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A method for locating first order saddle points on the energy surface of magnetic systems is
described and several applications presented where the mechanism of various magnetic transitions
is identified. The starting point of the iterative algorithm involved in the method can be anywhere,
even close to a local energy minimum representing an initial state of a magnetic system and, in
contrast to chain-of-states methods, the final state need not be specified. Convergence on the saddle
points is guided by a negative energy gradient whose component along the minimum mode of the
system is inverted, effectively transforming the neighbourhood of the saddle point to that of a local
minimum. The method requires only the lowest two eigenvalues and corresponding eigenvectors
of the Hessian of the system’s energy and they are found using a quasi-Newton limited-memory
Broyden–Fletcher–Goldfarb–Shanno solver for the minimization of the Rayleigh quotient without
evaluation of the Hessian itself. The efficient implementation of the method and its linear scaling
with the system size make it applicable to large systems. Applications are presented to transitions
in systems that reveal significant complexity of co-existing magnetic states, such as skyrmions,
skyrmion bags, skyrmion tubes, chiral bobbers and globules. When combined with harmonic rate
theories, the presented method can be used for simulations of the long time-scale dynamics of
complex magnetic systems characterized by multiple metastable states.

I. INTRODUCTION

The task of identifying the mechanism of possible
transitions and estimating the corresponding rates within
either the harmonic transition state theory (HTST) [1, 2]
or Kramers/Langer theory [3, 4] involves finding low-
lying first order saddle points (SPs) on the energy energy
surface, adjacent to the initial state minimum. A first-
order SP is an extremal point, i.e. the gradient is zero,
and one and only one eigenvalue of the Hessian matrix
is negative. A simulation of long timescale dynamics,
using the adaptive kinetic Monte Carlo algorithm [5, 6],
necessitates the determination of the rate of various pos-
sible transitions, without any prior assumptions about
the mechanism or final state. This approach can also be
used as the basis for the global optimization of an objec-
tive function in a broader context [7], as well as for path
optimization [8], e.g. in calculations of tunneling within
instanton theory [9] and radio wave propagation [10].

The development of methods for finding first order
SPs on high-dimensional energy surfaces has, primarily,
been in the context of atomic rearrangements, such as
diffusion and chemical reactions [11]. Analogous meth-
ods can be used to study magnetic transitions [12, 13]
where magnetic moments rotate, for example, in the col-
lapse of localized magnetic structures [14]. However, the
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curvature of the configuration space of magnetic systems
poses additional challenges. The central objective of such
methods is the search for a first-order SP, preferably
starting near a local energy minimum representing an
initial state of the system. The task can be split into
two distinct phases: Firstly, the system is slightly per-
turbed, away from the energy minimum and a climb up
the energy surface carried out until at least one eigen-
value of the Hessian matrix turns negative [5, 7]. This is
referred to as the escape phase. Secondly, each compo-
nent of the torque is reflected at the plane defined by the
direction of the eigenvector v1 and the magnetic moment.
We refer to this as torque reflection using the minimum
mode (TRUMM). This reflection essentially transforms
the problem of finding a first order SP into a minimiza-
tion, a much simpler optimization task.

A straightforward implementation of this method
would involve the evaluation of the Hessian and a so-
lution of the full eigenvalue problem. However, the com-
putational effort involved in solving the eigenvalue prob-
lem increases rapidly with system size. The number of
spins in relevant model systems can be large, often on
the order of 105 to 107. Henceforth, even the mere eval-
uation of the full Hessian can require substantial effort.
In particular, the explicit inclusion of long-range magne-
tostatic effects, as is frequently necessary in large three-
dimensional systems, can be computationally infeasible
in such an approach. The reason is that the Hessian
matrix then becomes dense and storing it can exceed
the working memory capacity of a typical compute node,
even for systems of moderate size. In addition, models
that go beyond a simple Heisenberg approach like, for
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example, the non-collinear extension of the Alexander-
Anderson model [15], make the computation of second
order derivatives a significant task.

Since the TRUMM method only requires the eigen-
vectors corresponding the two lowest eigenvalues of the
Hessian – the lowest one for the reflection, and the next
one to ensure that a first order SP has been reached –
the solution of the full eigenvalue problem is, in fact, not
needed. A more efficient implementation of TRUMM is,
therefore, possible and is described in detail in this arti-
cle.

When the final state of a magnetic transition is speci-
fied, in addition to the initial state, the minimum energy
path (MEP) between the corresponding minima on the
energy surface can be found using the geodesic nudged
elastic band (GNEB) method [14]. Since a first order SP
is represented by the point of highest energy along the
MEP, an accurate estimate of it can be obtained from the
climbing image variant of the method. A more efficient
approach to thoroughly converge on the SP, however, is
to converge the GNEB with a rather large tolerance and,
subsequently, to apply TRUMM with the highest energy
GNEB image as input. This saves computational effort,
analogous to what has become a routine procedure in
calculations of rates for particle rearrangements [16].

Previous implementations of TRUMM, for magnetic
systems, have been rather preliminary in several re-
spects and have only been described briefly. They
have, nonetheless, been used successfully in identify-
ing, for example, duplication transitions of magnetic
skyrmions [17, 18], as well as SPs, representing complex
annealing mechanisms of three-dimensional hopfions [19].

In the present article, we describe an efficient way of
computing the modified torque in the TRUMM method,
using an iterative method that does not require the
evaluation of the Hessian. It is, thereby, applicable to
large systems and more complex Hamiltonians than the
Heisenberg form. It is novel in that the lowest two eigen-
values and corresponding eigenvectors are found simul-
taneously, using the generalized Rayleigh quotient, and
an L-BFGS optimizer on the Grassmann manifold. The
method is described in detail in Sec. II. We also include
a subsection on an implementation of the escape phase
that proved to sample the various SPs, which were en-
countered in the analyzed systems, sufficiently well.

This is followed by Sec. III, where the various applica-
tion systems are described. Results of several TRUMM
calculations are presented Sec. IV and, further, the per-
formance is compared to that of a partial eigenvalue cal-
culation with the Intel MKL library. Among our findings
is a mechanism that has not been identified previously,
involving the conversion of a skyrmion to a skyrmion bag,
also called skyrmionium. In the final section, Sec. V, we
present conclusions. Appendices A-C give further detail
on the present implementation of the TRUMM method
and the method used here for the escape phase.

