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Abstract

We have applied the Anisotropic Heisenberg Model on the surfaces of the catenoid and hyper-

boloid, which present negative and variable curvature. Two kinds of topological excitations were

considered. The first one is given when we take λ = 0 (isotropic model), which leads to the sine-

Gordon equation and a π-soliton-like solution is obtained. This corresponds to the first class of

the second homotopy group of the spin sphere mapping. The second one is given by λ = −1, that

consists of the XY model, whose solution can be a vortex turning around the surfaces. The results

show that the vortex energy depends of the length scale of the underlying geometry and, for small

central radius (CR), the hyperboloid presents lower vortex energy than that on a catenoid, which,

as well as the cylinder case, has its vortex energy varying with the characteristic length 1/ρ. We

have also shown that for any CR value, the lowest value of the vortex energy occurs on the polar

hyperboloid surface.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Geometrical and topological concepts and tools are important in many branches of natural

sciences, particularly, in Physics. For instance, the idea of symmetry, which is intimately

associated with geometry, is a keystone for studying a number of fundamental properties of

several physical systems, e.g., the Noether theorem asserts that there is a conserved quantity

to each continuous symmetry of the associated action. Topology, in turn, is crucial for

classifying and for giving stability to certain excitations, such as solitons, extending objects

having finite energy, and vortices, presenting a nonvanishing vorticity around a given singular

point or a topological obstruction. In addition, the observed vortex-pair dissociation is the

mechanism behind the topological phase transition1.

Vortices and solitons are particle-like excitations and their behavior in different geome-

tries has remained largely unexplored experimentally and is of growing theoretical interest2.

These and others have been observed in a number of systems, such as superconductors,

superfluids, and magnetic materials3,4. In nanomagnets, depending on the length and thick-

ness of microsized disks, a vortex can appear in their centers5 and the dynamic behavior

of the vortices is affected by structural defects that appear during the nanoparticles fab-

rication. For instance, it is observed that the interaction of the out-of-plane component

of vortices with curved defects in nanomagnets must cause a chiral symmetry breaking in

the vortex girotropic motion due the thin-film roughness6 and still, in-plane vortices on a

two-dimensional space interact not only with each other, but also with the curvature of the

substrate7. Besides, the energy of these excitations, as well as their stability, depends on

the shape of the nanoparticle8. In this context, small curved hills and valleys in magnetic

nanodots can be modeled by point-like defects, the mathematical representation of which

can be given by the Dirac delta function9.

On the other hand, vortices can appear like solutions of the two-dimentional continuous

Heisenberg Model and have been considered in many curved geometries, as the torus10,11,

pseudosphere12, sphere13, cylinder14 and cone15. In these works, the authors analyse the dy-

namic and static properties of vortices and solitons. The results show that the vortex energy

is closely linked to the characteristic length of the considered goemetry and still, for holeless

surfaces, this energy presents a divergence, which can be controled by the development of

an out-of-plane component in the vortex core, so called the vortex polarity. Soliton-like so-
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lution also have been considered in those works and it is shown that its characteristic lenght

depends on the length scale of the surface and, for finite surfaces, half-soliton solutions are

found12,16. Kravchuk et al showed that the easy-surface Heisenberg model in spherical shells

leads to a coupling between the localized out-of-surface component of the vortex with its

delocalized in-surface structure17, what is associated with the curvature of the underlying

surface.

From the viewpoint of fundamental physics, the curvature of a surface can induce a

quantum potential in the Schrödinger equation, which alters the form of the groundstate

and excited-state wavefunctions18. Thus, an important task would be to control the shape of

membranes, what can be done, for example, by the knowledge of their magnetic properties.

This way, Saxena et al. have considered the exchange and Zeeman terms in the magnetic

energy calculations for cylindrical surfaces, and showed that the interaction of an external

magnetic field with a cylindrical magnetoelastic membrane has a 2π soliton-like solution,

what induces a deformation (pinch) at the point where the spins are pointing in the opposite

direction to the magnetic field19.

