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The nature of the skyrmion-crystal (SkX) formation and various multiple-q phases encompass-
ing the SkX phase are investigated by extensive Monte Carlo simulations on the frustrated J1-J3

triangular-lattice Heisenberg model with the weak easy-axis magnetic anisotropy. Phase diagram in
the temperature T vs. magnetic-field H plane are constructed, leading to a rich variety of multiple-q
phases. The anisotropy stabilizes the SkX state down to T = 0 at intermediate fields, while in the
lower-field range the SkX state becomes only metastable, and new multiple-q states with a broken
C3 symmetry are instead stabilized. Implications to experiments are discussed.

Much attention has recently been paid to various types
of topologically protected nanoscale spin textures in mag-
nets, e.g., vortex, skyrmion and hedgehog, from both fun-
damental interest in topology-related physics and possi-
ble applications to spintronics. Skymion, a swirling non-
coplanar spin texture characterized by an integer topo-
logical charge whose constituent spin directions wrap a
sphere in spin space, has got special attention. In mag-
netically ordered state, skyrmion is often stabilized as
a periodic array called the skyrmion crystal (SkX). At
an earlier stage, the SkX state was discussed for non-
centrosymmetric magnets as induced by the antisym-
metric Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya (DM) interaction [1–5]. In
2012, it was theoretically proposed that the “symmet-
ric” SkX is also possible in certain class of frustrated

centrosymmetric magnets without the DM interaction,
where the size of constituent skyrmions can be varied con-
tinuously from very small to infinitely large (correspond-
ing to the continuum limit) by tuning the extent of frus-
tration [6]. An interesting characteristic of frustration-
induced symmetric skyrmion is that, due to the underly-
ing chiral degeneracy, both skyrmion and antiskyrmion
of mutually opposite signs of topological charge, or the
scalar chirality, are equally possible, leading to the unique
and rich electromagnetic responses [6].
In Ref.[6], the SkX was identified in a simplified model,

i.e., the frustrated J1-J3 (J1-J2) isotropic Heisenberg
model on the triangular lattice as a triple-q state sta-
bilized by magnetic fields and thermal fluctuations. Sub-
sequent experiment successfully observed the SkX for
centrosymmetric triangular-lattice metallic magnet, e.g.,
Gd2PdSi3, accompanied by the pronounced topological
Hall effect [7]. Recent Monte Carlo (MC) simulation in-
dicated that the SkX could also be stabilized in the stan-
dard RKKY system with only the bilinear interaction
modelling weak-coupling metals, where the oscillating
nature of the RKKY interaction bears frustration [8, 9].
Of course, real material possesses various perturbative

interactions not taken into account in a simplified model
[6], e.g., the three-dimensionality (interplane coupling),
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the magnetic anisotropy, quantum fluctuations, etc. In
particular, experiment has indicated that the SkX can
be stabilized even at zero temperature (T = 0), where
the effect of certain perturbative interactions, e.g., the
magnetic anisotropy, was argued to play a role [7, 10].
Possible mechanism leading to the T = 0 SkX state was
theoretically discussed in the literature, including the bi-
quadratic interaction arising from the higher-order per-
turbation beyond the second-order (strong-coupling ef-
fect in itinerant metals) [11–13], quantum spin fluctu-
ations [14], etc. Among them, the magnetic anisotropy
prevails in real magnets, both classical and quantum, and
generally exists even at the spin-bilinear order.

On the basis of the ground-state phase diagram of the
frustrated J1-J2 triangular Heisenberg model obtained
by the simulated annealing, it was theoretically suggested
that the easy-axis magnetic anisotropy stabilized the SkX
state even at T = 0 [10]. While the effect of magnetic
anisotropy on the SkX formation was examined further
by various authors [14–21], most of them concentrated
on the T = 0 properties, with few studies on the tem-
perature (T ) vs. magnetic-field (H) phase diagram (see
[15, 16, 20], however). Even concerning with the T = 0
properties, the proposed magnetic-anisotropy stabiliza-
tion of the SkX state might deserve further careful ex-
amination, since the numerical method employed, e.g.,
the simulated annealing, might capture the metastable
SkX state, while such a metastable, not truly stable SkX
state was indeed reported under certain annealing condi-
tions even experimentally [22, 23].

