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The experimental advances in the study of time-
dependent phenomena has opened a new path
to investigating the complex electronic structure
of strongly correlated and topological materials.
Yu-Shiba-Rusinov (YSR) states induced by mag-
netic impurities in s-wave superconductors pro-
vide an ideal candidate system to study the re-
sponse of a system to time-dependent manipu-
lations of the magnetic environment. Here, we
show that by imposing a time-dependent change
in the magnetic exchange coupling, by changing
the relative alignment of magnetic moments in
an impurity dimer, or through a periodic drive
of the impurity moment, one can tune the sys-
tem through a time-dependent quantum phase
transition, in which the system undergoes a tran-
sition from a singlet to a doublet ground state.
We show that the electronic response of the sys-
tem to external perturbations can be imaged
through the time-dependent differential conduc-
tance, dI(t)/dV , which, in analogy to the equilib-
rium case, is proportional to a non-equilibrium lo-
cal density of states. Our results open the path to
visualizing the response of complex quantum sys-
tems to time-dependent external perturbations.

Introduction The experimental ability to probe and ma-
nipulate complex electronic correlations at the femtosec-
ond time scale has opened unprecedented opportunities
for the study of non-equilibrium quantum phenomena in
strongly correlated or topological materials [1–5]. The
development of next-generation spintronics and quantum
computing applications requires the control of magnetic
environments not only on similar time scales, but also on
nanoscopic length scales. The latter has been achieved by
using scanning tunneling spectroscopy (STS) techniques
that have enabled the writing of magnetic skyrmions [6],
the tuning of local magnetic exchange couplings [7–9],
and, in combination with electron spin resonance (ESR)
techniques, the rotation of individual magnetic moments
in impurity clusters [10]. These techniques were success-
fully applied [9] to tune the energy of Yu-Shiba-Rusinov
(YSR) states [11–13] – induced by magnetic impurities
placed on the surface of an s-wave superconductor – and
thus to drive the system through a quantum phase transi-
tion [14–17]. While the required control of magnetic envi-
ronments on electronic time scales has yet to be achieved,
recent progress [10] has raised the question not only of
how quantum phenomena – such as quantum phase tran-
sitions – can be manipulated on the (electronic) femto-
or picosecond time scale, but also of how such time-
dependent phenomena can be described theoretically and

visualized experimentally.
In this article, we address this question by investigating
the manipulation of YSR states [11–13] on electronic
time scales. By using two different theoretical methods
based on the non-equilibrium Keldysh formalism [18–21]
we study the non-equilibrium emergence and manipu-
lation of YSR states in response to external (STS and
ESR based) perturbations of the magnetic environment.
We show that the time evolution of YSR states can be
visualized through the time-dependent differential con-
ductance, dI(t)/dV , which, in analogy to the equilibrium
case, is proportional to a non-equilibrium local density
of states (LDOS), Nneq. These findings allow us to
study the time-dependent phase transition of the system
from a singlet to a doublet ground state by subjecting it
to a time-dependent change in either the strength of a
magnetic impurity’s exchange coupling, or in the relative
orientation of moments in a magnetic dimer, or by
externally driving a periodic precession of an impurity’s
magnetic moment. Moreover, we show that the extent
to which the system is driven out-of-equilibrium is
controlled by the time scale over which perturbations
occur, and is directly reflected in the time and frequency
dependence of Nneq. Finally, our formalism bridges
the gap to periodically driven magnetic structures,
allowing us to visualize the emergence of Floquet YSR
states [22–24]. Our work thus provides a theoretical
framework to study the emergence of non-equilibrium
phenomena on electronic time and nanoscopic length
scales in complex materials.

Theoretical Method To study the non-equilibrium emer-
gence and manipulation of YSR states, we consider mag-
netic impurities that are placed on the surface of an
s-wave superconductor, with the exchange coupling or
orientation of magnetic moments being time-dependent.
Such a system is described by the Hamiltonian H =
H0 + U(t), where

H0 = − te
∑

〈r,r′〉,σ
c†r,σcr′,σ − µ

∑

r

c†r,σcr,σ

+ ∆0

∑

r

(
c†r,↑c

†
r,↓ + h.c.