In this paper, we propose the study of the anisotropic Heisenberg Model on the catenoid

and hyperboloid, which are surfaces with variable and negative curvature and present cylin-

drical symmetry. To our knowldge, the isotropic Heisenberg Model was previously applied

on the surfaces of the catenoid, helicoid, the single-sheet paraboloid and hyperboloid22 and

the authors obtained skyrmion-like solutions. Here, we extended their analysis by studying

both soliton-like (λ = 0 case) and vortex-like (λ = −1 case) solutions. Our main objective

is to study a class of topological excitations on these surfaces, as well as the influence of

a characteristic length, associated with each geometry, on the vortex energy. The answers

for these questions may be relevant for future researches in nanomagnetism, once they can

improve the understanding of curvature effects in the static and dynamic behavior of vor-

tices in ferromagnetic curved nanoparticles. In fact, the possibility of miniaturization of

magnetic devices is an attractive proposition, since circular nanomagnets with vortex as the

magnetization groundstate have been considered as candidates in the composition of data

storage devices20 and nanoparticles for cancer therapy21.

We have observed that, for small central radius (CR), the energy of a vortex on a hy-

perboloid is lower than that on a catenoid, however unlike what was observed on other

geometries (cylinder, torus and catenoid, for example), the vortex energy on the hyper-
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boloid surface does not vanish when CR tends to infinity. Indeed, we have shown that the

vortex energy tends asymptoticaly to 2π ln (1 + h2), where h is the height of the hyper-

boloid. Furthermore, the polar hyperboloid presents the lowest energy when compared with

the catenoid and the cylinder. This fact can, at first sight, indicate that circular nanomag-

nets with polar hyperboloid shape could sustain a vortex as the magnetization groundstate

to smaller radius than those appearing in magnetic nanorings. However, to confirm this

hypotesis, the magnetostatic and exchange energies must be taken into account for different

magnetization configurations and the volume of the nanomagnet must be considered.

To proceed our analysis, this work is organized as follows: in Section II we present the

continuous anisotropic Heisenberg Model, in Section III, we apply this model to the surfaces

of the catenoid and hyperboloid. The Section IV brings the results and discussions, and

compare our results with that obtained for the surface of a cylinder. Finally, in the Section

V, we present our conclusions and prospects for future works.

II. CONTINUUM HEISENBERG MODEL

The anisotropic exchange Heisenberg model, for nearest neighbor interacting spins on a

two-dimensional lattice, is given by the Hamiltonian below:

Hlatt = −J ′
∑

〈i,j〉

[mx
i m

x
j +my

im
y
j + (1 + λ)mz

im
z
j ], (1)

where J ′ denotes the coupling between neighboring spins, and according to J ′ < 0 or

J ′ > 0, the Hamiltonian describes a ferro or antiferromagnetic system, respectively. ~mi =

(mx
i , m

y
i , m

z
i ) is the spin operator at site i and the parameter λ accounts for the anisotropy

interaction amongst spins: for λ > 0, spins tend to align along the internal Z axis (easy-axis

regime); for λ = 0, one gets the isotropic case; for −1 < λ < 0, we have the easy-plane

regime, while the λ = −1 case yields to the so-called XY model, which has been recently

considered in curved surfaces23. If we focus on a two-component spin, imposing mz ≡ 0, so

that ~mRPM = (mx, my), we get the planar rotator model (PRM).

In the continuum approach of spatial and spin variables, valid at sufficiently large wave-

length and low temperature, the model given by (1) may be written as follows (J ≡ J ′/2):

H = J

∫∫ 2
∑

i,j=1

3
∑

a,b=1

gijhab(1 + δa3λ)

(

∂ma

∂ηi

)(

∂mb

∂ηj

)

√

|g|dη1dη2 (2)
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where the surface has curvilinear coordinates η1 and η2,
√

|g| =
√

|det[gij ]|, gij and hab

are the surface and spin space metrics, respectively (as usual, gijgjk = δik). Now, ~m =

(mx, my, mz) ≡ (sinΘ cosΦ, sinΘ sinΦ, cosΘ) is the classical spin vector field valued on

a unity sphere (internal space), so that Θ = Θ(η1, η2) and Φ = Φ(η1, η2). With this, the

Cartesian parametrization for ~m yields to hab = δab. The Hamiltonian (2) may be also viewed

as the anisotropic non-linear σ model (NLσM), which lies on an arbitrary two dimensional

geometry.

