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Abstract

In this article we use chiral domain walls to manipulate and trap magnetic skyrmion quasi-
particles in chiral magnetic materials such as ultrathin Co/Pt films. The magnetic skyrmions
can be orientated such that their interaction with domain walls is repulsive, allowing for them
to be stored between domain walls. In certain orientations, the skyrmion can be absorbed into
the domain wall, forming a domain wall kink. In other orientations, it can absorbed to form
a kink-antikink domain wall with zero topological charge. The magnetic skyrmion can even be
orientated in such a way that it remains trapped but creates a topological defect-antidefect pair
in one of the walls. By altering the phases of one of the chiral domain walls, one can erase or
store the magnetic skyrmion as an isolated soliton or as a domain wall skyrmion/antiskyrmion.
This adds a valuable asset to an ever growing toolbox of spintronic nano-devices.

1 Introduction

Topological magnetic textures such as magnetic skyrmions and chiral domain walls represent a
promising direction for future spintronics [1]. Due to their nanoscale size [2] and ability to be
controlled electrically [3], they are rapidly emerging as an attractive source for robust information
carriers in spintronic storage devices [4]. In most cases, these topological spin textures are localized
in multilayers and thin films [5–8].

The concept of a skyrmion was first proposed in the context of nuclear physics by Skyrme [9].
Then it was later studied in easy-axis chiral magnetic materials with the Dzyaloshinskii–Moriya
interaction (DMI) by Bogdanov and Hubert [10]. The magnetic spin textures in these systems can
be regarded as localized quasi-particles due to their topological nature, and are characterized by
an integer-valued topological winding number. Alongside magnetic skyrmions, other exotic spin
textures such as domain walls [11–14] play a pivotal role in emerging magnetic nano-devices. These
domain walls have also been predicted to form networks and arise as magnetic skyrmion crystals [15].
In particular, chiral magnetic domain walls offer novel functionalities in guiding and manipulating
skyrmions by opposing the skyrmion Hall effect [16]. A similar affect happens when you place
magnetic skyrmions in wedge-shaped nanostructures of cubic helimagnets [17].

In this article we focus on the application of chiral magnetic domain walls as a guide for ma-
nipulating and controlling magnetic skyrmion quasi-particles. We are particularly interested in such
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interactions in ultrathin CoPt films where skyrmions can be manipulated and guided by parallel
magnetic domain walls. We show that under correct phase orientations of the domain walls and
skyrmion, the skyrmion can remain stable between the domain walls or it can be stored in the do-
main wall. The latter allows for better control as it restricts the movement of the skyrmion along
the domain wall.

2 The model

The Hamiltonian for a Heisenberg magnet with easy-axis anisotropy is given by

H =
∑
⟨i,j⟩

{Jm⃗(r⃗i) · m⃗(r⃗j) +D(r⃗i, r⃗j) · [m⃗(r⃗i)× m⃗(r⃗j)]} −
µ2

2

∑
i

m2
z(r⃗i), (1)

where m⃗ ∈ S2 is the unit magnetization vector. For a ferromagnet we require J < 0. We consider
the generalized form of the Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction (DMI) vector [18]

D(r⃗i, r⃗i ± ae⃗1) = ∓ κ (cos θ,− sin θ, 0) , (2)

D(r⃗i, r⃗i ± ae⃗2) = ∓ κ (sin θ, cos θ, 0) , (3)

where a is the lattice constant and κ, θ are constants with θ differentiating between different types of
spin-orbit coupling in the underlying lattice spin system. The Dresselhaus spin-orbit coupling gives
rise to the DMI term with θ = 0, whereas the Rashba spin-orbit coupling results in a DMI term with
θ = π/2.

In the continuum limit, the Hamiltonian becomes (up to a constant)

H =
|J |
2
∂im⃗ · ∂im⃗+

µ2

2a

(
1−m2

z

)
+

κ

a

{
m⃗ ·

(
∇⃗ × m⃗

)
, Dresselhaus (θ = 0)

m⃗ · ∇⃗mz −mz∇⃗ · m⃗, Rashba (θ = π/2)
. (4)

It is known that the Dresselhaus DMI term gives rise to Bloch skyrmions, whereas the Rashba DMI
term yields Néel skyrmions. The resulting magnetic skyrmions for both of these DMI terms are
shown in Fig. 1.