II. METHOD

An iterative optimization procedure involved in the
TRUMM method starts in the vicinity of some local en-
ergy minimum of a magnetic system and follows two
stages: i) Escape from the convex region near the min-
imum; ii) Convergence on the first order SP of the en-
ergy surface. This two-stage procedure is to be repeated
multiple times so as to identify, with a high degree of
certainty, all relevant SPs surrounding the given energy
minimum. Convergence on various SPs is achieved by
generating several different starting points near the en-
ergy minimum and by following different scenarios in the
escape stage. For example, the convex region can be es-
caped by displacing the system along the energy gradient,
or by following various eigenmodes of the system [17]. In
studies of atomic rearrangements, a method of sampling
of a hypersphere around the energy minimum has been
developed [7, 20, 21]. Clearly, the choice of the escape
strategy affects the efficiency of the method in finding
as many distinct SPs as possible while keeping the num-
ber of the TRUMM runs to a minimum. Choosing the
optimal escape strategy is an important problem, which,
however, goes beyond the scope of the present study, and
here we focus on the efficient implementation of the sec-
ond stage of the SP search – the SP convergence stage.
Nevertheless, the escape methods used to obtain the re-
sults of this study are described in Appendix C for com-
pleteness.

At a certain iteration of the escape stage, the min-
imum eigenvalue of the Hessian of the system’s energy
as a function of the orientation of the magnetic moments
turns negative, which is an indication that the region near
an SP has been reached and that the SP convergence
stage of the TRUMM method needs to be started. In
contrast to the escape stage, the strategy for advancing
the system during the convergence stage is defined un-
ambiguously. It is guided by a magnetic torque designed
so as to carry out a maximization of the energy along
the direction of the minimum mode, i.e. the eigenvector
of the Hessian corresponding to the minimal eigenvalue,
and minimization along all other directions. Such formu-
lation eventually results in a convergence on a first-order
SP rather than a minimum. Specifically, the torque on
the ith magnetic moment in the system is defined as fol-
lows:

T⃗i = s⃗i × B⃗i, (1)

where s⃗i is the unit vector in the direction of ith magnetic
moment, and B⃗i is the effective field whose component
along the minimum mode is inverted:

B⃗i = −∇⃗iE + 2(∇E ·Q)Q⃗i. (2)

Here, E is the energy of the system of N interact-
ing magnetic moments, Q = (Q⃗1, Q⃗2, . . . , Q⃗N ) is the
unit vector representing the minimum mode, and ∇ =

(∇⃗1, ∇⃗2, . . . , ∇⃗N ), with ∇⃗i ≡ ∂/∂s⃗i. The minimum
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mode is the eigenvector corresponding to the lowest
eigenvalue Q = v1. Everywhere in this article, unless
stated otherwise, symbols with an arrow above denote 3-
dimensional vectors, whereas bold symbols denote 2N or
3N -dimensional vectors. Furthermore we use the indices
i, j for indexing the spins while Greak letters indicate the
index of the eigenmodes. The reflection along the min-
imum mode makes the effective field correspond to the
neighbourhood of a minimum of E(s) rather than that
of an SP, which reflects the basic idea of the method to
transform the problem of locating first-order SPs into a
much simpler task of the gradient-based minimization.

Depending on particular application, it might be more
convenient, but equivalent, to consider the transverse
component of the effective field as a guiding vector in
the SP convergence stage instead of the torque:

F⃗i = B⃗i − (B⃗i · s⃗i)s⃗i, (3)

which can be referred to as magnetic force.
Once the modified torque [see Eq. (1)] or force [see

Eq. (3)] has been computed, the spin orientations need
to be propagated in a direction dependent on (but not
necessarily equal to) the modified force. The dependency
of the propagation direction on the (history of) modified
force(s) is a detail of the numerical optimization routine.
For example, a steepest descent minimization will give
different propagation directions from a conjugate gradi-
ent solver. While in principle many different optimization
routines can be used, we employ another L-BFGS solver
to propagate the spin directions according to the mod-
ified force. This results in two nested L-BFGS solvers,
(i) an outer solver for the spin propagation and (ii) an
inner solver for the computation of the eigenmodes (see
B). In Sec. IVA the above described methodology is com-
pared with an implementation of the TRUMM method,
which uses a state of the art extremal eigensolver based
on a Krylov Schur [22] method implemented in the Intel
MKL library (TRUMM/KS).

One important aspect of applying the algorithm to
magnetic systems is the correct consideration of the con-
figuration space R, which is a Riemannian manifold due
to constraints on the length of the magnetic moments:
Typically, the magnitude of the magnetic vectors is ei-
ther assumed to be constant irrespective of the orienta-
tion, or it is treated as a fast variable within the adia-
batic approximation, i.e. calculated for fixed values of
the orientation treated as a slow variable [15]. When
modelling a system with N magnetic moments, the re-
sulting configuration space is, therefore, a direct product
of N two-dimensional spheres S2 associated with each
magnetic moment vector:

R =
⊗
N

S2 ⊂ R3N , (4)

giving rise to n = 2N degrees of freedom. It is compu-
tationally advantageous to work in the embedding space
R3N and to eliminate the N superfluous degrees of free-
dom by applying the projection operator approach [23].

A. Evaluation of the Hessian matrix

For the TRUMM algorithm it is of great importance
to perform a geometrically correct calculation of the Hes-
sian matrix H, which takes the connection between dis-
parate tangent spaces into account. How to perform such
a calculation and find the corresponding eigenmodes,
within the projector approach, is described in Ref. [17]
and also Ref. [24]. It shall be briefly introduced here.

The Hessian H3N ∈ R3N×3N in the 3N -dimensional
embedding Euclidean space is given by the second order
derivatives of Eq. (15) with respect to the cartesian spin-
components. The constraint to the 2N physical degrees
of freedom is achieved in two steps. First, the shape
operator L is subtracted from H3N . The shape operator
is a diagonal matrix of the following form

L =

B1 . . . 0
...

. . .
...

0 . . . BN

 ∈ R3N×3N , (5)

with

Bi =

s⃗i · g⃗i 0 0
0 s⃗i · g⃗i 0
0 0 s⃗i · g⃗i

 ∈ R3×3, (6)

where g⃗i = ∇⃗iE is the gradient of the energy with respect
to the direction of the i-th spin s⃗i.

Then, an operator U ∈ R3N×2N is applied, that
projects embedding space vectors into the tangent space
of the current configuration s ∈ R (see Ref. [17, 24]).
Summarily, we compute the Hessian matrix H ∈ R2N×2N

as

H = UT (H3N − L)U. (7)

Assuming the eigenpairs are denoted as (λα,vα) with
vα ∈ R2N , the eigenvectors can be projected back into
the embedding space, if needed, by applying the projec-
tion operator:

v3N
α = Uvα. (8)

B. Finding the lowest modes

For many applications in atomistic spin systems, the
calculation of the Hessian matrix with (7) is feasible when
a sparse matrix format is used. The main exceptions are
dense large Hessians, which can arise in simulations with
explicit dipole-dipole interactions. The evaluation of the
Hessian eigenmodes with minimal eigenvalues tends to
be a computational bottleneck, which will be adressed in
the following.

