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We theoretically propose a new stabilization mechanism of a skyrmion crystal (SkX) in a bilayer triangular
lattice system consisting of the ferromagnetic and the antiferromagnetic layers. By performing variational
calculations and Monte Carlo simulations in a complementary way, we find that a magnetic frustration
between the ferromagnetic and antiferromagnetic layers is a source of a finite-Q spiral state and the SkX in
the strong interlayer coupling regime. We also show that the degree of frustration is related to the interlayer
exchange interaction. The stronger interlayer coupling tends to make the effect of frustration larger, which
results in the stabilization of the SkX. The present results not only provide a way of engineering the SkX in
the ferromagnetic/antiferromagnetic domain and heterostructure but also imply the possibility of the SkX
based on interorbital frustration scenario.

The emergence of topologically nontrivial phenomena
has drawn extensive interest as a new quantum state
of condensed matter physics.1–6) A magnetic skyrmion
characterized by a topologically nontrivial swirling spin
texture is a typical example to attract attention as an
origin of emergent electromagnetic phenomena.3,7–13)

When it is periodically aligned in crystals, namely a
skyrmion crystal (SkX), a large physical response aris-
ing from the emergent electromagnetic fields through the
spin Berry phase mechanism has been observed, such as
the topological Hall and Nernst effects.14–18)

Historically, the realization of the SkX has been re-
vealed in the ferromagnetic (FM) systems under the non-
centrosymmetric lattice structures,3,9, 19–21) where the
Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya (DM) interaction22,23) plays an
important role. Then, it was shown that the instability
toward the SkX in centrosymmetric magnets has been
clarified in the triangular classical Heisenberg model in
an external magnetic field by considering the competi-
tion between the FM and the antiferromagnetic (AFM)
exchange interactions in addition to thermal fluctua-
tions24) and an easy-axis single-ion anisotropy.25–27) Fur-
thermore, a different mechanism to stabilize the SkX has
been proposed based on the long-range interaction repre-
sented as the Ruderman-Kittel-Kasuya-Yosida (RKKY)
interaction in itinerant magnets,28–30) where the itiner-
ant nature of electrons that leads to an effective positive
biquadratic interaction plays an important role.31–34)

More recently, the mechanism based on anisotropic ex-
change interactions depending on the lattice symme-
try35) or dipolar interaction has been shown under hexag-
onal,36–38) tetragonal,39–46) trigonal,37,47–49) and cubic
systems.50) Simultaneously, the SkXs have been experi-
mentally observed in centrosymmetric materials, such as
Gd2PdSi3,17,51–55) GdRu2Si2,56–58) Gd3Ru4Al12,59,60)

and EuAl4,61–64) while exhibiting the large Hall and
Nernst effects owing to the short magnetic modulation
periods compared to the purely DM-based mechanism.
Thus, the exploration of a new mechanism of the SkX is

still an active research field in condensed matter physics.
In the present study, we propose another scenario to

bring about the SkX by focusing on the role of the layer
degree of freedom in a localized spin system. Specifically,
we consider a bilayer triangular-lattice system consisting
of the FM and AFM layers, which are ferromagnetically
coupled. For the bilayer spin model, we perform the vari-
ational calculations and Monte Carlo simulations. As a
result, we find that a magnetic frustration that arises
from the layer competition gives rise to the SkX even
without the DM interaction for the strong interlayer in-
teraction. We also construct the magnetic phase diagram
while changing the temperature and the interlayer ex-
change interaction to show the stability region of the
SkX. Our result provides a guideline to engineer the SkX
based on the layer degree of freedom. We also discuss the
relevance to another mechanism, the interorbital frustra-
tion,65) which might be related to the origin of the SkX
in Gd-based compounds.

