
LETTERS
PUBLISHED ONLINE: 11 APRIL 2010 | DOI: 10.1038/NPHYS1628

Direct observation of magnetic monopole defects
in an artificial spin-ice system
S. Ladak, D. E. Read, G. K. Perkins, L. F. Cohen and W. R. Branford*
Free monopoles have fascinated and eluded researchers
since their prediction by Dirac1 in 1931. In spin ice, the
bulk frustrated magnet, local ordering principles known
as ice rules—two-in/two-out for four spins arranged in a
tetrahedron—minimize magnetic charge. Remarkably, recent
work2–5 shows that mobile excitations, termed ‘monopole
defects’, emerge when the ice rules break down2. Using a cobalt
honeycomb nanostructure we study the two-dimensional
planar analogue called kagome or artificial spin ice. Here we
show direct images of kagome monopole defects and the flow
of magnetic charge using magnetic force microscopy. We find
the local magnetic charge distribution at each vertex of the
honeycomb pins the magnetic charge carriers, and opposite
charges hop in opposite directions in an applied field. The
parameters that enter the problem of creating and imaging
monopole defects can be mapped onto a simple model that
requires only the ice-rule violation energy and distribution of
switching fields of the individual bars of a cobalt honeycomb
lattice. As we demonstrate, it is the exquisite interplay between
these energy scales in the cobalt nanostructure that leads to
our experimental observations.

The dipolar interactions of a given spin with all of its nearest
neighbours cannot be satisfied on a triangular lattice, resulting
in a frustrated magnetic state with strong correlations and a
local ordering principle, but no long-range order. Owing to its
equivalence to the electrical charge distribution in water ice6,
the materials are known as ‘spin ices’ and the local ordering
scheme as the ‘ice rules’. Spin-ice materials such as Dy2Ti2O7
have been subject to an intense research effort7,8 and frustrated
magnetism has evolved into a deeply interdisciplinary field,
providing model systems for complex biological problems and a
mathematical basis for the neural network algorithm from the
Sherrington–Kirkpatrick model9.

A powerful way to understand spin ice is to consider the
magnetic dipole as a positive and negative magnetic charge (±q)
separated by one lattice spacing. The ice rule can then be described
as the local minimization at each lattice site i of the total magnetic
charge (Qi,=6qi). Predictions suggest that themagnetic properties
can be fractionalized, with mobile excitations carrying magnetic
charge, rather than spin, and their interactions being described by a
magnetic Coulomb’s law2 (equation (1))

V (rij)=
{

µ0

4π
QiQj

rij
rij 6= 0

v0QiQj rij = 0
(1)

where V0 is the self-energy and rij is the separation. Although
these topological excitations are confined to the dipole lattice,
and they are compatible with Maxwell’s equations10, their free
magnetic charge character has led to the nomenclature magnetic
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monopole defects. Recent studies3–5,10 in rare-earth pyrochlores
strongly suggest thatmonopole defects exist in bulk spin ice10.

Creating an odd number of intersecting dipoles, as in ‘kagome
spin ice’11, is interesting because there is finite charge Q at each
vertex, and a magnetic charge-ordered ground state of alternating
Q = +q and Q = −q vertices (Fig. 1a and b) is predicted12,13.
Figure 1c illustrates kagome ice-rule-defect (3-in or Q = +3q)
creation. However a majority (diagonal), rather than a minority
(vertical), bar flip would still create a magnetic charge carrier in
the dipole strings, interchanging Q = +q and Q = −q vertices,
but no ice-rule violation. In the bulk spin ices, the monopoles,
magnetic charges and topological defects in the dipole string all
refer to the same emergent excitations of the magnetic structure.
In our artificial kagome ice, the magnetic charge and topological
defects are conserved. The magnetic charge carrier can reside
either at a vertex, in which case there is a complex magnetic
charge distribution with a Q = ±1 ice-rule state or a Q = ±3
monopole ice-rule defect, or within a bar, in which case it is a
transverse domain wall. Magnetization reversal does not require
monopole formation.

Artificial spin-ice systems14,15 consist of regular arrays of
magnetic squares15 or honeycomb lattices16, with dimensions
in the 100–1,000 nm range, small enough to ensure single-
domain behaviour but with sufficient magnetic volume for stable
room-temperature ferromagnetism. These systems show ice-rule
behaviour16 but direct observation of monopole defects is lacking.
Here we have fabricated two-dimensional (2D) cobalt honeycomb
(kagome spin ice) nanostructures and we create and image
monopole defects on the spin-ice lattice, in situ in the magnetic
force microscope (MFM).