)
,

U(t) = J(t)
∑

r,α,β

c†r,α [Sr(t) · σ]αβ cr,β , (1)

where −te is the nearest-neighbor hopping parameter on
a square lattice, µ is the chemical potential, ∆0 is the
superconducting s-wave order parameter, and c†r,σ cre-
ates an electron with spin σ at site r. J is the magnetic
exchange coupling and Sr is the impurity spin at site r
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with the last sum running over all impurity positions.
To theoretically study the electronic response of the
system to a time-dependent J or Sr, we recall that
the primary experimental probe in the study of YSR
states is the differential conductance, dI/dV , measured
in STS experiments [17]. We therefore compute the
time-dependent current flowing between an STS tip and
the superconductor using a formulation of the non-
equilibrium Keldysh formalism in the interaction repre-
sentation [18–20], yielding

I(V, t) =
e

h̄
(−ttun)

∑

σ

[
G<ts(σ, t, t)−G<st(σ, t, t)

]
, (2)

where ttun is the tunneling amplitude between the tip
and the superconductor, V is the applied bias, and G<ts
is the spin-dependent, equal-time lesser Green’s function
between the tip (t) and the site in the superconductor (s)
that the electrons tunnel into [19]. To compute G<ts, we
employ the Keldysh Dyson equations in real time, given
by

Ḡ<ts(t, t) = ḡ<ts(t, t) +

∫
dt1ḡ

r
ts(t, t1)Ū(t1)Ḡ<ss(t1, t)

+

∫
dt1ḡ

<
ts(t, t1)Ū(t1)Ḡass(t1, t)

Ḡats(t
′, t) = ḡats(t

′, t) +

∫
dt1ḡ

a
ts(t
′, t1)Ū(t1)Ḡass(t1, t) ,

(3)

where ḡ<,r,a are the equilibrium lesser, retarded and ad-
vanced Greens function matrices of the unperturbed sys-
tem in Nambu space, and Ū(t) is the time-dependent
perturbation matrix arising from Eq.(1). By discretizing
time, Eq.(3) transforms into a set of coupled matrix equa-
tions, allowing us to obtain a closed form for G<ts(t, t) (for
details see Supplementary Note 1). Below all times are
given in units of τe = h̄/te which implies that for typical
values of te of a few hundred meV, τe is of the order of a
few femtoseconds.
As the calculation of dI/dV using Eq.(2) is computa-
tionally intensive, we also employ an alternative, compu-
tationally more efficient approach using the Heisenberg
representation of the Keldysh formalism [20, 21]. This
approach utilizes the fact that in equilibrium, the differ-
ential conductance is proportional to the local density of
states N(r, ω) = −Im gr(r, r, ω)/π. To define an anal-
ogous quantity out-of-equilibrium, we note that in the
presence of a time-dependent perturbation, Gr(t, t′) de-
pends explicitly on t and t′. Setting t′ = t − ∆t and
performing a Fourier transformation with regards to ∆t,
we obtain a time and frequency dependent Greens func-
tion Gr(t, ω), allowing us to define a “non-equilibrium”
density of states, Nneq, via

Nneq(r, σ, t, ω) = − 1

π
ImGr(r, r, σ, t, ω) , (4)

where Gr(t, ω) is obtained from
[
i
d

dt
+ ω + iΓ− Ĥ(t)

]
Ĝr (t, ω) = 1̂ , (5)

for an arbitrary time dependence of the Hamiltonian.
Here, Ĥ(t), Ĝr(t, ω) and 1̂ are matrices in real and
Nambu space (for details, see Supplementary Note
2), and τΓ = h̄/Γ is the quasi-particle lifetime. We
demonstrate below that Nneq is proportional to the
time-dependent dI(V, t)/dV , and thus represents a phys-
ical observable that describes the non-equilibrium time
evolution of the superconductor’s electronic structure.

Results We begin by considering the question of how a
YSR state emerges when a single magnetic impurity is
placed on the surface of an s-wave superconductor at
time t = 0. To this end, we consider a perturbation of
the form

U(t ≥ 0) = JS
∑

α,β

c†r,ασ
z
αβcr,β , (6)

and U(t < 0) = 0. In Fig. 1a, we present the result-
ing time and bias dependence of dI(V, t)/dV as obtained
from Eq.(2) (due to the significant computational re-
sources required, the calculation of dI/dV is limited to
t ≤ 100τe). At t = 0, the LDOS is that of an unperturbed
s-wave superconductor without a magnetic impurity, ex-
hibiting a hard gap and coherence peaks at ±∆0. As the
magnetic impurity is placed on the surface, spectroscopic
weight from the gap edges begins to be transferred into
the gap, creating at first a broad peak centered around
the energy of the emerging YSR state (see black arrows
in Fig. 1a). This shift of spectroscopic weight occurs
in a wave-like form, as reflected in the stripe-like pat-
terns of dI(V, t)/dV in Fig. 1a. With increasing time, the
width of the peaks decreases, while their height increases,
which is a direct consequence of the uncertainty principle:
t∆E ≥ h̄ implies that as the time over which the impu-
rity is located on the surface increases, the YSR state’s
energy uncertainty, i.e., the peaks’ width decreases.
To elucidate the relation between dI/dV and Nneq, we
note that for the perturbation of Eq.(6), the solution of
Eq.(5) is given by