Now, consider the model as a gauged nonlinear O(3) sigma model with an easy-axis potential
and gauge covariant derivative Dim⃗ = ∂im⃗+ A⃗i × m⃗ [20],

H =
1

2
Dim⃗ ·Dim⃗+ µ2

(
1−m2

z

)
=

1

2
∂im⃗ · ∂im⃗+ ∂im⃗ ·

(
A⃗i × m⃗

)
+

1

2
A⃗i · A⃗i −

1

2

(
A⃗i · m⃗

)2
+ µ2

(
1−m2

z

)
(5)

The type of spin-orbit coupling decides the choice of background gauge field, these are [21]

Aj
i =

{
−κδji , Dresselhaus

−κϵji , Rashba
. (6)

This equivalently gives the same form of Hamiltonian as defined above. Both spin-orbit coupling
choices give the same non-abelian field strength F⃗12 = ∂1A⃗2 − ∂2A⃗1 + A⃗1 × A⃗2 = (0, 0, κ2), and are
related by a gauge transformation. The Hamiltonian is invariant under this gauge transformation,
so both descriptions are equivalent.
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(a) Bloch (b) Néel

Figure 1: Magnetic skyrmions corresponding to the (a) Dresselhaus and (b) Rashba spin-orbit cou-
pling DMI terms. The magnetization vector color scheme is described in detail in [19].

In this article we choose to employ the Dresselhaus description and express the ferromagnet
energy as

H =

∫
R2

Hd2x, H =
|J |
2

(∇m⃗)2 +Dm⃗ ·
(
∇⃗ × m⃗

)
+Km

(
1−m2

z

)
, (7)

where D is the DMI coupling and Km the magnetic anisotropy parameter. Our focus is on ultrathin
CoPt films, with the magnetic parameters |J | = 30pJm−1, D = 3mJm−2 and Km = 0.8MJm−3 [2].
Magnetic skyrmions are solutions of the field equations associated to this Hamiltonian,

δH
δmi

= −|J |∂j∂jmi + 2Dϵijk∂jmk − 2Kmmzδ
3
i + λmi = 0, (8)

where λ is a Lagrange multiplier. Throughout we impose the vacuum boundary condition m⃗∞ =
(0, 0, 1), which compactifies the domain R2 ∪ {∞} ∼= S2. So the map m⃗ : S2 → S2 has an an
associated topological charge given by

Q =
1

4π

∫
R2

m⃗ · ∂1m⃗× ∂2m⃗d2x ∈ π2(S
2) = Z. (9)

This topological charge is useful for keeping track of when a skyrmion has been annihilated or an
anti-skyrmion has formed.

As magnetic skyrmions are local energy minimizers, we must numerically relax the Hamiltonian
(7). This is achieved by discretising H with a fourth order finite difference method, which gives a
discrete approximation Hdis[m⃗] to the Hamiltonian H[m⃗]. We employ a grid of N2 lattice points
with lattice spacing h. Then we can regard the discretised Hamiltonian as a function Hdis : C → R,
where the discretised configuration space is the manifold C = (S2)N

2 ⊂ R3N2
[22].

To determine minimizers of the discretised Hamiltonian we use arrested Newton flow, which is
an accelerated gradient descent based algorithm [23]. This is carried out using highly parallelized
custom CUDA C software. The method is detailed as follows: starting from rest, we solve Newton’s
equations of motion for a particle on the discretised configuration space C with potential energy Hdis.
That is, we are solving the system of second order ODEs

m̈i = −δHdis

δmi
[m⃗], m⃗(0) = m⃗, (10)
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Figure 2: The axially symmetric Q = 1 magnetic (Bloch) skyrmion in a CoPt thin-film showing the
Hamiltonian density H, topological charge density Q and the magnetization vector m⃗. The magnetic
parameters are |J | = 30pJm−1, D = 3mJm−2 and Km = 0.8MJm−3.

with the initial velocity v⃗(0) = 0. This problem can be reduced to a coupled system of first order
ODEs, which we solve using a fourth order Runge–Kutta method.

