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Topological magnetic defects in multiferroic materials acquire an electric charge or dipole moment due to the inverse

Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya mechanism. This magnetoelectric coupling makes possible to excite large-amplitude collective

motion of topological magnetic textures with an oscillating electric field. Here, I discuss electric excitation of a polar

optical mode in a vortex-antivortex crystal and the electrically-induced spin precession in a magnetic skyrmion, which

gives rise to rotation of skyrmions around each other and a translational motion of skyrmion-antiskyrmion pairs. The

electric manipulation of magnetic topological defects in Mott insulators can find applications in magnetoelectric memory

and logical devices.

1. Introduction

Non-collinear magnetism gives rise to many interesting

phenomena, such as the topological Hall effect,1–3) multifer-

roicity,4–7) and electromagnons.8–10) Igor Dzyaloshinskii un-

derstood the relation between non-collinear magnetism and

broken inversion symmetry of the crystal lattice.11) He noted

that non-centrosymmetric magnets allow for the so-called Lif-

shitz invariants in their free energy, Mi

←→
∂ j Mk = Mi∂ jMk −

Mk∂ jMi, where M is the magnetization vector and the spatial

indices i, j, k depend on crystal symmetry. Toru Moriya ex-

plained the microscopic mechanism behind these invariants:

the spin-orbit coupling gives rise to electron hopping with

spin-flip, which leads to effective interactions proportional to

the vector product of spins, favoring non-collinear magnetic

states.12) These Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interactions (DMI) in-

volve relativistic effects that are relatively weak in compounds

with magnetic 3d transition metal ions. They explain the ori-

gin of long-wavelength spirals found in non-centrosymmetric

magnets.

Bogdanov and co-workers showed that DMI can stabi-

lize more complex spin textures with non-trivial topology,

such as skyrmions and antiskyrmions.13, 14) The observation

of skyrmion crystal in MnSi with a non-centrosymmetric cu-

bic lattce15, 16) opened a new research field - skyrmionics, for

studying skyrmions in bulk and multilayer materials, in par-

ticular, their dynamics resulting from interactions with elec-

trons and magnons, with the aim to use topological magnetic

defects for storage and processing of information.17–19)

Non-collinear spiral states can also be found in centrosym-

metric magnets, where they emerge as a compromise be-

tween competing Heisenberg exchange interactions.20, 21) Re-

cent theoretical studies showed that frustrated magnets can

host skyrmion crystals and other multiply-periodic states, as

well as metastable isolated skyrmions and merons.22–25) Non-

collinear magnetism can also originate from the spin-density-
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wave instability of the electron Fermi surface and long-ranged

interactions mediated by itinerant electrons in magnetic con-

ductors.26–30) Crystals of nanosized skyrmions resulting in gi-

ant Topological Hall and Nernst effects have recently been

observed in a number of intermetallic compounds with hexag-

onal and tetragonal crystal lattices.31–33) The itinerant mag-

net, SrFeO3, with a centrosymmetric cubic perovskite lattice,

shows magnetic states with several coexisting spin spirals,

one of which was identified with a three-dimensional crystal

of magnetic hedgehogs and antihedgehogs.34) In contrast to

chiral magnets, the direction of spin rotation in spiral states of

centrosymmetric magnets is arbitrary, which allows for more

versatile spin textures and new collective degrees of freedom

of topological magnetic defects.

The choice of spin-rotation direction at the transition into

a spin-spiral state spontaneously breaks inversion symme-

try of a centrosymmetric magnet, allowing for an electric

polarization in the magnetically ordered state.35–38) Recent

studies of multiferroic materials led to discovery of a large

number of Mott insulators with competing exchange inter-

actions and electric polarization induced by a spin-spiral

ordering.4–7) This phenomenon is often referred to as the

inverse Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya effect. Microscopically, the

magnetically-induced polarization originates from the sensi-

tivity of DMI to geometry of metal-ligand-metal bonds and,

in particular, to polar shifts of ions and a redistribution of

the electron density induced by a non-collinear spin ordering.