Let us start by showing a bilayer triangular-lattice
model in Fig. 1(a), whose Hamiltonian is given by

H =
∑

η=FM,AFM

Hη +H‖, (1)

Hη = −Jη1
∑
〈i,j〉

Sηi · S
η
j − J

η
3

∑
〈〈〈i,j〉〉〉

Sηi · S
η
j , (2)

H‖ = −J‖
∑
i

SFM
i · SAFM

i , (3)

where Sηi is a classical localized spin at site i on the layer
η (= FM, AFM) with |Sηi | = 1. The total Hamiltonian
H in Eq. (1) is composed of the intralayer Hamiltonian
Hη for η = FM, AFM in Eq. (2) and the interlayer Hamil-
tonian H‖ in Eq. (3). In Eq. (2), Jη1 (Jη3 ) stands for the
(third) nearest-neighbor coupling constant for layer η;∑
〈i,j〉 (

∑
〈〈〈i,j〉〉〉) denotes the sum of the (third) nearest-

neighbor pairs. Although we consider the J1-J3 model,
the following results are applicable to a different set of
the coupling constants including the other ιth nearest-
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Fig. 1. (a) Bilayer triangular lattice consisting of the FM layer

hyperrefwith JFM
1 and JFM

3 and the AFM layer with JAFM
1 and

JAFM
3 . The FM and AFM layers are ferromagnetically coupled

through J‖. (b) The contour plot of the magnitude of the or-

dering vector Q∗ = |Q∗| in the plane of αFM and αAFM for

α = JFM
1 /JAFM

1 = −3. (c), (d) α dependence of Q∗ for sev-

eral values of (c) αAFM at αFM = −0.2 and those of (d) αFM

at αAFM = 0.5.

neighbor coupling constants by appropriately choosing
the model parameters as discussed below. In Eq. (3), J‖
represents the interlayer coupling constant.

Hereafter, we set JAFM
1 = −1 as the energy unit. The

other interaction parameters in Eq. (2), JFM
1 , JFM

3 , and
JAFM

3 , are set so that the ground-state spin configura-
tion in the layer η = FM and AFM becomes the FM
and 120◦ AFM ordering, respectively, for J‖ = 0 as fol-
lows: JFM

1 > 0 and αFM = JFM
3 /JFM

1 > −1/4 for the
FM layer and αAFM = JAFM

3 /JAFM
1 > 1/9 for the AFM

layer. In addition, we introduce the ratio of the interac-
tion between the FM and AFM layers α = JFM

1 /JAFM
1 .

The remaining parameter J‖ is set to be FM as J‖ > 0.
We first focus on the strong coupling limit of the FM

interlayer interaction J‖ → ∞, where the spins for the
FM layer are parallel to those for the AFM layer, i.e.,
Si = SFM

i = SAFM
i . In such a situation, the bilayer

Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) is mapped onto the effective
single-layer Hamiltonian written as

Heff = −Jeff
1

∑
〈i,j〉

Si · Sj − Jeff
3

∑
〈〈〈i,j〉〉〉

Si · Sj , (4)

where Jeff
1 = JFM

1 +JAFM
1 and Jeff

3 = JFM
3 +JAFM

3 . Then,
we focus on the situation where the ground state becomes
the incommensurate spiral state by taking Jeff

1 > 0(α <
0) and Jeff

3 /Jeff
1 = (ααFM +αAFM)/(α+ 1) < −1/4. The

magnitude of the ordering vector Q∗, Q∗ = |Q∗|, is given
by

Q∗ = 2 cos−1

[
1

4

(
1 +

√
1− 2(α+ 1)

ααFM + αAFM

)]
, (5)

Fig. 2. Ground-state phase diagram for the model H + Hloc

in the strong interlayer coupling regime, J‖ = 500, by varia-

tional calculations on the bilayer triangular lattice for JFM
1 = 3,

JFM
3 = −0.6, JAFM

1 = −1, JAFM
3 = −0.5. The SkX represents the

skyrmion crystal.

where the lattice constant is set as unity. Q∗ is also

rewritten as Q∗ = 2 cos−1
[
(1 +

√
1− 2Jeff

1 /Jeff
3 )/4

]
.66)

Owing to sixfold rotational symmetry of the lattice,
there are six equivalent ordering vectors; ±Q∗1 = ±Q∗x̂,

±Q∗2 = ±Q∗
(
− 1

2 x̂+
√

3
2 ŷ
)

, ±Q∗3 = ±Q∗
(
− 1

2 x̂−
√

3
2 ŷ
)

with unit vectors x̂ and ŷ along the x and y directions,
respectively.

