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It has recently been realized that magnetic systems with coplanar magnetic order that are invariant under the
combined operation of time-reversal and translation with half a unit cell feature energy bands with a symmetry-
protected p-wave spin polarization. Such 𝑝-wave magnets are a sought-after spin analogy of unconventional triplet
superconducting pairing and show promise for use in spintronics. Metallic helimagnets provide a realization of
𝑝-wave magnetism, but such order often occurs in systems lacking inversion symmetry so that Rashba spin-orbit
interactions can be prominent. An important question is therefore how the magnitude and the existence of 𝑝-wave
spin polarization is affected by Rashba spin-orbit interaction. Here, we prove that while the 𝑝-wave symmetry of
the spin-polarized bands is strictly speaking removed by spin-orbit interactions in helimagnets unless the period
of the helix is fine-tuned, the actual quantitative deviation from 𝑝-wave symmetry is extremely weak unless the
period of the helix is only a few lattice sites. Thereafter, we show that the 𝑝-wave magnetism becomes completely
robust in pairs of antiferromagnetically coupled helices. More precisely, the 𝑝-wave spin-polarization of the
bands then appears regardless of the periodicity and regardless of the strength of the spin-orbit interactions. This
shows that antiferromagnetically coupled helimagnetic chains produce robust 𝑝-wave spin polarization free of
fine-tuning requirements, making them attractive for potential spintronic applications.

I. INTRODUCTION

Magnetic materials form a centerpiece in the field of con-
densed matter physics. Besides their widespread use in appli-
cations, ranging from various electronic devices to medical
technology, such materials reveal a wealth of interesting fun-
damental quantum physics. There is a zoo of magnetic states
in materials, ranging from traditional ferromagnets and anti-
ferromagnets to more complex magnetic configurations like
skyrmions [1, 2] and spin ice [3, 4].

The behavior of conduction electrons in a magnetic material
is heavily influenced by the type of magnetism that is exhibited.
This is a key principle in the field of spintronics [5] where the
aim is to utilize the electron spin for practical purposes rather
than its electric charge. In this context, it is particularly useful
to identify ways that enable the motion of the electron to be
controlled via its spin, or vice versa. The realization that a
large group of antiferromagnetic materials display such spin-
momentum coupling [6–10] and form a material class known
as altermagnets [11, 12] has therefore generated much interest
recently. In altermagnets, the electrons exhibit a momentum-
dependent spin polarization while the material as a whole
has no net magnetization, making them of high interest for
spintronics [13].

Interestingly, the precise form of the spin-momentum cou-
pling in some altermagnets is a magnetic analogy of how
electrons in high-temperature superconductors form pairs, and
has a so-called 𝑑-wave symmetry [14]. Other types of symme-
tries, such as 𝑝-wave, can be realized in superfluid He-3 [15].
It turns out that such a state also has a magnetic analogy. Heli-
magnetic systems where the localized spin moments display a
spatially rotating pattern have been noted to endow electrons
with a 𝑝-wave spin polarization [16–18], meaning that elec-
trons with opposite momenta have opposite spin expectation
values. The possibility to realize 𝑝-wave magnetic phases from
spin-independent interactions, via a so-called Pomeranchuk
instability has also been studied [19–22], but not experimen-

tally realized so far. Very recently, a symmetry-analysis of the
Hamiltonian for a helimagnetic system revealed under which
circumstances 𝑝-wave spin polarization appears for the itinerant
electrons [23], and the importance of T̂𝝉̂-symmetry (where
T̂ is the time-reversal operation and 𝝉̂ is a lattice translation
operation) was highlighted in [24] and used to propose that
CeNiAsO is a 𝑝-wave magnet. A minimal effective model
capturing the main qualitative features of 𝑝-wave magnets, per-
mitting an analytical approach, have recently been developed
and used to predict large tunneling magnetoresistance values
[25].

While 𝑝-wave magnets look promising for spintronics ap-
plications due to the strong (non-relativistic) spin-momentum
coupling, the extent to which the characteristic 𝑝-wave sym-
metry can be utilized in devices depends crucially on how
robust the 𝑝-wave spin-polarization stemming from the mag-
netic texture is against other interactions that may be present
in the material. Of particular importance is how spin-orbit
interactions, which will be especially prominent in crystals lack-
ing inversion symmetry or in thin films, affect the magnitude
and existence of the 𝑝-wave spin polarization of the electrons
stemming from the magnetic texture. The answer to this ques-
tion will be decisive in determining whether or not 𝑝-wave
magnetism in for instance helimagnets is a robust feature that
occurs irrespective of the details of the helimagnetic pattern and
irrespective of the presence of spin-orbit interactions stemming
from the lack of structural or bulk inversion symmetry.