More generally, electric polarization can be induced by linear

electric-field dependence of all parameters in the spin Hamil-

tonian, e.g., Heisenberg exchange constants,39–41) magnetic

anisotropy42) and g-tensors.43) The coupling between spin and

charge degrees of freedom in Mott insulators allows for the

magnetic control of electric polarization and leads to many

unconventional phenomena, such as the giant magnetocapaci-

tance44) and excitation of magnons by the electric component

of light resulting in non-reciprocal optical phenomena.45, 46)

The magnetoelectric coupling induces an electric polarization
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at magnetic domain walls35) and an electric charge in the core

of a magnetic vortex.38)

This paper written in memory of I. Dzyaloshinskii and

T. Moriya focuses on the interplay between topological and

magnetoelectric properties of spin textures and the result-

ing electrically-driven dynamics of topological magnetic de-

fects, such as skyrmions and merons, in multiferroic Mott in-

sulators. In Sect. 2 I discuss phenomenological description

of the magnetoelectric coupling originating from the inverse

Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya mechanism and the relation between

electric and topological charge densities of inhomogeneous

spin textures. An interesting consequence of this relation is

the ‘optical phonon mode’ excited by an oscillating electric

field in a vortex-antivortex crystal (see Sect. 3). In Sect. 4, I

discuss the vorticity and helicity dependence of the skyrmion

electric dipole moment, which makes possible to rotate spins

with an oscillating electric field. The coupling between the

skyrmion helicity and center-of-mass dynamics leads to ro-

tation of two skyrmions around each other (Sect. 5) and to a

translational motion of skyrmion-antiskyrmion pairs in an ap-

plied electric field (Sect. 6). Section 7 contains discussion and

summary.

2. Electric polarization and charge induced by a mag-

netic texture

The form of magnetoelectric coupling describing the elec-

tric polarization induced by an inhomogeneous magnetic tex-

ture depends on crystal symmetry. Consider a centrosymmet-

ric magnet with a three-fold, four-fold or six-fold symmetry

axis (z-axis), which allows for the energy term linear in the

electric field E,

Eme = −λ‖Ei

(

m j∂ jmi − mi∂ jm j

)

− λ⊥Ez

(

m j∂ jmz − mz∂ jm j

)

= −λ‖Eim j

←→
∂ j mi − λ⊥Ezm j

←→
∂ j mz, (1)

where the unit vector m(x, y) describes the magnetization di-

rection varying slowly in the xy-plane at the lattice constant

scale, i, j denote in-plane (x or y) directions with implied

summation over repeated indices, and λ‖/λ⊥ is the coupling

constant for the electric field parallel/perpendicular to the xy-

plane. This magnetoelectric coupling has the form of Lifshitz

invariant multiplied by an electric field component. It involves

two pairs of polar and axial vectors with the same indices and,

hence, is invariant under inversion, all vertical mirrors and ro-

tations around the z-axis through an arbitrary angle. This high

symmetry makes the magnetoelectric coupling Eq.(1) com-

patible with symmetries of trigonal, tetragonal and hexagonal

magnets. Other magnetoelectric coupling terms that might be

allowed by crystal symmetry are not considered here.

The in-plane electric polarization is given by

Pi = −
∂Eme

∂Ei

= λ‖m j

←→
∂ j mi. (2)

For a spiral with a wave vector Q parallel to the xy-plane

and spins rotating around the z-axis, m = (cosφ, sinφ, 0),

where φ = Q · x + φ0, the polarization is orthogonal to Q:

P = λ‖ [ẑ ×Q]. Similarly, a spiral with spins rotating in a

vertical plane induces an out-of-plane electric polarization, in

accordance with the inverse Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya or spin

current mechanism,36–38) which Eq.(1) describes phenomeno-

logically.

The density of electric charge induced by m(x, y) is

ρe = −∂iPi = 2λ‖ sin θ cos θ(∂xθ∂yφ − ∂yθ∂xφ). (3)

Comparing the last equation with the topological (skyrmion)

charge density (see e.g. Ref. 17),

ρsk =
1

4π
(m · ∂xm × ∂ym) =

1

4π
sin θ(∂xθ∂yφ − ∂yθ∂xφ), (4)

we find

ρe = 8πλ‖ρskmz. (5)

Note that the skyrmion charge density, which plays the role of

z-component of an effective magnetic field,1–3) is odd under

time reversal, whereas the charge density is even.

Next we consider a rotationally symmetric spin texture, e.g.

a vortex or skyrmion, with θ = θ(r) and φ = vϕ + χ, where

(r, ϕ) are the polar coordinates in the xy-plane, integer v is the

vorticity (winding number) and χ is the helicity angle.17) The

total skyrmion and electric charges of such a texture are given

by

Qsk =
v

2
(mz(0) − mz(∞)) , Qe = 2πλ‖v

(

m2
z (0) − m2

z (∞)
)

.

