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We theoretically explore the Floquet generation of Majorana end modes (MEMs) (both regular
0- and anomalous π-modes) implementing a periodic sinusoidal modulation in chemical potential
in an experimentally feasible setup based on a one-dimensional chain of magnetic impurity atoms
having spin spiral configuration (out-of-plane Néel-type) fabricated on the surface of most common
bulk s-wave superconductor. We obtain a rich phase diagram in the parameter space, highlighting
the possibility of generating multiple 0-/π-MEMs localized at the end of the chain. We also study
the real-time evolution of these emergent MEMs, especially when they start to appear in the time
domain. These MEMs are topologically characterized by employing the dynamical winding number.
We observe that the existing perturbative analysis is unable to explain the numerical findings,
indicating the complex mechanism behind the formation of the Floquet Shiba minigap, which is
characteristically distinct from other setup e.g., Rashba nanowire model. We also discuss the possible
experimental parameters in connection to our model. Our work paves the way to realize the Floquet
MEMs in a magnet-superconductor heterostructure.

Introduction.— Majorana zero-modes (MZMs) asso-
ciated with topological superconductors (TSCs) [1–7]
have been attracting massive attention due to their non-
Abelian braiding property, which is proposed to be the
elementary building block for the fault tolerant topolog-
ical quantum computations [8–12]. The idea of MZMs
was first proposed by Kitaev through the model of one-
dimensional (1D) spinless p-wave superconductor [1, 2].
However, this model is not experimentally feasible due
to the unavailability of a 1D p-wave superconductor
in nature. Nevertheless, there exists an alternate re-
alistic proposal to engineer 1D Kitaev-like physics in
1D semiconducting nanowire (NW) with strong spin-
orbit coupling (SOC), placed in close proximity to a
bulk s-wave superconductor in presence of a Zeeman
field [4, 5, 7, 13–16]. Majorana zero bias peak, ob-
served in several transport experiments based on hybrid
superconductor-semiconductor NW setups, has been in-
terpreted as the indirect signatures of the MZMs [15–20].

In recent times, the hunt for MZMs has taken an al-
ternative route based on helical spin chain [21–33] or
magnetic adatoms fabricated on the surface of a bulk
s-wave superconductor [34–41]. Physically, the scatter-
ing between magnetic impurities and the quasiparticles
in the superconductor fosters the formation of Yu-Shiba-
Rusinov (YSR) states [42–46] inside the superconducting
gap. These YSR states can hybridize among themselves
and form YSR/Shiba bands. The helical spin texture and
strength of the magnetic impurities play the combined
role of SOC and magnetic field, respectively [26, 33]. A
few experimental proposals based on the scanning tun-
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FIG. 1. Schematic representation of our setup is demon-
strated here. A 1D chain of magnetic adatoms with their spins
(red arrows) confined in the xz plane (out-of-plane Néel-type
spin spiral configuration) is placed on the top of a bulk s-wave
superconductor (green).

neling microscope (STM) measurement, have also been
reported to realize the MZMs associated with the mini-
gap of YSR bands [47–55].

On the other hand, Floquet generation is a sophisti-
cated and versatile way to engineer the on-demand topo-
logical phases out of a non-topological system [56–75].
The absorption and emission of photons from the driving
field lead to the formation of Floquet quasi-energy side-
bands. These overlapping sidebands trigger the bandgap
opening and band inversion resulting in the appearance
of Floquet topological modes. The dynamical setup also
facilitates the generation of the anomalous topological
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boundary modes at finite energy, namely π-modes, hav-
ing no static counterpart. In this exciting direction of
Floquet band engineering, the emergence of Floquet Ma-
jorana end modes (MEMs) has been explored in 1D p-
wave Kitaev chain [67–69], 1D cold-atomic NW/s-wave
superconductor heterostructure [70, 72–74], and also very
recently, in realistic 1D Rashba NW Model [76]. The
braiding of these Floquet boundary modes further adds
merit to these systems due to their applicability in quan-
tum computations [77–80]. Notwithstanding, the Flquet
generation of MEMs in realistic helical spin chain model
along with their topological characterization is yet to
be explored. At this stage, we would like to pursue
the answers to the following intriguing questions: (a)
Is it possible to generate and topologically character-
ize Floquet MEMs employing a realistic model based on
a helical Shiba chain/s-wave superconductor (magnet-
superconductor) heterostructure while starting from a
trivial phase? (b) How do these dynamical MEMs within
the emergent quasi-energy Shiba band evolve with time?

In this article, we first briefly discuss about the under-
lying static model based on a helical 1D magnetic spin
chain proximitized with a common bulk s-wave super-
conductor [21] (see Fig. 1). We explore the generation
of Floquet MEMs (both 0- and anomalous π-modes) em-
ploying an external periodic sinusoidal drive in this setup

(see Fig. 2). Afterward, we demonstrate the real-time
evolution of the Floquet MEMs (see Fig. 3). We com-
pute the dynamical winding number utilizing the peri-
odized evolution operator to characterize the topological
nature of the Floquet MEMs as shown in Fig. 4. We
find that the numerically obtained quasi-energy spectrum
cannot be described by the analytical perturbative anal-
ysis where the superconducting part is only renormalized
without affecting the normal part in the Bogoliubov-de
Gennes (BdG) Hamiltonian (see Fig. 5). We also provide
some probable experimental parameters concerning our
system of interest.