Ĝr(t, ω) =
[
1− ei(ω1̂−Ĥ+)te−Γt

]
ĝr+(ω)

+ ei(ω1̂−Ĥ+)te−Γtĝr0(ω) (7)

where ĝr0,+ are the equilibrium Green’s functions for a
system without and with an impurity, respectively, and
Ĥ+ is the full Hamiltonian for t ≥ 0. We thus have
Ĝr(t = 0, ω) = ĝr0(ω) and Ĝr(t → ∞, ω) = ĝr+(ω).
A comparison of Nneq obtained from Eqs.(4) and (7)
(see Fig. 1b) with dI/dV (see Fig. 1a) shows remark-
able quantitative agreement (up to an overall scaling fac-
tor) in the (ω, t)-plane. This suggests that dI(V, t)/dV ∼
Nneq(t, ω = eV ), in analogy to their equilibrium counter-
parts. We thus conclude that Nneq represents a physical
observable that describes the non-equilibrium time evo-
lution of the superconductor’s electronic structure. As
the calculation of Nneq is computationally less demand-
ing than that of dI/dV , we can now study the time-
evolution of the system up to much larger times using
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FIG. 1. Time evolution of a dI/dV , and b,c Nneq(r, t, ω) at the site of the magnetic impurity. d Time evolution of the deviation
of the YSR peaks’ height from equilibrium, ∆I. e Comparison of the equilibrium LDOS in the presence of a magnetic impurity,
and Nneq(r, t, ω) at t = 400τe. Here, and in the following figures (µ, JS,∆) = (−2.0, 1.8, 0.4)te and Γ = 0.01te. The results for
Nneq were obtained for a real space system of size 50a0 × 50a0.

Nneq, as shown in Fig. 1c, where we present Nneq(t, ω)
up to t = 400τe. Eq.(7) suggests that when ω = ±EY SR,
with EY SR being the YSR state energy, the oscillatory

term, ∼ ei(ω1̂−Ĥ+)t is identical to one, and Nneq relaxes
exponentially to the static case for t→∞, with the relax-
ation time given by τΓ. This is confirmed by a log-plot of
the deviation of the YSR peaks’ height from the equilib-
rium value, ∆I, as a function of time presented in Fig. 1d,
where the dashed line corresponds to ∼ e−Γt. Finally, a
comparison of the equilibrium LDOS in the presence of
a static magnetic impurity with Nneq(t, ω) at t = 400τe
(see Fig. 1e) shows very good agreement, demonstrating
that this formalism allows us to study the system during
the entire equilibration process.

An intriguing phenomenon associated with the presence
of a magnetic impurity is the possibility to drive the su-
perconductor through a quantum phase transition be-
tween a singlet and doublet ground state by either tun-
ing J through a critical value, Jc, [14–17] or by changing
the distance or relative spin alignment of two or more
impurities [25, 26]. This phase transition is accompa-
nied by a zero-energy crossing of the YSR peaks in the
LDOS. To investigate whether such a phase transition
can also be induced using non-equilibrium techniques,
we begin by considering the case of a time-dependent
exchange coupling J , which is motivated by the experi-
mental ability to significantly vary J using STS and ESR
techniques [7–9]. Specifically, we increase the exchange
coupling from an initial value Ji < Jc at t = 0 to a final
value Jf > Jc at a time t = ∆t, using the time evo-

lution J(t) = Ji + (Jf − Ji) sin2
(
πt

2∆t

)
for 0 ≤ t ≤ ∆t

as shown in Fig. 2a. A plot of the equilibrium LDOS
for J = Ji,f in Fig. 2b demonstrates that the zero en-
ergy crossing of the YSR peaks at the phase transition
exchanges the spin projection of their particle- and hole-
like branches [14–17], which can be mapped using spin-

polarized STS [27]. The time evolution of the phase
transition can thus be best visualized by considering the
spin-resolved Nneq(σ, t, ω), shown in Figs. 2c and d for
σ = ↑ and σ = ↓, respectively. While the change in J
over a finite time ∆t leads to significant oscillations in
Nneq, a zero-energy crossing of the YSR peaks, indicat-
ing a time-dependent phase transition [14–17], can still
be identified. Moreover, Nneq reveals several noteworthy
features. First, the spectral weight of the YSR peaks is
decreased during the zero-energy crossing, concomitant
with the phase transition. Second, a substantial redistri-
bution of the YSR state’s spectral weight begins to occur
only after t ≈ 50τe = ∆t/2, indicating a delayed response
of the system to the imposed change in J . This is par-
ticularly evident from comparison of the time-dependent
YSR peak height at the final energy position in Fig. 2e
with J(t) shown in Fig. 2a. Third, substantial oscilla-
tions in Nneq at the energy of the original YSR peaks
persist up to time scales significantly longer than ∆t,
and the spectral weight of these oscillations is shifted to
the final energy position of the YSR states in a wave-like
pattern, as evidenced by the stripe-like pattern in Nneq
(see Figs. 2c and d).