Under these circumstances, we study by extensive MC
simulations the SkX formation and the T -H phase di-
agram of the frustrated J1-J3 Heisenberg model on the
triangular lattice with the easy-axis magnetic anisotropy,
an anisotropic extention of the isotropic model of Ref.[6].
We wish to clarify how the T -H phase diagram of the
isotropic model changes by the magnetic anisotropy, pay-
ing special attention to the questions of whether the SkX
state is truly stabilized at T = 0, whether some new
phases appear induced by the anisotropy, and if any, the
nature of these phases. We then find that the SkX state
is stabilized in intermediate fields at T = 0, while its sta-
bility range is considerably reduced compared with that
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obtained by the simulated annealing, and in the region
where the SkX phase turns out to be only metastable two
new anisotropy-induced multiple-q phases with a broken
C3 symmetry emerge as stable phases.
We consider the J1-J3 classical Heisenberg model on

the two-dimensional triangular lattice with the easy-axis
uniaxial anisotropy. The Hamiltonian is given by

H = −J1
∑

〈i,j〉
1

(SixSjx + SiySjy + γSizSjz)

− J3
∑

〈i,j〉
3

(SixSjx + SiySjy + γSizSjz)−H
∑

i

Siz ,(1)

where J1 > 0 is the ferromagnetic nearest-neighbor cou-
pling, J3 < 0 the antiferromagnetic third-neighbor cou-
pling, Si = (Six, Siy, Siz) a three-component unit vector
at site i, magnetic field is applied along the easy axis with
H the magnetic-field intensity, and γ the uniaxial ex-
change anisotropy parameter. We assume a rather weak
easy-axis anisotropy and set γ = 1.1, i.e., 10% anisotropy.
Following Ref.[6], we set J1/J3 = −1/3, and J1, T and
H are given in units of |J3|, hereafter.
MC simulation based on the standard heat-bath

method combined with the over-relaxation method is
performed. In addition, fully equilibrated temperature-
exchange simulations are also made in the higher-T
range. The lattice is a L × L triangular lattice with
L = 144, 180, 216, 288with periodic boundary conditions.
Unit MC step consists of one heat-bath and L over-
relaxation sweeps. Typically, each run contains 2 × 105

MC steps per spin (MCS) at each temperature, the first
half discarded for thermalization.
To reach a given (T ∗, H∗) state, together with the field-

cooling (FC) run, i.e., the gradual cooling simulated-
annealing run at fixed H∗, various other computation
protocols are tried by combining H- and T -sweeps in
search for the stable state. Since, at sufficiently low
T = T0, a truly stable state should have the lowest en-
ergy among several metastable states generated by dif-
ferent protocols, it can be determined by comparing their
energies. One standard protocol might be the zero-field
cooling (ZFC) run to (T0, H

∗), i.e., gradual cooling in
zero field (or weak fields of H . 1.5) to a low T = T0

(we set here T0 = 0.1, 0.05) followed by the gradual in-
crease of H to H∗ at T = T0. Such ZFC runs are re-
peated 10∼20 times in search for the lower-energy state
by changing the random numbers and the way of H ap-
plication. If the ZFC protocol yields a stable state with
the lowest energy at (T0, H

∗), gradual warming run from
that state is also performed to higher T = T ∗ at fixed
H∗ (sometimes further cooling run also made). Consis-
tency is then checked by confirming the obtained state
to be compatible with that obtained by the T -exchange
simulations at moderately high T .
The T -H phase diagram obtained in this way is shown

in Fig.1. It contains ten distinct ordered phases. Al-
though it might look rather complicated, all the phases
appearing in the isotropic phase diagram [6] also appear

