band with nonzero angular momentum,

H =
∑
p,σ

ϵ(p)c†p,σcp,σ −
∑
p,p′

V (p− p′)c†−p′↓c
†
p′↑cp↑c−p↓,

where σ =↑, ↓. The angle-dependent pairing interaction
V (p− p′) is such that it favors exotic superconductivity
with L ̸= 0 and S = 0. The paired state is described by
a 4× 4 Bogoliubov-de Gennes (BdG) Hamiltonian

HBdG(p) =

(
ξp ∆pσy

∆∗
pσy −ξp

)
, ξp = ϵp − µ, (26)

where σy describes spin-singlet pairing and the order pa-
rameter ∆p phase winds around the Fermi surface,

∆p = ∆′
p + i∆′′

p = |∆p|eiθp ,
∮
dθp = 2πL. (27)

Since this Hamiltonian features nonzero Berry curvature,
by the symmetry argument given above and the unbroken
SU(2) symmetry notwithstanding, it is expected to give
nonzero spin chirality.

The analysis can be carried out in the same way as
for Haldane model. We use the generating functional
as given in Eqs. (14) and (15), with the BdG Hamil-
tonian and coupling of the source field to electron spin
density written as in a superconductor with magnetic
impurities[52]

H = H(p) + h(r) ·
(
1 + τ3

2
s(r) +

1− τ3
2

σys(r)σy

)
,

h(r) =
∑
j

JSjδ(r − rj). (28)

This spin structure accounts for the fact that spin states
in the BdG Hamiltonian are (ψ1, ψ2) and (ψ1,−ψ2), for
particles and holes, respectively [53–55]. This Hamilt-
ponian, after integrating out fermions, generates a result
similar to Eq.4, where G(ϵ, r − r′) are matrix Green’s
functions of the superconductor. The general expression

G(ϵ, r − r′) =

∫
d2p

(2π)2
eip·(r−r′)

iϵ−HBdG(p)
(29)

= Aϵ,r−r′τ0 +Bϵ,r−r′τ3 + Cϵ,r−r′τ+σy + C∗
ϵ,r−r′τ−σy

simplifies at pF |r − r′| ≫ 1 and ∆ ≪ EF . In this case,

 Aϵ,r
Bϵ,r
Cϵ,r

 =

√
pF

2π|r|
e−|r|/ξ(ϵ)

v2F

 −iϵξ(ϵ) cosϕr
vF sinϕr

−∆ξ(ϵ) (x+iy)
2

|r|2 cosϕr



where ξ(ϵ) = vF /
√
ϵ2 +∆2, τ± = (τx ± iτy)/2 and

ϕr = pF |r| − π
4 . For concreteness, we focus on topo-

logical d + id pairing, L = 2.

To obtain spin chirality, we employ the determinant
formula used for Haldane model, which gives [56]

χ(r1, r2, r3) = 4iT
∑
ϵ,P

(−)PBϵ,r−r′Cϵ,r′−r′′C∗
ϵ,r′′−r,

(30)
with the sum taken over six permutations of three points
(r, r′, r′′) = (rP (1), rP (2), rP (3)). This predicts chiral-
ity proportional to the area of the oriented triangle A123

times some functions of coordinates falling off at large
rj − rk. This property follows from the identity

(x− iy)2(x′+ iy′)2−c.c. = 4i(xy′−x′y)(xx′+yy′). (31)

Chirality oscillates with λF periodicity and falls off expo-
nentially beyond the coherence length ξ0 = vF /∆. Chi-
rality values, after integration over ϵ, are proportional to
|∆|/EF times factors which are order-one at distances of
the order λF , where chirality attains maximum value.

