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Hall experiments in chiral magnets are often analyzed as the sum of an anomalous Hall effect,
dominated by momentum-space Berry curvature, and a topological Hall effect, arising from the real-
space Berry curvature in the presence of skyrmions, in addition to the ordinary Hall resistivity. This
raises the questions of how one can incorporate, on an equal footing, the effects of the anomalous
velocity and the real space winding of the magnetization, and when such a decomposition of the
resistivity is justified. We provide definitive answers to these questions by including the effects of all
phase-space Berry curvatures in a semi-classical approach and by solving the Boltzmann equation
in a weak spin-orbit coupling regime when the magnetization texture varies slowly on the scale of
the mean free path. We show that the Hall resistivity is then just the sum of the anomalous and
topological contributions, with negligible corrections from Berry curvature-independent and mixed
curvature terms. We also use an exact Kubo formalism to numerically investigate the opposite limit
of infinite mean path, and show that the results are similar to the semi-classical results.

The Hall effect in magnetic materials has a long history
[1]. One might be tempted to think the primary explana-
tion for the effect is that the magnetization M can exert
a Lorentz force on the materials electrons, however, this
effect is negligible for the non-relativistic charge carriers
in metals [2]. Karplus and Luttinger [3] correctly identi-
fied the importance of spin-orbit coupling (SOC) in the
anomalous Hall effect (AHE); their analysis is now best
understood in terms of the momentum-space Berry cur-
vature of the electron [4–6]. Scattering in the presence
of SOC also makes extrinsic contributions [7, 8] to the
AHE, but the anomalous velocity that arises from Berry
curvature effects is an intrinsic effect that dominates in
many experiments [5, 9], and will be our focus here.

Understanding the Hall effect with spatially varying
magnetic textures poses further challenges. In addition
to the AHE, experiments see a topological Hall effect
(THE) in a variety of chiral magnetic materials that har-
bor skyrmions, including B20 crystals [10–12] and thin
films [13–15], and heavy metal/magnetic insulator bilay-
ers [16, 17]. Skyrmions give rise to an emergent magnetic
field that derives from the real-space Berry curvature, re-
sulting in a THE proportional to their topological charge
density nsk [18–26].

Theories of the anomalous and topological Hall effect
have for the most part been distinct and, despite impor-
tant recent progress [27–33] on electrons with SOC inter-
acting with skyrmions, a single theory that incorporates
both real and momentum space Berry curvature effects
on an equal footing to calculate electronic transport has
remained elusive. The experiments [10–17], on the other
hand, are routinely interpreted as a sum of an anoma-
lous and topological Hall resistivity, in addition to the
ordinary Hall effect proportional to the magnetic field.

In this paper, we demonstrate within a semi-classical
theory that the Hall response (excluding the ordinary
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Hall effect) is just the sum of two terms, the AHE and
the THE. The semi-classical approach [6, 34] is a natural
avenue to study the effects of all phase space Berry curva-
tures, r-space, k-space, and mixed, on an equal footing
in the regime where the length scale Ls on which the
spin texture varies and the mean free path ` from impu-
rity scattering are both much larger than the microscopic
scales of the average inter-particle spacing k−1

F or the lat-
tice spacing a. We are also interested in the regime of
weak SOC λ� EF , the Fermi energy.

To determine the Hall resistivity we solve the Boltz-
mann equation to linear order in the electric field in
the presence of all phase-space curvatures and real and
momentum space derivatives of the semi-classical energy
eigenvalues. Systematically classifying the resulting ar-
ray of terms in powers of the small parameters λ/EF
and `/Ls, and extracting the leading contributions in the
regime Ls � `� k−1

F ' a and λ� EF , we find that

ρxy = ρAHE
xy + ρTHE

xy + δρxy. (1)

Our results are summarized in the table in Fig. 1,
where we show how each term depends (i) on the small
parameters that control our calculation, (ii) on the spa-
tially varying magnetization M = Ms m̂(r), and (iii) on
the Berry curvatures. While the first two terms represent
the AHE and the THE respectively, the correction term
δρxy is a curvature-independent boundary contribution
proportional to the vorticity of the local electronic veloc-
ity field. It vanishes when the spin texture is periodic,
e.g., a skyrmion crystal, and is negligible for a disor-
dered skyrmion array in the thermodynamic limit. We
show that the mixed curvatures contribute to the Hall re-
sistivity at higher order in the small parameters (λ/EF )
and (a/Ls) than the terms shown in Fig. 1.

Finally, we also present results using the Kubo for-
mula in the opposite regime where ` � Ls & k−1

F ' a.
We focus on a disorder free system with ` =∞, use exact
diagonalization in the magnetic unit cell of a skyrmion
crystal, and compute the total Hall conductivity using
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FIG. 1. The semi-classical wave-packet follows the texture and is influenced by real-space Berry curvature arising from the
presence of skyrmions, in addition to the anomalous velocity that it acquires from an external electric field and momentum
space Berry curvature. Our results are obtained in the regime where spin texture length scale Ls � mean free path `� a, the
lattice spacing, and weak spin-orbit coupling λ� EF , the Fermi energy. The table summarizes the three contributions to ρxy,
their scaling with these parameters, their dependence on the magnetic texture m̂(r), and their relation to Berry curvatures.
Mixed momentum- and real-space curvatures contribute to the Hall resistivity at higher order in (λ/EF ) and (a/Ls).

the TKNN formula [35] in the magnetic Brillouin zone,
which includes the effects of both the anomalous velocity
and of the skyrmion topological charge density. We show
how the semi-classical results allow us to qualitatively un-
derstand all of the non-trivial parameter dependencies of
the Hall response including the dependence on the den-
sity, the SOC, and the exchange coupling between the
charge carriers and the spin.