We here address this question and report two main results.
The first result is that spin-orbit interaction, taken to be of
Rashba-type for concreteness, induce a even-odd effect in a
helimagnetic chain. With SOC, the composite time-reversal
symmetry in helices with odd unit cells is lifted and a nonzero
magnetization emerges. While SOC ruins the 𝑝-wave polar-
ization for helimagnets with an odd number of spins in the
period of their magnetic texture [23], it survives and remains
even for strong spin-orbit interactions when the period has an
even number of spins. While this suggests that helimagnets
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may not represent a robust realization of 𝑝-wave magnetism,
since the precise number of sites in the period will be very
difficult to control experimentally, our second main result over-
comes this problem. The second result shows that when pairs
of helimagnetic chains couple antiferromagnetically to each
other, as experimentally realized [26] in manganese atoms on
tungsten (110), perfect 𝑝-wave polarization appears regardless
of the periodicity of the helimagnetic chain and regardless of
the strength of the spin-orbit interactions. These results show
that coupled helimagnetic chains can be used to realize ro-
bust 𝑝-wave spin polarization free of fine-tuning requirements,
making them attractive for potential applications.

II. THEORY

We model a 2D helimagnet with a tight-binding model where
the itinerant electrons are coupled to localized and spatially
varying moments through an s-d coupling. The moments are
taken to be collinearly ordered (AFM or FM) between chains in
the y direction while moments rotate in a non-collinear fashion
along the chains in x, giving rise to the helical magnetic texture.
The case of a single helimagnetic chain is shown in Fig. 1(a).
The Hamiltonian is given by

𝐻 = −𝑡
∑︁

⟨𝑖, 𝑗 ⟩,𝜎
𝑐
†
𝑖,𝜎

𝑐
𝑗 ,𝜎

− 𝐽sd
∑︁

𝑖,𝜎,𝜎′
(𝑺𝑖 · 𝝈)𝜎𝜎′𝑐

†
𝑖,𝜎

𝑐
𝑖,𝜎′

− 𝑖𝜆

2

∑︁
⟨𝑖, 𝑗 ⟩,𝜎,𝜎′

𝑐
†
𝑖,𝜎

(𝝈𝑦𝛿𝑥 − 𝝈𝑥𝛿𝑦)𝜎𝜎′𝑐 𝑗 ,𝜎′ (1)

where

𝑺𝑖 = 𝑒𝑖𝜂 𝜋𝑦𝑖 [cos(𝜑𝑥𝑖) 𝒚̂ + sin(𝜑𝑥𝑖) 𝒛̂] (2)

and where 𝜂 = 0(1) describe FM (AFM) order between the
helically ordered chains. Above, 𝐽sd is the s-d coupling strength,
t the regular tight-binding hopping parameter and 𝜆 the strength
of a Rashba spin-orbit coupling due to inversion-symmetry
breaking in z. The magnetic texture is rotating in the yz-plane
as a function of the x-coordinate.

The period over which the texture completes a full rotation
naturally defines a unit cell with 𝑁 𝑥

u.c. sites and the relative
angle between adjacent moments in x is 𝜑 = 2𝜋

𝑁 𝑥
u.c.+1 . Assuming

periodic boundary conditions in both x and y, we introduce
Fourier-transformed operators with momenta running between

𝑘𝑥 ∈
[
− 𝜋

𝑁 𝑥
u.c.

,
𝜋

𝑁 𝑥
u.c.

)
, (3)

𝑘𝑦 ∈
[
− 𝜋

2
,
𝜋

2
)

(4)

where we have set the unit cell dimension in y to 2 to allow
for AFM coupling between chains. In Fourier space, the
Hamiltonian can be written as

𝐻 =
∑︁
𝒌

𝑐
†
𝒌
ℎ𝒌𝑐𝒌 (5)

(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG. 1. (a) In a single helimagnetic chain with odd unit cell length,
there exists no lattice translation 𝝉̂ which maps the chain onto its time-
reversed counterpart (grey arrows). On the contrary, for even unit cells,
the combined operation of time-reversal T̂ and 𝝉̂ = 𝝉̂1/2 where 𝝉̂1/2
is a translation by half a unit cell length, leaves the system invariant.
(b) The maximum p-wave bandstructure polarization (P) is shown
for a helimagnet with FM order between chains and 𝑁 𝑥

u.c. = 3 − 30
sites. The transparent lines show the average instead of the maximum
polarization [see Eq. (12)]. Upon introduction of SOC (𝜆 = 0.25𝑡),
the x-polarization of the bandstructure decreases as the odd in 𝑘𝑦 𝜎𝑥

from the SOC counteracts the 𝑘𝑥𝜎𝑥 of the helical structure. (c) The
presence of SOC disrupts the perfect antisymmetric spin polarization
for odd unit-cells which also manifests in an effective time-reversal
breaking and the appearance of a non-zero ⟨𝑚𝑥/𝑦⟩ magnetization.
For unit cells where 𝑁 𝑥

u.c. is even, the p-wave order is protected
by the T̂𝝉̂1/2 symmetry and is not lifted by the presence of SOC.
𝑁Fourier = 50 in both x and y.

