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We analyze the fate of spiral order in a one-dimensional system of localized magnetic moments cou-
pled to itinerant electrons under a voltage bias. Within an adiabatic approximation for the dynamics
of the localized spins, and in the presence of a phenomenological damping term, we demonstrate
the occurrence of various dynamical regimes: At small bias a rigidly rotating non-coplanar mag-
netic structure is realized which, by increasing the applied voltage, transitions to a quasi-periodic
and, finally, fully chaotic evolution. These phases can be identified by transport measurements. In
particular, the rigidly rotating state results in an average transfer of spin polarization. We analyze
in detail the dependence of the rotation axis and frequency on system’s parameters and show that
the spin dynamics slows down in the thermodynamic limit, when a static conical state persists to
arbitrarily long times. Our results suggest the possibility of discovering non-trivial dynamics in
other symmetry-broken quantum states under bias.

Introduction.— The electric manipulation of spin po-
larization is a subject of great fundamental and prac-
tical interest. Notably, current-induced dynamics of do-
main walls and skyrmions in magnetic materials has been
extensively explored, due to its promising applications
in technologies like racetrack memories, magnetic tran-
sistors, or magnetic logic [1–6]. These examples illus-
trate the strong influence that an applied bias can have
on the properties of magnetic systems including, poten-
tially, their phase diagram and critical behavior. In-
deed, the general study of phase transitions of quantum
systems under non-equilibrium conditions has recently
gained increasing prominence (see, e.g., Refs. [7–9]).
For boundary-driven chains [10–19], it has been demon-
strated that an external bias can induce exotic phase
transitions between stationary states [15–18]. Here, in-
stead, we find that the equilibrium magnetic state can
be destabilized by the applied bias, leading to a non-
trivial collective dynamics. This behavior is reminiscent
of a spontaneous breaking of time-translation symmetry
– time-crystallinity – allowed by the non-equilibrium con-
ditions [20, 21].

Specifically, we consider the setup of Fig. 1(a), where
classical spins are locally coupled to itinerant electrons.
In equilibrium, the phase diagram of this system is no-
tably rich, featuring ferromagnetic, antiferromagnetic,
and more complex non-collinear magnetic states [25–28].
Among them, spiral states have attracted particular in-
terest [23, 25–30]. At weak exchange coupling J , they
can be understood to arise from the Ruderman-Kittel-
Kasuya-Yosida (RKKY) interaction [31–34]. Following
a strong enhancement of RKKY coupling by electron-
electron interaction, a spiral order of nuclear spins in
nanowires has been predicted at accessible tempera-
tures [23, 29], and experimental evidence of this phase has
been found [30]. The spiral state can also be realized [35]
and locally probed with chains of magnetic atoms de-
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FIG. 1. (a): Lattice model of electrons coupled to two reser-
voirs. The blue arrows at the hopping sites are exchange-
coupled localized spins mi. (b) and (c): Electronic bands,
obtained after a gauge transformation rotating mi to the x
direction [22–26]. The color of the bands indicates ⟨σz⟩. In
(b) and (c) we used J = 0.2w and 1.4w, respectively.

posited on metallic surfaces [36, 37]. Especially inter-
esting is the chiral nature of this spiral state, which is of
great relevance for topological superconductivity [24, 37–
56]. In proximity to a standard s-wave superconductor,
such a system can host Majorana bound states, without
requiring fine-tuning [41–43].

In this letter we study the effects of an applied volt-
age on the symmetry-broken magnetic state, finding the
onset of remarkable dynamical phenomena. To illustrate
how the voltage bias can destabilize the spiral order, con-
sider in Figs. 1(b) and (c) a finite difference δV = µL−µR

in the chemical potentials of the chiral electronic states.
The unbalanced occupation generates an electronic po-
larization along z (i.e., perpendicular to the spiral plane)
which, through the exchange interaction, drives a rigid
precession of the localized spins. Furthermore, in the
presence of suitable relaxation mechanisms, the spin tex-
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ture deforms towards the z direction. Since the spin evo-
lution acts back on the electronic system, the bias can
be expected to induce a dynamical interplay of spin and
electron dynamics. Indeed, we find that a finite chain
can realize magnetic textures rotating uniformly in time
and, in the large bias regime, follows more complex types
of chaotic or quasi-periodic time dependence.

These dynamical states can be identified through mea-
surements of the spin and charge current. They can also
lead to transport of spin polarization, similar to a re-
cently discussed magnetic Archimedes screw [57, 58]. In
that case, a uniform precession of the spiral is induced
by an external oscillating magnetic drive [57] and results
in spin pumping [58]. Here, an analogous periodic evolu-
tion is simply caused by the bias voltage, with interesting
implication for the electric manipulation of the magneti-
zation and spintronics applications in general.