Model: We analyze a minimal Hamiltonian for study-
ing the confluence of anomalous and topological Hall ef-
fects. It can arise either from a “s-d model” of itinerant
electrons interacting with local moments in a metallic
magnet with Rashba SOC, or alternatively, it can be used
to model the conduction electrons in a metal proximate
to a magnetic insulator where broken inversion symmetry
at the interface induces a Rashba SOC.

We consider a 2D Hamiltonian

Ĥ =
p̂2

2m
+
aλ

~
(p̂× ẑ) · σ − J m̂(r̂) · σ + Ĥimp (2)

which describes itinerant electrons of mass m and Rashba
SOC λ whose spin σ is coupled to a magnetic texture
M = Ms m̂(r) via an exchange interaction J . Elastic
scattering of electrons off a disorder potential is described

by Ĥimp and leads to a mean free path ` � k−1
F . The

small hats denote unit vectors and the wide hats denote
quantum mechanical operators. Based on the separation
of time-scales associated with the itinerant electrons and
the dynamics of spins in the texture, we assume that
the texture is static. The model has three energy scales:
the Fermi energy EF , SOC λ, and exchange coupling J ,
and three length scales: the inter-particle spacing k−1

F
(≈ a, the lattice spacing), the mean-free path `, and the
length scale Ls associated to the spatial variations of the
magnetic texture. We will focus on the weak SOC regime
λ� J,EF , relevant for experiments.

Semi-classical Equations of Motion: Let us focus

on the semi-classical regime Ls � k−1
F . To analyze the

dynamics of electron wave packets in phase space ξ =
(x, y, kx, ky), we follow the standard prescription [6] to
construct the semi-classical Hamiltonian

H(ξ) =
~2k2

2m
+ d(ξ) · σ (3)

where d(ξ) = aλ(k × ẑ) − Jm̂(r) captures the quan-
tum mechanical nature of the spin. The semi-classical
eigenenergies are E±(ξ) = ~2k2/2m ± |d(ξ)|. The cor-
responding wavefunctions posses non-trivial phase space
geometry encoded in the Berry curvatures

Ω±α,β(ξ) = ±1

2
d̂(ξ) ·

(
∂αd̂(ξ)× ∂βd̂(ξ)

)
(4)

each corresponding to one of the six orthogonal planes in
the 4D phase space spanned by ξ. The dynamics of the
semi-classical theory describe intra-band processes such
that each electronic band may be treated independently,
and we will suppress the band index unless necessary.

The curvatures modify the equations of motion as well
as the invariant measure in phase space. To simplify
notation, we introduce a 4× 4 matrix,

[Γ(ξ)]α,β = Ωα,β(ξ)− [iσy ⊗ 1]α,β (5)

to write the equations of motion

ξ̇α(ξ) = [Γ−1(ξ)]αβ
(
∂β Ẽ(ξ) + eE δβ,y

)
/~ (6)

where E is the external electric field along the ŷ direction

and the electron charge is (−e). Here Ẽ(ξ) ' E(ξ) up to
corrections of order (λ/EF )(a/Ls) that can be ignored
in the regime of interest. Our compact notation hides
all the familiar terms, including the anomalous velocity,
inside Γ−1; see appendix A for more details

The combination of a spatially varying magnetic tex-
ture and SOC leads to finite real-space, momentum-space



3

and mixed real-momentum space curvatures. The elec-
trons acquire an anomalous velocity proportional to the
momentum-space Berry curvature Ωkx,ky , an “anoma-
lous force” proportional to the real-space Berry curva-
ture Ωx,y and corrections to the group velocity and gen-
eralized force proportional to the mixed real-momentum-
space Berry curvatures.

Crucially, in addition to the equations of motion, the
curvatures also modify the volume element that remains
invariant under phase-space flows. Thus to satisfy Li-
ouville’s theorem, one must use the integration measure
[6, 36] dVξ =

√
det[Γ(ξ)] d4ξ/(2π)2V , where V is the vol-

ume of the system. We note that in the presence of an
external magnetic field Bz ẑ,

√
det[Γ(ξ)] reduces to the

well-known factor of (1 + eΩkx,kyBz/~) when only the
momentum-space curvature is present, however, we will
need the more general result here.

Hall Conductivity: With electric field applied along
ŷ, we must calculate the transverse current along x̂:

jx = −e
∫
dVξ ẋ(ξ) f(ξ) (7)

where f(ξ) is the electronic distribution function. The
distribution function reduces to the equilibrium Fermi-
Dirac function f0[E(ξ)] in the absence of the external
electric field. The goal is to find contributions that are
linear order in E to calculate the electric conductivity.

