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Skyrmion-electron bound states in a Néel antiferromagnet
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We show that, in a Néel antiferromagnet with a particular location of electron band extrema, a
Skyrmion and an electron form bound states with energy of the order of the gap A in the electron
spectrum. The bound states turn the Skyrmion into a charged particle, that can be manipulated

by electric field.

Introduction — Topological textures such as domain
walls, vortices and Skyrmions appear prominently in di-
verse areas of physics, from cosmology and string theory
ﬂ] to QCD, the physics of hadrons, and condensed matter
physics E] In solid state magnetism alone, topological
textures bring together fundamental and applied science,
from novel states of matter such as Skyrmion lattice to
prototype spintronic devices that employ Skyrmions and
domain walls to process information ﬂé] While early
spintronics research largely focussed on ferromagnetic
materials M@], an ever increasing effort has been turning
to antiferromagnets ﬂj, ] in view of numerous attractive
properties arising from shorter characteristic timescales
and the absence of net magnetization. Antiferromagnetic
Skyrmions have been drawing attention ﬂQ, @] thanks to
desireable properties such as lower driving currents and
propagation along a straight line.

Here we study a Skyrmion in an antiferromagnetic in-
sulator and show that it creates electron bound states
whose energy scale is defined by the gap A in the elec-
tron spectrum. These bound states turn the Skyrmion
into a charged particle, a key result of our work.

We begin with deriving the low-energy electron Hamil-
tonian for a centrosymmetric Néel antiferromagnet in the
presence of a texture. Then we focus on a specific loca-
tion of the electron band extrema, and a single Skyrmion
as texture. We demonstrate the appearance of Skyrmion-
electron bound states, and study their evolution as a
function of the Skyrmion size. Finally, we discuss the
validity range of our results and their implications.

Electron in the presence of a texture — Consider a
collinear Néel antiferromagnet on a square-symmetry lat-
tice with period a. Its ordered moment changes sign
upon elementary translation, and couples electron states
at any two momenta p and p + Q, separated by the Néel
wave vector Q = (+2,4+7). The coupling has the form
of exchange (A - o), with A proportional to the stag-
gered magnetization, and o the triad of Pauli matrices,
representing electron spin. Since p and p+2Q are equiv-
alent in the Brillouin zone (BZ), the Hamiltonian H can
be written as acting on a bispinor ¥ = (¢p, ¥p+q) [11]:

[ ) (A-o)
H=l(a o) cp+Q |’ M

where e(p) is the electron dispersion in the absence

of Néel order.
trum is Ep = ey (p) = 1/|A]?2 4+ 2 (p), where e4(p) =

1[e(p) £e(p + Q)); it has a gap A = |A[, which turns a
half-filled metal into an insulator.

In the presence of a texture A, = n,A, with unit
vector n, a smooth function of the coordinate r, carriers
near the extrema of £}, at momenta pg and pp+Q admit
a low-energy effective-mass description ﬂﬂ] To derive it,
in Eq. () we replace uniform A by A,, and substitute
p = —ihV for the momentum dependences ep, (p) and
£po+Q(P) of e(p) near pg and po + Q.

Now perform a spin rotation U, that makes A, uni-
form: Uf(f, - 0)Uy = 0. [13]. This generates a Peierls
substitution p; — p; + (A; - o) in ep, (P) and ep,+q(P),
with (A; - o) = A% = —ihU]0;U,. Vector potential
A carries real-space indices ¢ = x,y and spin indices
a = x,y, z. While different components of (A - o) do not
commute, U, is defined only up to a non-uniform spin
rotation V;Z = e=X around 2: U, — U,;V,?, which is an
abelian transformation. This gauge transformation acts
on (A - o) in a peculiar way, elucidated by first-order
expansion in infinitesimal x:

The resulting doubly-degenerate spec-

5(Ai-0')=028ix+X[(Ai'U),Uz]. (2)

