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We consider a baby–Skyrme model with Dzyaloshinskii–Moriya interaction (DMI) and two types
of potential terms. The model has a close connection with the vacuum functional of fermions coupled
with O(3) nonlinear n-fields and with a constant SU(2) gauge background. The energy functional
is derived from the heat-kernel expansion for the fermion determinant. The model possesses normal
skyrmions with topological charge Q = 1. The restricted version of the model also includes both the
weak-compacton case (at the boundary, not continuously differentiable) and genuine-compacton case
(continuously differentiable). The model consists of only the Skyrme term, and the DMI provides
soliton solutions that are known as skyrmions without any potential. The BPS equation in the
supersymmetric soliton models implies that the impurity coupling is closely related to the DMI.
Therefore, the effect of an exponentially localized DMI is also studied in the present model.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Skyrme model, a (3+1)-dimensional nonlinear
field theory of pions, is a model of hadrons and is suppos-
edly the most promising and long-lived effective model
in the low-energy domain of quantum-chromodynamics
(QCD). The skyrmions, the topological solitons in the
Skyrme model, suitably describe not only the standard
hadrons and nuclei but also structures of the dense nu-
clear matter [1–4] and the neutron star [5, 6].

The Skyrme model in (2+1)-dimensions has recently
gained considerable attention. Particularly, magnetic
skyrmions have garnered increasing interest in both theo-
retical aspects of topological matter and also in many ap-
plications of spintronics, quantum computing, and dense
magnetic nanodevices. Magnetic skyrmions are derived
from a model encompassing Dzyaloshinskii–Moriya inter-
action (DMI) [7, 8]. The DMI and a potential break in
the scale invariance of the model successfully evade Der-
rick’s theorem. The Skyrme field n = (n1, n2, n3) with
n ·n = 1, realizes maps: S2 → S2, and are characterized
by the homotopy group Π2(S2) = Z. The energy density
is defined as [9–12]

EDM = κ2(∂in)2 + κ1n · ∇ × n + V [n] , i = 1, 2, (1)

where κ2, κ1 are constants with a positive sign. The
second differential term (the kinetic term) is a scale-
invariant term, and the DMI has a negative contribu-
tion to the energy; accordingly, the solution may exist in
terms of Derrick’s theorem.

The baby–Skyrme model is a direct replica of the
(3+1)–Skyrme model, and the model consists of an O(3)
nonlinear sigma model (the kinetic term), a 4th-order dif-
ferential term (the Skyrme term) and a Zeeman or other
types of potential terms. As is widely known that the
Skyrme and the potential terms are responsible for Der-
rick’s theorem, the energy density of the baby–Skyrme
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model is defined by [13]

EbS = κ2(∂in)2 + κ4 (∂in× ∂jn)
2

+ V [n] , i, j = 1, 2,
(2)

where κ4 is a positive constant. The baby-skyrmions
have applications in terms of quantum Hall effects [14–
18], nematic crystals [19–24], superconducting materi-
als [25], and brane-world scenarios [26–29], so on. The
baby–Skyrme model without the kinetic term, named
the restricted baby–Skyrme model [30–32], has a sig-
nificant feature: it possesses analytical Bogomol’nyi–
Prasad–Sommerfield (BPS) solutions. The baby–Skyrme
model and the restricted model provide solutions pertain-
ing to compacton. Compactons possess a distinct charac-
ter among other solutions of standard field theory mod-
els. The field considers its vacuum values outside this
support, and the energy and charge are always concen-
trated on the compact support [33, 34]. There have been
several studies of compact skyrmions in the baby–Skyrme
model [30, 31, 35–38]. For determining compactons, the
baby–Skyrme model requires a non-analytical potential
called V-shaped potential. While in the restricted model,
other choices for the potential may be available, a promi-
nent challenge to the modification of the model exists.
The baby–Skyrme model with fractional power of the
kinetic term with no potential term successfully evades
Derrick’s theorem and has compact and non-compact
skyrmion solutions [37].

A natural question arises here: Can both models be
combined to describe the phenomenology? At this point,
we have no clear evidence that both interactions should
coexist. However, from a theoretical perspective, it may
be effective to consider a combined model and find novel
solutions. In this study, we examine such models and
find several types of solutions, including compactons. For
simplicity, we focus on the rotationally symmetric solu-
tions; however, if the constraint is lifted, various struc-
tures will emerge.

In [39], the authors studied the supersymmetric exten-
sions of a restricted baby–Skyrme model of the squared
Zeeman potential with “the impurity coupling. In partic-
ular, the analytical solution in the BPS equation is found
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for the exponentially localized impurity ∼ e−βr. There-
fore, it is worth to investigate the present model with the
DMI of the exponentially localized impurity.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section II we
introduce a fermionic model and the resulting topolog-
ical information from the imaginary part of the action.
Also a brief explanation of our model, including the en-
ergy functional and the Euler equation is done in this
section. We present several analytical and numerical so-
lutions to the model in Section III. We describe a novel
combined model that has no potential term and provides
the solutions in Section IV. In Section V we discuss the
impurity models, in which we consider the exponentially
localizing DMI coupling in the model. The conclusions
and remarks are presented in the last section.

II. THE MODEL

In this paper, we analyze a Skyrme–type model with
the DMI. The energy is defined as

E =

∫
d2x

{
κ2 (∂in)

2

+ κ1n · (∇× n) − κ1(∂1n2 − ∂2n1)

+ κ4a (∂in× ∂jn)
2

+ κ4b (∂in)
2

(∂jn)
2

+ κ0a (1 − n3) + κ0b (1 − n3)
2
}
, (3)

where each term corresponds to

(i) the kinetic : E2 := κ2

∫
d2x (∂in)

2
,

(ii) the DMI : E1 := κ1

∫
d2xn · (∇× n) ,

(iii) the Skyrme : E4a := κ4a

∫
d2x (∂in× ∂jn)

2
,

(iv) an extended 4th :

E4b := κ4b

∫
d2x (∂in)

2
(∂jn)

2
,

(v) the Zeeman : E0a := κ0a

∫
d2x (1 − n3) ,

(vi) a squared Zeeman : E0b := κ0b

∫
d2x (1 − n3)

2
.