While they are technically not needed for the evalu-
ation of the modified force, it is useful to know the two
lowest modes. The reason is that it allows for the iden-
tification of mode crossings as well as the determination
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of regions in the vicinity of a first order SP, where the
eigenvalue of the lowest mode is negative and of the sec-
ond lowest mode at least zero. In the interest of reducing
the computational effort, it is advisable to only compute
a partial eigenspectrum of the Hessian matrix and ide-
ally only the two required modes with minimal eigen-
values. Due to the large size of the Hessian matrices
encountered in atomistic spin systems, this is of criti-
cal importance, because, even for a sparse matrix, the
eigenvectors are dense and therefore have heavy mem-
ory requirements. Popular algorithms to accomplish this
task are Lanczos method [25] and extensions thereof,
like Davidson’s method [26] and even more sophisticated
Krylov subspace methods [27]. In the present work, we
will take an alternative approach and focus on the direct
minimization of the generalized Rayleigh quotient, de-
fined in Eq. (9) below, with a limited memory Broyden-
Fletcher-Goldfarb-Shanno (L-BFGS) solver [28]. Differ-
ent approaches, like the aforementioned algorithms, may
ultimately prove to be favourable, although, we do ob-
serve that our method seems to be competitive.

The generalized Rayleigh quotient is defined as

Rp(X) = trXTHX X ∈ Gn,p (9)

where, to ease the notation, we defined n = 2N , H is the
Hessian matrix, while X is an element of the Grassmann
manifold Gn,p, which, intuitively speaking, parametrises
the set of p-dimensional linear subspaces of Rn. One
possible representation of this manifold is the quotient
space On/Op ×On−p, where On is the n× n orthogonal
group. Two n× p matrices X and X ′ belong to different
equivalency classes of Gn,p if, and only if, their columns
span different p dimensional subspaces. In the special
case where p = 1 and a representation of the equivalence
class is fixed by normalizing x, Eq. (9) reduces to the
ordinary Rayleigh quotient

R(x) =
xTHx

xTx
x ∈ Rn. (10)

It is well known that, if the generalized Rayleigh quo-
tient (9) is minimized such that

min
X∈Gn,p

trXTHX = trXT
minHXmin, (11)

the subspace spanned by the columns of Xmin is the in-
variant subspace belonging to the p smallest eigenvalues
of H.

In TRUMM calculations, we are interested in the two
lowest modes, i.e. we perform the minimization of (9)
with p = 2, using the gradient

∇Rp(X) = 2
[
HX −X(XTHX)

]
, (12)

which results from the projection of the embedding space
derivative of (9) onto the Grassmann manifold [23]. Once
Xmin is found, the two lowest modes of H may be ex-
tracted by using the Rayleigh-Ritz procedure, i.e by solv-
ing the 2× 2 eigenvalue problem

(XT
minHXmin)vα = λαvα α ∈ {1, 2} (13)

and using the Ritz vectors

ṽα = Xminvα, (14)

as the modes of H.
In our algorithm we apply the method, outlined

above, to update approximations of the two minimum
modes after each application of the modified force (3),
which changes the spin directions and, therefore, the Hes-
sian matrix. More specifically, we apply the L-BFGS
algorithm to the minimization problem (11), using the
solution of the previous step as an initial guess for X.

C. Optimization on the Grassmann manifold

Applying the L-BFGS algorithm to the Grassmann
manifold requires some adaptations, which address the
challenge of navigating through the manifold’s varying
tangent spaces [23, 29].

The optimization on the manifold is punctuated by
the need to traverse between the tangent spaces and the
manifold itself. Generally speaking, this bidirectional
movement is facilitated by retractions, which provide a
smooth pathway from the tangent space back to the man-
ifold. These mappings ensure that each iteration’s move,
though calculated in the tangent space, is validly rep-
resented on the manifold, adhering to its geometric con-
straints. In our implementation we make use of the expo-
nential map, which is a special kind of retraction follow-
ing geodesics. On the Grassmann manifold, the action of
the exponential map can be found by the compact sin-
gular value decomposition of the tangent vector of the
geodesic [23]. This step is performed in Alg. 4.

As the algorithm iterates, it accumulates a history of
gradients and displacements that inform its approxima-
tion of the inverse Hessian matrix. However, the non-
linear geometry of the manifold means that these his-
tory vectors no longer reside in a single, coherent tangent
space. Instead, they are scattered across the manifold,
each anchored to the point of their calculation.

It is therefore necessary to transport this scattered
history to the tangent space of the current iterate, allow-
ing the algorithm to reference and utilize these vectors co-
hesively. By transporting the history vectors into a com-
mon tangent space, the L-BFGS method maintains the
integrity and applicability of its inverse Hessian approx-
imation. Since we displace the iterate along geodesics,
we can make use of the parallel transport equations [23],
implemented in Alg. 3.

It turns out that only a few iterations of L-BFGS are
needed to obtain an estimate of the eigenmodes, which
is sufficiently converged to drive the algorithm towards a
SP. It can be beneficial to run a different partial diago-
nalization algorithm, e.g Lanczos, Davidson or a different
Krylov-space based method, after a certain number of it-
erations (around 100). This can be done at negligible
amortized cost.
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Further, we note that, if the columns of X are treated
separately, only matrix-vector products are needed (simi-
lar to other space based methods). This allows the imple-
mentation of the action HX as a finite difference between
the energy gradients ∇E, which can provide another sig-
nificant speedup. This is the case especially when dipole-
dipole interactions are considered explicitly and, conse-
quently, the Hessian is dense.

We summarize the formulas employed in the finite
difference scheme, which contain some minor subtleties
due to the spin length constraints, in App. A. App. B
provides code listings for the L-BFGS algorithm on the
Grassmann manifold.

D. Further Considerations

1. Return to the convex region: Occasionally, follow-
ing the modified force (3) can lead back into the convex
region of a minimum. This can occur, since the modified
force only differs from the actual force F = −∇E⊥ by
the scalar product of the minimum mode and the Force,
v1 · F . Thus, if the eigenvector corresponding to the
minimum mode is nearly orthogonal to the force F , the
TRUMM optimization is essentially an energy minimiza-
tion leading back to the convex region.

2. Minimum energy path: Once a first-order SP and
the corresponding unstable mode have been determined,
it is straightforward to generate the MEP. To achieve
this, two points near the SP are generated by shifting
slightly back and forth along the unstable mode. Then,
a minimization is carried out starting with the displaced
configurations until the two local energy minima corre-
sponding to the initial and final states associated with
this SP are reached. During the minimization, the cu-
mulative geodesic distance can be recorded to provide
the MEP, equivalent to the path that would be obtained
by the CI-GNEB method if both initial and final state
minima were known beforehand.