That is, A7 transforms as electromagnetic vector poten-
tial (6A7 = 0;x), while Ay = (A7, AY) rotates around 2
by angle 2. This observation will prove useful below.
Next, we split the bispinor ¥ into two spin-% compo-
nents, for energies near +A, thus taking the 4x4 (‘Dirac’)
Hamiltonian to its 2 x 2 (‘Pauli-Schrodinger’) low-
energy limit |14, ] Here, we focus on the conduction
band (energies E near +A) and, to first order in Z32,
find the effective low-energy Hamiltonian #Hp, near po,

with §P0+Q(p) = UZ€P0+Q(p)UZ:

00 () + EpurQ(P) |, [ep(B) — Epui@(B)) )

Tpo = 2 SA

The explicit form of Hamiltonian (@) depends on that
of ep,(P) and ep,+qQ(P), in its turn defined by the sym-
metry of momenta pg and pp+Q in the BZ. Here we focus
on the extrema at midpoints ¥ of the magnetic Brillouin
zone (MBZ) boundary in Fig. [ The momentum expan-
sion of ep, (P) and ep,+q(P) begins with £v-p+p?/2m;,
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FIG. 1:  The Brillouin zone of a square-lattice Néel anti-
ferromagnet with wave vector Q = (£Z,£Z). The large
square shows the Brillouin zone in the paramagnetic state,
the shaded smaller square depicts the Brillouin zone in the
Néel state (MBZ). The band extrema are assumed to lie at
face centers ¥1-34 of the MBZ. The p;, py are the local mo-
mentum axes near »p, as used in the main text. The el-
lipses sketch the equal-Fp, lines near ¥1->4. The bold arrows
centered at X1-Y4 show the electron spin polarization of the
bound state in each valley, for a large BP Skyrmion of Néel
type (see main text).

with the paramagnetic-state Fermi velocity v at 3 point-
ing along the local p, in Fig. [ and m; = m,, m, the
paramagnetic-state effective masses along and normal to
the MBZ boundary. Truncating the momentum expan-
sion of Eq. @) at quadratic terms m], we find

L %
HZ:(Pi-;:L}Uz)?_’_(i;z _H)(Ag.o-)_ (4)

Despite its peculiar appearance, Hamiltonian @) is
gauge-invariant: recall that, by Eq. (@), gauge trans-

formation of Ay amounts to its spin rotation around 2.
Hamiltonian (@) is an extension, to non-planar textures,
of the approach used to study planar spiral phases in
doped antiferromagnets [17).

Note that m? in Eq. (@) is renormalized relative to

y
m,, in the expansion of ep,(p) and ep,+q(P), as per

(nzz)*l = (my)~t + %. Thus, m;, is small against my,:

Z—z ~ % < 1, while m} = m, is of the order of band
electron mass m or greater — see Section 1 of Supple-
mental Material (SM) [1§]. Notice that, with only the
nearest-neighbor hopping, m, at X is infinite.

A tractable example — Let us turn to Hamiltonian
@) with (A - o) defined by a single Skyrmion. Con-
sider a centrosymmetric isotropic antiferromagnet with
stiffness J and continuum-limit energy density J(Vh,)2.
In the topological sector with winding number Q, the
lowest-energy solution is the Belavin-Polyakov (BP)
Skyrmion @, ], defined by its radius R, with R-
independent energy 47JQ. We are thus lead (see sec-
tion 2 of [18]) to study Hamiltonian (@) for a Q = 1 BP

Skyrmion. We consider a high-symmetry configuration

n, = (sind cos ¢, sin @ sin ¢, cos ) with the polar angle 6
of n, depending only on the distance r = /22 4+ y? to
the Skyrmion center, and ¢ = arctan 2 the azimuthal
angle in the (z,y) plane. The energy density above is
invariant under shifting ¢ by a constant -, usually called
‘helicity’ m] This allows us to reduce the problem to
the v = 0 pattern, commonly called the ‘Néel” Skyrmion.

