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The non-Hermitian skin effect (NHSE), which describes the localization of macroscopic fraction
of eigenstates at a specific boundary, is inherently tied to nonreciprocity. Here, we show that the
NHSE can be engineered in an open magnetic system interacting with a reciprocal reservoir, through
the interplay between the reservoir-induced coherent and dissipative couplings. Based on a Lind-
bladian time evolution, we investigate the transient nonreciprocal dynamics along a spin chain and
its unidirectional limit, which allow us to reveal both consistency with and limitation of the non-
Hermitian Hamiltonian approach. We comment on the connection to the semiclassical dissipative
magnetization dynamics, and identify the key ingredients underlying the NHSE in magnetic systems
as Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction (DMI) and dissipative coupling, analogous to those in multi-
layered magnet-metal heterostructures. Our work suggests the generality of nonreciprocal dynamics
in magnetic systems and may inspire new schemes for engineering nonreciprocity in other quantum

platforms.

The advent of non-Hermitian notions has drastically
extended our understanding of dynamical open sys-
tems [IH4]. Non-Hermitian approaches have shown that
dissipation, perceived for a long time solely as a foe, can
induce far richer and more significant phenomena than
finite quasiparticle lifetimes. One of particular interest is
the NHSE—a nonreciprocal accumulation of the eigen-
modes at open boundaries, which contradicts Bloch band
theory and the conventional bulk-boundary correspon-
dence [4 [5]. Heretofore, the NSHE has been proposed
and studied in various platforms, including electrical [6]
and topoelectrical circuits [7], mechanical metamateri-
als [8], cold-atom [9], photonic [10, 1], acoustic [12], and
magnonic [I3] systems, with promising applications in
quantum sensing and signal amplification [14HI19].

The essence of the NHSE lies in nonreciprocity. On
a model level, it is intuitive that a directionally biased
particle hopping rate can lead to state accumulation at
the preferred boundary. In practice, nonreciprocity typi-
cally needs to be engineered in an open system. Taking,
e.g., cavity-based photonic systems, this can be achieved
using synthetic gauge fields, structured external drives,
or chiral damping [20H22]. The growing interest in non-
Hermitian physics in magnetic systems makes it highly
desirable to develop a clear framework for reservoir en-
gineering of the magnetic NHSE that would shed light
on its generality and feasibility [23H33]. The questions
are twofold: Further clarification is needed on the mini-
mal physical ingredients required for a magnetic system
to exhibit the NHSE and whether it persists in the full
Liouvillian dynamics including quantum jumps [22] [34].
Since dissipative magnetization dynamics are often dis-
cussed in spintronic platforms, it is worth exploring the
connection between the nonreciprocal dynamics therein
and the NHSE.

In this work, we show that the magnetic NHSE stems
from the interplay between coherent chiral interactions

and dissipative couplings, which can be induced by a re-
ciprocal reservoir [35H37]. The mechanism is then ex-
amined in the Lindbladian description of magnon dy-
namics, where the quantum jumps are included to cor-
rectly describe the time evolution of two-point correla-
tion functions. The nonreciprocal dynamics stay valid,
though we show that the non-Hermitian approach hin-
ders the timescales reflecting causality and locality [4, [38-
40]. We also investigate the connection to the gener-
alized Landau—Lifshitz—Gilbert (LLG) equation, a phe-
nomenological classical equation widely used to study
dissipative magnetization dynamics, for example, in a
magnetic|metallic heterostructure, and discuss the ab-
sence of the unidirectional limit of nonreciprocity in this
system.

In an interacting spin system, the coherent chiral inter-
action can be an effective DMI resulting from inversion-
symmetry breaking, and the dissipative coupling nat-
urally arises between spins coupled to a shared reser-
voir. This suggests that nonreciprocity and the associ-
ated NHSE can be statically engineered and commonly
exist in open spin systems. Our study also sheds light on
the correspondence between quantum and classical mod-
eling of dissipative magnetic dynamics.

