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Abstract

The gyroscopic force acting on a ferromagnetic soliton reflects the tendency
of spins to precess. Its components increase linearly with (generalized) veloci-
ties of the soliton. The proportionality coefficients form the gyroscopic tensor,
a generalization of Thiele’s gyrovector. Originally introduced as an auxiliary
quantity, the gyroscopic tensor turns out to be a mathematical object of funda-
mental importance with a long history going back to Lagrange. We review the
applications of the gyroscopic tensor and its historical roots.

1. Introduction

This paper focuses on the gyroscopic tensor, a mathematical object used
in the theory of magnetic solitons. Magnetic moments in a ferromagnet come
from spins, and spins precess like gyroscopes. The precession of spins in a
magnet gives rise to a gyroscopic force acting on a moving soliton. Components
of this force are linearly proportional to (generalized) velocities of the soliton.
The proportionality coefficients form the gyroscopic tensor. In magnetism, this
concept was first introduced in 1973 by Thiele [1] for a rigidly moving soliton and
extended by Clarke et al. [2] to general soliton dynamics. Yet the concept turns
out to be much older, going back more than two hundred years to Lagrange [3].

Furthermore, the gyroscopic tensor is more than just a proportionality con-
stant between a velocity and a force. It provides a straightforward way to
compute conserved momenta of a soliton, an otherwise complex and laborious
process. It also underlies the quasiclassical count of physical states of a soliton
and canonical quantization of its dynamics.

We review the concept and applications of the gyroscopic tensor, which
originated as the gyrovector in Thiele’s 1973 work on rigidly moving solitons
and was later extended to general soliton dynamics. We use simple models of
magnetic solitons in 1 and 2 spatial dimensions to illustrate the general theory.
We show that the Lagrange bracket, introduced in 1808 in the context of celestial
mechanics, is a direct analog of the gyroscopic tensor. We also give a new general
formula for counting the physical states of a ferromagnetic soliton, where the
gyroscopic tensor plays a prominent role.
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2. Translational motion

At temperatures well below the Curie point and on length scales long com-
pared to the lattice spacing, spins in a ferromagnet can be described by a field
theory known as micromagnetics [4]. The spin in a mesoscopic volume dV is
Sm dV , where m(r, t) is a vector field of unit length and Sm is the spin density.
The length constraint can be resolved by expressing m in spherical angles,

m = (sin θ cosφ, sin θ sinφ, cos θ). (1)

The time evolution of the field m(r, t) is given by the Landau-Lifshitz equa-
tion [5], which equates the rate of change of the local spin density Sm to the
density of torque from conservative forces:

S∂tm = −m× δU [m(r)]

δm(r)
. (2)

Here U [m(r)] is an energy functional; its functional derivative δU [m(r)]/δm(r)
is known as an effective (magnetic) field. We do not consider the effects of
dissipation in this paper.

In a typical ferromagnet, the energy functional is dominated by the Heisen-
berg exchange energy

U =

∫
dV

A

2

[
(∂xm)2 + (∂ym)2 + (∂zm)2

]
+ . . . (3)

The omitted terms include the effects of weaker anisotropic spin interactions
resulting from spin-orbit coupling. The exchange energy, quadratic in the gra-
dients of the spin field m, makes the Landau-Lifshitz equation a second-order
partial differential equation, S∂tm = Am × ∇2m + . . ., and a nonlinear one
on account of the constraint |m(r, t)| = 1. Exact solutions describing dynamic
solitons are exceedingly rare, so one must resort to approximations in order to
make progress.