Figure 1(b) shows the contour plot of Q∗ against αFM

and αAFM at α = −3, where Q∗ continuously changes
while changing αFM and αAFM. The result in Fig. 1(b)
indicates that small αFM and large αAFM tend to lead
to the instability toward the spiral state with the in-
commensurate ordering vector; the large ordering vec-
tor (short magnetic period) is obtained for small αFM

(JFM
3 < 0) and large αAFM (JAFM

3 < 0). It is noted
that the spiral state is replaced by the FM state with
Q∗ = 0 when ignoring the further-neighbor interaction
αFM = αAFM = 0. A similar tendency is found for other
α, as shown in Figs. 1(c) and 1(d). Hereafter, we set
Q∗ ' 0.42π (Jeff

3 /Jeff
1 = 0.55) by choosing JFM

1 = 3,
JFM

3 = −0.6, and JAFM
3 = −0.5, which corresponds to

α = −3, αFM = −0.2, and αAFM = 0.5.
As the model in Eq. (4) is the same as the single-

layer frustrated spin model, the SkX can appear as the
ground state by taking into account the magnetic field
(H) along the z direction and the easy-axis single-ion
anisotropy (A), whose Hamiltonian is given by Hloc =
−
∑
η,i

[
HSηi,z +A(Sηi,z)

2
]

with A > 0. For the Hamil-
tonian H + Hloc with large J‖ = 500, we perform the
variational calculations by considering the following six
spin configurations:
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(a) The SkX with

Si,x = a1

(
−
√

3

2
sinQi,2 +

√
3

2
sinQi,3

)
,

Si,y = a1

(
sinQi,1 −

1

2
sinQi,2 −

1

2
sinQi,3

)
,

Si,z = −a2 (cosQi,1 + cosQi,2 + cosQi,3) + m̃,

(6)

where Qi,ν = Q∗ν ·ri; ri is the position vector at site
i.

(b) The single-Q conical spiral with Si =
(sin θ cosQi,ν , sin θ sinQi,ν , cos θ).

(c) The multiple-Q conical spiral with Si =
(a1 cosQi,1 + a2 cosQi,2, −a1 sinQi,1 +
a2 sinQi,2, a3 cosQi,3 + m̃).

(d) The single-Q vertical spiral with Si =
(0, a1 sinQi,1, a2 cosQi,1 + m̃).

(e) The multiple-Q vertical with
Si = (a1 cos(Qi,2 + φ) −
a1 cos(Qi,3 − φ), −a2 sinQi,1, a2 cosQi,1 + m̃).

(f) The FM state with Si = (0, 0, 1).

The spin length in each state is normalized as |Si| = 1.
We take Si = SFM

i = SAFM
i due to the strong interlayer

coupling J‖ = 500. aν , m̃, θ and φ are the variational
parameters. We do not consider the relative phase among
the constituent waves in the SkX for simplicity.67,68) We
set the total sites N = 2 × L2 with L = 48, where the
states with Q∗ = 5π/12 become the lowest-energy state.

Figure 2 shows the H-A phase diagram at the zero
temperature T = 0. The single-Q conical spiral state
stabilized at A = 0 turns into the multiple-Q conical
state for infinitesimal A.27) While further increasing A,
the SkX, the multiple-Q vertical, and the single-Q ver-
tical spiral states are stabilized. In particular, we find
that the SkX with a short period is robustly stabilized
in the bilayer system for intermediateH and A. Although
the emergence of the SkXs has been revealed in the
multi-layer systems based on the interfacial DM inter-
action69–71) and the layer-dependent (staggered) DM in-
teraction,72–75) the present mechanism is closely related
to that based on the frustrated exchange interaction in-
stead of the DM interaction. Indeed, the result is quali-
tatively similar to that for the frustrated spin model on
a single-layer triangular lattice,25,26) since the present
bilayer Hamiltonian reduces to the single-layer Hamilto-
nian for large J‖, as discussed above.

Next, we examine the stability of the SkX at finite
T while decreasing J‖. We fix A = 0.25 and H = 0.5
and perform an unbiased Monte Carlo (MC) simulation
based on the Metropolis algorithm. We also combine the
replica-exchange method.76) In the simulations, we adopt
two update schemes to reduce autocorrelations: One is
the single-spin update of Sηi and the other is the two-
spin update of SFM

i and SAFM
i while keeping the inner

product SFM
i ·SAFM

i . Each run has a total of 107-108 MC
sweeps to reach equilibrium and 107-108 MC sweeps to
calculate the average of the physical variables. The phase

Fig. 3. (a) J‖-T phase diagram obtained by replica exchange

Monte Carlo simulations at A = 0.25 and H = 0.5. The y-axis is in
logarithmic scale. The other parameters are the same as in Fig. 2.