Model.— The model is described by the Hamiltonian
H = Hc +

∑
l=L,R(Hl + Hc,l), where Hc refers to the

magnetic system. It reads (ℏ = 1):

Hc = −w
∑
i,σ

(c†iσci+1σ +H.c.) + 2J
∑
i

mi · si, (1)

where w is the nearest-neighbor hopping amplitude and
J is the on-site exchange interaction between classical
Heisenberg spins mi and the electronic spin polarization,
si =

1
2

∑
σ,σ′ σσσ′c†iσciσ′ . Here, σ is the vector of Pauli

matrices and c†iσ is the electron creation operator at site
i = 1, 2, . . . L, with spin index σ =↑, ↓. For concreteness,
we assume that the two reservoirs are semi-infinite tight-
binding chains. For the right reservoir:

HR = −
∑
i,σ

[
wR(c

†
iσci+1σ +H.c.) + µRc

†
iσciσ

]
, (2)

where i = L + 1, . . .∞, and the corresponding coupling
is Hc,R = −

∑
σ wc−R(c

†
LσcL+1σ + H.c.). We define HL

and Hc,L in a completely analogous manner, with i ≤ 0,
intra-lead hopping amplitude wL, and coupling ampli-
tude wc−L (between sites i = 0, 1). Furthermore, from
the two chemical potentials, we define δV = µL−µR and
µ = (µL + µR)/2.

Methodology.— We rely on the non-equilibrium
Green’s function formalism, under the simplifying as-
sumption of wide-band reservoirs, i.e., wL,R are much
larger than all other energy scales [16–18]. Then, the
coupling between the chain and the reservoirs is deter-
mined by the hybridization energies Γl = 2πw2

c−lρl, with
ρl the density of states of reservoir l. Steady-state ob-
servables are easily computed from the single-particle
correlation function χiσ,i′σ′ = ⟨ciσc†i′σ′⟩, and we can ob-
tain χ through the non-Hermitian single-particle opera-
tor K = Hc − i

∑
l=L,R γl/2, with γl = Γl

∑
σ c

†
rlσ

crlσ
acting on site rl = 1, L for lead l = L,R, respectively. By
writing K =

∑
α λα |α⟩ ⟨α′|, where |α⟩ and ⟨α′| are the

right and left eigenvectors, respectively, we can express
χ in the following form [16–18]:

χ =
1

2

(
1 +

∑
l,α,β

Il(λα, λ
∗
β) ⟨α′|γl |β′⟩ |α⟩ ⟨β|

)
, (3)

where Il(z, z
′) =

∫
dν
2π

tanh
[

βl
2 (ν−µl)

]
(ν−z)(ν−z′) with βl = 1/kBTl.

In this work we assume TL,R = 0.
The above Eq. (3) is derived for a fixed configuration of

the classical spins mi, assuming that the itinerant elec-
trons have reached the steady state. This occurs after
a transient time of order τe, which we suppose much
shorter than the typical timescale τm for the evolution
of mi. This adiabatic approximation is expected to hold
in a broad range of parameters. In particular, a slow
evolution of mi is induced by a sufficiently small bias δV
and, as we will see, we find the divergent scaling relation
τm ∼ L3 in the intermediate and large damping regimes.
In general, the electronic spin polarization ⟨si⟩ from

Eq. (3) is not collinear to mi, resulting in a nontrivial
torque ∝ ⟨si⟩ ×mi. We evolve the mi as follows:

∂mi

∂t
= J ⟨si⟩ ×mi + η(⟨si⟩ ×mi)×mi, (4)

where dissipation is treated phenomenologically through
the damping rate η. This effect is expected to be
system-dependent and could arise from the electronic
system itself, if treated beyond the adiabatic approxi-
mation [59, 60]. The dynamics described by Eq. (4) is
highly non-linear, as the configuration of the mi deter-
mines the electronic correlation function χ, which feeds
back to Eq. (4) through ⟨si⟩.
Equilibrium state.— Setting δV = 0, we find the equi-

librium configuration by evolving Eq. (4) to sufficiently
long times [22, 61]. This method represents an unbiased
approach to the equilibrium configuration, which can re-
alize complex forms of magnetic order [27, 28]. In the
Supplemental Information [22] we show that the correct
spin configuration is recovered at various points of the
phase diagram, including non-spiral states. Actually, the
spiral order itself is only approximate, since a modula-
tion of the relative angle at twice the Fermi wavevec-
tor of the chiral states persists in the thermodynamic
limit [22]. This weak residual instability of the spiral
states was not recognized in previous studies, but has
limited consequences on our following discussions, except
that it complicates the finite-size scaling analysis [22].
Non-equilibrium dynamics.— Applying a finite bias

drives the system away from equilibrium, inducing a com-
plex dynamics of the classical spins. The system has no
steady state, since setting ∂mi/∂t = 0 makes it impossi-
ble to solve Eq. (4). Instead, the ansatz:

∂mi

∂t
= Ω×mi, (5)
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FIG. 2. Comparison between RR, QP and CP dynamics. We
show: (a) evolution of mz for one of the two middle sites, (b)
charge current, and (c) z-component of the spin current. In
all panels we used L = 500, J/w = 1.4, µ/w = 1.5, η/w = 0.2,
and δV/w = 0.03 (RR), 0.033 (QP), and 0.08 (CP).

allows us to find suitable values ofΩ andmi, correspond-
ing to a rigidly rotating (RR) magnetic state. An explicit
numerical integration of Eq. (4) is shown in Fig. 2 where,
for definiteness, we take J = 1.4w and µ/w = 1.5. At this
point of the phase diagram an equilibrium spiral state
mi = (cos qsi, sin qsi, 0) is found [26, 28], with qs ≃ π/4,
and the corresponding bands are plotted in Fig. 1(c). As
shown in Fig. 2(a), at small voltage the long-time dynam-
ics follows the periodic evolution predicted by Eq. (5).
Instead, at larger values of δV , the RR solution is not
a stable limit cycle, and quasi-periodic (QP) dynamics
appears. Eventually, a chaotic phase (CP) is realized at
larger values of δV . With smaller values of J , e.g., like
in Fig. 1(b), we obtain results equivalent to Fig. 2 [22].