FIG. 1. The phase diagram of the model with J1/J3 = −1/3
and γ = 1.1 in the temperature vs. magnetic-field plane. The
notations (mq, nq), D and U are explained in the text.

here. The triple-q SkX state, described as (3q, 3q) in
Fig.1, is stabilized down to T = 0 in the intermediate
field range, where m and n (=1,2,3) in (mq, nq) repre-
sent the number of the dominant (quasi-)Bragg peaks
except for q = 0 in the transverse (Sxy) and longitudinal
(Sz) spin structure factors, S⊥(q) and S‖(q) [24]. The
SkX state is essentially of the same type as the one of the
isotropic model, as demonstrated in the real-space spin
and scalar-chirality configurations of Figs. 2(c, d). The
SkX state is characterized by the nonzero total scalar chi-
rality χtot > 0, leading to the topological Hall effect. The
T -dependence of the specific heat and χtot at H = 3.5 are
shown in Figs. 2(a, b), the definitions of χtot and S(q)
being given in Appendix A. In the higher-T region, the
so-called Z phase, the random domain state of the SkX
and the anti-SkX [6], also appears as the collinear triple-
q (D,3q) state (D means disordered, i.e., the absence of
sharp (quasi-)Bragg peak in S(q)): See Fig. 11.

The single-q spiral states also appear both in zero (or
sufficiently weak) field and in higher fields. The first type,
the (1q, 1q) state, is a vertical spiral (VS) induced by the
easy-axis anisotropy, exhibiting a 90◦ rotation from the
conical spiral (CS) stabilized in the isotropic model [6].
In zero field, this VS state in the T → 0 limit is ver-
tically coplanar, but it becomes weakly noncoplanar in
nonzero fields, the latter corresponding to the “M state”
of Ref.[10]. By contrast, the high-field single-q state, the
(1q, U) state (U means uniform, i.e., only the q = 0

peak in S‖(q)), is essentially the same CS as that of the
isotropic model [6]. In the high-field region, there also
appears the double-q state, the (2q, 1q) state, essentially
the same as that of the isotropic model [6]. Further de-
tails of these states are given in Appendices B and C.

Between the SkX phase at intermediate H and the VS
phase at low enough H , there appear two new phases
absent in the isotropic model, i.e., the (1q, 2q) and the
(2q, 2q) phases, which persist even in the T → 0 limit.
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FIG. 2. The temperature and size dependence of (a) the
specific heat, and of (b) the total scalar chirality, at H = 3.5.
The data of the FC runs and of the temperature-exchange
runs (Tex) are shown. The typical real-space configurations
of (c) the transverse components of the spin, and of (d) the
scalar chirality, in the SkX state at H = 3.5 and T = 0.0001
are shown for a common part of the L = 180 lattice.

The associated S⊥(q) and S‖(q) are respectively given
in Figs. 3(a, b) and 3(e, f). Note that “1q” (“2q”) here
means S(q) possesses three (quasi-)Bragg peaks, but the
C3 symmetry is broken resulting in one (two) pair of
higher-intensity peaks [24]. In both phases, χtot vanishes,
meaning the absence of the topological Hall effect.

An important caveat might be in order here: If one
makes FC simulated-annealing runs in the field range
2.0 . H . 3.6 to low T , one ends up with the triple-
q SkX state even if one makes a very slow cooling. By
contrast, if one makes a ZFC run to (T0, H

∗) with H∗

in the relevant range, one generally ends up with the
C3-symmetry broken state. The energy (e) comparison
indicates that, for the field 1.35 . H . 2.6 the (2q, 2q)
state reached by the ZFC run is stable (e is lower than e
of the SkX state reached by the FC run by ∼0.54% and
by ∼0.27% at H = 2 and 2.5, respectively, well beyond
the typical error bar of order 0.001%); for 2.6 . H . 3.2
the (1q, 2q) state is stable (e is lower than e of the SkX
state by ∼0.12% at H = 3); but for 3.2 . H . 4.1
the (3q, 3q) SkX state is stable (e is lower than e of
the (2q, 2q)/(1q, 2q) states by ∼0.08% and by ∼0.12%
at H = 3.5 and 4, respectively). In fact, the energy dif-
ference between the (2q, 2q) and (1q, 2q) states is rather
small of order of the error bar, although we have ob-
served a clear phase transition between these two states
with varying T : See Figs. 4(b) and 6(b).

