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Abstract
Using density functional theory (DFT), we
study how the stability of individual magnetic
skyrmions in an ultrathin transition-metal film
can be controlled via the external electric fields.
For applied electric fields of E= ±0.5 V/Å,
we find changes from 8 to 30% of the Heisen-
berg exchange, the Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya inter-
action, the magnetocrystalline anisotropy en-
ergy, and the higher-order exchange interac-
tions. Based on atomistic spin simulations us-
ing the DFT parameters, we find that the en-
ergy barriers for electric field assisted skyrmion
writing and deleting can vary by up to a fac-
tor of three more than the variations of the in-
teractions. This unexpected result originates
from the electric field induced shifts of the crit-
ical magnetic field, marking the onset of the
field-polarized phase, which exhibits metastable
skyrmions. The shift leads to an electric field
dependent change of the skyrmion radius at a
fixed magnetic field and explains the enhanced
energy barrier variations.
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actions, energy barriers
Magnetic skyrmions – topologically nontriv-

ial swirling spin structures1,2 – show great
promises as information carriers in future mag-
netic memory and logic devices due to their
nanoscale size and ultralow current-driven ma-

nipulation, achieved by spin transfer torque
(STT)2–7 and spin orbit torque.8–14 The main
drawback of these techniques to realize a
low-energy-dissipation device is Joule heating,
which destabilizes the skyrmionic bits. The
electric field induced manipulation offers an effi-
cient route for creating, deleting and controlling
skyrmions avoiding the heating problem. The
energy dissipation can be reduced by a factor
of 100 by using the electric field as compared
to STT.15 Another important benefit of using
an electric field is that it does not displace the
skyrmionic bits, which is desirable for encoding
information at a particular position.
In spite of recognizing the potential of elec-

tric field induced manipulation, only a few
experimental studies have been reported on
electric field induced switching of skyrmions
and skyrmion bubbles in transition-metal mul-
tilayers16–19 and recently in multiferroic het-
erostructures.20,21 Theoretical studies have
addressed either the variation of magnetic
anisotropy22–24 or the Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya
interaction (DMI)19,25 either directly with elec-
tric field or indirectly due to electric field in-
duced strain.20,21 However, it is the interplay
of the exchange interaction, the DMI, and the
anisotropy which is responsible for the prop-
erties of magnetic skyrmions.1 Therefore, in a
study for the influence of the electric field, one
needs to take the variation of all these interac-
tions into account. Moreover, the importance
of higher-order exchange interactions (HOI)
beyond the conventional Heisenberg pair-wise
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exchange mechanism in ultrathin films for the
stability of skyrmions has recently been demon-
strated.26
Here, we study the stability of isolated mag-

netic skyrmions in an ultrathin film from first-
principles electronic structure theory. For the
model system of an atomic Fe/Rh bilayer on
the Re(0001) surface, we find from DFT cal-
culations that the pair-wise exchange varies by
about 15%, the DMI by only 8%, while the mag-
netocrystalline anisotropy energy (MAE) varies
by about 30% for an electric field difference
of 1 V/Å. Among the HOI, only the four-site
four spin interaction shows a significant vari-
ation of about 22% for an electric field differ-
ence of 1 V/Å. We study the formation and
collapse of skyrmions under the electric fields
by atomistic spin simulations using the DFT
parameters. The energy barriers preventing
the collapse of individual skyrmions varies by
about 60% and the barriers for skyrmion cre-
ation by about 30% for an electric field dif-
ference of 1 V/Å. The enhanced energy bar-
riers with respect to the variation of the mag-
netic interactions can be explained by a shift
of the critical magnetic field by about 0.6 T of
the phase boundary between the skyrmion and
field-polarized state. Thereby, the skyrmion ra-
dius varies significantly with electric field at a
given magnetic field value which leads to the
large change of the energy barriers.
Figure 1a shows the setup used for the DFT

calculations performed via the FLEUR code28
(see methods for computational details). The
electric field is introduced by placing a charged
sheet in the vacuum region of Fe/Rh/Re(0001)
film.29 The charge neutrality of the whole sys-
tem is maintained by adding or removing the
same amount of opposite charge to the film.
In this way, a uniform electric field perpen-
dicular to the film surface is generated. For
the electric field strength, we chose values of
E = ±0.5 V/Å in agreement with the exper-
imental work in Ref.,16 which demonstrated
switching of skyrmions in Fe films at these elec-
tric fields.
We first discuss the energy dispersion E(q)

of homogeneous flat spin spirals without spin-
orbit coupling (SOC) obtained via DFT for

