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Topological spin textures, such as a skyrmion crystal, are a source of unusual physical phenomena
owing to the interplay between magnetism and topology. Since physical phenomena depend on the
topological property and the symmetry of underlying spin structures, the search for new topological
spin textures and emergent phenomena is one of the challenges in condensed matter physics. In
this letter, we theoretically explore new topological spin textures arising from the synergy between
spin, charge, and sublattice degrees of freedom in an itinerant magnet. By performing simulated
annealing for an effective spin model of the honeycomb Kondo lattice model, we find a plethora
of skyrmion crystal instabilities at low temperatures, whose topological spin textures are classified
into three types: ferrochiral, antiferrochiral, and ferrichiral skyrmion crystals. We show that the
obtained skyrmion crystals are the consequence of the spin-orbit-coupling-free honeycomb structure.
Our results reveal the potential for itinerant honeycomb magnets to host a wide variety of SkXs and

emergent phenomena.

Noncoplanar spin structures with nontrivial topology
(topological spin textures) have attracted much atten-
tion, since they give rise to fascinating physical phenom-
ena arising from their emergent electromagnetic fields [1-
5.  The most familiar topological spin texture is a
skyrmion, whose topological property is characterized by
the skyrmion number Ny = pv; p and v represent the
polarity and vorticity of the skyrmion, respectively [1].
Since the different sets of (p,v, Ng) result in different
types of skyrmions, as shown in Figs. 1(a)-1(f), they be-
come a source of a variety of quantum transports and dy-
namics including the topological Hall/Nernst effect and
skyrmion Hall effect [6-15].

The appearance of each skyrmion is dependent on a
microscopic interaction. Specifically, the vorticity is de-
termined by types of spin interactions. In centrosym-
metric magnets, the competing exchange interactions in
frustrated magnets lead to the crystal formation of the
skyrmion (SkX) with v = £1 [16-21], while the long-
range higher-order exchange interaction in itinerant mag-
nets favors the SkX with both v = +1 and £+2 depending
on the magnetic field [5, 22, 23]. The degeneracy in terms
of v is lifted by anisotropic exchange interactions origi-
nating from the spin-orbit coupling [24—27] or dipolar in-
teractions [28, 29]. Meanwhile, the polarity is determined
by the magnetic field direction; p = +1 (—1) is favored
under the field along the —z (+z) direction. In this way,
a key essence to engineering (p, v, Ngx) of the skyrmion
has been clarified based on the microscopic interaction.

In this Letter, we explore a new type of SkXs by
focusing on the sublattice degree of freedom. The ef-
fect of the sublattice degree of freedom has been stud-
ied in the 120° three-sublattice structure on the trian-
gular lattice [30], honeycomb structure [31, 32], kagome
structure [33], diamond structure [34], and multi-layer
structure [35-41]. One of the typical examples char-
acteristic of the sublattice structure is the antiferro-
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FIG. 1. Skyrmions characterized by (p,v, Nsk). The arrow
and color show the spin direction and z component, respec-
tively, where red (blue) corresponds to the positive (negative)
z component.

magnetic SkX on a bipartite lattice with the sublattice
o = A, B, where the sublattice A forms the SkX with
(p*,v*, N4) = (=1,+1,-1) in Fig. 1(a) and the sub-
lattice B forms that with (pB, 0B, NB) = (+1,+1,+1)
in Fig. 1(b). In this case, no topological Hall effect oc-
curs due to the staggered skyrmion number NSAk =-NEZ,
while the topological spin Hall effect is expected [31].

To realize a variety of topological spin textures in
multi-sublattice systems, we focus on the synergy among
the spin, charge, and sublattice degrees of freedom in an
itinerant magnet. By performing simulated annealing for
an effective spin model of the honeycomb Kondo lattice
model (KLM), we find that the synergy gives rise to five
new SkXs with different (N4, NB): two antiferrochiral
SkXs with (N4, NEB) = (=1,+1) and (-2, +2), two fer-
rochiral SkXs with (N4, N8) = (-=1,-1) and (-2, -2),
and a ferrichiral SkX with (N4, NB) = (=2, +1).