The superconductor can also be tuned through a quan-
tum phase transition by changing the relative alignment
of the spins of two impurities in close proximity from
antiparallel to parallel [25], even if each of the two im-
purities possesses an exchange coupling smaller than the
critical value, Jc. Such a change in the spins’ relative
alignment in an impurity dimer has been achieved using
ESR techniques [10]. For antiparallel alignment, the YSR
states associated with each impurity cannot hybridize as
the spin quantum number of their particle- and hole-
like branches are opposite. The LDOS thus exhibits two
pairs of degenerate YSR states with opposite spin quan-
tum numbers [25], as shown in Figs. 3a and b. When
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FIG. 2. a Time dependence of J(t) with Ji = 1.8te < Jc,
Jf = 2.8te > Jc = 2.45te) and ∆t = 100τe. b Spin-resolved
equilibrium LDOS in the presence of a single magnetic im-
purity with Ji < Jc and Jf > Jc. Time dependence of the
spin-resolved Nneq(σ, t, ω) for c σ =↑, and d σ =↓ arising from
J(t) in panel a. e Height of the YSR peaks as a function of
time, representing the relaxation of the system.

the alignment is rotated to parallel, the YSR states hy-
bridize, leading to an energy splitting between them and
the emergence of four peaks in the LDOS (see Figs. 3a,b).
Plotting the equilibrium LDOS as a function of the an-
gle θ between the spins (Figs. 3c,d), corresponding to the
adiabatic limit of the rotation, we find that the energy
splitting increases with decreasing θ, leading to a zero
energy crossing of two of the YSR peaks, and a concomi-
tant phase transition from a singlet to a doublet ground
state. The question naturally arises as to the time de-
pendence of such a phase transition when the relative
alignment is changed over a finite time ∆t, as was done
in Ref. [10] through the application of an ESR π pulse.
To address this question, we consider for concreteness the
rotation of one of the two impurity spins through the xz
plane described by Sr = S[sin θ(t), 0, cos θ(t)], with the
time-dependent polar angle given by

θ(t) = π cos2
( π

2∆t
t
)
, for 0 ≤ t ≤ ∆t . (8)

FIG. 3. Equilibrium a spin-↑ and b spin-↓ LDOS for parallel
(↑↑) and antiparallel (↑↓) alignment of the spins of two mag-
netic impurities, located on nearest-neighbor sites. Quasi-
static evolution of the c spin-↑, d spin-↓ LDOS as a function
of the polar angle θ. Spin-resolved Nneq(σ, t, ω) for e σ =↑,
and f σ =↓ arising from the relative rotation of the impurity
moments. Nneq(σ, t∆, ω) for g σ =↑, and h σ =↓ (see text).

In Figs. 3e,f we present the resulting spin-resolved
Nneq(σ, t, ω) for ∆t = 200τe, with the spins being an-
tiparallel for t = 0 and parallel for t = ∆t. As before,
we can identify a time-dependent zero-energy crossing
of the YSR peaks (see yellow arrows in Figs. 3e,f) in-
dicating a phase transition from a singlet to a doublet
ground state. We note that the angular dependence of
the equilibrium LDOS shown in Figs. 3c,d, corresponds
to the time dependence of Nneq between 0 ≤ t ≤ ∆t (see
white dashed line in Figs. 3e,f) in the adiabatic limit of
∆t → ∞. A comparison of the equilibrium LDOS with
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Nneq in Figs. 3e,f thus reveals that a finite ∆t leads to
significant time-dependent oscillations in Nneq, in par-
ticular near the energy positions of the YSR peaks at

t = 0, ±E(0)
Y SR. To investigate how the strength of these

oscillations depends on ∆t, we plot in Figs. 3g and h

Nneq(t∆,±E(0)
Y SR) as a function of time after the rota-

tion is completed, i.e., t∆ = t − ∆t, for two different
values of ∆t. We find that the amplitude of the oscilla-
tions in Nneq(t∆, ω) increases with decreasing ∆t as the
system is more strongly driven out of equilibrium. This
result is consistent with the expectation that in the quasi-
static, adiabatic limit, ∆t→∞, these oscillations vanish,
and Nneq becomes identical to the equilibrium LDOS in
Figs. 3c and d, when plotted as a function of angle.