Model. The model under consideration is a one-
dimensional (1d) array of N spins weakly coupled with
a common reservoir, as sketched in Fig. a). The reser-
voir induces a local dissipation for the dynamics of each
spin, and it mediates coherent and dissipative couplings
between the spins [41]. We capture these effects using a
Lindblad master equation for the density matrix p of the
spin array, which results from perturbatively treating the
exchange interactions between the spin system and the
reservoir under the Born-Markov approximation, i.e.,

W — i)~ ). (1)

Here the Hamiltonian H and the Lindblad dissipator £[p]



5
T

1
Sa PRI A J=0;D,T=1
‘ ‘ ‘ D:S ——J,I'=1; D=0.05
= —JT=1,D=0
[
: : 0.5 ——J DT =1
0

Je' —ir

Je % — i

FIG. 1. (a) A 1d array of spins interacting with a shared reservoir. s, denotes the spin at the a-th site and a is the lattice
constant. (b) The probability density distribution of the first right eigenmode 1%, with open boundary conditions, and, (c)
under periodic conditions, the corresponding eigenenergy loops of the full spectrum in the complex energy plane. We have taken
the dissipative coupling as real-valued, ' = T'*. (d) Schematic illustration of the effective coherent coupling  Je'® = J +iD
and the reciprocal dissipative coupling o I' mediated by the reservoir.

respectively describe the coherent and dissipative time
evolution, i.e.,
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The N spins are originally isolated, with a Zeeman split-
ting of frequency w, at site a. The dimensionless spin
operators are defined as §= = 52 +43%. Individually, each
spin interacting with the reservoir causes an energy shift,
which is absorbed into w,,, and a local spin relaxation rate
Twa- Collectively, for a pair of spins at sites a # 3, the
shared reservoir mediates a coherent coupling J,s and
a cooperative decay of rate I',3. These parameters are
determined by the correlation functions of the degrees of
freedom in the reservoir. Since the induced Ising-type
interactions o sg s3, giving rising to pure dephasing ef-
fects, are dominated by reservoir fluctuations at much
lower frequencies [41], we have neglected them assuming
a gapped reservoir. In this study, we focus on the zero-
temperature limit, where all thermal excitation processes
in the reservoir are fully suppressed. However, our results
are generally applicable to the finite-temperature regime
with the parameters modified accordingly [42].

To clarify the essential features in later discussions, we
make the following simplifications. We set the Zeeman
frequencies and local relaxation rates to be uniform, w, =
wo and Ty = Ty, and consider the induced couplings
between nearest-neighbor sites only: for f = a+1, '3 =
I'and Jop = J+iD; for 8 = a—1, I'yp = I'* and
Jog = J —iD. Here, J, D, wy and I'y are purely real
and I is assumed complex. It is natural to identify J and

D, respectively, as an isotropic XY interaction, assuming
an axial symmetry around the z axis in the spin space,
and a DMI allowed by a broken inversion symmetry.

Generally, the dissipative coupling I' is complex. To
ensure the stability of the system, the evolution gener-
ated by Eq. should be positive semidefinite, implying
Ty > 2|T'| [42, [43]. Physically, this means that the local
decay of a spin is sufficiently rapid to dissipate the energy
transferred from its neighboring spins [42]. Assuming
reciprocity of the correlation functions in the reservoir
would impose a vanishing ImT' [41], 44]. Interestingly,
as we will demonstrate below, a real-valued I' alone is
sufficient to induce a non-Hermitian skin effect.