The main advantage in implementing the arrested Newton flow algorithm is that the field will
naturally relax to a local minimum. After each time step t 7→ t + δt, we check to see if the energy
is increasing. If Hdis(t + δt) > Hdis(t), we take out all the kinetic energy in the system by setting
v⃗(t + δt) = 0 and restart the flow. The flow then terminates when every component of the energy
gradient δHdis/δm⃗ is zero to within a given tolerance (we have used 1e − 5). All numerics carried
out in this article were simulated on a 10242 grid with 0.029 lattice spacing.

3 Magnetic skyrmions and domain walls

In order to describe magnetic skyrmions and domain walls, we parameterize the magnetization vector
as

m⃗ = (sin f cos θ, sin f sin θ, cos f) , (11)

where f : R → R is some suitably chosen profile function. The charge Q = 1 hedgehog skyrmion
is axially symmetric with a monotonically decreasing radial profile function f(r), satisfying f(0) =
π and f(∞) = 0. Here, r and θ are polar coordinates in the plane. Upon substitution of the
hedgehog ansatz (11) into the Hamiltonian (7), the resulting energy functional can only be minimized
numerically with some appropriate initial profile function (we use f(r) = π exp(−r)). Upon numerical
relaxation, the minimal energy Q = 1 magnetic skyrmion is plotted in Fig. 2.

On the other hand, for a domain wall parallel to the y-axis, we set θ = ϕ = constant and let the
profile function be f = f(x) with boundary conditions f(−∞) = π and f(∞) = 0. This gives us a
domain wall with the boundary conditions m⃗DW = (0, 0,±1) as x → ±∞1. Substituting this domain
wall ansatz into the Hamiltonian (7) yields the chiral sine-Gordon model [18]

HDW =
|J |
2
(∂xf)

2 +D sinϕ(∂xf) +Km sin2 f. (12)

The Euler–Lagrange field equation associated to this reduced Hamiltonian is the sine-Gordon equa-
tion equation

∂xxf =
Km

|J |
sin 2f, (13)

1In [18], this particular domain wall orientation is referred to as an antidomain, but we will simply refer to it as a
domain wall here.
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Figure 3: An example of a magnetic domain wall skyrmion in a CoFeB thinfilm showing the Hamil-
tonian density H and the magnetization vector m⃗. The magnetic parameters are |J | = 40pJm−1,
D = 4mJm−2 and Km = 0.8MJm−3 [25]

which has the well-known sine-Gordon kink solution

f(x) = 2 arctan [exp (kx+X)] , k =

√
2Km

|J |
, (14)

where X is a moduli parameter corresponding to translation of the domain wall [24]. An example
domain wall solution is shown in Fig. 3.

To be able to describe the interaction of magnetic skyrmions with domain walls, it will be conve-
nient to work in the CP 1 formulation of the model. That is, we define the stereographic projection
of the magnetization vector m⃗ by the map

u : S2 → CP 1, u[m⃗] =
m1 + im2

1 +m3
. (15)

In this formalism, the Q = 1 hedgehog skyrmion is given by

uSk = tan

(
f(r)

2

)
ei(θ+ϕ) (16)

and the Q = 0 domain wall by [24]
uDW = e±k(x−X)+iχ, (17)

where ϕ, χ ∈ [0, 2π) are moduli parameters controlling the phase of the skyrmion and domain wall.
To combine solutions we can approximate the solution as a linear superposition of static solutions,
u =

∑
i ui. Then, in terms of the stereographic coordinate u, the magnetization vector is simply

m⃗ =
1

1 + |u|2
(
u+ ū, i(ū− u), 1− |u|2

)
. (18)

4 Trapping and manipulating magnetic skyrmions with domain
walls

Our main interest lies in utilizing domain walls to manipulate and trap magnetic skyrmions in such
a way that they could be easily guided by the control of chiral domain walls [16]. Before we consider
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(a) Q = 0 (b) Q = +1 (c) Q = −1

(d) Q = 0 (e) Q = +1 (f) Q = +1

Figure 4: Different possible outcomes for the interaction of a magnetic skyrmion with a single domain
wall. First is the (a) annihilation of the skyrmion into the domain wall, leaving only the domain
wall. Second is the (b) absorption of the skyrmion into the domain wall, creating a domain wall
kink. There is also the possibility of (c) absorption creating a domain wall antikink. Then there is
(d) annihilation of the skyrmion but producing a domain wall kink-antikink. The last possibilities
yield metastable skyrmions in the presence of (e) a domain wall and (f) a domain wall kink-antikink.

how a magnetic skyrmion interacts with two domain walls, we first consider its interaction with a
single domain wall. There are a number of possibilities and the ones we have found are shown in
Fig. 4.

