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We present a data-efficient framework for constructing general classical spin Hamiltonians from the spin-
cluster expansion (SCE) combined with fully self-consistent noncollinear spin density functional theory (DFT).
The key idea is to fit an SCE model to magnetic torques rather than to total energies. Because torques are site-
resolved vectors, each configuration supplies many independent constraints, which makes the regression well
conditioned and sharply reduces the number of DFT calculations needed, especially in large supercells. Applied
to the B20-type chiral magnets Mn;_,Fe,Ge and Fe,_,Co, Ge, the resulting models nonperturbatively extract
the full pairwise exchange tensor (isotropic exchange, anisotropic symmetric exchange, and the Dzyaloshinskii—
Moriya interaction) and predict helical spin period via a micromagnetic mapping. The composition trends and
the divergence of the period near the chirality sign change are reproduced in line with experiments. Because the
SCE framework is systematic, it also enables systematic analysis of interaction order; training on increasingly
disordered spin configurations shows that the lowest-order model loses torque accuracy, whereas including
higher-order interactions restores predictive power. These advances enable near-DFT-accurate spin models for
finite-temperature magnetism and complex textures at modest data cost, while providing a systematic, extensible,
and nonperturbative route to quantitative first-principles parameterization and predictive materials design. An

open-source implementation is available as the Julia package, Magesty.jl.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recent advances in spintronic materials and technologies
have been substantial, laying the groundwork for ultrafast,
energy-efficient devices that exploit atomic-scale magnetic
order and spin dynamics [1, 2]. In parallel, first-principles
methods—especially density functional theory (DFT) [3, 4]—
have become central to the understanding and design of mag-
netic and spintronic materials. However, fully ab initio treat-
ments often reach practical limits when addressing finite-
temperature magnetism and mesoscopic spin dynamics. Con-
sequently, a broad class of statistical-mechanical models that
coarse-grain the spin degrees of freedom has been developed
[5-10]. A natural coarse-graining is to map the electronic
system onto a classical spin model—a classical spin Hamilto-
nian that retains the orientations of local magnetic moments as
degrees of freedom while integrating out charge and longitu-
dinal fluctuations—so that the energy of a spin configuration
is expressed through effective interaction parameters.

To leading order, the spin Hamiltonian in the vicinity of a
locally stable spin configuration takes the form

E= > Y U eiaeip, (1)
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where the Greek indices «, 8 denote Cartesian components,
€io 18 the o component of the unit vector é; specifying the
moment direction at site ¢, and Jf‘jﬁ is the two-body exchange
interaction tensor between sites ¢ and j. This form is com-
monly sufficient to describe the immediate neighborhood of
a locally stable magnetic state. However, when one seeks
a unified description over a broader set of spin configura-
tions, higher-order terms become necessary. For example,
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temperature-dependent effective two-body isotropic terms (the
Heisenberg interactions)—arising from the renormalization of
higher-order interactions—are essential for modeling finite-
temperature magnetic energetics [11]. Furthermore, recent
studies suggest that higher-order interactions have an impor-
tant role for the stabilization of complex spin structures, such
as chiral spin textures and skyrmions [12-14]. Accordingly,
the importance of establishing quantitative methods to evaluate
higher-order interactions is increasingly pronounced.

Systematically extending Eq. (1) to include higher-order
terms in a Taylor-series fashion is challenging because the
customary basis functions are not orthogonal. This lack of
orthogonality leads to ill-conditioned regressions and, under
crystal symmetry, introduces cumbersome constraints among
model parameters. As a theoretically rigorous alternative,
Drautz and Féhnle proposed the spin-cluster expansion (SCE)
method [15, 16]. Within SCE, the magnetic energy is a func-
tion of the unit vectors é; representing a spin direction at site
1

Bsce({€:}) = Jo+ D > > Jam®am({é:}), ()

c
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where Jj is a reference energy, C is the cluster index, Jeim
are the SCE coefficients, and ®¢y,,, is a basis function formed
by products of spherical harmonics Y,

Deim({€:}) = (VAm)™ [ ] Yim. (€0, 3)
=1

with n¢ the number of sites in cluster C and I = (11, ..., 1y, ),
m = (mq, ..., My ). In spherical coordinates (0, ¢),
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where Py, are the associated Legendre polynomials related to
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the Legendre polynomials P} via

del(I)

2\m/2
=) dz™

Bim(2) = (1= : (5)
The set ®cyy,, together with the constant term, forms an or-
thogonal and complete basis set [15]. By increasing the max-
imum degree [ and the cluster size, the model can be system-
atically improved.

