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(Dated: May 23, 2023)

We show that competition between local interactions in monoaxial chiral magnets provides the
stability of two-dimensional (2D) solitons with identical energies but opposite topological charges.
These skyrmions and antiskyrmions represent metastable states in a wide range of parameters above
the transition into the saturated ferromagnetic phase. The symmetry of the underlying micromag-
netic functional gives rise to soliton zero modes allowing efficient control of their translational
movement by the frequency of the circulating external magnetic field. We also discuss the role of
demagnetizing fields in the energy balance between skyrmion and antiskyrmion and in their stability.

Introduction.—Magnetic skyrmions are 2D topological
solitons stabilized by the competition of different energy
terms of corresponding micromagnetic functional. In
particular, chiral magnetic skyrmions are 2D solitons in
magnetic crystals with broken inversion symmetry, which
in the presence of strong spin-orbit coupling, gives rise to
chiral Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction1,2 (DMI). In the
most general case, the ground state of chiral magnets is
the spin spiral (SS) state characterized by fixed chiral-
ity and the wave vector q pointing in particular crystal-
lographic directions. In the particular case of crystals
with weak magnetocrystalline anisotropy and isotropic
exchange and DMI, e.g., B20-type crystals such as MnSi,
FeGe, and FeCoSi, the SSs with q in different directions
are degenerate states. In the presence of an external
magnetic field, isotropic chiral magnets often exhibit a
phase transition into the skyrmion phase3,4 represent-
ing axially symmetric solitons (Fig. 1a) arranged in a
hexagonal lattice. Such transitions were experimentally
observed in thin films of many B20-type chiral magnets.
Due to the topological nature of such a transition, it typ-
ically requires elevated temperatures to overcome the en-
ergy barrier associated with the nucleation of skyrmions.
Due to the effect of chiral surface twist, which provides
an additional energy gain for skyrmion, the thickness of
the sample also plays a crucial role. Above critical thick-
ness, the conical and stacked spiral phases become ener-
getically more favorable compared to skyrmions lattice.
In this case, skyrmions may appear only in a metastable
state, and their experimental observation requires certain
efforts. The same is true for materials with anisotropic
DMI5, where chiral skyrmions lose axial symmetry and
usually appear as a metastable state in the whole range
of external magnetic fields. The most extreme case rep-
resents so-called monoaxial chiral magnets – the crystals
where DMI is completely vanished or is negligibly small in
all except one crystallographic direction. Prominent ex-
amples of such materials are CrNb3S6,6–9, MnNb3S6

10,11,
and CrTa3S6

12. The ground state of that system is the SS
which some authors called soliton lattice. In an external
magnetic field, the SS undergoes a first-order or second-
order phase transition into the saturated ferromagnetic

(FM) state depending on the angle between the external
magnetic field to the principal axis of the crystal13. All
experimental and theoretical studies of these materials
show only these two phases. The existence of skyrmions
has never been predicted in this class of magnets.

In this letter, we show that in monoaxial chiral mag-
nets, the skyrmions and their topological counterparts,
antiskyrmions, may appear as a metastable state above
the critical field corresponding to the transition into the
saturated ferromagnetic phase. In the main part of the
work, we discuss a 2D model of a monoaxial chiral mag-
net where the energies of skyrmion and antiskyrmion turn
out to be identical. Later we show that in the finite
thickness plates, considering demagnetizing field effects,
this balance is slightly broken in favor of skyrmions. We
also report the unique dynamic properties of skyrmions
in monoaxial chiral magnets, particularly their constant
velocity motion under the external magnetic field circu-
lating in the plane orthogonal to the principal axis of the
crystal.