A crucial step in this direction was made by Thiele [1], who derived equations
of motion for a rigidly moving soliton. Suppose the Landau-Lifshitz equation
(2) has a static soliton solution m0(r) for some energy functional U0[m(r)].
Suppose further that the energy functional respects translational invariance,
U0[m0(r − R)] = U0[m0(r)], so that a translated soliton m0(r − R) is also a
static solution of Eq. (2). Let us now add a weak perturbation expressed by a
small additional energy U1[m(r)] that breaks the translational symmetry and
induces slow motion of the soliton. Assuming that the soliton is sufficiently rigid,
we may guess that a weak perturbation won’t change the shape of the soliton
m0(r) and that its motion will be satisfactorily captured by a time evolution of
the translation vector R(t):

m(r, t) ≈m0(r−R(t)). (4)

Thiele derived an equation for the soliton velocity Ṙ,

Ṙ×G− ∂U1/∂R = 0, (5)
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where U1 = U1[m0(r−R)] has become a function of R. Thiele’s equation (5) has
a new quantity, the gyrovector G = (Gx, Gy, Gz) with Cartesian components

Gi = −1

2

∑
j,k

εijk
∫
dV Sm · (∂jm× ∂km). (6)

Here i = x, y, z and εijk is the fully antisymmetric Levi-Civita symbol.
Eq. (5) expresses the balance of forces acting on the soliton: a conservative

force originating from the potential energy landscape U1(R) and the gyroscopic
force Ṙ × G resembling the Lorentz force acting on a charged particle in a
magnetic field.

3. General soliton motion

Thiele’s approach can be generalized beyond rigid translations. The dynam-
ics of a soliton m(r, ξ) parametrized by a set of collective coordinates

ξ ≡ {ξ1, ξ2, . . . , ξN} (7)

can be described through the time evolution ξ(t) of these coordinates. Equations
of motion for ξ(t) can be derived along the same lines from the Landau-Lifshitz
equation (2). They read [2]∑

j

Fij ξ̇
j − ∂U/∂ξi = 0, (8)

where the potential-energy functional U [m(r, ξ)] is treated as a function of the
collective coordinates U(ξ).

As in Thiele’s equation, Eq. (8) expresses the balance of (generalized) forces
for each coordinate ξi. The second term is a conservative force stemming from
the dependence of the potential energy on coordinate ξi. The first term is the
gyroscopic force, an analog of the Lorentz force. The proportionality constant
between velocity ξ̇j and the generalized force in the ξi channel is the gyroscopic
coefficient

Fij = −
∫
dV Sm ·

(
∂m

∂ξi
× ∂m

∂ξj

)
= −Fji. (9)

The gyroscopic coefficients Fij form an antisymmetric second-rank tensor.
We can see that Thiele’s gyrovector (6) is a particular instance of the gy-

roscopic tensor: for a rigidly moving soliton, ξ = {X,Y, Z} and one obtains
Gi = − 1

2

∑
j,k εijkFij [1].

For future reference, we express the gyroscopic tensor in terms of spin spher-
ical angles,

Fij =

∫
dV S

(
∂ cos θ

∂ξi
∂φ

∂ξj
− ∂φ

∂ξi
∂ cos θ

∂ξj

)
. (10)
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4. Gyroscopic tensor as a magnetic field

The analogy with the motion of a massless charged particle in a background
magnetic, noted in Sec. 2, extends to Eq. (8) as well. Parameters ξ can be
thought of as coordinates of a particle in an N -dimensional manifold with a
background magnetic field represented by a vector gauge potential with compo-
nents Ai(ξ). Generally in N dimensions, the magnetic field is an antisymmetric
second-rank tensor Fij , whose components are given by the curl of the vector
potential,

Fij = −Fji =
∂Aj

∂ξi
− ∂Ai

∂ξj
. (11)

Only in N = 3 dimensions, an antisymmetric second-rank tensor can be ex-
pressed in terms of a vector, Fij = −εijkBk, to yield the familiar description of
a magnetic field as a vector B.

An important constraint imposed on any magnetic field that comes from a
gauge potential, as described by Eq. (11), is the Bianchi identity,

∂Fjk

∂ξi
+
∂Fki

∂ξj
+
∂Fij

∂ξk
= 0. (12)

In a Euclidean space of 3 dimensions, the Bianchi identity yields one of Maxwell’s
equations, ∇·B = 0, expressing the absence of sources and sinks of the magnetic
field.