III. DEVELOPMENT OF THE MODEL ON THE CONSIDERED SURFACES

Our interest is to study the above model on surfaces with negative and variable curvature.

In this way, we are considering two curved surfaces with cylindrical-like shape, the catenoid

and the hyperboloid. Here, we improve the results of Dandoloff et al22, for the catenoid

and hyperboloid cases, with an analysis of the anisotropic Heisenberg model, in order to

understand the energy properties of topological solitons and vortices in these geometries.

Besides it, we compare the energy of these topological excitations with that obtained for the

cylinder.

For our purposes, initially we will describe the mathematical properties and will apply

the continuous anisotropic Heisenberg model on each surface, in order to obtain the Euler-

Lagrange equations derived from the Hamiltonians obtained.

A. Catenoid

The first geometry to be considered is that of the catenoid, which is a nonplanar minimal

surface, since it has the property that its mean curvature is everywhere zero. The catenoid

is a surface that has the fascinating property that it can be deformed into a helicoid in

such a way that every surface along the way is a minimal surface, which is locally isometric

to the helicoid. Researches show that a soap film formed between two coaxial rings takes

on the shape of a catenoid24 and still, this geometry appears in membrane fissions and the

characteristic of the neck shape is determined by the relationship between the neck radius

and the monolayer thickness25.
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The catenoid can be parametrized by:

x = ρ cosh

(

z

ρ

)

cosϕ, y = ρ cosh

(

z

ρ

)

sinϕ, (3)

where ϕ ∈ [0, 2π], z ∈ (−∞,∞) and ρ is the radius of the circle in the z = 0 plane.

To describe our theoretical model in the geometry of the catenoid, we have assumed

cylindrical symmetry to the spin coordinate system, that is, Θ ≡ Θ(z) and Φ ≡ Φ(ϕ). From

Eq. (2), we have that
(

∂νΨ ≡ ∂Ψ
∂ν

)

:

Hcat = J

∫ π

−π

∫ z
2

z
1

[

ρ(1 + λ sin2Θ) (∂zΘ)2 +
1

ρ
sin2Θ (∂ϕΦ)

2

]

dzdϕ. (4)

In this way, the Euler-Lagrange equations yield to:

2(1 + λ sin2Θ)ρ∂z(ρ∂zΘ) = sin 2Θ
[

(∂ϕΦ)
2 − λ(ρ∂zΘ)2

]

(5)

and

∂2
ϕΦ = 0 −→ Φ = Qϕ + ϕ0 (6)

where Q ∈ Z and ϕ0 are constant parameters that do not matter in the energy calculations.

The Eq. (6) has the same form to the hyperboloid, in this way, we have omitted it in the

following case.

B. Hyperboloid

The hyperboloid is a quadratic surface which may be one- or two-sheeted. The one-

sheeted hyperboloid is a surface of revolution obtained by rotating a hyperbola about the

perpendicular bisector to the line between the foci, that is, about the z axis, while the two-

sheeted hyperboloid is a surface of revolution obtained by rotating a hyperbola about the

line joining the foci.

When oriented along the z-axis, the one-sheeted circular hyperboloid with skirt radius ̺

has its parametrization given by:

x = ̺
√

1 + η2 cosϕ, y = ̺
√

1 + η2 sinϕ and z = bη. (7)

In spite of the hyperboloid to have a shape similar to the catenoid, the last one has mean

curvature null everywhere, while the mean curvature of the hyperboloid is given by26:

Khyp =
b2[̺2(η2 − 1) + b2(1 + η2)]

2̺[̺2 + b2(1 + η2)](3/2)
. (8)
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So, unlike the catenoid, the hyperboloid is not a minimal surface. Besides it, there are

substantial differences in their x, y coordinate values away from the plane z = 0, as well as

in their geometrical properties.