We have to note that during the preparation of this
work, we became aware of the experimental study by Li
with co-workers6. In this pioneering work, the authors
report on direct observation of field-induced instability
of spin spirals in nanostripes of CrNb3S6, which leads
to the appearance of magnetic skyrmions which in gen-
eral agrees with our theoretical predictions. However, the
authors of Ref.6 argue that demagnetizing fields play a
significant role in the stability of skyrmions in monoax-
ial materials. Here we dispute this statement and show
that the mechanism for the stability of skyrmions and
antiskyrmions in monoaxial crystals is similar to that in
isotropic chiral magnets and governed by the competition
between Heisenberg exchange, DMI, and Zeeman energy
terms.
Model.—The micromagnetic model of a monoaxial chi-

ral magnet consists of Heisenberg exchange, DMI, and
potential energy terms:

E=

∫ [
A (∇n)

2
+D

(
nz
∂ny
∂x
− ny

∂nz
∂x

)
+U(n)

]
dV,(1)

where n = M/Ms magnetization unit vector field, A is
the exchange stiffness constant, and D is the DMI con-
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FIG. 1. a shows axially symmetric skyrmion in isotropic chiral magnet visualized by the vector field (top) and color-coded
pixel map (bottom). b-g correspond to monoaxial chiral magnet case. b and c show akyrmion antiskyrmion, respectively, in
perpendicular field, h⊥ = 0.65, h‖ = 0, and zero anisotropy, u = 0. d and e show skyrmion and antiskyrmion in the tilted
magnetic field h⊥ = h‖ = 0.65 and u = 0. The size of window in b-e is 1LD×1LD while entire simulated domain is 4LD×4LD.
The mesh density in the finite-difference scheme is 64 nodes per LD. f and g show the phase diagrams (h⊥, h‖) calculated for
easy-plane anisotropy, u = −1 and zero anisotropy, u = 0, respectively. The solid black lines correspond to the phase transition
between the spin spiral (SS) and the saturated ferromagnetic (FM) states. The red curves correspond to the elliptic instability
of skyrmion and antiskyrmion. The blue lines correspond to the collapse field of skyrmion and antiskyrmion, which depends
on the mesh discretization density in numerical simulation.

stant. We assume that the principal axis of the crystal
is parallel to the x-axis. The potential energy term U(n)
includes the easy plane anisotropy (K < 0), and the in-
teraction with the external magnetic field, Bext, and the
demagnetizing fields, Bs, produced by the sample:

U(n) = −Kn2x −Ms (Be + Bd) · n. (2)

Following the standard approach, we introduce dimen-
sionless magnetic field h = Be/BD, anisotropy u =
K/(MsBD), and length r/LD, where LD = 4πA/D is the
equilibrium period of SS, and BD = D2/2AMs is the sat-
uration magnetic field. The ground state of the system
is SS with q ‖ ex (|q| = 2π/LD). It is convenient to pa-
rameterize the magnetic field in projections parallel and
orthogonal to the ex as h = h‖ex +h⊥ez or via spherical
angles (θh, ϕh) as h = h(cos θh, sin θh cosϕh, sin θh sinϕh)
(see inset in Fig. 1f).

Skyrmion and antiskyrmion in 2D.—In the case of a
magnetic field perpendicular to the principal axis h‖ = 0,
the numerical minimization of the functional (1) in the
2D case gives stable solutions for skyrmion and anti-
skyrmion (Fig. 1 b, c) characterized by an opposite sign
of topological charge

Q =
1

4π

∫
n · (∂xn× ∂yn) dxdy. (3)

It is easy to see that the functional (1) is invariant
under the nx 7→ −nx transformation, E(nx, ny, nz) =
E(−nx, ny, nz). Because of that, the energies of skyrmion
and antiskyrmion are always identical in this model un-
til we take into account the demagnetizing fields. One
can obtain the equilibrium antiskyrmion from the solu-
tion for skyrmion by substituting nx 7→ −nx, and vice

versa, which holds for any tilt of magnetic field (Fig. 1 d
and e).