The anomalous Hall contribution to the current derives
from the intrinsic anomalous velocity and couples to the
equilibrium distribution function f0[E(ξ)]. We isolate the
terms in ẋ linear in E to find

σAHE
xy = −e

2

~
∑

l=±

∫
d2r d2k

(2π)2V
Ωlkx,ky (ξ) f0

l [El(ξ)] (8)

where l = ± indexes the two bands. We emphasize that√
det[Γ(ξ)] in the measure exactly cancels the determi-

nant factor in Γ−1(ξ) so that the final answer depends
only on the momentum-space Berry curvature. We fur-
ther expand Ωkx,ky (ξ) to lowest order in λ/J to find

σAHE
xy ≈ −e

2a2

2~
mz (λ/J)

2
∑

l=±

l nl (9)

where mz =
∫
d2r m̂z(r)/V is the average out-of-

plane magnetization and the band-resolved density nl =∫
d2k f0[El(k)]/(2π)2 with El(k) = El(ξ;λ = 0).
The corresponding resistivity is found from the conduc-

tivity via ρxy = −σxy/(σ2
xx + σ2

xy) where σxy � σxx =

(e2/h)kF `. This relationship will be used to convert con-
ductivities to resistivities for each contribution to the
Hall effect. For the AHE this leads to the scaling re-
lation ρAHE

xy ∼ (λ/EF )2(a/`)2.
All other contributions to the Hall response involve the

electric field induced perturbations to the distribution
function determined by solving the Boltzmann equation.
We expand the distribution function to linear order in the

electric field, f = f0 + g +O(E2) and substitute it into
the Boltzmann equation with a relaxation time τ = `/vF
to find the equation for g:

(
1 + τ ξ̇

(I) ·∇ξ

)
g(ξ) = −τ ξ̇

(D) ·∇ξf
0[E(ξ)] (10)

where ξ̇
(I)

and ξ̇
(D)

are the electric field independent and
dependent parts of ξ̇ in eq. (6). We now take advantage

of the fact that τ ξ̇
(I) · ∇ξ ∼ (`/Ls)(a/Ls) � 1 when

`/Ls � 1 to invert the operator on the left hand side
and solve for g(ξ). This is analogous to the Zener-Jones
calculation [37] of the Hall conductivity in the weak field
regime ωcτ � 1. Solving the Boltzmann equation for
Ls � ` is technically much harder. We will investigate
aspects of this regime using the Kubo formalism below.

The term g(1)(ξ) linear in τ does not contribute to
the Hall conductivity and the leading order contribution
proportional to τ2 is

g(2)(ξ) = τ2 ξ̇
(I) ·∇ξ

(
ξ̇

(D) ·∇ξf
0[E(ξ)]

)
. (11)

We emphasize that this equation involves all six curva-
tures along with mixed derivatives of the semi-classical
eigenenergies. Combining g(2)(ξ) with eq. (7) we calcu-
late the current which is linear in E:

j(2)
x = −eτ2

∫
dVξ ẋ

(I)(ξ) ξ̇
(I) ·∇ξ

(
ξ̇

(D) ·∇ξf
0[E(ξ)]

)
.

(12)

We organize the calculation of the conductivity by classi-
fying the various terms in eq. (12) in powers of the small
parameters λ/EF and a/Ls; see appendix B for details.
Here we discuss the leading order contributions.

We first focus on the zeroth order term in (λ/EF ).
Without SOC, all curvatures vanish except the real-space
curvature which leads to the topological Hall contribution

σTHE
xy =

e2τ2

~3
nsk

∑

l=±

Kl(µ)

∣∣∣∣
λ=0

. (13)

Here nsk =
∫
d2r m̂ ·(∂xm̂×∂ym̂)/(4πV ) is the skyrmion

density and

K±(µ) = ∓~4

∫
d2k

(4π)

(
∂f0
±

∂E

)
vT (M−1−TrM−1)v (14)

is a Fermi surface integral that depends on the chemi-
cal potential µ (or filling n) and the band index. Here
v = ∇kE(ξ)/~ is the band velocity vector and M−1

µν =

∂kµ,kνE(ξ)/~2 is the inverse mass tensor. The semi-
classical theory illuminates the relationship between the
real-space Berry curvature which is a property of the spa-
tial evolution of the semi-classical Bloch eigenstates and
the skyrmion density which is a property of the spatial
evolution of the magnetization vector. In the absence of
spin-orbit coupling Ω±x,y = ∓m̂ · (∂xm̂×∂ym̂)/2. The re-
sult of eq. (13) bears a striking resemblance to the canon-
ical solution [37] for the semi-classical Hall conductivity
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FIG. 2. The Hall conductivity calculated from the Kubo formula. (a) The blue curve is the THE calculated at λ = 0 with
J/t = 10. The red curve shows K(n) = K+ + K− [eq. (14)] which describes how the band strucure controls the semi-classical
THE result (13). Despite their different regimes of validity, both the Kubo σxy and K(µ) have the same sign for all densities
and vanish at the Van-Hove filling where the Fermi surface undergoes a Lifshitz transition. (b) The THE conductivity (λ = 0)
shows a crossover from a linear regime at small J to saturation at large J . The slope is independent of density n, while the
saturating value increases with n. Both these behaviors can be qualitatively explained by analyzing K(n) as a function of J
(see appendix B). (c) Variation of σxy with spin-orbit coupling λ at fixed J/t = 10 and n = 0.2. With increasing Ls/a, the
results rapidly converge to a finite value that is very weakly λ-dependent. Thus there is no linear in λ contribution in the Kubo
result in agreement with the semi-classical analysis.

with the real space Berry curvature Ωx,y playing the role
of an external magnetic field, in agreement with the in-
tuitive picture behind the THE. The corresponding resis-
tivity is independent of τ and scales as ρTHE

xy ∼ (a/Ls)
2.