Our observation then indicates that the easy-axis
anisotropy stabilizes the triple-q SkX state even at T = 0
at intermediate H (3.2 . H . 4.1), where its stability
range is considerably reduced compared with that ob-
tained by the simulated annealing, and the truly stable
state in the lower-H region turns out to be the (1q, 2q)
state for 2.6 . H . 3.2, and the (2q, 2q) states for

FIG. 3. The spin structure factors (a) S⊥(q), and (b) S‖(q),
and the projected spin (c) (Sx, Sy), and (d) (Sx, Sz) compo-
nents, in the (1q, 2q) phase at H = 3 and T = 0.0001. (e)-
(h): The corresponding plots in the (2q, 2q) phase at H = 1.5
and T = 0.0001. The lattice size is L = 180.

1.35 . H . 2.6. To the author’s knowledge, these two
states, the (1q, 2q) and (2q, 2q) states, are new unno-
ticed so far. The observed strong hysteretic effect might
give the reason why these states were not reported in the
T = 0 phase diagram constructed by, e.g., the simulated
annealing [10].

Let us further look into the nature of these new phases.
Although the (1q, 2q) state is a vertical coplanar state
as shown in Figs. 3(c, d) [25], it is not a simple VS
(1q, 1q) state. In fact, as can be seen from the vector-
chirality (κx, κy) projection shown in Fig. 4(c), where κ

is the vector chirality defined on each upward triangle by
κ = (2/3

√
3)

∑

<ij> Si × Sj (the summation taken over

three clockwise bonds on each triangle) changing sign
under the spatial inversion, κ mostly exhibits parallel
alignment in the direction perpendicular to the coplanar
spin plane, but some κ exhibits antiparallel alignment
in the opposite direction, indicating that the spins ro-
tate mostly in a certain (say, clockwise) direction, but
occasionally rotate in an opposite (say, anti-clockwise)
direction. Closer inspection reveals that such a counter-
rotation occurs when the spins stay in the vicinity of the
H-direction to gain the Zeeman energy.

By contrast, the (2q, 2q) state is a noncoplanar state
as shown in Figs. 3(g, h). As can be seen from the
(κx, κz) projection of Fig. 4(d), κ is dominated by the
horizontal (perpendicular to the field) component, which
suggests that the associated noncoplanar spin configu-
ration is basically “vertical”. If one compares this with
the corresponding plot for another double-q state, i.e.,
the (2q, 1q) state in high fields, κ in the latter rather
lacks in the horizontal component (see Fig. 4(f)), consis-
tently with the meron-like “conical” character of its spin
state (see Fig. 4(e)). Hence, the two double-q states, the
(2q, 2q) and (2q, 1q) states, are different kinds of states,
i.e., “vertical” vs. “conical”.

In the higher-T range, phases absent in the isotropic
model also appear, including the collinear single-q (D,1q)
and the collinear double-q (D,2q) phases. In Fig.1, the
collinear single-q phase appears in two distinct regions,
i.e., at intermediate fields and at zero and weaker fields,
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FIG. 4. The temperature dependence of (a) the specific
heat for various sizes, and of (b) the intensities of the three
(quasi-) Bragg peaks of S⊥(q) and S‖(q) for L = 288, at
H = 2. The data are taken by the gradual warming run
from the T = T0 state as explained in the text, while in
(a) the data of the temperature-exchange run (Tex) are also
added. The projected vector-chirality (c) (κx, κy) components
in the (1q, 2q) phase at H = 3 and T = 0.0001, and (d)
(κx, κz) components in the (2q, 2q) phase at H = 1.5 and
T = 0.0001. The projected (e) spin (Sx, Sz), and (f) vector-
chirality (κx, κz) components, in the (2q, 1q) phase atH = 4.5
and T = 0.0001.