To illustrate a wide range of skyrmion and anti-
skyrmion stability in this model, we calculated the
phase diagrams, Fig. 1 f and g, for strong easy-plane
anisotropy, u = −1, and zero anisotropy, u = 0, re-
spectively. In agreement with the previous studies13, the
phase diagram consists of two phases only: the SS state
at a low magnetic field and the FM state at a high field.
The skyrmion stability range is bounded by the elliptical
instability field from below (red curve) and the collapse
field from above (blue curve). The elliptical instability
field lies very close to the phase transition line but does
not fully coincide with it. Similar to the model of an
isotropic chiral magnet14, with increasing mesh density
and effectively approaching the micromagnetic limit, the
range of skyrmions stability expands due to the increase
of the collapse field. The elliptical instability field, on the
other hand, is almost insensitive to mesh discretization
density. Since both diagrams in Fig. 1 f and g are qual-
itatively identical, we deduce that anisotropy is not an
essential energy term for skyrmion stability but must be
taken into account only for quantitative agreement with
experimental data.

It is worth emphasizing that contrary to the isotropic
case, the skyrmions and antiskyrmions in a monoaxial
material are always metastable solutions with energies
higher than the energy of the FM state. Because of that,
the experimental observation of skyrmions in such sys-
tems requires special conditions.

A remarkable property of functional (1) is that all
terms except demagnetizing fields energy and Zeeman en-
ergy are invariant with respect to rotations of the whole
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FIG. 2. Skyrmion dynamics in monoaxial chiral magnet under magnetic field circulating about the principal axis. a schematic
representation of the numerical experiment setup. The principal axis is parallel to x, and an external magnetic field h circulates
about it. The two rows of images in b and c are the snapshots of the skyrmion and antiskyrmion, respectively. Each snapshot
corresponds to the different phase of the field, ϕh = 2πωt, circulating with the frequency ω = −0.25GHz The value of the
reduced field is h = 0.55, and the tilt angle of the field to the x-axis is ϑh = π/4. The red crosses indicate the center of the
4LD × 4LD simulated domain.

magnetic texture about the x-axis by arbitrarily angle
ϕs. If we ignore, for now, demagnetizing field effects, it
is easy to see that for ϕs = ϕh, the total energy in (1)
remains conserved,

E(Rx(ϕh)n) = const, (4)

here Rx(ϕ) is the rotation matrix about x-axis by angle
ϕ. Thereby the phase diagrams in Fig. 1 f and g are
valid for any ϕh.

Skyrmion dynamics.—Taking into account the above
invariance of the skyrmion energy with respect to ar-
bitrary rotation about the principal axis (4), we con-
sider the skyrmion dynamics under circulating magnetic
field15, ϕh(t) = 2πωt, ϑh = const. First, we parameterize
magnetization n in a frame x′, y′, z′ related to the frame
x, y, z by rotation abut the x-axis by angle ϕh(t):

n =

 sin Θ cos Φ
sin Θ sin Φ cosϕh(t)− cos Θ sinϕh(t)
cos Θ cosϕh(t) + sin Θ sin Φ sinϕh(t)

 , (5)

where Θ and Φ are the standard spherical angles in the
x, y, z frame. Using (5), the LLG equation16 can be writ-
ten as

∂Θ

∂t
sin Θ = − γ

Ms

δE
δΦ
− α sin2 Θ

∂Φ

∂t
+ f(ω),

∂Φ

∂t
sin Θ =

γ

Ms

δE
δΘ

+ α
∂Θ

∂t
+ g(ω), (6)

where f(ω) = 2πω sin Θ (α cos Θ cos Φ + sin Φ) and
g(ω) = 2πω (cos Φ cos Θ− α sin Φ) are the torques ap-
pearing due to the presence of a time-dependent mag-
netic field. The LLG equation in the form (6) is useful to
derive the Thiele equation for skyrmion motion. In par-
ticular, assuming a translational motion of the magnetic
texture with the constant velocity v, we can write

∂Θ

∂t
= −(v · ∇)Θ,

∂Φ

∂t
= −(v · ∇)Φ. (7)