Fe/Rh/Re(0001) along two high-symmetric di-
rections of the two-dimensional Brillouin zone
(2DBZ) (Figure 1b). The magnetic momentMi

at lattice site Ri in a spin spiral is given by
Mi = M(cosqRi, sinqRi, 0), where M is the
size of the moment and q is the spin spiral vec-
tor. At E= 0, the ferromagnetic (FM) state (Γ
point) is energetically lowest. The Néel state
with an angle of 120◦ between adjacent spins
(K point) and the row-wise antiferromagnetic
(AFM) state (M point) are significantly higher
in energy (Figure 1b). The dispersion calcu-
lated for E= ±0.5 V/Å shows the same trend as
of the zero field. The electric field induced mod-
ification of E(q) is not visible on this scale at
small q (see Figure S2 for a close-up), however,
it is significant at large q with an energy rise
(drop) at E> 0 (E< 0). The magnetic moment
of Fe is about 2.9 µB, which does not change
much with E and remains fairly constant upon
varying q (Figure S3). The local density of
states shows that the main effect of the spin-
dependent screening of the electric field occurs
in the Fe and Rh layer, while the Re layer is
affected very weakly (Figure S4).
SOC adds two contributions: the MAE and

the DMI (inset of Figure 1b). The easy mag-
netization axis of the Fe/Rh bilayer is in the
film plane and the value of the MAE is K=
−0.2 meV/Fe atom that leads to an energy off-
set of K/2 for spin spirals with respect to the
FM state (Γ point). The MAE changes only
slightly upon applying an electric field barely
visible in the inset. The DMI arises due to
breaking of the inversion symmetry at the sur-
face and here favors cycloidal spin spirals with a
clockwise rotational sense (inset of Figure 1b).
For E= +0.5 V/Å, the spin spiral energy mini-
mum is at −0.05 meV/Fe with respect to the
FM state and the spiral exhibits a pitch of
18.4 mn. For E= −0.5 V/Å, the minimum is
lower at an energy of −0.20 meV/Fe and the
pitch significantly decreases to 10.2 nm. The
field-induced change of the energy minimum by
0.15 meV/Fe atom is significant since the Zee-
man energy due to an applied magnetic field of
1 T amounts to about 0.2 meV/Fe atom.
Since the HOI beyond pair-wise Heisenberg

type exchange can be important in transition-
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Figure 1: (a) Illustration of the Fe monolayer (ML) on a Rh ML on the Re(0001) surface, denoted
as Fe/Rh/Re(0001), exposed to a perpendicular uniform electric field. In the DFT calculation, the
electric field is created by a charged sheet located at 5.3 Å above the Fe layer. (b) Energy dispersion
E(q) of flat spin spirals along two high symmetry directions (ΓKM and ΓM) without SOC at E=
+0.5 V/Å (red), 0.0 V/Å (green)27 and −0.5 V/Å (blue). The filled circles represent DFT data and
the solid lines are fit to the Heisenberg model. The filled diamonds represent the multi-Q (3Q and
uudd) states without SOC, which are shown at the q points of the corresponding single-Q states
(Figure S1 for spin structures). Inset shows E(q) of flat cycloidal spin spirals including DMI and
MAE along ΓM for the three electric field values. The filled circles represent DFT data and the
solid lines are fits to the Heisenberg plus DMI spin model. Grey (cyan) shaded region indicates
right (left) rotating spin spirals. Note that the MAE shifts E(q) by K/2 with respect to the FM
state.

metal films30–35 and for skyrmions,26,36 we have
also calculated their variation upon applying
electric fields. To calculate the biquadratic in-
teraction as well as the three-site and the four-
site four spin interactions,34 we consider three
multi-Q states: the two collinear up-up-down-
down (uudd) states37 and a three-dimensional
noncollinear 3Q-state30 (see supporting infor-
mation for details). As seen in Figure 1b, the
multi-Q states, calculated at zero and finite
electric fields, are lower in energy compared to
the corresponding spin spiral states (for energy
differences see table S2). The energies of the
multi-Q states shift with field in a similar way
as the energy dispersion, i.e., their energy in-
creases (decreases) for positive (negative) elec-
tric field.
The total energy from DFT calculations are

used to parametrize an atomistic spin model
which is given by:

H = −
∑
<ij>

Jij(mi ·mj)−
∑
<ij>

Dij · (mi ×mj)

−
∑
i

K(mz
i )

2 −
∑
i

µsB ·mi −B1

∑
<ij>

(mi ·mj)
2

−2 Y1

∑
<ijk>

(mi ·mj)(mj ·mk)

−K1

∑
<ijkl>

(mi ·mj)(mk ·ml) + (mi ·ml)(mj ·mk)

−(mi ·mk)(mj ·ml) (1)

where the magnetic moment of Fe at site i
is denoted by Mi and mi= Mi/Mi. Jij, Dij,
µs and K denote the pair-wise exchange con-
stants, the DMI vectors, the magnetic moment
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Table 1: Exchange constants for i-th nearest-neighbors (Ji), biquadratic exchange constant (B1),
three-site four spin exchange constant (Y1), four-site four spin exchange constant (K1), effective
DMI constant (Deff), and the MAE constant (K) for Fe/Rh/Re(0001) at three electric field values.
The positive sign of Deff indicates a preferred clockwise rotational sense and negative value of K
indicates an in-plane easy magnetization axis. Data of E= 0.0 V/Å are taken from Ref.26 All
energies are given in meV.

Electric field J1 J2 J3 J4 J5 J6 J7 B1 Y1 K1 Deff K

+0.5 V/Å 9.37 −1.03 0.07 −0.24 0.27 −0.01 −0.12 −0.34 1.05 −1.23 0.87 −0.16
0.0 V/Å 8.85 −0.77 −0.05 −0.22 0.27 0.05 −0.16 −0.39 1.00 −1.36 0.89 −0.20
−0.5 V/Å 8.08 −0.55 0.03 −0.20 0.23 0.01 −0.12 −0.33 1.00 −1.53 0.94 −0.22

and the MAE constant, respectively. B1 is the
biquadratic constant, Y1 and K1 are the three-
site and four-site four spin constant, respec-
tively. The higher-order interactions are taken
into account in nearest-neighbor approximation
since they arise from fourth-order perturbation
theory.34
The DFT values of the interaction parame-

ters are given in table 1 for the three considered
E strengths. At E= +0.5 V/Å, the ferromag-
netic nearest-neighbor exchange constant, J1,
is enhanced by about 6%, while at E= −0.5
V/Å, it decreases by about 9% with respect to
zero E . The absolute change of J1 amounts to
about 1.3 meV for a field change by 1 V/Å,
which is similar to the value of 1.2 meV, re-
ported from a DFT study for a Co monolayer
(ML) on Pt(111).38 J2 becomes more (less) an-
tiferromagnetic at E> 0 (E< 0) with a varia-
tion almost linear with field. The pair-wise ex-
change constants beyond second neighbors re-
main fairly constant with electric fields. Among
the HOI, only the four-site four spin interaction,
K1, varies significantly with electric fields. It
shows a decrease of about 10% at E= +0.5 V/Å
and an increase of about 13% at E= −0.5 V/Å.
The effective nearest-neighbor DMI constant,

Deff , varies by only 0.07 meV upon changing E
by 1 V/Å, which amounts to a relative change
of ∆D1/D1 ≈ 0.08. Since the Re layer with
a large SOC constant is already screened by
the electric field, it exhibits only a small change
(Figure S5). A large effect is observed for the
Rh layer as it is closer to the surface, however,
its contribution to the total DMI is small. The

field-induced variation of the DMI is still twice
larger than the previously reported value for a
MgO/Co/Pt trilayer.25 The MAE changes by
30% from E= +0.5 V/Å to E= −0.5 V/Å and
it contributes 0.03 meV to the change of the
spin spiral energy minimum (Figure 1b).
Summarizing the DFT results, we find that

the electric field influences the ground state
through a variation of DMI, exchange interac-
tions and MAE, which leads to the change of
the spin spiral period and the depth of the en-
ergy minimum.
Next we show by atomistic spin simulations