Effective non-Hermitian Hamiltonian. We first ex-
amine the spin-chain dynamics under an approximated
non-Hermitian quadratic Hamiltonian. It is convenient
to take a boson (magnon) description by performing
the Holstein-Primakoff transformation and approximate
the master equation into a quadratic form using
57 =~ /2sal and 82 = —s + al,a,, which applies to
macrospins with small excitation numbers, i.e. s > 1 and
Ne = (al,d4) < s. A further approximation of neglecting
the quantum jumps (~ dg‘ pa, ) leads to dynamics gov-
erned by a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian of a tight-binding
form [42)

N—-1
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where H?, = Zgzl(wo —isTg)af ao captures the effec-
tive on-site potential, v, = s(J +iD —iI') and yg =
s(J —iD — i) are the left- and right-hopping ampli-
tudes, respectively. The non-Hermitian Hamiltonian (4))
takes a tridiagonal Toeplitz matrix form and the eigen-
vectors can be solved analytically [42]. For an array of N



macrospins with open boundary conditions, the probabil-
ity density distribution of the right and left eigenvectors
is, respectively,
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where n labels the eigenmodes. Clearly, when |ygr/v1| #
1, the eigenmodes tend to accumulate towards one of the
two edges of the array, which is known as the NHSE.
The effect is maximized at J = +ImI" and D = FRel,
where the hopping becomes unidirectional and the wave-
functions show a perfect localization at the edge. For
Rel' = 0, we have the typical Hatano-Nelson model
(without randomness), where the ImI' provides the non-
reciprocal hopping component. In this work, we high-
light the (nonreciprocal) skin effect induced by a recip-
rocal reservoir, and, from now on, impose a real-valued
=1~

The NHSE can be associated with a topological wind-
ing number of the complex energy dispersion under
the periodic boundary condition [38, B9, 45]. Diago-
nalizing Eq. in the Fourier space yields Hun(k) =
S, exatay [A2], with

er = 2s[(J —il")cosk — Dsink] , (7)

where we have set the equidistance between two nearest
spins as a = 1 and the on-site potential term as the
reference point. Here, we observe a direct correlation
between the degree of the edge localization of the bulk
states and the circularity of the winding numbber loop,
as shown in Figs. [I{b) and (c), as both are controlled by
I". The unidirectional limit corresponds to a circular loop
(orange curve).

Origin of the NHSE. The NHSE is commonly reported
in systems with directional coherent or incoherent in-
teractions, e.g., models with an asymmetry in the left
and right coherent hoppings, or with chiral damping
[22, 341 46], [47]. In our model , the coherent, o< J£1iD,
and the nonlocal dissipative, o< T" (real-valued), couplings
allow hopping in both directions between two nearest
neighbors. It is the balancing between them that yields
nonreciprocity, as it can be easily visualized by redefining
J+iD = Je'* and rewriting Eq. fora=1,2 as

. €0 Jei® — il
Herr = (Je_w —il €0 ) '

(8)
For ¢ # 0, i.e., D # 0, the propagation between the two
sites is non-reciprocal, while for ¢ = +7/2 (i.e., J = 0)
and T' = +.J the hopping becomes purely unidirectional.

Our results show that the key ingredients for the emer-
gence of the NHSE in magnetic systems are the nonlo-
cal dissipation and the complex coherent hoppings. At

the level of the magnon Hamiltonian that is expanded
with respect to a time-reversal-broken ground state, the
DMI breaks time-reversal symmetry (TRS), leading to a
nontrivial phase in the coherent hopping that cannot be
gauged out [48] [49]. This mechanism underlying nonre-
ciprocity is intimately connected with the reservoir en-
gineering approaches proposed by Refs. [35] [36] for con-
structing nonreciprocal photonic devices. In these setups,
synthetic gauge fields are introduced by using nonlineari-
ties and external drives. In our model and in Ref. [29], ef-
fective DMI emerges as a result of an inversion symmetry
breaking, suggesting that nonreciprocity can be statically
engineered. Furthermore, our finding has the important
implication that the NHSE can exist very generally in
open magnonic systems: Firstly, DMI commonly exists
as part of the exchange interactions either in noncen-
trosymmetric magnetic systems or at magnetic surfaces.
Second, the reservoir can be reciprocal and essentially
featureless. Therefore, our discussion here generally ap-
plies to an inversion-breaking dissipative magnetic sys-
tem.