(b), (c) Temperature dependence of (b) the specific-heat C and (c)
the scalar chirality χSC for J‖ = 20, 26, 500.

diagram is constructed for the system sizes with L = 36,
48, and 60 under the periodic boundary conditions. As
the system-size dependence was small, we show the result
at L = 48 below.

The obtained J‖-T phase diagram is presented in
Fig. 3(a). The transition points are identified from the
specific heat and the magnetic susceptibility. While de-
creasing J‖, one finds that the SkX is stable for 26 .
J‖ ≤ ∞, which means that the SkX appears only for
large J‖. This state is also stabilized at finite tempera-
tures, where the transition temperature becomes larger
for larger J‖. The transition from the field-induced FM
(paramagnetic) state to the SkX is clearly identified in
the peak structure of the specific heat C in Fig. 3(b) and
the jump of the total scalar chirality χSC in Fig. 3(c) in
the case of J‖ = 500 and 26; the first-order phase tran-

sition occurs similar to the single-layer case.26,27) Here,

χSC =

√〈
1

4N (
∑
i,η χ

SC
i,η )2

〉
with χSC

i,η = Sηi1 · (S
η
i2
×Sηi3),

where i1, i2, i3 are aligned anticlockwise on a single tri-
angle i and 〈· · · 〉 denotes the thermodynamic average.

In the SkX phase, the spin configuration consists of
the periodic array of the skyrmions, as shown in the case
of the FM layer in Fig. 4(a). The spin texture shows a
nonzero scalar chirality in Fig. 4(b), which leads to a
quantized skyrmion number of −1. Since the spin con-
figuration on the AFM layer is almost the same as that
on the FM layer owing to the strong interlayer coupling,
there is no cancellation of the scalar chirality (skyrmion
number). In momentum space, the out-of-plane spin
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structure factor Sη,zs (q) = (1/N)
∑
jl〈S

η
j,zS

η
l,z〉eiq·(rj−rl)

exhibits the six peaks at ±Q∗ν [we define Q∗1 ≡ QSK

(|QSK| = 5π/12)] in addition to q = 0 for both FM and
AFM layers, as shown in Figs. 4(c) and 4(d), respectively.

While further decreasing J‖, the SkX is replaced by the
multiple-Q conical state without the scalar chirality, as
shown in Figs. 3(b) and 3(c). The spin configurations are
almost the same for the FM and AFM layers similar to
the SkX phase. Meanwhile, the magnitude of the ordering
vector is different from that of the SkX; the ordering
vector is given as QMQ (|QMQ| = π/2) in this state.

When 3 . J‖ . 15, both the FM and AFM layers
show the three-sublattice (canted) umbrella spin tex-
ture but they are different from each other. For exam-
ple, SFM

i · SAFM
i ∼ 0.8 at J‖ = 10 and T = 0.1 so

that the spins of the FM layer have a more z component
than those of the AFM layer. For J‖ . 3, the FM and
AFM layers show the different spin configurations with
different q-peak structures; the FM layer shows the FM
spin configuration with the peak at QFM = 0, while the
AFM layer shows the three-sublattice AFM spin con-
figurations with the peak at QAFM = (4π/3, 0). Espe-
cially, the three-sublattice AFM spin configurations on
the AFM layer depend on J‖ and T , whose schematic
pictures are denoted in Fig. 3(a). Each spin configura-
tion is distinguished by the spin structure factor in ad-
dition to the vector chirality χη =

∑
i χ

η
i with χηi =

(Sηi1 ×Sηi2 + Sηi2 ×Sηi3 + Sηi3 ×Sηi1)z on the triangle con-
sisting of the sites i1, i2, and i3. We show the J‖ depen-
dence of these quantities for the FM and AFM layers at
T = 0.1 in Figs. 5(a) and 5(b), respectively.