(6)

A skyrmion with mz(0) = −mz(∞) = ±1 and Qsk = vmz(0) has

zero electric charge. A meron with mz(0) = ±1, mz(∞) = 0

has topological charge Qsk =
v
2
mz(0) and electric charge

Qe = 2πλ‖v. (7)

A meron is a vortex with the vorticity v and a soft core: the

singularity at r = 0 is avoided by an out-of-plane orienta-

tion of m. Outside the core, magnetization lies in the xy-plane

and P = λ‖
[

ẑ × ∇φ
]

. The total electric charge can then be

expressed as an integral over a contour Γ around the vortex

core:

Qe = −
∮

Γ

dS · P = λ‖
∮

Γ

dx · ∇φ = 2πλ‖v, (8)

where dS is the surface element normal to the contour and dx

is the displacement along the contour. The electric charge is

contour-independent, since it is confined to the vortex core.

Charge conservation implies that the charge −Qe is pushed

to infinity (sample edges). Compact topological defects with

a finite energy, such as skyrmions, cannot pump the electric

charge to infinity and, hence, have zero total electric charge.

3. Electromagnon in vortex-antivortex crystal

Electrically charged cores make possible to move magnetic

vortices with an electric field. Consider a vortex-antivortex

crystal (see Fig. 1(a)) in a frustrated magnet on a square lattice
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Fig. 1. (Color online) (a) The vortex-antivortex crystal on a square spin

lattice with competing Heisenberg exchange interactions. The in-plane spin-

components are indicated by arrows; the out-of-plane spin component is

shown by contour plot. (b) The same crystal as in panel (a), but with the

contour plot showing the topological charge density. Both vortices and an-

tivortices are merons with topological charge Qsk = −1/2.

with the energy

E =
∑

〈n,m〉
Jnm(mn ·mm) −

K

2

∑

n

(mnz)
2. (9)

The three exchange constants in the first term describe the

ferromagnetic nearest-neighbor interaction, J1 = −1, antifer-

romagnetic next-nearest-neighbor interaction, J2 = 0.3, and

the weak third-nearest-neighbor interaction, J3 = 0.0975; the

second term with K = −0.05 is an easy-plane anisotropy. The

ground state state of the model for these parameters is ferro-

magnetic and the vortex-antivortex array is a metastable state

stabilized in the vicinity of Lifshitz point25) by the competi-

tion between frustrated exchange interactions, favoring mod-

ulated magnetic states, and magnetic anisotropy, favoring a

uniform ferromagnetic state.

In the vortex core, mz < 0, whereas in the antivortex core,

mz > 0 (see Fig. 1(a)), so that according to Eq.(6) both

vortices and antivortices are merons with topological charge

Qsk = −1/2. The distribution of topological charge density is

shown in Fig. 1(b).

We now add the coupling to electric field applied along the

x direction (see Eq.(1)):

Eme = λ‖Ex

∑

n

[

mn ×mn+y

]

z
, (10)

(n, n + y) being a pair of neighboring sites along the y-

direction. In the periodically varying electric field Ex(t) =

E0 cos(ωt), the vortices and antivortices begin to oscillate.

The vortex/antivortex center is defined as an interpolated po-

sition of a point where mz = −1/ + 1. Figure 2 shows the

time dependence of the displacements of vortices (solid line)

and antivortices (dotted line) obtained by numerical solution

of Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert (LLG) equation with the Gilbert

damping parameter α = 0.05. Interestingly, the amplitude of

shifts in the y-direction (panel (b)) is about three times larger

than that along the x-direction (panel (a)). In addition, vortices

and antivortices shift in opposite directions.

This peculiar dynamics can be understood from the fact

that vortices and antivortices have opposite electric charges

(see Eq.(6)) and, therefore, are pulled by the electric field in

opposite directions. Furthermore, the gyrotropic dynamics of

(anti)vortices implies that they move in the direction nearly

perpendicular to the force. Thus, the electromagnon mode ex-

cited by the electric field is, essentially, a polar phonon mode

in an ionic crystal, except that the electrically charged topo-

logical defects move in a strange direction.

4. Electrically induced spin rotation

In absence of an in-plane magnetic anisotropy, the

skyrmion energy is independent of its helicity angle χ, i.e.

helicity is a zero mode. An electric field applied along the z-

axis lifts this degeneracy making it possible to excite helicity

dynamics electrically.

