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Abstract

Since the 1950s, topological solitons have been used to describe elementary particles[1-3] and
particle-like field configurations that appear in systems ranging from subatomic to cosmological
scales[3-6]. Particles are topologically protected, for which transitions to states with different
topological charges are restricted. However, formation and annihilation of solitons are universal in
almost all branches of physics[7-16], which implies that topological protection collapses at certain
condition unrevealed[17, 18]. Here, we show that solitons can be regarded as emergent elastic
objects with spatially dependent stiffness, and a second-order topological phase transition initiates
at its “softened” points, i.e., points with a vanishing eigenvalue of the “emergent stiffness
matrix’[19]. For example, the kink-antikink solution of the sine-Gordon model[3, 4, 20] and the
single-particle Kosterlitz-Thouless phase transition of an isolated magnetic skyrmion[21, 22] with
fixed modulus are both second-order topological phase transitions, with softened points at the center
and at the exterior boundary, respectively. Annihilation of an isolated skyrmion with changeable
modulus at high magnetic field is a first-order topological phase transition initiated at the center
with a sharply decreased yet not softened emergent stiffness. We anticipate our model to be a starting

point for a general study of topological stability of solitons in all field theories.

Main

Solitons are a special type of spatially dependent field solution. According to the general theory of
emergent elasticity and topological stability[19], we propose the following topological stability
criterion for solitons:

The local stability of a static soliton solution is guaranteed by the positiveness of a matrix CQ at
every space point the soliton occupies, where the components of CQ are functions of space. Local

destabilization of a soliton (for a topological soliton, variation of the topological charge) is initiated
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when at least one of the eigenvalues of CQ approaches zero at a point (or points) of the soliton,
and the related eigenvector determines the destruction mode. When the free energy density or
potential energy density is related to gradients of the state variables, CQ is the domain emergent
elastic stiffness matrix, whereas when the free energy density or potential energy density is unrelated
to gradients of the state variables, CQ is the domain emergent displacement stiffness matrix.

The extension of this topological stability criterion to dynamical soliton solutions requires further
investigation, although we will provide a dynamical case in this work where it is applicable.
Nevertheless, the “softened” points of a soliton where at least one of the eigenvalues of C2
approaches zero is important concerning the pattern evolution of the soliton over time. In the
language of emergent elasticity, a soliton is considered an infinite number of “unit elementary
volumes” connected by springs with spatially dependent stiffness, and the presence of “softened”
points leads to localized modes, whose wave pattern is localized around the “softened” points, as
illustrated in the lattice dynamics of crystals with a defect[23, 24]. This means that soliton pattern
evolution will most significantly occur around the “softened” points when these localized modes
are excited.

To show how this criterion works, we study the emergent elasticity of some 1D soliton solutions of
the sine-Gordon model and isolated skyrmion solutions of the magnetization field in helimagnets
and further analyze the topological stability of these solutions under various thermodynamic
parameters. The general procedure is as follows: (a) find the expression of the free energy density
or the potential energy density of the problem; (b) find the analytical or numerical soliton solution
and its variation with the parameter of interest; (c) determine the analytical form of the matrix C®
from the free energy density or the potential energy density, and by using the soliton solution given
in step (b), obtain the distribution of C? in space and its variation with the parameter of interest;
and (d) calculate the eigenvalues of CQ, find the critical condition for topological stability at which
one of the eigenvalues of C? vanishes, and determine the critical parameter and the critical spatial
point at which the eigenvalues of CQ vanish and the corresponding eigenvector, which shows the

destruction mode.

Stability of the two-kink solutions of the sine-Gordon model

Consider the two-kink solutions
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In Egs. (3, 4), all related parameters are set to unity for simplicity. Eq. (3) describes the elastic
collision of two kinks with a repulsive interaction (Fig. 1(a)), while Eq. (4) describes the elastic
collision of a kink-antikink pair with an attractive interaction (Fig. 2(a)). For these two 1D soliton
solutions, only one effective emergent stiffness coefficient exists according to the general theory of
emergent elasticity and topological stability[19]:

ce=y?, (6)
which represents both the domain and range emergent stiffness coefficients[19]. For the two

solutions given in Egs. (3, 4), we have
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Fig. 1(b) and Fig. 2(b) show the distributions of C®! and C®? at different times. In the kink-kink
collision described by Eq. (3), the emergent stiffness at the collision point C¢*(x = 0,¢) gradually
increases as the two kinks approach each other and finally reaches its maximum at t = 0 when the
two kinks collide (Fig. 1(b)). This phenomenon resembles the collision of two elastic balls, which
squeeze and stabilize each other after contact and harden the contact area.