where the Hamiltonian block ℎ𝒌 is 4𝑁 𝑥
u.c. × 4𝑁 𝑥

u.c. (recall that
𝑁

𝑦
u.c. = 2) and where

𝑐
𝒌
= (𝑐

𝒌 ,1,↑, ..., 𝑐𝒌 ,𝛼,↑, ..., 𝑐𝒌 ,2𝑁 𝑥
u.c. ,↓

)𝑇 (6)

with 𝛼 denoting the site index within a unit cell.
A given 𝒌-block in Eq. (5) is diagonalized by the uni-

tary matrix 𝑈𝒌 such that ℎ
𝒌

= 𝑈
†
𝒌
Λ
𝒌
𝑈
𝒌

where Λ
𝒌

=

diag[𝐸𝒌 ,1...𝐸𝒌 ,4𝑁 𝑥
u.c. ] and 𝑈𝒌 = [Φ𝒌 ,1...Φ𝒌 ,4𝑁 𝑥

u.c. ] with the
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FIG. 2. Fermi surface at 𝜇 = −2𝑡 for (a) a 𝑁 𝑥
u.c. = 4 helical structure

𝐽sd = 𝑡 (b) Rashba metal (𝜆 = 0.25𝑡) and (c) helical structure +
Rashba SOC (𝐽sd = 𝑡, 𝜆 = 0.25𝑡). In the bare helical structure, the
transverse ⟨𝑠𝑥

𝒌
⟩ polarization is asymmetrical under inversion of 𝑘𝑥 ,

(𝑘𝑥 , 𝑘𝑦) → (−𝑘𝑥 , 𝑘𝑦). In absence of magnetic texture with Rashba
SOC, the same polarization is asymmetric with respect to the 𝑘𝑦
component, (𝑘𝑥 , 𝑘𝑦) → (𝑘𝑥 ,−𝑘𝑦). Combining the helical magnet
with Rashba SOC renders the ⟨𝑠𝑥

𝒌
⟩ asymmetric only under inversion

of the total momentum, (𝑘𝑥 , 𝑘𝑦) → (−𝑘𝑥 ,−𝑘𝑦).

eigenvectors

Φ𝒌 ,𝑛 = [𝑢𝒌 ,1,𝑛 𝑣𝒌 ,1,𝑛 ... 𝑣𝒌 ,2𝑁 𝑥
u.c. ,𝑛]

𝑇 . (7)

The magnetic texture rotates in the yz-plane, and in the
following, the transverse x-polarization of itinerant electrons
will be of particular interest. Expressing the original fermion
operators in the new basis, it follows that the x-polarization of
the momentum mode 𝒌 can be expressed as

⟨𝑆𝑥𝒌 ⟩ =
1
2

2𝑁 𝑥
u.c.∑︁

𝛼=1

4𝑁 𝑥
u.c.∑︁

𝑛=1

(
𝑢∗𝒌 ,𝛼,𝑛𝑣𝒌 ,𝛼,𝑛 + 𝑢𝒌 ,𝛼,𝑛𝑣

∗
𝒌 ,𝛼,𝑛

)
𝑛𝐹 (𝐸𝒌 ,𝑛)

=

4𝑁 𝑥
u.c.∑︁

𝑛=1
⟨𝑠𝑥

𝑛,𝒌⟩𝑛𝐹 (𝐸𝒌 ,𝑛) (8)

where 𝛼 denotes the particular site in the unit cell and where
n is the band index. We have introduced the band-resolved
polarization

⟨𝑠𝑥
𝑛,𝒌⟩ =

1
2

2𝑁 𝑥
u.c.∑︁

𝛼=1
𝑢∗𝒌 ,𝛼,𝑛𝑣𝒌 ,𝛼,𝑛 + 𝑢𝒌 ,𝛼,𝑛𝑣

∗
𝒌 ,𝛼,𝑛 (9)

which gives the polarization of a state in a particular band n
at a particular 𝒌 in the Brillouin zone. We can likewise define
the band-resolved y and z polarizations,

⟨𝑠𝑦
𝑛,𝒌

⟩ = − 𝑖

2

2𝑁 𝑥
u.c.∑︁

𝛼=1
𝑢∗𝒌 ,𝛼,𝑛𝑣𝒌 ,𝛼,𝑛 − 𝑢𝒌 ,𝛼,𝑛𝑣

∗
𝒌 ,𝛼,𝑛 (10)

⟨𝑠𝑧
𝑛,𝒌

⟩ = 1
2

2𝑁 𝑥
u.c.∑︁

𝛼=1
|𝑢𝒌 ,𝛼,𝑛 |2 − |𝑣𝒌 ,𝛼,𝑛 |2, (11)

but these are zero in the absence of SOC due to the compensated
nature of the helical unit cell.