For using the parametric equations (7), the anisotropic Heisenberg Hamiltonian (2) can

be written as:

Hhyp = J

∫ π

−π

∫ η
2

η
1

[

1

χ′(η)
(1 + λ sin2Θ)(∂ηΘ)2 + χ′(η) sin2Θ(∂ϕΦ)

2

]

dηdϕ (9)

where

χ′(η) =

√

b2(1 + η2) + ̺2η2

̺(1 + η2)
. (10)

The general parametrization given in Eq. (7) yields to hard integrals to be computed, so

that, when necessary, these will be calculated numerically. A very useful kind of hyperboloid

is given by the polar hyperbolic coordinate system (biharmonic coordinates), where b =

̺. This particular coordinate system were recently used to develop the pseudospherical

functions on an one-sheet hyperboloid27, which are important if we consider cases where

the solution of the Laplace Equation in problems with hyperbolic symmetry is necessary, e.

g., it can be important to calculate the magnetostatic energy of hyperbolic magnets or the

magnetic field inside a hyperbolic solenoid traversed by an electric current.

To the biharmonic coordinates, the characteristic length of the hyperboloid is given by:

χ′
b=̺

(η) ≡ χ(η) =

√

1 + 2η2

1 + η2
. (11)

Finally, the Euler-Lagrange equation related to Eq. (9) is evaluated to give:

2(1 + λ sin2Θ)
1

χ(η)
∂η

(

1

χ(η)
∂ηΘ

)

= sin 2Θ

[

(∂ϕΦ)
2 − λ

(

1

χ(η)
∂ηΘ

)2
]

. (12)

IV. DISCUSSION OF THE RESULTS

The results of the Euler-Lagrange equations (5) and (12) can be written in the below

general form:

2(1 + λ sin2Θ)∂2
ζΘ = sin 2Θ

[

(∂ϕΦ)
2 − λ (∂ζΘ)2

]

, (13)

and the Hamiltonians (4) and (9) are rewritten as:

Hgeneral = J

∫ π

−π

∫ ζ
2

ζ
1

[

(1 + λ sin2Θ)(∂ζΘ)2 + sin2Θ(∂ϕΦ)
2
]

dζdϕ, (14)
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where ζ is a parameter that depends of the characteristic length of each surface, that is:

ζcat =

∫

1

ρ
dz =

z

ρ
+ κ1 (15)

and

ζphyp =

∫

χ(η)dη =
√
2arcsinh(

√
2η) +

1

4
ln

(

1 + 3η2 − 2η
√

1 + 2η2

1 + 3η2 + 2η
√

1 + 2η2

)

+ κ2, (16)

where κi (i = 1, 2) is an integration constant, ζcat and ζphyp are the parameters for the

catenoid and polar hyperboloid, respectively. The integral associated to the ζ parameter

for a general hyperboloid (b 6= ̺) has not a simple solution and, when necessary, it will be

calculated numerically.

As expected, the anisotropic Heisenberg model is described by nonlinear differential equa-

tions and suitable nontrivial solutions can be obtained provided that some conditions are

imposed, so that special solutions, for the most general Eq. (13), will be obtained for solving

it for two particular values of λ. Initially, we consider the isotropic case, where λ = 0 and

after, we take λ = −1 to study the XY model, which simplest solution is a vortex. At this

point, one can note that the equations above resemble in form those counterparts for the pla-

nar, cylindrical14, spherical13, pseudospherical12 and toroidal10 surfaces. Indeed, whenever ζ

is identified with
∫

s
R+s sin θ

,
∫

1
S sin θ

, or
∫

1
Rτ

, while ϕ keeps its role as the azimuth-like angle,

the equations above recover their toroidal, spherical or pseudospherical analogs. Above, R
and s are the rotating and axial radius of the torus, respectively, S is the sphere radius and

Rτ accounts for the distance measured along pseudospherical geodesic, say, a hyperbole.

A. The λ = 0 case

When λ = 0, one get the isotropic Heisenberg model, which has been previosly studied

on the surfaces considered22. In that work, skyrmion-like solutions were obtained, and half-

skyrmions were found on the paraboloid surface. From now on, without lost of generality,

we will take Q = 1, what implies that the Eq. (13) is rewritten as:

2∂2
ζΘ = sin 2Θ, (17)

that is the sine-Gordon equation, which solution can be given by28:

Θ(ζ) = 2 arctan
(

eζ
)

. (18)
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FIG. 1. [Color online] Vortex pattern with winding number Q = 1 on the surfaces of the catenoid,

hyperboloid and cylinder. In these cases, the spins turn around the surface in a closed way. In spite

of they have different shape, the characteristic length associated to the cylinder and catenoid are

equal. Besides it, one can see that the shape of the catenoid and hyperboloid surfaces are similar,

however, the mean curvature of the catenoid is null, while the mean curvature of the hyperboloid

is nonzero. See discussion on the text.

