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Single-layer Skyrmions in a van der Waals antiferromagnet
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Transition metal halides are quasi-two-dimensional van der Waals magnets that can potentially
host antiferromagnetic (AFM) skyrmions induced by competing exchange interactions. We study
theoretically magnetic states of Fe-doped NiBry using spin interactions obtained by fitting exper-
imental data. We find that AFM interlayer interactions suppress skyrmion lattices but allow for
skyrmions with topological charges 1,2 and 3 confined to a single magnetic layer. These single-layer
skyrmions exist in three different magnetic phases and their dynamics changes drastically at the
transition from a uniform to a non-collinear modulated state.

Since their first observation [} [2], magnetic skyrmions
are in the focus of many theoretical and experimental
studies. Electrically driven dynamics and stability rooted
in non-trivial topology make skyrmions promising infor-
mation carriers in new magnetic memory devices [3H6].
Current research on skyrmions is focused on magnets
with chiral crystal lattices and multilayer devices where
inversion symmetry is broken at interfaces between mag-
netic and heavy-metal materials [7, §]. The lack of inver-
sion leads to anisotropic spin interactions favoring non-
collinear magnetic textures [9].

Inversion symmetry breaking is not strictly necessary:
the competing Heisenberg exchange interactions in Mott
insulators [T0HI2] and long-ranged spin interactions me-
diated by itinerant electrons in magnetic conductors [13-
16] can stabilize skyrmions and even more complex spin
textures, such as hedgehog crystals [I7]. Tiny (2-3 nm
in diameter) skyrmions recently found in centrosymmet-
ric intermetallics give rise to large Topological Hall and
Nernst effects [I8-21]. Isotropic interactions in achiral
magnets result in additional low-energy skyrmion degrees
of freedom, helicity and voriticity, which strongly mod-
ify interactions and dynamics of these topological defects
[Tl 22, 23]. There is also a lot of interest in skyrmions
in natural and artificial AFM materials that may prop-
agate with a higher speed and show no Skyrmion Hall
effect [24H20].

Here, we explore the possibility to find skyrmions in
layered transition metal halides, which are wide gap
Mott insulators showing a variety of magnetic orders [27].
These van der Waals materials allow for exfoliation down
to monolayers, which enables control of two-dimensional
magnetism by doping, gating, magnetic and electric fields
[28]. We focus on NiBrs that undergoes a transition into
the collinear A-type AFM state at Ty = 52 K, which
transforms into a multiferroic spiral state below 23 K
with six energetically equivalent orientations of the in-
plane wave vector [29H3T]. The spin spiral results from
the competition between the nearest-neighbor ferromag-
netic (FM) Heisenberg exchange interactions on the ~ 90°
metal-halogen-metal bonds and further-neighbor AFM
interactions enhanced by strong metal-ligand covalency

and lattice geometry. The sign of magnetic anisotropy
can be controlled in this material by doping [32].

Our study of a model of doped NiBry with param-
eters obtained by fitting experimental data shows that
the AFM interlayer interactions suppress skyrmion crys-
tals at all magnetic fields and concentrations of dopands,
but allow for topological defects with skyrmion topol-
ogy, which are trully two-dimensional as their topolog-
ical charge is only nonzero in a single magnetic layer.
These single-layer skyrmions and bi-merons are stable in
three different magnetic phases at experimentally accessi-
ble magnetic fields. We discuss dynamics of these defects
induced by the spin-Hall torque.

The model. The spin Hamiltonian reads,
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where S denotes the unit spin vector at the site i of a
triangular lattice in the layer A. Indices in single and
double brackets denote pairs of nearest-neighbor (NN)
and next-nearest-neighbor (NNN) sites in the triangu-
lar lattice, respectively. The NN Heisenberg exchange
interaction is ferromagnetic, whereas the NNN exchange
that gives rise to frustration and the interlayer interaction
are antiferromagnetic (Jy, Ja, J, > 0); K is the single-ion
anisotropy and h is the magnetic field.