(4)

Note that the integration of the vortex strength is zero.
Although the model might be considered as just a hy-

brid of the above magnetic Skyrme model (1) and the
baby–Skyrme model (2), it actually has a systematic ori-
gin. In [40–43], the authors investigated the O(3) non-
linear sigma model Lagrangian and also their topologi-
cal terms based on the derivative expansion of the La-
grangian of the fermions coupled with the Skyrme field
via ∂µn. There are certain recent theoretical studies re-
garding the fermions with the baby-skyrmions [44] and

the magnetic skyrmions [45], considering the backreac-
tion from the fermionic fields. We begin with the follow-
ing vacuum functional:

Z =

∫
DψDψ̄eSE (5)

where the Euclidean action is

SE =

∫
dτ

∫
d2x

[
ψ̄
(
iγµ(∂µ − iAµ) −mτ · n

)
ψ

]
. (6)

The Euclidean time component τ is defined by the Wick-
rotation t = x0 = −iτ . The gamma matrices are defined
as γµ := −iσµ, µ = 1, 2, 3 that satisfy the Clifford algebra
{γµ, γν} = −2δµν . Although the Yukawa coupling con-
stant m is theoretically free to be chosen, the presence
of the fermionic zeromodes requires that it be above the
critical value m ≧ m0 [43]. In the following, we regard
m as m ≧ 1 without loss of generality.

The DMI term emerges introducing a constant back-
ground gauge field Aµ = Aa

µτa/2 [12, 46] defined as

Aa
1 = (−D, 0, 0), Aa

2 = (0,−D, 0),

all the others are zero . (7)

Performing the integration (5), we obtain the effective
action ω(n)

Z = det iD ≡ exp[ω(n)], ω(n) := Tr log(iD) , (8)

where the Dirac operator is expressed as

iD := iγµ(∂µ − iAµ) −mτ · n . (9)

In Euclidean space, the effective action is generally a
complex quantity ω(n) := ωR(n) + iωI(n), where

ωR(n) =
1

2
Tr logD†D , (10)

ωI(n) =
1

2i
Tr log(D†)−1D . (11)

The real component here needs to be dealt with
because it generates an effective Skyrme-type model.
We perform the expansion based on the heat-kernel
method [47, 48] that directly investigates the static en-
ergy of the model. The calculations up to 4th differen-
tial order terms to the energy are almost straightforward;
nonetheless, the results are cumbersome. For all the 3rd
and 4th differential order terms, we therefore set D = 0
to simplify the model. We describe the detailed analysis
in Appendix A.

The imaginary part of the action (8) conveys the sta-
tistical property of the model. Thus, we consider the
U(1) gauged model of (9)

iD := iγµ(∂µ − iAµ − iaµ) −mτ · n (12)

where aµ is an external electromagnetic potential. After
attempting to expand aµ, such that it contributes to the
effective action as follows [41, 42]

ωI(n) = −
∫
d3xaµJµ (13)
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where the topological current is

Jµ =
1

16πi
ϵµνδtr(uDνuDδu) , (14)

Dµu := ∂µu− i[Aµ, u], u := τ · n , (15)

and the third component becomes

J3 =
1

4π

(
ϵabcna∂1nb∂2nc +D(∂1n2 − ∂2n1) +D2n3

)
.

(16)

The first term defines the well-known topological charge

Q =
1

4π

∫
d2xq(x)

=
1

4π

∫
d2xn(x) · {∂1n(x) × ∂2n(x)} . (17)

The configuration space of the model comprises maps
from the plane R2 to the target space S2. Considering
coordinates Θ,Φ on the target sphere (corresponding to
the usual spherical polar coordinates), the best-known
solution is the rotationally symmetric solution expressed
as

Θ = f(r), Φ = φ , (18)

where r, φ are the usual polar coordinates on the plane.
Consequently, the configuration giving rise to a baby-
skyrmion with topological charge n is defined by

n = (sin f(r) cos (nφ+ γ) , sin f(r) sin (nφ+ γ) , cos f(r)) ,
(19)

where n ∈ N and the phase γ describes the internal orien-
tation of the solution. Imposing the boundary condition

f(0) = π, f(∞) = 0 , (20)

Q = n can be easily verified. Notably, the energy of
the magnetic skyrmion depends on γ, and it assumes
the minimal value with γ = π/2. Further, rotationally
invariant configuration (19) exists only for n = 1. On the
contrary, for a special choice of potential, there are non-
rotational solutions even for n = 1. The authors of [49]
have found the broken rotationally symmetric solution of
n = 1 with the potential V = (1 − n3)2 in terms of their
energy minimization analysis. The Zeeman V = (1−n3)
and the quadratic potential V = (1 − n3)2 appear to be
in rivalry in our model, suggesting that such deformation
may appear. It seems a little outside the focus of the
current study, therefore we maintain the symmetry to
make the analysis simpler and also to make it easier to
find compacton solutions.

Substituting (19) with n = 1, γ = π/2 into (3), we

define the energy density ε[f ]

ε[f ] = κ2

(
f ′2 +

sin2 f

r2

)
+ κ1

(
f ′ +

sin 2f

2r

)
sin γ − κ1

(
cos ff ′ +

sin f

r

)
sin γ

+ κ4a
2 sin2 ff ′2

r2
+ κ4b

(
f ′4 +

2 sin2 ff ′2

r2
+

sin4 f

r4

)
+ κ0a (1 − cos f) + κ0b (1 − cos f)

2
, (21)

where f ′ :=
df(r)

dr
. The function f(r) satisfies the Euler

equation, a nonlinear second-order ordinary differential
equation.

κ2

(
rf ′′ + f ′ − sin 2f

2r

)
+ κ1 sin2 f sin γ

+ κ4a

(
2 sin2 f

r
f ′′ +

sin 2f

r
f ′2 − 2 sin2 f

r2
f ′
)

+ κ4b

{(
6rf ′2 +

2 sin2 f

r

)
f ′′

+

(
2f ′2 +

sin 2f

r
f ′ − 2 sin2 f

r2

)
f ′ − sin 2f

2r2
+

sin 4f

4r2

}
− κ0a

2
r sin f − κ0b

2
r (2 sin f − sin 2f) = 0 . (22)

In the following part, we refer to the model in terms
of its parameter settings: [κ2, κ1, κ4a, κ4b, κ0a, κ0b].

III. SOLUTIONS: COMPACTONS EMERGING
FROM THE DMI TERM AND THE 4TH- ORDER

TERMS

A. Models with the Skyrme term and the
extended 4th term

The model [0, 0, κ4a, 0, κ0a, 0] is known as the restricted
baby–Skyrme model that provides compacton solutions.
Compactons are solutions that reach their vacuum value
f ∼ 0, (f ′ ∼ 0) with finite radius r = R. Compacton is
an advantageous form of the skyrmion lattice owing to
its ability to smoothly connect the neighbors [50].

We classify the compactons based on whether the func-
tion is continuously differentiable at the boundary:

• Genuine-compactons: f(R) = 0,
df(r)

dr

∣∣∣∣
r=R

= 0 .