Due to the magnetoelectric coupling Eq.(1), the skyrmion

with a vorticity v and helicity angle χ, described by

m = (mx,my,mz)

= (sin θ(r) cos(vϕ + χ), sin θ(r) sin(vϕ + χ), cos θ(r)),

(11)

induces the electric polarization along the z axis

Pz = −λ⊥
[

dθ

dr
+ v

sin 2θ

2r

]

cos ((v − 1)ϕ + χ) . (12)

The last equation implies that (i) the net electric dipole mo-

ment dz =
∫

d2xPz is only nonzero for v = +1 and (ii) dz

depends on the helicity angle:

dz(χ) = D cosχ. (13)

In particular, antiskyrmion (v = −1) and Bloch skyrmion (v =

+1, χ = ± π
2
) induce no elecric dipole moment, whereas Néel

skyrmion with v = +1 and χ = 0 (χ = π) has the electric

dipole moment +D (−D).

An interesting consequence of the helicity-dependence of

dz is the rotation of spins around the z-axis induced by an

oscillating electric field Ez(t) = E0 cos(ωt + ϕE). Consider a

3
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(a)

(b)

Fig. 2. (Color online) (a) Time dependence of the displacements along the

(a) x- and (b) y-direction of a vortex (solid line) and an antivortex (dotted

line) in the vortex-antivortex crystal under an oscillating electric field applied

along the x-axis. The X and Y coordinates of merons are measured in units

of the lattice constant and the time t is measured in units of the electric field

oscillation period T = 2π
ω

.

model of a frustrated triangular magnet23) with the energy,

E =
∑

〈n,m〉
Jnm(mn ·mm) −

∑

n

[

hzmnz +
K

2
(mnz)

2 + Eme

]

,

(14)

where the first term describes competing Heisenberg ex-

change interactions: the nearest-neighbor ferromagnetic inter-

action J1 < 0 and next-nearest-neighbor antiferromagnetic in-

teraction J2 > 0; the second term is the Zeeman energy, and

the third term is an easy-axis magnetic anisotropy with K > 0.

The last term is a discrete version of the magnetoelectric cou-

pling Eq.(1):

Eme =
λ⊥√

3
Ez

∑

n,α

mnz

(

(mn+eα −mn−eα) · eα
)

. (15)

The unit vectors ±eα (α = 1, 2, 3) connect nearest-neighbor

sites of a triangular lattice with the lattice constant a = 1:

e1 = x̂, e2 = − 1
2
x̂ +

√
3

2
ŷ and e3 = − 1

2
x̂ −

√
3

2
ŷ. For J1

J2
> 1/3,

t

@
í

Fig. 3. (Color online) Time dependence of the z-component of the

skyrmion electric dipole moment dz(t) = dz(t) (thick line) in the oscillat-

ing electric field Ez(t) = E0 cos(ωt + ϕ0) (thin line). The time t is measured

in units of T = 2π
ω

– the oscillation period of the electric field; dz(t) and

Ez(t) are divided by their maximal values. White dots show the fit of dz(t) by

(d0 + d1µz(t)) cos χ(t), where χ(t) is the skyrmion helicity angle, µz(t) is the

z-component of its magnetic moment, and d0 and d1 are the fitting parame-

ters.

the minimal-energy state in zero magnetic field is a spiral

with spins rotating in a vertical plane, which transforms into

multiply-periodic states in applied magnetic fields.23) Strong

magnetic fields and large easy-axis anisotropy supress all

modulated states, but they can still allow for metastable iso-

lated skyrmions, which is the region of parameters considered

here.

Figures 3 and 4 show the results of numerical solution of

LLG equation describing spin dynamics for the model param-

eters J1 = 1, J2 = 0.36, hz = 0.05,K = 0.1, E0 = 0.009, ω =

0.012, and the Gilbert damping parameter α = 0.003. Fig-

ure 3 shows time dependence of the skyrmion electric dipole

moment dz(t) and the electric field Ez(t) = E0 cos(ωt + ϕE )

(both normalized by their maximal values). The spin rotation

period coincides with the oscillation period of Ez(t), T = 2π
ω

and spins rotate in such a way that dz(t) oscillates in phase

with Ez(t).

The skyrmion helicity is defined by χ = arctan
(

Ay

Ax

)

, where































Ax =
∑

n,α
[eα × ẑ] ·

[

mn ×mn+eα

]

,

Ay =
∑

n,α
eα ·
[

mn ×mn+eα

]

.

(16)

This definition can be justified as follows. In the continuum

limit, Ax ∝ −
∫

d2x m j

←→
∂ j mz and Ay ∝ −

∫

d2x (m · ∇ ×m). For

the skyrmion configuration Eq.(11) with v = +1, (Ax, Ay) =√
3D
λ⊥

(cosχ, sin χ), where D is defined by Eq.(13).