Magnon dynamics. In order to investigate the magnon
dynamics through the spin array beyond the non-
Hermitian Hamiltonian approach, we derive the equa-
tions of motion for magnon operators directly from the
master equation , retaining the quantum jumps [42].
Under the quadratic approximation of the master equa-
tion, the following set of equations are closed, including
those of the magnon number operator n, = (a,dq):

d

Slakag) = yolakas) —iv(alaps) — ivr(alas-1)
+ivp (ad 1) + ivR(ahas) ()
with v9 = —2s['g. We simulate the time evolution of

the magnon number distribution by solving Eq. @ nu-
merically with an initial state of one magnon excitation
at the center of a N = 9 spin array and (aldag) = 0
for any o, # 5. The overall dynamics, as shown in
Fig. 2a)-(c) for unidirectional, nonreciprocal, and recip-
rocal propagation, respectively, is largely consistent with
the understanding from the non-Hermitian description.
In particular, the unidirectional limit remains, as can be
seen directly from the Eq. @: When vg(vz) = 0, two-
point correlators can only build up to the left (right)
during the entire time evolution.

However, an important caveat is revealed in the tran-
sient dynamics: a large local dissipation can fully sup-
press the state accumulation at the system boundary, as
depicted by Fig. d). The time and length scales on
which the NHSE is observable cannot be captured by
the topological properties of the non-Hermitian Hamil-
tonian, but rather strongly depends on the local dis-
sipation, which can be adjusted by pumping. More-
over, the quantum jumps are necessary for the time-
evolution equations of the two-point correlators @D to
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FIG. 2. (a)-(d) The dynamical evolution of the magnon number n, as a function of time. At time ¢ = 0, a magnon resides
at the site « = 5. (a) For J = 0 and D,I" = 1 the magnonic excitation propagates only towards the right of the array. (b)
Nonreciprocal magnon propagation towards the left and right sides of the array for J,D,I' = 1. (¢) For D =0 and I, J = 1,
the propagation is reciprocal. In (a)-(c), the local dissipation is set to Iy = 2I". (d) For a local dissipation I'¢ > D,T" # 0,
magnon decay can suppress the spreading, such that no NHSE is observable.

be closed [42], which maintains the inner consistency of
the single-quasiparticle dynamics. These results high-
light the limitation of an analysis based on non-Hermitian
eigenenergies and eigenmodes. [40].

Connection to the classical magnetization dynamics.
An analogy can be drawn between our model and
the magnetic multilayer sketched in Fig. (a), where
each magnetic layer interacts with its nearest neigh-
bors via a metallic spacer. In addition to the intrin-
sic Gilbert damping «; of the magnetic dynamics, the
metallic spacer mediates a nonlocal spin pumping
between the long-wavelength magnetization dynamics of
adjacent layers [0H53]. The electric Fermi surface in
metallic spacer can also mediates an effective coherent
RKKY coupling J, with a DMI component D due to
interfacial inversion-symmetry breaking [54H59].

A minimal model for the magnetic Hamiltonian of the
multilayer can be written as [60]

H = —Z [Jm, -mg + Dz - (m, X mg)]
(aB)
> nwoMH -m, (10)

where H = Hz is an externally applied magnetic field
oriented along the z direction, My the saturation magne-
tization and pg the vacuum permeability. The macrospin
dynamics of the magnetization direction m, of the ath
layer read as

311’1@ ama
i = gy M oam x T
81’1’104,1 arnoc+1
niMy , 11
+amm X( ot o (11)

with Heg o = 787:[/ Om, and ~ the gyromagnetic ratio.
Transformation into a bosonic hopping model reveals an
energy spectrum under periodic boundary condition that
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FIG. 3. (a) Schematic of a multilayer magnetic array. The
metallic spacers can mediate an interlayer DM interaction
x D and a damping-like spin pumping torque < a.,; between
nearest neighbor magnetic layers. (b) Elliptical eigenenergy
loop in the complex plane [42]. Small effective next nearest
neighbor interactions < ay; D, a,J are induced dynamically
and preclude fully circular energy loop, even when the near-
est neighbor hoppings become unidirectional. We plot the
elliptical eigenenergy loop by choosing the local dissipation
as a; = 0.002 and the nonlocal dissipation as a,; = 0.001.

also forms a closed loop in the complex plane, as shown
in Fig. [3(b). The nonzero winding number of the loop
reveals a similar nonreciprocity as the NHSE [42].