based on Eq. (1) with the DFT parameters that
the field-dependent spin spiral minimum allows
to tune the onset of the FM phase, where mag-
netic skyrmions are metastable. From the zero-
temperature phase diagram (Figure 2), we find
that, independent of E , a spin spiral ground
state occurs at zero and small magnetic fields,
consistent with the spin spiral minima in Fig-
ure 1b. At B> 0.7 T, the skyrmion lattice
phase becomes energetically favorable. With
further increase of the magnetic field, the field-
polarized (FM) phase becomes the lowest en-
ergy state. Note that the onset of the FM
phase, i.e., the critical field Bc, changes with E
(inset of Figure 2c). The change of Bc (0.56 T)
with electric field (1 V/Å) is close to the esti-
mated value from the spin spiral energy mini-
mum in Figure 1b (≈ 0.75 T).
Now we consider individual magnetic

skyrmions. We find that the skyrmion radius
increases significantly for E< 0, while it de-
creases for E> 0 (Figure 3a). At first sight,
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Fe/Rh/Re(0001) at (a) E= +0.5 V/Å (b) E=
0 V/Å and (c) E= −0.5 V/Å. Energies of the
relaxed spin spiral (SS, black circles), skyrmion
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it seems surprising that the order of skyrmion
radius with E is reversed with respect to the
change of the spin spiral period at the energy
minimum found from DFT (Figure 1b). How-
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Figure 3: (a) Radius and (b) energy barriers of
isolated skyrmions with applied magnetic fields
at E= +0.5 V/Å (red), E= 0 V/Å (green) and
E= −0.5 V/Å (blue). In (b), filled circles show
collapse barriers, ∆Ecol, while filled diamonds
mark creation barriers, ∆Ecrea. Inset of (a)
shows the skyrmion profiles at B= 3 T for three
values of E and (b) shows the skyrmion spin
structure for E= 0 V/Å at B= 3 T.

ever, this is due to the fact that the critical
magnetic field at which the transition from
the skyrmion to the field-polarized (FM) phase
occurs also changes with E . Since, in an ex-
periment, switching of a skyrmion is performed
at a fixed magnetic field,16,39 the variation of
the skyrmion radius (see inset of Figure 3a)
strongly affects the energy barriers for skyrmion
creation or annihilation as shown below.40
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We used the geodesic nudged elastic band
(GNEB) method41 to calculate the mini-
mum energy path (MEP) between an iso-
lated skyrmion and the FM background. The
skyrmions annihilate by the well-known radial
collapse mechanism.42 From MEP, we find the
energy barrier ∆Ecol protecting the skyrmion
from collapsing into the FM state, i.e., the
difference between the saddle point (SP), max-
imum energy point on the path, and the initial
(skyrmion) state (Figure 4a). The creation
barrier, ∆Ecrea, is obtained from the difference
between the SP and the final (FM) state.
It is apparent that ∆Ecol decreases as a func-

tion of applied magnetic field similar to the de-
crease of the skyrmion radius (Figure 3b). This
is due to the fact that the energy terms which
contribute to the barrier, in particular the DMI,
scale with the number of spins in the skyrmion.
On the other hand, ∆Ecrea displays only a small
nearly linear rise with applied magnetic field
(Figure 3b). This can be understood from the
fact that it depends on the energy difference of
the FM state and the saddle point. We can re-
late ∆Ecrea to the energy difference between the
skyrmion and the FM state, ∆Esk−FM, and the
collapse barrier by ∆Ecrea = ∆Esk−FM + ∆Ecol

(Figure 4a). As discussed above, ∆Ecol de-
creases with B. However, the FM state be-
comes more favorable with increasing magnetic
field and ∆Esk−FM increases (Figure 2). The
gradual rise of ∆Ecrea with magnetic field is due
to these two opposing contributions.
The magnetic field at which both barriers are

equal (green curve in Figure 4a) marks the tran-
sition from the skyrmion to the FM phase. As
seen in the phase diagrams (Figure 2), this crit-
ical magnetic field shifts with E . At E= 0 V/Å,
Bc is about 2.9 T. If one changes the electric
field to +0.5 V/Å, at a fixed magnetic field, the
creation barrier is enhanced while the collapse
barrier decreases since Bc shifts to a lower value
(Figure 2a). Therefore, the FM state becomes
more favorable (red curve in Figure 4a). For E<
0, the opposite effect occurs since one moves
into the skyrmion phase at a fixed magnetic
field of 2.9 T. The skyrmion state is therefore
lower (blue curve in Figure 4a) than the FM
state and the collapse barrier rises. This ex-
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plains why collapse and creation barriers show
opposite trends upon variation of the electric
field.
Now we quantify the energy barrier at B=