If the magnetization dynamics is not directly acces-
sible, the three phases can be distinguished in trans-
port. Consistently with our adiabatic approximation,
we compute the instantaneous electron current Jc =
2w

∑
σ Im(⟨ciσc†i+1σ⟩) (independent of i), plotted in

Fig. 2(b). Since a global rotation of the mi does not
affect the charge properties, the current approaches a
constant in the RR regime. Instead, the presence of two
incommensurate frequencies results in an oscillatory com-
ponent for the QP solution. Finally, the chaotic evolution
is obvious from Jc.

The RR state can be distinguished from a stationary
configuration by probing the spin current. In Fig. 2(c)

we have computed JsL = −∂t
∑

i≤0

∑
σσ′⟨c†iσσσσ′ciσ′⟩,

which is the rate of spin polarization drained from the

FIG. 3. Non-equilibrium phase diagram for J/w = 1.4,
µ/w = 1.5, and L = 500. Solid dots mark the states which
were explicitly classified, and the three stars correspond to
Fig. 2. The schematics indicates the orientation of Ω with
respect to the plane of the spiral when δV → 0 and η is small
(I), intermediate (II), or large (III).

left reservoir. As expected, we find an oscillatory depen-
dence for the RR state and, interestingly, Jz

sL has a finite

time average. In general, J̄sL =
∫ T1+NT

T1
JsL/NT ∝ Ω,

since the spin current vector is rotating in time with the
magnetic configuration. Similar results hold for JsR, in-
dicating that the RR states induce a transfer of spin po-
larization, oriented along the rotation axis.

Phase diagram.—We have shown that three dynamical
regimes can be distinguished by their transport proper-
ties. The resulting phase diagram, in terms of δV and
η, is shown in Fig. 3. Although the phase boundaries
depend on L, the results of Fig. 3 (where L = 500) are
representative of the thermodynamic limit [22]. We find
that the voltage leading to a breakdown of the RR phase
has a sensitive dependence on η only when η ≲ w. In
this regime, the size of the QP region is also strongly
affected by η. We also find an interesting re-entrant be-
havior of RR as function of δV around η/w ∼ 0.15. Due
to the diverging relaxation time, the asymptotic evolu-
tion when η → 0 is more difficult to characterize, and we
have not reached definite conclusions about the existence
of an intermediate QP region in this limit.

While in the QP and CP phases the relative orienta-
tions of the mi change in time, the RR states are still
characterized by well-defined magnetic configurations,
with fixed relative orientations of the mi. In the limit of
small bias, the mi remain close to the planar equilibrium
state and, as illustrated in the inset of Fig. 3, we can dis-
tinguish three regimes. For η ≪ J (region I), the preces-
sion vector Ω is perpendicular to the plane of the spiral.
Instead, Ω lies in the plane when η ≳ J (region III).
Finally, Ω has a nontrivial orientation in the crossover
region II. At large values of δV these three regimes are
not well-defined, since the classical spins strongly devi-
ate from the equilibrium configuration. An example is
shown in Fig. 4: We see that locally the mi are close
to a spiral state. However, the approximate spiral plane
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FIG. 4. Classical spin configuration in a RR state with large
bias. In each of the upper plots, the blue lines connect the
orientations of 200 middle spins mi, brought to a common
origin (L = 500 and 150 ≤ i < 350). In the left plot, we have
marked with blue dots the spins with i = 200, 201, . . . 207
(i1 = 200). In the right plot, we mark eight consecutive
spins with i2 = 320. In both cases, the black arrows are
normal vectors to the gray planes of eight neighboring spins,
the black lines trace the normal vector along the chain, and
the red dashed line indicates the rotating axis. In the bottom
part of the figure we represent the spin chain, considering the
same two sets of eight spins. Other parameters correspond to
the RR state marked with a blue star in Fig. 3.

changes along the chain, resulting in a nontrivial 3D con-
figuration.