From (14), the energy associated to the solution (18) is evaluated to give:

Es = 2πJ

∫

[

(∂ζΘ)2 + sin2Θ
]

dζ = − 8πJ

e2ζ + 1
. (19)

Since the energy is lower than 8πJ , one can note that, if we consider a finite catenoid or

hyperboloid, the Eq. (18) does not represent an integer π soliton. Indeed, it represents a

half-soliton solution, which has not topological stability. However, when we have an infinity

surface, one get an integer soliton, with energy Es = 8πJ , as predicted from the Bogomol’nyi

inequality29. An infinity catenoid (hyperboloid) can be obtained for taking z1 (η1) = −∞
and z2 (η2) = ∞ in the Hamiltonians (4) and (9), respectively. Periodic soliton solutions also

can be obtained to the surfaces considered here14,22 and the differences among the solitons

in these and others geometries is associated with their characteristic lenght, which is closely

related to the curvature of the surface22.

B. The λ = −1 case

In the model that we are leading, a vortex-like excitation can be obtained from the

isotropic Heisenberg Hamiltonian, however, we have choosen to work with the XY model,

where λ = −1, due to the fact that it inserts constraints in the solutions for Θ, which stay

9



confined in the xy-plane. In this case, the Eq. (13) is simplified to:

2 cos2Θ∂2
ζΘ = sin 2Θ

[

1 + (∂ζΘ)2
]

, (20)

for which the simplest solution is Θ = π/2. From Eq. (6), we obtain a vortex with winding

number Q = 1, and the pattern, for the studied surfaces, can be viewed in the Fig. 1.

The vortex energy for each surface considered is determinated from Eq. (14), that is

evaluated to give:

Evortex = 2πJζ
∣

∣

∣

ζ2
ζ1

(21)

where ζ is given by the Eqs. (15) and (16), ζ1 and ζ2 are the lower and upper bounds of the

integrals.

Now, we will proceed with the analysis about the vortex energy behavior in each surface

separatelly. First, we will consider the catenoid case, where ζ1 = −h
ρ
and ζ2 = h

ρ
. In this

way, the Eq. 21 is evaluated to give:

Ecat
vortex =

4πJh

ρ
, (22)

that is the same energy obtained if we consider a vortex on a cylinder surface with height 2h

and radius ρ. This fact can be explained because these surfaces have the same characteristic

length, 1/ρ.

In the case of the hyperboloid, the characteristic length is given by χ′(η) and analytical

calculations are possible only for the biharmonic coordinates, for taking the limits η1 = −h/̺

and η2 = h/̺. In this case, we have that:

Ehyp
vortex = 4πJ









√
2arcsinh

(√
2
h

̺

)

+
1

4
ln









1 + 3
(

h
̺

)2

− 2h
̺

√

1 + 2
(

h
̺

)2

1 + 3
(

h
̺

)2

+ 2h
̺

√

1 + 2
(

h
̺

)2

















. (23)

Despite of the polar hyperbolic coordinates give us an analytical solution to the vortex

energy, to compare the results obtained for this case with that of a catenoid and cylinder

surfaces is not an immediate task, once the z coordinate varies with the radius ̺ (See Eq.

(7)). In this way, it will be interesting to calculate numerically the vortex energy of the

most general hyperboloid (b 6= ̺) and analyse the vortex energy behavior with the radius ̺.