Static Model.— We consider the model of a helical
spin-chain, based on a 1D chain of magnetic impurity
atoms mimicking out-of-plane Néel-type spin spiral (SS)
configuration [46] that is fabricated on the surface of
a bulk s-wave superconductor [21] (see Fig. 1 for the
schematic). We employ the following BdG basis: Ψj ={
cj↑, cj↓, c

†
j↓,−c

†
j↑

}t

; where, c†j↑ (cj↑) and c
†
j↓ (cj↓) repre-

sent quasiparticle creation (annihilation) operator for the
spin-up and spin-down sector at a lattice site-j, respec-
tively, and t indicates the transpose operation. Exploit-
ing the BdG basis, we can write an effective 1D Hamil-
tonian in real space for our system as

H =
∑
j

Ψ†
j [−µΓ1 +B cos(jθ)Γ2 +B sin(jθ)Γ3 +∆Γ4] Ψj +

∑
j

Ψ†
j,ηthΓ1Ψj+1 + h.c. , (1)

where, µ, B, θ, ∆, and th represent chemical potential,
magnetic impurity strength, the angle between two adja-
cent spins, superconducting pairing gap, and the hopping
amplitude, respectively. Also, Γ1 = τzσ0, Γ2 = τ0σz,
Γ3 = τ0σx, Γ4 = τxσ0, while the Pauli matrices τ and
σ acts on the particle-hole and spin (↑, ↓) subspaces, re-
spectively. Here, we assume all the impurity spins as clas-
sical such that they are well separated from each other,
and do not interact among themselves. The Hamiltonian
H [Eq. (1)] preserves chiral symmetry S = IN ⊗ τyσy:
S−1HS = −H and particle-hole symmetry (PHS) C =
IN ⊗ τyσyK: C−1HC = −H; with N and K represent-
ing the number of the impurity atoms and the complex-
conjugation operation, respectively. However, H breaks
the time-reversal symmetry (TRS) T = IN ⊗ iτ0σyK:
T −1HT ̸= H.

Floquet generation of MEMs.— We employ periodic
sinusoidal drive in the on-site chemical potential to gen-
erate the Floquet TSC phase hosting MEMs. We choose
the initial static Hamiltonian [Eq. (1)] such that it resides
in the trivial phase to begin with. The driving protocol
reads

V (t) =
∑
j

Ψ†
j [V0 cos(Ωt)Γ1] Ψj , (2)

where, V0 and Ω(= 2π/T ) represent the strengh and
frequency of the drive, respectively; while T stands for
the time-period of the external drive. The periodic-
ity of the drive V (t + T ) = V (t) is ensured in the
full time-dependent Hamiltonian H(t) = H + V (t) as
H(t+ T ) = H(t). We work in the real time-domain pic-
ture, and the time-evolution operator in terms of time-
ordered (TO) product reads as [81]

U(t, 0) = TOexp

[
−
∫ t

0

dt′H(t′)

]
,

=

M−1∏
j=0

U(tj + δt, tj) , (3)

where, U(tj + δt, tj) = e−iH(tj)δt; with δt = t/M ,
tj = jδt, and M is the total number of Trotteriza-
tion steps. The Floquet operator U(T, 0) is the time-
evolution operator computed at t = T . Here, U(T, 0)
serves the purpose of the dynamical analogue of the
Hamiltonian. Thus, we diagonalize U(T, 0) to procure
the quasi-energy spectrum for our system. The corre-
sponding quasi-energy Em ∈ [−π, π]. We demonstrate
the quasi-energy spectrum as a function of the state index
m in Figs. 2 (a) and (b) for different impurity strengths
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FIG. 2. We depict the quasi-energy spectra of the Floquet
operator for B/∆ = 2 and B/∆ = 3 in panels (a) and (b),
respectively. Floquet 0- and π-MEMs are highlighted in the
insets I1 and I2. (c) We illustrate the energy resolved nor-
malized LDOS computed at the end (blue curve), and mid-
dle (green curve) of the chain for B/∆ = 2. The green
peaks represent the emergent Shiba modes within the Flo-
quet quasi-energy spectrum. Here, we consider a 1D chain
of 600 lattice sites and we choose the model parameters as
(µ/∆, th/∆, θ) = (4, 1, 2π/3) and Ω/∆ = 1.5, V0/∆ = 5.

(B/∆ = 2, and B/∆ = 3, respectively which indicate
non-topological regime in the static model; see supple-
mental material (SM) [82]). For B/∆ = 2, we obtain
two MEMs (one mode per end) at both quasi-energy
E = 0 and π [see the insets I1 and I2 of Fig. 2(a)].
While for B/∆ = 3, we highlight the generation of mul-
tiple MEMs at E = 0 [see the inset of Fig. 2(b)]. The
generation of MEMs at quasi-energy π is unique to the
Floquet systems only, and does not have any static ana-
log and this also serves as the prime result of the current
manuscript considering Shiba chain model. Apart from
0-energy, MEMs may also appear at finite energy (±π)
in Floquet systems due to the presence of PHS in the
underlying BdG Hamiltonian. Thus, the states having
quasi-energy 0 and π ≡ −π can be their own antiparti-
cle [70]. In Fig. 2(c), we depict the energy-resolved lo-
cal density of states (LDOS) computed at the end (blue
line), and middle (green line) of the chain. Note that, the
LDOS is normalized by its maximum value throughout
the manuscript. The peaks at E = 0,±π, denoted by
the blue curve, indicate the presence of Floquet MEMs
when LDOS computed at the end of the chain. On the
other hand, the green line in Fig. 2(c), does not exhibit
any peak at E = 0 or ±π and it indicates the emergent
bulk Floquet quasi-energy Shiba band within the super-
conducting gap as LDOS is calculated at the middle of
the chain. Thus, the 0- and ±π-modes are truly bound-
ary modes without having any weightage at the bulk.
Moreover, the separation between the lowest green peaks
(close to 0- and ±π) indicate the corresponding dynami-
cal topological gap.

Time evolution of the Floquet MEMs.— The real-
time dependence of the driving protocol motivates us
to pursue the time-evolution of the emergent Floquet
MEMs [81]. To this end, we diagonalize U(t, 0), and il-
lustrate the instantaneous eigenvalue spectra E(t) as a
function of time t in Fig. 3(a). At t = 0, the system is a
trivial superconductor. Afterwards, we observe that both

the 0- and π-MEMs continue to appear and disappear in
the Floquet TSC phase as a function of time t before one
reaches the full time-period T and the same can be iden-
tified distinctly from Fig. 3(a). To unveil the footprints of
the MEMs at different time-instances, we consider four
time-slices: 1○ at t = 0.28T with only 0-modes, 2○ at
t = 0.63T with only π-modes, 3○ at t = 0.9T with both 0-
and π-modes, and 4○ at t = T when both 0- and π-modes
present. The LDOS associated with 0- and/or π-modes
corresponding to the points 1○- 4○ are demonstrated with
respect to the length of the chain in Figs. 3(b)-(e), respec-
tively. It is worth mentioning here that both the 0- and
π-modes are sharply localized at the two ends of the 1D
chain.
Topological characterization of the dynamical MEMs.–