Next we focus on terms linear in (λ/EF ). Even though
there are several terms, there is only one that is linear in
(a/Ls). It originates from mixed spatial and momentum
space derivatives of the semi-classical energies E(ξ) and
is independent of all Berry curvatures:

δσxy = −e
2τ2

2m

∑

l=±

ωl nl (15)

where ωl = 1/V
∫
d2r ẑ ·(∇r×vl(r)) is the average “vor-

ticity” of electrons in band l with velocity vl(r) that is
linear in λ (see appendix C for details) and nl is the
band-resolved density defined below eq. (9). The in-
tuition behind this term is that real-space gradients of
the magnetic texture can lead to orbital electronic mo-
tion akin to the dynamics induced by an external mag-
netic field. For the Rashba SOC considered here, the
vorticity simplifies to ∼

∫
dr ∇r · m̂(r). This term has

been discussed in the literature [27, 28, 30, 31] as a O(λ)
correction to the emergent magnetic field arising from
skyrmions. Here this contribution arises not from SOC
corrections to the real-space Berry curvature, but instead
from mixed momentum and real space derivatives of the
semi-classical eigenvalues. Like the THE the correspond-
ing resistivity is independent of τ , but instead scales as
δρxy ∼ (a/Ls)(λ/EF ). We note, however, that δρxy
vanishes identically for any periodic spin texture, like a
skyrmion crystal. More generally, for any smooth texture
for which v(r) has continuous first order partial deriva-
tives, we can use Stokes’ theorem and show that the vor-
ticity leads only to a boundary term that is negligible in
the thermodynamic limit.

All other contributions to ρxy, including the mixed cur-
vature terms, are higher order in either (λ/EF ) (which is

not relevant for experiments) or in (a/Ls) at which point
the semi-classical analysis presented here is itself not ap-
plicable. Thus we have used the semi-classical approach
that treats all curvatures on equal footing to conclude
that AHE and THE resistivities are indeed additive and
the largest contribution to the Hall effect for Ls � `.

Kubo formula analysis: We next turn to the oppo-
site limit of small skyrmions such that a ≈ k−1

F . Ls � `.
We in fact set the mean-free path to infinity and use
an exact Kubo formula to numerically calculate the Hall
conductivity for a lattice model of itenerant electrons in
the presence of a skyrmion crystal; see appendix D for
details. The starting Hamiltonian is a tight-binding gen-
eralization of eq.(2) describing electrons on a lattice with
nearest neighbor hopping t and Rashba SOC λ, coupled
to a background spin texture described by local moments
mi at each lattice site i. The skyrmion crystal defines an
enlarged Ns×Ns unit cell, where Ns = Ls/a, and results
in a magnetic Brillouin zone with Nb = 2N2

s bands. We
present here results for a triangle lattice, but as we show
in appendix D our results are independent of the lattice
for low densities.

We use exact diagonalization to compute the energy
eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of our lattice Hamiltonian
and then use the TKNN formula [35] to determine the
Hall conductivity in terms of the momentum-space Berry
curvature in the magnetic Brillouin zone. Note that this
numerically exact procedure includes all the effects of the
anomalous velocity as well as the real-space Berry cur-
vature arising from the skyrmions, however, unlike the
semi-classical theory it is hard to decompose the final re-
sult into AHE and THE contributions. We thus proceed
as follows. We first show that in various limits one ob-
tains just the AHE (in a ferromagnetic background), or
just the THE (in a skyrmion crystal with λ = 0) . Fi-
nally, we consider the full problem and gain qualitative
insights into the numerical results by comparing them
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with the semi-classical results described above.
First, consider the simplest ferromagnetic case with

uniform magnetization m̂i = ẑ (independent of i). which
is just the lattice version of the continuum model ana-
lyzed in ref [6] with their ∆σz corresponding to our Jσz.
An AHE is seen in this case provided both λ and ∆ are
non-zero. The SOC λ breaks the two-fold spin degener-
acy of the bands everywhere except at the time-reversal
invariant momenta (TRIM) where time reversal (TR) en-
forces a Kramers degeneracy. A non-zero ∆ destroys TR
symmetry, causes band inversion, and creates Berry cur-
vature hotspots at TRIMs which then lead to an enhance-
ment of the AHE conductivity whenever the Fermi level
falls near the TRIM points.

We next look at a skyrmion crystal, but set λ = 0 so
that there is no AHE (even though the net Mz is non-
zero). The Fourier modes of the periodic texture cause
scattering between momentum eigenstates and lead to
band folding. At strong coupling J/t� 1, the bands sep-
arate into two sectors with the spins aligned/anti-aligned
with the local magnetic texture. The corresponding Hall
conductivity is the THE arising from non-zero skyrmion
number. It shows a non-trivial dependence on the band
filling as seen in Fig. 2(a) (blue curve). Comparing this
with the semi-classical THE prediction of eq. (13) (red
curve) we see that these results, though obtained in very
different regimes, share some qualitative features. Both
have the same sign at each density and vanish at the van
Hove filling where the Fermi surface undergoes a Lifshitz
transition.