The most obvious expected outcome is the total annihilation/erasure of the skyrmion into the
domain wall, resulting in just the Q = 0 domain wall. Then there is the absorption of the skyrmion
into the wall, forming a domain wall (anti-)kink with topological charge Q = (−)1. A new unexpected
state is the absorption of the skyrmion to form a domain wall kink-antikink with Q = 0. Finally,
there are two metastable states with the magnetic skyrmion coexisting with the domain wall. One
of these was predicted by Ross and Nitta [24]. The other solution is an isolated skyrmion in the
presence of a domain wall kink-antikink. Both of these states are repulsive, so addition of another
domain wall could allow for adequate control of the skyrmion.

Now we consider the addition of another domain wall with the same phase as the first domain
wall. The system we are interested in is a magnetic skyrmion in the presence of a domain wall
- anti-domain wall, which is still described by the two moduli parameters (χ, ϕ). In terms of the

6



(a) Q = 0 (b) Q = +1 (c) Q = −1

(d) Q = 0 (e) Q = +1 (f) Q = +1

Figure 5: All of the possible outcomes for the interaction of a magnetic skyrmion with two chiral
domain wall. First is the (a) erasure of the skyrmion into one of the domain walls, leaving only the
domain wall - anti-domain wall system. Second is the absorption of the skyrmion into a domain
wall, creating either a (b) a domain wall kink or (c) a domain wall antikink. Then there is (d)
annihilation of the skyrmion but producing a domain wall kink-antikink in one of the walls. The
last two possibilities are stable skyrmions between (e) two domain walls and (f) a domain wall and
a domain wall kink-antikink.

stereographic coordinate, this is given by the initial configuration

u = ek(x+X)+iχ + e−k(x−X)+iχ + tan

(
f(r)

2

)
ei(θ+ϕ). (19)

The boundary conditions are now m⃗ = (0, 0,−1) as x → ±∞. We vary both phases (χ, ϕ) between
0 and 2π in increments of π/3 to see the effect the phase of each has on one another. Results of this
are detailed in Tables 1-8.

It appears that rotations of π/3 in the both phases (χ, ϕ) are essential for the creation of domain
wall kinks/anti-kinks. The six possible outcomes2 are shown in Fig. 5. Changing the phase of the
domain wall χ controls which domain wall the skyrmion can be absorbed into. Most importantly,
the correct choice of phase can dictate whether the skyrmion is erased or stored in the domain wall.

2There are another six possibilities where the same outcome happens for the opposite domain wall, but this is
obviously equivalent.
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5 Conclusion

We have shown that a magnetic skyrmion quasi-particle can be controlled and manipulated via use
of chiral domain walls. Correct phase orientations allow for the skyrmion to be stored in a magnetic
domain wall, creating either a domain wall kink (Q = +1) or antikink (Q = −1). The choice of phase
also determines which wall the skyrmion is stored in, offering more control. Additionally, we have
demonstrated that the skyrmion can be stably stored between domain walls, causing a phase change
or the creation of a defect-antidefect pair in one of the walls. Thus it should be possible to change
the phases of one of the domain walls, thereby allowing for the erasure or storage of the magnetic
skyrmion. This is a welcomed addition to an ever growing toolbox of spintronic devices. While we
have demonstrated the domain wall manipulation technique in Co/Pt multilayered ultrathin films,
the method can easily be applied to other multilayered thin films, making them ideal candidates for
integration into spintronic devices.

Future directions for this project would be the reverse engineered version, whereby one could
try separate the magnetic skyrmion from the domain wall. This would be extremely advantageous
for spintronic nano-devices as once the skyrmion is absorbed into the domain wall (forming, say, a
domain wall kink), then its motion is restricted along the domain wall, allowing for easy guidance.
As we have shown that the skyrmion can be stably stored between domain walls, one should also
study the dynamics of magnetic skyrmions trapped between chiral domain walls.
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