The broken translational symmetry in H [Eq. (1)] rules
out the computation of topological invariant in momen-
tum space. However, one can employ twisted boundary
condition (TBC) in real space geometry to topologically
characterize the system [76]. To this end, we connect the
two ends of the 1D chain and embed a hypothetical flux η
through it. The flux induces a Peierls phase substitution
to the hopping amplitude as th → the

iηj with j ∈ Z [76].
The HamiltonianH [Eq. (1)] as well as the time-evolution
operator U(t, 0) [Eq. (3)] become an explicit function of
η such that: H → H(η) and U(t, 0) → U(η; t, 0). We en-
force periodic boundary condition (PBC) employing the
constraint on η as Nη = 2π. Here, we note that depend-
ing upon the angle between two successive impurity spin
θ, the PBC can be achieved only for a few specific val-
ues of N (see SM [82] for details). To characterize the
MEMs with a distinct topological invariant, we also need
to invoke the periodized evolution operator, constructed
employing TBC, defined as [82–85]

Uϵ(η; t, 0) = U(η; t, 0)[U(η;T, 0)]−t/T
ϵ . (4)

Here, ϵ stands for the 0- and π-gap. Afterward, we ex-
ploit the chiral symmetry operator to define a dynami-
cal winding number Wϵ to topologically characterize the
MEMs appearing at quasi-energy ϵ [76, 82], as

Wϵ =

∣∣∣∣ i2π
∫ π

−π

dη Tr
[{
U±
ϵ (η;T/2, 0)

}−1
∂ηU

±
ϵ (η;T/2, 0)

]∣∣∣∣.
(5)

One can obtain U±
0 (η;T/2, 0) [U±

π (η;T/2, 0)] by writing
the periodized evolution operator employing chiral basis
(see SM [82] for details). Here, Wϵ counts the number of
Floquet MEMs in the TSC phase residing at a particular
quasi-energy ϵ.
We depict the dynamical winding number W0 and Wπ

in the V0-Ω plane in Figs. 4(a) and (b), respectively; while
the color bar represents the number of Floquet MEMs. In
certain parameter spaces, one can notice that the number
of 0- and/or π-mode becomes more than one. For better
clarity, we also illustrate W0 and Wπ as a function of Ω
for three different fixed values of V0 in Figs. 4(c), and (d),
respectively. Thus, the appearance of multiple Floquet
MEMs is also supported by the outcome of the dynamical
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FIG. 3. In panel (a), we depict the time-dependent eigenvalue
spectra of the time-evoltuion operator U(t, 0) as a function
of time t. Both the 0- and π-modes appear and disappear
with time during the time-interval t ∈ [0, T ]. We consider
four time-points: 1○ (t = 0.28T ) with only 0-modes, 2○ (t =
0.63T ) with only π-modes, 3○ (t = 0.9T ) with both 0- and π-
modes, and 4○ (t = T ) with both 0- and π-modes. The LDOS
for 0- and/or π-modes corresponding to 1○- 4○ are illustrated
in panels (b)-(e). Clearly, at t/T = 0.28 (t/T = 0.63) only 0-
modes (π-modes) are present, while at t/T = 0.9, 1 both the 0-
and π-MEMs appear. Time-dependent site resolved LDOS for
these above mentioned MEMs corresponding to those time-
instances are shown in the panels (b), (c), (d), (e) respectively.
Here, we consider a 1D chain of 500 lattice sites and all the
model parameters take the value as mentioned in Fig. 2.

winding number. We further show the bulk gap at quasi-
energy 0 (G0) and π (Gπ) in the V0-Ω plane in Figs. 4(e)
and (f), respectively. Each gap closing in G0 and Gπ cor-
respond to a jump in W0 and Wπ respectively, indicating
a topological phase transition. This one-to-one mapping
between the dynamical winding numberWϵ and the bulk
gap Gϵ is evident from Fig. 4.

Perturbative analysis.— Having investigated the prob-

FIG. 4. We depict the dynamical winding number W0 and
Wπ in the V0-Ω plane in the panels (a) and (b), respectively.
Here, Wϵ characterizes the Floquet MEMs residing at the
quasi-enegy gap ϵ. In the panels (c) and (d), we demonstrate
W0 and Wπ as a function of Ω, respectively for three fixed
values of V0/∆ = 5 (solid blue line), 8 (dashed red line), and
10 (dashed green line) for better clarity. We illustrate the
quasi-energy gap around quasi-energy 0 and π in panels (e)
and (f), respectively. We choose B/∆ = 5 (topological regime
of the static model) and the rest of the model parameters take
the same value as mentioned in Fig. 2.

lem numerically, we employ two perturbative schemes
such as the Floquet perturbation theory (FPT) [81, 86–
88] and the Brillouin-Wigner (BW) perturbation the-
ory [89, 90], to examine the high-amplitude driving V0 ≫
th, and the high-frequency driving Ω ≫ th, respectively.
We find that the superconducting term is renormalized
in the leading order as follows ∆eff

FPT = ∆ J0
(
2V0

Ω

)
and

∆eff
BW = ∆

(
1− V 2

0

2Ω2

)
for FPT and BW techniques, re-

spectively; where J0(x) is the 0th Bessel function of the
first kind (see SM [82] for details). Notably, the normal
part of the BdG Hamiltonian remains unaffected by such
perturbations in the leading order.