It is straightforward to check that the gyroscopic tensor (9) satisfies the
Bianchi identity (12). (It helps to remember that the spin field m has unit
length, so any derivative of m is orthogonal to m. For this reason, the three
vectors ∂m/∂ξi, ∂m/∂ξj , and ∂m/∂ξk are coplanar and their triple product
vanishes.)

5. Examples

To illustrate these general considerations, we discuss a couple of examples.

5.1. Domain wall in a ferromagnetic wire

In a thin ferromagnetic wire, magnetostatic dipolar interactions alone induce
easy-axis shape anisotropy, resulting in two ground states with the magnetiza-
tion field parallel to the wire. For a magnetic wire stretched along the z-axis,
the ground states are m(z) = ±ez.

In addition to these global energy minima, the energy functional has two
classes of local energy minima describing two domains of uniform magnetiza-
tion separated by a domain wall. The precise configurations depend on the de-
tails of the energy functional, which may include intrinisic material anisotropy
aside from the shape-induced one. However, the general features are universal.
Expressed in terms of the spherical angles θ and φ, the magnetization field is

cos θ(z) = ζf(z − Z), φ(z) = Φ. (13)
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(a) (b)

Figure 1: Domain wall with the Z2 topological charge ζ = −1 in a ferromagnetic wire. (a) A
domain wall positioned in the middle of the wire, Z = 0, has angular momentum PΦ = 0. (b)
A domain wall centered at Z has PΦ = −2ζSZ.

Here f(z) is an odd function interpolating between f(−∞) = −1 and f(+∞) =
+1; ζ = ±1 is a topological charge distinguishing between “head-to-head” and
“tail-to-tail” domain walls, Fig. 1.

The simplest model of this kind has the energy functional that includes the
exchange energy and local anisotropy [6, 7]:

U [m(z)] =

∫
dz
[
A(∂zm)2 +K(m2

x +m2
y)
]
/2. (14)

In this model, the profile of the longitudinal magnetization is

f(z) = tanh (z/λ). (15)

The width of a domain wall is λ =
√
A/K; its energy is E = 2

√
AK.

A generic model of the easy-axis ferromagnet has a discrete symmetry of
time reversal,

m(z) 7→ −m(z), (16)

and two continuous symmetries: Translations

m(z) 7→m(z − Z) (17)

and global spin rotations.

θ(z) 7→ θ(z), φ(z) 7→ φ(z) + Φ. (18)

The time-reversal symmetry is spontaneously broken by the ground states; the
other two symmetries are preserved by them.

The domain-wall solutions (13) spontaneously break all the symmetries. The
breaking of the continuous symmetries results in the emergence of zero modes,
i.e., moves with zero energy cost. It is not a coincidence that the domain-
wall coordinates Z and Φ have the same names as the translation and rotation
parameters in Eqs. (17) and (18).

Being local energy minima, the domain-wall solutions have a vanishing func-
tional derivative δU/δm(z) and are therefore static in the absence of symmetry-
perturbations. A weak perturbation will leave the domain-wall solutions largely
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intact and introduce some energy landscape U(Z,Φ). This will create conser-
vative forces and induce the motion of domain walls. Eq. (8) reads

FZΦΦ̇− ∂U/∂Z = 0, FΦZŻ − ∂U/∂Φ = 0. (19)

The nonvanishing components of the gyroscopic tensor are

FZΦ = −FΦZ = −2ζS. (20)

It is worth noting that the gyroscopic coefficients depend on the topological
charge of the domain wall ζ but not on its precise shape f(z). The only other
quantity appearing in Eq. (20) is the spin density S (spin per unit length).

A more realistic model, where the axial symmetry is broken by additional
anisotropy favoring the my spin component over mx, was studied by Schryer and
Walker [8]. The width of the domain wall becomes dependent on the azimuthal
angle Φ. Still, the gyroscopic coefficients (20) remain unchanged.