In principle, the SCE coefficients J¢;,,, can be obtained
by regressing to constrained noncollinear-spin DFT total en-
ergies, as shown in earlier SCE work [17] and by analogy
with the cluster expansion for substitutional alloys [18]. In
practice, however, magnetic interactions operate on energy
scales far smaller than chemical interactions in alloys, which
demands higher precision from DFT. Moreover, whereas al-
loy variables are discrete, spin orientations are continuous,
so the configuration space is vast; fits that rely only on to-
tal energies therefore require prohibitively many samples to
reproduce the energy landscape with accuracy. A practical
solution is to augment the regression with information beyond
total energies—namely, derivatives with respect to spin ori-
entations (magnetic torques). The use of derivatives is well
established elsewhere: in finite-displacement phonon calcula-
tions one fits DFT-computed forces to build Taylor-expanded
potentials [19, 20], and modern machine-learning interatomic
potentials train on both energies and forces [21]. In mag-
netism, analogous strategies—fitting to magnetic torques from
noncollinear-spin DFT—have been applied primarily to some
spin models [22-25]. Integrating these ideas into the SCE
framework yields a data-efficient and systematic route deriva-
tion of general spin models.

In this work, we present an efficient and scalable spin-
cluster expansion (SCE) framework fitted to magnetic torque
data. Unlike earlier SCE implementations [17, 26, 27], our
approach is able to treat spin—orbit coupling (SOC) explicitly,
which breaks global spin rotational invariance and necessi-
tates anisotropic terms in spin models. This enables non-
perturbative evaluation of arbitrary anisotropic terms in the
spin Hamiltonian, including single-ion anisotropy, symmetric
exchange anisotropy, and the antisymmetric Dzyaloshinskii—
Moriya interaction (DMI). The paper is organized as follows.
Section ITA introduces a formulation in real spherical har-
monics that ensures a real-valued energy and streamlines SOC
treatment. Building on this, Section II B derives symmetry-
adapted basis functions via a projection operator to enforce
crystal-symmetry constraints on SCE coefficients. SectionII C
then describes the torque-fitted regression scheme, and Sec-
tion II D presents the real harmonics and their derivatives on
the unit sphere in Cartesian coordinates used in the torque-
fitted regression. In Sec. I E, we describe a simple mean-field-
based sampling scheme that generates temperature-controlled
spin configurations to serve as training data for constructing
the SCE model. We apply our method to B20-type chiral
compounds Mn;_,Fe,Ge and Fe;_,Co,Ge (Section IIF)
as demonstrations. First, we show that the torque-fitted re-
gression drastically reduces the number of DFT data points
needed to construct an SCE model. We then use the result-
ing models to evaluate the full exchange tensor (consisting

of isotropic exchange, anisotropic symmetric exchange, and
DMI), extract the helical period via micromagnetic models,
and reproduce the experimentally observed divergence of the
period as a function of composition. Finally, by increasing the
sampling temperature to generate more strongly fluctuating
spin configurations, we assess the validity of a lowest-order
spin Hamiltonian and observe reduced predictive accuracy for
torque predictions, indicating that higher-order interactions are
required at elevated temperatures. The paper concludes with
Section III, which summarizes the main findings and outlines
future directions. Our implementation is released as an open-
source Julia package, Magesty.jl.

II. RESULTS
A. Spin-cluster expansion with real spherical harmonics

In the original implementation of SCE [15, 16], complex
spherical harmonics were employed. Subsequently, Ref. [26]
ensured a real-valued energy by assuming global spin rotation
invariance (i.e., neglecting SOC) together with time-reversal
symmetry. When SOC is included, however, using complex
spherical harmonics requires explicit constraints on the SCE
coefficients to guarantee that the total energy remains real. To
avoid this bookkeeping and to simplify SOC implementations,
we work with real spherical harmonics.

The real spherical harmonics Z;,,, are defined by

(=nHm
V2
Zlm = le07

(_1)m
iv/?2

where m = —m and |m| = —|m/|. Collecting the harmonics
for a fixed [ into column vectors ordered by increasing m as
Zi=(Zy,....,Zy)"and V) = (Yyj, ..., Yy)7, (with ()7 de-
noting transpose), the transformation in Eq. (6) can be written
compactly as

m =0, (6)

<Yz|m\ - (*U‘m‘YlW) , m <0,

Z,=C Y, @)

where C; is a unitary matrix. An explicit form is

i 0 - 0 .- 0 —i(—1)!

04 -+ 0 - —i(=1)1 0
ci=—1o0o0 . ﬂ . 0 0
Ve . . ’

01 0 (-1)-t 0

10 0 0 (—1)!

®)

with construction rules given in Ref. [28].