In the kink-antikink collision described by Eq. (4), the kink and antikink scatter elastically and
annihilate at t = 0 (Fig. 1(a)). Interestingly, according to Eq. (8), C®?(x = 0,t) =0 for all t
(Fig. 2(b)), forming a topological instability point for both the kink and antikink. Regarding t asa
parameter, we can describe the kink-antikink collision process by a topological phase transition,
which is initiated at the contact point as well as the topological instability point x = 0. To see this,

we calculate the topological charge of the left half-space

Ny, = %f_ow sy'dx = %sz(x =0) = %tan'l(sinh t), 9)



which, at t < 0, represents the topological charge of the antikink occupying the left half-space. As
shown in Fig. 2(c), this topological charge is not conserved and continuously varies with time. At
t =0, Ny, reaches zero and increases as t increases, which means that the kink and the antikink

have moved pass each other at t = 0, and for t > 0, the kink occupies the left half-space.

Stability of an isolated skyrmion in chiral magnets under an applied magnetic field

We then consider the three-dimensional magnetization vector field in B20 chiral magnets at low
temperatures, which permits a static soliton solution called an isolated magnetic skyrmion of the
Bloch type[21, 22] (Fig. 3(a)). The potential energy density of the system is given in a rescaled
form[25] as

6 =3, () ~2b-m+m-(vxm) (10)

where the vector field m denotes the magnetization, whose length is restricted to be 1 in this model.
b denotes the external magnetic field vector, and we assume here that b = [0,0,b]7. The
functional given in Eq. (10) can also be applied to describe skyrmions in liquid crystals[26]. We
describe the problem in cylindrical coordinates x = [pcos@, psing, z]”, and the isolated skyrmion
solution takes the form

m = [—sinf(p)sing, sinf(p)cose, cosd]T, (11)
where 6(p) is to be numerically determined through minimization of [ ¢ dV with the boundary
conditions 6(0) =m and 6(R) = 0. In Fig. 3(c), the profile of 8(p) solved at different values of
b is shown. An isolated skyrmion is a two-dimensional symmetrical structure of magnetization with
radius R, whose dependence on b is shown in Fig. 3(b). According to the theory of emergent
elasticity and topological stability for 3D vector fields (see Methods for details), the emergent

stiffness matrix for the isolated skyrmion solution given in Eq. (11) can be diagonalized in polar
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coordinates, and we have four diagonal elements: (g, = 20'%(p), Cop = 2smp—2(p)’ Cy, =
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2 (H'Z(p) +Sin;#), and C%3 = + 26'2(p). The positive definiteness of these four
coefficients at every spatial point occupied by an isolated skyrmion guarantees its topological
stability. In contrast, when any one of these four parameters vanishes at any spatial point, the
topological stability of an isolated skyrmion is broken, and the corresponding deformation modes

are as follows: Cg, and Cg, correspond to emergent elongation in the p and ¢ directions,



respectively, in the p — ¢ plane, Cy), corresponds to emergent shearing in the p — ¢ plane, and
C®3 corresponds to emergent rotation in the p — ¢ plane. The distribution of these four emergent
stiffness coefficients as functions of p at different values of b are plotted in Fig. 3(d-g).

Due to the external boundary condition 6(R) = 0, we always have Cg,(p = R) = 0, which means
that an isolated skyrmion is intrinsically topologically unstable with respect to any disturbance that
breaks the axial symmetry at p = R. In contrast, the topological stability of a skyrmion with respect
to an axially symmetric disturbance (e.g., a change in a homogeneous magnetic field b along the
z axis) is determined by Cgj,. A well-known fact is that as b increases to some critical value b,
R approaches infinity[21] (Fig. 3(b)), characterizing a transition from a localized state to a state
that occupies the whole space. As shown in Fig. 3(b), this transition is induced by softening of
C5po(p = R) at R — oo. This phenomenon can be regarded as the single particle version of the
Kosterlitz-Thouless phase transition[4-5], so we call it a single-particle Kosterlitz-Thouless (SPKT)
phase transition. It is a topological phase transition because the form of the solution does not change

or become unstable, but we can find an appropriate order parameter: the averaged topological

density p; = leﬂ fm- (mx X my)dS . For finite R, p; is a finite real number, and for R — oo,

p: — 0. Nevertheless, this transition does not change the topological charge of the whole space
because Cj, only approaches zero at R — o, so for any spatial point that can be defined, Cg, is
still positive.