Honeycombs were fabricated by electron-beam lithography and
processing of sputtered 20 nm Co films (see the scanning electron
micrograph in Fig. 2a). The bars are single domain, magnetized
along the long (Ising) axis and their energy barrier to switching is
large compared with both unpatterned Co and the thermal energy,
kBT . The absence of thermalization makes the many degenerate
ground-state configurations inaccessible. Previous experiments
have obtained a low in-plane magnetization state by using a
large out-of-plane conditioning field16 or by ‘shaking-out’ with a
small oscillating in-plane field17,18. Shaking-out promotes dipole
disorder, but does not always yield the ground-state even for the
smallest sections of honeycomb19. Our protocol is, instead, to fully
magnetize the array in one direction, giving amagnetized, magnetic
charge-ordered state (as shown in Fig. 2b), and then sweep the
magnetic field in the opposite direction (partial loop) to catch the
magnetic structure in a mid-transition low-magnetization state,
and bring the field to zero (partial reverse loop). Figure 2c shows
the constructed magnetization field loop for our 2D array and
field history paths (a–f). If we return directly to the same precise
conditioning field, we observe no defect movement; however, if
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Figure 1 | Schematic of magnetic charge order and monopolar defect
formation in artificial kagome spin ice. a, Schematic of a magnetic
charge-ordered state of alternating Q=+q (red) and Q=−q (yellow)
vertices of a 2D artificial spin-ice honeycomb nanoarray. b, We use an
in-plane field (into the page) to split the manifold and select the saturated
Ising state with parallel total vertex moments M=6m. c, By flipping the
central moment with an applied field out of the page, two ‘monopole’
defects are created.

we cycle the full hysteresis loop and then repeat the conditioning
protocol we do observe differences in the images, consistent with
the lattice being frozen in the absence of a field greater than
the last applied switching field and a degree of randomness in
the switching process.

In Fig. 3a we show theMFM image, and in Fig. 3b a cross-section
when a monopole has been created. Here the (positive) phase shift
is a factor of three greater than at one of the ice-rule vertices,
interpreted as aQ=+3q (ice-rule forbidden) vertex. In continuous
honeycombs that obey the ice rules it is impossible to uniquely
assign the dipole moments from MFM (ref. 17) as the image
is not sensitive to flips of infinite chains and closed loops of
head–tail dipoles. However, a Q=±3q state is unique and allows
exact solution locally.
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Figure 2 | Characterization of a honeycomb array. a, Scanning electron
micrograph of cobalt honeycomb on Si. Bar dimensions a= 1,000 nm,
width= 100 nm, thickness= 20 nm. Shape anisotropy causes the bar to be
single domain, with moment, m, along the long (Ising) axis. Each Ising spin
acts as a bar magnet with magnetic charge±qm=m/a at each end.
b, MFM image in zero field after saturation in-plane (at H=0 on the black
curve in c). Inset: Enlarged image showing the Q=−1 plaquette and all
unscreened neighbours (Q=±1). c, Field in-plane normalized M–H loop of
the honeycomb array. The sweep direction is negative (black) and positive
(red). The M–H loop of the array has been calculated from anisotropic
magnetoresistance data (Supplementary Fig. S1). Points a–f indicate the
field conditioning profiles undertaken before collecting the MFM images in
Fig. 4a–f. The black line is the simulated hysteresis loop taking a normal
distribution of bars with mean HC=60 mT, σ = 10 mT.

Incremental (0.6mT in Fig. 4a–f) steps in the conditioning field
profile drive the defects from trap to trap, as shown in our sequential
images and schematic pathways (each colour indicates a separate
magnetic charge pathway). The kagome geometry prevents the
pathways crossing in a single switching transition. The conserved
magnetic charge carriers have 1Q=±2q and transverse domain
walls are expected in our cobalt nanowires20. The two possible
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Figure 3 | The creation of monopole defects. a,b, MFM image (a) and
linescan (b) in zero field. The change in phase of the tip, proportional to
d2Bz/dz2, is approximately three times greater at the ‘bright’ yellow vertex,
corresponding to a magnetic charge Q=+3q.

1Q = +2q defects (Q = +q, |M | = 2m and Q = +3q,M = 0)
are topologically equivalent and similarly the two 1Q = −2q
defects, whereas at any given site we image a total magnetic charge
Q = (±q± 2q). On reversal of the magnetization in the array
structure, the magnetic charge carrier is conserved and its motion
down the dipole string is field directed and trackable, butmonopole
defects appear only when the magnetic charge carrier is trapped at a
vertex site with like charge despite strong magnetic Coulomb’s law

repulsion. This is a rare random event and therefore one described
by Poisson statistics.

