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We observe significant, 6.5% - 12%, differences between skyrmion and antiskyrmion Hall angles in existing experimental data.
To account for them, the Thiele equation is generalized with the transverse velocity component in the collective coordinate of
magnetization vector. The corresponding generalized Hall angle is formulated, and its consequences are compared to the data. A
plausible physical origin is provided for explaining the Hall angle differences.
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I. INTRODUCTION

SKYRMIONS are particle-like extended spin textures that
have attracted much attention due to small size, topologi-

cal protection and low operational costs. One of their signature
properties is the skyrmion Hall effect, that pushes skyrmion
and antiskyrmion toward opposite transverse directions. This
Hall effect can be conveniently described by the Hall angle
tan θH = v⊥/v∥ where v⊥ and v∥ are transverse and longitu-
dinal velocities with respect to an applied current. There exist
small number of systematic experimental Hall angle data that
contain both skyrmion and antiskyrmion [1] [2].

Attentive observations reveal unexpected disparity between
the skyrmion Hall angle and the antiskyrmion Hall angle
with the same experimental environments. A clean data set
is provided in [2] for the Néel-type half skyrmions (with the
topological skyrmion charge Q = 2π) and antiskyrmions (Q =
−2π) in the ferrimagnetic GdFeCo/Pt film by utilizing the spin
orbit torque (SOT) technique. At temperature T = 343K, the
Hall angles are given as

θSkH = −35o , θASkH = 31o , (1)

with their % difference as

% difference = 12% . (2)

This is a strikingly large difference with the naive expectation
that the two Hall angles are supposed to be the same.

Also, in one of the earliest measurements for the skyrmion
Hall effect [1], the Hall angles for Néel-type (anti)skyrmion for
Ta/CoFeB/TaOx were measured using the spin Hall effect with
opposite applied currents ±J∥ and (unfortunately) different
magnetic fields B. It was required to use strong current pulses
due to the material’s strong pinning effects. Among numerous
data points presented in [1], we use only the saturated Hall
angle data that are further interpolated to get the data points
for B = ±5.0Oe [3]. The resulting Hall angles are θSkH =
−31.6o and θASkH = 29.3o with their % difference = 7.6%
for +J∥. For the opposite current −J∥, similar analysis leads to
% difference = 5.5%. Putting them together, the conservative
estimate for % difference between skyrmion and antiskyrmion
Hall angles is 6.5%.

Thus we see that skyrmion Hall angles are consistently
much larger (by 6.5% -12%) than those of the antiskyrmion.

II. GENERALIZED HALL ANGLE

In a seminal paper [4], Thiele formulated the equation for
describing the steady state motion of a skyrmion center, which
is parametrized by the collective coordinate Xi = vit with a
longitudinal velocity vi with a vector index i. The normalized
magnetization vector is

ni = Mi(xj −Xj)/Ms , (3)

where Ms = |M⃗ | is a saturation magnetization and xi the
field position. One can check Mi∂tMi = 0 and Mi∂jMi = 0
due to the normalization n⃗2 = 1. The repeated indices are
summed over. The resulting Thiele equation is

Gijvj + αDijvj + Fi = 0 , (4)

here we consider 2 dimensions (i, j, k = x, y). Gij = ϵijQ
is related to the Magnus force with the skyrmion charge
Q = ϵijk

∫
d2xni(∂xnj)(∂ynk). Dij = δijD is dissipative

force with D = −
∫
d2x(∂xnk)(∂xnk) that is symmetric and

has the same values for diagonal components for the funda-
mental Néel or Bloch skyrmions. Fi = −γ0

∫
d2x(∂inj)Hj

is external force that can include forces due to various spin
torques. The integrals are over the unit Skyrmion volume. In-
ternal forces due to anisotropy and exchange energies, internal
demagnetizing fields, magnetostriction do not contribute.

For F⃗ = Fx̂ without loss of generality, we get the Hall
angle from (4) (for i = y) as

tan θH =
vy
vx

=
Q

αD
. (5)

Note that this Hall angle cannot explain the disparity described
above as it gives the same value for skyrmion and antiskyrmion
with opposite signs.

To accommodate the disparity between skyrmion and anti-
skyrmion Hall angles, we generalize the collective skyrmion
coordinate Xi as [3] [5]

Xi = vit+Rϵijvjt . (6)

Without altering the constraints, Mi∂tMi = 0, and Mi∂jMi =
0, the Thiele equation (4) is generalized to

Gij(vj +Rϵjkvk) + αDij(vj +Rϵjkvk) + Fi = 0 , (7)

where the new terms come from ∂tMi = (vj +Rϵjkvk)∂jMi.

ar
X

iv
:2

31
0.