First, we consider the honeycomb lattice with the sub-
lattices A and B shown in the inset of Fig. 2(a). The effec-



tive spin model, which is obtained in the weak-coupling
regime of the honeycomb KLM, is given by

T = —27 > Ty (X) + 2% S oT,(Xx)? ()

where I (X) = 3, 5 XPS.q, - Sp-q,; Saq with the
wave vector q and the sublattice « = A, B is the Fourier
transform of the localized spin, X®? represents the
form factor of the interaction in terms of the sublattice,
XAA = XBB and XAB = (XBA)* and N is the number
of unit cells. The first term represents the bilinear inter-
action with J > 0, which corresponds to the Ruderman-
Kittel-Kasuya-Yosida (RKKY) interaction [42-44]. We
only consider the dominant contributions at specific @,
which gives the largest eigenvalue of the bare magnetic
susceptibility of itinerant electrons in momentum space.
We choose threefold symmetric ordering vectors so as to
satisfy the honeycomb lattice symmetry: Q1 = (0,7/3),
Q> = (—/37/6,—7/6), and Q3 = (\/37/6,—7/6),
where we set the lattice constant as unity. Then, the
form factor satisfies X% = (X*#)* due to the mirror
symmetry with respect to the zz plane [27]. The second
term represents the positive biquadratic interaction with
K > 0, which corresponds to the higher-order RKKY
interaction and tends to favor noncoplanar spin textures
including the SkX [5, 22, 23, 45].

In contrast to the previous effective spin model for the
triangular KLM [23], the present model includes the ef-
fect of the intersublattice RKKY and biquadratic interac-
tions owing to the multi-sublattice honeycomb structure.
Thus, the present model can describe the multiple-Q in-
stability that arises from the synergy between the spin,
charge, and sublattice degrees of freedom. In the fol-
lowing, we study the general case of the interactions by
setting X2A = cos? © and XAB = +sin? © while chang-
ing ® (0 < © < 7/2) as well as K. We set J = 1
as the energy unit. It is noted that the form factors in
the first and second terms in Eq. (1) are usually differ-
ent from each other, while the results are qualitatively
similar even when considering different form factors (see
Supplemental Material).

At K = 0, the model in Eq. (1) exhibits the instability
toward the single-Q) spiral state on each sublattice irre-
spective of ©. When XAB £ 0 (© > 0), both two spirals
are characterized by the same @, and the same spiral
plane for both positive and negative XAB. The sign de-
pendence of XAPB is found in the relative spiral angle; the
B spin at Rg; is (anti)parallel to the A spin at Rp; + d,
for positive (negative) XAB, where Rp; is the position
vector at site i on the sublattice B and d;, (d;-Q, = 0) is
the displacement vector for three nearest-neighbor bonds
shown in the inset of Fig. 2(a). In other words, positive
(negative) XAP tends to favor the (anti)ferromagnetic
spin alignment for A and B sublattices.

Next, to investigate the ground state for nonzero K,

we perform simulated annealing combined with the stan-
dard Metropolis local updates for the system size with
N = 362. We gradually reduce the temperature with
a rate Tp41 = oT,,, where T, is the temperature at
the nth step. We set the initial temperature 7o = 1
and the coefficient o ~ 0.999539589. A final tempera-
ture Ty = 0.01 is reached after total 10° Monte Carlo
steps (MCS), where we perform 10> MCS at each tem-
perature T,,. After 10° MCS for the thermalization at
Tt, we perform 106 MCS for measurements, where 10%
samples are used for average. To determine the phase
boundary, we set the spin configuration obtained near
the phase boundary as the initial spin configuration and
perform the simulated annealing starting at low temper-
atures (Tp = 0.02-0.05). We identify magnetic phases
by calculating the spin structure factor and spin scalar
chirality in each sublattice (see Supplemental Material).