3 T in terms of the magnetic interactions (Fig-
ure 4b,c). At this value, we find ∆Ecol≈ 125
meV for zero electric field. ∆Ecol increases by
≈ 35 meV at E= −0.5 V/Å (Figure 4b). In-
terestingly, the total energy barrier arises due
to the increase of DMI (≈ 110 meV) and the
MAE (≈ 90 meV), while both the Zeeman term
(≈ −140 meV) and the four-site four spin in-
teraction (≈ −20 meV) lead to opposite contri-
butions and thus reducing the electric field ef-
fect.43 The combined exchange interaction, i.e.,
the sum of the contributions from pair-wise ex-
change, biquadratic and three-site four spin in-
teraction, does not contribute to the change of
energy barriers. For E= +0.5 V/Å, we find a
decrease of ∆Ecol by≈ 35 meV and the different
interactions contribute in an analogous way.
The variation of ∆Ecol by about ±30% for
E= ±0.5 V/Å cannot be directly understood
from the electric field induced changes of the
magnetic interactions. The magnetic moment
does not change with E . Thus the variation
of the Zeeman energy must be directly linked
to the change of the skyrmion radius with E
(Figure 3). For E= ±0.5 V/Å, the skyrmion
radius varies by 1.3 nm at B=3 T. We can
estimate the relative change of the number of
moments in the skyrmion from ∆Nsk/Nsk =
(R2

sk(E) − R2
sk(0))/R2

sk(0) ≈ 0.3 which closely
matches the variation of the Zeeman contribu-
tion to the energy barrier ∆EZeeman/EZeeman ≈
0.3. The electric field dependent skyrmion ra-
dius also explains the large relative change of
the DMI term, ∆EDMI/EDMI ≈ 0.25, and the
anisotropy term, ∆EMAE/EMAE ≈ 0.45 which
are about four times larger than the change of
Deff and K, respectively (table 1). For the four-
spin interaction, K1, this effect is much reduced
since the barrier contribution of this term de-
pends on the saddle point structure26 which is
less affected by the electric field.
The creation barrier (Figure 4c) varies by

about 15% for E= ±0.5 V/Å, but displays an
opposite trend with respect to ∆Ecol, i.e., the
barrier decreases for E< 0 and rises for E>0.

As stated above, this can be explained based on
MEM (Figure 4a). The energy decomposition
(Figure 4c) shows that the DMI plays a minor
role while MAE and four-spin exchange deter-
mine the electric field dependence.44 The Zee-
man term shows an opposite trend and again
reduces the electric field effect. The scaling
of anisotropy and Zeeman term with E is also
much larger than expected from the electric
field induced changes of the magnetic interac-
tions and is due to the change of skyrmion ra-
dius as for ∆Ecol.
We can estimate the field-induced variation

of skyrmion lifetime from the Arrhenius law
τ= τ0 exp (∆Ecol/kBT ). If we neglect the vari-
ation of the attempt frequency τ0, the ra-
tio of lifetimes at B= 3 T is given by τ(E=
+0.5 V/)/τ(E= 0)= exp (−35 meV/kBT ). This
would lead to a change of the skyrmion lifetime
by a factor of about 2×10−4 at a temperature
of T= 50 K, which is the estimated effective
temperature due to the electric current in a
scanning tunneling microscopy experiment.42,45
Therefore, a significant effect in deleting indi-
vidual skyrmions can be obtained by a local
electric field in the tunnel junction. A simi-
lar estimate for the creation leads to a factor of
8×10−3.
We have demonstrated that the stability of

isolated skyrmions in an ultrathin film can be
varied significantly by external electric fields.
Based on DFT, we show that all relevant mag-
netic interactions are modified. These elec-
tric field induced changes lead to a shift of
the critical magnetic field for the onset of the
field-polarized phase, which exhibits metastable
skyrmions. Therefore, creation and collapse
barriers are much larger than expected from the
variations of the interactions. Our study shows
that it is indispensable to consider all magnetic
interactions to evaluate the electric-field effect
on skyrmion stability.