Equation contains a few simplifications. First,
NiBry has a CdCly crystal structure (space group R3m)
with ABC stacking of three triangular layers in the
rhombohedral unit cell [27]. Second, the third-nearest-
neighbor AFM exchange in NiBrs is stronger than the
NNN one [33 34]. Our model is justified by the long pe-
riod of the spiral modulation (~ 18 in-plane lattice con-
stants), which makes possible to ignore the relative shifts
of neighboring layers. Spin models with 2 and 3 exchange
interactions become equivalent in the continuum limit,
the only difference being the orientation of the spiral wave
vector. Earlier theoretical study of a single-layer frus-
trated triangular magnet with an easy-axis anisotropy
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FIG. 1: Zero-temperature magnetic phase diagram of NiBr2

in the magnetic field H 1 c¢. The black dots show the
experimentally measured values of the three critical fields,
H, < Hy < Hs, corresponding to the transitions between the
spiral, canted AFM, fan, and ferromagnetic spin states [36].
Red arrows indicate the critical fields obtained in our numer-
ical simulations, for J; = 59.5K, J2 =20.4K and J, = 11.0K.
Spin configurations in two neighboring ab layers are schemat-
ically shown with arrows.
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FIG. 2: Magnetic field vs anisotropy phase diagram of
FezN1_4Brz for H|c, which includes the A-type AFM, ver-
tical spiral (VS), conical spiral (CS) and field-induced ferro-
magnetic (FM) states. The area encircled by red dotted line
is the region of stability of defects with skyrmion charge +1
confined to a single spin layer.

(K > 0) showed that the skyrmion crystal occupies a large
part of the phase diagram [IT]. NiBrs is an easy-plane an-
tiferromagnet (K < 0) [33],[34], but its anisotropy changes
sign upon substitution of magnetic ions: Fe,Ni;_,Brs be-
comes an easy-axis magnet for z > 9.9% [32]. AFM in-
terlayer interactions in quasi-two-dimensional materials
govern symmetry of skyrmion crystals and can suppress
them [35]. The question arises whether the interlayer
interactions in dihalides allow for skyrmions. To ad-
dress this question, we determine exchange parameters
of our model using experimental data on NiBry. With

Ja/J1 = 0.343 we fit the magnitude of the in-plane compo-
nent of the spiral wave vector, Q = [0.027,0.027,3/2] [32]
(see Supplementary Information). The interlayer cou-
pling J, is obtained from the fit of the phase diagram of
NiBrs under an in-plane magnetic field [36], which shows
three phase transitions: from the spiral to the canted
AFM state at H; = 2.7T, from the AFM to the fan state
at Ho = 31.5T and from the fan to saturated state at
Hg = 32.9T measured at 1.3 K (see Fig.[I). The #* ratio
is a measure of the ratio of the exchange energy differ-
ence between the uniform AFM and spiral states in zero
field, AFEq, and the interlayer exchange energy:
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Figure [I]shows the comparison between the critical fields
obtained in our simulations for J, /J; = 0.184 (red arrows)
and experimentally measured values (black dots). We

converted h into H measured in Tesla using H = 2{LIBh

with .J; = 59.5 K, 2up being the magnetic moment of Ni?*
ion. Since spins in all three magnetic phases are confined
to the ab plane, the critical fields are independent of K.

Magnetic states and topological defects. Next we calcu-
late the (H,K) phase diagram of the Fe-doped com-
pound, Fe,N;_,Brs, treating the anisotropy parameter
K as a variable that depends on the concentration of
Fe dopands z. Figure [2] shows the phase diagram for
K > 0 (easy-axis anisotropy) and H||c including the ver-
tical spiral (VS), A-type AFM, conical spiral (CS) and
the field-polarized (FM) phases. The small energy dif-
ference between non-collinear and collinear spin orders
[see Eq.(2)] confines the VS state to a narrow region
between the A-type AFM state with alternating layers
of spins parallel/antiparallel to the ¢ axis and the CS
phase, in which S? is the same in all layers and the sign
of the in-plane spiral component alternates from layer to
layer. The skyrmion lattices, both the triangular array
of skyrmion tubes and a three-dimensional HCP/FCC
crystal of skyrmions [35], are suppressed for the realis-
tic model parameters alongside with all multiply-periodic
magnetic phases found a single triangular layer |10} [1T].