A defining characteristic of p-wave magnetism is the emer-
gence of a non-zero transverse polarization of the electron
bands, ⟨𝑠𝑥

𝑛,𝒌
⟩ ≠ 0, despite the moments of 𝑺𝑖 of Eq. (1) rotat-

ing in the yz-plane. For a given wavevector 𝒌, this polarization
is odd under spatial inversion ⟨𝑠𝑥

𝑛,𝒌
⟩ = −⟨𝑠𝑥

𝑛,−𝒌⟩ such that the
overall system is compensated. Rashba spin-orbit coupling
also induces an antisymmetric spin-polarization. We plot the
Fermi surface in Fig. 2 at 𝜇 = −2𝑡 for a p-wave magnet
without SOC (a), for a Rashba metal with 𝐽sd = 0 (b) and for
a combined p-wave + SOC system in (c). The color denotes
the x-polarization of the bands crossing the Fermi level. We
note that the ⟨𝑠𝑥

𝑛,𝒌
⟩ induced by the helical texture is odd in

𝑘𝑥 , the direction along which the texture rotates. Likewise,
⟨𝑠𝑥

𝑛,𝒌
⟩ is odd in 𝑘𝑦 for SOC, due to the term 𝜎𝑥𝑘𝑦 in the

Hamiltonian. While both are antisymmetric with respect to
a full spatial inversion, the particular momentum component
giving rise to the inversion is unique. When p-wave and SOC is
combined, the result can be a polarization ⟨𝑠𝑥

𝑛,𝒌
⟩ whose axis of

inversion is tilted away from the x-axis (𝑘𝑥 → −𝑘𝑥) in the bare
p-wave magnet, but we emphasize that it is not obvious that
the perfectly antisymmetric spin-polarization under 𝒌 → −𝒌
is preserved for systems with both a helimagnetic texture and
SOC present. In fact, for a helimagnetic chain with an odd unit
cell period, the antisymmetric spin-polarization is absent in the
presence of Rashba SOC. We also point out that while Rashba
SOC induces a 𝜎𝑦 component odd in 𝑘𝑥 , we shall ignore this
component in the following as it is not related to the p-wave
magnet.

A key question in this paper is how the p-wave spin-
polarization stemming from the magnetism is affected when
SOC is introduced. To answer this, we use two measures origi-
nating from the above characteristics from which the p-wave
order can be ascertained. (1) In order for the system to depict
p-wave order, the maximum polarization of the bandstructure
must be non-zero. However, recalling that Rashba SOC induces
an x-polarization on its own which is odd in 𝑘𝑦 , a measure
is needed that can distinguish between contributions from
the texture and from SOC. We argue that as texture-induced
polarization is odd in 𝑘𝑥 , we obtain the “effective” p-wave
polarization induced by the magnetic texture by summing the
band-resolved x-polarization ⟨𝑠𝑥

𝑛,𝒌
⟩ over all 𝑘𝑦 before taking

either the maximum magnitude or average magnitude. We then
expect the odd contribution from SOC to cancel, serving as an
indicator of the remaining p-wave polarization,

𝑃 = max
𝑛,𝑘𝑥

����∑︁
𝑘𝑦

⟨𝑠𝑥𝑛,𝑘⟩
���� / avg

𝑛,𝑘𝑥

����∑︁
𝑘𝑦

⟨𝑠𝑥𝑛,𝑘⟩
���� (12)

We point out that for a system with only Rashba SOC, this
measure gives zero p-wave polarization.

(2) For a p-wave magnet, this nonzero polarization must be
odd under a spatial inversion. We therefore define the deviation
from p-wave order Δ𝑝,

Δ𝑝 = max
𝑛,𝒌

{��⟨𝒔𝑛,𝒌⟩ + ⟨𝒔𝑛,−𝒌⟩⟩
��} (13)
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where we have defined the vector ⟨𝒔𝑛,𝒌⟩ =

(⟨𝑠𝑥
𝑛,𝒌

⟩, ⟨𝑠𝑦
𝑛,𝒌

⟩, ⟨𝑠𝑧
𝑛,𝒌

⟩). In the following, we shall take
a system where 𝑃 ≠ 0 and Δ𝑝 = 0 to be a p-wave magnet.

To obtain an intuition behind the emergence of the x-
polarization as well as the dependence on the unit cell length,
we briefly lay aside the lattice model and consider a free elec-
tron coupled to a rotating magnetic field through the coupling
strength 𝛾 [see sup. mat. for details],

𝐻 = − 1
2𝑚

∇2 − 𝛾𝝈 · 𝑩(𝑥, 𝑦) (14)

where the magnetic field is given by

𝑩(𝑥, 𝑦) = 𝐵0 [cos(𝜑𝑥𝑥𝑖) 𝒚̂ + sin(𝜑𝑦𝑥𝑖) 𝒛̂] (15)

and where we have allowed for a spatially dependent texture
in both x and y described by the spatial frequencies 𝜑𝑥 and
𝜑𝑦 respectively. We can reinstate translational invariance
with the unitary transformation R = 𝑒−𝑖𝜎𝑥 (𝜑𝑥 𝑥+𝜑𝑦 𝑦)/2 which
introduces a spin reference frame rotating around the x-axis.
The eigenfunctions are given by