We compute the quasi-energy spectrum in the real
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FIG. 5. We compare the eigenvalue spectra Em as a func-
tion of m, obtained from the FPT (blue dots), the BW per-
turbation theory (red dots), and the exact Floquet operator
(green dots). In panel (a), we depict the eigenvalue spectra for
(V0/∆,Ω/∆) = (10, 3) while in the inset, we show the modes
near quasi-energy zero. We choose (V0/∆,Ω/∆) = (5, 10) for
panel (b) while the zoomed-in spectra near zero quasi-energy
is shown in inset I1. In the inset I2, we demonstrate the eigen-
value spectra for (V0/∆,Ω/∆) = (5, 6.5). We choose 1D chain
of 300 lattice sites and the rest of the model parameters same
as mentioned in Fig. 2.

space for the effective Floquet Hamiltonian. In Fig. 5, we
compare the quasi-energy spectra obtained from the FPT
Hamiltonian (blue dots), BW Hamiltonian (red dots),
and the exact Floquet operator (green dots). We demon-
strate the cases where FPT/BW can successfully predict
the zero-energy modes for very few choices of parameters.
However, FPT/BW fails to anticipate the zero-energy
mode and the overall quasi-energy profile for most of the
parameter space, even though the above theories are ap-
plicable to those parameter choices. In Fig. 5 (a), we
depict an instant where FPT matches with the exact nu-
merics to a certain extent; interestingly, the zero-energy
modes are successfully predicted. Although, the BW
severely fails to mimic the exact spectrum [see the inset of
Fig. 5 (a) for better clarity]. On the other hand, in Fig. 5
(b), FPT and BW exhibit similar spectrum while the ex-
act numerics is drastically different as FPT/BW (exact
numerics) exhibits gapless (gapped) feature around zero
quasi-energy [see I1 of Fig. 5 (b) for better clarity]. How-
ever, as we lower the drive amplitude and increase the
drive frequency, FBT/BW can sometimes mimic the zero
energy modes as noticed from the exact numerics [see I2
of Fig. 5 (b)]. The match between theory and numer-
ics is not rigorous but only accidental. Hence, neither
the FPT nor BW perturbation theory can satisfactorily
explain the emergence of MEMs in the driven system.

The numerical findings apprehend that the drive and
magnetic impurity both simultaneously modify normal
and superconducting parts of the BdG Hamiltonian.
Since the above perturbation theories do not modify the
normal part of the BdG Hamiltonian, indicating that the
FPT/BW cannot capture the modulation of the Shiba
minigap in the presence of the time-periodic drive. Note
that, the emergent Floquet Shiba minigap comprises of
both the renormalized superconducting and the normal

parts. More precisely, the closed form expression of the
dynamical Shiba gap is not tractable as the driving term,
namely, chemical potential, is hidden inside the static
Shiba bands in a complex manner. Finding an appropri-
ate theory to understand the Floquet Shiba minigap in a
driven helical spin chain is far more complex than antic-
ipated and beyond the scope of the current manuscript.
Interestingly, our numerical investigation with the quasi-
energy spectrum indicates that the driven chain starts
hosting Floquet MEMs for substantially lower strengths
of magnetic impurity as compared to the static case [82].

Plausible experimental realization.— Having demon-
strated the generation of Floquet MEMs theoretically,
here we discuss the possible way to realize our setup ex-
perimentally. The most suitable superconducting can-
didate material can be the bulk Nb (110) since it has
the highest possible superconducting gap of ∆ = 1.51
meV among the conventional superconductors [51]. Af-
terward, one may fabricate magnetic adatoms such as
Mn/Cr over the bulk Nb (110) employing STM-based
single-atom manipulation methods [49, 50, 54, 91]. This
method could provide better tunability of the angle be-
tween two impurity spins. Following our model, we con-
sider the scenario described in Fig. 2(a), and to this end,
the other model parameters can take the values: th =
∆ = 1.51 meV, B = 2∆ = 3.02 meV, and µ = 4∆ = 6.04
meV. Moreover, the periodic sinusoidal modulation of the
on-site chemical potential can be achieved through an
AC gate voltage having an amplitude of V0 = 5∆ = 7.55
meV and frequency of Ω ≈ 3.44 THz for the generation
of Floquet 0- and π MEMs.

Summary and conclusion.— To summarize, in this ar-
ticle, we demonstrate an experimentally feasible way to
engineer Floquet MEMs employing a helical spin-chain
model (in the form of Néel-type SS configuration fabri-
cated on the surface of an s-wave superconductor) and
periodic modulation of chemical potential. We obtain a
rich phase diagram in the parameter space, allowing us
to realize both 0- and π-Floquet MEMs in the emergent
quasi-energy band. We also investigate the time evolu-
tion and tunability of the number of Floquet MEMs. The
0- and π-MEMs are always sharply localized at the two
ends of the system. We topologically characterize the
MEMs utilizing the dynamical winding number in a real-
space picture. Our study indicates the limitation of per-
turbative calculations that only refers to the renormal-
ization of the superconducting part in the BdG Hamil-
tonian in mimicking the exact numerical result. There-
fore, our work reveals an angle where magnetic impurity
physics gets intertwined with the Floquet drive to render
the p-wave superconducting gap, which is extremely non-
trivial to anticipate a priori. This complex phenomenon
can be easily distinguished from the Floquet Rashba NW
physics, where the normal part of the BdG Hamiltonian
is only modified [76]. Our numerical findings clearly show
the substantial reduction of the strength of the magnetic
impurity to host the Floquet MEMs compared to that for
the static case [82]. However, we leave a detailed micro-
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scopic understanding of the emergent dynamical Shiba
minigap (0 and π-gap) for future studies. We also provide
probable experimental parameters to realize our setup.
These Floquet MEMs are relatively robust as we start
from the trivial phase and possibly can be probed by the

STM signal.
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S1. TOPOLOGICAL PHASE BOUNDARIES OF THE STATIC HAMILTONIAN AND STATIC
WINDING NUMBER

FIG. S1. (a) We depict the energy eigenvalue spectra for the Hamiltonian [see Eq. (1) in the main text or Eq. (S1)] employing
OBC as a function of the magnetic impurity strength B/∆. (b) We illustrate the energy resolved LDOS spectra computed
at the end (blue curve), and middle (red curve) of the magnetic chain in the topoplogical regime (B/∆ = 5). (c) We depict
the winding number W corresponding to (a). We obtain W = 1 for B− ≤ B ≤ B+, and zero otherwise. (d) We illustrate
winding number W in the µ-B plane. The red (blue) region indicates the topological (non-topological) regime with W = 1 (0)
[Eq. (S1)]. We choose the model parameters as (µ/∆, th/∆, θ) = (4, 1, 2π/3).