Next consider the J/t dependence of the numerical re-
sults for the THE shown in Fig. 2(b). We see a linear
regime at small J crossing over to saturation at large J .
We can gain insight into these results by analyzing the J
dependence of the semi-classical THE of eq. (13), which
predicts an initial slope independent of density n and a
saturation value that increases with n (see appendix B)

Finally, we turn to the Kubo results for a skyrmion
crystal with non-zero SOC. In Fig. 2(c) we plot these
results at strong coupling J/t = 10 and find that in gen-
eral the Hall response depends on the SOC λ. We see
that with increasing Ls/a, the results converge to a non-
zero value which is very weakly dependent on λ. The
large Ls/a limit allows us to make contact with the semi-
classical results, where we showed above that there is no

linear in λ contribution to the Hall conductivity. For the
parameters considered here, the AHE contribution that
scales like (λ/J)2 ∼ 10−4 is also negligible.

Discussion: We have presented a complete semi-
classical analysis in the weak SOC λ � EF regime for
a � ` � Ls and demonstrated that the Hall resistiv-
ity the sum of an anomalous Hall contribution, arising
from the momentum space Berry curvature and propor-
tional to the average out-of-plane magnetization, and a
topological Hall contribution, arising from the real-space
Berry curvature and proportional to the skyrmion den-
sity. All corrections were explicitly shown to be higher
order in the small parameters. The semi-classical results
are valid for any spin texture without any assumption
about its periodicity. In the opposite limit Ls � ` = ∞
(zero disorder) we have presented exact Kubo formula
results for skyrmion crystals.

We conclude by noting effects that we have not in-
cluded and questions for further study. We focussed on
the intrinsic anomalous Hall effect, arising for momentum
space Berry curvature, often the dominant contribution
[5] to the AHE, but did not consider extrinsic effects such
as skew and side jump scattering. We have also not ana-
lyzed non-periodic spin textures which vary on a length
scale Ls . `. Such a regime has been analyzed [33] in
the context of electrons scattering off a single skrymion
with the prediction of a novel non-collinear Hall effect
linear in the SOC. It would be interesting to extend our
semi-classical analysis to this regime.

Finally, in the semiclassical regime that we have ex-
amined in detail, with Ls � `, there is a novel vorticity
term [eq. (15)] that is linear in λ, but we were able to use
Stokes’ theorem to reduce it to a boundary term that
vanishes for periodic textures. An interesting question
[36] for further study is the fate of this term in the pres-
ence of singularities, such as Bloch points, that may act
as obstructions to the use of Stokes theorem.
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APPENDICES

Appendix A: Semi-classical Equations of Motion with Phase Space Berry Curvatures

Semi-classical theory describes transport in terms of electron wave-packets whose width is larger than microscopic
lattice scale a but much smaller than mean-free path ` so that the average position r and average momentum k of
the wavepacket are well-defined simultaneously. This is in addition to their time evolution which is governed by a
semi-classical Hamiltonian. The magnetic texture presents a new length-scale related to its size Ls. The construction
now requires a gradient expansion which introduces an additional constraint that the width is smaller than Ls. The
Hamiltonian thus obtained is a function of phase-space variables ξ = (x, y, kx, ky) :

H(ξ) =
~2k2

2m
+ d(ξ) · σ, d(ξ) = aλ(k× ẑ)− Jm̂(r), E±(ξ) =

~2k2

2m
± |d(ξ)| (A1)

and hosts six types of Berry curvatures, each corresponding to a plane in the 4D phase space

Ω±α,β(ξ) = ±1

2
d̂(ξ) · (∂αd̂(ξ)× ∂βd̂(ξ)) (A2)

where ± label the two bands. The curvatures introduce non-trivial Poisson bracket relations between the phase space
variables that lead to corrections in the equations of motion and the invariant measure. Both these quantities are
captured by the completely anti-symmetric matrix [Γ(ξ)]α,β = Ωα,β(ξ) − [iσy ⊗ 1]α,β as defined in the main text.
Here we explicitly write the expression for completeness:

~




ẋ
ẏ

k̇x
k̇y


 =

1√
det[Γ(ξ)]







0 Ωkx,ky −Ωy,ky Ωy,kx
−Ωkx,ky 0 Ωx,ky −Ωx,kx

Ωy,ky −Ωx,ky 0 Ωx,y
−Ωy,kx −Ωx,kx −Ωx,y 0


−




0 0 −1 0
0 0 0 −1
1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0










∂xẼ(ξ)

∂yẼ(ξ) + eE

∂kx Ẽ(ξ)

∂ky Ẽ(ξ)


 (A3)

dVξ =
d2rd2k

(2π)2V

√
det[Γ(ξ)] (A4)

There is one additional change in the equations. The non-trivial spatial and momentum variation in the eigenfunc-

tion of the semi-classical Bloch Hamiltonian |u(ξ)〉 leads to a shift in the energy Ẽ(ξ) = E(ξ) + δE(ξ) with

δE(ξ) = −
∑

i=x,y

Im

[(
∂ri〈u(ξ)|

)
(E(ξ)−H(ξ))

(
∂ki |u(ξ)〉

)]
. (A5)

We can ignore δE(ξ) in our calculation because it scales as (λ/EF )(a/Ls) and thus leads to higher order corrections
to the Hall effect not considered here.

