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Prethermal time-crystalline spin ice and monopole confinement in a driven magnet
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Studies on systems far from equilibrium open up new avenues for investigating exotic phases of
matter. A driven-dissipative frustrated spin system is examined in this study, and we suggest an
out-of-equilibrium non-magnetic phase where the spins do not order but adhere to the ice rule in
space and establish a long-range crystalline order in time. In contrast to the conventional spin ice,
the dynamics of monopoles is confined due to the nonequilibrium feature of our model. Possible
experimental realizations of our model has been discussed.

Introduction – Spin ice (SI) is an unusual magnet
that does not order even as the temperature tends to-
wards zero[1]. Here, geometrical frustration results in
ground states with extensive degeneracy yet local con-
straints known as ice rule. For example, in the rare-
earth titanates such as Dy2Ti2O7, the energy is mini-
mized in those configurations satisfying two spins point-
ing in and two out in each tetrahedra of the pyrochlore
lattice[2–4]. Despite its simplicity, the ice rule is re-
sponsible for a wealth of intriguing phenomena includ-
ing the zero-point entropy[5, 6], fractionalization[7, 8],
and emergent gauge field[9, 10]. Locally breaking the ice
rule produces a pair of point-like defects -condensed mat-
ter analogs of monopoles[11]- that can be separated to a
large distance with a finite energy cost. Most studies on
this topic focused on the equilibrium or near-equilibrium
(relaxation[12, 13] or transport[14–16]) properties, while
the SI physics in far-from-equilibrium systems is elusive.
Because the ice rule is rooted in the energy minimiza-
tion principle, while non-equilibrium systems, especially
driven systems, are usually far from ground states.

Nonequilibrium systems present fresh opportunities for
investigating novel phases of matter absent in thermal
equilibrium. A prototypical example is the time crystal
phase, which spontaneously breaks the temporal trans-
lational symmetry[17–26]. Incorporating spatial degrees
of freedom leads to more complex non-equilibrium phases
with intriguing space-time structures[27–30]. As for frus-
trated magnetic systems[31], the role of frustration in
a nonequilibrium magnet is still unclear despite great
efforts[32–36]. For example, one may wonder whether
a magnet driven far from the ground state can host an
out-of-equilibrium analog of the SI phase. If so, how does
such a nonequilibrium SI differ from its equilibrium coun-
terpart? Is it possible to define “excitations” above such
a non-equilibrium state that has already been highly ex-
cited?

In this study, we attempt to answer these questions by
investigating a periodically driven classical spin system in
a checkerboard lattice. Dynamical simulations of classi-
cal spin systems, unlike quantum many-body systems, do
not suffer from the notorious exponential wall problem,

thus allowing us to simulate 2D systems up to very large
system sizes. On the other hand, it has been realized that
certain intriguing features of non-equilibrium physics do
not crucially depend on the quantum or classical nature
of the systems[37], and discrete time crystal (DTC) or
other exotic orders have been investigated in classical pe-
riodically driven systems[36–41]. In terms of SI physics,
typically, a periodical driving will pump energy into the
system thus is detrimental to the SI phase[42]. Here, we
demonstrate that the interplay between periodic driving
and frustration can lead to a non-equilibrium phase that
displays oscillating SI patterns in space, accompanied by
a DTC order in time. Furthermore, we show that the
properties of this non-equilibrium SI phase significantly
differs from its equilibrium counterpart since the topo-
logical excitation in this case is confined instead of de-
confined due to its intrinsic nonequilibrium features.

FIG. 1: (Color online)(a)Schematic of a perfect spin ice
configuration (monopole vacuum) in a checkerboard lat-
tice(blue/red dots indicate spin up/down); (b)Flipping one
spin creates two monopole excitations (dark ⊠) above the vac-
uum; (c)Two monopoles are separated in space by flipping all
the spins in the associated Dirac string (the red line).