In summary, spin chirality is a quantity expected on
symmetry grounds whenever TRS is broken. As we saw,
orbital currents in a metal, normal or superconducting,
present in the ground state as a result of TRS break-
ing, generate spin chirality even when the ground state is
spin-unpolarized. The spin chirality effect can be probed
using magnetic adatoms, and is particularly appealing as
a probe of topological superconductivity. Presently, there
exist many superconductors suspected to be topological,
like UPt3, CuxBi2Se3, Sn1−xInxTe, moiré TMDs such as
2M-WS2, twisted and stacked graphene layers, as well as
cuprates [57–63]. Spin chirality may also act as a smoking
gun probe to detect topology in superconducting materi-
als like Sr2RuO4, where the topological nature of super-
conductivity is disputed [64–71]. In such systems, while
detecting TRS breaking by macroscopic measurements is
challenging, local probes of spin chirality can serve as a
reliable diagnostic of broken time reversal symmetry.
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tice: Chiral spin state based on a ferromagnet. Phys.
Rev. B 62, R6065 (2000).

[46] T. Fujita, M. B. A. Jalil, S. G. Tan, and S. Murakami,
Gauge fields in spintronics. Journal of applied physics,
110(12), p.17 (2011).

[47] K. Hamamoto, M. Ezawa, and N. Nagaosa, Quantized
topological Hall effect in skyrmion crystal, Phys. Rev. B
92, 115417 (2015).

[48] Y. Taguchi, Y. Oohara, H. Yoshizawa, N. Nagaosa, and
Y. Tokura, Spin chirality, Berry phase, and anomalous
Hall effect in a frustrated ferromagnet. Science 291, no.
5513 (2001): 2573-2576.

[49] A. A. Abrikosov, L. P. Gorkov and I. E. Dzyaloshinski,
Methods of Quantum Field Theory in Statistical Physics,
Dover (1975).

[50] P. Coleman, Introduction to Many-Body Physics, Cam-
bridge University Press (2015).

[51] A. C. Hewson, The Kondo Problem to Heavy Fermions
(Cambridge Studies in Magnetism, Series Number 2,
2008)

[52] A. A. Abrikosov and L. P. Gor’kov, Sov. Phys. JETP
12, 1243 (1961); [J. Exptl. Theoret. Phys. (U.S.S.R.) 39,
1781 (1960)].

[53] L. Yu, Acta Phys. Sin. 21, 75 (1965).
[54] H. Shiba, Prog. Theor. Phys. 40, 435 (1968).
[55] A. I. Rusinov, JETP Lett. 9, 85 (1969).
[56] Here, it is important to consider the role of the quantity

σy, which describes the spin-singlet structure of Cooper
pairs as well as the relation between particle and hole spin

wavefunctions. The dependence on σy can be eliminated
by transforming the hole part of the BdG spinor as ψ′

h =
σyψh. The transformed Hamiltonian does not involve σy,

H̃(p) = d(p) · τ =

(
ξp ∆p

∆∗
p −ξp

)
. (32)

This gives expressions identical to the determinant in
Eq.(13) in terms of the transformed vector d(p). Map-
ping to Bloch sphere defined by vector d(p) has a nonzero
topological invariant N = L. This gives nonzero Berry
curvature in k space and nonzero spin chirality in posi-
tion space.

[57] R. Nandkishore, L. Levitov and A. Chubukov, Chiral
superconductivity from repulsive interactions in doped
graphene. Nature Phys 8, 158-163 (2012).

[58] Y. M. Lu, T. Xiang, and D. H. Lee, Underdoped su-
perconducting cuprates as topological superconductors.
Nature Phys 10, 634–637 (2014).

[59] S. Y. F. Zhao et al., Time-reversal symmetry breaking
superconductivity between twisted cuprate superconduc-
tors. Science 382,1422-1427 (2023).

[60] M. Sato and Y. Ando, Rep. Prog. Phys. 80 076501
(2017).

[61] K. E. Avers, W. J. Gannon, S. J. Kuhn, et al. Broken
time-reversal symmetry in the topological superconduc-
tor UPt3. Nat. Phys. 16, 531–535 (2020).

[62] Y. W. Li, H. J. Zheng, Y. Q. Fang, et al. Observation
of topological superconductivity in a stoichiometric tran-
sition metal dichalcogenide 2M-WS2. Nat Commun 12,
2874 (2021).

[63] M. Khosravian, E. Bascones, J. L Lado, Moiré-
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