Linear response regime.— In the near-equilibrium
limit, the system is always in the RR phase. We can then
transform Eq. (4) to the appropriate rotating frame, lead-
ing to a stationary spin configuration m̃i and electronic
polarizations ⟨s̃i⟩. The angular velocity is Ω ≃ ωδV and
the spin configuration is close to an equilibrium solution,
thus m̃i ≃ meq

i + niδV . Similarly, we expand:

⟨s̃i⟩ ≃ ⟨si⟩eq +

 ∂⟨s̃i⟩
∂δV

∣∣∣∣
eq

+

L∑
j=1

∂⟨s̃i⟩
∂m̃j

∣∣∣∣
eq

· nj

 δV. (6)

Since ⟨s̃i⟩ can be numerically computed at given δV and
m̃i using Eq. (3), its partial derivatives at δV = 0 and
m̃i = meq

i can be obtained explicitly. The only variables
of the linearized equations are ω and ni, satisfying:

[JA+ η(A×meq
i )− ω]×meq

i = 0, (7)

where A = |⟨si⟩eq|ni +
∑L

j=1
∂⟨s̃i⟩
∂m̃j

∣∣∣
eq

·nj +
∂⟨s̃i⟩
∂δV

∣∣∣
eq
. To

derive Eq. (7), we neglected higher-order corrections and
used ⟨si⟩eq = −|⟨si⟩eq|meq

i , i.e., in equilibrium the clas-
sical spins are anti-parallel to ⟨si⟩eq.
The dependence of Ω on η at a given system size, ob-

tained from Eq. (7), is shown in Fig. 5(a). To high-
light the three regimes illustrated in Fig. 3, we separate
Ω = Ω∥ + Ω⊥, where Ω∥ (Ω⊥) is coplanar (perpendic-
ular) to the meq

i . We find |Ω∥| ≪ |Ω⊥| in region I,
when the precessing spins remain in the same plane of

I II III

|Ω⟂|/δV

|Ω//|/δV

|Ω|/δV

10-3 10-2 10-1 100 101 102
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10-4

10-3 10-2 10-1 100 101 102
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104

105

η (w)

L3
|Ω

|/δ
V

100 200 500

10-4

10-3

L

|Ω
|/δ
V

(a)

(b)
190 250 310 370 430 490 670

190 250 310 370 430 490 670

∼ L−1

∼ η∼ η−1

FIG. 5. Dependence on η of the precession vector Ω, in the
limit δV → 0. Panel (a) shows how the orientation of Ω (with
L = 500) changes from perpendicular (I), to tilted (II) and,
finally, parallel (III) to the spiral plane. Panel (b) shows that
|Ω| ∝ L−3 in region II and III. Instead, |Ω| ∝ L−1 in region
I, with large finite size effects (see inset).

the equilibrium configuration, and |Ω∥| ≫ |Ω⊥| in re-
gion III. The three regimes are also clearly distinguished
by the dependence of the precession frequency on η: |Ω|
is approximately constant in region I, while |Ω| ∝ η−1 in
region II and |Ω| ∝ η in region III.
Finally, we study in Fig. 5(b) the finite-size scaling of

the precession frequency |Ω|. In regions II and III we can
collapse the data by assuming a |Ω| ∝ L3 dependence.
The scaling properties at η → 0 are difficult to ascertain,
due to the long relaxation time and large finite-size ef-
fects, but our numerical data suggest that |Ω| ∝ L (see
inset). In summary, we find the following approximate
dependencies on η and L:

|Ω|
δV

∝

 L−1 in region I,
η−1L−3 in region II,
ηL−3 in region III.

(8)

In Fig. 5(a) we see that the minimum of |Ω|, which sepa-
rates regions II and III, occurs quite accurately at η = J .
Instead, due to the different scaling laws, the crossover
between regions I and II occurs at η ∝ L−2. The shrink-
ing of region I with L can also be seen in Fig. 5(b), and we
expect that for L → ∞ the dependence L3|Ω|/δV ∝ η−1

remains valid down to vanishing values of η.
Infinite system.— The above scaling laws imply that

the dynamics of RR gets frozen in the thermody-
namic limit (since |Ω| → 0). Therefore, if we con-
sider L → ∞ before taking t → ∞, it becomes
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FIG. 6. Time dependence ofmi,z for the middle 40% classical
spins of a chain with L = 600 (yellow) and L = 1000 (orange).
The red dashed curve is obtained from a tilted-spiral ansatz.
Significant deviations from this approximate dynamics start
to appear at t1 ≃ 500 for L = 600 and t1 ≃ 1500 for L = 1000.
Here we used η/w = 200 and δV/w = 0.03.

necessary to examine the transient evolution, taking
place before the RR state is established. This short-
time dynamics is shown in Fig. 6 where, interestingly,
all the bulk classical spins follow a nearly equivalent
evolution. They are well described by the ansatz
mi = (m∥ cos(qsi+ φ),m∥ sin(qsi+ φ),mz), with time-
dependent values of mz and φ. The system is quickly
driven to a stationary conical state, where the classical
spins acquire a uniform out-of-plane component. As seen
in Fig. 6, this type of evolution is almost independent of
system size, and lasts until a timescale which diverges
with L [22].

This behavior can be well understood from the infinite-
system limit by applying a gauge transformation, which
brings the conical states (including the spiral [25, 26]) to
uniform configurations. In the transformed frame, the
spin polarization ⟨si⟩ is uniform as well, thus all the
classical spins follow an identical time evolution. ⟨si⟩
is determined by non-equilibrium distribution functions
nα(k) of the (α, k) Bloch states [22] which, as described
in more detail in the Supplemental Information [22], we
have extracted numerically. The result of this approxi-
mate treatment, shown by the red dashed curve of Fig. 6,
is in good agreement with the finite-system simulations.