Although the AFM interlayer coupling suppresses
skyrmion crystals, it allows for isolated skyrmions with
topological charge confined to a single layer. Remarkably,
these single-layer skyrmions are stable in three different
phases: the FM, AFM and CS states in the region en-
circled by red dotted line in Fig. Pl Figure [3h shows the
skyrmion in the AFM state, which is only stable in lay-
ers with the magnetization opposite to the applied field.
The magnetic moment in the skyrmion center is parallel
to the field, in contrast to FM skyrmions (Fig. [3p). The
small disturbance in the spin configuration of neighboring
layers is topologically trivial (Fig. ) and its magnitude
decays quickly with the distance from the skyrmion (see



Supplementary information). It has a stabilizing effect
on skyrmions which are unstable in the surface layers.

Unexpectedly, a magnetic defect with skyrmion topol-
ogy is also stable in the CS state (Fig. [4h). It has the
appearance of a bi-meron — the bound vortex-antivortex
pair [23], but its topological charge distribution has a
single maximum and is not divided into two halfs (see
Fig. ) We also found single-layer skyrmions with topo-
logical charges @ = +2 and +3 in the FM state (Figs. [4p,c)
stabilized by AFM interlayer interactions.
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FIG. 3:  Spin configurations in the layers containing the
skyrmion in the (a) A-type AFM state and (b) FM state. (c)
and (d) The corresponding spin configurations in neighboring
layers. In-plane spin components are shown with arrows; the
out-of-plane spin components are color coded.

Dynamics: Next we discuss dynamics of single-layer
skyrmions induced by the spin-Hall torque [37] 38]

TSHOCSXSX(éXjC)v (3)

where j. is the charge current in a heavy metal layer
generating a spin accumulation at the interface with the
antiferromagnet, S is a spin in the interface layer (layer 1)
and the unit vector ¢ is normal to spin layers. Due to the
instability of skyrmions at the interface, we study their
dynamics in layer 2 (next to the interface layer) by nu-
merical integration of Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert equation
with the torque (see Suplementary information).

The skyrmion in the uniform AFM and FM states
shows the coupled helicity and center-of-mass dynamics
[22] with the helicity angle growing linearly with time,

FIG. 4: (a) Bi-meron in the CS state, (b) skyrmion with
topological charge 3 in the FM state, and the corresponding
distributions of the topological charge density (panels ¢ and
d). In-plane spin components are shown with arrows; the out-
of-plane spin components and the topological charge density
are color coded. Pink dot marks the (anti)vortex center.

corresponding to rotation of the in-plane spins, and the
rotational center-of-mass motion [39, 40] (see Fig. [5h and
Supplementary Movie 1). Surprisingly, the bi-meron mo-
tion in the CS state only depends on the direction of j. in
the initial stage. In the steady state, the bi-meron moves
along a straight line perpendicular to the spiral wave vec-
tor Q and its helicity remains constant (see Fig. |[5b and
Supplementary Movies 2-3). The spin-Hall torque re-
sults in a sinusoidal modulation of S* in layer 1 and the
interlayer interaction attracts bi-merons into a ‘channel’
perpendicular to Q, located under the S* ~ +1 line in
layer 1. The channel position and the skyrmion helicity
do depend on j., but the direction of motion does not.
This peculiar dynamics is a consequence of the rotational
invariance of Heisenberg exchange interactions and the
fact that the rotation of in-plane spins is equivalent to a
translation of the CS along Q. The transverse motion of
bi-merons is accompanied by a slow drift along Q, which
is a finite-size artifact that becomes smaller as the system
size increases (see Supplementary information).

Conclusions: In conclusion, centrosymmetric NiBry has
a number of properties required to host skyrmion lat-
tices: frustrated exchange interactions, three-fold sym-
metry axis and magnetic anisotropy tunable by Fe-
doping. However, because of the long magnetic modu-
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FIG. 5:  Trajectories of topological defects in (a) the A-
type AFM and (b) CS states moved by the spin-Hall current
applied along the positive z direction.

lation period, even the relatively weak AFM interlayer
interactions suppress the skyrmion crystal and other
multiply-periodic states in this material. Yet the inter-
layer interactions do not prevent the formation of isolated
single-layer skyrmions and even have a stabilizing effect
on them. The single-layer skyrmions are mobile, sta-
ble in several magnetic phases and, in contrast to AFM
skyrmion tubes, can be easily nucleated, which makes
them promising candidates for information carriers in an-
tiferromagnetic spintronics.
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