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National University of Singapore, Nanyang Technological University, Singapore
3Department of Physics and Atmospheric Science,

Dalhousie University, Halifax, Nova Scotia, Canada, B3H 4J5
4School of Physical and Mathematical Sciences, Nanyang Technological University 637371, Singapore

(Dated: March 8, 2022)

Motivated by recent experiments in Gd3Ru4Al12, we demonstrate the emergence of atomic scale
Skyrmions in interacting spins on a breathing kagome lattice with competing nearest neighbor
ferromagnetic and next nearest neighbor antiferromagnetic exchange interactions. In the presence
of an applied longitudinal magnetic field, the ground state magnetic order evolves from a helical
phase at low fields to a Skyrmion phase at intermediate fields before finally entering a polarized
phase at high fields. The size of each Skyrmion spans only two unit cells of the lattice, in contrast
to tens to hundreds of unit cells in most chiral magnets. Furthermore, the Skyrmions are driven not
by chiral interactions but by the interplay between competing exchange interactions and geometric
frustration, just as in Gd3Ru4Al12 . When itinerant electrons are coupled to the localized moments,
they exhibit the usual Skyrmion-driven topological Hall effect (THE) arising from the real space
Berry curvature of the the Skyrmion texture. The small size of the Skyrmions in this system yield a
strong local Berry curvature that results in an enhanced THE, which is investigated using a strong
coupling approximation between the spins of the itinerant electrons and the localized moments. Our
results will be crucial in understanding the experiments in Gd3Ru4Al12 and other members of the
same family of metallic frustrated magnets.

I. INTRODUCTION

The observation of atomic scale Skyrmions and asso-
ciated large topological Hall effect (THE) in centrosym-
metric, Gd-based intermetallic compounds marks a sig-
nificant development in the rapidly growing field of
Skyrmionics1–5. In magnetic systems, Skyrmions arise
as spontaneously formed spin textures with non-trivial
topology6–8. These spin textures are topologically pro-
tected against any defects8,9 making them attractive for
practical applications such as magnetic data storage and
processing10,11. At the same time, coupling of electric
currents to these spin textures lead to large spin-transfer
torques that arise at very low current densities12,13 and
unusual magneto-electric phenomena14,15 such as topo-
logical Hall effect 16,17.

Until recently, magnetic Skyrmions have been observed
in (i) non-centrosymmetric chiral magnets such as MnSi,
FeGe, etc. where they arise from the interplay between
Heisenberg exchange and intrinsic Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya
interaction (DMI)16,18–25, and (ii) heterostructures of
magnetic thin films and heavy metals where they are sta-
bilised by interfacial DMI induced by strong spin-orbit
coupling in the heavy metal layer26–29. Their typical size
ranges from 10-100 nm for chiral magnets and 100 nm -
10µm for magnetic thin films16,18,19,26,27. Atomic scale
Skyrmions in Gd-based intermetallics are remarkable for
their significantly smaller size (2.8 nm in Gd3Ru4Al12)
and, consequently, even more attractive for spintronic
applications as they can be driven by a much smaller

current and lower energy loss10,11. Skyrmions in these
centro-symmetric materials are believed to be stabilized
by longer range interactions30,31 – a marked departure
from the DMI-driven Skyrmions. These compounds have
attracted widespread interest for both practical and fun-
damental reasons32. However, given their recent discov-
ery, our knowledge about these materials remain largely
incomplete, including an understanding of the detailed
mechanism of the formation of competing finite range
interactions and magneto-transport properties.