5.2. Vortex in a thin magnetic film
In a thin ferromagnetic film, magnetostatic dipolar interactions induce easy-

plane shape anisotropy. With the film in the xy plane, the uniform ground
states have

cos θ(r) = 0, φ(r) = Φ. (21)

Topological defects in this case are vortices and antivortices. A vortex centered
at the origin has a shape

cos θ(r) = pg(r), φ(r) = α+ χπ/2. (22)

Here r and α are polar coordinates in the plane of the film,

x = r cosα, y = r sinα, (23)

g(r) is a function interpolating between g(0) = 1 and g(∞) = 0, p = ±1 is the
polarity of the vortex and χ = ±1 its chirality. See Fig. 2. Rigid translations of
the vortex solution (22) yield states with the same energy,

m(r) 7→m(r−R). (24)

Translations are the only zero modes of a vortex. Taking R = (X,Y ) as the
collective coordinates of a vortex, we obtain their gyroscopic coefficients

FXY = −FY X = −4πQS, (25)

where

Q =
1

4π

∫
d2rm · (∂xm× ∂ym) = p/2 (26)

is a topological charge known as the skyrmion number [10]. It quantifies the
degree of mapping r 7→ m, counting the number of times the plane maps onto
the sphere. The field m(r) of a vortex covers the northern (p = +1) or southern
(p = −1) hemisphere. Therefore, the skyrmion number of a vortex is half-
integer, Q = ±1/2.

Once again, the gyroscopic coefficients are insensitive to the precise shape
g(r) of the vortex and depend only on the spin density S (spin per unit area)
and a topological charge.
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(a) (b)

Figure 2: Vortex in a thin ferromagnetic film. (a) χ = 1, p = 1, and Q = 1/2. (b) χ = 1,
p = −1, and Q = −1/2. Reprinted with permission from Ref. [9].

5.3. Robust nature of the gyroscopic tensor

The two examples considered in this section show that the gyroscopic co-
efficients are very robust characteristics of a soliton defined not by its shape
but rather by its topology. This remarkable stability hints that perhaps the
gyroscopic tensor is not just an auxiliary quantity used in calculating the gy-
roscopic force but is instead a more fundamental object underpinning much of
the mechanics of magnetic solitons.

6. Conserved momenta of ferromagnetic solitons

Continuous symmetries are directly associated with conservation laws. The
model of a magnetic wire in Sec. 5.1 provides a salient example. Translational
symmetry (17) gives rise to a conserved linear momentum Pz; the symmetry of
global spin rotations (18) ensures the conservation of angular momentum Jz.

The angular momentum is easy to visualize. As a one-dimensional object
with no x and y coordinates, a wire has no orbital contribution to the angular
momentum along the z axis. Thus Jz must come from spins alone. In a finite
wire extending from z = −L/2 to z = L/2, with the domain wall centered in
the middle of the wire, Fig. 1(a), equal numbers of spins point in the positive
and negative z directions so that the net angular momentum Jz vanishes for
this configuration. Moving the domain wall from the center of the wire by Z
elongates the mz = −ζ domain by Z and shortens the mz = +ζ by the same
amount, Fig. 1(b). The net angular momentum becomes Jz = −2ζSZ, where
S is the spin density per unit length. Because this conserved momentum is
conjugate to angular coordinate Φ, we will refer to it as PΦ:

PΦ = −2ζSZ. (27)

The linear momentum of a domain wall is not so easy to picture. Haldane
derived the linear momentum of a one-dimensional ferromagnet from the energy-
momentum tensor [11]. This recipe yields the following result for the linear
momentum of a domain wall [12, 13, 14]:

PZ = 2ζSΦ. (28)
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It is remarkable that both the angular (27) and linear (28) momenta are
proportional to the gyroscopic coefficients of the domain wall (20). This is not
a mere coincidence. It turns out that, quite generally, the conserved momen-
tum for any collective coordinate ξi whose translations are a symmetry can be
expressed directly in terms of the gyroscopic tensor [15]:

Pi(2)− Pi(1) = −
∫ 2

1

∑
j

Fij(ξ)dξj . (29)

Here the difference of conserved momenta at points 1 and 2 on the left is ex-
pressed in terms of a line integral in the space of collective coordinates. The
results for the angular (27) and linear (28) momenta are particular instances of
the general result (29).