The numerical integration was done for using the Simpsons rule in a Fortran code, and the

results can be viewed in Fig. 2.
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FIG. 2. [Color online] Vortex energy on the catenoid (black line) and the hyperboloid (red dashed

line). Here, we have did J = 1, b = 1, ̺ is evaluated in the interval from 0.01 to 20. Four values of

h are considered, h = 1.5 (top left), h = 2.5 (top right), h = 5 (bottom left) and h = 10 (bottom

right). One can see that for small values of CR (central radius), the energy of a vortex on the

hyperboloid has lower value than that of the vortex on a catenoid. However, for large values of

CR, the vortex energy on a catenoid vanishes, while that of the hyperboloid tends to 2π ln(1+h2),

which is the same value calculated to the energy of a vortex on a plane disc with external radius

1 + h2 and a hole of radius 1 (represented in the figure by the dot-dashed blue line). The energy

of a vortex on the polar hyperboloid (magenta dots) is always lower than that on a catenoid and,

unlike the general hyperboloid (b 6= ̺), it vanishes when ̺ → ∞.

For continuing our analysis, it will be useful to define the central (CR) and upper radii

(UR), that are the values of the radii of the surfaces in the plane z = 0 and z = ±h,

respectivelly. In this way, the cylinder, the catenoid and the hyperboloid have their UR
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related by:

Rcyl
Upper

= r, Rcat
Upper

= ρ cosh

(

h

ρ

)

and Rhyp
Upper

= ̺
√
1 + h2, (24)

where r, ρ and ̺ are the CR of the cylinder, catenoid and hyperboloid (b = 1), respectivelly.

When the CR of the three surfaces are equal, one can note, from Eq. (22), that the energy

obtained to the catenoid is the same to that obtained for a vortex on the surface of the

cylinder with height 2h and radius ρ. This is an interesting result, since the area of the

catenoid is greater than that of the cylinder. This fact can be explained because these

surfaces have the same characteristic length 1/ρ. Besides it, from the analysis of the Fig.

1, one can note that, in the z = 0 plane, the neighbor spins on the catenoid must have

the angle equal to that of the spins on the cylinder, however, when z 6= 0, the neighbor

spins that turning around the catenoid surface have a lower deviation one to another, when

compared with that of the cylinder, compensating the largest area, and diminishing the

exchange energy (given by the Heisenberg model) in this plane.

The general hyperboloid case (b 6= ̺) will be treated numerically, and the obtained results

can be viewed in the Fig. 2, where we have did b = 1. One can note that, for small values of

̺, the vortex on a hyperboloid has lower energy than that of a catenoid, however, when it

increases, this behavior changes and the energy of a vortex on the hyperboloid is greater than

that on the catenoid. This fact can be explained from the differences of properties of the two

geometries when r, ρ, ̺ → ∞ and the height h is maintained constant. While the catenoid

has its UR related with the height by cosh(h/ρ), the hyperboloid grow with
√
1 + h2, what

implies that if r ≫ 1, Rcat
Upper → Rcyl

Upper and Rhyp
Upper → ∞. Indeed, for large CR, the catenoid

surface looks like a cylinder, while the hyperboloid has the topology and geometry of a

plane with a hole. In this way, the energy of a hyperboloid tends asymptotically to a value

different from zero, e. g., Ehyp
vortex → 2π ln(1+h2) when ̺ → ∞. This is the second time that

an hyperbolic surface presents nonzero energy when the characteristic radius of the surface

tends to infinity12. It is important to note that, unlike the catenoid case, the characteristic

length of the hyperboloid tends not to zero when ̺ → ∞, that is to say:

χ′(η)̺→0 =
η

1 + η2
⇒ ζ̺→∞

hyp = ln(1 + η2). (25)

From the analysis of the Fig. 2, one can see that the asymptotic value for the vortex energy

on a hyperboloid is that of a plane disc with a hole with external radius 1 + h2 and internal

12



radius 1. Finally, when we increase the value of h, it is obtained that the value of ̺ of the

transition point in which the vortex energy on the hyperboloid and on the catenoid intersect

themselves increases from ̺ ≈ 2 for h = 1.5 to ̺ ≈ 4 for h = 10. The cases b 6= 1 do

not have qualitative changes on the vortex energy behavior. In this case, the curve that

characterizes the vortex energy is moved upwardly, however, as well as the b = 1 case, it

tends to 2π ln(1+ h2), once the b value does not affect the ζhyp parameter when ̺ → ∞, see

Eq. 10).