In this work, we investigate a minimal microscopic
model to understand the emergence of atomic scale
Skyrmions from finite range competing exchange inter-
actions in a centrosymmetric lattice, inspired by exper-
iments on Gd3Ru4Al12. Gd3Ru4Al12 is a quasi-2D cen-
trosymmetric metallic frustrated magnet where the local-
ized Gd 4f and 5d orbitals form static magnetic moments
while delocalized Ru-4d orbitals contribute the itiner-
ant electrons30. The magnetic moment carrying Gd3+

ions are arranged in a breathing kagomé lattice geometry
(fig.1) in each layer. The coupling between the localized
moments and itinerant electrons result in unique mag-
netic ordering and magneto-transport properties, which
is the focus of this work. It should be emphasized that
an accurate explanation of every feature of the magnetic
and transport measurements is beyond the scope of the
current study. Instead we strive to capture the principal
features of the magnetic phase diagram and magneto-
transport experiments. We focus on various non-collinear
magnetic phases stabilized on this lattice and their effect
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on the conduction electron motion via a coupled electron-
spin model33–38. Our results can be summarized as fol-
lows: (i) Competing interactions give rise to a Skyrmions
phase in this lattice. Unlike the Skyrmions in chiral mag-
nets, the Skyrmions in our model are found to be of
atomic sized scales. (ii) The topological Hall conduc-
tivity shows distinct features revealing the emergence of
topological electronic bands due to coupling to the local-
ized moments. Crucially, our results demonstrate that
competing exchange interactions are responsible for the
appearance of Skyrmions in centrosymmetric lattices.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In section
II we discuss the models used in this study. In section
III we describe the method and the observables we cal-
culate. Section IV contains the detailed results of our
work, followed by the summary in section V.

II. MODEL

We start by constructing minimal microscopic Hamil-
tonian to describe the localized moments. The domi-
nant interaction between the spin degrees of freedom is
the Heisenberg exchange interaction. The differing bond
lengths for the “up” and “down” triangles in the breath-
ing kagomé lattice geometry is reflected in the differing
strengths of nearest neighbor exchange interaction on the
corresponding bonds (see Fig. 1). Driven by the ex-
perimental observations and first principle calculations
in Gd3Ru4Al12, we choose competing nearest neighbor
ferromagnetic and next nearest neighbor antiferromag-
netic Heisenberg interactions and an easy-plane single-
ion anisotropy30. The absence inversion symmetry break-
ing forbids any Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction. The
complete magnetic Hamiltonian is given by,

Hcl =− J1

∑
〈i,j〉∈∆

[Sxi S
x
j + Syi S

y
j + αSzi S

z
j ]

− J ′1
∑
〈i,j〉∈∇

[Sxi S
x
j + Syi S

y
j + αSzi S

z
j ]

+ J2

∑
〈〈i,j〉〉

[Sxi S
x
j + Syi S

y
j + αSzi S

z
j ]

+A
∑
i

(Szi )2 −B
∑
i

Szi (1)

where J1, J
′
1 are the ferromagnetic (FM) nearest-

neighbour (NN) and J2 is the anti-ferromagnetic (AFM)
next-nearest-neighbour (NNN) Heisenberg exchange in-
teractions (J ′1/J1 = 0.75). α = 1.5 is the ex-
change anisotropy. A = 0.5J1 is the on-site easy-plane
anisotropy, and B represents the Zeeman coupling of the
spin with the external magnetic field applied along the
z−axis. Since Gd3+ ions carry a large moment (S = 7/2),
the localized spins can be treated as classical vectors.

The itinerant electrons are modelled by a single orbital
on each lattice site with delocalization between nearest

neighbors described by hopping amplitudes that are pro-
portional to the bond lengths. The electrons are cou-
pled to the localized moments via a Kondo-like coupling
term. Collecting all the terms, the transport properties
of conduction electrons on the background of localized
spin textures is described by the Hamiltonian

H = Hel +Hcoup (2)

Hel = −t
∑
〈i,j〉∈∆

c†iσcjσ − t
′

∑
〈i,j〉∈∇

c†iσcjσ − µ
∑
i

ni

Hcoup = JK
∑
i

Si · si

where Hel is the kinetic energy, involving nearest neigh-
bor hoppings t, t′ = 0.75t on the breathing-kagomé ge-

ometry (see fig.1). c†iσ (ciσ) is a creation (annihilation)
operator of an itinerant electron at site ri with spin σ.
The chemical potential, µ controls the density of elec-
trons. The final term is the Kondo interaction, which
describes the coupling between the local moment Si to

the electron spin operator si =
∑
αβ c

†
iα~σαβciβ at each

site i.