The model – To examine the spin ice phase, we em-
ploy a classical transverse Ising model in a checkerboard
lattice, whose Hamiltonian reads:

Hice =
∑

⊠

∑

ij∈⊠

Θ(t)szi s
z
j + Γ

∑

i

sxi , (1)

where ⊠ indicates the plaquette in the checkerboard lat-
tice with the next nearest neighboring (NNN) coupling
(the grey plaquette in Fig.1 a). si = [sxi , s

y
i , s

z
i ] is a clas-

sical vector with a fixed length |si| = 1. Γ is the strength
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FIG. 2: (Color online) (a)Snapshots of {szi } at three typical
time slices; (b)dynamics of the szi and sxi of spin on site i;
(c)equal-time correlation function at a AF time slice t = ta
(left panel) exhibits an algebraic decay S(r) ∼ r−α, with the
exponent α = 1.9(2)(right panel). The parameters are chosen
as J ′ = 4J , ω = 2πJ , Γ = 1.5J , γ = J , D = 0.01J and
L = 30 (a 10× 10 section is plotted here).

of a time-independent transverse field, which is impor-
tant not only for the realization nontrivial spin dynam-
ics (without Γ, the spin dynamics is simply a precession
around z-direction), but also for the confinement feature
of the monopole dynamics, as we will show in the follow-
ing. Θ(t) = J + J ′ cosωt is a periodically varying inter-
action strength, where Θ(t) being positive/negative in-
dicates anti-ferromagnetic(AF)/ferromagnetic(FM) cou-
pling. J ′ and ω represent the amplitude and frequency
of the driving. Here, we fix these Hamiltonian parame-
ters. However, we shall demonstrate in the supplemen-
tary material(SM)that the key results of this work do not
crucially depend on this specific choice of parameters[43].
Typically, periodic driving will heat closed interacting

systems towards an infinite temperature state. To avoid
this avoid this featureless asymptotic state, we introduce
dissipation into our model by coupling each spin to a
thermal bath, which can be phenomenologically mod-
eled via stochastic methods. In the presence of a ther-
mal bath, the dynamics of spin i can be described by a

stochastic Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert equation[44]:

ṡi = hi(t)× si − γsi × (si × hi(t)) (2)

where γ is the dissipation strength, which is fixed as
γ = J for the numerical convenience. Although this
value is larger than that in conventional magnet, the
long-time asymptotic state does not importantly depends
on γ[43]. hi(t) = h

0
i (t) + ξi(t), where h

0
i = −∇siHice =

[Γ, 0,−Θ(t)〈szi 〉] is the effective magnetic field on site i
and 〈szi 〉 =

∑
j s

z
j where the summation is over all the

six neighboring spins of site i. ξi(t) is a 3D zero-mean
random field representing thermal fluctuations. The local
bath satisfies: 〈ξαi (t)ξ

β
j (t

′)〉ξ = D2δαβδijδ(t − t′) where
α, β = x, y, z and D is the strength of the noise. If the
bath is in thermal equilibrium, γ and D should satisfy
D2 = 2Tγ, where T is the temperature of the bath. The
stochastic differential equation can be numerically solved
by the standard Heun method with a Stratonovich’s dis-
cretization formula[45], in which we select the discrete
time step ∆t = 10−3J−1 (the convergence with smaller
∆t has been verified). The simulation is performed over a
L×L checkerboard lattice with periodic boundary condi-
tion, and we choose random initial states whose effect has
also been analyzed[43]. In the following, we will focus on
the long-time asymptotic dynamics of this model, whose
dynamical phase diagram is extremely rich[43]. Here, we
only consider the scenario when the system concurrently
displays SI patterns in space and DTC order in time, as
opposed to listing all the dynamical phases.
Time-crystalline spin ice – We consider the case where

Θ(t) oscillates between the AF and FM couplings (this
condition, however, is not necessary for the TC-SI phase,
which can exist even when Θ(t) does not change its sign,
see the SM[43]), and the spin configuration accordingly
varies. The snapshots of {szi } at three typical time slices
have been plotted in Fig.2 (a). At a time slice ta =
541.2T0 with AF coupling (T0 = 1/J is the period of Θ(t),
the szi (t) has a 0.2T0 phase lag with respect to Θ(t)), each
szi reaches its maximum (|szi | = 0.9994), and {szi } obeys
the ice rule (

∑
ij∈⊠

szi vanishes for all ⊠). The {szi } at
the following FM time slice tb = ta + 0.5T0 (Θ(t2) < 0)
shows neither spin ice pattern, nor FM order, rather, it
is a paramagnetic phase (PM) with magnetization along
the x-direction (see Fig.2 b). At the time slices tc =
ta+T0, the system Hamiltonian return to the original one
(Hice(tc) = Hice(ta)), but {szi } does not. Instead, all of
them are simultaneously reversed {szi (tc)} = {−szi (ta)},
thus the ice rule is still preserved. {szi } return to its
original values after two periods of driving at td = ta+2T0