In summary, we have investigated a bilayer triangular-
lattice system composed of the FM and the AFM layers,
where each layer only has its own trivial ground state
when there is no interlayer interaction. By performing
variational calculations and MC simulations, we obtained
the instability toward the incommensurate spiral state
and the SkX with the short magnetic modulation peri-
ods by taking into account the strong FM interlayer in-
teraction. The results provide a new stabilization mech-
anism of the short-period SkX based on the layer degree
of freedom even without the DM interaction, which will
stimulate further exploration of the SkXs in the domain
structures and heterostructures.

Finally, let us discuss the relevance of the present
mechanism to that based on interorbital frustration that
has been recently proposed for the origin of the incom-
mensurate spiral ordering in the Gd-based compounds,
Gd2PdSi3

17,51–55) and GdRu2Si2.56–58) There, the im-
portance of the magnetic frustration arising from the
competition between the Gd-5d FM interaction and the
Gd-4f AFM interaction has been implied based on the
ab-initio calculations.65) Such a situation can be roughly
mapped onto the present bilayer model when suppos-
ing that the FM (AFM) layer mimics the Gd-5d (Gd-4f)
electrons, where the interlayer coupling corresponds to
the d-f exchange interaction. Our result indicates that
the d-f exchange interaction should be much larger than
the d-d and f-f ones to induce the instability toward the
SkX. Furthermore, magnetic anisotropy like the single-
ion anisotropy is required to realize the ground-state

Fig. 4. (a) Snapshot of the spin configuration in the SkX for

J‖ = −500, A = 0.25, and H = 0.5 at T = 0.1. The arrow shows

the inplane spin component, while the color shows the out-of-plane
spin component. Spin components are averaged over 100 times. (b)

Contour plot of the local scalar chirality obtained from the spin

configuration in (a). (c)

√
SFM,z
s (q) and (d)

√
SAFM,z
s (q) in the

SkX; the black lines stand for the first Brillouin zones.

Fig. 5. J‖ dependence of the spin structure factors
√
Sη,zs (q) at

QSK(5/12π, 0), QMQ = (π/2, 0), QFM = (0, 0), QAFM = (4/3π, 0)
and the vector chiralities for (a) the FM layer and (b) the AFM

layer at T = 0.1.

SkX. It is desired to quantitatively evaluate these inter-
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actions and anisotropy by the ab-initio calculations to
investigate the possibility of the SkX based on the in-
terorbital frustration mechanism in the Gd-based com-
pounds, which will be left for a future intriguing problem.

Acknowledgments This research was supported by

JSPS KAKENHI Grants Numbers JP21H01037, JP22H04468,

JP22H00101, JP22H01183 and by JST PRESTO (JPMJPR20L8).

R.Y. was supported by Forefront Physics and Mathematics Pro-

gram to Drive Transformation (FoPM). Parts of the numerical cal-

culations were performed in the supercomputing systems in ISSP,

the University of Tokyo.

1) N. Nagaosa, J. Sinova, S. Onoda, A. H. MacDonald, and N. P.

Ong, Rev. Mod. Phys. 82, 1539 (2010).
2) D. Xiao, M.-C. Chang, and Q. Niu, Rev. Mod. Phys. 82, 1959

(2010).

3) N. Nagaosa and Y. Tokura, Nat. Nanotechnol. 8, 899 (2013).
4) V. Baltz, A. Manchon, M. Tsoi, T. Moriyama, T. Ono, and

Y. Tserkovnyak, Rev. Mod. Phys. 90, 015005 (2018).
5) C. D.Batista, S.-Z.Lin, S. Hayami, and Y. Kamiya, Rep.Prog.

Phys. 79, 084504 (2016).

6) L. Smejkal, A. H. MacDonald, J. Sinova, S. Nakatsuji, and
T. Jungwirth, arXiv:2107.03321 , (2021).

7) A. N. Bogdanov and D. A. Yablonskii, Sov. Phys. JETP 68,

101 (1989).
8) A. Bogdanov and A. Hubert, J. Magn. Magn. Mater. 138, 255

(1994).
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K. Richter, M. Mann, A. Krone, R. M. Reeve, M. Weigand,
et al., Nat. Mater. 15, 501 (2016).

71) T. Dohi, R. M. Reeve, and M. Kläui, Annu. Rev. Condens.
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