III. METHOD AND OBSERVABLES

Given the large size of the moments, the dynamics of
the magnetic degrees of freedom are much slower than
that of the itinerant electrons and the two can be de-
coupled without affecting the low energy physics. We
make a further simplification by assuming that the mag-
netic phases are determined exclusively by Hcl. While
studying the electronic transport properties, the mag-
netic order is treated as static. We study Hamiltonian
(1) with classical Monte Carlo (MC) simulation on finite

FIG. 1. Color online: Schematic diagram of a breath-
ing kagome lattice with the nearest-neighbour (NN) Heisen-
berg exchange interactions (J1 and J ′1) and the next-nearest-
neighbour (NNN) Heisenberg exchange interaction (J2) con-
sidered in our study. The highlighted region involving 12 sites
corresponds to the unit cell for a Skyrmion lattice configura-
tion (see Section IV for details).
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FIG. 2. Color online: Representative spin configurations in the ground state obtained for different Zeeman coupling from our
Monte-Carlo simulation. The xy-components are represented by arrows in the xy plane, whereas the z-component is represented
by the color scale.

systems of size 3× L× L (L = 24 and 36) with periodic
boundary conditions. Efficient thermalization is ensured
by a simulated annealing procedure, where the MC simu-
lation is started from a random spin configuration corre-
sponding to high temperature (Thigh ∼ 1), and then the
temperature is reduced in steps of ∆T = 0.01 to reach
the lowest temperature of Tlow = 0.01, equilibriating the
system at each temperature. The equilibrium state at
Tlow is used as the ground state for calculating physical
observables. At each temperature, we use 5 × 105 MC
sweeps for equilibration, and another 5× 105 MC sweeps
(in steps of 5000 sweeps) for calculating the observable
in the ground state. Near the phase boundary, we start
with the equilibrated ground state, and heat the system
using the Monte Carlo method to study its finite tem-
perature properties. As a result the meta-stable phases
have been avoided in this regime.

Using the above approach, we explore the magnetic
phase diagram of our model in the parameter space of
magnetic field and temperature. We compute several
physical observables such as magnetization, static spin
structure factor and scalar spin chirality to characterize
the different magnetic phases and identify the interven-
ing phase transitions. The different magnetic orderings
are further confirmed by the real space configurations of
the localized spins.

The long range magnetic ordering is identified by the
static spin structure factor, defined as the Fourier trans-
form of the equal-time spin-spin correlation.

S(Q) =
1

N

∑
i,j

〈Si · Sj〉 exp[iQ · (ri − rj)] (3)

The spin textures are further characterized by the spin
chirality, defined as

χ =
1

4πN
〈
∑
〈ijk〉

[Si · (Sj × Sk)]〉, (4)

where the triple product is calculated for each traingular
plaquette. A non-zero χ signifies a non-coplanar spin tex-
ture and is crucial in distinguishing the Skyrmion phase
from the helical and fully polarized phases.

The effects of coupling between localized moments and
itinerant electrons on magneto-transport is investigated
by calculating the transverse conductivity from Hamilto-
nian (2) using the Kubo formula

σxy =
ie2h̄

N

∑
m,n 6=m

(fm − fn)
〈m| vx |n〉 〈n| vy |m〉

(Em − En)2 + η2
(5)

where indices m and n represent the sum over all energy
levels, N is the total number of sites, fm(n) is the Fermi-
Dirac distribution function for energy Em(n), |m〉 and |n〉
are single-particle eigenstates with energy Em and En and
η is the scattering rate of conduction electrons from the
localized spins. vx and vy are the velocity operators along
µ̂ = x̂, ŷ directions,

vµ =
i

h̄

∑
j,µ,σ

[(tc†j,σcj+µ̂,σ −H.c.) + (t′c†j,σcj+µ̂,σ −H.c.)].