Finally, to bridge the gap to periodically driven systems
that can be described using the Floquet formalism
[22–24], we consider the time evolution from a static
impurity spin at t = 0 to an impurity spin that rotates
periodically in the xz-plane with a driving frequency
of ω0 = 2π/T . We note that the periodic rotation of
the impurity’s spin leads to a splitting of the (static)
YSR peaks in the density of states [28]. This is shown
in Fig. 4a where we present the evolution of the Floquet
LDOS NFl with increasing driving frequency ω0 (for de-
tails, see Supplementary Note 3). Since, J = 2.8te > Jc,
and since J is effectively reduced with increasing ω0, a
zero-energy crossing of the YSR peaks in NFl occurs at
some critical value of the driving frequency, ωc, indi-
cating a phase transition (see yellow arrow in Fig. 4a),
this time from a doublet to a singlet ground state. We
note that for ω → ∞ the YSR states merge with the
continuum, as the scattered electrons see a vanishing
effective J . To investigate the transition from a static to
a periodically rotating impurity spin, we employ a time-
dependent polar angle given by θ(t) = ω0t tanh (5ω0t/π)
for 0 ≤ t ≤ T/2 and θ(t) = ω0t for t ≥ T/2. The
resulting Nneq shown in Fig. 4b for ω0 = 0.2te/h̄ clearly
reveals the emergence of the YSR peak splitting and of
four YSR peaks with increasing time. Since ω0 > ωc
and J > Jc, we find that with increasing time, there
is a substantial transfer of spectral weight across zero
energy, indicating a time-dependent phase transition
(see black arrow in Fig. 4b). We note that for t� T , the
system is described by a Hamiltonian that is periodic
in time, such that Nneq is expected to coincide with
the Floquet LDOS NFl. We find that already for
t = 400τe, Nneq is in very good quantitative agreement
with NFl (see Supplementary Note 4) implying that this
formalism is suited to describe not only the transition
from a static to a periodically driven system, but also
a periodically driven system itself. Moreover, we note
that while the total, spin-summed Nneq(t, ω) does not
exhibit any signature of the rotation period (consistent
with a time-independent total NFl), the spin-resolved
Nneq(σ, t, ω) shown in Figs. 4c and d does. As expected
from a rotation of the spin in the xz-plane, we find that
Nneq for σ =↑ and σ =↓ are out of phase, i.e., shifted by
half a period T .

FIG. 4. a Floquet LDOS NFl as a function of energy for a
continuously rotating spin with driving frequency ω0, with l =
2 as the cutoff in the Floquet-Sambe matrix. Time evolution
of b Nneq(t, ω), c Nneq(↑, t, ω) and d Nneq(↓, t, ω) for ω0 =
0.2te/h̄, corresponding to T = 10πτe. Here, J = 2.8te > Jc.

Discussion The ability to understand the non-equilibrium
response of complex quantum systems to external per-
turbations on electronic (femto-second) timescales and
nanoscopic length scales is crucial not only for advancing
our theoretical understanding of these systems, but
also for the development of next generation spintronics
and quantum computing applications. While ARPES
experiments have probed complex systems at the fem-
tosecond scale [1–5], it is presently unclear whether
STS experiments will ever achieve electronic time scale
resolution, which would be necessary to image the
non-equilibrium quantum phenomena discussed above.
However, recent results suggest that progress in increas-
ing the time resolution might be made by combining
STS and ESR techniques [10]. Here, we have shown that
time-dependent manipulations of magnetic impurities –
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leading to changes in their exchange coupling or relative
spin alignment – not only allow us to study the emer-
gence of quantum phenomena, such as the formation
of YSR states, but can also give rise to new intriguing
phenomena, such as a time-dependent phase transition.
Indeed, studying and understanding the response of
complex quantum system to external perturbations
will be crucial for realizing topological quantum gates,
and the required braiding of Majorana fermions. The
formalism we have presented here provides a suitable
approach for achieving this objective.
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1. COMPUTATION OF GREEN’S FUNCTIONS IN THE INTERACTION REPRESENTATION OF THE
KELDYSH FORMALISM

The current flowing between an STM tip and a site in the superconductor is given by [1–3]

I(V, t) =
e

h̄
(−ttun)

∑

σ

[
G<ts(σ, t, t)−G<st(σ, t, t)

]
, (S1)

where ttun is the tunneling amplitude between the tip and the superconductor, V is the applied bias, and G<ts is the
equal-time lesser Green’s function between the tip (t) and the site in the superconductor (s) that the electrons tunnel
into [2]. To compute G<ts, we employ the Keldysh Dyson equations in real time, given by

Ḡ<ts(t, t) = ḡ<ts(t, t) +

∫
dt1ḡ

r
ts(t, t1)Ū(t1)Ḡ<ss(t1, t)