The criterion of the constant velocity reads17,∫ (
δE
δΘ
∇Θ +

δE
δΦ
∇Φ

)
dxdy = 0. (8)

The physical meaning of integral (8) is the dissipation
energy17. Substituting (7) into (6) and performing the
integration in (8), we obtain the Thiele equation18:

G× v + αΓ̂v = αF, (9)

where G = Qez is the gyrovector, Γ̂ is the dissipation ten-
sor with components Γij = (4π)−1

∫
(∂in · ∂jn)dxdy and

F = ω
2

∫
(nz∇ny − ny∇nz) dxdy is the effective force.

The general solution of (9) has the following form:

vx = α2FxΓyy + FyQ−
Q2 + α2Γ

, vy = α2FyΓxx − FxQ+

Q2 + α2Γ
, (10)

where Γ = ΓxxΓyy − Γ2
xy, Q± = Q/α ± Γxy. It is com-

mon to refer to the term F in (9) as an effective force
because it exhibits similarities to forces encountered in
classical mechanics within non-inertial reference frames.
However, it is essential to note that the Thiele equation
describes motion without acceleration, setting it apart
from classical mechanics. Therefore, while drawing such
analogies, it is necessary to be careful and recognize their
limitations.

As follows from (10) the solutions with non-zero veloc-
ity exist only for α > 0 and |ω| > 0. Moreover, for small
damping, α � 1, the velocity components are ∼ αωLD,
which yield an efficient approach to control the skyrmion
velocity and the direction of its motion with the circulat-
ing field frequency.

It is worth highlighting the derived Thile equation de-
scribes skyrmion dynamics induced by a time-dependent
magnetic field which is uniform in space. Previous works
discussing the role of the time-dependent magnetic field
in skyrmion motion19–21 considered the effect of exciting
skyrmion eigenmodes and their coupling to translational
motion. Thus, the maximal velocity was reached when
the AC field frequency coincided with the resonance fre-
quencies. In that case, the derivation of the Thiele equa-
tion required introducing averaged over oscillation period
magnetization, which can move as a rigid object. This
approach worked only for a small amplitude of the AC
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FIG. 3. Skyrmion and antiskyrmion tubes in a plate of monoaxial chiral magnets calculated with and without demagnetizing
fields (Bd = 0). a and b show skyrmion and antiskyrmion, respectively, calculated with the demagnetizing fields at Be = 260
mT. c and d show skyrmion and antiskyrmion, respectively, calculated without the demagnetizing fields at Be = 97 mT. e is
the skyrmion tube in an isotropic chiral magnet at Be = 200 mT. The system size in all calculations was Lx = Ly = 4LD,
l = 2LD, LD = 64a with periodic along xy and open in z boundary conditions. For illustrative purposes, here we show only a
fraction of the simulated domain of the size Lx = Ly = 2LD.

field. Contrary to that, the derived Thiele equation (9)
can describe skyrmion motion caused by a rotating mag-
netic field of any amplitude within the skyrmion stabil-
ity range. Skyrmion velocity, governed by this equation,
turned out to be proportional to the rotating field fre-
quency. Therefore, the described effect has nothing in
common with the skyrmion motion driven by oscillating
fields.

To verify the Thiele equation 10, we have performed
LLG simulations in Mumax code22 with the following
parameters h‖ = h⊥ = 0.55, u = 0, α = 1 and ω = 250
MHz. The snapshots of skyrmion and antiskyrmion at
various moments in time are shown in Fig. 2. Tracing
the soliton position with taking into account the peri-
odic boundary conditions in the plane23, we estimated
the velocities and the deflection angle β = arctan vy/vx =
±52.45◦ for skyrmion (+) and antiksyrmion (−), respec-
tively. Using n-field corresponding to the static solu-
tions of skyrmion and antiskyrmion, according to (10),
the deflection angles are slightly smaller than that in the
numerical experiment and equals β = ±50.1◦. Such a
mismatch occurs due to some deviation of the skyrmion
shape in the dynamical regime from the skyrmion shape
in statics. Using the snapshots of n-field obtained in LLG
simulations at steady motion (t� 0), equation (10) gives
velocity components nearly identical to that in the nu-
merical experiment, and deflection angle, β = ±52.46◦.