(6)

IV. RESULTS

A. Magnetic properties

Local spin configuration: A snapshot of the ground
state spin configuration from the simulations provides a
visual insight into the nature of the magnetic phase. We
represent the localized spins as follows − the planar com-
ponents Six and Siy are represented by arrows in the xy
plane, whereas the out-of-plane component, Siz, is rep-
resented by a color scale. Choosing representative values
of J1, J2, J ′1 and A that are consistent with experimen-
tal observations in Gd3Ru4Al12 and varying the strength
of the external field, B, we find three principal phases
are stabilized – the spiral phase at zero field with a pe-
riodicity of two unit cells, a Skyrmion crystal at inter-
mediate fields and a fully polarized phase at high fields.
Fig.2 shows the local spin configurations for three distinct
ground state phases.

We use a variational principle to determine the approx-
imate phase boundaries between the field induced phases.
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Fig.3 shows the energies of the helical, Skyrmion and
spin polarized states as a function of the magnetic field.
The state with the lowest energy evolves from the helical
phase at low fields, to a Skyrmion phase at intermediate
field strengths, and eventually to the field polarized ferro-
magnetic phase at high fields. The approximate critical
field strengths for the magnetic ground state phase tran-
sitions are inferred from the level-crossing of the energy
for the different phases. Further, we note that the energy
of the phases obtained from Monte Carlo simulation (at
the lowest temperature) follows very closely the energy of
the variationally obtained ground state phases; thereby
providing a benchmarking for the simulation process to
reach the ground state.

We observe the following features. (i) At low mag-
netic fields (0 ≤ B/J ≤ 0.225), the ground state is in
the helical phase. With increasing temperature, thermal
fluctuations randomize the spins, and above a critical
temperature the state becomes a paramagnet. (ii) At
intermediate field strengths (0.225 ≤ B/J <∼ 0.8) a
Skyrmion phase is obtained as the ground state. The
size of the Skyrmions observed in our simulations is
rather small, which agrees with the experimental ob-
servations in Gd-based Skyrmion materials2. However,
this is in contrast to the observed sizes of Skyrmions
in non-centrosymmetric chiral magnetic systems16,18,19.
Further, at low temperature, the individual Skyrmions
are arranged in a periodic manner which is known as
the Skyrmion crystal phase. With increasing tempera-
ture, the periodic arrangement of Skyrmions is gradually
lost to thermal fluctuations. (iii) At high field strengths
(B/J ≥ 0.8), the Skyrmion phase gets suppressed com-
pletely, and a ferromagnetic phase polarized along the
field direction is obtained. Further increasing the mag-
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FIG. 3. Color online: Energy per lattice site for different
ordered phases with changing Zeeman field. This is compared
with the energy of the configuration obtained from the Monte
Carlo simulation at the lowest temperature. The ground state
phases are determined by comparing the energies of the three
static phases and the critical fields are identified as the points
of energy level-crossing of the phases. The helical phase at
B/J = 0.0, the Skyrmion crystal phase at B/J = 0.4 and a
fully polarized phase are used as the reference states for car-
rying out the variational calculation. Comparison with the
Monte Carlo data shows that the simulation results are con-
sistent with the variational approach, providing an important
confirmation that no possible phases are unaccounted for.

netic field does not change the symmetry of this state.
This polarized phase begins to randomize at large tem-
perature (T ≈ J) regime. A quantitative characteriza-
tion of these different phases is obtained from the study
of multiple observables as detailed below.

Structure factor: A detailed understanding of the
multiple magnetic phases is provided by the spin struc-
ture factor, S(Q), which quantifies long range magnetic
order in terms of prominent peaks (or dominant weight)
in the momentum space. We observe the following fea-
tures (See Fig. 4), (i) In the helical (low field) phase,
S(Q) shows two prominent Bragg peaks (seen as domi-
nant weights in the color map) at QHL = ±( 2π

4 ,−
2π

4
√

3
).