13
64

6v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.m

es
-h

al
l]

  2
0 

O
ct

 2
02

3



Fig. 1. (a) Skyrmion Hall effect: skyrmions (red dots) in down-spin ferromag-
net (blue background) move toward right, while antiskyrmions (blue dots) in
up-spin ferromagnet toward left. (b) DR: both skyrmions and antiskyrmions
move toward right. Thick arrow is the direction of a driving force. These two
effects are added to the skyrmions, while subtracted to antiskyrmions.

There are two new terms. (1) GijRϵjkvk = −QRvi is
parallel to the applied force Fi. It is proportional to the
skyrmion charge and thus either an accelerating or decelerating
force. (2) DijRϵjkvk = DRϵikvk is an additional transverse
contribution added to Q. This turns out to be quadratic to the
magnetization vector n⃗. Thus it is independent of the skyrmion
charge and universal transverse force pushing both skyrmion
and antiskyrmion toward the same transverse direction.

The generalized Hall angle is

tan θH =
Q+ αDR

αD −QR
. (8)

One can check it reduces to (5) for R = 0. This include the
new universal transverse contribution αDR and the longitudi-
nal one −QR as well.

III. COMPARED TO EXPERIMENTAL DATA

We estimate R in (8) from experimental data given in (1)
[2]. Applying (5) twice for skyrmion and antiskyrmion Hall
angles, we obtain R = −0.035 and αD = −9.68. Note
αDR > 0 and added to Q > 0 for skyrmions in (8). See
Fig. 1. The strength of the new transverse force αDijRϵjkvk
compared to the skyrmion Hall effect Gijvj is given by [3] [5]

αDR

Q
= 5.4% . (9)

It is a surprisingly large contribution. Similar analysis with the
data mentioned above [1] gives αDR/Q = 2.9%.

After seeing the significant contributions of αDR, we
explorer consequences of the existence of the transverse veloc-
ity component R near the angular momentum compensation
point TA of ferrimagnet GdFeCo/Pt considered again in [2].
Ferrimagnet compound is composed with two subnetworks
of magnetization (anti-ferromagnetically coupled) whose mag-
netic moments Ma, a = 1, 2 and spin densities sa depend on

θ (o)

→ sn/st← T 0

(TA=283K)(T=343K)
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Fig. 2. θH of (10) as a function of sn/st, which is a decreasing function of
T . This captures essential features of experimental data in Fig. 4 [2].

Fig. 3. A triangle formed by skyrmion (red color) and antiskyrmion (blue)
Hall angles near the compensation point. Compare this with Fig. 3 in [2].

temperature T . See [6] for a general theory. At T = TA, two
spin densities cancel each other. Moreover the ratio of the net
spin density and total spin density sn/st = (s1−s2)/(s1+s2)
is monotonically decreasing function of temperature.

[2] modeled the Magnus force as F⃗g = snQ(ẑ × v⃗)

and the viscose force as F⃗d = stαDv⃗. Thus, the spin (and
temperature) dependence can be incorporated by Q → snQ
and αD → stαD. Thus, the Hall angle (8) turns into

tan θH =
snQ+ stαDR

stαD − snQR
. (10)

Repeating analysis, R = −0.035 and (st/sn)αD = −9.68.
The Hall angles are plotted in Fig. 2 as a function of sn/st,
with a specification st/sn = −1 happens at T = 343K.

We observe the skyrmion Hall angle vanishes when sn/st >
0, while that of antiskyrmion does when sn/st < 0. Thus
skyrmion Hall angle vanishes at a smaller temperature than the
antiskyrmion. The compensation temperature sn(TA) = 0 lies
in between them, and the Hall angles are the same tan θH =
R < 0. Thus there is a triangle structure formed by the Hall
angles near TA, illustrated in Fig. 3 as a function of T .

IV. CONCLUSION

By introducing the transverse velocity component, we ac-
count for the surprising disparity between the skyrmion and
antiskyrmion Hall angles. The corresponding universal trans-
verse force estimates to be 2.9% − 5.4% of skyrmion Hall
effect. This can play crucial roles for fast moving skyrmions
in, say, the next generation skyrmion racetrack devices.

Is there a candidate responsible for this universal transverse
force? Yes! The so-called Hall viscosity was introduced in
skyrmion physics in [7] through utilizing QFT Ward identity. It
is transverse to skyrmion motion and shown to be independent
of its charge using Kubo formula [3]. Various ways to verify
Hall viscosity in skyrmion motions were proposed in [8] [5].

We advertise to perform systematic precision experiments
for skyrmion and antiskyrmion together to verify the universal
transverse force and Hall viscosity.
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