each represented by (D,1q) and (D,1q)’, which are not
connected in the phase diagram. Indeed, in the (D,1q)
state, S‖(q) possesses three pairs of (quasi-)Bragg peaks
among which single pair ±q∗

1 exceeds the other twos ±q∗
2

and ±q∗
3 by factor of 2 ∼ 3 in their intensities (refer to

Figs. 4(b), 6(b) and 10, while, in the (D,1q)’ state, S‖(q)
possesses only one pair of (quasi-)Bragg peaks.
The richness of the phase diagram suggests that even a

simple cut of the phase diagram could yield many phases
and phase transitions among them. We demonstrate such
richness by showing the T -dependence of physical quan-
tities at a representative field H = 2. The data are taken
by the gradual warming runs from the T = T0 state pre-
pared by the ZFC run explained above. On increasing
T from T0, one encounters the (2q, 2q), (1q, 2q), (D,2q),
(D,1q), (D,3q) states before finally reaching the param-
agnetic state. We show in Fig.4 the T -dependences of (a)
the specific heat, and of (b) the intensities of the three
relevant (quasi-)Bragg peaks q∗

i (i = 1, 2, 3) of the spin
structure factor which are ordered according to their in-
tensities [26]. Similar data for H = 2.5 are also given
in Fig. 6. As can be seen from the figures, the system
indeed exhibits a rich phase structure.
In view of the complicated appearance of the phase di-

agram, we now try to give a rough and intuitive picture
of the complicated phase diagram, together with an in-
tuitive reason why the easy-axis anisotropy energetically
stabilizes the SkX phase at intermediate fields. Depend-
ing on the relative strength of the easy-axis anisotropy
and the magnetic field, the phase diagram might be di-
vided into three regimes, i.e., [I] the high-field regime
where the field exceeds the anisotropy, [II] the low-field
regime where the anisotropy exceeds the field, and [III]

the medium-filed region where both compete. In the re-
gion [I] involving the double-q (2q, 1q) and the CS (1q,U)
states, the spin states tend to be “conical” induced by the
field, while in the region [II] involving the VS (1q, 1q), the
double-q (2q, 2q), and the single-q (1q, 2q) states, the spin
states tend to be “vertical” induced by the anisotropy.
Since the conical and vertical states compete with each
other, the states in between tend to be virtually “spher-
ical”, setting the stage for stabilization of the SkX state.

In summary, by means of extensive MC simulations on
the frustrated J1-J3 triangular-lattice Heisenberg model
with the easy-axis exchange anisotropy, we have con-
structed the T -H phase diagram containing a rich variety
of multiple-q phases. The easy-axis anisotropy stabilizes
the triple-q SkX state down to T = 0 at intermediate
fields. As the field gets weaker, the SkX state becomes
only metastable, and new multiple-q states with a bro-
ken C3 symmetry, the (2q, 2q) and (1q, 2q) states, are
instead stabilized. In the high-T regime, in addition to
the collinear triple-q phase (Z phase), the collinear single-
q and double-q states absent in the isotropic model are
stabilized by the easy-axis anisotropy.