• Weak-compactons: f(R) = 0,
df(r)

dr

∣∣∣∣
r=R

̸= 0 .

For the weak-compacton case, even if the profile function
is not differentiable, the energy density is still continuous
because of the term sin2 f . In addition, Speight [36] also
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FIG. 1. The skyrmions with [κ2, 0.0, 0.0, 1.0, 1.0, 1.0]. The profile functions f(r) (left) and the energy density ε(r) (right). The
model has the genuine-compacton solution for κ2 = 0.0.
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FIG. 2. We plot the compacton shown in Fig. 1: the profile
function and its derivatives f(r), f ′(r), f ′′(r) (the blue, red,
and black lines), which clearly shows that the first derivative
is continuous at the boundary r = R = 5.231.

provides a classification approach in his paper for slightly
different purpose.

We consider a slightly generalized restricted model
such as [0, 0, κ4a, κ4b, κ0a, κ0b].

1. [0, 0, κ4a, 0, κ0a, κ0b]

The model is the restricted baby–Skyrme model.
Gisiger and Paranjape [30] found the compacton in the
model based on the Zeeman potential (κ0b = 0) by solv-
ing the Euler equations. Furthermore, Adam et al. [31]
found the compacton and non-compacton solutions in the
models with different potential terms by solving the BPS
equations. These potential terms [31] are, for example,
the Zeeman potential V = (1 − n3), the new-baby po-
tential V = (1 − n23), and the squared Zeeman potential
V = (1− n3)2. Here, we solve the Euler equations of the

model based on two potential terms: the Zeeman and
the squared Zeeman potential. We examine the mixed
potential of the vacuum structure. From the boundary
condition (20), the potential considers the minimum at
n3 = 1. We rewrite the potential as follows:

V [n3] = κ0a(1 − n3) + κ0b(1 − n3)2

= (κ0a + κ0b)(1 − n3)

(
1 − κ0b

κ0a + κ0b
n3

)
(23)

= κ0b

(
n3 −

κ0a + 2κ0b
2κ0b

)2

− κ20a
4κ0b

, (24)

where the parameters are set as κ0a, κ0b ̸= 0. For (23),
when the parameters are κ0b/(κ0a + κ0b) = ±1, i.e.,
κ0a = 0 or κ0b = −κ0a/2, these potentials become the
squared Zeeman potential term or the new-baby poten-
tial termV = (1 − n23). In the case of the squared
Zeeman potential, the model has no compacton solu-
tions. In the case of the new-baby potential, Adam et
al. have solved the Bogomol’nyi equation and obtained
the weak-compacton. Here, we obtain the new com-
pacton for κ0a ̸= 0 and κ0b ̸= −κ0a/2. According to
(24), in the case of κ0b > 0, when the parameters satisfy
(κ0a + 2κ0b)/(2κ0b) ≥ 1, e.g., κ0a ≥ 0, the potential is
always positive and takes the minimum value: V = 0 at
n3 = 1. Furthermore, for κ0b < 0, when the parameters
are (κ0a+2κ0b)/(2κ0b) ≤ 0, e.g., κ0a ≥ −2κ0b, the poten-
tial is always positive and takes the minimum at n3 = 1.
As a result, in these conditions, the potential is suitable
for determining the soliton solutions in the model.

The solution found in [30] is apparently the weak-
compacton case. It is directly verified by examining the
analytical behavior at the compacton boundary r = R,
where the profile function can be smoothly connected in
vacuum. We assume the series expansion around r = R.

f(r) =

∞∑
s=0

As(R− r)s . (25)
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FIG. 3. The skyrmions with [κ2, 1.0, 1.0, 0.0, 1.0, 0.0] of κ2 = 0.0, 0.5, 1.0, 5.0. The profile functions f(r) (left) and the energy
density ε(r) (right). The restricted model κ2 = 0.0 has the compacton solution (the blue line).
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FIG. 4. We plot the compacton shown in Fig. 3: the profile
function f(r) (the blue line) and its derivative f ′(r) (the red
line); this clearly shows that the derivative is not continuous
at the boundary r = R = 3.396.

The smoothness of the energy f(R) = 0 suggests that
the expansion starts with s > 0. Here, it is sufficient
to consider the lowest-order term; thus, we substitute
f(r) ∼ As(R − r)s into the Euler equation and obtain
the relation for the lowest-order contribution.

2κ4a
r

A3
ss(2s− 1)(R− r)3s−2 − κ0a

2
rAs(R− r)s = 0 .

(26)

Obviously, it has a solution s = 1. This implies that there
is a standard linear approach to vacuum, a typical feature
for compactons in the restricted baby–Skyrme model.

For the case of the two potentials, the Zeeman and
the squared Zeeman potential coexist, and we can obtain
the analytical solution in a similar manner. According

to [30], we separate the equation (22) into
κ4a

(
2f ′′ − 2

r
f ′ + 2 cot ff ′2

)
− κ0a

2
r2cscf

−κ0br2(cscf − cot f) = 0, r ≤ R, (27a)

sin f = 0, r > R. (27b)

For simplicity, we employ the rescaling of the parameters
as follows: κ0a/κ4a → κ0a, κ0b/κ4a → κ0b. We define a
new field:

F(r) := cos f(r) − κ0a + 2κ0b
2κ0b

(28)

and the equation (27a) becomes a very simple form

d2F
dr2

− 1

r

dF
dr

− κ0b
2
r2F = 0 . (29)

From the boundary condition (20), we have

F(r = 0) = −1 − κ0a + 2κ0b
2κ0b

,

F(r = R) = 1 − κ0a + 2κ0b
2κ0b

. (30)

The equation (29) in κ0b > 0 can be solved analytically.
The solution is

F(r) = −κ0a + 4κ0b
2κ0b

cosh

(√
κ0br

2

2
√

2

)

+

√
2(κ0a + 2κ0b)

κ0b
sinh

(√
κ0br

2

2
√

2

)
,

r ∈

[
0, R =

23/4

κ
1/4
0b

√
arccosh

(
κ0a + 4κ0b

κ0a

)]
. (31)
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In κ0b < 0 and κ0a ≥ 2|κ0b|, the solution is

F(r) =
κ0a − 4κ0b

2κ0b
cos

(√
κ0br

2

2
√

2

)

+

√
2(κ0a − 2κ0b)

κ0b
sin

(√
κ0br

2

2
√

2

)
,

r ∈

[
0, R =

23/4

κ
1/4
0b

√
arccos

(
κ0a − 4κ0b

κ0a

)]
. (32)

2. [0, 0, 0, κ4b, κ0a, κ0b]