Methods
First-principles calculations All calcula-
tions with electric field were performed using
the fleur code.28 We relaxed the top three lay-
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ers of Fe/Rh/Re(0001), i.e., the Fe and Rh lay-
ers and the first Re layer along the z-direction
by minimizing the atomic force on each atoms
by less than 0.04 eV/Å in the presence of E=
±0.5 V/Å. We chose the generalized gradi-
ent approximation (GGA) exchange-correlation
(XC) functional as parametrized by Perdew,
Burke and Ernzerhof,46 66 k points in 2DBZ
and kmax= 4.0 a.u.−1 for relaxation. We find
that there were almost no changes (up to sec-
ond decimal place) of the top three inter-layer
distances as compared to the zero field values
given in Ref.27 Therefore, we take the same in-
terlayer distances as in Ref.27 Similar to our
result, no electric field induced relaxation was
observed in a Co ML on the Pt(111) surface.38
To check the existence of a noncollinear

ground state and to extract the Heisenberg
pair-wise exchange parameters, we calculated
the energy dispersion of homogeneous flat spin
spirals, which are characterized by a wave vec-
tor q in 2DBZ and an angle φ= q ·R be-
tween adjacent magnetic moments separated
by lattice vector R.47 We used the generalized
Bloch theorem48 to compute spin spiral ener-
gies within the chemical unit cell. To study
the surface, we chose an asymmetric film of two
atomic overlayers on nine Re substrate layers.
Since we used an asymmetric film to compute
the magnetic interactions and our interest is
on the electric field induced changes in mag-
netism, we only apply an electric field perpen-
dicular to the Fe surface. To be consistent with
the zero electric field spin spiral calculations,
we used the local density approximation (LDA)
XC functional form given by Vosko, Wilk and
Nusair,49 a dense mesh of 44×44 k-points in the
full 2DBZ and kmax = 4.0 a.u.−1.
The DMI was computed within the first-order

perturbation theory50 on the self-consistent
spin spiral state. The MAE was calculated
within the second variation approach on a self-
consistent scalar-relativistic density. To obtain
an accurate value of the MAE, we have varied
the substrate layers from 13 to 17 of the asym-
metric film.
Due to the large 2D unit cell, the energy of the

multi-Q states were evaluated from asymmetric
films consisting of 8 layers in total. However,

we have checked for zero electric field that the
energy differences between the 8 and 11 layer
film calculations is less than 1 meV.
Atomistic spin dynamics simulations We
relaxed the spin spirals, skyrmion lattice and
isolated skyrmions using the Landau-Lifshitz
equation, which is a combination of the pre-
cession and the damping terms, respectively, as
given below:

}
dmi

dt
=

∂H

∂mi

×mi − α
(
∂H

∂mi

×mi

)
×mi

(2)

where } is the reduced Planck constant, α is
the damping parameter and the Hamiltonian
H is defined in Eq. (1). We used a time step
of 0.1 fs, α is varied from 0.05 to 0.1 and the
simulations were carried out over 4 to 6 million
steps for relaxation. We solve the equation by
semi-implicit method as proposed by Mentink
et al.51
Geodesic nudged elastic band method We
first create the isolated skyrmions in the field-
polarized background, i.e., at a magnetic field
above Bc from the theoretical profile1 and then
relax the spin structure using spin dynamics
with the full set of DFT parameters (table
1 and table S1). We computed the collapse
and creation barriers of isolated skyrmions us-
ing the GNEB method.52 The method calcu-
lates the MEP connecting the initial state (IS),
i.e., skyrmions and final state (FS), FM state,
on a multidimensional energy surface. Within
GNEB, an initial path connecting the IS and
FS is created by a chain of images of the sys-
tem. The objective of the method is to bring
the initial path to MEP via relaxing the inter-
mediate images. The relaxation is achieved by
a force projection scheme. For this, the effec-
tive field is calculated at each image and its lo-
cal tangent to the path is replaced by a spring
force which maintains a uniform distribution of
images. The maximum energy of MEP corre-
sponds to the saddle point (SP) which defines
the energy barrier separating two stable states.
We compute the energy of the SP more accu-
rately using a climbing image (CI) method on

8



top of GNEB.
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