After initial back-and-forth oscillations, spins start rotating

clockwise or anticlockwise, depending on the initial skyrmion

helicity and phase ϕE of the electric field oscillations. Fig-

ures 4(a) and (b) show the time dependence of the skyrmion

helicity (thick solid line) in the steady state with the anticlock-

4
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t

(a)

(b)

Fig. 4. (Color online) (a) Time dependence of the skyrmion helicity angle

χ(t) measured in units of π (thick solid line) in the periodically oscillating

electric field, for the anticlockwise rotation of the in-plane spin components.

During half-period of the electric field oscillations, T/2, χ increases by π.

Also shown are the z-components of the skyrmion magnetic moment δµz(t) =

µz(t)−〈µz〉 (thin solid line) and electric dipole moment dz(t) (dotted line). (b)

The same for clockwise spin rotation.

wise and clockwise spin rotation directions, respectively. The

helicity angle χ is given in units of π. As the time t increases

by T/2, both Ez and dz change sign, while χ increases or de-

creases by π.

The time dependence of χ is non-monotonic: the rotation

direction temporarily reverses near χ = 0 and χ = π, which

gives rise to oscillations of the skyrmion radius and its mag-

netic moment µz =
∑

i(miz − 1) counted from the magnetic

moment of the ferromagnetic state with mz = +1. For hz > 0,

mz near the skyrmion center is negative and a larger µz corre-

sponds to a smaller skyrmion radius.

The skyrmion helicity angle χ and the magnetic moment

µz are canonically conjugated variables and the coupling be-

tween their dynamics provides an effective mass term in the

equation for χ.47) This inertia is necessary for the persistent

rotation in one direction. Without it, χ would oscillate to-

gether with the electric field (which it does, if the amplitude

E0 of the electric field is too small). The µz-oscillations affect

the magnitude of the electric dipole moment D in Eq.(13) that

-1

-0.5

0

0.5

1

Fig. 5. (Color online) A pair of skyrmions on a triangular spin lattice with

nearest-neighbor ferromagnetic and next-nearest-neighbor antiferromagnetic

Heisenberg exchange interactions (see text). In-plane spin components are

shown by arrows; the out-of-plane spin component is shown by contour plot.

to a high precision is a linear function of µz: D = d0 + d1µz

(white dots in Fig. 3 show (d0 + d1µz(t)) cosχ(t)). The time

evolutions of χ (thick solid line), µz (thin solid line) and dz

(dotted line) for clockwise and anticlockwise rotations shown

in Figs. 4(a) and (b), though similar, are not symmetry related.

In fact, for a fixed magnetic field hz, no symmetry of the LLG

equation can transform the steady-state rotation in the clock-

wise direction into the anticlockwise rotation.

For small Gilbert damping parameter α, the time depen-

dence of χ, µz and dz in the steady state becomes independent

of α, which is different from the dynamics of a ferromagnetic

domain wall in an applied magnetic field that moves with a ve-

locity inversely proportional to α, as required by energy con-

servation.48) At larger α, the skyrmion electric dipole moment

dz does not oscillate in phase with the electric field and the

energy supplied at the rate −dz
dEz

dt
is partly carried away from

the skyrmion by radially propagating spin waves emitted by

the rotating spins.

5. Rotation of skyrmions in oscillating electric field

In frustrated magnets, the angle θ describing skyrmion spin

texture Eq.(11) is a nonmonotonic function of the distance

from the skyrmion center.47) These oscillations give rise to

oscillations of the interaction energy U of two skyrmions as

a function of the distance r between them. In addition, U de-

pends on helicities of the skyrmions.47) If two skyrmions with

the same helicity are placed in a local minimum of U(r) (see

Fig. 5) and are subjected to a periodically oscillating Ez(t), the

in-plane spin components of both skyrmions start rotating and

the coupling between helicity and translational modes leads to

rotation of the skyrmions around each other.

Figure 6(a) shows time dependence of the distance r be-

tween the skyrmions (thin line) and the angle ψ describing

the skyrmion rotation (thick line) calculated for the model

parameters J1, J2, hz,K, and ω used in the previous section,

E0 = 0.04 and α = 0.02. The skyrmion coordinates, Ri =

(Xi, Yi), i = 1, 2, are the interpolated positions of the points

where mz = −1, r = (x, y) = R1 − R2 is the relative co-

ordinate vector and ψ = arctan
(

y

x

)

. The thickness of r-plot

5
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Fig. 6. (Color online) (a) Time evolution of the distance r between two

skyrmions in the periodically oscillating electric field (thin line; the values

in units of the lattice constant are given on the left side of the plot) and of

the angle ψ (thick line; the values in units of π are given on the right side of

the plot) describing their rotation around each other. The time t is measured

in units of the electric field oscillation period T . The period of rotation of

skyrmions around each other is 30T . (b) The rotation trajectory: y = r sinψ

vs x = r cosψ.