+

∫
dt1ḡ

<
ts(t, t1)Ū(t1)Ḡass(t1, t)

Ḡats(t
′, t) = ḡats(t

′, t) +

∫
dt1ḡ

a
ts(t
′, t1)Ū(t1)Ḡass(t1, t) , (S2)

where ḡ<,r,a are the equilibrium lesser, retarded and advanced Greens function matrices of the unperturbed system
in Nambu space, and Ū(t) is the time-dependent perturbation matrix arising from Eq.(1) in the main text. To
solve the above set of coupled equations, we rewrite the above integrals over time as sums of discrete time points
tm = m∆t,m ∈ {0, . . . , N}, t0 = 0 and tN = t. The Dyson equations can then be rewritten as

Ĝ<(tN , tN ) = ĝ<(tN , tN ) +
N∑

m=0

∆t ĝr(tN , tm) Û(tm) Ĝ<(tm, tN ) +
N∑

m=0

∆t ĝ<(tN , tm) Û(tm) Ĝa(tm, tN )

Ĝr(tl, tn) = ĝr(tl, tn) +

N∑

m=0

∆t ĝr(tl, tm) Û(tm) Ĝr(tm, tn) (S3)

where Ĝ denotes a Greens function matrix in real and Nambu space. Defining Green’s function matrices in both real
space and time via (with x = r, a,<)

Ǧx =




Ĝx(t0, t0) Ĝx(t0, t1) · · · Ĝx(t0, tN )

Ĝx(t1, t0) Ĝx(t1, t1) · · · Ĝx(t1, tN )
...

. . .
. . .

...

Ĝx(tN , t0) · · · Ĝx(tN , tN )


 , (S4)

Eq. (S3) becomes

Ǧ< = ǧ< + ∆tǧrǓǦ< + ∆tǧ<ǓǦa

Ǧr = ǧr + ∆tǧrǓǦr . (S5)

The solution of these equations is given by

Ǧ< =
[
1− ǧrǓ ∆t

]−1
ǧ<
[
1− Ǔ ǧa ∆t

]−1

Ǧr = ǧr
[
1− Ǔ ǧr ∆t

]−1
, (S6)
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where the diagonal elements of Ǧ< are the equal-time Greens functions that enter Eq.(S1). The time dependence
of the perturbation is fully encoded in the matrix Ǔ , such that perturbations of arbitrary time-dependence can be
considered.
To obtain the Greens function matrices ĝr(tl, tn) of the unperturbed (equilibrium) system, we start by rewriting the
unperturbed Hamiltonian of the superconductor in Eq.(1) of the main text in Nambu space as

H0 =
∑

k

(
c†k,↑ c−k,↓

)(
εk ∆0

∆0 −ε−k

)(
ck,↑
c†−k,↓

)
=
∑

k

ψ†kH̄0(k)ψk (S7)

where εk = −2te(cos kx + cos ky)− µ. The corresponding retarded Greens function matrix is then obtained via

ḡrss(k, ω) =
[
(ω + iΓ) 1̄− H̄0

]−1
(S8)

where 1̄ is the (2 × 2) identity matrix, and τΓ = h̄/Γ is the quasi-particle lifetime. The retarded Greens function
matrix in real space at a given site r is then given by

ḡrss(ω) = ḡrss(r, r, ω) =

∫
d2k

(2π)2
ḡrss(k, ω) . (S9)

We next compute the Greens function of the superconductor, coupled to the STM tip via the tunneling amplitude
ttun, using

[ĝr(ω)]
−1

=ĝr0(ω)− t̂tun (S10)

where

ĝr0(ω) =

(
ḡrtt(ω) 0

0 ḡrss(ω)

)
; t̂tun =− ttun

(
0 1̄
1̄ 0

)
. (S11)

Here, ḡrtt is the retarded Greens function matrix of the tip, and t̂tun is the tunneling matrix. For simplicity, we assume
below that ḡrtt is equal to the normal state ḡrss, i.e., when ∆0 = 0. Similarly, the lesser Green’s function matrix ĝ<(ω)
of the coupled system is given by

ĝ<(ω) =
[
1̂− ĝr0 t̂tun

]−1
ĝ<0
[
1̂− t̂tunĝ

a
0

]−1
(S12)

where

ĝ<0 (ω) =

(
−2i n̄tF (ω) Imḡrtt(ω) 0

0 −2i n̄sF (ω) Imḡrss(ω)

)
(S13)

with the tip’s and superconductor’s Fermi distribution function matrices given by

n̄tF (ω) =

(
1

exp[β(ω−eV )]+1 0

0 1
exp[β(ω+eV )]+1

)
; n̄sF (ω) =

(
1

exp[βω]+1 0

0 1
exp[βω]+1

)
. (S14)