The static Hamiltonian, that we introduce in Eq. (1) in the main text, can also be recast in the following form

H = N1Γ1 +N2Γ2 +N3Γ3 +N4Γ4 , (S1)

with N1 = −µ
N∑
i=1

ψ†
iψi + th

N−1∑
i=1

ψ†
iψi+1 + h.c. , N2 = B

N∑
i=1

cos(iθ)ψ†
iψi, N3 = B

N∑
i=1

sin(iθ)ψ†
iψi, N4 = ∆

N∑
i=1

ψ†
iψi,

and N being the number of lattice sites and Γ1,Γ2,Γ3,Γ4 have been already defined in the main text. Considering
the impurity strength B as a parameter, we investigate the topological phase boundaries of the static Hamiltonian H.
Owing to the 1D nature of the system, one can compute the Pfaffian for the static system analytically (see Sec. S2
and also Ref. [21]) and trace out the range of B for which the system is topological as: B− < |B| < B+; with

B± =
√
∆2 + (|µ| ± 2 cos(θ/2)th)2. Note that, B± reduces to the usual expression as obtained for the NW set up

when θ = 0 [13]. To verify the appearance of the MZMs, we employ open boundary condition (OBC) and illustrate
the energy eigenvalue spectra of H [Eq. (S1)] as a function of B in Fig. S1(a). We find that the MZMs appear when
B− < |B| < B+. In the topological regime, when the local density of states (LDOS) is calculated at the end (middle)
of the chain, we obtain the signatures of the MZMs [represented by the blue curve in Fig. S1(b)] (the YSR/Shiba
peaks only [represented by the red curve in Fig. S1(b)]). The energy separation between the two lowest Shiba peaks
designates the mini-gap.

To establish the topological nature of the MZMs, we also compute the winding number utilizing the chiral symmetry
operator. In the real space, to compute the winding number, we employ twisted boundary condition (TBC) [76, 92–94]
by connecting two ends of the magnetic chain together to form a ring with a hypothetical peridic flux η being threaded
through the ring. In this hypothetical setup, a particle acquires a phase whenever it hops from one site to another

site [95, 96]. This refers to the following transformation [76]: ψj,↑(↓) → eiηjψj,η↑(↓) and ψ†
j,↑(↓) → e−iηjψ†

j,η↑(↓) such

that Nη = 2π. In TBC, the Hamiltoian H [Eq. (S1)] takes the following form

Htwist(η) =
∑
j,η

Ψ†
j,η

[
− µΓ1 +B cos(jθ)Γ2 +B sin(jθ)Γ3 +∆Γ4

]
Ψj,η +

∑
j,η

Ψ†
j,ηthe

iηΓ1Ψj+1,η + h.c. (S2)
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The chiral symmetry operator S anti-commutes with the Hamiltoian Htwist(η) [Eq. (S2)] i.e., {S,Htwist(η)} = 0. This
indicates that chiral basis US which diagonalizes S would anti-diagonalize Htwist(η). Thus, Htwist(η) in the chiral
basis reads as

H̃ = U†
SHtwist(η)US =

(
0 H̃+(η)

H̃−(η) 0

)
, (S3)

where, H̃±(η) denote 2N × 2N squre matrices that are defined on ± chiral block, respectively. We can define the

chiral winding number W employing H̃±(η) as [76, 97, 98]

W =

∣∣∣∣∣± i

2π

∫ π

−π

dη Tr

[{
H̃±

twist(η)
}−1

∂ηH̃
±
twist(η)

] ∣∣∣∣∣. (S4)

We compute this chiral winding number W by employing the above equation and depict it’s behavior as a function
of B in Fig. S1 (c). A non-zero W within the topological phase boundary B− ≤ B ≤ B+ exhibits one to one
correspondence with the energy eigenvelue specta shown in Fig. S1 (a). We also illustrate W in the µ-B plane in
Fig. S1(b) to highlight the topological superconducting (TSC) region within the static Shiba chain model.

S2. ANALYTICAL APPROACH TO CALCULATE THE TOPOLOGICAL PHASE BOUNDARY

The topological phase boundary for the static Hamiltonian [Eq. (1) in the main text or Eq. (S1)] can also be
computed analytically employing the Pfaffian invariant. The detailed procedure to compute the Pfaffian invariant has
been discussed in Ref. [21]. Here, we mention only a few steps to compute the same. The static lattice Hamiltonian
for the magnetic impurity chain consisting of magnetic atoms placed on the top of a bulk s-wave superconductor can
also be written as

Hlattice =
∑
n,α

thf
†
n,αfn+1,α −

∑
n,α

µf†n,αfn,α +
∑
n,α,β

(B⃗n.σ⃗)αβf
†
n,αfn,β +

∑
n

∆f†n,↑f
†
n,↓ + h.c. , (S5)

where, n is the site-index, and α and β are the spin-indices. Here, all the magnetic atoms have same moment but

different orientation: B⃗n = B(sin θn cosϕnî + sin θn sinϕnĵ + cos θnk̂). Using an appropriate unitary transformation
one can make the magnetic moments diagnonal in ↑↓ basis [21, 99]. Without loss of generality, we restict the spin
orientations in the xz plane in the form of out-of-plane Néel-type spin spiral configuration [46]). One can write down
the first quantized Hamiltonian in the momentum space, employing a Majorana basis as [21]

H(p) =


0 0 2th cos

(
θ
2

)
cos p+B − µ 2ith sin

(
θ
2

)
sin p−∆

0 0 −2ith sin
(
θ
2

)
sin p+∆ 2th cos

(
θ
2

)
cos p−B − µ

−2th cos
(
θ
2

)
cos p−B + µ 2ith sin

(
θ
2

)
sin p−∆ 0 0

−2ith sin
(
θ
2

)
sin p+∆ −2th cos

(
θ
2

)
cos p+B + µ 0 0

 .