Note that the latter has its own localized eigenexcita-
tions ﬂﬂ], which, generally, shall be treated on an equal
footing with the electron degrees of freedom. However,
for a sufficiently small single-ion anisotropy and a not too
large BP Skyrmion, the proper Skyrmion frequencies are
small against those of electron motion (see section 2 of
[1§]). We focus on the latter limit and study the electron
problem for a static Skyrmion.

We fix the gauge by choosing U, = (m, - o), with m,
along the bisector between Z and A,. Being a m-rotation
around m,, such a U, brings A, to point along 2 @]

The BP Skyrmion of radius R is defined by sinf =

% with z = %, so that 0 [R] = 5. As a result, the
spin-z components A in the first term of Eq. {@) read
—hy hx
A;:RQ—l—rQ’AZ:RQ—FrQ' ()

Thus, the Skyrmion produces geometric flux +27h for
the spin-up and spin-down components of the wave func-
tion: § AZdl; = 27h, with the integral taken along a
circle, large against R]. This flux induces topologi-
cal spin Hall effect [24-26]. The second term in Eq. (@)
creates a repulsive potential

AL‘ ’ 2
(Zm)i - 2h—R2 [i i} ﬁ ©)

My My

whereas the last term takes the form

hv o

Al ) == 7

”( v' R1+22 0

and thus produces an attractive potential for the spin-up

component of the wave function along the 2 axis ﬂﬂ]

Direct inspection shows that, for R > £ = %“, the r.h.s.

of Eq. () overwhelms all the other terms with A$ in Eq.

@), and creates a Skyrmion-electron bound state, the

key result of our work. The bound state is nondegenerate

and, at R > &, spin-polarized in each of the four X valleys
as shown in Fig. [ [28].

x

The mass anisotropy LTI ﬁ < 1 of Hamiltonian

mk

@) makes the y coordinate ‘fast’ relative to x, and the
bound-state energy can be readily evaluated using the
Born-Oppenheimer approximation @] For R > ¢, the
energy €g of the lowest bound state, generated by the con-
duction band, can be evaluated by expanding the r.h.s.
of (@) to first order in z? and finding the ground state of
the ensuing harmonic oscillator with respect to y:

ey~ AL INAS
€6(R) =~ _AE 1- NANAE (8)
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FIG. 2: Energy e§(R) of BP Skyrmion-electron bound
state, generated by the conduction band, and of its valence-
band counterpart €j(R) (the highest filled state), sketched

as a function of the BP Skyrmion radius R. In region I

(R > ¢ = %), the bound state is described by low-energy

Hamiltonian (@l). The €§(R) is given by Eq. (8) and shown
by solid line. In region II (R < R <€), the low-energy ap-
proximation breaks down, and the bound state (dashed line)
must be found from the full Hamiltonian of a kind () in the
presence of the Skyrmion, which goes beyond the scope of this
work. In region III (narrow range R — R < R), the bound
state, shown by solid line, becomes shallow again. Its disap-
pearance at R = R can be described by low-energy Hamilto-
nian (@) (see main text). Pale lines sketch the higher bound
states.

Subsequent account of the ‘slow’ coordinate = introduces
only a correction of the order of ,/%\/g < 1 to the

coefficient % in Eq. (). For R > ¢, the bound state (g))

is shallow (|e§| < A), and the low-energy approximation
of Hamiltonians (B]) and (@) remains valid. However, with
R decreasing, |ef| grows to attain the order of A at R ~ &,
where the low-energy approximation breaks down along
with Hamiltonians [@B]) and (), as sketched in Fig.
Now we will show that, with R decreasing further be-
low &£, the bound state becomes shallow again, and van-

ishes at an R ~ \/ it VEa.
manifest, we eliminate A7 from the first term in Eq. (@)
by gauge transformation

To make this length scale

W ==X\ (z,7) = ——— arctan ——— 9)

where £ = £ and § = %. As a result, Hamiltonian (@]

7
takes the form

2 . . 2
e = ﬁﬂ; (Aﬂ~a)+<AB) (pz+Ax0'z) 10

2my 2m; * 2my,
where fl; = A + 0,x, and
(AL\ o) = AL‘ [0% cos 2y + 0¥ sin 2x] .