The two ordering momenta are not independent, but re-
lated by symmetry. This non-collinear ordered phase is
a helical phase specified by wavevector QHL. (ii) In
the Skyrmion crystal phase, S(Q) shows 7-peaks in the
Qx and Qy plane. The peak at Q = (0, 0) is a trivial
one due to the uniform magnetization along the longi-
tudinal direction. The remaining peaks come in three
pairs at QSk

1 = ±( 2π
4 ,−

2π
4
√

3
), QSk

2 = ±( 2π
4 ,

2π
4
√

3
), and

QSk
3 = ±(0, 2π

2
√

3
) where the momenta in each pair are

related by symmetry. The Skyrmion state can be un-
derstood as a linear superposition of three spiral phases
(each represented by two symmetry related wave-vectors)
and is termed a 3-Q state. The sharp peaks in these
phase denotes a near-perfect close packed ordering of
the Skyrmions. (iii) In the field-polarized ferromagnetic
phase, S(Q) shows a prominent peak at QFP = (0, 0).

A striking feature of the Skyrmions is that they are
only two unit cells in size. This is in agreement with
the experimental observations of atomic scale Skyrmions
in Gd2Ru4Al12. Equally remarkable is the fact that
it is achieved with no DMI and with realistic micro-
scopic interaction strengths. In contrast, in most chiral
magnets Skyrmions are realised in the presence of DMI
whose strength determines the size of the Skyrmions.
While atomic scale Skyrmions are possible in principle
via such a mechanism, the required strength (typically
D >∼ J) is unrealistic in any naturally occuring chiral
magnet. Large DMI can be engineered at magnetic in-
terfaces in artificial heterostructures of ferromagnetic and
heavy metal thin films, but synthesizing clean, defect-free
samples with a regular array of atomic scale Skyrmions
is still not possible with current technologies. On the
other hand, DMI-free Skyrmions have been shown to
arise from long range RKKY-type interactions in metallic
magnets,39,40.

To check the stability of the magnetic phases against
thermal fluctuations, we have studied the variation of
the peak of the transverse structure factor Sxy(Q) with
increasing temperature (see Fig.5). Our results in-
dicate that the non-coplanar spin textures are stable
against small to moderate thermal fluctuations and the
phases persist up to T/J1 ≈ 0.25. The structure factor
weight reduces monotonically with increasing tempera-
ture across all phases. This is expected as increased ther-



5

B/J = 0.0

K

K’ K

K’ 

K K’ 

Q
HL

B/J = 0.5

K

K’ K

K’ 

K K’ 

Q1
Sk

Q2
Sk

Q3
Sk

B/J = 1.0

K

K’ K

K’ 

K K’ 

Q
FP

FIG. 4. Color online: Spin structure factor S(Q) in the ground state at indicated Zeeman field values. (a) B = 0 refers to
the helical phase, where, S(Q) shows two prominent Bragg peaks (seen in bottom panel and as dominant weights in the color
map) at QHL = ±( 2π

4
,− 2π

4
√
3
). (b) The Skyrmion phase is seen at B = 0.5J , where S(Q) shows six prominent peaks in the Qx

and Qy plane. These peaks are at, QSk
1 = ±( 2π

4
,− 2π

4
√
3
), QSk

2 = ±( 2π
4
, 2π

4
√
3
), and QSk

3 = ±(0, 2π

2
√
3
). In addition, we observe a

weak peak at Q = 0, the existence of which is attributed to the applied magnetic field along the longitudinal direction. (c) At
B = J , S(Q) shows a prominent peak at QFP = (0, 0) indicating the presence of a fully polarised phase.
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FIG. 5. Color online: Variation of the peak of the structure
factor components Sxy(Q) with temperature for the helical,
Skyrmion and the field-polarized phases respectively. The
point of inflection separates the low-temperature phase from
the high-temperature phase and represents the critical tem-
perature (Tc) for the respective phases.

mal fluctuations randomize the magnetic phases, thus re-
ducing the long-range correlation and eventually result-
ing in the loss of long-range order reflected in the com-
plete suppression of the structure factor above a finite
critical temperature. We estimate the critical temper-

ature, Tc, as the point of inflection of structure factor
weight variation with increasing temperature.

