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Abstract

In Refs. [[1-4]] Dirac and Schwinger showed the existence of a magnetic monopole required a
charge quantization condition which we write following Dirac as 4;—71 =5, n=0,%1, £2,....
Here, g is the magnetic monopole charge and e is the electric charge of the positron. Re-
cently, in Refs. [5,6]], it has been shown experimentally that frustrated spin-ice systems exhibit
‘emergent’ magnetic monopoles. We show that, within the experimental errors, the respective
magnetic charges obey the Dirac-Schwinger quantization condition. Possible implications are
discussed.



Dirac [1,2]] and Schwinger [3,4] have shown that quantum mechanics requires that any
observable particle with a magnetic charge, g = g, must obey the charge quantization condition
eg _egy _n
m_m—i,n—o,il,jﬁ,..., (1)
where e is the electric charge of the positron. Here, we follow Ref. [7]] in the definition of
the monopole charge g;. There have been many efforts to search for an isolated fundamental
magnetic monopole with no success [[8]. Recently, in an unexpected development, there has
been a change in the experimental situation.

Specifically, in Refs. [5,(6,9,/10], the phenomenon of emergent magnetic monopoles has
been observed in frustrated spin-ice systems, in naturally occurring pyrochlore spin ice [9,10] or
artificial spin ice systems, comprising Ising-type single-domain nanomagnets lithographically
defined onto offset square lattices [6,|11]]. In particular, the latter type of systems allowed for
the direct real-space observation of emergent magnetic monopole dynamics as a function of
time and temperature. We refer the reader to Ref. [6] for further details of such systems and
the corresponding measurements thereon. Here, we want to investigate the applicability of the
Dirac-Schwinger (DS) quantization condition to the observed emergent magnetic monopoles.

In Refs. [5,6], emergent magnetic monopoles whose magnetic charges can be seen to be con-
sistent with the DS quantization condition were observed within the errors as follows. Employ-
ing the so-called dumbbell model [10,/12]], magnetic moments of the nanomagnets are replaced
by pairs of magnetic charges gcyss residing at the tips of the nanomagnets. The magnitude of
a charge gcys = gy /u is given by the magnetic moment divided by the length of the nanomag-
net. Magnetic configurations that constitute defects in the form of ice-rule violations then act
as defects that carry magnetic charges of 2gcys. The temperature-dependent motion of these
defects is then observed via real-space magnetic imaging and directly compared to a model
describing weakly-interacting plasmas [|13]] of magnetic charges emerging through Bjerrum ion
pairing. An agreement between the model and experiments was achieved for a monopole charge
of O =2gcus = 9.765 x 10~12 Am. Translating this value for the magnetic charge in the dumb-
bell model of Ref. [10] to the definition used in Eq.(I), we instate a factor of the permeability
of the permalloy u = u,uo, with i, = (9.040.2) x 10* following Ref. [[14]. Employing this
monopole charge into the DS quantization condition mentioned above yields the results

g7 = o X 9.765 x 107124Am = 1.1044 x 107127 /A,

gre/(4mh) = 1.1044 x 10712(J/A) x 1.602177 x 10~1°C/(41-1.054572 x 10~3Js) ()
=133.5+13.7.

~J

In the last equation, the error has been estimated from the errors AQ/Q = £0.1 and Ay, /u, =
40.022 [14]. These results support that, within errors, quantum mechanics is respected by the
corresponding emergent phenomena.

From a purely theoretical perspective, one expects these emergent monopoles to respect
the DS quantization condition because the arguments underlying the condition involve (Dirac
formulation) closed-line integrals for the respective vector potentials and are only dependent
on the changes in the solid angle of the gauge difference surface at the charge as it crosses that



surface or involve (Schwinger formulation) gauge difference four-volume integrals and are only
dependent on changes in the action contribution as the charge enters the attendant action gauge
difference four-volume — the arguments do not depend on the details of the magnetic charges
which engender the respective gauge transformations. This has suggestions that, in the theory
of elementary particles, a frustrated spin-ice type scenario, at a scale well below the Fermi
scale, could also realize emergent magnetic monopoles? Thus, we encourage the corresponding
continued search for them.

We note that, in Ref. [10]], the possibilty of applying the DS condition in the pure spin-ice
system not organized in nanomagnets as in Ref. [6]] was discussed and dismissed. The assertion
in Ref. [10] that there are no Dirac strings that lead to the DS quantization condition is incorrect.
The Dirac string formulation of the monopole fields is always alive, even in the case that a series
of dipoles connects the two monopoles of opposite charge. As Dirac [2] has emphasized, his
strings are unobservable and admit changes in them via gauge transformations, which always
lead to the DS quantization condition. Similarly, the Schwinger [4]] formulation also still holds,
as it only depends on the local entry of the charge into the respective gauge difference four-
volume.
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