originates from multiple spin rotations, which result in oscil-

lations of the distance between skyrmions: the skyrmion ro-

tation period equals 30 spin-precession periods. One can also

see 6 slow modulations of r during one skyrmion rotation and

the skyrmions rotate faster when the distance between them

is smaller. These distance variations result from the six-fold

modulation of the ideal rotationally symmetric skyrmion spin

configuration caused by the triangular lattice. A hexagonal

distortion of a circular skyrmion trajectory can also be seen

in Fig. 6(b), where y(t) is plotted versus x(t).

We note that skyrmions also rotate when the distance r be-

tween them monotonically increases or decreases towards an

optimal distance, at which their interaction energy is minimal.

However, such a rotation stops when the energy minimum is

reached. By contrast, the skyrmion rotation driven by the os-

cillating electric field does not change the average r, as can be

seen from Fig. 6, and it does not stop. This rotational motion

is somewhat chaotic due to the emission of spin waves and

lattice pinning, which ‘broadens’ the trajectory line shown in

Fig. 6(b).

6. Translational motion of the skyrmion-antiskyrmion

pair in oscillating electric field

Most interestingly, if one of the skyrmions is replaced by

an antiskyrmion (see Fig. 7(a)), the coupling of spins to an

oscillating electric field results in a translational motion of

the skyrmion-antiskyrmion pair. As discussed in Sect. 4, the

electric dipole moment of antiskyrmion is zero and spins in

an isolated antiskyrmion do not rotate in an applied electric

field. However, when it forms a pair with a skyrmion, spins

of both topological defects rotate with the same frequency ω

equal to the frequency of oscillating electric field. While a

pair of skyrmions rotates around a fixed point, the skyrmion-

antiskyrmion pair rotates very little. Instead, it moves in the

direction approximately normal to the relative coordinate vec-

tor r. Figure 7(b) shows the trajectories of skyrmion (upper

line) and antiskyrmion (lower line) traversed over the time

equal to ∼ 230 spin rotation periods, during which the pair

moves by ∼ 140 lattice constants. The average distance r be-

tween the topological defects does not change with time and,

hence, this translational motion cannot result from a decreas-

ing potential energy. This calculation was performed for the

spin-model parameters used in the previous two sections, the

amplitude E0 = 0.04 and frequency ω = 0.012 of the electric

field, and the damping parameter α = 0.008.

The skyrmion and antiskyrmion trajectories are not per-

fectly straight due to a slow rotation of the pair: the relative

coordinate vector r rotates through an angle of about −6◦ over

the whole time of motion and so does the center-of-mass ve-

locity of the pair, 1
2

(

Ẋ1 + Ẋ2

)

, i.e. the pair moves along a cir-

cle of large radius.

7. Discussion and Summary

The electric field-induced dynamics of the skyrmion-

skyrmion and skyrmion-antiskyrmion pairs described above

are complex. Strong sensitivity to the electric field frequency

found in numerical simulations indicates excitation of modes

corresponding to oscillations of the relative distance and he-

licity of the two topological defects. However, the marked dif-

ference between the rotation of the skyrmion pair and trans-

lational motion of the skyrmion-antiskyrmion pair may have

topological origin, namely the skyrmion Hall effect, i.e. the

skyrmion motion in a direction transverse to the electron49) or

magnon17, 50) current.

Consider a pair of skyrmions with topological charges Q1 =

Q2 = Q and coordinates Ri = (Xi, Yi), i = 1, 2, and assume

that initially Y1 = Y2 = 0. The dynamics of skyrmion coordi-

nates is described by Thiele equations50, 51)

{

αΓẊi −GẎi = ±Fx,

GẊi + αΓẎi = ±Fy,
(17)

where G = 4πQ, Γ =
∫

d2x(∂xm)2 =
∫

d2x(∂ym)2 and the sign

in the right-hand side of the equations is + for i = 1 and − for
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Fig. 7. (Color online) (a) The skyrmion-antiskyrmion pair in a frustrated

triangular antiferromagnet. In-plane spin components are shown with arrows;

the out-of-plane spin component is shown by contour plot. (b) Skyrmion (up-

per line) and antiskyrmion (lower line) trajectories traversed during ∼ 270

oscillations of the electric field applied in the z-direction. The coordinates of

the topological defects are measured in units of the lattice constant.

i = 2.