To investigate this in detail, we create a randomly disordered
model system. We treat each bar i as an Ising spin and assign
a pseudorandom coercive field HCi, within a normal distribution
with expectation value, 〈HC〉 = 60mT, and a standard deviation,
σ = 10mT, taken from the experimental hysteresis loop in
Fig. 2c. Averaging over 1,000 such pseudorandom configurations,
we find that purely random disorder does not capture the
fine details of the hysteresis curve (Fig. 2c) and bears no
resemblance to the MFM images (Supplementary Movie). By
making the defects both unfavourable to form and unstable
with a tunable ice-rule modification to the coercive field (HI)
with Hflip,i = (HCi + CHI − DHI), where C and D are the
number of monopoles created and destroyed respectively on
switching the bar, one can tune the monopole concentration
by selecting values of HI and σ . In fact, we observe that the
ratio HI/σ is the sole controlling parameter in this respect.
The simulated hysteresis loops are compared with the data in
Fig. 5a and a significantly better fit is obtained with HI/σ ∼ 1.
The predicted mean number of monopoles (N(obs)) at each
field is plotted in Fig. 5b. For HI = 0 the mean is simply the
configurational probability (P = 1/8) multiplied by the number
of vertices (507). A statistical analysis of the individual frames
of the data in the Supplementary Movie indicates that the mean
N(obs) for 500 vertices is somewhere between two and four;
therefore, P ∼ 0.01. Figure 5d shows the experimental N(obs)
in each movie frame with the simulated mean N(obs) curves
with HI = 0.75σ , 0.9σ and σ . With these values the model
also reproduces the observed hopping characteristics of the
magnetic charge carriers.
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Figure 4 | The movement of magnetic charge. MFM images in zero field after the labelled conditioning fields. a, Two 3-in monopole defects with Q=+3q
form (bright yellow spots, yellow dots), with strings of head–tail spins (blue and green) to opposite magnetic charges1Q=−2q (red dots). Further bar
flips are required to make the schematic (right) match the observed data; the grey arrows indicate a (non-unique) trial solution. b, The1Q=+2q magnetic
charges hop to the right, changing from Q=+3q to Q=+q. c–f, Another1Q=−2q magnetic charge appears, tracing its own (orange) string to the left,
until it is blocked by the blue string of the1Q=+2q carrier.
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Figure 5 | Simulation of data with a model of the normal distribution of bar coercive fields (HC: mean HC = 60 mT,σ= 10 mT) plus a tunable ice-rule
modification to the coercive field (HI). If switching a given bar would create a Q=±3q state then Hflip= (HC+CHI−DHI). Field-driven switching was
simulated for 1,000 pseudorandom coercive field distributions on a lattice of 507 vertices (to match the frame size in the Supplementary Movie) with
different values of HI. a, Section of hysteresis loop data (symbols) and mean simulated hysteresis loops for selected HI (solid lines) and for D=0,HI= 2σ
(dashed line). b, Mean number of simulated Q=+3 defects (N(obs)) versus field; there is no asymmetry in the populations of Q=+3 and Q=−3 defects.
For HI=0 the mean is P= 1/8 multiplied by the number of vertices (507). c, Histogram of the number of times a given N(obs) was found for both Q=+3
and Q=−3 defects; all frames in the Supplementary Movie were counted. Inset: (black, left axis) Magnetic Coulomb potential of a domain wall moving
through a single vertex with QDW= 2q,Qv,max= 1.3q at each neck22 (0.05 µm from vertex centre) and a domain-wall width of 0.1 µm. (Blue, right axis)
Schematic of the ice-rule energy EI profile in the simulations. (Olive green dashed line, right axis) Schematic of the ice-rule energy EI profile in D=0
simulations. d, Measured N(obs) versus field (±5% inhomogeneity) for each frame from the Supplementary Movie (columns) and simulated mean N(obs)
curves with HI=0.75σ ,0.9σ and σ from b replotted.

We now consider the pinning required to form energetically
unfavourable monopoles. Domain-wall spectroscopy in permalloy
nanowires demonstrated that remote magnetic charge provides
effective domain-wall pinning21 only out to 100 nm and revealed
a local pinning potential well within the magnetic Coulomb barrier
at an isolated permalloyQ=+1 T -vertex22. We conclude that local
vertex effects dominate and the inset of Fig. 5c shows the schematic
of the 1D local magnetic Coulomb’s pinning potential8 and the
approximation used in our simulations.