To judge whether the obtained spin configurations are
topologically nontrivial, we compute a total skyrmion
number (N5*') and a staggered skyrmion number
(N3252) s

Ng* = NG + Ngl, (2)
N = [N — Nl- (3)

By using them, we categorize a topological property into
four types: ferrochiral (FC) SkX with N* # 0 and
N3 = 0, antiferrochiral (AFC) SkX with N{* = 0
and N5*®8 £ 0, ferrichiral (FerriC) SkX with Nt # 0
and N3¢ £ 0, and trivial states with N* = 0 and
Noass ™~ g

Figure 2(a) shows the phase diagram on the O-K
(|JXAB|-K) plane obtained by simulated annealing. By
introducing K, the single-Q) spiral state shows the insta-
bilities toward three multiple-@ states: chiral stripe (CS)
I, CS II, and FC (AFC) SkX II for positive (negative)
XAB_ The spin configurations of two CS states are char-
acterized by a double-@Q superposition of the spiral wave
at QPiral = Q. and the sinusoidal wave at Qsin = Q.
(n # 1) in each sublattice « [23, 46-48]. Although their
sinusoidal component is the same for the sublattices A
and B in both CS states, i.e., Q5 = @Q%i", the spiral
component is different from each other: Zpiral + Q%piml
for the CS I and sziral = Q%piral for the CS II. The CS
states are the trivial states without N2* and N3*#%.

Meanwhile, the FC (AFC) SkX II appears in K 2>
0.095 and positive (negative) XAB which indicates that
a nonzero but small © > 15.57/240 (|XAB| > 0.041)
is enough to stabilize the SkXs. In both SkXs, the spin
configurations on each sublattice are characterized by the
triangular lattice of the skyrmion, while the constituent
skyrmions are different, as shown in Figs. 2(b) and 2(c):
(p*,v*, NS.) = (—1,42,-2) for « = A,B [Fig. 1(d)] in
the FC SkX I and (p*,v*, N3) = (+1,+2, +2) [Fig. 1(e)]
and (pB,vB, NB) = (-1,+2,-2) [Fig. 1(d)] in the AFC
SkX II. In the end, the FC SkX II has the uniform
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FIG. 2. (a) Phase diagram on the ©-K plane at 7' = 0.01.
CS, FC SkX, and AFC SkX represent the chiral strip state,
ferrochiral SkX, and antiferrochiral SkX, respectively. Inset
shows the honeycomb struture with sublattices A (white) and
B (gray). d; (n = 1-3) is the vector of three nearest-neighbor
bonds. Snapshots of (b) the FC and (¢) AFC SkXs II at
© = 7/12 and K = 0.4. Upper left (right) panel: spin
(Si) and chirality (xr») configurations on the sublattice A
(B). Lower panel: spin configuration on the honeycomb lat-
tice. The arrows, contours of arrows, and contours of circles
show the zy spin component, z spin components, and spin
scalar chirality, respectively. (p®,v®, N&.) and (N&¥, N5*#%)
are shown in the upper and lower panels, respectively.

skyrmion number as N2 = 4 and N3*%® = 0, whereas
the AFC SkX II has the staggered skrymion number as
N&P' = 0 and N:ﬁagg = 4. The key ingredients for the
FC/AFC SkX II are the (anti)ferromagnetically coupled
bipartite structure and itinerant nature giving nonzero
positive K. We find that the AFC SkX II is regarded as
the antiferromagnetic SkX since the opposite sign on the
skyrmion number arises from the opposite polarity. Note
that such an antiferromagnetic SkX with a high topo-
logical number has not been found so far. Furthermore,
our mechanism does not require a multi-layer structure
to stabilize the antiferromagnetic SkX [31, 49].