Interestingly, if we replace the Skyrme term with
the extended 4th term, we can obtain the genuine-
compacton. First, we show that if there is a compacton in
the equation, we are essentially dealing with the genuine-
compacton case. The following discussion is valid for the
potentials: the Zeeman potential and the mixtures of the
Zeeman and the squared Zeeman potential. We assume
at the boundary f(R) = 0, the Euler equation at the
boundary r = R becomes

2f ′(R)2 {3Rf ′′(R) + f ′(R)} = 0 , (33)

has the solutions

(i) f ′(R) = 0, (ii) f ′′(R) = −f
′(R)

3R
. (34)

First, we examine case (ii). If f ′′(R) = −f ′(R)/(3R) ̸= 0,
the energy density is not continuous at r = R; this is
not what we aim for. If f ′(R) = 0, the energy becomes
continuous and subsequently becomes f(R) = f ′(R) =
f ′′(R) = 0. It connects to the trivial vacuum solution
f(r) = 0, r ∈ [0, R]. Therefore, case (i) f ′(R) = 0 should
be employed for finding the nontrivial solutions in the
genuine-compacton case. As a result, the second deriva-
tive f ′′(r) is not continuous at r = R.

This situation is again easy to confirm in terms of the
expansion (25). For the lowest order, we obtain

6κ4brA
3
ss

3(s− 1)r(R− r)3s−4 − κ0a
2
rAs(R− r)s = 0 .

(35)

Here, we have a solution s = 2 for (35). This implies that
a standard parabolic approach to the vacuum?a typical
feature for the genuine-compacton case.

In this case, the analytical solution has not yet been
found; thus, we numerically solve the Euler equation. We
use the Newton-Raphson method with N = 1000 mesh
points. We employ the standard rescaling scheme to the
coordinate

x =
r

1 + r
, x ∈ [0, 1) . (36)

The relative numerical errors of order 10−7. Note that
we always solve the Euler equation for the entire radial
coordinate x (not in the compact subset) even for the
compactons, implying that compacton naturally arises
in our numerical computation. We present our results
for the Zeeman potential in Fig.1. As increasing κ2, the
tail of the profile function extends, and the maximum of
the energy density is higher. This is because the kinetic
term κ2(∂in)2 > 0 exists in the energy density. Fig.2
shows the compacton solution and also the derivatives
f ′(r), f ′′(r). This can easily be identified as the genuine-
compacton case, and f ′′(r) shows discontinuity around
r = R.

It must be noted that the above discussion does not
directly imply the existence of compacton in the model.
If we employ the squared Zeeman potential, the solution
leads to normal skyrmions. This corresponds to the so-
lution found in [35], where the model is composed of the
Skyrme term and the squared Zeeman potential.

B. DMI model

Here, we intend to find the DMI-mediated compactons
of our model. First, according to the baby-skyrmions
case, we set κ2 = 0, i.e., the restricted model. In this
case, we omit the Zeeman energy to obtain the solution.
The parameter set is [0, κ1, 0, 0, 0, κ0b]. From (22), the
equation becomes

κ1 sin2 f − κ0br sin f(1 − cos f) = 0 . (37)

For the nontrivial solutions sin f ̸= 0, except at the
boundaries,

κ1 sin f = κ0br(1 − cos f) . (38)

By squaring on both sides, we obtain

(κ20br
2 + κ21) cos2 f − 2κ20br

2 cos f + κ20br
2 + κ21 = 0 .

(39)

We obtain the nontrivial solution of the form

cos f =
κ20br

2 − κ21
κ20br

2 + κ21
. (40)

This is exactly the solution found by Schroer in the equa-
tion of motion and also of a first-order Bogomol’nyi equa-
tion [11]. This solution is apparently not compacton.

It can be confirmed by analysis of the expansion at the
boundary (25). At the lowest order, we obtain

κ1A
2
s(R− r)2s − κ0a

2
rAs(R− r)s = 0 (41)

where the solution is s = 0. This implies that the profile
function is a constant at r = R, and it corresponds to
the normal skyrmion solution.
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FIG. 5. The skyrmions with [κ2, 1.0, 1.0, 0.0, 0.0, 1.0]. The profile functions f(r) (left) and the energy density ε(r) (right). The
restricted model κ2 = 0.0 (the blue line) has no compacton.
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FIG. 6. The skyrmions with [κ2, 1.0, 0.0, 1.0, 1.0, 0.0]. The profile functions (left) and the energy density (right). The restricted
model: κ2 = 0.0 is the compacton solution (the blue line).

C. Inclusion of the DMI term and the 4th-order
terms

Next, to obtain a compacton solution, we add the 4th-
order terms. The model is constructed based on the term
in the restricted baby–Skyrme model. When both the
DMI and the 4th-order terms are included, no analyt-
ical solutions exist, and we have to solve the equation
numerically. We treat the model with the parameter set
[0, κ1, κ4a, 0, κ0a, κ0b]. The model contains two types of
derivative terms: DMI and the Skyrme term that ham-
per the scale invariance. The magnetic Skyrme model
and the baby–Skyrme model possess soliton solutions for
these terms and usually do not require a combination
for stability. We shall look at Derrick’s argument for the
model. The energy applying the spatial rescaling x 7→ µx
can be written as

e(µ) = E2 + µ−1E1 + µ2E4a + µ−2(E0a + E0b) . (42)

Taking the derivative with µ, we obtain

de(µ)

dµ

∣∣∣∣
µ=1

= −E1 + 2E4a − 2(E0a + E0b) = 0 . (43)

For evading the Derrick’s argument, the potential energy
should satisfy E0a + E0b > 0. For the parameters κ0a >
0, κ0b > 0, or κ0a ≥ −2κ0b, κ0b < 0 (III A 1). We divide
both sides of (43) by E0a + E0b, and we obtain

−E1

2(E0a + E0b)
+

E4

E0a + E0b
= 1 . (44)

Since −E1, E4a ≥ 0

0 ≤ −E1

2(E0a + E0b)
,

E4

E0a + E0b
≤ 1 . (45)

In the magnetic Skyrme model, Derrick’s theorem sup-
ports −E1/(2(E0a+E0b)) = 1, while in the baby–Skyrme
model, E4a/(E0a + E0b) = 1. The ratio thus conveys
the terms that have a dominant role in the stability of
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FIG. 7. We plot the compacton shown in Fig. 6: the pro-
file function and the derivatives f(r), f ′(r) (the blue, the red
lines) that clearly show that the derivatives are continuous at
the boundary r = R = 5.969.

the solitons. We shall discuss this in the following sub-
section.