(S6)

The above Eq. (S6) indicates that θ is 4π periodic, while p is 2π periodic, and the periodicity condition for the
Hamiltonian can be achieved when both θ and p are periodic, or both of them are anti-periodic due to the presence
of functions like sin(θ/2) sin p and cos(θ/2) cos p in Eq. (S6). Let θ = 2π

N Nh, with N (Nh) being the total number of
sites (rotations by helix from n = 1 to n = N). Depending upon different values of N and Nh, one can acheive the
periodicity condition in four ways (for j ∈ N) [21]:

1. p =
2π

N
j if mod[Nh, N ] ≤ N

2
and Nh even.

2. p =
π

N
(2j + 1) if mod[Nh, N ] ≤ N

2
and Nh odd.

3. p =
2π

N
j if mod[Nh, N ] >

N

2
and [N −mod[Nh, N ], 2] = 0.

4. p =
π

N
(2j + 1) if mod[Nh, N ] >

N

2
and [N −mod[Nh, N ], 2] = 1. (S7)

Note that, p = 0, π are allowed only when both N and Nh are even. For example, for θ = 2π
3 , one needs to satisfy

N
Nh

= 3. In this scenario, to obtain the periodic boundary condition, we need to consider Nh = 2j and N = 6j; with
j ∈ N.
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Now the Pfaffian for the skew-symmetric matrix H(p) reads as

Pf [H(0)] = B2 − [∆2 + (µ+ 2 cos(θ/2)th)
2], Pf [H(π)] = B2 − [∆2 + (µ+ 2 cos(θ/2)th)

2] . (S8)

The system becomes topologically non-trivial, when {sign(Pf [H(0)])× sign(Pf [H(π)])} is negative [21]. Thus, we
find that the system represents a topological superconducting phase when the following condition is satisfied:√

∆2 + (|µ| − 2| cos(θ/2)th|)2 < |B| <
√
∆2 + (|µ|+ 2| cos(θ/2)th|)2 . (S9)

This [Eq. (S9)] gives rise to the topological phase boundaries B± as mentioned in the main text.

S3. DYNAMICAL WINDING NUMBER

For the dynamical case, to calculate topological index, time evolution operator carries out the same job done by
Hamiltonian for the static case. This happens only for the case when any one type of dymanical modes (either 0- or
π-modes) is present. If both type of modes appear in the quasi-energy spectrum, then normal time evolution operator
only calculates the difference between the number of modes present at quasi-energies 0 and π [83]. To count the
actual number of modes at each energy level, we need to introduce the of notion of gap ϵ via the periodized evolution
operator as [59, 76, 85]

Uϵ(η, t) = U(η, t)[U(η, T )]−t/T
ϵ , (S10)

where, U(η, t) stands for the time-evolution operator of the Hamiltonian, Htwist(η) [Eq. (S2)] and [U(η, T )]
−t/T
ϵ is the

(−t/T )th power of Floquet operator for the ϵ- gap which is given by

[Ustep(η, T )]
−t/T
ϵ =

L/2∑
n=1

e−i(2π−2ϵ−|En(η)|)t/T |ψn(η)⟩ ⟨ψn(η)|+
L∑

n=L/2+1

e−i|En(η)|t/T |ψn(η)⟩ ⟨ψn(η)| , (S11)

where, n = 1 · · ·L/2 (L/2 + 1 · · ·N) stands for valence (conduction) bands. Note that, Uϵ(η, 0) = Uϵ(η, T ) = I and
Uϵ(η, t) is periodic in time i.e., Uϵ(η, t) = Uϵ(η, t+T ). Moreover, chiral symmetry of the system imposes the following
constraint on the periodized evolution operator [100, 101] as

S−1Uϵ(η, t)S = U−ϵ(η,−t)e2πit/T . (S12)

At the half period (t = T
2 ), periodicity condition of Uϵ(k, t) reads the above constraint as: SUϵ

(
η, T2

)
S−1 =

−U−ϵ

(
η, T2

)
. Hence, for the 0- and π-gaps, that becomes

S−1U0

(
η,
T

2

)
S = −U0

(
η,
T

2

)
, S−1Uπ

(
η,
T

2

)
S = Uπ

(
η,
T

2

)
, (S13)

where, we use the relation U−π

(
η, T2

)
= −Uπ

(
η, T2

)
. Thus, in the chiral basis, U0

(
η, T2

) [
Uπ

(
η, T2

)]
takes block

anti-diagonal [diagonal] form as

Ũ0

(
η,
T

2

)
= U†

S U0

(
η,
T

2

)
US =

(
0 U+

0 (η)
U−
0 (η) 0

)
, (S14)

Ũπ

(
η,
T

2

)
= U†

S Uπ

(
η,
T

2

)
US =

(
U+
π (η) 0
0 U−

π (η)

)
. (S15)

Therefore, using U±
ϵ (η), the dynamical winding number Wϵ for ϵ(= 0, π)-gap can be defined as [92–94]

Wϵ =

∣∣∣∣± i

2π

∫ π

−π

dη Tr
[{
U±
ϵ (η)

}−1
∂ηU

±
ϵ (η)

]∣∣∣∣ . (S16)

Here, Wϵ manifests itself as dynamical winding number by counting total number of modes present at one end of the
chain at the quasi energy ϵ.
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S4. PERTURBATIVE ANALYSIS

Here, we present the details of the Floquet perturbation theory (FPT) and Brillouin-Wigner (BW) perturbation
theory results discussed in the main text for our set-up.

A. Floquet perturbation theory

The FPT provides us analytical understanding of a periodically driven system when the amplitude of the time-
depedent part of the Hamiltonian is much larger than the that of the time-independent part [81, 86–88]. In the FPT
formalism, the time-independent part is handled exactly and the time-dependent part is treated as perturbation. To
this end, we write the full time-periodic Hamiltonian in the presence of harmonic drive as

H(t) = N1Γ1 +N2Γ2 +N3Γ3 +N4Γ4 + V0 cos(Ωt)Γ1 , (S17)

where Γ1 = τzσ0, Γ2 = τ0σz, Γ3 = τ0σx, Γ4 = τxσ0. These Γ matrices satisfy the following relations: [Γ1,Γ2] =
[Γ1,Γ3] = [Γ2,Γ4] = [Γ3,Γ4] = 0 and {Γ1,Γ4} = {Γ2,Γ3} = 0. We consider V0 ≫ th i.e., amplitude of the drive is
much larger than the hopping amplitude. Then, time-evolution operator for V (t) reads as