We further show rich topological spin textures by intro—
ducing the magnetic-field term HZeeman = — ff Y e S
where we set H > 0 favoring the negative polarity of the

skyrmion. Figure 3(a) shows the ©-H phase diagram at
fixed XAB < 0 and K = 0.4. We find multiple SkX
instabilities driven by the magnetic field for © < 7/4
(|JXAB| <€ 0.5): FC SkX I, AFC SkX I, and FerriC SkX.
We discuss the details of the spin configurations in each
field-induced SkX in the following. We detail the other
trivial phases denoted as I-V in Supplemental Material.

The FC SkX I is constituted of the skyrmion with
(p*,v*,N5.) = (=1,+1,-1) [Fig. 1(a)] for both sublat-
tices (o =A, B), as shown in Fig. 3(b), whose vortic-
ity and the skyrmion number is halved compared to the
FC SkX 1II in Fig. 2(b), i.e,, Ni* = 2 and N3*%® = 0.
Meanwhile, the FC SkX I is stabilized even for negative
XAB which is qualitatively in contrast to the FC SkX
II stabilized only for positive XAB. The emergence of
the FC SkX I is due to the different skyrmion core po-
sitions to gain the energy by JXAB; the skyrmion core
at the B sublattice represented by the circle is separated
from that at the A sublattice by the triangle so as to
form the honeycomb network, as shown in Fig. 3(b). A
similar shift of core positions has been found in three-
sublattice SkXs in the antiferromagnetic triangular and
kagome lattices [30, 33].

The AFC SkX 1 consists of the skyrmions
with (p*,0*,N4) = (-1,+1,-1) [Fig. 1(a)] and
(pB,vB, NE) = (-1,-1,+1) [Fig. 1(c)], as shown in
Fig. 3(c), which results in Ni{* = 0 and N3*%® = 2. In
contrast to the AFC SkX II, the opposite sign of NG
in the AFC SkX I is owing to the opposite vorticity in
the constituent skyrmions instead of the polarity; the
A-sublattice SkX is characterized by the skyrmion spin
texture with v* = +1, while the B-sublattice one is de-
scribed by the anti-skyrmion spin texture with vB = —1
in the upper panels of Fig. 3(c). Thus, the AFC SkX
I is regarded as a coexisting state of the skyrmion and
anti-skyrmion, where they are degenerate in the present
model without the spin-orbit coupling. Although the
domain structure of the skyrmion and anti-skyrmion has
been found [16, 21], their coexisting ordered state has
not been discovered without the multi-layer structure so
far [38]. The (anti-)skyrmion cores in the AFC SkX I are
aligned in a one-dimensional way breaking the threefold
rotational symmetry.

The FerriC SkX sandwiched by the AFC SkX
II and AFC SkX I is formed by the skyrmions
with (p*,v*, N4) = (-1,+1,-1) [Fig. 1(a)] and
(pB,vB, NE) = (-1,-2,+42) [Fig. 1(f)], as shown in
Fig. 3(d). Thus, this state has nonzero N%* = 1 and
N:ﬁagg = 3 with a ferri-type alignment of N.. The ap-
pearance of the FerriC SkX might be owing to the multi-
sublattice system in itinerant magnets since the SkX with
|ING.| = 2 is only realized for nonzero K. Indeed, such in-
stability has not been reported in the isotropic localized
spin model. The FerriC SkX is quite different from the
other sublattice SkXs reported in the present study and
previous studies: In the previous findings, the spin con-
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FIG. 3. (a) Phase diagram on the ©-H plane at X*P < 0, K = 0.4, and T = 0.01. FC SkX, AFC SkX, and FerriC SkX

represent the ferrochiral SkX, antiferrochiral SkX, and ferrichiral SkX, respectively. I-V are nontopological phases. Snapshots
of (b) the FC SkX I at © = w/8 and H = 0.5, (¢) AFC SkX I at ©® = 7/8 and H = 0.4, and (d) FerriC SkX at © = 7/8 and

H = 0.375, which corresponds to Figs. 2(b) and 2(c).

figurations on each sublattice are usually energetically
degenerate, while the FerriC SkX consists of two SkXs
with different energy. The stabilization of this novel in-
termediate state between the AFC SkXs I and II is a
consequence of the competition between the effective spin
interactions and Zeeman effect: The former tends to fa-
vor the SkX with |Ng| = 2, while the latter tends to
favor the SkX with |Ng| =1 [22, 50].