𝜓± (𝑥, 𝑦) = 𝑒𝑖𝒌𝒓𝑒−𝑖𝜎𝑥 (𝜑𝑥 𝑥+𝜑𝑦 𝑦)/2𝑒−𝑖𝜎𝑧 𝜙 (𝒌 )/2𝜂± (16)

where 𝜂± = (1, 0)𝑇/(0, 1)𝑇 and where

𝜙(𝒌) = atan2
[
− 𝐴,−(𝜑𝑥𝑘𝑥 + 𝜑𝑦𝑘𝑦)

]
(17)

The spin-polarization of the eigenfunctions is given by

⟨𝑆𝑥⟩± (𝑥, 𝑦) = ∓ cos(𝜙(𝒌)) (18)
⟨𝑆𝑦⟩± (𝑥, 𝑦) = ∓ sin(𝜙(𝒌)) cos(𝜑𝑥𝑥 + 𝜑𝑦𝑦) (19)
⟨𝑆𝑧⟩± (𝑥, 𝑦) = ∓ sin(𝜙(𝒌)) sin(𝜑𝑥𝑥 + 𝜑𝑦𝑦) (20)

A key observation is now that while the expectation value
of the y and z polarization rotates in space as the electron
propagates through the rotating magnetic field, a transverse x
polarization also arises when 𝝋 · 𝒌 becomes large due to the
rotating spin-reference frame. The strength of this polarization
scales inversely with the period 𝜆 of the helix (𝜑𝑥/𝑦 = 2𝜋/𝜆𝑥/𝑦)
so that helices with a fast rotation induces a stronger transverse
polarization for a given electron wavevector 𝒌. We can thus
make two predictions which will be important in the following:
1) For a system with helical chains with collinear spins in y,
𝜑𝑦 = 0 and ⟨𝑆𝑥⟩ should vanish as the length of the unit cell
increases (𝜑𝑥 → 0). 2) In the presence of a spatial dependence
in the texture along y (𝜑𝑦 ≠ 0), for instance realized through an
antiferromagnetic coupling along y, we predict a contribution
to the x-polarization which is independent of 𝑁 𝑥

u.c. and thus
remains even as 𝜑𝑥 → 0.

We end this section by elaborating on the differences between
the polarization induced by the texture and Rashba SOC. An
important point is that Rashba SOC can on its own induce a spin
polarization in the electron bands that is odd under inversion
of momentum, 𝒌 → −𝒌. However, in addition to having
a spin expectation value that is not locked to one particular
quantization axis as one moves around the Fermi surface,
there are several qualitative differences from the 𝑝-wave spin
polarization induced by magnetic textures. Firstly, the origin of

Rashba SOC is relativistic, generally making it a much smaller
effect than the 𝑝-wave magnetism originating from the exchange
interaction. Secondly, Rashba SOC will appear due to structural
inversion asymmetry breaking, such as close to interfaces or
edges. For thin-films, Rashba SOC can thus be influential
in the entire system. In contrast, magnetic textures arising
from magnetic frustration do not require inversion symmetry
breaking and are not confined to surfaces or edges, allowing it
as a bulk effect. Thirdly, the 𝑝-wave spin polarization induced
by certain magnetic textures is protected by a T̂𝝉̂-symmetry.
Chains with an odd number of sites in their magnetic period
do not have this symmetry, and, as originally discussed in
Ref. [23] and quantified in the present manuscript, any field
breaking spin-rotational invariance (such as SOC) will ruin the
𝑝-wave polarization coming from the magnetic texture [23].
Therefore, although SOC and magnetic textures on their own
can induce antisymmetric (𝑝-wave) spin polarization, their
combination, which can appear e.g. in thin-films, can destroy
the 𝑝-wave polarization of the itinerant electrons.

Therefore, in order to utilize the potentially large 𝑝-wave
polarization coming from helimagnets in spintronics, it is
necessary to determine under which circumstances it exists
despite the presence of SOC, and moreover how the magnitude
of the 𝑝-wave polarization coming from the helimagnet is
affected by SOC. These are the questions we answer in this
manuscript.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In the case of FM order between the helical chains, we
observe an even-odd effect in Δ𝑝 when SOC is introduced,
but the effect of SOC on bandstructure polarization itself is
relatively weak. The polarization P and deviation from p-
wave order Δ𝑝 are shown in Fig. 1(b)-(c) for unit cells with
lengths ranging from 𝑁 𝑥

u.c. = 3 − 30 lattice sites with SOC (red
line, 𝜆 = 0.25𝑡) and without SOC (blue line). The number
of Fourier modes is taken to be 𝑁Fourier = 50 in both x and
y. In the absence of SOC, a p-wave 𝑥-polarization emerges
which remains independently of the odd/even nature of the
unit cell and which declines in magnitude as the period of
the magnetic texture becomes larger. The emergence of the
transversal polarization is not inherently related to the even/odd
nature of the unit cell and its independence of the particular
unit cell realization in absence of SOC is thus to be expected.
Δ𝑝 is zero for all periods considered in the absence of SOC
and is not plotted. The decline of the polarization as function
of unit cell length can be understood in two ways: 1) The
continuum model predicts that the magnitude of the transverse
polarization goes like 𝝋 · 𝒌. As the period of the texture
becomes longer, 𝝋 decreases and thus also the magnitude of the
polarization. 2) In the limit of an infinite unit cell, our system
should behave as a ferromagnet polarized in y. With spin-split
bands, a polarization in x is not permitted and it thus has to
vanish as the system gradually becomes more ferromagnetic
like.