In terms of the ‘fast’ coordinate y, Hamiltonian (I0) de-
scribes a particle in a one-dimensional potential U, (y),

parametrically dependent on the ‘slow’ variable x, which
again invites the Born-Oppenheimer approximation.
Comparing the characteristic value @ of the second term

in Eq. ([I0) with typical kinetic energy —= R2 of the

trapped electron, we see that the former is 1ndeed small
against the latter for R < £, the range in question. The
effective bound- state energy is thus defined by the inte-
grated potential u(z) = [U,(y)dy [30]). Contribution of
the second term in Eq (@ to u(z) is

~ sin ( ;”z ~2)
up(z)o” = —v/dy (AQ : 0') = fwaw%.
(11)
The third term in Eq. (I0) is an % < 1 fraction of the
second, thus its contribution to u(z) can be neglected as
long as continuum description of the Skyrmion applies
(R > a). By contrast,

uz () =

o [ (A2, (12

arising from the last term, requires care since (A42)? re-
mains finite as y — oo:

_ B (/2P

2 — 1 Az\2 — %
A%(z) = lim (A42) TS

Y—r0oQ

which makes us(z) diverge. We remedy this by writ-
ing (42)? = [(A2)2 - A%(@)| + A%(a).
the square brackets then gives a finite contribution to
u(z), which is suppressed relative to uy(z) by a factor
Zy %> and hence negligible within continuum description
(K > a). The resulting bound-state energy w_(z) at a
given z is thus defined [30] by us(x) alone:

The term in

2 T
m* , A sin ( 1+£2)
——2{; (@) = -5 ——=3 - (13)

It competes with the repulsive contribution of A?(x):

A@) _ w? [7T/2]2
@) = S amma W
As per Eqs. @) and (@), A% is odd with respect to ¥,

thus the cross-term { P fl’;az /2m,, averages out upon
integration over y. Upon switching to the dimensionless

coordinate T = %, the resulting Hamiltonian H, reads

ésin2 [\/%}

h? d2
[ 2 72

_ [x/2]
7 9m.R? | dz? ' (1 +5;2)3}
(15)
Taken alone, the last term above is obviously beyond the
low-energy approximation. However, with decreasing R,
the repulsion grows relative to attraction, and overcomes

it at an R ~ ,/7¢\/€a < & Thus, Hamiltonian (I3



is valid only in a narrow range R — R < R, where the
bound state becomes shallow to disappear at R = R.
Notice that R > a as long as the ratio % is not too
small (72 > 2.

Note that neither the bound state becoming shallow in
a narrow range near R nor its disappearance at R rely
on the mass anisotropy: the same behavior obtains for a
perfectly isotropic mass, where the Hamiltonian can be
diagonalized by solving a single equation for the radial
wave function.

Together with Eq. (8, this behavior has several im-
plications, that we illustrate at half-filling. The total
number of states (itinerant plus bound) generated by the
valence band in the presence of the Skyrmion equals the
number of electrons — that is, the number of unit cells in
the sample. At the same time, by particle-hole symme-
try, every bound state € (R), split from the conduction
band, has a valence-band counterpart €% (R) = —€S(R),
as shown in Fig. Therefore, at T = 0, all the
negative-energy states are filled, while all the positive-
energy states are empty. Qualitatively, the energy € (R)
of the highest filled state behaves as sketched in Fig.

Discussion and conclusions — We have shown that, in
a Néel antiferromagnet with a specific location of the elec-
tron band extrema, a Skyrmion produces electron bound
states and becomes charged. The effect does not rely on
the BP profile we used as an illustration, and appears
for any credible shape such as that of a domain-wall
Skyrmion.