U0(t, 0) = TOexp

[
−i

∫ t

0

dt′V (t′)

]
= exp

[
− iV0

Ω
sin(Ωt)Γ1

]
. (S18)

One can notice that U0(T, 0) = I. We employ interaction picture and the time evolution operator for H(t) is given
as [81, 86–88]

UI(t, 0) = I + (−i)
∫ t

0

dt′HI(t
′) + (−i)2

∫ t

0

dt1HI(t1)

∫ t1

0

dt2HI(t2) + .... , (S19)

where, HI(t) reads as

HI(t) = U†
0 (t, 0)HU0(t, 0). (S20)

Following the relation bewteen the Γ matrices and the driving protocol, we obtain the following relations

eiAΓ1Γ4e
−iAΓ1 = ei2AΓ1Γ4

eiAΓjΓ1e
−iAΓj = Γj , with j = 1, 2, 3. (S21)

where, A = iV0

Ω sin(Ωt). Using the Eqs. (S21), we recast Eq. (S20) as

HI(t) = (N1Γ1 +N2Γ2 +N3Γ3) +N4Γ4 exp

[
i2V0
Ω

sin(Ωt)Γ1

]
. (S22)

Afterward we use the Jacobi-Anger Identity as

eiz sin x =

∞∑
n=−∞

Jn(z)e
inz = J0(z) +

∑
{n}̸=0

Jn(z)e
inz , (S23)

and rewrite Eq. (S22) as

HI(t) =

(
N1Γ1 +N2Γ2 +N3Γ3 + J0

(
2V0
Ω

)
N4Γ4

)
+N4Γ4

∑
{n}̸=0

Jn

(
2V0
Ω

)
einΩt. (S24)

Now, following the FPT, the full time-evolution operator reads as [81, 86–88]

UP (t, 0) = U0(t, 0)UI(t, 0) . (S25)

Therefore, one can obtain the Floquet operator by replacing t→ T in Eq. (S25) as

UP (T, 0) = U0(T, 0)UI(T, 0) . (S26)
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Thus, the Floquet operator UP (T, 0) can be obtained using Eqs. (S19), (S24), and (S26) as

UP (T, 0) = I + (−i)
∫ T

0

dt′ HI(t
′) + (−i)2

∫ T

0

dt1 HI(t1)

∫ t1

0

dt2 HI(t2) + ....

= I + U
(1)
P (T ) + U

(2)
P (T ) + .... . (S27)

We only consider the leading order term in the perturbation series and obtain U
(1)
P (T ) as

U
(1)
P (T ) = (−i)

[
N1Γ1 +N2Γ2 +N3Γ3 + J0

(
2V0
Ω

)
N4Γ4

]
T , (S28)

Thus, the effective Hamiltonian, upto the leading order, reads as

H
eff,(1)
FPT = N1Γ1 +N2Γ2 +N3Γ3 + J0

(
2V0
Ω

)
N4Γ4 . (S29)

Hence, employing the FPT and considering only the leading order term, we obtain only a modification to the bare
superconducting gap as

∆eff
FPT = ∆ J0

(
2V0
Ω

)
. (S30)

B. Brillouin-Wigner perturbation theory

In the high-frequency limit i.e., the drive frequency Ω ≫ th(hopping amplitude), we can obtain a closed form
Hamiltonian employing perturbation theory such as Brillouin-Wigner (BW) theory [89, 90]. Using BW perturbation
theory, one can obtain the BW effective Hamiltonian as [89, 90]

Heff
BW =

∞∑
n=0

H
(n)
BW , (S31)

with

H
(0)
BW = H0,0 ,

H
(1)
BW =

∑
{n1}̸=0

H0,n1Hn1,0

n1Ω
,

H
(2)
BW =

∑
{ni}̸=0

H0,n1
Hn1,n2

Hn2,0

n1n2Ω2
− H0,n1

Hn1,0H0,0

n21Ω
2

,

H
(3)
BW = O

(
1

Ω3

)
. (S32)

Here, the Fourier components Hm,n read as

Hm,n =
1

T

∫ T

0

dtH(t)ei(m−n)Ωt . (S33)

Following our driving protocol [Eq. (2) in the main text], we obtain

H0,n =
V0
2
Γ1δn,±1 . (S34)

Employing Eqs. (S33) and (S34), we obtain H
(0)
BW, H

(1)
BW, and H

(2)
BW as

H
(0)
BW = H0,0 = H ,

H
(1)
BW =

V 2
0

4Ω
I ,

H
(2)
BW = − V 2

0

2Ω2
N4Γ4 . (S35)
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FIG. S2. (a) We illustrate the energy eigenvalue sprctra Em of the quasi 1D Hamiltonian as a function of B obeying open
boundary condition (OBC). In panels (b) and (c), we depict the site-resolved LDOS, computed at Em = 0 for the topological
(B/∆ = 3.5) and the non-topological regime (B/∆ = 2.0), respectively. Here, we consider a 120× 17 lattice system. The rest
of the model parameters take the values: (µ/∆, th/∆, θ)=(4, 1, 2π/3).

Here, H
(1)
BW only produces a trivial shift to the energy spectrum. Thus, we ignore this term and the BW Hamiltonian

upto the leading non-vanishing order can be written as

Heff
BW = N1Γ1 +N2Γ2 +N3Γ3 +N4

(
1− V 2

0

2Ω2

)
Γ4 . (S36)

Thus, similar to the FPT, the BW theory also provides a modification to the parent superconducting term as

∆eff
BW = ∆

(
1− V 2

0

2Ω2

)
. (S37)

On the other hand, if we consider the following limit: V0

Ω ≪ 1, then we can obtain J0
(
2V0

Ω

)
≈

(
1− V 2

0

Ω2

)
. Hence,

∆eff
FPT ≈ ∆BW

FPT in such regime.