For the Skyrme term and the Zeeman potential,
[0, κ1, κ4a, 0, κ0a, 0], the solutions are plotted in Fig.3
along with the non-compacton solutions κ2 ̸= 0. Upon
increasing κ2, the tail of the profile function extends
and changes the convex shape from upward to down-
ward. The maximum energy density approaches the ori-
gin. This is because when the convex is downward, the
range of π/2 < f ≤ π reduces. At this time, the en-
ergy density of the kinetic term and the Skyrme term
increases, whereas the contribution of the DMI term is
negative. As a result, the energy density is enhanced in
the vicinity of the origin. In Fig.4, we focus on the char-
acteristic behavior of this solution; it exhibits f ′(R) ̸= 0
at the boundary r = R that appears similar to the com-
pactons found by Gisiger and Paranjape [30]. It is easy
to verify how the feature is realized, as discussed below.
If the boundary condition f(R) = 0 is substituted into
the Euler equation (22),

df(r)

dr

∣∣∣∣
r=R

=

√
κ0a
4κ4a

R . (46)

at the boundary. When the boundary is far from the
origin R → ∞, df/dr → ∞, the energy density (21)
becomes divergent. Therefore, to avoid such singularity
of the energy, the model has to choose a solution with a
concrete finite radius, i.e., compacton.

When a different potential term is chosen, such as the
squared Zeeman potential term, [0, κ1, κ4a, 0, 0, κ0b], the
solutions are not compactons (see Fig.5). Upon increas-
ing κ2, the tail of the profile function extends and the
maximum of energy density becomes higher and closer
to the origin. Compared with Fig.3, the change is mod-
erate. If we assume f(R) = 0, the Euler equation at the

boundary becomes

df(r)

dr

∣∣∣∣
r=R

= 0 , (47)

Nonetheless, this does not reveal anything regarding the
compactness. In the next subsection, we present a new
compacton solution satisfying this condition.

D. Genuine - DMI - compacton case:
[0, κ1, 0, κ4b, κ0a, 0]

Thus far, compactons emerged only in the restricted
cases κ2 = 0 , while for κ2 ̸= 0, the solutions became
normal skyrmions. Therefore, the kinetic term simply
extends the tail of solutions. For the 4th-order terms,
the models with κ4a ̸= 0 and κ4b = 0 include the weak-
compacton case, while the models with κ4a = 0 and
κ4b ̸= 0 include the genuine-compacton case (see Fig.6
and also Fig.7). Therefore, the extended 4th- term has a
role in constructing the genuine-compacton case. For our
potentials, in the squared Zeeman potential case (κ0a = 0
and κ0b ̸= 0), the solutions are the baby-skyrmions, and
in the Zeeman potential case (κ0a ̸= 0 κ0b = 0), the
solutions become compactons.

We observed that the DMI is less effective for con-
structing the compactons. The reason is as follows: The
DMI and potential terms do not have the derivatives in
the Euler equation, and the major difference between the
DMI and the potential terms are the dimensions; the po-
tential is multiplied by r. The compacton radius R is
determined in terms of the behavior of the solutions at a
large r, and apparently, the potential dominates rather
than the DMI. That is also why the compactons are sup-
ported via potentials rather than the DMI. From another
perspective, we can easily confirm this based on the se-
ries expansion (25). The condition of the leading order
is as follows:

κ1A
2
s(R− r)2s + 6κ4brA

3
ss

3(s− 1)(R− r)3s−4

− κ0a
2
rAs(R− r)s = 0 . (48)

Therefore, the DMI term does not contribute to the
lowest-order terms, and subsequently, the condition co-
incides with the one without the DMI term (35).

In the next section, we shall examine the new model
where the DMI plays an important role in compactons.

We consider the effect of the DMI and the Skyrme term
concerning the stability (the existence) of the solutions
from the perspective of Derrick’s argument. We exam-
ine the value −E1/(2E0) corresponding to the strength
of several parameters for the models: [0, κ1, κ4a, 0, κ0a, 0]
and [0, κ1, κ4a, 0, 0, κ0b] If the solutions are obtained by
DMI, it reaches 1, whereas it approximates 0, if obtained
by the Skyrme term. Fig.8 shows the result for the
Zeeman and the squared Zeeman potential, respectively.
These are reasonable results: for κ4a → 0, −E1/(2E0)
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FIG. 8. For the Derrick’s theorem, we compute the ratio −E1/(2E0a) of the Skyrme - DMI - Zeeman
model:[0.0, κ1, κ4a, 0.0, 1.0, 0.0] (left) and the ratio −E1/(2E0b) of the Skyrme - DMI - squared Zeeman model:
[0.0, κ1, κ4a, 0.0, 0.0, 1.0] (right) for various values of (κ1, κ4a).

approaches 1 and for κ1 → 0, −E1/(2E0) approaches 0.
Fig.8 shows no solutions in two regions:

(i) at κ4a → 0 for all κ1,

(ii) the lower right: κ1 → 1 with the small κ4.

(i) Without the Skyrme term, the restricted model of the
Zeeman potential only has a half-skyrmion and no soliton
solution. (ii) Upon increasing κ1, the model substantially
moves to case (i). Thus, the blank grows as κ1 increases.

In Fig.8(right), the solution exhibits no such limiting
behavior.

IV. SOLUTIONS OF THE MODELS WITHOUT
THE POTENTIAL TERMS

In this paper, we have studied the normal models that
always possess the potential terms. The kinetic term has
no role in Derrick’s theorem. In fact, the 4th-order terms
of the baby–Skyrme model and the DMI term of the mag-
netic Skyrme model along with the potential terms are
responsible for the existence of the soliton solutions.

According to [37], there is a new type of baby–Skyrme
model without any potential term. The model is com-
posed of the kinetic and Skyrme terms with the integer
or fractional power of α, β. The range of these parameters
is examined to ensure stability with respect to rescaling.

We propose a model that comprises the Skyrme and
DMI without potential. The energy applying the spatial
rescaling x 7→ µx can be written as

e(µ) = E2 + µ−1E1 + µ2E4a . (49)

There is no stationary point with e(µ) because E4a >
0, E1 < 0 for γ = π/2. However, when we set γ = −π/2,

it can take the extremum at

µ = 3

√
E1

2E4a
, E1, E4a > 0 , (50)

Accordingly, we may have a soliton solution to the model.
We consider the model with [κ2, κ1, κ4a, 0, 0, 0]. We

present the results in Fig.9. With an increase in κ2, the
tail of the solution extends, and the maximum of the en-
ergy density enhances at the origin because the gradient
of the solution increases. In the case of κ2 = 0, the so-
lution becomes the compacton. For the restricted model
(κ2 = 0), the Euler equation is the following simple one-
parameter equation.