FIG. 6. Color online: Thermal phase diagram showing the
behavior of spin chirality, χ, obtained with our Monte-Carlo
simulation for different Zeeman field values and temperatures.
χ is non-zero in the helical phase and the Skyrmion phase.
With increasing temperature, thermal fluctuations dominate,
thereby the ordered phases loose out to a paramagnetic phase
with χ = 0.
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Spin chirality: One of the most interesting character-
istics of complex non-coplanar spin textures is the non-
zero chirality associated with them. To quantify the non-
coplanarity of these spin textures we have calculated the
scalar spin-chirality χ and studied its evolution with both
temperature and applied magnetic field. Our results are
summarized in Fig. 6. The chirality is non-zero in both
the helical and the Skyrmion lattice phases reflecting the
non-coplanarity of the spin textures in these phases, al-
though the nature of non-coplanarity is different. The
helical phase exhibiting finite spin chirality is likely due
to the presence of anisotropy.41.

With increasing temperature, thermal fluctuations
destabilize the spin configurations; the chirality decreases
and eventually vanishes in the high temperature param-
agnetic phase. For B/J ≥ 0.8, χ = 0, the ground state
has collinear ferromagnetic ordering and the complete
loss of non-coplanarity is reflected in a vanishing chiral-
ity.

To summarize, Hamiltonian (1) exhibits a sequence of
non-collinear magnetic ground states in an external mag-
netic field. In the weak field regime, it gives rise to a
helical phase; at intermediate field values, we observe a
Skyrmion phase with atomic sized Skyrmions. Increasing
temperature in this phase leads to a paramagnetic phase
above the critical temperature.

B. Electronic properties

Coupling between itinerant electrons and local mo-
ments significantly alters electronic transport properties
in metallic magnets such as Gd4Ru2Al12. In the fol-
lowing, we explore the effects of such coupling on the
transverse conductivity in a magnetic field, including the
emergence of a strong topological Hall effect. For sim-
plicity, we consider a single band of itinerant s-electrons
interacting with the background spin configuration via a
Kondo coupling between the electron spin and the local
moments. The dynamics of the electrons is fast compared
to that of the localized classical spins. Consequently,
at short time scales, the electrons effectively move in a
static, but spatially varying magnetic field. Each local
moment, Si acts as a local magnetic field whose action on
the spin magnetic moment of the itinerant electrons si is
described by a Kondo-like interaction JKsi · Si. In com-
parison, the Zeeman energy due the external magnetic
field coupled to the spin of the electron is small and shall
be neglected. Here, we discuss the effects of the different
field induced spin textures on the band dispersion and
topology, and the conductivity of the itinerant electrons.

Band structure : The electron band structure on the
regular kagome lattice consists of three bands with 2-fold
spin degeneracy, and a band width w = 6t. For a breath-
ing kagome lattice, the size of the unit cell is doubled.
Coupling to the spin texture further increases the size of
the unit cell in accordance with the magnetic unit cell
which is determined by the periodicity of the magnetic

ordering. A non-zero JK lifts the spin degeneracy and the
energy bands for electrons with spins parallel and anti-
parallel to the local moments are shifted downwards and
upwards, respectively. For sufficiently strong JK(> 6t),
the two sets of bands are completely separated by a gap.
For many metallic magnets, the dominant energy scale
is this Kondo-like coupling JK between the delocalized
and localized degrees of freedom. In the strong coupling
limit, (JK � t), the electron spins align with the lo-
cal moments and the effective spatially varying magnetic
field produced by the magnetic ordering couples directly
to the charge of the electrons in a manner analogous to
quantum Hall systems. The energy bands are renormal-
ized by the underlying spin texture and the Hamiltonian
(2) reduces to an effective tight-binding model,