Conclusion.— In summary, we have shown that even
an infinitesimal bias can induce non-trivial dynamics in
states with symmetry-broken spiral order. For small bi-
ases, the spiral structure rotates rigidly with a precession
frequency that decreases with system size. While in the
weak damping regime the precession vector is perpen-
dicular to the spiral plane, it crosses-over to be parallel
to the plane for strong damping. Upon increasing the
bias voltage, the rigidly rotating spiral structure gets de-
formed into a non-trivial 3D configuration, before transi-
tioning to a non-rigid rotating quasi-periodic phase and
further switching to a chaotic regime at even higher volt-
ages. These different dynamical states can be identified
through measurements of the spin and charge current.

Our work suggests that non-equilibrium conditions im-
posed by reservoirs can naturally induce dynamics in

the Goldstone mode of symmetry-broken phases. These
results suggest the possibility of discovering non-trivial
dynamical phases in other symmetry-broken quantum
states under bias. Understanding under which conditions
they may arise is an interesting direction for future re-
search. Direct extensions of our analysis may consider
the consequences of superconductivity, inducing a topo-
logical regime, or electron interactions.
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ELECTRONIC BANDS

In this Section we compute the electronic states by
assuming in Eq. (1) a tilted spiral configuration:

mi = (m∥ cos(qsi+ φ),m∥ sin(qsi+ φ),mz), (S9)

where m∥ =
√

1−m2
z. By applying the gauge transfor-

mation [23–26]

c†j↑ → c†j↑e
iqsj/2, c†j↓ → c†j↓e

−iqsj/2, (S10)

the Hamiltonian becomes:

H̄c =−
∑
i

w(e−iqs/2c†i↑ci+1↑ + eiqs/2c†i↓ci+1↓ +H.c.)

+ 2J
∑
i

m̄i · si, (S11)

where the classical spins now have a uniform orientation:

m̄i = (m∥ cosφ,m∥ sinφ,mz). (S12)

Applying ĉ†jα = 1√
L

∑
k e

−ikj ĉ†kα gives:

H̄c =
∑
k

(
c†k↑, c

†
k↓

)
H0

(
ck↑
ck↓

)
, (S13)

where

H0 =

(
εk−qs/2 + Jmz Jm∥e

−iφ

Jm∥e
iφ εk+qs/2 − Jmz

)
, (S14)

and εk = −2w cos k. H̄c can now be readily diagonalized:

H̄c =
∑
α=±

Eα(k)d
†
kαdkα. (S15)

In the planar planar case, i.e. mz = 0:

E±(k) =− w cos
(
k +

qs
2

)
− w cos

(
k − qs

2

)
±
√

J2 + w2
[
cos

(
k +

qs
2

)
− cos

(
k − qs

2

)]2
.

(S16)

The above expression is used to plot Figs. 1(b) and (c).
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FIG. S1. Equilibrium configurations at different values of
J and µ, described by the relative angle θi between neigh-
boring spins, see Eq. (S17). In panel (a) we show states well
described by the spiral ansatz. The green curve (FM order)
is at J/w = 1.0 and µ/w = 1.9. The red curve (AF order)
is at J/w = 1.4 and µ/w = 0.5. The blue curve (spiral, with
qs ≃ π/4) is at J/w = 1.4 and µ/w = 1.5. The state of panel
(b) is at J/w = 1.0 and µ/w = 1.5, giving ↑↑↓↓ order.

EQUILIBRIUM STATE

Solving Eq. (4) with δV = 0 is the starting point of our
analysis and serves as an important benchmark of our
method. To obtain the equilibrium state, we take a ran-
dom configuration of the classical spinsmi and evolve the
system for sufficiently long times. A stationary configura-
tion is reached when each mi is antiparallel to its on-site
electron polarization ⟨si⟩. In practice, we stop the evolu-

tion when the condition maxi

∣∣∣cos−1 mi·⟨si⟩
|⟨si⟩| − π

∣∣∣ < 10−6

is satisfied. The final configurations are generally robust
with respect to the choice of the random initial state.
In Fig. S1 we show representative results obtained with

this approach. The phase diagram has been studied in
detail by Refs. [26–28], and admits both ferromagnetic
(FM) and anti-ferromagnetic (AF) regions as the two lim-
its of the planar spiral state (qs = 0 and π, respectively,
while mz = 0). Furthermore, complex types of spin or-
der have been found in certain portions of the phase di-
agram [27, 28]. In agreement with Ref. [28], we only find
planar states, thus we may choosemi = (cosϕi, sinϕi, 0).
The spin configuration is specified by the relative angles:

θi = ϕi+1 − ϕi, (S17)

which are plotted in Fig. S1 for different choices of J and
µL = µR ≡ µ. The spiral ansatz is ϕi = qsi, giving a
constant value θi = qs. This type of state is approxi-
mately realized by the qs ≃ π/4 configuration shown in
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panel (a). In Fig. S1(a) we also show instances of FM
and AF order, found at values of J and µ in agreement
with previous studies. Furthermore, we have considered
a point in the phase diagram where direct minimization
of the free energy leads to a collinear state of the form
↑↑↓↓ [28]. As seen in Fig. S1(b), evolving Eq. (4) leads to
the correct spin configuration in the bulk of the system.