Eq. (10) describes a magnetization field with fixed modulus, i.e., the length of m defined in Eq.
(11) is always 1. For such a model, we find that the SPKT phase transition is the only transition that
exists by increasing b. This means that regardless of how strong the magnetic field we apply is, the
isolated skyrmion will not annihilate. To study annihilation of an isolated skyrmion, we have to
consider a magnetization field with changeable modulus, which is usually described by the

following rescaled potential energy density:
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where T is the rescaled temperature. For such a model, Eq. (11) changes to
m = m(p)[—sind(p)sing, sinf(p)cos, cosd]’, (13)

and similarly, we have four diagonal elements of the emergent stiffness matrix: Cj, =
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4m?(p) , where the eigenvectors of C§ and Cf are shown in the Methods section. Here,

the parameter of interest is the homogeneous magnetic field b applied along the z axis, which
corresponds to axially symmetric loading, and the only effective emergent stiffness coefficient is
Cs,- For the solution of the isolated skyrmion determined for this model, two first-order phase
transitions occur as the magnetic field increases from zero: as shown in Fig. 4(f), the SPKT phase
transition occurs at approximately bg = 1.11, and the annihilation phase transition occurs at
approximately b, = 1.365, where the isolated skyrmion annihilates itself and the resulting state is
the ferromagnetic phase. The phenomenon of the SPKT phase transition resembles that of the
isolated skyrmion given by Eq. (11): around bg, 8(p) changes smoothly near p = R (Fig. 4(a)),
and Cg,(p = R) gradually approaches zero (red curve in Fig. 4(f)). However, further analysis
shows that this is a first-order phase transition. In Fig. 4(d), we show the curves of free energy
density ¢ minimized at different values of radius R at different values of b. The circular blue
dots mark the equilibrium values of R for different b (R increases with b), and at by = 1.11, a
local maximum point marked by a blue star appears in the ¢(R) curve. For R larger than the
marked blue star, ¢(R) decreases with R until infinity; i.e., when b reaches 1.11, the
equilibrium value of R jumps from approximately 4.8 to infinity, indicating a first-order phase
transition.

The first-order character of the annihilation phase transition is more obvious. Near b,, we see that
Cyp decreases at p = 0, but not to zero (black curve in Fig. 4(f)). Since C5,(p = 0) = 2m?(p =
0)8'2(p = 0), we further calculate the distributions of m(p) (Fig. 4(b)) and 6'(p) (Fig. 4(c)) at
different b and find that near b,, m(p) drastically drops at p = 0, which is the dominant reason
for the annihilation of the skyrmion. In contrast, |6'(p)| drastically increases around b, at p =
0, which smooths the softening of C7,(p = 0). Nevertheless, the sudden drop in C5,(p = 0) near
b, still provides a signal for the occurrence of the annihilation phase transition, showing that the
analysis of emergent elasticity provides an effective sign for the first-order topological phase
transition. The annihilation phase transition is a more severe phase transition than the SPKT phase
transition in the following two senses: (a) the topological charge of the solution before and after the
annihilation phase transition is 1 and 0, while the topological charge is conserved during the SPKT

phase transition; (b) after the annihilation phase transition, the solution of the magnetization field



changes from nontrivial to trivial, while the solution maintains its form during the SPKT phase
transition. We show in a subsequent work that by incorporating the effect of mechanical torsion, the
annihilation phase transition of an isolated skyrmion in a nanodisk can be tuned from a first-order

phase transition to a second-order phase transition[27].

Outlook

The concept of topology provides a way to categorize solitons and further qualitatively explain
particle stability by topological protection. However, the topological property of a soliton will
change at some critical conditions, which is determined by the internal structure of a soliton, or
more specifically, by the emergent stiffness at the “softened” points of a soliton. This cannot be
revealed by calculating any global topological quantity, such as the topological charge. The stability
criterion established is to be further applied to other classical soliton models and their quantum
mechanical counterparts. In terms of the stability criterion itself, an important extension to be further

developed is its dynamical version.