2rf ′′ − 2f ′ + 2r cot ff ′2 − κ̄r2 = 0 (51)

where κ̄ := κ1/κ4a. Fig.10 plots the f(r), f ′(r), f ′′(r)
for several κ̄. The f, f ′ simultaneously becomes zero
at r = R, where the f ′′(R) remains finite that is likely
genuine-compacton. Analytically, we can check this by
substituting f(R) = 0 into (22), we obtain f ′(R) = 0. In
fact, it does not mean that there is a compacton solution
in the model. However, we state that if a compacton ex-
ists, it should be the genuine-compacton case. With an
increase in κ̄, the compacton radius R moves toward the
origin.

In this model, there is symmetry with respect to the
inversion of the coefficient. Our model is (a) γ =
−π/2, κ4a > 0. The model (b) γ = π/2, κ4a < 0, attains
the same equation, where the energy density reverses the
sign. Here, we speculate whether the symmetry really
exists. To confirm this, we add the kinetic term to the
model, and (a) provides the solution but not (b). The
result of the heat-kernel expansion (3) shows that the ki-
netic, DMI, and Skyrme terms have the same sign. Fur-
thermore, it is straightforward to verify that the model
with κ2 > 0, κ4 < 0 is always unstable in the quantum
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FIG. 9. Skyrmions without potential [κ2, 1.0, 1.0, 0, 0, 0]. The profile function f(r) (left) and the energy density ε(r) (right).
The restricted model: κ2 = 0.0 is the compacton solution (the blue line).
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FIG. 10. We plot the compactons of (51): the profile func-
tion and the derivatives f(r), f ′(r) (the blue, the red line),
which clearly shows that the derivatives are continuous at the
boundary r = R = 5.231, 4.168, 2.431 (κ̄ = 0.5, 1.0, 5.0).

stability analysis. Therefore, the above symmetry does
not exist and is an artifact for the restricted model.

In terms of the series expansion at the compacton
boundary (25), we have the condition for the lowest order

2

r
A3

ss(2s− 1)(R− r)3s−2 − κ̄A2
s(R− r)2s = 0 , (52)

that has the solution s = 2. This implies that there is a
standard parabolic approach to vacuum for the genuine-
compacton case.

V. IMPURITY MODEL

In this paper, we have used the “constant” gauge field,
or the constant D. In [39], the authors studied the super-
symmetric extensions of a restricted baby–Skyrme model

of the squared Zeeman potential with “the impurity cou-
pling. In particular, the analytical solution in the BPS
equation is found for the exponentially localized impurity.
Further, they claimed that the Bogomol’nyi equation of
the baby–Skyrme model with impurity is identical to
that of the magnetic skyrmions with the Dzyaloshinskii–
Moriya interactions. This indicates that there is a certain
relation between the impurity and the DMI. Therefore, it
is worth to investigate the present model with the DMI of
the exponentially localized impurity. As we can directly
see the effect, we concentrate on the model without the
4th order terms.

We study the model

[1.0, κ1(r), 0, 0, 0, 1.0], κ1(r) := κ1,c exp(κ1,er). (53)

Here we employ the squared Zeeman potential as was
in [39]. Note that we could not find any solutions for
the standard Zeeman potential. Fig.11 presents several
magnetic skyrmion solutions with the impurity. As in-
creasing |κ1,e|, the solutions shrink and the energy den-
sities enhance. The existence of the solutions with large
DMI coupling constant κ1,c is another notable effect of
the impurity. It causes the energy of the solution to be
a negative value.

A more challenging analysis is the case where the Zee-
man potentials are also localizing. If the model (3) is
obtained from the heat-kernel expansion of the fermionic
vacuum functional (5), the Zeeman potentials are also
affected from the impurity. We study the two models

the Zeeman: [1.0, κ1(r), 0, κ0a(r), 0],

κ1(r) = 1.0 × exp(κer
2), κ0a(r) = κ0a,c exp(2κer

2),
(54)

the squared Zeeman: [1.0, κ1(r), 0, 0, κ0b(r)],

κ1(r) = 1.0 × exp(κer), κ0b(r) = κ0b,c exp(2κer). (55)

In Fig.12, we show some of our numerical results. The
squared Zeeman potential and the exponential impurity
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The profile function f(r) (left) and the energy density ε(r) (right).
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FIG. 12. We plot the solutions with the impurity for the DMI and also the Zeeman potentials. The solid line rep-
resents the results of the Zeeman potential with the Gaussian type impurity: [1.0, κ1(r), 0, 0, κ0a(r), 0]. κ1(r) = 1.0 ×
exp[κer

2], κ0a(r) = κ0a,c exp[2κer
2]. The dashed line is the squared Zeeman potential with the exponential impurity:

[1.0, κ1(r), 0, 0, 0, κ0b(r)]. κ1(r) = 1.0 × exp[κer], κ0b(r) = κ0b,c exp[2κer]. The profile function f(r) (left) and the energy
density ε(r) (right).

support the existence of the solutions, but for the Zee-
man potential, the Gaussian type impurity is required.
The Zeeman potential permits a mild impurity, but the
squared Zeeman potential allows a wider range of param-
eters. For both cases, as increasing |κ1,e|, the solutions
tend to dissipate. It is reasonable because when the im-
purity is more confined, the potentials soon decrease to
zero at far from the origin. As a result, there is a criti-
cal point of upper limit for |κ1,e|. For finding the exact
value of such a point, a more thorough, extensive analysis
seems to be required.

VI. SUMMARY

In this study, we have studied a generalization of
the baby–Skyrme model with the inclusion of the
Dzyaloshinskii–Moriya interaction (DMI). The model has
been derived from the vacuum functional of fermions cou-
pled with O(3) nonlinear n-fields and with a constant
SU(2) gauge background. We obtained the effective ac-
tion defined by the fermion determinant by integrating
the fermionic fields. Based on the heat-kernel expansion
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for the determinant, we obtained the baby–Skyrme type
model with the DMI and the two potential terms.

In terms of the rotationally symmetric ansatz for n-
fields, we have obtained several normal soliton solutions.
For the restricted model, where the kinetic term is omit-
ted, the compact skyrmions are obtained. The com-
pactons are solutions with a finite radius, and the solu-
tions encompass two cases of weak compacton and gen-
uine compacton. These compactons are defined by a
number of the differentiability at the boundary. The
weak-compacton case is not continuously differentiable,
and the genuine-compacton case is one-time differen-
tiable. These are successfully obtained in terms of the
choice of the 4th-order terms. The DMI has less effect in
constructing compacton in this restricted model because
the potential terms tend to dominate in the vicinity of the
compacton radius. We proposed a new type of model for
compactons without potential terms that comprise only
the Skyrme term and the DMI term with opposite chi-
rality. The solution is the genuine-compacton.