In the following, we will focus on the spiral state, for
which we have studied in some detail the finite-size ef-
fects on the spin configuration. In Fig. S2(a) we show
the same qs ≃ π/4 state of Fig. S1(a), computed with
a larger system size L = 200. Besides boundary effects
around i = 0, L, there is a persisting modulation of the
relative angle θi, with amplitude δθi. Further extend-
ing the system size (see inset), shows that the beating
pattern does not shrink to zero in the thermodynamic
limit, thus represents a genuine bulk feature of the sys-
tem. Numerically, we find that the wavevector character-
izing the beating pattern corresponds accurately to twice
the Fermi wavevector of the chiral states, see Fig. 1(c).
This clearly indicates the origin of this weak instability
of the spiral state.

These long-wavelength modulation of θi can compli-
cate the scaling analysis of the system. In Fig. S2(b)
we plot the number of beating periods NB as function
of system size L. For example, NB = 5 in panel (a).
As expected, NB grows almost linearly with system size.
However, the growth of NB is due to regular jumps (with
∆NB = 2), occurring for a change of length ∆L ≃ 60.
Between two jumps, the value of NB does not change.
This behavior is easily understood noting that the length
of the beating period is approximately lB ≃ 30, see
Fig. S2(a). Therefore, the spin configuration changes
abruptly when two additional periods can be accommo-
dated. In general, these jumps are generally associated
with abrupt changes of other physical properties. For
example, we see in Fig. S2(b) that the length lB in-
creases gradually between two jumps, and (as expected)
decreases abruptly when a larger system size can fit two
additional beating periods.

Finite-size effects are especially pronounced at smaller
system sizes, and we find it useful to select values
of L which are approximately at the center of each
∆L ≃ 60 interval. For example, we select the values
L = 70, 130, 190, . . ., marked by red dots in Fig. S2(b).
By doing so, we can extract a smoother dependence of
lB and other physical properties.

DISCRIMINATION OF DYNAMICAL PHASES

Generally, when solving Eq. (4) with increasing bias,
the three different phases RR, QP, and CP appear se-
quentially. In the low-bias RR phase, the relative orien-
tations of the mi are locked and the spin configuration
rigidly rotates in time. To determine numerically if a RR
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FIG. S2. (a) Modulation of the equilibrium spiral config-
uration. For the middle 100 spins of the chain, we define
δθi = (θi)max − (θi)min. The inset shows the dependence of
δθi on L. (b) Length lB of the beating period and number
NB of beating periods, as function of L. Red dots mark the
center of each interval. We used J/w = 1.4 and µ/w = 1.5.

state has been established, we assume that neighboring
sites i and i+ 1 are rotating along the same axis. If this
is the case, the common rotating vector Ωi is given by:

Ωi = |Wi|
(Ti ×mi) · (Wi ×mi)

|Wi ×mi|2
, (S18)

where Ti = J ⟨si⟩+ η(⟨si⟩ ×mi) and Wi = (Ti ×mi)×
(Ti+1 ×mi+1). Therefore, the condition

Ω1 = Ω2 = ... = ΩL−1 (S19)

implies that all spins share a unique rotating vec-
tor Ωi = Ω. In our numerical calculation, we de-
cide that the system has reached a RR state when
Eq. (S19) can be approximately satisfied, at the level
(|Ωi|max − |Ωi|min) /|Ωi|mean < 0.01, after evolving the
system for a long time, of the order ∼ 10× 2π/|Ωi|mean.
An explicit example is shown in Fig. S3(a), where |Ωi| is
constant for the RR state of Fig. 2 (blue dots) but de-
pends on the site index i for the QP state (orange dots)
and CP state (gray dots).
In the RR phase, we also studied the timescale tR at

which theΩi approach a constant, finding that it diverges
at the boundary of the QP phase. In practice, we define
tR as the time at which the above condition of uniformity
is met, i.e. (|Ωi|max − |Ωi|min) /|Ωi|mean < 0.01. The
dependence of t−1

R on bias is shown in Fig. S3(b). We can
get an accurate estimate of the critical bias δVc1 between
RR and QP by extrapolating the t−1

R data (dashed line).
To identify the other two phases, QP and CP, we rely

on the charge current and the explicit dynamics of the
classical spins. Since the spin configuration of the QP
and CP states does not simply precess rigidly, the charge
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FIG. S3. (a) Values of |Ωi| for the RR (blue points), QP
(orange points) and CP (gray points) states of Fig. 2, after
evolving the system to t = 107w−1. (b) Bias dependence
of the typical timescale to reach a uniform Ωi. Each data
point represents the average value of t−1

R , obtained from 30
simulations with random initial states. The precise defini-
tion of tR is given in the main text. (c) Discrete-time Fourier
transform of the time traces in Fig. 2(a). Explicitly, we com-
pute mω = (1/

√
n)

∑n−1
j=0 m(tj)e

iωj , taking n = 1000 equally

spaced times tj in the interval [106, 107]w−1. In this figure
the parameters are as in Fig. 2, except L = 30 in panel (b).

current is time-dependent. Then, as shown in the main
text, see Fig. 2(b), we can check if the charge current
is periodic (QP) or displays a chaotic evolution (CP).
Alternatively, we can distinguish the three phases from
the dynamics of a selected spin, e.g., in the middle of
the chain. By computing the discrete-time Fourier trans-
form, we find a single peak (RR), several discrete peaks
(QP), or a continuous frequency distribution (CP). In
Fig. S3(c) we show the Fourier spectrum obtained from
Fig. 2(a).