By introducing a relatively strong SOC, we observe a small
change in the polarization measure itself (P), but the primary



5

effect of SOC is likely not to disrupt the x-polarization of
individual states. Instead, the SOC leaves a signature in the
emergence of a p-wave symmetry lifting when the number
of spins in the unit cell is odd, indicated by Δ𝑝 ≠ 0. This
symmetry-breaking is also associated with a breaking of the
composite time-reversal symmetry made visible through the
emergence of a nonzero ⟨𝑚𝑥/𝑦⟩ magnetization. Note that Δ𝑝
and ⟨|𝒎 |⟩ are plotted on a logarithmic scale and that both fall
of quickly with unit cell length. As such, the SOC-induced
lifting of p-wave symmetry might be difficult to detect, even
for relatively small unit cell periods of 5-10 sites.

The even-odd effect can intuitively be understood by recall-
ing that for odd unit cells, the p-wave order is not protected
by a T̂𝝉̂1/2 operation, time-reversal combined with a lattice
translation, as no appropriate translation exists which maps
the time-reversed lattice back onto itself. In the absence of
SOC, however, the invariance of the lattice is still maintained
as a 𝐶̂2 rotation in spin-space is a symmetry operation of the
system. This symmetry is broken when SOC is introduced and
the spin-rotation symmetry lifted.

The dependence of the p-wave order on the exact period
(even/odd) of the magnetic texture for short magnetic texture
periods is a cause for concern regarding the robustness of the
phenomenon in realistic helimagnets where the exact period of
the magnetic texture can be difficult to control. The challenge
in particular resides in the reliance on spin-rotation symmetry
as a key symmetry operation for systems with odd unit cells, a
symmetry vulnerable to spin-orbit coupling in realistic crystal
environments. We now proceed to show how the presence of
AFM order between helical chains introduces a new translation
operation 𝝉̂𝑦

1/2 which preserves T̂𝝉̂1/2 symmetry also for odd
unit cells. This enables a robust way to realize 𝑝-wave mag-
netism free of fine-tuning requirements, which is crucial for
potential applications.

When the helical chains are stacked antiferromagnetically
in the y-direction, the helical chains and their time-reversed
counterparts are always present due to the AFM order. As
such, the existence of a translation operation 𝝉̂1/2 is guaranteed,
independent of the even/odd nature of the unit cell. This is
shown in Fig. 3 (a) where we plot the 𝑁 𝑥

u.c. × 𝑁
𝑦
u.c. unit cell

in the case of FM and AFM interchain order. In the case
of FM order, the two rows of the unit cell are not related by
time-reversal and as such, the only possible lattice translation
mapping the lattice onto its time-reversed counterpart must
be along x. As previously discussed, this operation exists
only for even unit cells, giving rise to the even-odd effect
discussed above. When the two rows are antiferromagnetically
ordered, they are intrinsically related by the time-reversal
operation and this guarantees the existence of a translation
vector along y which, combined with time-reversal, leaves the
system invariant. Importantly, the proposed system of AFM-
coupled helimagnetic chains is not experimentally unrealistic,
and a closely related system is realized [26] in manganese
atoms on tungsten (110).

In Fig. 3 (b)-(c), we plot polarization (P) and deviation Δ𝑝

for a set of helical chains with AFM interchain coupling as
shown in the right panel of Fig. 3 (a). In this case, we observe
the SOC to have a larger effect on the maximum and average

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

FIG. 3. (a) Restricting the y-order to collinear, the chains can be
ordered in a FM or AFM fashion pertaining to the relative orientation
of moments in the two chains. For FM interchain order, the nature of
the p-wave order is dictated by the presence (even) or absence (odd)
of a translation vector mapping the time-reversed lattice (grey arrows)
onto itself. For AFM interchain order, this translation vector 𝝉̂1/2 is
present independent of unit cell length as the AFM order makes the
two rows of the unit cell related by the time-reversal operation. (b)
Maximum of the p-wave bandstructure polarization (P) is shown for a
system with AFM interchain coupling and 𝑁 𝑥

u.c. = 3−30. Transparent
lines show average instead of maximum. The effect of SOC on
the polarization is more significant than in the FM case, and the
polarization in absence of SOC is particularly stable as function of
unit cell period. (c) Deviation from antisymmetric spin-polarization
and magnitude of magnetization is shown. The guaranteed presence
of a translation vector 𝝉̂1/2 destroys the even-odd effect from the
FM case Fig. 1 indicating a stable p-wave order independent on
the magnetic texture period. (d) As the unit cell becomes longer,
the system approaches an A-type antiferromagnet which should have
spin-degenerate bands. While a nonzero ⟨𝑠𝑥