In order to obtain the time-dependent equilibrium Greens functions that enter Eq.(S2), we next Fourier transform
the equilibrium Greens functions into time space via (x = r, a,<)

ĝx(t, t′) = ĝx(t− t′) =

∫
dω

2π
ĝx(ω)e−iω(t−t′) . (S15)

2. HEISENBERG REPRESENTATION OF THE KELDYSH FORMALISM FOR THE CALCULATION
OF GREEN’S FUNCTIONS

An alternative approach to describing the response of the system to a time-dependent perturbation is to compute the
“non-equilibrium” density of states defined via

Nneq(r, σ, t, ω) = − 1

π
ImGr(r, r, σ, t, ω) . (S16)
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Here, Gr(r, r, σ, t, ω) is obtained from the time-dependent retarded Greens function Gr(r, r, σ, t, t′) by writing t′ =
t−∆t and performing a Fourier transform with regards to ∆t, yielding

Gr(r, r, σ, t, ω) =

∫ ∞

−∞
d(∆t)Gr(r, r, σ, t, t−∆t) eiω∆t . (S17)

To obtain Gr(r, r, σ, t, t′), we follow the approach of A. Kamanev and A. Levchenko [4] and start from the generating
functional given by

Z =
Tr [ρ0U(t0, t)U(t, t0)]

Tr [ρ0]
, (S18)

which generates expectation values by functional differentiation. Here, ρ0 = ρ(t0) is the known density matrix of the
system at time t0 and U(t, t0) is the time-evolution operator from time t0 to t, so that ρ(t) = U(t, t0)ρ0U(t0, t) is the
density matrix at time t. Expanding the numerator of Eq.(S18) yields

Tr [ρ0U(t0, t)U(t, t0)] =

∫
D
[
ψ̄,ψ

]
exp(iψ̄ Ǧ−1ψ) , (S19)

where the matrix Ǧ contains blocks of time-ordered, lesser, greater and anti-time-ordered Green’s function matrices
and is given by

Ǧ =

(
ǦT Ǧ<

Ǧ> ǦT̄

)
. (S20)

Each of these blocks is a matrix in both time, real and Nambu space, similar to Eq. (S4). The retarded Green’s
function is then obtained using

Ĝr(t, t′) =
1

2

(
ĜT (t, t′)− ĜT̄ (t, t′) + Ĝ>(t, t′)− Ĝ<(t, t′)

)
, (S21)

which yields

Ĝr(t, t′) = −iΘ(t− t′)Ŝ(t, t′) , (S22)

with

Ŝ(t, t′) = T exp

(
− i

h̄

∫ t

t′
Ĥ(t1)dt1

)
, (S23)

where Ĝ(t, t′) and Ŝ(t, t′) are matrices in real and Nambu space. Here, Ĥ is the matrix representation of the
Hamiltonian in Eq.(1) of the main text obtained via

H(t) = ψ†(t)Ĥ(t)ψ(t) (S24)

where ψ†, ψ are spinors in real and Nambu space, and T is the time-ordering operator. This operator ensures that in
the expansion of the exponential in Eq. (S23), the matrices are time-ordered. Moreover, we assume for concreteness
that the perturbation starts at a time t = 0, allowing us to write the time-dependent Hamiltonian as

Ĥ(t) = Θ(−t)Ĥ0 + Θ(t)
[
Ĥ0 + Û(t)

]
(S25)

where Θ(t) is the Heaviside Θ-function. Using

d

dt
Ŝ(t, t′) = −iĤ(t)Ŝ(t, t′) , (S26)

which immediately follows from Eq. (S23), and taking the derivative with respect to t of Eq. (S17), we then obtain
the differential equation

[
i
d

dt
+ ω + iΓ− Ĥ(t)

]
Ĝr (t, ω) = 1̂ . (S27)
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This equation was previously derived in the context of the Floquet formalism [5, 6]. Note that for t ≤ 0, d
dt Ĝ

r(t, ω) = 0

since Ĥ(t < 0) = Ĥ0, and we thus obtain for Ĝr(t < 0, ω) simply the retarded Green’s function of the unperturbed

system ĝr0(ω). Thus, Ĝr(t = 0, ω) = ĝr0(ω) can be used as an initial condition to solve the differential equation
numerically by integrating forward in time.
For the special case that the Hamiltonian’s time-dependence is determined solely through a Heaviside-function, i.e.