Another interesting result appears when we analyse the polar hyperboloid case. Now,

the vortex energy is always lower than that of the catenoid and as expected, for small CR

(̺ ≈ 1), the energy is the approximatelly that obtained for the general hyperboloid and

Ephyp → 0 when ̺ → ∞ (See Fig. 2). This can be explained because in this limit, the polar

hyperboloid looks like a catenoid and has characteristic length given by:

χ′(η)̺→∞ = 1 ⇒ ζ̺→∞
phyp = z/ρ = ζcat. (26)

The fact that the lowest value found for the vortex energy occurs on the polar hyperboloid

indicates that, at first sight, among the surfaces considered here, this shape must support

a vortex-like magnetization with more stability than the other ones, however, we must

calculate the magnetostatic energy for other possible magnetization states and consider the

volume of the magnet to ensure this affirmation.

If we consider the case where the UR of the three surfaces are equal, one can note

imediatelly that the catenoid has lower energy that of the cylinder, since the vortex energy

for both surfaces is inversely proportional to the CR. However, there are not qualitative

changes when we think in the hyperboloid case. Here, as well as the previous analysis, the

energy of the three surfaces diminishes with the increasing of the UR, tending to zero when

r → ∞ (cylinder, catenoid and polar hyperboloid).

In conclusion, we can note that the energy of the vortex in the considered surfaces has

a minimum value whem the shape of the surface has a shape between the cylindrical and

the catenoidal ones. In this way, if the CR are equal, and we begin to deform an elastic

material with cylindrical shape with a vortex-like excitation till it form a catenoid, its energy

decreases, having a minimum on the polar hyperboloid shape, and after, increses again. In

this way, an important task woud be find the geometry that gives the minimum value for

the vortex energy for adding in this analysis surfaces with positive curvature.

13



It is important reinforce that the fact of the polar hyperboloid presents the lowest vortex

energy does not ensure that nanomagnets with this geometry supports vortex magnetization

configuration with more stability than cylindrical shell nanorings, once for applications in

nanomagnetism, we must consider the volume of the nanoparticle and take account the

magnetostatic energy to calculate the magnetic energy associated to other magnetization

configurations.

V. CONCLUSIONS AND PROSPECTS

We have applied the anysotropic Heisenberg model to study topological spin excitations

on the surfaces of the catenoid and hyperboloid, that have negative and variable Gaussian

curvature. When we consider the isotropic case (λ = 0), we got soliton-like solutions and

the energy associed to these excitations obey the Bogomolny’i inequality. For λ = −1, one

obtain the XY model, which simplest solution is a vortex with winding number Q = 1. The

energy associated to these vortices, for each surface, was compared with that presented for

a vortex on the cylinder. It is observed that for small CR, the general hyperboloid (b 6= ̺)

presents a vortex energy lower than that for the cylinder and catenoid, however, with its

increasing, unlike the catenoid case, the vortex energy on a hyperboloid does not vanishes.

The shape that presents the lowest value for the vortex energy is the polar hyperboloid,

what can indicate that, for magnetic systems, this shape would be the best for support the

vortex magnetization configuration.

This work is important if we think in magnetoelastic membrane manipulations, what

could be done by the application of an external magnetic field on a magnetoelastic surface19

or from the concept of magnetoelastic metamaterial, which can response to an external field

with a deformation, what is achieved by providing a mechanical degree of freedom so that

the electromagnetic interaction in the metamaterial lattice is coupled to elastic interaction30.

In this way, the results obtained here can be interesting on this subject, once vortices could

be used to deform the shape of magnetoelastic surfaces to obtain a particular shape. It must

be an important task to study the vortex energy for surfaces with positive mean curvature

and determinate what is the surface that has the minimum value for the vortex energy.

The results obtained here also are important if we think in miniaturization of magnetic

elements, because it can help to understand the influence of the curvature in magnetic

14



properties of nanostructures as well as the vortex stability in ferromagnetic nanoparticles.

Indeed, nanomagnets with vortex as magnetization ground states has been considered to

compose data storage elements and nanoparticles for cancer therapy. So, at first sight, this

work can indicate that to insert curvature in cylindrical nanomagnets could improve the

vortex stability in these structures.
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