III. MODEL

The TRUMM/RQM method described in Sec. II can
in principle be applied to all magnetic energy models that
depend on the orientation of the spins s⃗i with constant
length. For example, all variations of different interac-
tions within the framework of the extended Heisenberg
model. The theoretical description of topological spin
textures in these models parameterized in ab initio den-
sity functional theory calculations has proven itself in
the past also in combination with experimental stud-
ies [30, 31]. However, especially with respect to vari-
ability and coexistence of different spin textures, some
of which are very complex, exemplary parameter stud-
ies are also of great value [32]. In particular, we use
the following Hamiltonian to demonstrate the developed

TABLE I. Parameters for the extended Heisenberg model
(Eq. 15) used for the test-systems in the corresponding re-
sult sections. The size refers to the number of unit cells in
the x, y and z direction, respectively. The intervals given
for the second application define the investigated parameter
space.

System Size Section J (meV) D (meV) B (T)
Square 50× 50× 1 IVA 1 0.55 3.1
Square 50× 50× 1 IVB 1 [0.2, 0.8] [2, 5]
Cubic 30× 30× 30 IVC 1 0.45 2.8

TRUMM/RQM method on square (see Secs. IV A,IV B)
and cubic lattice (see Sec. IVC) models:

H =− J
∑
i,j

s⃗i · s⃗j −D
∑
i,j

d̂ij · (s⃗i × s⃗j)

− µ
∑
i

B⃗ext · s⃗i
(15)

We consider nearest neighbor exchange (J) as well as
nearest neighbor Bloch-type Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya inter-
action (DMI) (D), which means that the DMI-vector d̂ij
is oriented along the connection line of the interacting
spins i and j. The magnetic moment is identical for all
spins and set to µ = 1µB , where µB ≈ 0.0579meV/T
is the Bohr magneton. An external magnetic field B⃗ is
applied in the z-direction. This system set-up is similar
to the work of Müller et al. [17], which is to our knowl-
edge the only publication dealing with the application of
TRUMM in magnetic systems. The three dimensional
system investigated in Sec. IV C is defined with the pa-
rameters of the work of Rybakov et al. [33]. For the exact
parameters refer to Tab. I.

IV. RESULTS

A. Collapse mechanisms of a Skyrmion

In this section we demonstrate the application
the TRUMM method to magnetic systems hosting
skyrmions, which are among the most intensely stud-
ied topological spin textures. We will obtain SPs via
the TRUMM method, including minimum energy paths,
and reveal specifics of the eigenvalue spectrum encoun-
tered, during the runs of the algorithm. Further, we
will compare the performance of the Grassmann L-BFGS
implementation of the TRUMM method (described in
Sec. II B) to an implementation based on Intel’s MKL
library.

Four distinct collapse mechanisms are investigated

1. the collapse to the ferromagnetic state via radial
shrinking, with the corresponding radial symmetric
SP Sprad
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FIG. 1. (a): Flow of the TRUMM/RQM method to emphasize the nesting of the optimization on the spherical spin manifold
using the modified force and the optimization on the Grassmannian for updating the eigenmodes. The concepts of Retractions
and Parallel Transport are employed for optimization on both manifolds. For a single spin system the concept of the retraction
is shown in (b) and the parallel transport of some exemplary eigenvector vl1 from iteration l towards the tangent frame of the
spin configuration in iteration l + 1 is shown in (c).

(a) (c) (d)(b)

FIG. 2. (a) Skyrmion as a local energy minimum solution of
Eq. 15. The inset explains the used conical HSL-colorspace.
While the polar angle of the spins is represented by the
color angle (hue) the brightness (value) encodes the out-of-
plane azimuth angle of the spins for a fixed saturation of
1.0. (b-d) Eigenvectors vα of the Hessian H projected to
3N -dimensional embedding space with indices 1, 3, 5 (from
left to right). For the translation modes (α = 1, 2, (b)) and
the fourfold modes (α = 3, 4) only one of the two realizations
is shown. Part (d) shows the breathing mode (α = 5). The
colorcode used for the eigenvectors encodes the azimuthal an-
gles of the eigenvector components with a truncated HSV-hue
colormap (See inset part (b)).

2. the collapse to the ferromagnetic state via escape
through the boundary, with the associated SP
Spbound

3. the splitting of a single Skyrmion into two via the
so called duplication SP Spdup, as described in
Ref. [17]

4. the transition to the Skyrmion bag, via the SP
Spbag

By locally minimizing the energy of a suitable intitial
configuration, the skyrmion shown in Fig. 2 (a) is ob-
tained. It will be used as a starting configuration for the

SP searches.
The eigenvectors vα of the low curvature part of the

spectrum of the Hessian H for the skyrmion are shown
in Fig. 2 (b-d). These modes have been discussed in
several publications [17, 24, 34–36]. In Fig. 2 (b) the
first of the two degenerated translations of the skyrmion
is shown. The fourfold mode, or elongation mode, is
depicted in Fig. 2 (c). An excitation of the skyrmion
along this mode yields an elliptical deformation. The
breathing mode, or scaling mode, changes the size of the
skyrmion (See Fig. 2 (c)). These modes form the so called
low curvature localized mode spectrum of the skyrmion
in the lattice. Beyond these modes various boundary
excitations populate the low eigenvalue spectrum.

For the application of the TRUMM method, we first
use iterative displacements along certain eigenvectors to
generate the starting points outside the convex region
as in Ref. [17]. For each SP to be determined with the
TRUMM method, we use six slightly different start con-
figurations (I1, . . . , I6) which differ in how far they are
outside the convex region of the local minimum of the
skyrmion.

Briefly summarised, there is a relationship between it-
erative displacements along the eigenvector of the trans-
lation mode (breathing mode) for the generation of the
starting points and the boundary SP (radial SP) through
a subsequent application of the TRUMM methodology.
The generation of the starting points for the duplication
SP and the collapse of the skyrmion bag is more complex.
See App. C for details.

For each of these start configurations, 50 computa-
tions were performed for both the TRUMM/RQM and
the TRUMM/KS method, recording the mean of the



7

computation times t and the iterations k of the TRUMM
method. Additionally, it was ensured that the calculation
always terminated after the same number of iterations, as
is to be expected for a deterministic algorithm. All cal-
culations were performed on AMD Epyc 7313 processors
with 32 cores (3.0GHz). To compare the two algorithms,
we computed the quotient of the walltimes τ = tRQM/tKS
and the number of needed iterations κ = kRQM/kKS (See
Tab. II).

An example calculation of the duplication sad-
dle poiunt Spdup, initialized at I1, is shown for the
TRUMM/RQM and TRUMM/KS method in Fig. 3 (d).
One can identify slight quantitative differences between
the two lowest eigenvalues, depending on which eigen-
solver (RQM or KS) is used within the TRUMM method.

This means that small differences in the determined
eigenvectors accumulate to slightly different optimization
paths of the method on the energy surface. Nevertheless,
both methods converge reliably to the duplication SP,
which is also true for the other five start configuration
I2 −I6. The computation times and the number of iter-
ations are depicted in Fig. 3 (b,c).