S5. MEMS IN QUASI-1D CASE: STATIC AND DYNAMIC

A. Static case

In the main text, we have restricted our discussion to a strictly 1D setup. However, in the realistic scenario, the
parent superconductors are always with dimension more than one. Thus, to imitate the practical situation, we consider
a quasi-1D system i.e., 1D magnetic chain deposited on the top of a two-dimensional (2D) s-wave superconductor
with kinetic energy [21] [see Fig. 1(a) in the main text]. To be precise, we stack the 1D chains in the orthogonal
direction with the same matrix elements connecting the adjacent chains as considered for the longitudinal direction.
The impurity is only considered in the middle chain of this stacking pattern. We consider the Hamiltonian of this
quasi-1D system accordingly and choose all the parameters same as strictly 1D case and diagonalize the Hamiltonian.
To identify the topological phase boundary, we depict its energy eigenvalue spectra as a function of B in Fig S2(a).
Interestingly, we observe a slight shift of the topological phase boundary in the parameter space compared to the
strictly 1D case [see Fig. 2(a) in the main text and Fig. S2(a)]. However, the qualitaive nature of the Shiba band
remains same as before. We also compute the site-resolved local density of states (LDOS) for zero-energy MEMs in the
topological [non-topological] regime and illustrate it in Figs. S2(b), [(c)]. In the topological regime, the zero-energy
Majorana modes are sharply localized at the end of the impurity chain. In the non-topological regime, however, we
do not observe any LDOS associated with zero energy at the end of the chain as there is no state present at Em = 0.
Here, the finite LDOS appears due to the bulk Shiba states inside the superconducting gap. Hence, the quasi-1D
system exhibits qualitatively similar results as the strictly 1D case.
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FIG. S3. (a) We depict the quasi-energy eigenvalue spectrum as a function of state index m for the quasi 1D case employing
OBC. Two π-MEMs modes appear in the quasi-energy spectrum and are highlighted in the inset for better clarity. (b) We
show site-resolved LDOS for the π-MEMs to indicate their localization at the two ends of the chain. We choose the model
parameters as: (µ/∆, th/∆, θ, B/∆, Ω/∆)=(4, 1, 2π/3, 2, 3.5).

FIG. S4. (a) We illustrate the quasi-energy eigenvalue spectra Em as a function of the mganetic impurity strength B. We
choose the model parameters as: (µ/∆, th/∆, θ, Ω/∆, V0/∆)=(4, 1, 2π/3, 1.5, 5).

B. Dynamical case

To investigate the Floquet MEMs in a quasi-1D setup (120× 17 lattice sites), we employ the same driving protocol
as discussed in the main text [see Eq. (2) in the main text]. While starting from the non-topological regime of the
above-mentioned static case (B/∆ = 2), we obtain anomalous π-MEMs in the quasi-energy spectrum [see Fig. S3(a)].
We also compute the site-resolved LDOS for the π-modes and illustrate the same in Fig. S3(b). One can identify the
localized π-MEMs at the end of the chain from Fig. S3(b). Thus, one can generate the dynamical modes employing
a quasi-1D setup instead of a strictly 1D system and the essential results remain qualitatively similar. However, to
avoid numerical complications due to the finite size effect of the quasi-1D system, we resort to a strictly 1D system
for all our numerical calculations in the main text.

S6. DISCUSSIONS

For the static case, Shiba bands emerge within the parent superconducting gap when magnetic impurity energy
scale locally overcomes the superconducting energy scale i.e., B/∆ ≥ 1. The bulk gap within such emegent bands
is called the minigap, which exhibits an effective p-wave nature [22]. The closing and re-openning of this minigap
give rise to the topological phase transition [21, 22]. In Fig. S1 of SM, for a particular set of the other parameters,
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we emphasize that the topological phase transition occurs at B/∆ ≈ 3.18, giving rise to the emergence of 0-energy
MEMs at the two ends of the magnetic impurity chain.

In Fig. S4, we depict the quasi-energy spectra as a function of the magnetic impurity strength in presence of the
external periodic drive. The emergence of regular 0- and anamalous π-modes for B/∆ ≪ 1 is clearly visible. The
naive explanation behind the early apprearance of 0-Floquet MEMs (compared to the static case) can be attributed to
the fact that the application of external drive reduces the bare superconducting gap ∆ by a rough factor of J0

(
2V0

Ω

)
(from FPT) resulting in the topological condition B/∆eff

FPT ≥ 1. However, this condition does not exactly match
with the exact numerical results as shown in Fig. S4. Moreover, no such explanation can be attributed behind the
appearance the anamalous π-MEMs.
Importantly, the static Shiba minigap ∆SG scales with the parent superconducting gap ∆ in the following way

∆SG ∝ ∆exp(−a/ξ) when the coherence length ξ of the parent superconductor is small and a denotes the impurity
spacing [22]. One can naively say that for our case with periodically driven chemical potential, the static Shiba

minigap ∆SG is further modulated by J0
(
2V0

Ω

) [(
1− V 2

0

2Ω2

)]
factor, as predicted by FPT [BW] theory. This leads to

the double dressed superconducting minigap ∆F
SG where ∆F

SG ≈ ∆SGJ0
(
2V0

Ω

)
≪ ∆ if we follow the FPT, for example.

However, this gives us a crude understanding of the 0-minigap for the driven case. Moreover, no such explanation
can be attributed to the π-gap hosting anamalous π-MEMs.
For any perturbative analysis, one can follow two approaches: At first, one can perform perturbative calculation

to obtain an effective Floquet Hamiltonain in the presense of both magnetic impurities and external drive, and then
analyse the formation of emergent Shiba bands to procure Floquet MEMs. On the other hand, one can also consider
Shiba bands for the static system [22], and then apply periodic drive in it to realize Floquet MEMs by perturbative
analysis. We follow the former approach as this procedure is realistic in which we treat both the periodic drive and
the magnetic impurities on equal footing. However, this approach is based on numerical analysis and exact qualitative
match with the perturbative analysis (along the same approach) is not apparent as we emphasize in the main text.
Probably, to achieve nearly exact qualititative match between the numerical and perturbative analysis, one may has
to follow the latter procedure as done for the static case [22]. However, development of such analytically tractable
scattering theory in presence of external drive is a challenging task and beyond the scope of the present manuscript.
Morover, we believe that any such perturbation theory is inadequate to analytically explain the emergence of Floquet
π-MEMs.
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