For a bilayer, a balance between DMI and nonlocal
damping, i.e., D = fanpuoMsH [42] can yield unidirec-
tional transport [60]. However, a key difference between
the non-Hermitian model ({d]) and Eq. arises for more
than two layers: the latter cannot exhibit exact unidirec-
tionality [42]. The nonlocal damping in Eq. is de-
termined for a given layer by the instantaneous dynamic
state of the adjacent layers. This effectively establishes a
next nearest neighbor and even further interactions [42],
which stay active as the nearest-neighbor hopping in one
direction can be turned off. Therefore, the dynamics can
be nonreciprocal but not unidirectional, as reflected by



the nonvanishing ellipticity of the eigenenergy loop.

Discussion. In this work, we uncover the origin of the
NHSE in magnetic systems, which lies in the interplay be-
tween nonlocal dissipation and any coherent interaction
that breaks the TRS of the magnon Hamiltonian. We
develop a master equation framework for coupled mag-
netization dynamics induced by the reservoir. Finite-
temperature and spin pumping effects can be easily inte-
grated into our model by adjusting the relevant param-
eters accordingly [41] [6I]. Our approach highlights the
limitations of the winding number in predicting whether
a macroscopic accumulation of bulk states at a bound-
ary can physically take place [38] [39, [45]. The mecha-
nism that we uncover is intimately connected with ap-
proaches to quantum nonreciprocity at light-matter in-
terfaces [35] [36], for which engineering a nontrivial phase
in the nonlocal quantum many-body dynamics requires
a combination of external drives. Our results suggests
that quantum nonreciprocity in spin ensembles can be
engineered at equilibrium via their mutual interactions
with a magnetic bath lacking, e.g., inversion or mirror
symmetries.

We also establish a link between the NHSE and the
classical magnetization dynamics, showing that non-
reciprocity (albeit not unidirectionality) can be realized
by virtue of the same ingredients underlying the NHSE.
Our findings, together with the growing interest in non-
Hermitian engineering of magnetic systems, call for the
development of a more precise connection between the
dissipative coupling in the Lindbladian and the nonlocal
damping in the classical equations of dissipative mag-
netic dynamics needs to be established. Finally, non-
Markovian effects may also arise in dynamical magnetic
systems [62], which go beyond the Lindblad formalism,
making this an important topic for further exploration.
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Supplemental material: “Reciprocal Reservoir Induced Non-Hermitian Skin Effect”

X. Li, M. Al Begaowe, S. Zhang and B. Flebus

S1. MASTER EQUATION FRAMEWORK
The complete Lindbladian

In the main text, we have neglected the influence of thermal and dephasing effects in the Lindblad dissipator .
Here, we present the complete Lindblad dissipator as follows:

2

N
LIEEDS rag[({éaé;,p}%;péa) + Tap ({55550} — 285055 ) +Tap ({8285.0) — 283032) |, (S1)
a,B=1

where the Hermiticity of the density matrix p implies I'ag = L', fag = f‘;a and I'; 5 = I', 5. While generally the
coefficients I'y 3, f‘ag and I'; 5 in can be complex, for « = 3 they are real. At thermal equilibrium, the fluctuation-

dissipation theorem dictates I'ng = e‘ﬁhwﬂfaﬁ and, thus, one has f‘aﬂ — 0 for T — 0. The terms o L'z s capture
dephasing effects, which are dominated by low-frequency (dc-like) response of the reservoir and can be neglected for
a gapped reservoir.