The Skyrmion-electron bound states owe their exis-
tence to the texture-induced spin-orbit coupling, the last
term in Eq. (@). The latter arises from Néel order, and
has no equivalent in a ferromagnet. At the same time,
the said term hinges on the lower symmetry of ¥ points
in the Brillouin zone: at the corner points X or at the
center point I' in Fig. [ such a term is not allowed.
Note that, unlike the textbook spin-orbit coupling aris-
ing from the Pauli term in the Schrédinger Hamiltonian,
the texture-induced spin-orbit term in Eq. (@) does not

involve the fine structure constant o = Z—zc at all, and is
small (relative to A) only in the measure of the texture

being large against the Néel coherence length ¢ = %.
As we have shown, the Skyrmion-electron bound state
is nondegenerate, with the energy scale defined by the
gap A in the electron spectrum in the Néel state. In
this regard, the texture-induced spin-orbit coupling in
Eq. (@) is similar to band splitting effects of the same
scale, found in certain types of antiferromagnets M]
The Skyrmion-electron bound state is a new arrival
in the family of electron states, localized on topological
defects such as dislocations M], vortices in supercon-
ductors [36] or solitons in organic materials [37, %] In
addition to its fundamental interest, charged Skyrmion
can be manipulated by electric field, which may open
new possibilities for its use in devices. We hope that our

results stimulate further work both on fundamental and
applied aspects of this phenomenon.
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1. Mass anisotropy:

Such a mass anisotropy arises for any (not only Néel) (, ) order with a gap A < ep =
mwv?. Electron-doped cuprates at low-to-optimal doping provide a prominent example [S1-

], even if the nature of their ordering remains controversial, with experimental evidence

presented both against | and for [S&-S13] the presence of (quasi)static Néel order.

2. The validity range of the BP Skyrmion illustration:

2.a When can one treat the BP Skyrmion as static?

For R = &, treating the BP Skyrmion profile as static input to the electron problem
requires the bound-state level spacing Aw, ~ A (%)% in Eq. (8) being large against the
energies of high-frequency localized eigenmodes of the Skyrmion. These have no marked
dependence on R, and are bound from above by the spin wave gap h{), of the bulk magnon
spectrum [S14]. In the relevant limit X < .J, the behavior h)y ~ v/ K J [S15,1S16] translates
902 > /KJ. Which means that, at a sufficiently large

the condition w, > Q into A (}%)

R, the BP Skyrmion can no longer be treated as static. For a weak enough anisotropy, this

nee(2) ()" -

Inequality (SI)) is meaningful only if its r.h.s. is large compared with &, that is if

ey -

Now, the conditions (S1lS2)) define the possibility of treating the Skyrmion as static when

limits our treatment to radia

working with y, the ‘fast’ degree of freedom of the electron. For the ‘slow’ coordinate, x,
3
the relevant frequency is iw? ~ A,/ Z—z\/% (%) ? < hwe, and the conditions for treating the

Skyrmion as static when working with the ‘slow’ electron coordinate x are more stringent

than (ISID: ANYE F N3 AN J 1/3
Rt (a) (m—) (7) (R) ’ (53)

Inequality (S3) makes sense only if its r.h.s. is large compared with &, that is if



2.b When is the BP Skyrmion profile relevant in terms of K and D?

We studied the Skyrmion-electron bound states in a perfectly isotropic and centrosym-
metric Néel antiferromagnet, whereas in a realistic solid-state device, the presence of a
substrate would give rise to single-ion anisotropy K and Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya coupling D.
Here, we inquire about the range of K and D, for which the Belavin-Polyakov Skyrmion
picture remains relevant.

Firstly, the bound-state energy scale |ef(R)| ~ A}% of a medium-to-large (R 2 £) Belavin-
Polyakov (BP) Skyrmion in Eq. (8) must be small against the BP Skyrmion energy 4w.J:
otherwise, the bound state may favor a different profile. At R ~ &, this implies

A <A (S5)

Inequality (S8 is favored by the factor 47 in front of J, and by J o< S? versus A o S
scaling with the ordered moment S; it appears to hold in materials, where estimates have

been made [S17].