Finally, we discuss experimental implications of the
present result. Concerning the stability of the SkX and
the multiple-q states encompassing it, while the weak
easy-axis magnetic anisotropy enhances the SkX forma-
tion even at T = 0, it often accompanies a strong hys-
teretic effect associated with the C3-breaking. Thus, in
order to experimentally clarify the SkX-related phase
structure, one needs to examine carefully the possible
dependence of the state on the T -cooling/H-application
protocols. Especially when different final states are to be
obtained by different protocols to a common (T,H), one
should determine which state is truly stable. Since the
direct comparison of the energies as we did in the present
analysis would be difficult experimentally, the long-time
off-equilibrium measurements toward equilibrium might
eventually be required. Experimental distinction among
(1q, 2q), (2q, 2q) and (3q, 3q) from S(q) measurements
might sometimes be not easy due to the domain prob-
lem, whereas the absence of the topological Hall effect in
the former twos could be used as a signature to distin-
guish them from the SkX state.

Of course, features of the phase diagram might well de-
pend on the type and the strength of the anisotropy, e.g.,
the γ value, as well as on other perturbative interactions
not taken into account in the present model, e.g., the
dipolar interaction, quantum fluctuations, higher-order
exchange interactions, etc. For example, since the en-
ergy difference between the two new C3-broken states,
the (2q, 2q) and (1q, 2q) states, is rather small, a small
change in γ and/or other perturbative effects might af-
fect their relative stability. While further theoretical and
experimental studies are desirable to fully clarify the ef-
fects of these perturbative interactions, the present work
might hopefully serve as a useful starting reference.

The author is thankful to Prof. T. Sato, Prof. T.
Kurumaji and Dr. K. Mitsumoto for useful discussion.
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Appendix A: Definitions of physical quantities

In this section of appendix, we give definitions of sev-
eral physical quantities computed in our Monte Carlo
(MC) simulations.

1. Specific heat

The specific heat is computed generally via the energy
fluctuation. In the vicinity of the first-order transition,
to capture the latent-heat contribution, we also compute
it via the temperature (T ) difference of the energy per
spin 〈e〉, i.e., ∆〈e〉/∆T , where ∆T is taken to be 0.001.

2. Spin structure factors

The transverse and longitudinal spin structure factors,
S⊥(q) and S‖(q), are defined by

S⊥(q) =
1

N

〈

∑

µ=x,y

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

N
∑

i=1

Siµe
−iq·ri

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2〉

, (A1)

S‖(q) =
1

N

〈∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

N
∑

i=1

Size
−iq·ri

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2〉

, (A2)

where N is the number of spins, the summation over i is
taken over all sites on the triangular lattice, while 〈· · · 〉
represents the thermal average.

3. Total scalar chirality

The local scalar chirality is defined for the upward
(downward) triangle by χ△(▽) = Si · Sj × Sk (i, j, k ∈
△(▽)). The total scalar chirality is defined by

χtot =
1

2N







〈





∑

△
χ△ +

∑

▽
χ▽





2
〉







1/2

, (A3)

where the summation
∑

△ (
∑

▽) runs over all upward

(downward) triangles on the triangular lattice.

FIG. 5. The temperature and size dependence of (a) the
specific heat, and of (c) the total scalar chirality, in zero field
H = 0. The data of the FC runs and of the temperature-
exchange runs (Tex) are shown. (b) and (d) are magnified
views of the transition region depicted by the dashed-line
boxes in (a) and (c), respectively.

4. Total vector chirality

We define the local vector chirality for each upward
triangle by κ = (κx, κy, κz) =

2
3
√
3

∑

〈i,j〉(Si×Sj), where

the summation is taken in the clockwise direction over
three bonds on an upward triangle. The transverse and
longitudinal components of the total vector chirality per
plaquette, κt and κl, are then defined by

κt =
1

N

(〈

(

∑

κx

)2

+
(

∑

κy

)2
〉)1/2

, (A4)

κl =
1

N

(〈

(

∑

κz

)2
〉)1/2

, (A5)

where the summation is taken over allN upward triangles
on the triangular lattice.

Appendix B: The temperature dependence of
physical quantities in magnetic fields

In this section, we wish to show our MC data of the
temperature (T ) dependence of several physical quanti-
ties in magnetic fields, which are not shown in the main
text.