Positive semidefiniteness of the decoherence matrix

The positive semidefinite decoherence matrix I', whose entries correspond to the coefficients I', 5 in Eq. , encodes
the effect of the reservoir on the spin system. It takes the form of a tridiagonal Toeplitz matrix, i.e.,

Iy T
Ty T
r=| , (52)
. T
r“ T, T
" To / nun
which can be diagonalized to obtain the eigenvalues:
nm
n =10+ 2|T , S3
o = To + 2[T| cos 2~ (53)
with n =1,--- ) N. For an infinitely-long spin chain, i.e., N — oo, the requirement of positive semidefiniteness v, > 0

implies T’y > 2|T.

Derivation of the effective non-Hermitian Hamiltonian

For macrospins with small excitation numbers, i.e., s = |s|/h > 1 and n, = (a},a,) < s, we can invoke the Holstein
Primakoff (HP) transformation, i.e.,

82 = —s+alae, S5 ~V2sal, 5 ~V2sia, (S4)

where ! and a, are, respectively, the magnon creation and annihilation operators satisfying the following commuting
relations:

o, p] = Galp — agae =0, [al,al] = alal, —ahal, =0, [a,d] = aadl — ahaa = dagp - (S5)



Focusing only on nearest-neighbor (NN) interactions, we can rewrite the coherent coupling Hamiltonian in terms
of magnon operators as

Ho= 3 woihia + [S(J—ip)ag+1aa+h.c. , (S6)

where h.c. stands for the corresponding Hermitian conjugate terms. Similarly, the Lindblad dissipator L[p] given in
Eq. can be rewritten as

N N-1
Llp) =i[H p] = > sToalpan — > (2574}, 4 pig + h.c.), (S7)
a=1 a=1
where
N N-1
H == isToilan+ > (—israL o — h.c.) : (S8)
a=1 a=1

and [H',p] = H'p — pH'T. The first term on the right-hand-side of Eq. (S7)) introduces an effective non-Hermitian
Hamiltonian H' and the remaining terms are the quantum jump operators. Plugging Eq. (S7) into Eq. while
neglecting the quantum jump terms, we obtain

d .
o= il (59)

where H,,;, = H + H' is the effective non-Hermitian Hamiltonian in the main text.

Diagonalization of the effective non-Hermitian Hamiltonian

In the non-unidirectional case, v,vgr # 0, the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian is a tridiagonal Toeplitz form matrix,

€0 VL
YR €0 VL
Hop = TR o . (S10)
L
YR €0 VL

TR €0 / nyunN

Diagonalizing Eq. (S10]), we obtain a series of eigenvalues:

nmw
)\n:60+2w/7L'7RCOSN7_H, n=1,---,N, (S11)
and the corresponding right and left eigenvectors
|\II§>:( rﬁl""adjr}zav""d}r]ﬁN)T’ |\Ijﬁ>:( ﬁ,lv"'vwﬁ,a""vwﬁ,N)T’ (812)
with
YR o/2 namw v /2 namw
R . L L .
== sin —— o= | = sin —— na=1,--- N, S13
e <7L> N+1 ’ (773) N+1 (513)

from which it is straightforward to derive Egs. and (@ On the other hand, if the system satisfies the unidirectional
condition, i.e., v, = 0 or vg = 0, the Hamiltonian reduces to a Jordan block of size N,

€0 YL e 0
0 € 7 Yr € O
e I , Wh—=| . (S14)
SRR SRR,
0 e 7 Yr € O
0 € / yun YR €0/ Nyun



The Jordan block form Hamiltonians (S14]) are non-diagonalizable, but we can directly read off the only eigenvalue
with N multiplicity for both HL, and HE, | i.e., A = €, and the corresponding right and left eigenvectors as

o = (1,0,---,007, ¥k =(0,---,0,1)7, (S15)
for HE

s and

WEY = (0,---,0,)T,  |Ok) =(1,0,---,0)7, (S16)

for Hfh. Equations (S15) and (S16) show that, under the unidirectional condition, the eigenmodes will exactly only
reside at one of boundaries.