𝑛,𝒌
⟩ is allowed in the AFM

due to the degenerate bands, such a band-resolved polarization is not
useful since the bands are spin-degenerate in a conventional AFM.
We therefore plot the averaged level splitting 𝑆 between energy bands
to signify the degree of degeneracy in the AFM-coupled helices. We
have set 𝑁Fourier = 50 in both x and y.
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polarization, giving rise to a decrease relative the polarization
without SOC. The effect of SOC on the polarization is larger
than in the case of FM order. A key observation is the absence
of the even-odd effect in Δ𝑝 and magnetization, which we
attribute to the above mentioned existence of a 𝝉̂1/2 translation
operation also for odd unit cells. We also comment on the
significant increase in bandstructure polarization observed in
the absence of SOC. We attribute this to the presence of an
additional period 𝜑𝑦 in the y-direction as introduced in the
previously discussed continuum model. As the length of the
unit cell increases, the presence of an AFM order in y ensures the
existence of a helical texture for momenta 𝒌 = (𝑘𝑥 , 𝑘𝑦 ≠ 0) and
thus also the induced ⟨𝑆𝑥⟩ polarization induced by said texture.
We note, however, that this additional period likewise has to
satisfy T̂𝝉̂1/2 on the lattice for the stability of the enhanced
polarization to be ensured in the presence of Rashba SOC.
Another reason that the 𝑥-polarization is stable against unit cell
length is that a non-zero 𝑥-polarization is permitted in the limit
of infinite unit cell length, in contrast to the case of FM-coupled
helices. In this limiting case, our helical structure becomes
an A-type antiferromagnet polarized in ±𝑦. As the bands of
this system are spin-degenerate, a nonzero ⟨𝑠𝑥

𝑛,𝒌
⟩ is permitted,

but inherently not useful due to the guaranteed existence of
a state with the same momentum, but opposite polarization.
To quantify the extent to which our AFM-coupled helices are
approaching this limit, we plot the averaged level splitting 𝑆

which is the splitting in energy within pairs of bands, averaged
over momenta and band pairs,

𝑆 =
1

2𝑁 𝑥
unit

1
(𝑁fourier)2

2𝑁𝑥∑︁
𝑛=1

∑︁
𝒌

|𝐸2𝑛,𝒌 − 𝐸2𝑛+1,𝒌 | (21)

in Fig. 3(d). Note that there are 4𝑁 𝑥
unit bands in total, making up

2𝑁 𝑥
unit pairs. While the average level splitting remains non-zero

within the ranges of unit cell sizes studied here, we note that
the relationship between the average level splitting and the
polarization of the band structure is going to be important for
any practical application of the p-wave polarization.

We briefly comment here on the possibility of an electric
polarization induced by the inhomogeneous magnetization tex-
ture [27, 28]. It is known that when magnetically frustrated
systems form inhomogeneous textures, such as cycloidal mag-
netization, the inverse Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction can
induce an electric polarization. Phenomenologically, this may

be written as follows [29] for a cubic/square lattice system:
𝑷 ∝ [𝑴 (∇ · 𝑴) − (𝑴 · ∇)𝑴]. The system in Fig. 1 has a
helical texture, which according to the above equation produces
𝑷 = 0. 𝑁 copies of this system stacked in the 𝑦-direction also
produces no polarization, and is thus consistent with metallic
behavior for the electrons in the plane. On the other hand,
when the helical chains are stacked antiferromagnetically, as in
Fig. 3, one obtains a constant electric polarization that points
out-of-plane 𝑷 ∥ 𝒛̂. However, as experimentally observed in
[30], such a polarization does not prohibit metallic behavior in
the 𝑥𝑦-plane.

IV. CONCLUSION

We have computed the spin-polarization of the electron bands
of helimagnets in the presence of Rashba spin-orbit coupling
and shown that the presence of p-wave spin polarization is
closely related to the period of the magnetic texture in the
helical chains as well as the interchain order. In particular, we
have shown that for helical chains with FM interchain order, an
even-odd effect arises where the p-wave symmetry is broken for
odd unit cells associated with time-reversal symmetry breaking
and nonzero magnetization. We attribute this to the absence of
a lattice translation 𝝉̂ which maps the time-reversed lattice with
odd unit cells onto itself. We resolve this strong dependence on
unit cell length by introducing an antiferromagnetic coupling
between the helical chains, thus explicitly enforcing a time-
reversal relation between adjacent chains. This helical order
closely corresponds to experimentally realizable systems such
as Mn atoms on tungsten (110) and we found that it guarantees
the p-wave symmetry for all unit cell lengths. These results
provide a route to provide robust 𝑝-wave spin polarization
regardless of the presence of SOC and regardless of the precise
period of the helimagnetic spiral.
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Appendix A: Continuum description of electron in rotating magnetic field

We consider the Schrödinger equation for an electron moving in a rotating magnetic field described by

𝑩(𝑥, 𝑦) = 𝐵0
[
0 cos(𝜑𝑥𝑥 + 𝜑𝑦𝑦), sin(𝜑𝑥𝑥 + 𝜑𝑦𝑦)