When comparing the average calculation times tRQM
(tKS) of the TRUMM/RQM (TRUMM/KS) and the it-
erations kRQM (kKS) shown in Tab. II it is noticeable
that a calculation using the RQM eigensolver is faster
by a factor of 10 in this case, although a slightly longer
path is followed on the energy surface resulting in a mi-
nor increase of the number of iterations. It is important
to note that the RQM method only requires information
about the first derivatives while the KS method, as im-
plemented, also requires information about the Hessian
matrix itself.

The results concerning the SP towards the skyrmion
bag Spbag are shown in Fig. 4. Considering the first start-
ing point for the TRUMM algorithm (I1) the initial con-
figuration has two negative eigenvalues with values close
to each other. The application of the TRUMM algorithm
(See Fig. 4 (d)) shows that both eigenvalues decrease be-
fore they increase again. This leads to a situation where
the lowest eigenvalue is slightly negative and the second
lowest eigenvalue is positive; thus the configuration con-
stitutes a first order SP. It is noteworthy that such a situ-
ation requires the eigensolver to deliver a clear distinction
between the eigenvectors of the lowest and second low-
est eigenvalue while they are close to being degenerate.
The RQM method is able to make this distinction for all
tested situations.

As introduced in Sec. II D, the SPs identified with the
TRUMM methodology can be used to generate mean-
ingful initial paths for the application of the GNEB
method. Fig. 5 shows the MEPs for the four discussed
SPs, corresponding to the four investigated transitions of
a skyrmion in this model. For the selected parameters of
the Hamiltonian, the energy of the ferromagnetic state is
higher than the energy of the isolated Skyrmion, and the
local energy minimum of two Skyrmions in the lattice is
the lowest. This suggests that the global minimum is a

skyrmion lattice.

B. (Co-)Existence of Saddle Points

We shall now scan the parameter space, while keeping
the exchange parameter J1 constant, and determine the
ranges of existence of the four different SPs.

The computational efficiency of the implemented
TRUMM/RQM method makes it feasible to perform such
a scan, which is analogous to scanning the parameter
space for meta-stability using local energy minimization
calculations.

As discussed in Sec. IV A the identified SPs connect
four distinct local energy minimum configurations: the
isolated skyrmion (Skyr), two skyrmions (2 Skyr), the
ferromagnetic state (FM) and the skyrmion bag (Bag),
also called skyrmionium. First the meta-stability of these
configurations is examined.

For that purpose, local energy minimizations, using a
state to art LBFGS-method [37], are performed for mag-
netic fields strengths and DMI parameters in the parame-
ter space defined in Tab. I. Those were initialized for each
parameter point with all of the four aforementioned con-
figurations obtained from the calculations in Sec. IV A
at B = 3.1T and D = 0.55meV. The final configura-
tions were then associated with one of the four states.
The corresponding parameter regions of meta-stability
are depicted in Fig. 6 (a). Note that only regions of
meta-stability of all four states are shown, instead of de-
picting the corresponding lowest energy state and, thus,
Fig. 6 (a) does not represent a phase-diagram.

For small magnetic fields at high DMI strength, the
spin-spiral phase, which is not further considered here,
is present. This parameter region is bounded by the
meta-stability region of the ferromagnetic state. The
largest parameter region of meta-stability for an isolated
topological spin state within the ferromagnetic region is
covered by the isolated Skyrmion. It is limited by the
boundary of the ferromagnetic region to the spin-spiral
phase and by the region of low DMI at high external mag-
netic fields. The latter boundary shares this region with
the region of meta-stability of two Skyrmions in the lat-
tice. However, an isolated skyrmion can exist at higher
DMI strengths than two separated skyrmions. The meta-
stability region of Skyrmion Bags covers only a narrow
area located with comparatively high values of the DMI
strength. The overlap with the two skyrmion region,
therefore, is low. This overlapping area, in which all four
local energy minima exist, is the region in which all four
transition mechanisms Sprad, Spbound, Spdup and Spbag
are expected to exist.

Subsequently, these regions of metastability were ex-
amined with respect to the existence of the previously
identified types of SPs. Fig. 6 (b) illustrates this, for ex-
ample, for the radial symmetric collapse of the isolated
Skyrmion via the radial symmetric SP Sprad into the fer-
romagnetic state. This mechanism is expected only in the
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TABLE II. Computational effort comparison for the Rayleigh Quotient Optimization (RQM) with the Krylov-Schur Method
(KS) within the application of the TRUMM method to SPs of a Skyrmion, including the radial SP SPrad. and the boundary
escape SPbound. connecting the Skyrmion to the Ferromagnetic State, the duplication SP SPdup. as well as the SP which connects
the Skyrmion with the Skyrmion Bag SPbag. For the latter two cases the initial points I1−I6 used with the TRUMM Method
can be identified in Figs. 3,4. The mean t of the computation times as well as the iterations k are compared via τ = tRQM/tKS

and κ = kRQM/kKS.

Initial Point TRUMM Sprad TRUMM Spbound TRUMM Spdup TRUMM Spbag
τ κ τ κ τ κ τ κ

I1 0.14± 0.04 1.18 0.08± 0.05 1.50 0.05± 0.02 0.83 0.12± 0.04 1.73
I2 0.14± 0.04 1.07 0.10± 0.05 2.05 0.06± 0.03 1.02 0.13± 0.04 1.84
I3 0.14± 0.05 1.10 0.10± 0.04 1.93 0.04± 0.02 0.80 0.14± 0.04 1.89
I4 0.14± 0.05 1.09 0.11± 0.04 2.09 0.05± 0.03 0.92 0.10± 0.04 1.22
I5 0.14± 0.04 1.14 0.10± 0.04 1.97 0.06± 0.04 1.02 0.11± 0.05 1.45
I6 0.13± 0.05 1.06 0.06± 0.04 1.09 0.04± 0.03 0.82 0.11± 0.04 1.42
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region where the Skyrmion and the ferromagnetic state
are meta-stable. Therefore, for each parameter point
within this region, TRUMM/RQM calculations were ini-
tialized with the radial symmetric SP for B = 3.1 T and
D = 0.55 meV determined in Sec. IV A.

Analogously, Fig. 6 (b), (c), (d) and (e) show the ex-
istence of the radial symmetric, the boundary, the du-
plication and the skyrmion bag collapse SP, respectively.
The energy barrier for each collapse can be extracted by
analysing the energy difference of the Skyrmion and the
corresponding SP and is visualized by the displayed col-
ormap.