The matrix representation in eq. (A3) contains all contributions of the curvatures. In particular, the anomalous
velocity can be extracted from the electric field dependent part of the velocity in +x direction

ẋ(D)(ξ) =
e

~
Ωkx,ky (ξ)√

det[Γ(ξ)]
E. (A6)

The determinant factor in the denominator may seem unfamiliar but is absolutely crucial for calculating the correct
intrinsic anomalous Hall response. There is a complete cancellation of the phase-space measure factors in the Hall
current so that the anomalous Hall conductivity only depends on the momentum-space Berry curvature:

jx = e

∫
d2rd2k

(2π)2V

√
det[Γ(ξ)] ẋ(D)(ξ) f0(ξ) =

(
e2

~

∫
d2rd2k

(2π)2V
Ωkx,ky (ξ) f0(ξ)

)
E (A7)

The quantity within brackets is σAHE
xy . Even though the expression contains only the momentum-space Berry curvature

Ωkx,ky (ξ), we must keep in mind that Ωkx,ky (ξ) is a function of momentum and real space and the two integrals are
not separable:

σAHE
xy = −

∑

l=±

l
e2

~

∫
d2r d2k

(2π)2V

[
a2λ2Jmz(r)

2|d(ξ)|

]
f0[El(ξ)]. (A8)
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Since there is already an explicit λ2 and λ/EF is a small parameter, we can set λ = 0 in the rest of the expression to
find the leading contribution. The spatial dependence in the semi-classical eigenenergies drops out when λ = 0, that
is (El(ξ;λ = 0) = El(k)) and the spatial and momentum integrals become separable

σAHE
xy ≈ −

∑

l=±

l
e2a2

2~

(
λ

J

)2(∫
d2r

V
mz(r)

)(∫
d2k

(2π)2
f0[El(k)]

)
. (A9)

We thus find that the intrinsic contribution only probes the net out-of-plane magnetization even for spatially varying
textures.

Appendix B: Solution to the Boltzmann Equation

Focussing on contributions that come from electric field induced perturbations to the distribution function, we write
the full distribution function in the presence of electric field as f = f0 + g where g is linear order in the field. We
then use the relaxation time approximation to write the Boltzmann equation as

ξ̇ ·∇ξ

(
f0(ξ) + g(ξ)

)
= −g(ξ)

τ
. (B1)

We write ξ̇ = ξ̇
(I)

+ ξ̇
(D)

where I and D refer to electric field dependent and independent components to find an
equation for g(ξ)

(
1 + τ ξ̇

(I) ·∇ξ

)
g(ξ) = −τ ξ̇

(D) ·∇ξf
0[E(ξ)]. (B2)

The differential operator on the left has a particular scaling. With g(ξ) = g[E(ξ)], we can infer that τ ξ̇
(I) ·∇ξE ∼

(`/Ls)(a/Ls). Now since a� `� Ls, both these ratios are small and hence, we can invert the operator to find

g(ξ) = −τ
(

1− τ ξ̇(I) ·∇ξ

)
ξ̇

(D) ·∇ξf
0[E(ξ)] = g(1)(ξ) + g(2)(ξ) (B3)

where the superscripts label the order in τ . The first order term g(1)(ξ) does not result in any Hall conductivity.
While we find that at the end of a long calculation, we can use time-reversal (TR) symmetry to understand why it
vanishes. Onsager’s reciprocity relation forces Hall conductivity to be odd under TR. The conductivity arising from
g(1)(ξ) doesn’t have this property:

σxy ∼
e

V

∫
d2rd2k

(2π)2

√
det[Γ(ξ)]︸ ︷︷ ︸
TR even

ẋ(ξ)︸︷︷︸
TR odd

(
− τ ξ̇

(D)

︸︷︷︸
TR odd

·∇ξf
0[E(ξ)]︸ ︷︷ ︸

TR even

)
. (B4)

It is clearly even under time-reversal and hence must vanish. The contributions from g(2)(ξ) survive this argument.
The calculation for Hall conductivity involves combining the distribution function with velocity and the appropriate

phase space volume factor. The algebra is tedious but there are a few simplifying factors. Products and derivatives
of the curvatures can be excluded as they are all higher order in (a/Ls). There will still be many terms and hence we
need to introduce a classification scheme for bookkeeping

m∏

i=1

n∏

j=1

∂ki∂rj (·) −→ (m,n). (B5)

Here (m,n) labels expressions that have m momentum derivatives and n spatial derivatives. These numbers count
both: derivatives with respect to the semi-classical energies and the implicit derivatives hidden inside the curvatures.

With these labels, the Hall conductivity is

σxy ∼
∫

d2rd2k

(2π)2V
Phase space volume
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(0,0)+(1,1)

× Velocity
︸ ︷︷ ︸
(1,0)+(2,1)

× ξ̇
(I) ·∇ξ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
(1,1)+(2,2)

×
(
ξ̇

(D) ·∇ξf
0[E(ξ)]

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
(1,0)+(2,1)

. (B6)

The first tuple indexes derivatives acting on the semi-classical eigenenergies, while the second tuple indexes derivatives
deriving from the Berry curvatures. Since we are focussing on contributions that involve at most one curvature, there
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are only two broad categories: no curvature (3, 1) and one curvature (4, 2). The number of terms inside each category
is still quite large.