Note that Eq. (29) resembles the definition of potential energy in terms of a
line integral of a force,

U(2)− U(1) = −
∫ 2

1

F(r) · dr. (30)

Potential energy is only well defined for conservative forces, whose line integral
depends on the endpoints but not the path between them. A necessary condition
for that is the vanishing of the curl for the force, ∇× F = 0. The counterpart
of the zero-curl condition for the gyroscopic tensor is the Bianchi identity (12).
If it holds then we are guaranteed that the line integral in Eq. (29) is the same
for any two paths (with the same endpoints) that can be continuously deformed
into each other [15].

The linear momentum of a vortex or a skyrmion in a thin film, first derived
by Papanicolaou and Tomaras [16], can also be obtained from the gyroscopic
tensor (25) with the aid of Eq. (29):

PX = 4πSQY, PY = −4πSQX. (31)

Note that, just like for a domain wall, the momenta are not independent of
the coordinates. It is a general feature of precessional dynamics that the phase
space of a ferromagnetic soliton coincides with its configuration space (7).

We end this section with two remarks. First, we have found that the gy-
roscopic tensor of a ferromagnetic soliton is directly, and very simply, related
to the most fundamental physical characteristics of the soliton—its conserved
momenta. This relation is expressed by Eq. (29). Second, we have revealed that
the obscure Bianchi identity (12) plays an essential role in soliton mechanics.
It ensures that conserved momenta of a soliton, expressed in terms of a line
integral (29), are well defined.

7. Counting physical states

Another fundamental aspect of soliton physics where the gyroscopic tensor
plays a significant role is counting physical states. To see why this might be the
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case, consider the related topic of the quantum Hall effect, where electrons are
confined to a thin layer and move in two spatial dimensions in a magnetic field
normal to their plane. The strength of the field, expressed as the area density of
magnetic flux quanta Φ0 = 2π~c/e, sets the density of physical states accessible
to an electron in a given Landau level [17]. In Sec. 4, we compared the magnetic
soliton to an electric charge and the gyroscopic tensor to a magnetic field. This
analogy makes it plausible that a suitably quantified strength of the gyroscopic
tensor may determine the density of physical states in the space of collective
coordinates of a soliton.

Once again, a domain wall in a magnetic wire (Sec. 5.1) provides an illumi-
nating example. Its two soft modes, translations and global spin rotations, are
parametrized by the collective coordinates Z and Φ. Its other modes are spin
waves, whose frequency spectrum has a gap below some ωmin. At energies below
~ωmin, the quanta of spin waves (magnons) are frozen out, so that only the soft
modes should be considered. In the toy model with local easy-axis anisotropy
(14), ωmin = K/S [6].

To get the count of the physical states associated with the soft modes Z
and Φ, we use our previously obtained result (27), which states that, up to
a multiplicative factor, spatial position Z is the momentum for the angle Φ.
Therefore, the two do not commute and cannot be known simultaneously. We
will use the eigenstates of angular momentum PΦ = −2ζSZ, which also happen
to be eigenstates of position Z. Shifting the domain wall’s position by ∆Z
increases its angular momentum by ∆PΦ = −2ζS∆Z. Quantum mechanics tell
us that angular momentum can be incremented in steps of ~. Hence

N = |∆PΦ|/~ = 2S∆Z/~ (32)

is the number of states for a domain wall positioned between Z and Z + ∆Z.
The same count can be obtained in a classical calculation. Since, up to a

multiplicative factor, Z and Φ are momenta of each other, the (Z,Φ) manifold
can be thought of as a phase space, where the number of physical states is
proportional to the area. The proportionality constant can be fixed with the
aid of our quantum result (32):