1. H = 0

We begin with the H = 0 case. At H = 0, the sys-
tem exhibits, on decreasing T , phase transitions from
the paramagnetic to the collinear single-q (D,1q)’ phase,
and then, to the vertical spiral (VS) (1q, 1q) phase. The
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FIG. 6. The temperature dependence of (a) the specific
heat for various sizes, and of (b) the intensities of the three
(quasi-)Bragg peaks of S⊥(q) and S‖(q) for L = 288 which
are ordered according to their intensities. The field is H =
2.5. The data are taken by the gradual warming runs from
the T = T0 state prepared by the ZFC run as explained in
the main text. In (a), the data taken by the temperature-
exchange runs (Tex) are also shown.

quantity which can be regarded as the order parameter
of the VS order might be the transverse component of
the vector chirality, κt, defined by Eq.(4).
We show in Figs. 5(a, c) the T -dependence of the spe-

cific heat and the transverse and longitudinal vector chi-
ralities, respectively. Double peaks of the specific heat as-
sociated with the expected two transitions are observed.
The low-T ordered phase is characterized by a nonzero κt

with a vanishing κl defined by Eq.(5), consistently with
the VS ordering. In the intermediate (D,1q)’ phase, κt

tends to decrease systematically with the system size L,
consistently with the expected collinear ordering. Indeed,
the spin structure factor of the intermediate phase shown
in Figs.10(e, f) below also supports the (D,1q)’ nature of
the intermediate phase.

2. H = 2.5

To demonstrate the richness of the phase structure of
the model, we have shown in Figs. 4(a, b) of the main
text the T -dependence of the specific heat and the in-
tensities of the (quasi-)Bragg peaks of the spin structure
factor at a representative field H = 2, which exhibits
a variety of multiple-q phases, i.e., the (2q, 2q), (1q, 2q),
(D,2q), (D,1q), (D,3q) states on increasing T before fi-
nally reaching the paramagnetic state. In this subsec-
tion, we show similar plots for a different field H = 2.5.
In Figs. 6(a, b), we show respectively the T -dependences

FIG. 7. The temperature dependence of physical properties
at H = 4.5. (a) The specific heat for various sizes, and of
(b) the intensities of the three (quasi-)Bragg peaks of S⊥(q)
and S‖(q) for L = 288 which are ordered according to their
intensities. The data are taken by the FC runs, while in (a)
the data taken by the temperature-exchange runs (Tex) are
also shown.

of the specific heat and of the intensities of the three
relevant (quasi-)Bragg peaks q∗

i (i = 1, 2, 3) of the trans-
verse and longitudinal spin structure factors S⊥(q) and
S‖(q), which are ordered according to their intensities.
The data are taken by the gradual warming runs from
the T = T0 state prepared by the ZFC run as explained
in the main text. Similar phase sequences as observed in
Figs. 4(a,b) of the main text for H = 2 are also observed
for H = 2.5.

3. H = 4.5

At a higher field H = 4.5, the system exhibits on
decreasing T a phase transition from the paramagnetic
state to the double-q (2q, 1q) state. The spin and the
vector-chirality configurations at H = 4.5 have been
given in Figs. 4(e, f) of the main text. We show in
Figs. 7(a, b) the T -dependence of the specific heat and
the intensities of the three (quasi-)Bragg peaks of the
transverse and longitudinal spin structure factors S⊥(q)
and S‖(q), at H = 4.5. The occurrence of a single tran-
sition to the (2q, 1q) ordered state can be seen from the
figure.