In the supersymmetric soliton models, the impurity
coupling and the DMI are closely related. Therefore,
using the exponential and the Gaussian functions of the
DMI couplings, we investigated the effect of the localizing
impurity.

This study presents an initial step for the construction
of soliton solutions for our new model. The following
problems have to be solved in order:

• All our results were on the rotationally symmetric
ansatz, and lifting this symmetry would be interest-
ing. Especially, for the higher topological charges,
non-rotationally symmetric solutions certainly ex-
ist. Also, even when Q = 1, such deformation oc-
curs with the quadratic Zeeman potential.

• Since the magnetic skyrmion often forms various
platonic lattice structures, a novel structure based
on the conjunction or competition between the
DM and the 4th-order terms may manifest in this
model.

• The fermionic vacuum functional has its own soli-
ton solutions for the model where the energy den-
sity comprises the sum of the valence fermions and
an infinite sum of the Dirac sea fermions. The well-
known Atiyah–Patodi–Singer index theorem im-
plies the existence of such soliton solutions. The
analysis is slightly complicated; nonetheless, the re-
sults are certainly interesting.

We shall report on these issues in future studies.
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Appendix A: The heat-kernel expansion and the
effective Skyrme–like model

From the Dirac operator (9), we define the Hamilto-
nian h

iD = σ3(−∂τ − h), (A1)

h := −σ3σk
(
∂k + iD

τk

2

)
+ σ3mτ · n, k = 1, 2 . (A2)

The baby–Skyrme model with the DMI emerges after
subtracting the gauged (7) vacuum state. We define the
vacuum Hamiltonian with n0 = (0, 0, 1),

h0 = −σ3σk
(
∂k + iD

τk

2

)
+ σ3mτ3 . (A3)

The choice for the gauge field (7) and the vacuum Hamil-
tonian (A3) violate the SU(2) symmetry of the theory.

Here, the (3+1)-QCD effective model [47, 48, 51, 52]
is similarly analyzed, where a regularized action must
be introduced because the action is generally diver-
gent. According to [47, 48], we define the suitable-time-
regularized action expressed as follows:

ωR(n) → −1

2

∫
1/Λ2

dss−1Tr exp(−sD†D) . (A4)

A substantial difference between the (2+1)- and the
(3+1)-models is noted. Because in the (2+1)-model, (10)
becomes finite after suitably subtracting the vacuum con-
tribution, and the ultraviolet cutoff need not be intro-
duced. When we consider the Dirac sea contribution to
the total energy, the cutoff significantly improves the nu-
merical convergence; thus, we retain it in the formulation.
In this study, we examine the resulting Skyrme models
found by this expansion; accordingly, we set Λ → ∞. The
energy is expressed as follows: ωR(n) = −

∫∞
0
dτE0, and

E0 =
1

4
√
π

∫ ∞

1/Λ2

dss−3/2TrK(s), K(s) := exp(−sh2) .

(A5)

For the heat-kernel expansion, the proper-time kernel is
expressed as

H = H0 + V , H := h2 , H0 := h20 , (A6)

and

K(s) := K0(s)K1(s), (A7)
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TABLE I. The results about the non-zero components of Tr(bn), n ≦ 4 with O(Dk), k ≦ 4.

b2: Tr(V2) (i) O(D0) : 4m2

r2
(sin2 f + r2f ′2)

(ii) O(D1) : − 16m2

r
sin γ sin2 f

2
(sin f − rf ′)

(iii) O(D2) : 4m2 sin2 f
2
(3− cos f)

b3: Tr
(
V[H0,V] + 2[H0,V]V

)
(iv) O(D2) : − 8m2

r2
(1− cos 2f + 3r2f ′2 − r2 cos 2ff ′2)

(v) O(D3) : 8m2

r
sin γ sin2 f

2
(sin f − rf ′)

Tr
(
[H0, [H0,V]]

)
(vi) O(D3) : − 8m2

r
sin γ(sin f + r cos ff ′)

b4: Tr(V4) (vii) O(D0) : 4m2

r4
(sin4 f + 6r2 sin2 ff ′2 + r4f ′4)

(viii) O(D1) : − 32m4

r3
sin γ sin2 f

2
(sin f − rf ′)3

(ix) O(D2) : 16m4

r2
sin2 f

2

[
(2− cos 2γ)(3− cos f) sin2 f + rf ′

{
−16(2− cos 2γ) cos f

2
sin3 f

2

+r
(
6− 2 cos f + cos 2γ(−1 + cos f)f ′)}]

(x) O(D3) : 32m4

r
sin γ sin4 f

2

{
−14 sin f + sin 2f − 2r(−5 + 3 cos f)f ′

}
(xi) O(D4) : 8m4(35− 28 cos f + cos 2f) sin4 f

2

Tr(V[H0, [H0,V]] (xii) O(D2) : 64m4

r2

[
2 cos2 γ sin2 f + rf ′

{
2 cos2 γ sin 2f + r(1 + cos 2γ cos2 f)f ′

}]
+3[H0, [H0,V]]V) (xiii) O(D3) : 128m4 sin γ sin2 ff ′

(xiv) O(D4) : 16m2

r2

{
(4m2r2 + cos2 γ) sin2 f − rf ′(sin2 γ sin 2f − 4 cos2 γ cos2 ff ′)

}
3Tr([H0,V]2) (xv) O(D2) : − 48m4

r2

{
2 cos2 γ sin2 f + 2r cos2 γ sin 2ff ′ + r2

(
1 + cos 2γ cos2 f

)
f ′2

}
(xvi) O(D3) : −96m4 sin γ sin2 ff ′

(xvii) O(D4) : 12m2

r2

{
(1− 4m2r2) sin2 f + r2f ′2)

}

where

K0(s) = exp(−sH0) , (A8)

and the interaction part is

K1(s) = T exp

[
−
∫ s

0

ds′K0(−s′)VK0(s′)

]
, (A9)

where T denotes the proper-time ordering. The interac-
tion part satisfies the differential equation:

[∂s +K0(−s)VK0(s)]K1(s) = 0, K1(s = 0) = 1 .
(A10)

It has the heat expansion

K1(s) =

∞∑
n=0

snbn, b0 = 1 . (A11)

The heat coefficients bn can be easily obtained by plug-

ging (A11) into (A10); the first a few terms are

b1 = −V,
2b2 = V2 − [H0,V],

6b3 = −V3 +
(
V[H0,V] + 2[H0,V]V

)
− [H0, [H0,V]],

24b4 = V4 −
(
V2[H0,V] + 2V[H0,V]V + 3[H0,V]V2

)
+
(
V[H0, [H0,V]] + 3[H0, [H0,V]]V

)
+ 3[H0,V]2

− [H0, [H0, [H0,V]]] . (A12)

The energy in the heat-kernel expansion is

E0 =
1

4
√
π

∫ ∞

1/Λ2

dss−3/2
∞∑

n=0

Tr(K0(s)bn) . (A13)

For evaluating the trace Tr, it considers the Lorentz, fla-
vor (isospin), and also plain wave.

hplain|ϕ0ν⟩ = ϵ0ν |ϕ0ν⟩ , hplain = −σ3σk∂k + σ3m, (A14)
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the energy E0 becomes

E0 =
1

2

∞∑
n=0

∑
ν

|ϵ0ν |1−2nΓ

(
n− 1

2
,
(ϵ0ν

Λ

)2
)
⟨ϕ0ν |bn|ϕ0ν⟩ .