Ĥe = −
∑
〈i,j〉,σ

teffij (d†idj + H.c.), (7)

where

teffij = teiaij cos
θij
2
, (8)

is the effective hopping matrix for the spin-parallel elec-
trons between sites i and j and the phase factor

aij = arctan
− sin(φi − φj)

cos(φi − φj) + cot θi2 cot
θj
2

(9)

that depends on the relative orientation of the spins Si
and Sj , and θij is the angle between them. The spin
anti-parallel electrons are described by a similar effective

tight binding model with a different teffij and the two
sectors are completely decoupled.

The topological character of an individual band is
quantified by its associated Chern number, defined as

Cn = 1
2π

∫
BZ

Ω
(z)
n (k)d2k where Ω

(z)
n (k) is the Berry cur-

vature given by Ω
(z)
n (k) = ∂kxA

(y)
n (k) − ∂kyA

(x)
n (k). In

the above expression, An(k) = −i〈un(k)|∇k|un(k)〉 is
the Berry connection calculated from the eigenvectors
un(k) with eigenvalues En(k) of the Hamiltonian 2. We
focus on the band structure in the spiral and Skyrmion
lattice phases that exhibit non-coplanar magnetic order-
ings.

Interaction with local moments alters the transport
properties of itinerant electrons in metallic magnets. The
effect is most prominent in the transverse conductivity,
especially for non-coplanar spin textures. In magnetic
metals, the Hall resistivity consists of three contributions

ρxy = ρNHE
xy + ρAHE

xy + ρTHE
xy (10)

where NHE, AHE and THE refer to Normal, Anoma-
lous and Topological Hall effects, respectively. While the
AHE arises due to spin-orbit coupling in metals with non-
zero net magnetization, the THE is driven by the real
space Berry phase acquired by an electron moving in a
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non-coplanar spin texture. The mechanism is best ex-
plained in terms of the effective Hamiltonian (2) in the
strong coupling limit (JK � t). For the non-coplanar
spin orderings, the local moments around a plaquette
subtend a finite solid angle at the center due to the spa-
tially varying spin texture. This results in a finite Berry
phase when an electron hops around a plaquette and acts
as a fictitious magnetic field with a flux Φ = (nsk/λ

2)h/e
through each plaquette. In the strong coupling limit, the
phase of the effective hopping, aij , is associated with a
vector potential acting on the itinerant electrons, anal-
ogous to quantum Hall systems. The dispersion of itin-
erant electrons is strongly affected by this Berry phase.
The bands get narrower, a gap opens up between suc-
cessive pairs of bands and each band acquires a finite
Chern number (see fig. 7). Drawing on the analogy with
quantum Hall systems, the bands can be described as dis-
persive Landau levels. The effective magnetic field drives
a Hall effect, whose origin is purely geometric in nature.

In Fig. 7 we show the band structure for the itin-
erant electrons in the helical and the Skyrmion lattice
phases. We observe distinct features for the two differ-
ent phases, with different Chern numbers of the bands.
At zero temperature only states below the Fermi energy,
Ef contribute to the transport. When the Fermi en-
ergy lies within an energy gap, there is zero overlap be-
tween the current carrying states in the sample leading to
the absence of backscattering processes. Thus the quan-

FIG. 7. Color online: (a),(c) Band structure of conduction
electrons moving on the backgrounds of the Skyrmion phase
and helical phase respectively on the breathing kagome lat-
tice. Some bands carry non-zero Chern numbers. (b),(d) Be-
havior of the topological Hall conductivity associated with the
Skyrmion phase and the helical phase with varying chemical
potential.