4. H = 6

At a still higher field H = 6, the conical spiral (CS)
(1q,U) state intervenes the paramagnetic and the (2q, 1q)
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FIG. 8. The temperature dependence of physical properties
in the transition region at H = 6: (a) The specific heat, and
(b) the transverse and longitudinal vector chiralities, κt and
κl, for various sizes. The data are taken by the FC runs.

states, as can be seen from theH-T phase diagram shown
in Fig. 1 of the main text. To demonstrate this, we show
in Figs. 8(a, b) the T -dependence of the specific heat
and of the transverse and longitudinal vector chiralities,
κt and κl. Note that the CS state is characterized by
a nonzero κl with a vanishing κt, in contrast to the VS
state characterized by a nonzero κt with a vanishing κl.
The specific heat shown in Fig. 8(a) now exhibits dou-
ble peaks, suggesting the appearance of an intermediate
phase. As can be seen from Fig. 8(b), the intermediate
state is characterized by a nonzero κl with a vanishing
κt, consistently with the CS nature of the state. We note
that the CS state intervening the paramamagnetic and
the (2q, 1q) states have also been observed in the isotropic
model [6].

Appendix C: Properties of each ordered phase

In this section, we show some of the properties of each
ordered phase not given in the main text.

1. The (1q, 1q) vertical-spiral phases

We begin with the VS state in zero and lower fields.
In Fig. 9, we show the projected plots of the spin (a)
(Sx, Sy) and (b) (Sx, Sz), and (c) the vector chirality
(κx, κy) configurations. As can be seen from Figs. 9(a-
c), the VS state at H = 0 is a vertical coplanar state
with a definite rotation. At a finite field H = 1, by con-
trast, the VS becomes noncoplanar as can be seen from

FIG. 9. The projected spin (a,d) (Sx, Sy) and (b,e) (Sx, Sz)
components, and (c,f) the vector-chirality (κx, κy) compo-
nents in the VS (1q, 1q) phase state at T = 0.0001. The
upper row (a,b,c) corresponds to H = 0, and the lower row
(d,e,f) corresponds to H = 1. The lattice size is L = 180.

FIG. 10. The transverse and longitudinal spin structure
factors, S⊥(q) and S‖(q), in [left] the (D,2q) phase at H = 2
and T = 0.35, [middle] the (D,1q) phase at H = 2 and T =
0.44, and [right] the (D,1q)’ phase at H = 0 and T = 0.465.
The upper row (a,c,e) represents S⊥(q), while the lower row
(b,d,f) represents S‖(q). The lattice size is L = 180.

Figs. 9(d-f), as briefly mentioned in the main text. Yet,
the state does not exhibit a counter rotation exhibited by
the (1q, 2q) state as explained in the main text. Compare
Figs. 9(c, f) with Fig. 4(c) of the main text.

2. The collinear (D,1q), (D,2q) phases

As mentioned in the main text, the present anisotropic
model also exhibits at higher temperatures the collinear
phases not realized in the corresponding isotropic model,
including the two types of collinear single-q phase, which
are called (D,1q) and (D,1q)’ phases each stabilized
in intermediate- and low(zero)-field regimes, and the
collinear double-q (D,2q) phase. In Fig. 10, we show the
transverse and longitudinal spin structure factors, S⊥(q)
and S‖(q), for these three collinear phases, i.e., (D,2q),
(D,1q) and (D,1q)’ phases.
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FIG. 11. The real-space scalar-chirality configuration and
the spin structure factors in the Z (D,3q) state at H = 3.5
and T = 0.39. (a) The color map of the typical real-space
configurations of the scalar chirality, and the transverse and
longitudinal spin structure factors, (b) S⊥(q), and (c) S‖(q).
The lattice size is L = 180, while a part of the lattice is shown
in (a).

3. The collinear (D,3q) phase

The Z phase, i.e., the collinear triple-q (D,3q) state,
which also exists in the isotropic model, appears in the
anisotropic model, too. In fact, the anisotropy enhances
the stability of this phase considerably in the T -H phase
diagram [6], while the fundamental character of the phase
remains the same as in the isotropic case. To demon-
strate the random-domain character consisting of the
SkX and anti-SkX states, we show in Fig. 11(a) a typ-
ical real-space configuration of the scalar chirality. In
Figs. 11(b,c), we show the corresponding spin structure
factors, S⊥(q) and S‖(q), respectively.
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