We now turn to energy scaling relations and take advantage of the fact that λ/EF is a small parameter. To the
leading order, we find that ∂kxE ∼ λ0, Ωx,y ∼ λ0, ∂xE ∼ λ, , Ωx,ky ∼ λ and Ωkx,ky ∼ λ2. We are now ready to
calculate the contributions order by order in λ/EF and a/Ls:

• Zeroth order in λ/EF

The equations of motion are quite simple since all spatial derivatives vanish. There are no (3, 1) terms and the
only non-zero (4, 2) term has both spatial derivatives coming from the real-space Berry curvature. The resulting
contribution is the Topological Hall response σTHE

xy . Simplifying eq. (13) we find

σTHE
xy = −e

2τ2

~3
nsk

2h2

m





π~n
m

, for 0 < n <
mJ

π~
J, for

mJ

π~
< n

(B7)

where n is the electron density. Hence as J/EF is tuned, σxy crosses over from a linear in J regime to a
saturating value that is independent of J but increases with density. Here nsk is the skyrmion density

nsk =
1

V

∫
d2r

4π
m̂(r) · (∂xm̂(r)× ∂ym̂(r)) (B8)

For small densities n <
mJ

π~
this can be written as

σTHE
xy =

neτ

m

(
τeBeff

m

)
(B9)

with eBeff = −2πnsk acting like an effective magnetic field induced by the pressence of the spatially dispersive
magnetic texture.

• First order in λ/EF

There are both (3, 1) and (4, 2) type of contributions. We leave (3, 1) to the next section since it has a rather
interesting origin, and focus on (4, 2), which has two possible origins.

The first involves Ωx,y multiplied with four momentum derivatives of energies. We will now show that the
resultant Hall conductivity is even in λ and hence is either zeroth order (discussed above) or second order (can
be ignored). It can be checked that the semi-classical eigenenergies and the real-space curvature satisfy the
relations

E(r,k, λ) = E(r,−k,−λ); Ωx,y(r,k, λ) = Ωx,y(r,−k,−λ). (B10)

As a result, the integrand in phase space will switch λ upon flipping the momentum k → −k. The resulting
Hall conductivity changes σ(λ) → σ(−λ) under the flip. However, since k is a dummy variable that is being
integrated over, Hall conductivity must satisfy σ(λ) = σ(−λ) and is hence even in λ. There cannot be any first
order corrections.

The other possibility both involves mixed curvatures, which as we showed, are at least linear in λ/EF . Since
the overall type has to be (4, 2), the pre-factors that come with mixed curvature should be of the type (3, 1).
That is, there will be an additional spatial derivative in the full expression. It can either come from a different
mixed curvature piece or from a first order spatial derivative of the semi-classical eigenenergies. It is easy to see
that both these situations lead to second order contributions.

In sum, the only linear order contribution in SOC is of type (3, 1). It is the subject of the next section.

Appendix C: Hall conductivity independent of Curvatures

There are many simplifications when the curvatures are absent. We therefore find it instructive to present the
full derivation, starting from the fact that the semi-classical energy is a function of both real space and momentum,
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E(r,k). The derivation also appeals to the generality of the result and that it may apply to systems beyond the model
Hamiltonian that we have considered in this paper.

With external Electric field, E, the dynamics of the wave-packet is governed by the equations :

(
ṙ

k̇

)
=

(
0 1

−1 0

)(
∇rE/~ + eE/~

∇kE/~

)
. (C1)

that lead to the following second-order shift in the distribution function

g(2)(ξ) = −eτ
2

~2

(
∂f0

∂E

)[
∇kE ·∇r −∇rE ·∇k

]
E ·∇kE (C2)

and a Hall conductivity

σαβ =
e2τ2

~3

1

V

∫
d2r d2q

(2π)2

(
∂f0

∂E

)
(∂kαE)

[
∇kE ·∇r −∇rE ·∇k

]
(∂kβE). (C3)

where we have suppressed the sum over the band index for brevity.
It is not obvious from the expression, as it stands, to see that the anti-symmetric response, σxy − σyx, is finite.

Therefore, we next use integration by parts to rewrite the tensor as

σαβ = −e
2τ2

~3

1

V

∫
dr dq f0[E ]

[
∇k∂kαE ·∇r −∇r∂kαE ·∇k

]
(∂kβE) + Sαβ (C4)

where S is a symmetric tensor, Sαβ = Sβα, and the integrand is explicitly anti-symmetric

[
∇k∂kαE ·∇r −∇r∂kαE ·∇k

]
(∂kβE) = ∇k∂kαE ·∇r∂kβE −∇r∂kαE ·∇k∂kβE . (C5)

Thus, the net anti-symmetric part can survive.
Back to our model Hamiltonian, we see that this effect cannot be described as an anomalous or topological Hall

response. It survives in the absence of both Berry curvatures. As we will show now, its origin lies in vorticity of the
local electronic velocity field. We expand the integrand