Using these methods, we have determined the phase
diagram at a relatively large system size L = 500, shown
in Fig. 3 of the main text. We note, however, that the
various phase boundaries depend on L. An example of
phase diagram at smaller system size (L = 30) is shown
in Fig. S4(a). Comparing it to Fig. 3, we see that the
details of the phase diagram depend on L (e.g., the RR
region is larger at smaller L), but the overall structure
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FIG. S4. (a) Numerical phase diagram for L = 30. (b) Finite
size scaling of δVc1 (the boundary between RR and QP) for
η/w = 0.003, 0.2, 200.
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FIG. S5. Evolution of mz for one of the two middle sites of a
L = 30 chain, with J/w = 0.1, µ/w = −1.0, and η/w = 0.2.
The bias is δV/w = 0.2 (RR), 0.23 (QP), and 0.51 (CP).

remains unchanged. With L = 30, we have also checked
that the system remains in the CP for values of δV much
larger than the range considered in Fig. S4(a). We fur-
ther performed a finite-size scaling analysis of the RR-QP
boundary at selected values of η, shown in Fig. S4(b),
finding that the phase boundary has approximately con-
verged when L = 500. Therefore, for an infinite system
the phase diagram would remain similar to Fig. 3.

Finally we note that our findings about the existence
of three phases, RR, QP, and CP, as well as the gen-
eral structure of the phase diagram, should remain qual-
itatively valid for a generic spiral state. In the main
text we have selected the specific parameters J/w = 1.4
and µ/w = 1.5. However, we find a similar behavior
for other choices of J, µ. As an example, we consider in
Fig. S5 the evolution of a small-J spiral state (J/w = 0.1,
µ/w = −1.0), under increasingly larger values of the bias
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FIG. S6. (a) Magnitude of the Spin current |JsL|. (b) Angle
θJsL,Ω between JsL and Ω, as a function of time. We use the
same parameters of Fig. 2.

δV . As seen, the dynamics is completely analogous to
Fig. 2(a) of the main text.

SPIN CURRENT

While the charge current is constant for a RR state,
detecting the spin current reveals its periodic time evo-
lution. This has been shown explicitly in Fig. 2(c) of the
main text, where the z component is plotted. The oscil-
lation of Jz

sL is simply due to the fact that, in the RR
phase, the spin current vector is rigidly rotating, with
the same precession vector Ω. In Fig. S6 we show that
|JsL| and the angle between JsL and Ω become constant
at sufficiently large times, when the RR has been estab-
lished.

The spin current of Fig. 2(c) is defined as the rate of
spin polarization drained from the left reservoir:

JsL = −
0∑

i=−∞

∑
σσ′

∂t

〈
c†iσσσσ′ciσ′ ,

〉
. (S20)

To compute JsL we rely on the non-equilibrium Green’s
function formalism and express Eq. (S20) as a modified
Meir-Wingreen formula [62]:

Jα
sL =

∫ µL

µR

dω

2π
tr
[
GR

c (ω)γRG
A
c (ω)σ

αγL

]
, (S21)

where GR
c (ω) = (ω−K)−1 is the retarded Green’s func-

tion and GA
c (ω) = GR

c (ω)
†. The operators K and γL,R

are defined in the main text, shortly before Eq. (3), and
σα are Pauli matrices. σα only acts on the spin degrees
of freedom, so its matrix elements are explicitly given
as [σα]iσ,i′σ′ = δi,i′σ

α
σ,σ′ . We can also define JsR in an

analogous manner, giving:

Jα
sR =

∫ µL

µR

dω

2π
tr
[
GR

c (ω)γLG
A
c (ω)σ

αγR

]
. (S22)

Since the spin current is not conserved, in general we
have JsL ̸= JsR. However, we find numerically that the
magnitudes are nearly identical, i.e. |JsL|−|JsR| < 10−6.
Along the chain we can define the spin current as:

J i→i+1
s = 2w

Im(χi+1↑,i↓ + χi+1↓,i↑)
Re(χi+1↑,i↓ + χi+1↓,i↑)
Im(χi+1↑,i↑ − χi+1↓,i↓)

 , (S23)

satisfying J i−1→i
s − J i→i+1

s = J ⟨si⟩ ×mi. We see that
the contribution from classical spins’ magnetic moments
has to be taken into account to get a conservation formula
for the spin current. At site i, the difference between the
incoming and outgoing spin current is exactly the torque
acting on the localized moment which, without damping,
also equals ∂tmi.