({szi (td) = szi (ta)}), which indicates a spontaneous Z2

time translational symmetry breaking (TTSB).
The origin of the DTC order can be understood as a

consequence of the periodically driven interaction. For a
pair of adjacent sites ij, if szi (t) and szj (t) synchronize as
szi = szj ∼ cos[ω′t+ φ], the instantaneous interacting en-
ergy HI(t) ∼ Θ(t) cos[2ω′t + 2φ] with Θ(t) ∼ cosωt can
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be expressed as HI(t) ∼ cos[δωt − 2φ] + cos[Ωt + 2φ]
with δω = ω − 2ω′ and Ω = ω + 2ω′. HI(t) oscil-
lates around zero except for the period doubling case
(ω′ = ω/2), where H(t) ∼ cos 2φ (the fast oscillating
term cos[2ωt+2φ] is omitted). Therefore HI(t) becomes
approximately time-independent and takes its minimum
value at two degenerate points φ1 = π

2
and φ2 = 3π

2
,

which is responsible for the spontaneous Z2 TTSB in
the DTC. This intuitive picture also explains the fact
only {szi } exhibit period doubling, while {sxi } do not (be-
cause the periodic driving is imposed on the interaction
Θ(T )szi s

z
j instead of on the external field Γsxi ), as shown

in Fig.2 (b).

The equilibrium SI supports a Coulomb phase with an
algebraic decay of the spatial correlation function, one
may query whether this property holds for the TC-SI
phase. To answer this question, we calculate the equal-
time correlation function S(r) = 1

L2

∑
i
〈sz

i
(ta)s

z
i+r

(ta)〉
at an AF time slices (t = t1). Fig.2 (c) indicates that
along the diagonal direction r = 1√

2
(r, r) with r = |r|,

S(r) decays algebraically in distance S(r) ∼ r−α, with
α = 1.9(2) agreeing with the exponent predicted by the
Coulomb phase[10] (α = d with d = 2 the dimension of
the lattice). However, this agreement does not indicate
that the asymptotic state in our model adiabatically fol-
lows the ground state of the Hice. First, the ice rule only
hold at the time slices with AF coupling. For example, at
a time slice with FM coupling (e.g. t = tb), the ground
state of Hice(tb) is supposed to be an FM state along
the z-direction, while our system actually exhibits a PM
state. Furthermore, the spontaneous TTSB is forbidden
in thermal equilibrium due to the no-go theorem[46, 47].
Therefore, the asymptotic state in our model is a gen-
uine non-equilibrium state with alternating SI and PM
configurations in space and DTC order in time.

Confined dynamics of monopoles– In a conventional SI,
the elementary excitations can be introduced by flipping
one spin in a perfect SI configuration, which violates the
ice rule in the two adjacent ⊠. For a monopole “vacuum”
(a perfect SI configuration), flipping a spin equals to cre-
ate of a pair of monopoles, which can be separated by
properly flipping a chain of spins (the Dirac string[48] as
shown in Fig.1 c). The energy required to separate two
monopoles in a conventional SI model with short-range
coupling is independent of their distance, therefore the
monopoles herein are deconfined. Next, we will demon-
strate how the nonequilibrium features of our model qual-
itatively alter this deconfined scenario of monopoles.

Even though the definition of “excitation” above an
out-of-equilibrium state is elusive, for our model, we
adopt a similar procedure of exciting the state by flip-
ping one spin, and monitor its subsequential dynamics.
For this purpose, we first choose an AF time slice t1 when
all szi reach their maximum and the corresponding sz con-
figuration obeys the ice rule. Then we randomly pick a
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FIG. 3: (Color online) (a) The difference between sz-
configurations with and without a single spin flip {δzi (t)} at
the time t = t1 (initial state) and t = tN (final states). (b)The
probability distribution in terms of the circle length L in the
final states. (c) The difference between the sx-configurations
with and without a single spin flip {δxi (t)} at the time t = t1
and t = tM (intermediate state). (d)The energy difference
∆E(tn) at the AF time slices tn = t0 + 2T0(n − 1) starting
from different initial states, each of which contains one Dirac
string with different length l. The inset indicates the average
relaxation time 〈τ 〉ξ as a function of the length of the Dirac
string in the initial state. Other parameters are chosen the
same as in Fig.2. (a)-(c) starts from an initial state with a
single sz flip, and (d) from states with a Dirac string.