Winding number loops for the macrospin array

In Eq. (7)), we have obtained the spectrum e, = Re[ex| + ilm[e], where Re[eg] = 2s(J cosk — Dsink) and Im[eg] =
—2sT"cos k denote the real and imaginary parts, respectively. For vanishing DMI and finite symmetric exchange
interactions and nonlocal dissipation, i.e., D = 0 and J, " # 0, the real and imaginary energies satisfy a linear
relationship, i.e.,

Relex] = —%Im[ek} , (S17)

pointing to the absence of the non-Hermitian skin effect. In the general case, i.e., D, J,I" # 0, the winding number
loop obeys the equation of an elliptical curve:
1 ( J J? 4+ D?
4D? 2D2T 4D212
When the system satisfies the unidirectionality condition, i.e., J = 0 and D = 4T, the ellipse (S18) simplifies to a
circle, i.e.,

Re[ek}) + Re[ek]Im[ek] + (Im[ek])Q =1. (818)

(Relex])? + (Imeg])? = 4D, (S19)

Derivation of the dynamical equations

In the Schrédinger picture, the dynamical behaviours of the expectation value of a general operator <@) =Tr (@p)

are governed by the following equation:

%(@ =Tr (@jtp> = —i([0,H]) - Tr (@qp]) : (520)

We first investigate the dynamical evolution of the one-body magnon operators by replacing O with a, in Eq. | ,
ie.,

—illae, H]) = =iy wollad], du —zsz (J + iD) i, dors1) —zsz —iD){aaal, . G0)
—HZwo al, oo —|—st J—i—zD)( Lo 4104 —l—zsz —iD){a ,+1aazaa>

= —zw()(aa) —is(J + zD)(aaH) is(J —iD){(dq-1), (S21)
and

~Tr(aaLlp]) = =5 To((andl i) + (@l daria) = 20}, G0da) )
7SZF(<da&L/da’+l> + <&L/da’+1&a> - 2< Qg oo +1>>

—SZ ({Galy o) + (@l 1 00aa) = 2(a]s 11 dat0r)),

—sF0<aa> — sT{aq+1) — sT{Ga—1)- (S22)



Combing Eqgs. (S21) and (S22, we find

d

%<aa> = —(iwo + sI'0){(@a) — i7L(Gat1) — 1YR(Ga—1), (S23)

with v, = s(J+iD —il') and yg = s(J —iD —iI'*). Here, we focus on the scenario where, initially, only one
magnon at the center of the macrospin array is excited, and all the expectation values of the single magnon operators
are vanishing, i.e., {Gqo)t=0 = 0. Accordingly, the linear Egs. do not possess nontrivial solutions.

We can derive the equation governing the dynamical evolution of the expectation values of the two-body magnon
operators, i.e., (alag), as

& alag) = ~illalas, W)~ Tr (alascl) (s24)

The first term on the right-hand-side of Eq. (S24]) leads to
—i({[alag, H]) = szO ag& ) —zsz J 4+ iD){ agé HGar g1 —ZSZ —iD)(alag L+1da’>

—iZw()(dL,&a/&Ldm+isZ(J+iD)<d —Hsz —iD){al, ,  aawalag),

is(J —iD) |(@l41a5) = (@las-1)| +is(J +iD) [<aa,1a5> - <aLa5H>} : (525)

In order to determine how the quantum jump terms, o aBpa , affect the dynamical evolution of the two-point
correlations (al,as), we expand the second term on the right-hand-side of Eq. (S24)) as

~Tr(alagLlp)) = —SZFO((agaﬁa;da,>+<ag,aa,agaﬁ>—2<ag,a3aﬂaa,>)

— 2sTolalag) — sD(hag1) — sT(@hag1) — sT* (@l 1) — sT@L_yas).  (S26)
Combining Eq. (S25) and Eq. (S26) we obtain the dynamical equation given in Eq. @[), ie.,

“(akas) =0(akas) — ivelakas i) — ivrlalas 1) + vE(alaas) + irRdal_yas). (s27)

Note that the quantum jump terms are necessary to cancel the four-point correlators and obtain a closed set of
equations of motion on the quadratic level. To go beyond single-quasiparticle dynamics and study nonlinear effects,

one should keep the O(1/s) or higher orders in the Holstein-Primakoff expansion of the master equation, which
generates a cumulant hierarchy in the equations of motion of the correlators.