INFINITE SYSTEM EVOLUTION

To treat the infinite system, we apply the gauge trans-
formation of Eq. (S10) and solve the equation of motion:

∂m̄i

∂t
= J ⟨si⟩ × m̄i + η(⟨si⟩ × m̄i)× m̄i, (S24)

where m̄i are the local magnetic moments in the trans-
formed frame. The electron spin polarization ⟨si⟩ should
now be computed based on H̄c, see Eq. (S11), instead of
Hc. The gauge transformation is useful as it brings the
conical states (S9) to uniform configurations of the local-
ized moments, i.e., m̄i does not depend on the site index.
As a consequence, the local spin polarization ⟨si⟩ is also
independent of i and the time evolution determined by
Eq. (S24) is identical for all the m̄i.
Since the m̄i remain uniform, not only Eq. (S24) can

be solved for a single site, but also we can easily ob-
tain the instantaneous electronic bands E±(k) and the
corresponding eigenstates. The spin polarization ⟨si⟩ is
simply determined by the occupation numbers n±(k). In
our case, the − band is always fully occupied while n+(k)
has the general double-step structure [63]:

n+(k) =


0 k ≤ kL−,
b− kL− < k ≤ kR−,
1 kR− < k ≤ kR+,
b+ kR+ < k ≤ kL+,
0 k > kL+,

(S25)

where kα± are the solutions of E+(k) = µα (α = L,R and
kα− < 0 < kα+). A main difficulty remains, as the values
of b± are determined by scattering at the contacts, thus
cannot be computed based on the infinite model alone.
To extract the occupation function we rely on:

nα(k) =
〈
d†kαdkα

〉
=

1

L

∑
j,j′

∑
σσ′

S∗
ασ(k)Sασ′(k)eik(j−j′)

(δj,j′δσ,σ′ − χj′σ′,jσ), (S26)
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FIG. S7. (a) Distribution function n+(k) (black dots), ex-
tracted at t = 500w−1 for a system size L = 1000, and used
to simulate dynamics of an infinite system in Fig. 6. We also
show the dispersion relation E+(k) (solid blue lines). (b) De-
pendence of t0 [see Eq. (S28)] and t1 [see Eq. (S29)] on the
system size L. We have used the parameters of Fig. 6.

which can be easily obtained from the expression of the
eigenmodes:

dkα =
1√
L

∑
j,σ

Sασ(k)e
−ikjcjσ. (S27)

The 2 × 2 unitary matrix S(k) can be obtained from
Eq. (S14) and we perform finite-size simulations (with
large L), to compute χ using Eq. (3). We show in Fig. S7
the occupation function obtained in this manner, corre-
sponding to the L = 1000 simulation of Fig. 6. We ob-
serve the expected double-step structure, where the dis-
continuities are broadened due to the finite system size.
This allows us to obtain accurate estimates of b± and
compute the infinite-system dynamics shown in Fig. 6
(red dashed curve).

As seen in Fig. 6, this procedure can reproduce well
the finite-size simulations. Some slight deviations ap-
pear at short times, which are probably due to a small
change in the distribution function. In principle, since
the spin texture changes in time, the values b± should
also be taken as time-dependent. Instead, we have ex-
tracted n+ at a fixed time, t = 500w−1, corresponding
to the metastable tilted spiral state. In this regime when
the mi,z have saturated to a constant value, we indeed
find excellent agreement between the red dashed curve

and the finite-size simulation. Notice, however, that we
always have mj,z ≪ 1 in Fig. 6, indicating that the spin
texture is only weakly deformed from the initial planar
spiral. Thus, we expect that also the b± are almost con-
stant in time, which is confirmed by the generally good
agreement found.
Finally, we analyze two timescales characterizing the

dynamics, t0 and t1, which in Fig. S7(b) are computed
for the system of Fig. 6. The value of t0 is given by:

mi,z(t0) = f ×mi,z(tref ), (S28)

while t1 is obtained as follows:

maxi

∣∣∣mi,z(t1)−mi,z(tref )
∣∣∣ = ϵ, (S29)

where the index i is restricted to the bulk of the chain,
i.e., labels the 40% middle spins considered in Fig. 6, and
the overline indicates the average over them. The refer-
ence time tref is in the metastable regime and, specif-
ically, we have used tref = 100w−1 in Fig. S7(b). f
is a fraction close to 1 (we take f = 90%) and ϵ is a
small error (we take ϵ = 0.01). While t0 characterizes the
transient of the time evolution, t1 is the time at which
the infinite-system approximation breaks down. In the
regime t0 < t < t1 the system is in a metastable tilted
spiral, thus mz,i is approximately independent of i and
constant in time.

In Fig. S7(b) we show the dependence of t0, t1 on sys-
tem size at relatively large values of L. We see that, as ex-
pected, t0 is approximately constant, reflecting the con-
vergence of the transient dynamics with L. Instead, the
value of t1 grows with L, implying that the metastable
conical state has an infinite lifetime in the thermody-
namic limit. As we have discussed in the main text, at
any finite value of L the system will eventually display a
nontrivial dynamics when t → ∞. In the case of Fig. 6,
the model will settle into a RR state, with a period grow-
ing as L3. Therefore, we can interpret t1 as the timescale
at which the RR state starts to take form. Obviously,
however, the periodic motion has not yet been fully es-
tablished (since at t = t1 the mi are still relatively close
to the metastable configuration). From Fig. S7(b) we
find t1 ∝ Lα, with α ≃ 1.75, which is consistent with
this interpretation. The precise value of α might be af-
fected by details in the definition of t1, e.g., the choice
of ϵ and the set of bulk spins, but the exponent must be
compatible with the dependence |Ω| ∝ L−3. Indeed, we
find α < 3.
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