In the same parameter region as for the radial sym-
metric SP, analogous calculations for the boundary col-
lapse SP were performed (See Fig. 6 (c)). However,
the corresponding existence region of this SP Spbound is
smaller than for the radial symmetric SP. The calcula-
tions for the SP Spdup are limited to the overlap of meta-
stability region of two Skyrmions and the parameter re-
gion of a single Skyrmion. This SP, therefore, occurs only
for large DMI strenghts in the regions of meta-stability
of the associated minima. In the range of lower DMI
strengths, we find that the transition, from an isolated

skyrmion to two separated skyrmions is, instead, medi-
ated by a radial symmetric SP.

The existence region of the SP Spbag, which connects
the isolated skyrmion to the skyrmion is the narrowest
region among the observed mechanisms, since it is re-
stricted to the meta-stability region of the skyrmion bag
(See Fig. 6 (a)).

Fig. 6 (f) illustrates the dependence of the energy bar-
riers ∆E for each collapse type on the external magnetic
field for a constant DMI value of D = 0.5 meV. While
the energy barriers for transitions to the ferromagnetic
state decrease with increasing field strength, the energy
barriers for the mechanisms leading to the transition to
the state of two Skyrmions and the Skyrmion bag simul-
taneously increase. This is in line with expectations, as
the amount of collinear spins of the target state decreases
for the first two collapse types, starting from the mini-
mum of the individual Skyrmion, while it increases for
the latter two collapse types.

C. First order saddle points in a 3D-System

The advantage of the finite difference RQM method,
in terms of runtime and memory requirements, compared
to using the explicit Hessian matrix, becomes particularly
clear when systems with a large number of spins are ana-
lyzed. We, therefore, demonstrate the application of the
TRUMM/RQM method to a cubic square lattice with
30 × 30 × 30 spins (see Tab. I for the parameters). Ry-
bakov et al. performed GNEB calculations for this sys-
tem and demonstrated the transition of a skyrmion tube
(SkT) to the helical phase state, connected by two inter-
mediate minima – two chiral bobbers and a single chiral
bobber (ChB) [33].

When investigating transition mechanisms of topolog-
ical spin textures using the GNEB or CI-GNEB method,
a critical task is the generation of an initial path. For
example, the direct interpolation between initial and fi-
nal state is often not sufficient for transitions involving
translations of the spin texture. On the other hand, more
complex initial paths require either physical intuition or
prior knowledge of the system. We demonstrate that the
TRUMM/RQM method is able to extract this crucial in-
formation, the energy barrier and the SP configurations,
without prior knowledge of the system.

We initialize the system with random spin orienta-
tions (See Fig. 7 (b)). The many negative eigenvalues
of the initial state grow during the process and strive
towards positive values, as the configuration approaches
the convex region around a local energy minimum. In
each iteration of the TRUMM algorithm, the eigenmodes
of the two lowest eigenvalues are determined using the
RQM method. These are plotted in Fig. 7 (a). As can
be seen from the corresponding inset, the eigenvalues of
the lowest and second-lowest modes cross at some points,
leading to a change of the lowest mode.

Summarily, we find two possible outcomes for such a
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Exemplary behaviour of the energy barriers ∆E for a constant DMI parameter of D = 0.55 meV [horizontal lines in (b-e)]
depending on the magnetic field for all the considered transitions.

minimization. Either, the method converges to a state
with a single eigenvalue λ1 < 0 (See Fig. 7 (a)), called
the unstable mode, or the process leads to a configuration
within the convex region around a local minimum, as
discussed in Sec. II D.

Fig. 7 (c) shows the resulting first order SP config-
uration. The meta-stable configurations of the adjacent
energy minima are depicted in Fig. 7 (d,e). These con-
figurations consist of combinations of well-known three-
dimensional topological spin textures, such as Chiral
Bobbers [33] or the so-called Globules [38]. The SP con-
figuration found, depicted in Fig. 7, corresponds to the
transition from a Globule to a Chiral Bobber.

The number of possible combinations of many such
structures, in the simulation box, complicates a system-
atic investigation of various SP and energy minima con-
figurations in this system. However, the presented calcu-
lation provides preliminary, yet important, insight into
the cylindrical shape of topological spin textures in this
system.

For the chosen parameters, we find ourselves in the
helical phase [33], therefore, the TRUMM method is ap-
plied to another class of initial states. In the helical back-
ground, a cylinder with randomly oriented spins is con-
sidered (See Fig. 8 (a)). The application of the TRUMM
method to 500 such random states resulted in the SP
configurations shown in Fig. 8 (c). It is noteworthy that
a series of additional SPs was found. These correspond
to small energy barriers associated with lattice effects,
such as translations. They are, however, not discussed

here. By identifying the respective neighboring minima,
the schematic neighborhood diagram of local minima on
the energy surface can be drawn, as shown in Fig. 8 (b).
The transitions (i, iv, vi) correspond to the decay of a
Skyrmion Tube (SkT) into the helical phase via inter-
mediate states of two and one Chiral Bobber (ChB), as
investigated with GNEB calculations in Ref. [33]. Müller
et al. [38] point out that isolated Globules do not repre-
sent meta-stable configurations. However, it is possible
to meta-stabilize them near Chiral Bobbers, as transi-
tions ii and v show. To our knowledge, it is a new finding
that the isolated globule state can represent a first-order
SP in the helical phase (vii).

From the combination of the identified saddle-point
configurations with minima discovered, the energy bar-
riers ∆EA→B , for a transition from a state A into some
state B, can be obtained easily (See Tab. III). It should
be noted that the state map, depicted in Fig. 8 (b), is
likely not exhaustive. Interestingly however, many dif-
ferent states can be identified without relying on physi-
cal intuition. Additionally, meta-stable states with very
small energy barriers, such as the combination of a single
Globule with a Chiral Bobber, are present (See Tab. III).

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper we presented the TRUMM method –
an algorithm to efficiently identify first order SPs on an
energy surface, given by a Hamiltonian with spin length
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TABLE III. Energy barriers corresponding to the transitions and local energy minima configurations depicted in Fig. 8(b,c).
Both energy barriers, the collapse of state A into state B with energy barrier ∆EA→B as well as the transition of state B into
state A with barrier ∆EB→A are given.

State A
State B Energy barrier ∆EA→B(meV)

SkT ChB 2 ChB ChB + Globule 2 ChB + Globule helical state
Skt − − 23.13 − − −
ChB − − 17.14 36.32 − 16.98

2 ChB 25.05 6.95 − − 31.84 −
ChB + Globule − 0.03 − − 16.09 −

2 ChB + Globule − − 0.18 13.31 − −
helical state − 7.34 − − − 42.02
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FIG. 7. Application of the TRUMM/RQM method to a cu-
bic system with open boundaries in the z-direction initialized
with a random spin configuration (b). (a): Representation of
the two lowest eigenvalues λ1, λ2 during the TRUMM/RQM
algorithm. The insets highlight exemplary points of a mode
crossing as well as the convergence to a state with a single
negative eigenvalue λ1. The configurations of the neighboring
energy minima of the corresponding saddle-point configura-
tion (c) are shown in parts (d) and (e). Here, the spin con-
figuration is indicated by visualizing the isosurface of sz = 0
colored with the corresponding in-plane angle. A red outline
in (e) indicates the transition from a Globule (d) to a Chiral
Bobber (e).

constraints.
Further, we demonstrated a way of computing the

eigenpairs, corresponding to the lowest eigenvalues of the
Hessian matrix, making use of a direct optimization of
the generalized Rayleigh quotient. The TRUMM/RQM
method exploits the fast convergence of an initialised
Rayleigh quotient and calculates the action of the Hes-
sian matrix, using only information about the gradients.
We found this strategy to be advantageous over previous
implementations.