site (say, site i) and flip its z-component to obtain a con-
figuration {szj (1)}, then study its subsequential dynamics
{szj(t)} and compare it to the dynamics without spin flip
{s̄zj(t)}. At the AF time slices tn = t1 + 2T0(n − 1), we
defined δzj (n) = szj (tn)− s̄zj (tn) to measure the sz differ-
ence between the sz configurations with and without spin
flip. At t = t1, only szi is flipped, and thus δzj (1) = 0 ex-
cept j = i. Due to dissipation, after sufficiently long time
(tn > tN with tN being the relaxation time), the system
will reach a new SI configuration. The difference configu-
ration {δzj (N)} plotted in Fig.3 (a) shows that the flipped
spins during this process form a circle with alternating
+ and − structure. Physically, flipping one spin pro-
duces two monopoles, each of which can propagate from
one ⊠ to another by flipping the spin between them. A
monopole is a topological fractionalized object that can
not be created or annihilated by itself. As an alterna-
tive, monopoles can only be annihilated in pairs when
they collide during the propagation, which will leave be-
hind a new SI configuration that differs from the original
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one by flipping all of the spins along the trajectories the
two monopoles went through.
The monopole dynamics in the TC-SI phase seems

similar to a random walk in conventional SI, where the
monopoles are deconfined. However, we will show that it
is not the case. To this end, we study the dynamics after
a single spin flip under different noise trajectories, and
calculate the statistical distribution P (L) of the circle
length L in the final states. As shown in Fig.3 (b), P (L)
decays exponentially with L, which implies a localized
feature of the monopole trajectories. On the contrary, in
the conventional SI, the monopoles are delocalized, thus
their dynamics are similar to a random walk, which sug-
gests an algebraic decay of P (L).

The striking difference between the TC-SI and con-
ventional SI is due to the non-equilibrium feature of our
system, which does not always in a SI phase, but keeps os-
cillating between the SI and PM phases during evolution.
Even though separating two monopoles does not cost en-
ergy in the SI phase, it indeed requires energy propor-
tional to the distance between the monopoles in the PM
phase. To verify this point, we calculate the difference
between the sx-configurations with ({sxj (t)}) and without
({s̄xj (t)}) the single spin flip: δxj (t) = sxj (t) − s̄xj (t). As
shown in Fig.3 (c), initially, since only the szi is flipped,
the sx-configurations are the same (δxj (t1) = 0). We then
choose an intermediate time slice t = tM , when the in-
teraction energy happens to vanish (Θ(tM ) = 0) and the
two monopoles have not annihilated. As shown in Fig.3
(c), when two monopoles are separated in distance, the
motion of the monopoles will leave a string with nonva-
nishing δxj (tM ) along the trajectories they went through,
which will cost an energy proportional to the length of
this string (∆E(tM ) =

∑
j∈string Γδ

x
j (tM )), resulting in

the monopole confinement.
One can also start the dynamics from an initial state

with a pair of well-separated monopoles attached by a
Dirac string (at t = t1, we flip a string of spins as shown
in Fig.1 (c), and study the subsequential dynamics). We
monitor the excess energy ∆En = 〈E(tn) − Ē(tn)〉ξ,
where 〈〉ξ is the ensemble average over the thermal noise
trajectories, and E(tn) and Ē(tn) indicate the instanta-
neous energy with and without the string spin flip. Fig.3
(d) shows that the relaxation is slower from an initial
state with a pair of monopoles with larger separation,
and its inset indicates that the average relaxation time
〈τ〉ξ exponentially diverges with the length of the Dirac
string l. This exponentially long life-time of a Dirac
string agrees with the confinement-induced localization
of the monopole dynamics as analyzed above.