Ĥ(t) = Θ(−t)Ĥ0 + Θ(t) Ĥ+ , (S28)

we can obtain an explicit form of the Green’s function by carrying out the integration in Eq. (S17) analytically, which
yields

Ĝr(t, ω) =
[
]1− ei(ω1̂−Ĥ+)te−Γt

]
ĝr+(ω) + ei(ω1̂−Ĥ+)te−Γtĝr0(ω) , (S29)

where the equilibrium Greens function are given by

ĝr0(ω) =
1

ω − Ĥ0 + iΓ
; ĝr+(ω) =

1

ω − Ĥ+ + iΓ
. (S30)

Note that Ĝr(t→∞, ω) = ĝr+(ω).

3. FLOQUET FORMALISM FOR PERTURBATIONS PERIODIC IN TIME

If the system is described by a Hamiltonian which is periodic in time H(t) = H(t+T ) with a period T , we can employ
the Floquet formalism [5–7] to compute the time-dependent Greens function. Writing the Hamiltonian as a matrix
in real space, we can expand its time-dependent and periodic (in time) eigenfunctions in a Fourier series. This yields
the infinite-dimensional Floquet-Sambe Hamiltonian matrix

ĤFS =




· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·
· · · Ĥ−2,−2 Ĥ−2,−1 Ĥ−2,0 Ĥ−2,1 Ĥ−2,2 · · ·
· · · Ĥ−1,−2 Ĥ−1,−1 Ĥ−1,0 Ĥ−1,1 Ĥ−1,2 · · ·
· · · Ĥ0,−2 Ĥ0,−1 Ĥ0,0 Ĥ0,1 Ĥ0,2 · · ·
· · · Ĥ1,−2 Ĥ1,−1 Ĥ1,0 Ĥ1,1 Ĥ1,2 · · ·
· · · Ĥ2,−2 Ĥ2,−1 Ĥ2,0 Ĥ2,1 Ĥ2,2 · · ·
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·




. (S31)

with block elements

Ĥm,m′ = mω01̂δm,m′ +
1

T

∫ T

0

dte−imω0tĤ(t)eim′ω0t , (S32)

where ω0 = 2π/T . Here, Ĥ0,0 describes the unperturbed, static part of the Hamiltonian. To analyze this matrix,

one renders it finite-dimensional by choosing a cut-off index l and retaining only those block elements Ĥm,m′ with
−l ≤ m,m′ ≤ l.

In the main text, we consider the case of a single impurity located at r = 0 whose spin periodically rotates in the
xz-plane. The Hamiltonian matrix in Nambu space then takes the form

Ĥ(t) = Ĥ0 + JSδ̂r,0 · [cos(ω0t) τ0 ⊗ σz + sin(ω0t) τ0 ⊗ σx] (S33)

where Ĥ0 is the static part of the Hamiltonian matrix in real space, and δ̂r,0 is a real-space matrix with unity
elements at the site of the impurity r = 0 only. This yields for the Floquet-Sambe Hamiltonian matrix (shown around
m,m′ = 0)

HFS =




· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·
· · · Ĵ∗ −ω01̂ + Ĥ0 Ĵ 0 0 · · ·
· · · 0 Ĵ∗ Ĥ0 Ĵ 0 · · ·
· · · 0 0 Ĵ∗ ω01̂ + Ĥ0 Ĵ · · ·
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·




. (S34)
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where

Ĵ =
1

2
δ̂r,0τ0 ⊗ (σz + iσx) . (S35)

Denoting the eigenvalues of HFS by En, we can write the corresponding eigenvectors in the form

Φ̂n =




...

φ̂
(m=−1)
n

φ̂
(m=0)
n

φ̂
(m=1)
n

...




(S36)

where φ
(m)
n is a column vector of length 4N , where N is the number of sites in the system and the factor of 4 appears

due to the dimension of Nambu space. The retarded Green’s function matrix Ĝr(ω, t) in real space can then be
written as a Fourier expansion in the frequency ω0 [5, 6] and is given by

Ĝr(ω, t) =
∞∑

p=−∞
Ĝrp(ω)eipω0t (S37)

where

Ĝrp(ω) =
∑

n

∞∑

m=−∞

φ̂p+mn

[
φ̂mn

]T

ω − En +mω0 + iΓ
. (S38)

4. COMPARISON OF NFl AND Nneq FOR A PERIODICALLY ROTATING SPIN

In Fig. 4 of the main text, we discussed the form of NFl and Nneq for a periodically rotating spin in the xz-plane.
A comparison of NFl and Nneq at t = 400τe shown in Supplementary Fig. 1 shows good quantitative agreement
implying that Nneq is suited to describe not only the transition from a static to a periodically driven system, but also
a periodically driven system itself.
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Supplementary Figure 1. Comparison of NFl and Nneq at t = 400τe for a periodically rotating spin, as discussed in Fig.4 of
the main text.