Employing the widely used atomistic Heisenberg

Hamiltonian, we have shown consistency with the results
for skyrmions in a square lattice by Müller et al. [17].

The computational speed of the TRUMM/RQM
makes the application to larger systems feasible. In par-
ticular, this enabled us to apply the method, for the first
time, to a three-dimensional system, hosting chiral bob-
bers, skyrmion tubes and globules.

The stability of the developed method, with regard to
the choice of starting points, was demonstrated within
this three-dimensional system. We initialised the algo-
rithm with random configurations, obtaining the same
results, concerning the collapse of a skyrmion tube, that
were by Rybakov et al. [33]. In contrast to previous ap-
proaches, no prior physical intuition was required. Fur-
thermore, it was shown that the globule state, which can-
not occur in isolation as a metastable state [38], can be
a first-order SP in the helical phase. This information
would not be accessible in mere energy minimisations.

On the one hand the method, developed here, com-
plements existing methods for the calculation of transi-
tion reactions such as GNEB and its extensions. Usually,
after finding a minimum energy path, with the GNEB
method, an additional climbing image GNEB calculation
is performed to determine the SP. The TRUMM/RQM
method can replace this step by simply applying it to the
highest energy image after the first GNEB calculation.
Further, symbiotic effects between the GNEB methodol-
ogy and the TRUMM method are possible, for example,
in relation to the generation of initial paths by partial
convergence of the TRUMM method. Summarily, we
demonstrated an improved implementation of a method
to discover SPs in magnetic systems, described by the
Heisenberg Hamiltonian. The TRUMM method exhibits
a high degree of computational efficiency and stability.
These properties of the new implementation broaden the
range of applicability of the method to more complex
systems, exhibiting rich topology features.
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Appendix A: Numerical Details

A key ingredient of the implemented TRUMM/RQM
method is the implicit calculation of the action of the
Hessian on an arbitrary vector. Here, we briefly summa-
rize how to find the action

Hx = y (A1)

of the 2N Hessian matrix H ∈ R2N×2N on a vec-
tor x ∈ R2N by applying a first order forward finite-
difference scheme equipped with Richardson extrapola-
tion. In order to avoid frequent base changes between the

local parametrizations of variables in the tangent space
of the rotated and non-rotated spin configurations, the
finite difference is calculated in the embedding euclidean
3N space (x3N = U,x ∈ R3N ). The spherical geometry
of the spin configuration space will be considered by rota-
tion of each spin si around an rotation axis k̂i = s⃗i× x⃗i

|x⃗i|
by an angle ϵ|x⃗i|, where i indexes the component of the
vector x corresponding to the i-th spin. Such a rotation
can be expressed by the matrix formulation of Rodriguez
rotation formula:

Ri
ϵ,x = I + sin(ϵ|x⃗i|)Ki + (1− cos(ϵ|x⃗i|))K2 (A2)

with

Ki =

 0 −kiz kiy
kiz 0 −kix
−kiy kix 0

 . (A3)
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FIG. 9. Illustration of the quantities involved in calculating
the action of the Hessian via forward finite differences with a
steplength ε.

The rotation matrix Rϵ,x for the whole system is given
by the direct sum of the individual rotation matrices:

Rϵ,x =

N⊕
i=1

Ri
ϵ,x =


R1

ϵ,x 0 . . . 0
0 R2

ϵ,x . . . 0
...

...
. . .

...
0 0 . . . RN

ϵ,x

 . (A4)

Now consider the Taylor expansion of the gradient
∇E⊥ ∈ R3N projected to the tangent space of the cur-
rent spin configuration S ∈ R3N around this spin config-
uration with respect to change in the direction of x:

R−ϵ,x∇E⊥(Rϵ,xS) = ∇E⊥(S) + ϵUHx+O(ϵ2) (A5)

The gradient of the rotated spin configuration is rotated
backwards to the tangent frame of the original spin con-
figuration in order to compare all quantities in the same
tangent space. This yields the following first-order for-
ward finite difference scheme for the action of the con-
strained Hessian:

y ≈ UT R−ϵ,x∇E⊥(Rϵ,xS)−∇E⊥(S)

ϵ
(A6)

When considering the action for individual spins, the ex-
pression can be simplified to

y⃗i = UT
i

[s⃗i · s⃗ϵi ] g⃗ϵi + [⃗gϵi · s⃗ϵi ] s⃗ϵi − g⃗i
ϵ

, (A7)

where s⃗ϵi = Rϵ,xs⃗i, g⃗ϵ = ∇⃗iE
⊥(Sϵ), g⃗ = ∇⃗iE

⊥(S).
These quantities are illustrated in Fig. 9

The initial choice for the finite difference step size is
always set to ϵ = 10−6 while the maximum allowed er-
ror during Richardson extrapolation is defined as 10−8.
The LBFGS based TRUMM algorithm is used without

a line search procedure. As described in Ref. [37] we re-
strict the maximum steplength with a parameter ϑmax.
The number of memory quantities taken into account is
m = 3 for all calculations in this publication. For the
TRUMM calculations presented in Sec. IV A we always
chose ϑTRUMM

max = 0.5. A TRUMM calculation is consid-
ered converged if the maximum force compoment drops
below a value of 10−12 eV/rad. Also the LBFGS solver
of the RQM method was set to ϑRQM

max = 0.5. The calcu-
lation of the two lowest modes within the RQM method
is considered converged if the norm of the Rayleigh Gra-
dient on the Grassmanian drops below 10−8.

The KS eigensolver implemented in the extended
eigensolver interface within the intel mkl library consid-
ers the extremal eigenpairs (λα,vα) as converged if

|Hvα − λαvα|
|λα|

≤ 10−5, (A8)

where vα is the representation of an eigenvector in 2N
tangent space basis.

Appendix B: Pseudocode for optimization on the
Grassmann manifold

As described in Sec. II, applying the L-BFGS opti-
mizer to the Grassmann manifold requires some care.
Here, we give a detailed pseudo code listing of what con-
stitutes the "inner" L-BFGS solver, which computes the
minimum modes. The main routine is given in Alg. 1. To
compute the approximation of the action of the inverse
Hessian, we use the well known "two loop recursion",
listed in Alg. 2.