Methods

Emergent elasticity and topological stability of a vector field in 3D space

For an arbitrary vector solution p(x) = p(x) with three components in 3D space, a general form
of critical condition of topological stability can be derived following our previous work[hu] and is
presented as follow. For ¢ = ¢(X,p;,pj ), we do the following replacements concerning domain
emergent elasticity: p;(X) = (X —u(x)) , Pjr(X) = Pji(x —u(X)) (6 — uip) = Pji(x —

u(x) (G — (€ik + € @) , and obtain ¢y = (X, Pi(X — (X)), Pj,i (X — u(x)) (S — (eix +

1 . . . .
€i1®))) , where & =5(ui,k +uy,;) is the domain emergent elastic strains and €;,w; =

1 . . . ..
> (Ui — ug,i), with w; the emergent rotational angle and €;;,; are components of the Levi-Civita

tensor according to relevant definition in solid mechanics. In 3D space, we can define the following
domain emergent elastic deformation vector
e=[€11 €2 €3 &3 &3 &2 W1 Wy w3 (14)

and the domain emergent elastic stiffness matrix C? is derived by
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The critical condition of topological stability in this case is at some point or points in space, at
least one of the eigenvalues of C% drop to zero. According to our previous study[hu], in this case
the range emergent elastic stiffness matrix is equivalent to C%, so that C# can be referred to as the
emergent elastic stiffness matrix.
For ¢ = ¢(x,p;), we do the following replacements concerning domain emergent elasticity:
pi(X) = P;(x —u(x)), and obtain ¢, = p(X,P;(x — u(x))), the state variable here is the
emergent displacement vector

u=[u u; uz]’, (16)
and the the domain emergent displacement stiffness matrix C" is derived by
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The critical condition of topological stability in this case is at some point or points in space, at
least one of the eigenvalues of C% drop to zero. For range emergent elasticity of this case, a
condition similar to that of the second order variation of ¢ with respectto p; can be obtained, so
that C" can be referred to as the emergent displacement stiffness matrix.
Now we apply the general formula above to study the isolated magnetic skyrmion. The free
energy density is given by eq. (10) (or eq. (12)), which corresponds to the case ¢ = ¢p(m;, m; ),
and the soliton solution is given by eq. (11) (or eq. (13)), which takes the form m = m(p) =
m(\/m). Since this is a 2D solution, eq. (14) reduces to

e=[&11 €2 €12 w3]T. (18)
And for the free energy density given by eq. (10) (or eq. (12)), to obtain the expression of ¢, we
do the following replacements: m; 1 = (1 — &11)my 1 — (€12 — W3)My 3, My, > — (€15 +
w3)My g + (1= €2)My2,My1 = (1 — €11)My 1 — (€12 — W3)My 5, My = —(€12 + W3)My 1 +
(1 —&22)myp,m3q1 = (1 —€11)M3; — (€12 — W3)M3 3, M3, = — (€12 + wW3)Mz; + (1 -
£22)M3 5, and from eq. (15) the expressions of the emergent elastic stiffness matrix C* can be
derived in the Cartesian coordinates. Since the solution of isolated magnetic skyrmion in this case
is axially symmetric, it is more convenient to study its emergent elastic stiffness in polar
coordinates. To achieve this, we recall the following coordinate transformation relation:

€ = Kg, (19)
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The emergent elastic stiffness matrix presented in polar coordinates can be derived as
Ct = KTC!K. (22)
When ¢ is given by eq. (10), we have after manipulation
Cyp O 0 0
e
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where C§, = 20"%(p), Co, = SmT(m, Gy, =2 (9 2(p) + Smpz(p)), and C% = Smp—z(m +
260'%(p). Since C? is already diagonal, Csps Cop» Cyy and C®3 are four eigenvalues of ce

and the corresponding eigenvectorsare [1 0 0 0]", [0 1 0 0], [0 0 1 0]7,and

[0 0 0 1]7,respectively.

When ¢ is given by eq. (12), the four eigenvalues of C% are CZ, = 2[m'%(p) + m?(p)6"*(p)],
om? inZ @ , , in20

Cop = ZEZ00) ¢ = 4fm?(p) +m2(p)0"2(p)], and CF = 4m?(p) ™2, and the

corresponding eigenvectorsare [1 0 0 0]7, [0 1 0 o]", [0 0 1 1]7,and

[0 0 —1 1]7, respectively.
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Figure 1. (a) Field pattern and (b) emergent stiffness C®! of the kink-kink collision solution of the
sine-Gordon model at different values of t.
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Figure 2. (a) Field pattern and (b) emergent stiffness C¢? of the kink-antikink collision solution of
the sine-Gordon model at different values of t. (c) Variation in the topological charge of the left

half-space with t.
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Figure 3. (a) Illustration of the field pattern of a Bloch-type isolated magnetic skyrmion. (b)
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Variation in the minimized free energy density ¢ with the radius of an isolated skyrmion R
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the ¢ — R curve calculated at b = 1.11, and ¢ decreases with R after this point such that the
equilibrium R approaches infinity at b = 1.11. (f) Variation in C5,(p = 0) and Cg,(p = R)
with the applied magnetic field b.