Instanton activated by the thermal fluctuation – Be-
sides the confinement of the monopole dynamics, the TC-
SI phase is also distinct from its equilibrium counterpart
due to the presence of DTC order. One may wonder
how the monopoles affect the DTC order of the TC-SI
phase. The answer to this question is related to the sta-
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FIG. 4: (Color online) (a) The dynamics of szi on site i in
a single noise trajectory with D = 0.01J and D = 0.1J , the
former demonstrates a perfect DTC order, while in the latter,
thermal fluctuations activate a π-phase shift; (b) The dynam-
ics of the average 〈szi 〉ξ starting from a perfect SI state after
ensemble average over 103 noise trajectories. The envelope
of 〈szi 〉ξ exhibits an exponential decay as shown in the inset.
Other parameters except D are chosen the same as in Fig.2.

bility of TC-SI phase against thermal fluctuations, which
excite monopoles with a finite density. The Coulomb
phase in equilibrium SI does not breaks any symmetry,
and is not robust at finite temperature. However, the
TC-SI phase exhibits a spontaneous Z2 TTSB, while a
discrete symmetry breaking phase is typically assumed
to be robust against weak thermal fluctuations in 2D
systems. For example, in a similar but non-frustrated
model, the corresponding DTC phase is indeed stable at
low temperature[49]. The impact of thermal fluctuation
on the TC-SI phase will then be discussed.

Unlike the conventional SI phase, once a spin in our
TC-SI phase is suddenly flipped at a typical AF time
slice, it does not only produce a pair of monopoles in
space, but also results in a π−phase shift on top of the
periodic dynamics of this flipped spin, which corresponds
to tunneling from one “degenerate” DTC phase (φ = π

2
)

to the other (φ = 3π
2
). Such a fluctuation-activated tun-

neling between the two Z2 symmetry breaking states (see
Fig.4 a) resembles the instanton excitation in the field
theory[50], and is a topological defect in the temporal do-
main. These instanton excitations, no matter how rare
they are, are detrimental to the DTC long-range order
and result in an exponential decay of szi ,as shown in Fig.4
(b). Therefore, at any finite temperature, the proposed
TC-SI is actually a prethermalized phase, however, its
life-time can be extraordinarily long at a temperatures
much lower than the activated temperature of monopoles.
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Experimental realizations of dynamically modulated

interactions– One of the primary obstacles for experi-
mental realization of our model is that it requires a peri-
odical driving imposed on the interaction rather than on
the external field, which seems unrealistic for solid-state
magnets. However, such a dynamically modulated mag-
netic interaction can be achieved using magnetophonon-
ics, in which the electric field of a laser is coupled to
the phonon, and the consequent periodic atomic dis-
placements could dynamically modulate the magnetic ex-
change couplings between the spins[51, 52]. This pro-
posal has been realized experimentally in the AF semi-
conductor α-MnTe[53]. Although the tunable coupling
regime therein is small and it is impossible to change the
sign of the interaction, we show that, for a slower driving
(e.g. ω = 0.5πJ) the TC-SI can exist even when the cou-
pling is always AF (J ′ < J)[43]. This periodically mod-
ulated interaction is also accessible in synthetic quan-
tum systems such as trapped ions[54] and cavity QED
systems[55], where the magnetic interaction mediated by
cavity can be dynamically controlled by applying a peri-
odic driving to the cavity photons. Introducing quantum
fluctuation might give rise to interesting order by dis-
order phenomena in equilibrium[56–58], and a quantum
generalization of our non-equilibrium model might pro-
vide new perspectives for the SI physics.

Conclusion and outlook – In summary, by study-
ing a driven-frustrated magnet, we reveal an intrigu-
ing confinement mechanism, which is rooted in the non-
equilibrium feature of the system. It is shown that for
a non-equilibrium system driven far from the adiabatic
limit, the instantaneous states at different time slices
(e.g. the SI and PM states in our case) might not be inde-
pendent with each other, instead, they can build up tem-
poral correlations and affect each other. For instance, the
PM states in our model effectively mediate the monopole
interactions in the SI states, and make them significantly
differ from their equilibrium counterparts. This general
picture behind the proposed confinement mechanism is
not restricted to the specific model in this study, but can
apply to a wide class of non-equilibrium classical and
quantum systems which exhibit alternating phases dur-
ing the time evolution. As for the frustrated quantum
magnetism, a similar phase without spontaneous symme-
try breaking is the quantum spin liquid. One thus may
wonder whether it is possible to realize similar exotic
quantum phases of matter out of equilibrium[59], which
can simultaneously show spatial topological order and
non-trivial temporal (long-range or quasi-long-range) or-
ders.
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