We also noticed that at ϑh = 0, the change in the
shape of skyrmions is negligibly small. Moreover, as fol-
lows from (10) for small damping, α � 1, the velocity
components ∼ αωLD. This suggests a simple way to
estimate the α parameter experimentally.

It is worth noting that the presence of demagnetizing
fields brakes the symmetry of the functional (1) and de-
stroys the zero modes (4). In this case, the analysis of
the skyrmion dynamics becomes more complicated, but
the effect of skyrmion motion induced by the circulating
magnetic field remains present. In particular, this influ-
ences the stability ranges for solitons, so the dependence
on the phase angle φh can not be excluded. Skyrmion
motion can also be achieved in this case. One must mod-

ify both the magnetic field’s amplitude and tilt to remain
within the skyrmion stability range.

Skyrmions and antiskyrmions in 3D.—All presented
above effects remain present in the 3D case of finite thick-
ness plates and taking into account the demagnetizing
field effects. To illustrate this, we performed micromag-
netic simulations in an extended plate of a monoaxial
chiral magnet with material parameters for CrNb3S6,
A = 0.733 pJ, LD = 48 nm, Ms = 155 kA/m and
K = −146 kJ/m3, taken from Ref.6. The mumax-script
is provided in Supplemental materials. Skyrmion and an-
tiskyrmion tubes stabilized at Be = 260 mT are shown in
Fig. 3 a and b. Small modulations close to the open sur-
face are present. The calculated Lorentz TEM images for
skyrmion and antiskyrmion provided in the Supplemental
materials demonstrated a hardly seen difference. Thus,
to experimentally distinguish skyrmion and antiskyrmion
tubes in these materials requires additional analysis, for
instance, based on the dynamical properties of solitons.

To investigate the role of the demagnetizing field in
solitons’ stabilization, we performed micromagnetic sim-
ulations in the same system, ignoring demagnetizing field
presence. In this case, we can obtain stable skyrmion and
antiskyrmion in the field Bz = 97 mT (Fig. 3 c, d). The
shape of these solitons is similar to those shown in Fig. 3.
Thus, the demagnetizing fields are not a key ingredient
in skyrmion’s stabilization in monoaxial chiral magnets.
For comparison with the isotropic case, in Fig. 3 e, we
show a stable skyrmion tube embedded in the conical
phase background, where we use the same material pa-
rameters but assuming an isotropic DMI and K = 0.

Conclusions.—In summary, we have investigated the
properties of monoaxial chiral magnets and discovered
stable solutions for both skyrmions and antiskyrmions
in 2D and 3D systems. We calculated stability ranges
for skyrmions in 2D systems at the tilted magnetic
field with varying LD values, which are relevant for
both spin and micromagnetic models. Additionally, we
have demonstrated the feasibility of moving skyrmions
and antiskyrmions in these systems using a rotating ex-
ternal magnetic field, employing both analytic Thiele
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approaches and micromagnetic simulations. In the
case of thin films of monoaxial chiral magnets, we
have confirmed the coexistence of skyrmions and an-
tiskyrmions. Based on the micromagnetic simulations
for material CrNb3S6, we found physical parameters at
which skyrmion and antiskyrmion tubes can be experi-
mentally observed.
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Charilaou, J. F. DiTusa, Nano Lett. 21, 1205 (2021).

12 C. Zhang, J. Zhang, C. Liu, S. Zhang, Y. Yuan, P. Li,
Y. Wen, Z. Jiang, B. Zhou, Y. Lei, D. Zheng, C. Song, Z.

Hou, W. Mi, U. Schwingenschlögl, A. Manchon, Z. Q. Qiu,
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