Although it seems obvious that the force acting on

skyrmion 1 should be equal to minus the force acting on

skyrmion 2, F1 = (Fx, Fy) = −F2, it is worthwhile to dis-

cuss this in detail, since the forces are partly non-potential.

The force Fy, perpendicular to the relative coordinate vec-

tor r = R1 − R2, results from the topological magnon Hall

effect.17, 50) Magnons, emitted by one skyrmion due to the

electrically-excited spin rotation, skew-scatter off the effec-

tive magnetic field of another skyrmion and acquire a trans-

verse momentum, which exerts a reaction force on the lat-

ter skyrmion. The total flux of the effective magnetic field,

Φ = QΦ0, Φ0 being the magnetic flux quantum, is propor-

tional to the skyrmion topological charge and so is the reac-

tion force Fy: Fy = −AIQ. Here, I = I2→1 is the magnon

current that skyrmion 2 shines on skyrmion 1 and A is a coef-

ficient. The magnon scattering also results in a transfer of the

x-component of the magnon momentum to skyrmion 1, which

is independent of Q: Fx = BI + f , the second term being the

central force due to the interaction U(X1 − X2) between the

skyrmions: f = − ∂U
∂X1

. The force acting on skyrmion 2 has

an opposite direction, because of the change of magnon cur-

rent and central force directions, I1→2 = −I2→1, f → − f , and

because of equal topological charges of the two skyrmions.

In this case, the ‘center-of-mass’ coordinates of the

skyrmion pair, R = 1
2

(R1 + R2), are constants of motion and

the relative coordinate dynamics is described by
{

αΓṙ −Grψ̇ = 2Fr = 2(BI + f ),

Gṙi + αΓrψ̇i = 2Fy = −2AIQ,
(18)

where the Cartesian coordinates (x, y) are replaced by polar

coordinates (r, ψ).

The forces in radial and azimuthal directions depend on the

distance r between skyrmions, which remains constant, if

Fr

Fψ

= −
G

αΓ
= −

8πAI

αΓ
, (19)

where we used Q2 = 1. It may seem that Eq.(19) cannot

hold for small damping constants. However, as α decreases,

so does the emitted magnon current I, since for α ≪ 1, the

skyrmion electric dipole moment oscillates in phase with the

electric field (see Fig. 3).

For ṙ = 0, the skyrmion rotation rate is given by

ψ̇ = −Q
2AI

αΓr
. (20)

Since A > 0, skyrmions rotate clockwise(anti-clockwise), for

Q = +1(Q = −1). The rotation of the skyrmion pair is simi-

lar to the rotation of skyrmion crystal induced by the thermal

magnon current,50) except that in our case skyrmions them-

selves are the sources of magnons.

We now replace skyrmion 2 by antiskyrmion with Q2 =

−Q. Thiele equations for the antiskyrmion,
{

αΓẊi +GẎi = −Fx,

−GẊi + αΓẎi = +Fy,
(21)

are obtained from those for skyrmion 2 (Eqs.(17) with the

minus sign in the right-hand side) by changing the sign of

G and Fy that are proportional to topological charge. Impor-

tantly, the transverse force Fy acting on antiskyrmion equals

that for skyrmion, since both the direction of magnon cur-

rent and topological charge changed sign. We assume that

I1→2 = −I2→1, since spins in the skyrmion and antiskyrmion

rotate at the same rate.

The center-of-mass and relative dynamics are now coupled:
{

αΓẊi +Gẏi = 0,

−GẊi + αΓẏi = 0,
(22)

and
{

αΓẋi +GẎi = 2Fx,

−Gẋi + αΓẎi = 2Fy.
(23)

(X, y) and (x, Y) are two pairs of canonically conjugated dy-

namical variables, which also follows from the fact that the

kinetic part of the Lagrangian of skyrmion-antiskyrmion pair,

GX1Ẏ1 −GX2Ẏ2, equals GXẏ1 +GxẎ2.

The constants of motions are X (the pair can only move

in the direction perpendicular to the skyrmion-antiskyrmion

‘bond’) and y (the pair does not rotate). If the distance x be-

tween skyrmion and antiskyrmion is constant, the pair moves

in the y-direction with the velocity Ẏ = −Q 2AI
αΓ

, where Q is

7
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the topological charge of skyrmion.

This behavior is consistent with the results of numerical

simulations. The small deviation of the angle between the

center-of-mass velocity of the pair Ṙ and relative coordinate

vector r from 90◦, and the slow rotation of r found in numer-

ical simulations may be related to a difference between the

magnon currents, |I1→2| and |I2→1|. Furthermore, we neglected

oscillations of the distance r between the topological defects,

as well as variations of their size and shape.