Clearly, Alg. 1, in combination with Alg. 2, consti-
tutes a fairly standard L-BFGS method with some ex-
ceptions: A minor one is that the algorithm is being ap-
plied to matrices instead of – as perhaps more commonly
seen – vectors. The other, much more important, excep-
tions is the use of the Transport and Displace function
to move accross the Grassmann manifold, in a way that
respects its inherent geometry.

These two are implemented in Alg. 3 and Alg. 4, re-
spectively, and make use of equations given by Edelmann
et. al. [23].

Appendix C: Escape Stage Details

A detailed investigation of the most efficient method
for generating starting points for the TRUMM method
outside the convex region of the meta stable state is be-
yond the scope of this paper. We describe here in de-
tail how the start configurations for the TRUMM ap-
plications shown in Sec. IV A were obtained. Escap-
ing the convex region for the radial SP Sprad and the
boundary SP Spbound is achieved by iterative eigenvec-
tor displacements as shown in Fig. 10. Starting from
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Algorithm 1 L-BFGS optimizer for the generalized
Rayleigh Quotient

Require: Initial point X on the Grassmann manifold G2,2N ,
Hessian matrix H, tolerance ϵ, maximum memory m

Ensure: Solution X that spans the minimal invariant sub-
space of H
Initialize k ← 0
Initialize the history S ← [], Y ← [], ρ← []
while k < maxIterations do

// Here, we denote the action of the Hessian as HX
// In practice, we use the finite difference scheme,
// described in App. A
Gk ← 2Xk

[
HXk −Xk(X

T
k HXk)

]
if ∥Gk∥F < ϵ then

break
end if
// Transport the history to the current tangent frame
if len(S) > 0 then

Si ← Transport(Xk−1, Si, U,Σ, V ) ∀Si ∈ S
Yi ← Transport(Xk−1, Yi, U,Σ, V ) ∀Yi ∈ Y

end if
if k > 1 then

// Append to the history
Append Q to S
Append Gk − Transport(Gk−1, U,Σ, V ) to Y

Append tr
[
(Xk −Xk−1)

T (Gk −Gk−1)
]−1 to ρ

if len(S) > m then
Delete oldest entry of S, Y and ρ

end if
// Curvature rejection condition
if ρ−1 < 0 then

// Reset the history
S ← [], Y ← [], ρ← []

end if
end if
// Compute the search direction via two loop recursion
Q← TwoLoopRecursion(S, Y, ρ,Gk)
// Perform compact singular value
// decomposition of Q such that Q = UΣV T

U,Σ, V ← SVD(Q)
// Update X via parallel transport
X ← Displace(X,U,Σ, V )
k ← k + 1

end while

the skyrmion, the configuration was displaced along the
eigenvector of the breathing mode (Fig. 10 (a)) (trans-
lation mode (Fig. 10 (b))). This causes the skyrmion to
shrink or move towards the open edge of the system. At
a certain point, the lowest eigenvalue of the Hessian ma-
trix becomes negative, indicating that the convex region
around the initial minimum has been escaped. Six con-
figurations I1 to I6 were then defined in the range of a
negative lowest eigenvalue, which were used as starting
points for the calculations of the TRUMM method (See
Tab. II).

Generating suitable starting points for identifying the
duplication SP Spdup is somewhat more complex than in

Algorithm 2 Two loop recursion
function TwoLoopRecursion(S, Y , ρ, G)

Q← G
for i = len(S) downto 1 do

αi ← ρitr(ST
i Q)

Q← Q− αiYi

end for
if len(S) > 0 then

// Initial diagonal approximation
// for the inverse Hessian

Hk
0 ← ρ−1

i

√
tr
(
Yk

TYk

)
Q← Hk

0Q
end if
for i = 1 to len(S) do

β ← ρitr(Y T
i Q)

Q← Q+ (αi − β)Si

end for
// Minus sign for minimization
return −Q

end function

Algorithm 3 Transport
function Transport(X, ∆, U , Σ, V )

// The parentheses are necessary to ensure a
// computationally efficient order of evaluation
T1 ← −XV sin(Σ)(UT∆)
T2 ← U cos(Σ)(UT∆)
T3 ← ∆− U(UT∆)
return T1 + T2 + T3

end function

the two cases discussed so far. First, the skyrmion is
iteratively displaced along the eigenvector of the four-
fold mode. The corresponding low curvature eigenvalue
spectrum is shown in the left part of Fig. 3 (a). The dis-
placement along the eigenvector of this mode means an
elongation of the skyrmion and none of the eigenmodes
shows a rapid decrease of the associated eigenvalue dur-
ing this process which would indicate suitable starting
points for the TRUMM method. Indicated by the ver-
tical black line in Fig. 3 (a), we change the eigenvector
along which we displace to an eigenvector of the ninth
smallest eigenvalue at this point. An iterative displace-
ment (See Fig. 3 (a), right) causes the centre of the elon-
gated skyrmion to narrow. This is accompanied in the
eigenvalue spectrum by a rapid drop in an eigenvalue of
a certain mode. In the region where this eigenvalue is
the lowest in the spectrum, we again select six starting
configurations I1 − I6. An application of the TRUMM
algorithm leads to the duplication SP Spdup for all six
configurations, although the configuration I1 is chosen
close to a mode crossing. If a configuration slightly left
from this mode crossing is chosen, a TRUMM calculation
leads back to the convex region of the skyrmion although
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Algorithm 4 Displace
function Displace(X, U , Σ, V )

XT ← XV cos(Σ)V T + U
// Prevent accumulation of numerical errors
Orthonormalize columns of XT with QR algorithm
return XT

end function
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FIG. 10. Low curvature eigenvalue spectrum λi during itera-
tive displacement along an eigenvector of the breathing mode
(a) (translation mode (b)) starting from the skyrmion. The
cumulated geodesic distance along this displacement is visu-
alized on the x-axis. The eigenvalues of the minimum mode
corresponding to six starting configuration I1 to I6 of the
subsequent TRUMM application are marked with black dia-
monds.

the lowest eigenvalue is clearly negative in the beginning.
This means that being outside the convex region is not
a sufficient condition for the region of convergence of the
TRUMM algorithm.

With regard to the SP configuration Spbag of the tran-
sition of a skyrmion into a skyrmion bag, no suitable
starting points could be generated using the technique
of iterative displacement along certain eigenvectors. In-
stead, the central four spins in the centre of the skyrmion
are rotated in such a way that the in-plane component
of each spin always points to the centre of the skyrmion
while the out-of-plane angle is varied step by step. This
is depicted schematically in the inset of Fig. 4 (a). The
low curvature eigenvalue spectrum as well as the corre-
sponding six starting configurations for the application
of the TRUMM algorithm are visualized in Fig. 4 (a) for
different out-of-plane angles ϑ.
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