Finally, the creation, movement, local site stabilization and de-
tection of such quasi-particles in 2D systemsmay lead to alternative
approaches in data storage and magnetic logic, potentially even
to Sherrington–Kirkpatrick-type neural-net hardware, particularly
given the electrical connectivity of the honeycomb and the research
effort in devices based on domain-wall motion.

Methods
Fabrication. Samples were fabricated by sputtering 20-nm-thick Co thin films
followed by standard electron-beam lithography and processing. The lateral extent
of the honeycomb is 100 µm×100 µmwith cobalt electrodes processed in the same
write step. The growth rate was calibrated and the thickness confirmed by vibrating
sample magnetometry of the unprocessed film.

Magnetic forcemicroscopy. MFMwas carried out with a Digital Instruments 3100
series model and standard Veeco MESP tips were used at room temperature. The
system has been fitted with a custom-made electromagnet. MFM was carried out
at remanence after the application of successive in-plane magnetic fields. Previous
experiments have obtained a low-magnetization state on the honeycomb lattice by
‘shaking out’ with a small oscillating field17,18. Our protocol is to fully magnetize

the array in one direction and then sweep the magnetic field in the opposite
direction to catch the magnetic structure in a mid-transition low-magnetization
state. During the application of the magnetic field, the tip was withdrawn above the
pole pieces of the electromagnet to ensure the tip magnetization was not perturbed
by the external field. At this height, the stray field from the electromagnet was
<0.005 T, which is an order of magnitude lower than the coercivity of the tip. MFM
images of 25 µm×25 µm in size were taken of a central area of the sample. Images
were taken on the same area many times, to ensure that the stray field from the
tip was not switching the nanostructure being studied. In the MFM technique the
change in phase of the tip, with respect to the cantilever oscillation, is proportional
to d2Bz/dz2. Repulsive (attractive) interactions lead to a negative (positive) phase
shift; in our images this corresponds to dark (light) and a negative (positive) net
magnetic charge at the site.

Modelling. Simulations were carried out on a kagome lattice of Ising spins of
dimensions 30 bars by 36 bars (similar to the experimental data). Vertices at the
edges were not counted, giving 507 active vertices. The coercive field of each bar
was set using a Gaussian-distributed pseudorandom number Hc. The effective
flipping field of each bar Hflip is thus determined by Hc and two further terms
reflecting the energy cost of creating and destroying a Q=±3q state. Thus,
Hflip= (Hc+CHcreate−DHdestroy), where C and D are the number ofQ=±3q states
created and destroyed respectively on switching the bar (either 0 or 1). The array is
initially negatively polarized and the values of Hflip are calculated for each bar. The
bar with the lowest value is allowed to flip to positive polarity and then the lowest
remaining value of Hflip is determined as before. In each case the applied magnetic
field is recorded as the value of Hflip unless this is less than the previous value, in
which case the magnetic field remains the same. As such, multiple flips at single
values of applied field (cascades) are possible. This process is repeated until all of
the bars have been flipped and then reversed to generate the downward cycle. The
entire procedure was repeated 1,000 times and the results averaged. We find that
the mean populations and lifetimes of Q=+3 and Q=−3 defects are symmetric
and the observed Q=+3 population can be simulated with just a penalty to create
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an ice-rule defect (finiteHcreate), although these defects are generally too long-lived.
The mean lifetime is shortened by introducing finite Hdestroy and a good agreement
with the observed data is found when Hdestroy =Hcreate =HI; this is the situation
described in the text. Independently, the Hcreate and Hdestroy terms have an almost
identical effect on the mean population, and both allow the occurrence of cascades
(which are completely absent ifHcreate=Hdestroy=0).

Received 5 June 2009; accepted 18 February 2010;
published online 11 April 2010

References
1. Dirac, P. A. M. Quantised singularities in the electromagnetic field. Proc. R.

Soc. A 133, 60–72 (1931).
2. Castelnovo, C., Moessner, R. & Sondhi, S. L. Magnetic monopoles in spin ice.