To summarize, we theoretically propose a rich vari-
ety of SkXs in the itinerant honeycomb magnet by the
synergy of the spin, charge, and sublattice degrees of
freedom. By constructing the ground-state phase dia-
gram of the effective spin model for the KLM, we find
five new topological spin textures with different topolog-
ical properties: ferrochiral SkXs I and II, antiferrochi-
ral SkXs I and II, and ferrichiral SkX. We demonstrate
that the essence lies in the competition among the bi-
linear interaction between different sublattices, positive
biquadratic interaction, and magnetic field. Since the
total (staggered) skyrmion number is closely related to
the emergence of the topological Hall (spin Hall) effect,
one expects a variety of transport phenomena driven by
the emergent electromagnetic field. The important con-
ditions to induce the present multiple SkX instabilities
are the positive biquadratic interaction arising from the
itinerant nature, bipartite lattice structure, and the neg-
ligibly small spin-orbit coupling.
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SPIN- AND CHIRALITY-RELATED QUANTITIES

In the simulation, we identify magnetic phases from the spin structure factor, magnetization, spin scalar chirality,
and skyrmion number in each sublattice. The spin structure factor for the sublattice o = A, B is defined as

1 g (R s —

SH(a, q) = <N Z Ssjsgkezq (Raj Rak)> ’ (S1)
Ji.k

where 1 = z,y, 2, R,; is the position vector at site j on the sublattice o, N is the number of the unit cell, and

(---) is the average over the Monte Carlo samples. We also calculate the in-plane spin structure factor, S*(«,q) =
S*(a, q) + SY(a, q). The magnetization for the sablattice « is defined as

1 z
Ma:<NZsaj>. (S2)
J
The local spin scalar chirality of the triangle on the sublattice « is defined as

Xar = Saj - (Sak X Sat), (S3)

where the position vector r represents the triangle center and the triangle consists of (j,k,!) sites labeled in the
counterclockwise order. The uniform spin scalar chirality of the sublattice « is given by

1
== ar ) - S4
= (3 e on
The skyrmion density at the triangle » on the sublattice « [1] is defined as

Qar Sa' N (Sak X Sal)
t = . :
an < 2 > |:1 =+ Saj - Sak + Sak - Sar + Sar - Socj:| (Ss)

Then, the skyrmion number for the sublattice « is given by

o 1
sk — 47TNm <;Qar> ) (86)

where N, is the number of the magnetic unit cell.

TRIVIAL PHASES I-V

In Fig. 3, we find the field-induced trivial phases denoted as I-V with Nt = N5 = 0. We show their spin
configurations, chirality configurations, and spin structure factors in Fig. S1. Since all the phases exhibit the triple-Q
peaks at Q; = (0,7/3), Q2 = (—/37/6,—7/6), and Q3 = (v/37/6,—7/6) in the spin structure factor, they are
regarded as the triple-Q) states. The trivial spin configurations I and II are characterized by the double-@Q) in-plane
spin structure factor and the single-Q out-of-plane one, as shown in Figs. S1(a) and S1(b), respectively, where the
peak positions depend on the sublattices. The trivial state I is characterized by the sublattice-dependent in-plane
spin structure factor and sublattice-independent our-of-plane one: S+ (A, Q;) > S+(A,Q2) and S*(A,Q3) for the