(A15)

The explicit form of V is

V = mσk
(
τ · ∂kn− i[Ak, τ · n− τ3]

)
= mσk

{
τ · ∂kn +D

(
(τ × n)k − ϵkℓτℓ

)}
, k, ℓ = 1, 2

(A16)

where the ϵkℓ is the antisymmetric tensor. The first
nonzero contribution to the energy is the second-order
term: n = 2

E
(n=2)
0 = κ2

∫
d2x

{
(∂in)2 + 2Dn · (∇× n)

− 2D(∂1n2 − ∂2n1)

+ 2D2(1 − n3) +D2(1 − n3)2
}
, (A17)

κ2 :=
m

8π3/2
Γ

(
1

2
,
(m

Λ

)2
)

−→
Λ→∞

m

8π
. (A18)

If we setD = 0 for n ≥ 3 and restrict ourselves to the case
of no DMI to the Skyrme or higher-order corrections the
results of the subsequent order n = 4 is relatively easy to
obtain

E
(n=4)
0 = κ4

∫
d2x

{
2(∂in× ∂jn)2 + (∂in)2(∂jn)2

}
,

(A19)

κ4 :=
1

96π3/2m
Γ

(
5

2
,
(m

Λ

)2
)

−→
Λ→∞

1

128πm
. (A20)

For full calculation up to the 4th-order contribution is
almost straightforward but the results are cumbersome.
For the actual calculation, the following relations may be
useful:

H0 := Hd2

0 + Hd1

0 + HM
0 ,

Hd2

0 := −∂2k, Hd
0 := iD(τ1∂1 + τ2∂2) ,

HM
0 :=

D2

2
(1 − σ3τ3) +Dm(σ1τ2 − σ2τ1) +m2 ;

[Hd2

0 ,V] ≡
2∑

i=1

Φi∂i ,

Φi := −2mD(σ1τ2∂in3 − σ1τ3∂in2 − σ2τ1∂in3 + σ2τ3∂in1) ,

[Hd1

0 ,V]i ≡ Ψ
(0)
i + Ψ

(1)
i ∂i ,

Ψ
(0)
1 = mD2(−σ1τ2∂1n1 + σ1τ2∂1n2 + σ1τ3∂1n3 + iσ2∂1n3) ,

Ψ
(1)
1 = 2mD2(−σ2τ2n1 + σ1τ2n2 + σ1τ3(n3 − 1)) ,

Ψ
(0)
2 = mD2(σ2τ1∂2n1 − σ1τ1∂2n2 + σ2τ3∂2n3 − iσ1∂2n3) ,

Ψ
(1)
2 = 2mD2(σ2τ1n1 − σ1τ1n2 + σ2τ3(n3 − 1)) ,

In Table I, we summarize all the terms Tr(bi) within the
rotationally symmetric ansatz (42).

In terms of Table I, we can define the energy density
of the full model. We present for each n

ε(n=2) = κ2

[
1

r2
(sin2 f + r2f ′2) −D

4

r
sin2 f

2
(sin f − rf ′)

+D22(3 − cos f) sin2 f

2

]
, (A21)

ε(n=3) = κ3

[
D2 4

3mr2
(−1 + cos 2f − 3r2f ′2 + r2 cos 2ff ′2)

+D3 4

3mr

{
sin2 f

2
(sin f − rf ′) + sin f + r cos ff ′

}]
,

(A22)

ε(n=4) = κ4

[
1

r4
(sin4 f + 6r2 sin2 ff ′2 + r4f ′4)

−D
8

r3
(sin f − rf ′)3 −D2 12

r2

{
(−3 + cos f) sin2 f

+ rf ′(4 sin f − 2 sin 2f + r(−3 + cos f)f ′
}

+D3 2

r
sin2 f

2

{
29 sin f − 16 sin 2f + sin 3f

− 2r
(
17 − 12 cos f + 3 cos 2f

)
f ′
}

+D4

{
2(35 − 28 cos f + cos 2f) sin4 f

2

+
( 3

m2r2
+ 4

)
sin2 f − 4

m2r
sin 2ff ′ +

3

m2
f ′2

}]
,

(A23)

where the coupling constants

κ2 =
m

8π
, κ3 =

1

32π
, κ4 =

1

128πm
. (A24)

Now, we discuss how our model is built from (A21)-
(A23). Physically, the constant D is supposed to be a
small value, thus we omit the terms of O(Dk), k ≧ 2,
except for the Zeeman potentials. Another possibility is
to simply include the potentials as external terms and
leave out the Zeeman potentials ((iii) in Table I, or the
last term of (A21)) for the sake of consistency.

The heat-kernel expansion is justified for m > 1, as
can be seen from (A24). In a slightly different con-
text, the normalizable zeromodes of the fermion coupled
with the baby-skyrmion was studied in [43]. The modes
are emerged above some critical value of m (in [43], we
showed the plot of the level crossing of the Dirac fermions
in the case of m = 1. For smaller m, no crossing oc-
curs.) As a result, the coupling constants apparently
satisfy the relation κ2 > κ3 > κ4 in m > 1. For exam-
ple, κ2 ∼ 0.080, κ4 ∼ 0.0012 in m = 2. Therefore, in
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this paper, we decided to omit the DMI-mediated term
in ε(n=4) ((viii) in Table I, or the second term of (A23)).
(There may be some small effects on the results within a
numerical modeling such as κ4 ∼ 1.) As a result, in its
simplest form, the model can be reduced in (21).

We can fix the coupling constant of (21), such as

κ1 := 2κ2D, κ4a = 2κ4, κ4b := κ4 ,

κ0a := 2κ2D
2, κ0b := κ2D

2 . (A25)

In this study, we do not restrict our analysis to the above
relations (A25). In fact, we freely choose these parame-
ters to determine the range of potential solutions.
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