Nature 451, 42–45 (2008).
3. Fennell, T. et al. Magnetic coulomb phase in the spin ice Ho2Ti2O7. Science

326, 415–417 (2009).
4. Bramwell, S. T. et al. Measurement of the charge and current of magnetic

monopoles in spin ice. Nature 461, 956–959 (2009).
5. Morris, D. J. P. et al. Dirac strings and magnetic monopoles in the spin ice

Dy2Ti2O7. Science 326, 411–414 (2009).
6. Pauling, L. The structure and entropy of ice and of other crystals

with some randomness of atomic arrangement. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 57,
2680–2684 (1935).

7. Bramwell, S. T. & Gingras, M. J. P. Spin ice state in frustrated magnetic
pyrochlore materials. Science 294, 1495–1501 (2001).

8. Ramirez, A. P., Hayashi, A., Cava, R. J., Siddharthan, R. & Shastry, B. S.
Zero-point entropy in ‘spin ice’. Nature 399, 333–335 (1999).

9. Sherrington, D. & Kirkpatrick, S. Solvable model of a spin-glass. Phys. Rev. Lett.
35, 1792–1796 (1975).

10. Jaubert, L. D. C. & Holdsworth, P. C. W. Signature of magnetic monopole and
Dirac string dynamics in spin ice. Nature Phys. 5, 258–261 (2009).

11. Wills, A. S., Ballou, R. & Lacroix, C. Model of localized highly frustrated
ferromagnetism: The kagome spin ice. Phys. Rev. B 66, 144407 (2002).

12. Chern, G-W., Mellado, P. & Tchernyshyov, O. Two-stage ordering of spins in
dipolar spin ice on kagome. Preprint at http://arxiv.org/abs/0906.4781 (2009).

13. Moller, G. &Moessner, R. Magnetic multipole analysis of kagome and artificial
spin-ice dipolar arrays. Phys. Rev. B 80, 140409 (2009).

14. Moessner, R. & Schiffer, P. Monopoles on the move. Nature Phys. 5,
250–251 (2009).

15. Wang, R. F. et al. Artificial ‘spin ice’ in a geometrically frustrated lattice of
nanoscale ferromagnetic islands. Nature 439, 303–306 (2006).

16. Tanaka, M., Saitoh, E., Miyajima, H., Yamaoka, T. & Iye, Y. Magnetic
interactions in a ferromagnetic honeycomb nanoscale network. Phys. Rev. B
73, 052411 (2006).

17. Qi, Y., Brintlinger, T. & Cumings, J. Direct observation of the ice rule in an
artificial kagome spin ice. Phys. Rev. B 77, 094418 (2008).

18. Wang, R. F. et al. Demagnetization protocols for frustrated interacting
nanomagnet arrays. J. Appl. Phys. 101, 09J104 (2007).

19. Mengotti, E. et al. Building blocks of an artificial kagome spin ice:
Photoemission electron microscopy of arrays of ferromagnetic islands.
Phys. Rev. B 78, 144402 (2008).

20. Klaui, M. et al. Head-to-head domain-wall phase diagram in mesoscopic ring
magnets. Appl. Phys. Lett. 85, 5637–5639 (2004).

21. O’Brien, L. et al. Near-field interaction between domain walls in adjacent
permalloy nanowires. Phys. Rev. Lett. 103, 077206 (2009).

22. Petit, D. et al. Mechanism for domain wall pinning and potential landscape
modification by artificially patterned traps in ferromagnetic nanowires.
Phys. Rev. B 79, 214405 (2009).

Acknowledgements
This work was financially supported under grants from the EPSRC (EP/G004765/1)
(W.R.B.) and the Leverhulme Trust (F/07058/AW) (L.F.C.).

Author contributions
W.R.B. and L.F.C. are jointly responsible for all aspects of the work. S.L. carried out
the MFM imaging and analysis and contributed to the preparation of the manuscript.
D.E.R grew and processed the films and contributed to discussions. G.K.P. carried
out the simulations.

Additional information
The authors declare no competing financial interests. Supplementary information
accompanies this paper on www.nature.com/naturephysics. Reprints and permissions
information is available online at http://npg.nature.com/reprintsandpermissions.
Correspondence and requests formaterials should be addressed toW.R.B.

NATURE PHYSICS | VOL 6 | MAY 2010 | www.nature.com/naturephysics 363

http://www.nature.com/doifinder/10.1038/nphys1628
http://arxiv.org/abs/0906.4781
http://www.nature.com/naturephysics
http://npg.nature.com/reprintsandpermissions
http://www.nature.com/naturephysics

	Direct observation of magnetic monopole defects in an artificial spin-ice system
	Main
	Methods
	Fabrication.
	Magnetic force microscopy.
	Modelling.

	Acknowledgements
	References