sublattice A and S+ (B, Q2) > S+ (B, Q1) and S*(B, Q3) for the sublattice B. The trivial phase II shows the sublattice-
dependent in-plane and out-of-plane spin structure factors: S*(A, Q3) > S+ (A, Q) and S*(A, Q,) for the sublattice
A and S+(B,Q1) > St(B,Q2) and S*(B,Q3) for the sublattice B. Meanwhile, the trivial spin configurations III-
V show the sublattice-independent in-plane and out-of-plane spin structure factors: S*(a,Q;) = S*(a, Q) and
S*(a, Q3) for a = A, B in the phase ITI, S+*)(a, Q) = S+ (a, Q) = S+*)(a, Q3) for a = A, B in the phase TV,
and St (o, Q2) > St (a, Q1) = S*(a, Q3) and S*(a, Q1 — Q3) > S*(, Q>) for a = A, B in the phase V.
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FIG. S1. First (fourth) column: Spin (Sa;) and chirality (xar) configurations on the sublattice A (B) of (a) the trivial state
Iat © = 7/24 and H = 0.3, (b) the trivial state Il at © = w/24 and H = 1, (c) the trivial state III at © = 57/48 and H = 1,
(d) the trivial state IV at © = 7/6 and H = 1, and (e) the trivial state V at © = /4 and H = 1. The arrows, contours of
arrows, and contours of circles show the zy spin component, z spin component, and spin scalar chirality, respectively. Second
and third (fifth and sixth) columns: The in-plane [S* (e, )] and out-of-plane [S*(a, q)] spin structure factors for the sublattice
A (B) in momentum space, respectively. The circle and square highlight the dominant and subdominant peaks, respectively.
The hexagons with a solid line show the first Brillouin zone. The ¢ = 0 component is removed for better visibility.
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SKYRMION CRYSTALS IN THE MODELS WITH DIFFERENT FORM FACTORS

We consider the effective spin model with different form factors for the bilinear and biquadratic interactions, which
is given by

M =273 "> X*S.q, Ss-q,

n o,fB
2
K of
+t25 YD X&"Suq, - Si-q,
n a,B

-HY Si. (S7)

Here, X*8 and X}(zﬁ are the form factors for the RKKY interaction and biquadratic interaction, respectively. Although
we consider the case of X8 = Xﬁﬁ in the main text for simplicity, the form factors are usually different. In this
section, we show that the SkX phases in Fig. 3 also apper even for X% £ Xﬁﬂ . Specifically, we consider three
different Xﬁﬁ while fixing XA = cos?© and X*B = —sin? © to cover various situations: (i) X£* = cos?© and
XAB =sin? 0, (i) X£* = sin?0 and X2P = —cos? O, and (iii) X3* = sin® © and X2P = cos?©. By following
the same manner of the simulation in the main text, we find the FC SkX I, AFC SkXs I and II, and FerriC SkX in
various © and H. For example, we show critical magnetic fields for multiple topological transitions in Table I, where
the AFC SkX II appears at low fields including H = 0, the FerriC SkX appears above H.j, the AFC SkX I appears
above H.s, the FC SkX I appears above H_.3, and other trivial states appear above H.4 while increasing H. In this
way, a variety of the SkXs discussed in the main text are ubiquitously stabilized in the effective spin model with the
antiferrorr}aagnetic intersublattice RKKY interaction and the positive biquadratic interaction irrespective of the form
factor X"

TABLE I. Critical magnetic fields He1, He2, Hes and Hea for multiple topological transitions at specific ©. Here, we find the
AFC SkX II at 0 < H < Hc1, the FerriC SkX at He1 < H < Hca, the AFC SkX I at Heo < H < Hcs, and the FC SkX at
He < H< Hey.

S} He Heo Hcs Hey
case (i) 5m/48 0.3875 0.4125 0.4825 0.8625
case (ii) /6 0.2625 0.3375 0.4625 0.9125
case (iii) /48 0.3375 0.3625 0.5375 0.9625

[1] B. Berg and M. Luscher, Nucl. Phys. B 190, 412 (1981).