]
(A1)

where we have allowed for a spatial dependence both in x and y and where the electron wavefunction is given by the spinor

𝜓(𝑥, 𝑦) =
[
𝜓1 (𝑥, 𝑦)
𝜓2 (𝑥, 𝑦)

]
. (A2)

The Hamiltonian for the electron is given by

𝐻 = − 1
2𝑚

∇2 − 𝛾𝝈 · 𝑩(𝑥, 𝑦) (A3)

where we have set ℏ = 1. This leads to the following eigenvalueproblem,

𝐸𝜓(𝑥, 𝑦) =
{
− 1

2𝑚
∇2I − 𝛾𝐵0

[
sin(𝜑𝑥𝑥 + 𝜑𝑦𝑦) −𝑖 cos(𝜑𝑥𝑥 + 𝜑𝑦𝑦)
𝑖 cos(𝜑𝑥𝑥 + 𝜑𝑦𝑦) − sin(𝜑𝑥𝑥 + 𝜑𝑦𝑦)

] }
𝜓(𝑥, 𝑦) (A4)

We can reinstate the translational invariance of the problem by introducing the unitary transformation 𝜓(𝑥, 𝑦) = R𝜓̃(𝑥, 𝑦) where
R = 𝑒−𝑖𝜎𝑥 (𝜑𝑥 𝑥+𝜑𝑦 𝑦)/2 which constitutes a rotation of the spin-reference frame around the x-axis. Introducing the transformed
wavefunction into Eq. (A4) and multiplying with R−1 from the left, we obtain

𝐸𝜓̃(𝑥, 𝑦) =
{
− ∇2 +

(
𝜑𝑥

2

)2
+
(
𝜑𝑦

2

)2
+ 𝑖(𝜑𝑥

𝑑

𝑑𝑥
+ 𝜑𝑦

𝑑

𝑑𝑦
)𝜎𝑥 − 𝐴𝜎𝑦

}
𝜓̃(𝑥, 𝑦) (A5)
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where we have defined 𝐴 = 2𝑚𝛾𝐵0. Writing 𝜙(𝑥, 𝑦) = 𝑒𝑖 (𝑘𝑥 𝑥+𝑘𝑦 𝑦) 𝜒± (𝑘𝑥 , 𝑘𝑦), we get

𝐸𝜒± (𝑘𝑥 , 𝑘𝑦)) =
{
𝒌2 +

(
𝜑𝑥

2

)2
+
(
𝜑𝑦

2

)2
− (𝜑𝑥𝑘𝑥 + 𝜑𝑦𝑘𝑦)𝜎𝑥 − 𝐴𝜎𝑦

}
𝜒± (𝑘𝑥 , 𝑘𝑦) (A6)

The eigenvalues are now given by 𝜆± (𝒌) = ℎ0 ± |𝒉 | where ℎ0 = 𝒌2 + (𝜑𝑥/2)2 + (𝜑𝑦/2)2 and 𝒉 = (−(𝜑𝑥𝑘𝑥 + 𝜑𝑦𝑘𝑦),−𝐴, 0).
The spinor 𝜒± (𝑘𝑥 , 𝑘𝑦) represents a spin state oriented parallel or anti-parallel to the vector 𝒉. They are given by

𝜒± (𝒌) = 𝑒−𝑖𝜎𝑧 𝜙 (𝒌 )/2𝜂± (A7)

where 𝜂± = (1, 1)𝑇/(1,−1)𝑇 and where 𝜙(𝒌) = atan2
[
− 𝐴,−(𝜑𝑥𝑘𝑥 + 𝜑𝑦𝑘𝑦)

]
.

The total wavefunction for the electron propagating in a rotating magnetic field can now be written as

𝜓± (𝑥, 𝑦) = 𝑒𝑖𝒌𝒓𝑒−𝑖𝜎𝑥 (𝜑𝑥 𝑥+𝜑𝑦 𝑦)/2𝑒−𝑖𝜎𝑧 𝜙 (𝒌 )/2𝜂± (A8)

The polarization of these states are given by the following expectation values ,

⟨𝑆𝑥⟩± (𝑥, 𝑦) = 𝜓
†
± (𝑥, 𝑦)𝜎𝑥𝜓± (𝑥, 𝑦) = ∓ cos(𝜙(𝒌)) (A9)

⟨𝑆𝑦⟩± (𝑥, 𝑦) = 𝜓
†
± (𝑥, 𝑦)𝜎𝑦𝜓± (𝑥, 𝑦) = ∓ sin(𝜙(𝒌)) cos(𝜑𝑥𝑥 + 𝜑𝑦𝑦) (A10)

⟨𝑆𝑧⟩± (𝑥, 𝑦) = 𝜓
†
± (𝑥, 𝑦)𝜎𝑧𝜓± (𝑥, 𝑦) = ∓ sin(𝜙(𝒌)) sin(𝜑𝑥𝑥 + 𝜑𝑦𝑦) (A11)
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