The number of skyrmion materials is rapidly growing.52)

Yet, magnetically frustrated Mott insulators that can host

skyrmions and show the effects discussed in this paper are

still to be found. The magnetoelectric coupling required to

excite the dynamics of topological defects has to be strong

enough to overcome the helicity pinning by an in-plane mag-

netic anisotropy and magnetodipolar interactions. The in-

plane anisotropy is weak in hexagonal materials, such as

transition metal halides,53) where it is propotional to sixth

power of the spin-orbit coupling. Long-ranged interactions

between magnetic dipoles favor Bloch skyrmions. This mag-

netic anisotropy is comparable with the energy of skyrmion

electric dipole in the electric field Ez = 105 V·cm−1, for the

magnetization M = 100 G and the magnetoelectric coupling

strength of TbMnO3.54) The anisotropy resulting from the

magnetodipolar interactions is reduced in antiferromagnets,

whereas the magnetoelectric energy is not. The Néel vector l

describing a collinear antiferromagnetic ordering transforms

as m, except for an additional minus sign when spin-up and

spin-down magnetic sublattices are interchanged by a crys-

tal symmetry transformation. However, this sign is canceled

in the magnetoelectric coupling Eq.(1), where m is replaced

by l. Therefore, symmetry requirements for the electric polar-

ization induced by ferromagnetic and antiferromagnetic spin

textures are the same.

To summarize, the electric dipole moments and charges

induced by skyrmions and merons allow for the control of

topological magnetic defects in multiferroic materials with

an applied electric field. Oppositely charged vortices and

antivortices shift in an electric field in opposite directions.

Skyrmions are electrically neutral, but they posses an out-of-

plane electric dipole moment that depends on skyrmion he-

licity, which leads to spin procession in an oscillating elec-

tric field. The coupled helicity and translational dynamics of

skyrmions make possible to rotate skyrmions forming pairs

and move skyrmion-antiskyrmion pairs.

The voltage control of topological defects in magnetic in-

sulators discussed in this paper can be interesting for low

energy-consumption memory and data processing devices.

Skyrmions with spins rotating in an oscillating electric field

can act as spin-wave generators playing a role of ‘active bits’

that can force neighboring bits to move. The skyrmion pair ro-

tation can be used for electrical reshuffling of skyrmion posi-

tions, e.g., in logical operations. Numerical simulations show

that an oscillating electric field can also rotate small clus-

ters of skyrmions. The translational dynamics of skyrmion-

antiskyrmion pairs can be employed to shift topological de-

fects over long distances.

The author is grateful to N. Nagaosa and Y. Tokura for in-

spiring discussions. This work was supported by Vrije FOM-

programma ‘Skyrmionics’.

1) P. Bruno, V. K. Dugaev, and M. Taillefumier, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 096806

(2004).

2) A. Neubauer, C. Pfleiderer, B. Binz, A. Rosch, R. Ritz, P. G. Niklowitz,
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Tokura, Phys. Rev. Lett. 106, 057403 (2011).

46) Y. Takahashi, R. Shimano, Y. Kaneko, H. Murakawa, and Y. Tokura,

Nat. Phys. 8, 121 (2012).

47) A. O. Leonov and M. Mostovoy, Nat. Commun. 8, 14394 (2017).

48) N. L. Schryer and L. R. Walker, J. Appl. Phys. 45, 5406 (1974).

49) Wanjun Jiang, Xichao Zhang, Guoqiang Yu, Wei Zhang, M.

Jungfleisch, J. Pearson, O. Heinonen, Kang L. Wang, Yan Zhou, A.

Hoffmann, S. Velthuis, Nat. Phys. 13, 162 (2017).

50) M. Mochizuki, X. Z. Yu, S. Seki, N. Kanazawa, W. Koshibae, J. Zang,

M. Mostovoy, Y. Tokura, and N. Nagaosa, Nat. Mater. 13, 241 (2014).

51) J. Iwasaki, M. Mochizuki, and N. Nagaosa, Nat. Nanotechnol. 8, 742

(2013).

52) Y. Tokura and N. Kanazawa, Chem. Rev. 121, 2857 (2021).

53) M. A. McGuire, Crystals 7, 121 (2017).

54) T. Kimura, S. Ishihara, H. Shintani, T. Arima, K.T. Takahashi, K.

Ishizaka, and Y. Tokura, Phys. Rev. B 68, 060403(R) (2003).

9