N =

∫
dZ dΦ

2π~
√
−FZΦFΦZ , (33)

with the gyroscopic coefficients from (20).
More generally, one may judiciously choose N collective coordinates (7) to

represent soft modes of a magnetic soliton, with the rest of the (hard) modes
frozen out below some energy scale. The number of physical states in this N -
dimensional configuration space can be expressed with the aid of the gyroscopic
coefficients Fij of soft modes comprising an N ×N antisymmetric matrix F :

N =

∫
dξ1 . . . dξN

(2π~)N/2

√
detF . (34)

The number of collective coordinates N must be even; otherwise detF = 0.
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Eq. (34) is a new result as far as we know. It can be anticipated from
the observation that the volume element dξ1 . . . dξN

√
detF is invariant under

arbitrary non-degenerate transformations of coordinates. Here the gyroscopic
tensor F plays the same role as the metric tensor g does in the spacetime volume
element dx0dx1dx2dx3

√
|det g| in general relativity [18].

8. Canonical quantization

The gyroscopic tensor also comes in handy in the canonical quantization
of soliton dynamics. We have already seen in Sec. 6 that it relates collective
coordinates to conserved momenta. Furthermore, it determines the structure of
the phase space and thus underlies the canonical quantization procedure.

In technical terms, the gyroscopic tensor is the inverse of the Poisson bracket,
see Ref. [15] and Sec. 9 below. For a domain wall of Sec. 5.1, with the collective
coordinates restricted to position Z and azimuthal angle Φ (i.e., no spin waves),
the matrix of Poisson brackets is(

{Z,Z} {Z,Φ}
{Φ, Z} {Φ,Φ}

)
=

(
FZZ FZΦ

FΦZ FΦΦ

)−1

=

(
0 1/2ζS

−1/2ζS 0

)
, (35)

where we have used Eq. (20). Canonical quantization boils down to promoting
physical observables to operators and their Poisson brackets to commutators:

[Ẑ, Φ̂] = i~/2ζS. (36)

If a domain wall is perturbed by a weak transverse magnetic field h = (h, 0, 0)
the perturbation Hamiltonian is

V̂ = −πSγhλ cos Φ̂, (37)

where γ is the gyromagnetic ratio. With translational invariance preserved,
soliton momentum P̂Z = 2ζSΦ̂ commutes with the Hamiltonian. For a ferro-
magnetic chain with a lattice spacing a and spins of length ~S, the spin density
is S = ~S/a and the energy dispersion of a domain wall is

E(PZ) = 2
√
AK − π~Sγhλ

a
cos

PZa

2~S
. (38)

To put this result in a familiar context, consider the extreme quantum version
of the easy-axis ferromagnet in one dimension, the Ising chain in a transverse
magnetic field [19, 20]. It has spins of length S = 1/2 with the Hamiltonian

Ĥ = −
∑
n

[Jŝznŝ
z
n+1 + ~γhŝxn]. (39)

In a weak field, ~γh� J , a domain wall with momentum PZ has the energy

E(PZ) =
J

2
− ~γh cos

PZa

~
, (40)
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which matches Eq. (38) for S = 1/2.
Vortex motion (Sec. 5.2) can be quantized along similar lines. From the gyro-

scopic coefficients for vortex position X and Y (25) we immediately obtain their
Poisson bracket {X,Y } = 1/4πQS and the commutator for the corresponding
operators,

[X̂, Ŷ ] =
i~

4πQS
=

ia2

4πQS
(41)

in a square lattice with a lattice period a and spins of length ~S. A weak pinning
potential from the atomic lattice creates a perturbation Hamiltonian [21, 22]

V̂ = g

(
cos

2πX̂

a
+ cos

2πŶ

a

)
. (42)

This Hamiltonian was first diagonalized in a different but related context: the
energy bands of an electron in a periodic lattice in a uniform magnetic field
[23, 24].