At the same time, it is necessary that the single-ion anisotropy contribution E, to the
Skyrmion energy W be small against both the bound-state energy |e§(R)| ~ A% and 47mJ.
The E, reads

d*r
Ea:K/?[l—nﬂ,

and thus E, o« K (%)2 [S18, IS19]. Which, in turn, implies

nee(2)7(2)" -

Similarly to inequality (S1l), the bound (S6) is meaningful only if its r.h.s. is large compared

with &, that is if
K _A[AN
—< == . ST
7T (eF) (57)
Comparison of (52)), (S4) and (7)) shows that the latter tends to be more stringent, and

thus it is the inequalities (S@) and (S7) that tend to define the BP Skyrmion radia R and

the single-ion anisotropy K for which (i) the BP Skyrmion profile can be treated as static
input to the electron problem, and (ii) the single-ion anisotropy can be neglected.

Now, the Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya (DM) contribution
d*r .
EDM:D T(H'VXH) (SS)

3



to W must also be small against both the bound-state energy |e5(R)| ~ A}% and 47J. Eq.
(S8) shows that Epy o D%. Thus, for sufficiently large R, the DM contribution cannot
be neglected. The condition Epy < |€f(R)| thus yields an upper bound for the Skyrmion

radia

R<¢ (S9)

A
VE FD ‘
Just as the bound (SIJ), inequality (S9) makes sense only if its r.h.s. is large compared with

&, that is if
D < AA

J J (2 ’
Finally, K and D must be far from the transition line D = D.(K, J) between the uniform
and the modulated starte [S20, [521]:

(S10)

D 4 /K
i i S11
7SV T (S11)

Combining the constraints above, we conclude that our treatment of the BP Skyrmion
profile is relevant for Skyrmion radia below the smaller of the two bounds (S@l) and (S9)), while
K and D must satisfy the bounds (S7)), (S10), and (SI1I). In other words, these conditions
allow one to treat the BP Skyrmion profile as static input to the electron problem, while

neglecting the single-ion anisotropy and the DM coupling.

3. Comparison with the early work [@, S23] by S. John and A. Golubentsev:

It is instructive to compare our results with those of the early work [S22, [S23] by S.

John and A. Golubentsev, who studied the two-dimensional Hubbard model in a topological
spin liquid state, defined by two key properties: (i) checkerboard Néel order, and (ii) anti-
periodicity of the electron wave function along closed path around any elementary plaquette
of the square lattice. As a consequence, the unit cell in such a state quadruples relative to
the underlying square lattice, and the electron wave function is thus a 4-spinor. The model
band extrema fall at the very same points ¥ = (£%,4+7) that we focussed on, and all the
four points ¥ are equivalent in the ‘ordered’ Brillouin zone. The resulting ‘Dirac’ electron
spectrum near X is thus isotropic by symmetry.

As opposed to the above, in the Néel state of our interest the unit cell doubles rather

than quadruples, and the electron wave function is thus a bispinor. Contrary to being

4



all equivalent in the spin liquid state, in the Néel state the four points ¥ split into two
inequivalent pairs X; o and X34, shown in Fig. 1. In contrast to the spin-liquid state, the
symmetry of the Néel state does not require the electron spectrum near the ¥ points to be

isotropic, consistently with experimental findings @] in a number of cuprates.

Last but not the least, the Skyrmion-electron bound states we found are non-degenerate
and spin-polarized in each of the four X-valleys as shown in Fig. 1, whereas the bound states

found by John and Golubentsev are doubly degenerate as a consequence of the elevated

symmetry of the said spin-liquid state [S22, [S23].

To summarize, the similarities between the Skyrmion-electron bound states that we stud-

ied and those found by John and Golubentsev arise from Néel order being an ingredient of

the spin liquid [S22,1S23]. The differences stem from the features that are not inherent to a

generic Néel state of our interest, such as (i) an elevated symmetry of the spin liquid, and (ii)
the wave function antiperiodicity under translation around any elementary plaquette of the
square lattice. We hope that our results prove relevant to some of the quasi-two-dimensional

antiferromagnets with band electrons.
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