∂2
kxE∂x,kyE + ∂kx,kyE∂y,kyE − ∂x,kxE∂kx,kyE − ∂y,kxE∂2

kyE (C6)

and use the fact that ∂kα,kβE = δα,β ~2/m +O(λ2) to ignore the middle two terms when λ/EF is small. The other
two terms to first order can be written as

~2

m

(
∂x,kyE − ∂y,kxE

)
=

~2

m
(z ·∇r × (∇kE)) =

~3

m
(z ·∇r × v(r)) . (C7)

An intuitive picture behind ordinary Hall effect is that electrons undertake cyclotron orbits under the action of the
magnetic field. This results in electron velocity field forming vortices. This contribution, on the other hand, doesn’t
require an external magnetic field and instead uses the underlying magnetic texture to mimic vortices. The explicit
connection to the texture is

∂x,kyE± − ∂y,kxE± = ∓aλ (∂xmx + ∂ymy) = ∓aλ∇ · m̂(r) (C8)

which has been reported elsewhere in the literature [28, 30, 31, 34] as a correction to the effective magnetic field in
the presence of SOC. The resulting Hall conductivity for small densities n < mJ/π~ is

δσxy = −ne
2τ

m

(
τλa

~

∫
d2r

V

∇r · m̂(r)

2

)
. (C9)

and can be interpreted as arrising from an effective magnetic field ∼ λ∇r · m̂(r). Lastly, we note that this integral
is a boundary term. Therefore unless there are singular features in the semi-classical velocity, the integral has to
vanish. That being said the general result in eq. (C3) may still be finite for systems with alternative kinetic dispersion
relations E(ξ).
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FIG. A1. Hall conductivity from exact diagonalization for a skyrmion crystal with (a) triangle and (b) square lattice with
strong coupling J/t = 10. The first panel shows the bands for a skyrmion unit cell with Ls/a = 6. The skyrmion potential
causes band folding between momentum eigenstates. The number of bands increases on increasing the lattice resolution of the
skyrmion, as seen in the second panel with Ls/a = 14. The resulting DoS and Hall conductivity are shown in the last two
panels.

Appendix D: Kubo Formula Calculation

While the semi-classical calculation produces intuitive results, the algebra is only controlled when λ/EF , (a/Ls),
and `/Ls are small parameters. In this section, we will discuss the opposite limit with a, Ls � ` =∞. We use a tight
binding model with magnetic unit cell area ∼ (Ls/a)2 and calculate the Hall conductance using the TKNN Kubo
formula. The results of the calculation are exact and contain information deriving from all the types of contributions
to the Hall effect. Guided by the semi-classical calculation here we discuss certain limiting cases.

We consider a tight-binding version of the continuum model

H = −t
∑

〈i,j〉,σ

c†iσcjσ − iλ
∑

〈i,j〉,σ,σ′

c†iσ [rij × z · σ]σσ′ cjσ′ − J
∑

i,σ,σ′

c†iσ [m̂i · σ]σσ′ ciσ′ (D1)

where the vector field m̂i models a discrete version of a skyrmion

mi =




sin (2πi · a1)
sin (2πi · a2)

cos (2πi · a1) + cos (2πi · a2) + 1


 , m̂i =

mi√
mi ·mi

(D2)

with winding number +1. Here a1 and a2 are the lattice vectors for the skyrmion lattice and i labels a position inside
the skyrmion unit cell. The corresponding magnetic Brillouin Zone (MBZ) is spanned by vectors b1 and b2 that
satisfy ai · bj = 2πδi,j . These vectors permit a momentum representation

ckσ =
1√
Nuc

∑

k∈MBZ

eik·iciσ (D3)

with k taken from a Nk ×Nk BZ mesh. The Bloch Hamiltonian which is then diagonalized to find the energies and
wavefunctions

H(k)|un,k〉 = εn(k)|un,k〉. (D4)

The wave-functions lead to the Berry curvature

Ωn(k) = −2Im〈∂kxun,k|∂kyun,k〉 (D5)

that is then combined with the TKNN formula to calculate the Hall conductivity

σxy = −e
2

~
1

V

∫

MBZ

d2k

(2π)2

Nb∑

n=1

Ωn(k) Θ(µ− εn(k)). (D6)
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Finally, we replace the integral by a discrete sum

1

V

∫

MBZ

d2k

(2π)2
−→ 1

VN2
k

∑

k∈MBZ

. (D7)

where V = |a1 × a2| is the area of the unit cell. We chose the normalization so that the density of electrons per unit
cell

n =
1

N2
sN

2
k

∑

n,k∈MBZ

Θ(µ− εn(k)). (D8)

goes from 0 (empty) to 2 (filled) as the chemical potential µ is varied across the spectrum (see Fig. A1).
The resolution of the skyrmion within the unit cell is controlled by Ns = Ls/a. Larger Ns lead to a better real-space

mesh but also give rise to a larger Bloch Hamiltonian with 2N2
s bands. The bottleneck in our code is the matrix

diagonalization step whose complexity is O(n3) where n = N2
s is the size of the matrix. Since this step has to be

repeated N2
k times, the overall complexity is O(N2

kN
6
s ) and hence the continuum limit (Ns → ∞ is more difficult

than thermodynamic limit Nk → ∞. We find that Nk → ∞ and Ns → ∞ limits can be different, especially for the
vorticity correction term which is sensitive to Ns.
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