9. Deep history

The first example of a gyroscopic tensor for a magnetic soliton was intro-
duced in 1973 by Thiele [1] for translational motion. Clarke et al. [2] generalized
it to arbitrary collective coordinates in 2008. However, essentially the same con-
cept, albeit in a different context, was invented in 1808 by Lagrange [3, 25].

Lagrange was interested in celestial mechanics. To a zeroth approximation,
the motion of planets is described by the Kepler model, where a planet orbits
the sun. A planet has 3 coordinates x, y, z and 3 velocities ẋ, ẏ, ż. There are 6
integrals of motion: 3 components of the angular momentum and 3 components
of the Runge-Lenz vector. (The seventh integral of motion, the energy, can
be expressed in terms of these.) These 6 constants of motion fully determine
the orbit of the planet around the sun. Astronomers use a more practical set
of constants of motion, known as the orbital elements: the orientation of the
orbital plane (2 angles), the orientation of the orbit’s major semiaxis in the
orbital plane (1 angle), the eccentricity of the elliptical orbit, the length of the
major axis, and the initial position along the orbit.

Perturbations beyond the Kepler model, such as the gravitational tug of
other planets, cause the orbital elements to change with time. A well-known
example is the precession of Mercury’s orbit. Lagrange derived the equations
governing the dynamics of orbital elements ξ [3, 25, 26]:∑

j

(ξi, ξj)ξ̇j − ∂U1/∂ξ
i = 0. (43)

Here ξi(t), i = 1, . . . , 6, are orbital elements; U1(ξ, t) is the potential energy of
the perturbation; (ξi, ξj) is the Lagrange bracket

(ξi, ξj) ≡
∑
n

(
∂pn
∂ξi

∂qn

∂ξj
− ∂pn
∂ξj

∂qn

∂ξi

)
, (44)
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where qn, n = 1, 2, 3, are (generalized) coordinates of the planet and pn =
∂L/∂q̇n are their canonical momenta obtained from a Lagrangian L(q, q̇).

Lagrange’s equation for orbital elements (43) looks very much like the equa-
tion of motion for collective coordinates of a magnetic soliton (8). Our gyro-
scopic tensor is the counterpart of the Lagrange bracket.

This is not a coincidence. In fact, we can see that the two quantities have
the same mathematical structure. To that end, take the expression for the gyro-
scopic tensor in terms of the spherical angle (10) and pass from the continuum
description to an atomic one by replacing the volume integral

∫
dV S . . . with a

sum over individual spins
∑

n S . . . Here S is the length of a spin. We obtain

Fij =
∑
n

(
∂S cos θn
∂ξi

∂φn
∂ξj
− ∂S cos θn

∂ξj
∂φn
∂ξi

)
, (45)

For the nth atomic spin, we may take φn as its coordinate qn. Then S cos θn =
Snz is its canonical momentum pn. Comparing Eqs. (44) and (45) shows that
the gyroscopic tensor is, indeed, the Lagrange bracket: Fij = (ξi, ξj).

Lagrange’s bracket is not widely known among physicists. For example,
Goldstein writes that it is “mainly of historical interest now” [27]. Indeed, in
theoretical physics it has been superseded by the Poisson bracket,

{ξi, ξj} ≡
∑
n

(
∂ξi

∂qn
∂ξj

∂pn
− ∂ξj

∂qn
∂ξi

∂pn

)
. (46)

The Lagrange and Poisson brackets are closely related. If the ξ manifold has
the same number of dimensions as the phase space (q,p) then the two brackets,
viewed as second-rank tensors, are the inverses of each other:∑

j

{ξi, ξj}(ξj , ξk) = δik. (47)

Thus the Poisson bracket can be used to solve Lagrange’s equations of motion
(43) for velocities ξ̇i. The result,

ξ̇i =
∑
j

{ξi, ξj}∂U1/∂ξ
j , (48)

can be put in a compact form familiar to us from Hamiltonian dynamics:

ξ̇i = {ξi, U1} = {ξi, H0 + U1}, (49)

In the last transition, we used the invariance of ξi under the dynamics gov-
erned by the Hamiltonian H0 of the unperturbed problem, {ξi, H0} = 0. For a
historical account, see Refs. [25, 26].