FIG. 8. Color online: Behavior of σxy at fixed chemical
potential for varying temperature and magnetic field in the
strong coupling limit ( JK →∞).

tized value of σxy signifies the absence of backscattering
amongst the states and a gap in the electronic energy
spectrum. If Ef is located within the band gap above
any band, the topological component of the transverse
conductivity, σTHE

xy is proportional to the the sum of the
Chern numbers of all the filled bands. Below the band
gap, the Hall conductance decreases, while it increases
above the band gap. This is due to the fact that the sign
of the Berry curvature is opposite for the two adjacent
bands. This gives rise to a non-monotonic variation of
σTHE
xy , which is shown in Fig. 7(b) and (d). The trans-

verse conductivity exhibits several quantized plateaus
(analogous to quantum Hall plateaus) with increasing
chemical potential. The jump in the conductivity is pro-
portional to the Chern number of the bands. The quanti-
zation of the Hall plateaus is most pronounced for small
Skyrmion sizes where the lower bands are well separated.
For larger Skyrmions, the density of the bands increases
and the energy extent of the conductivity plateaus de-
creases proportionately as does the energy separation
between successive plateaus. This makes it difficult to
resolve them in numerical simulations as effects of fi-
nite system size and fluctuations dominate. Importantly,
the smaller Skyrmion size in GdRu4Al12 ensures that the
mean free path of the electrons is comparable to, or larger
than the Skyrmion size. This prevents the loss of coher-
ence for the charge carriers due to scattering as they move
through the Skyrmion texture and results in a giant THE
as observed in experiments4.

As the magnetic field or temperature is varied, the
transverse conductivity changes in accordance with the
change in the underlying spin texture. Fig. 8 shows the
variation of the topological Hall conductivity with tem-
perature and applied magnetic field for a representative
chemical potential. The helical and Skyrmion phases ex-
hibit a strong THE which vanishes in the fully polarized
(with collinear magnetic order) and paramagnetic phase
at strong magnetic fields and high temperatures respec-
tively. In the present work, we focus on isolating the THE
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contribution to the transverse conductivity in the various
field driven phases. We observe that σxy is maximum in
the low temperature regime, in the helical and Skyrmion
phase. With increasing temperature, it reduces gradually
and vanishes for T > Tc.

V. SUMMARY

We have studied the appearance of field induced
Skyrmions in a breathing kagome lattice and its effects on
electron transport. Our results show that competing ex-
change interactions in association with anisotropies and
in the presence of external magnetic field gives rise to a
Skyrmion phase in a centro-symmetric magnetic system.
The nature of different magnetic phases and the associ-
ated phase transitions are analyzed in detail with varying

magnetic field and temperature. We have also studied
in detail the topology of electronic band structure due
to these spin textures and reslting topological Hall effect
seen in these systems, their variation with changing mag-
netic field, temperature, carrier density and the tuning
of the coupling between itinerant electron and localized
spin. The effects of finite band dispersion on transverse
conductivity are also analyzed. Our results conclusively
explain the recent observations of a Skyrmion phase and
THE in a breathing kagome magnet.
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and R. Klingeler, Phys. Rev. B 103, 184424 (2021).

6 A. N. Bogdanov and U. K. Rößler, Phys. Rev. Lett. 87,
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H. M. RÃžnnow, Y. Tokura, and S. Seki, Science Advances
4, 3402 (2018).

41 S. Hayami and Y. Motome, Phys. Rev. B 103, 054422
(2021).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.102.046401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.103.024439
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.103.024439
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.92.115417
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.92.115417
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.95.094413
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.95.094413
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1140/epjb/e2018-90090-0
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1140/epjb/e2018-90090-0
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.99.020405
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.99.020405
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.102.245132
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.102.245132
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.104.235156
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.104.235156
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.147205
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.147205
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1126/sciadv.aau3402
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1126/sciadv.aau3402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.103.054422
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.103.054422

	Atomic scale Skyrmions and large topological Hall effect in a breathing-kagome lattice
	Abstract
	I Introduction
	II Model
	III Method and observables
	IV Results
	A Magnetic properties
	B Electronic properties

	V Summary
	 References