S2. CLASSICAL MAGNETIZATION DYNAMICS

Equation can be rewritten as

Oom,, J
g; = —’yﬁsma X (Mg—1 +ma41) + Mlsma X [(Mmg41 x D) — (mg—1 X D)] — ypom, x H
+oam, X aa% + apmg X % + apymg X an;?Jrl . (828)

For small fluctuations of the magnetic order parameter around the equilibrium direction, i.e., m, = (m%, m¥, 1) with
|mfy(y)\ < 1, we can simplify Eq. 1) by only retaining terms linear in m¥ and m¥,. Similarly, for a;, o, < 1, terms



of second or higher order in these parameters can be neglected. Then, invoking the Holstein-Primakoff transformation,
ie., (Ga) =m? +imY, Eq. (528) can be written as

iy, Y
o T T

n [(—i Fag) (J +iD) — am (27 + po M, H) } Gas1 + nt (J = iD) G2 + i (J +iD) aa+2}. (S29)

{16 = a0) @7 + poM,H) + 20 o + [(=i + 00) (J = iD) = ant (27 + po M, H) |01

As shown by the last two terms on the right-hand-side of Eq. (S29)), the nonlocal dissipation terms, i.e., a,m, X

oma—1 8m8‘1t+1), gives rise to effective next nearest neighbor (NNN) interactions. For a bilayer, ie., N = 2

Z)
Eq. (S29)) simplifies to

%%} = ?%;{[@——a0(2J—%MoAﬂ£D-+2Janﬂ&1+»U—i+¢n)t]+¢[ﬂ——am(2J—%ﬂ0Aﬂfﬂ}d2}, (S30)
%?::&Z{Wfaﬂ@J+uMLH)+ZMmMQ+“fﬁ%mﬂjfﬂﬂ—am@J+uMLHﬁd&, (S31)

To achieve unidirectional transport, the second terms on the right-hand-side of Egs. (S30)) or (S31) must vanish, i.e.,
J =4 D, D = tanpuoMH(1+ af — 2a0;) 7", (S32)

where the positive and negative signs correspond to the unidirectionality of Egs. (S30) and (S31)), respectively. Re-
calling the condition a,;, a; < 1, Egs. (S32]) can be simplified to

J=0, D = ta,uoM H. (S33)

However, for magnetic multilayers with NV > 3, unidirectionality cannot be achieved due to the emergence of effective
NNN couplings. This can be shown explicitly by considering Eq. in the limit of an infinitely-long spin chain,
i.e., N — oo. Invoking the Heisenberg equation of motion, i.e., da/dt = —i[a, H], and performing a Fourier transform,
one can derive an effective Hamiltonian in momentum space, whose spectrum £&j, reads as

&L = _J\} {1 + i(ag + 20, cos k‘)} [J(l —cosk) + uoHM, + Dsin k} . (S34)

Pluggling the unidirectionality condition (S33]) into Eq. (S34) yields
€r = —yuoH {(1 + apsink) + i(a; + 20, cos k)} . (S35)

For simplicity, we normalize Eq. (S35]) by dividing —yuoH on both sides, i.e., ¢ = &;/(—yuoH) . It is then straight-
forward to determine the relationship between the real and imaginary parts as

(Re[sk}2 —1)2 n (Im[ex] — ap)?
nl

~1. (S36)

2
« 4o,

One can readily recognize Eq. ((S36|) as describing an ellipse rather than a circle, indicating the absence of unidirec-
tionality but the presence of nonreciprocity.
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