Lagrange’s bracket has not entirely disappeared from mechanics. The mod-
ern description of Hamiltonian dynamics uses the language of symplectic geom-
etry for the phase space (q,p) [28]. A fundamental geomertical object in phase
space, the symplectic 2-form

ω =
∑
n

dqn ∧ dpn, (50)
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can be expressed in ξ coordinates with the aid of the Lagrange bracket:

ω =
1

2

∑
i,j

(ξi, ξj) dξi ∧ dξj . (51)

The closed nature of the symplectic form (50), dω = 0, translates to the Bianchi
identity (12) for the Lagrange bracket,

∂(ξj , ξk)

∂ξi
+
∂(ξk, ξi)

∂ξj
+
∂(ξi, ξj)

∂ξk
= 0. (52)

The counterpart of Eq. (52) for the Poisson bracket is the Jacobi identity,

{{ξj , ξk}, ξi}+ {{ξk, ξi}, ξj}+ {{ξi, ξj}, ξk} = 0. (53)

Symplectic geometry is also a suitable natural language for the dynamics of
solitons in a ferromagnet [29].

10. Discussion

In this paper, we aimed to show that the gyroscopic tensor, originally in-
troduced as an auxiliary quantity in the computation of forces acting on a
ferromagnetic soliton, turns out to be a rather fundamental object in the me-
chanics of magnetic solitons. A first hint of its significance was provided by a
remarkable simplicity and stability of the gyroscopic coefficients: they typically
depend on the spin density of the material and some topological charge but not
on the exact shape or size of the soliton.

The importance of the gyroscopic tensor came into focus with the realization
that it directly determines conserved momenta of a soliton [15]. The simple and
general relation (29) obviates the need for complex [16], and even “treacherous”
[30], derivations in specific cases.

Furthermore, the gyroscopic tensor plays a major role in statistical physics:
it provides a direct quantitative measure for the semiclassical density of physical
states, Eq. (34). To the best of our knowledge, this has not been previously
pointed out.

The gyrosopic tensor will also be useful in quantum mechanics of magnetic
solitons. Its direct (or, rather, inverse) relation to the Poisson bracket [15] shows
that it quantifies canonical relations in phase space, the information required
for canonical quantization.

Given all of the above, how has such an important mathematical object
escaped the attention of theoretical physicists for so long? Well, it hasn’t. Its
earliest counterpart, the Lagrange bracket, was invented in 1808 as an auxiliary
quantity in calculations of planetary motion [3]. Although its full significance
had not been realized for a while, its discovery led Poisson to introduce his
more famous bracket in 1809. Viewed as second-rank tensors, the two objects
are simply the inverses of each other.
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Although the Lagrange bracket is rarely mentioned in today’s physics text-
books, it remains very much a cornerstone of Hamiltonian dynamics. Its modern
incarnation, the symplectic 2-form (51), determines the geometry of phase space
[28]. Connections to statistical and quantum physics are therefore quite natural.

Turning our gaze from the glorious past to the uncertain future, we ask:
where else could the gyroscopic tensor be useful? One of the directions we plan
to explore is a unification of spin and charge in spintronics. The interaction of
electric currents with magnetization is a topic of both practical and theoretical
interest. The spin-transfer torque exerted by a spin-polarized polarized electric
current on a magnetic soliton was introduced by Berger [31] and formalized by
Bazaliy et al. [32]. A reciprocal effect of a moving soliton on the electric current,
a spin electromotive force, was described by Barnes and Maekawa [33]. As we
pointed out earlier [34], it is natural to treat the electric charge flowing through
a ferromagnet on the same footing as the collective coordinates of a magnetic
soliton. Then both the spin-transfer torque and the spin electromotive force
are seen as instances of the gyroscopic force with equal and opposite gyroscopic
coefficients. Rules of symplectic geometry may provide important clues for
spintronics, much like Riemannian geometry did for general relativity.
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