The SCE written in terms of real spherical harmonics is
obtained by replacing the complex-harmonic basis ®¢j,, in
Eq. (2) as

Esce({éi}) = Jo + Z S JamYam({é:}), 9
1>0 m
\IjClm({éz} = nc H Zlnm ez (10)

The prefactor (v/47)™¢ is chosen such that the cluster basis
functions are orthonormal with respect to the scalar product

déen Yeim Yerrm,

(1)

(Yeim|Yerrm ) = dé; -

where N is the total number of sites and f de; denotes in-
tegration over the unit sphere [15, 26]. One then obtains the
orthonormality relation

(Yeirm|Yerrm:) = dcer O Omm - (12)

For products over multiple sites, it is convenient to use
Kronecker products. Define the block vectors

ne ne

=Rz.. Yi=QV. (13)
=1 1=1

and the corresponding transformation

ne
C, = ®Cll = Cll ®012 X

i=1

-® Gy (14)

ne "

Then the complex-to-real mapping factorizes as

Z;, = CY;. (15)

B. Construction of symmetry-adapted basis functions

A system that possesses a symmetry represented by a group
G must have an energy that is invariant under every symme-
try operation in GG. In the framework of the SCE, this in-
variance can be achieved by constructing new basis functions
as appropriate linear combinations of original ones (W¢iy,),
such that they form a basis for the identity representation of
the group G. For this purpose, we apply a group-theoretical
projection-operator method. The essential part of construct-
ing the projection-operator method in the context of the SCE
has already been explained in Ref. [27]. The key difference
from the approach in Ref. [27] is that while they assume global
spin-rotational symmetry and time-reversal symmetry to en-
sure real-valuedness of the model, we do not impose the former
symmetry. Instead, we employ real spherical harmonics to en-
sure that the SCE model remains real-valued; although either
set of spherical harmonics is equivalent in principle, using
the real form offers the practical advantage that both the basis
functions and the SCE coeflicients remain strictly real in the

drZi1(€1)Z11(€2) —ArZ11(€1)Z11(€3)

FIG. 1. Example of a symmetry operation g acting on a basis function,
where § is a counterclockwise rotation of 90°. The circles and ac-
companying arrows represent atoms and spin directions, respectively.
(a) Original function W¢ym = 47717(€1)Z11(€2). (b) Transformed
function §Weim = —4nZ11(€1)Z,1(€3). For clarity, color images
of p, (corresponding to Z11) and p, (corresponding to Z;1) orbitals
are also shown.

implementation. Below, we describe the projection-operator
approach for the case using real spherical harmonics.

We consider a paramagnetic group G which consists of a
space group GGy and the time-reversal operation T as

Go = Go + TG, (16)

where 7 G is the set formed by the product of the time-reversal
operation 7 and the symmetry operations belonging to the
space group G. Note that we do not impose any symmetry of a
specific magnetic order; magnetic space-group symmetries are
not considered. Magnetic space groups may emerge when the
original spin Hamiltonian is approximated by an effective field
Hamiltonian (e.g., by mean-field approximation), but they do
not represent the fundamental symmetry group that the original
spin model is required to obey. The projection operator of the
identity irreducible representation P, is defined as follows:

Py = |G0 Yoa+ > Tal, (17)

g€Go g€Go

where § is the crystal-symmetry operation in G, and |G| is
the order of group Gg. The desired symmetry-adapted basis
functions are eigenfunctions of the matrix represented as
<\ch'l'm' | Pid |\IjClm> . (18)
We decompose ¢ into two commuting operations: (i) a per-
mutation of site labels gt induced by the mapping of atomic
positions, and (ii) a basis rotation g acting on spherical har-
monics at fixed arguments (i.e., we rotate the basis functions
rather than the arguments €;). An example of § acting on a
basis function Wy, is shown in Figs. 1(a) and (b). From
this example, the effect of the site mapping is clear; it merely
permutes the site indices in the basis functions. Accordingly,
in what follows we focus on how the point-symmetry (basis-
rotation) part g,.t acts on the basis functions, and we omit
the explicit site-permutation part gsiie for conciseness. The



matrix form of the first term in the right-hand side of Eq. (17)
is written as

1 ..
V2l Z (Yert'm | 9 1¥erm)
|Go §€Go |G |g€G
(19)
|G0|g€G

Since the basis functions consist of the Kronecker product as
Eq. (15), Ay(§) is written as

A9 = Q)AL (), (20)
=1

where Ay, (g) is the matrix representation of the symmetry
operation g acting on Z;,. If the point-symmetry operation part
of ¢ corresponds to a proper rotation R, i.e., the determinant
of the transform matrix equals 1, A;(§) can be obtained from
the Wigner D-matrix and C; in Eq. (8) as follows [28]:

Aln’wn’ (R) = <Zlm| R |Zlm’>
= Z Cikmm”clm/m”/ <}/lm// ‘ R |}flm///>

m''m’"’ (21)
- Z Cl*mm”Dlm”m”’ (R)Clm’m’”
7n//,m///
Therefore, A; can be expressed as
Ay(R) = CiDy(R)C], (22)

where D;(R) is the Kronecker product of the Wigner D-
matrices in the same manner as in Eq. (20). Even for improper
rotations R’ (with determinant —1), the matrix representations
are obtained by noting that any R’ can be written as the product
of a corresponding proper rotation R and spatial inversion 1,
ie., R = RI = IR. Because spin is an axial (pseudovector)
quantity, spatial inversion does not reverse its direction; it
merely permutes the site (cluster) indices. Hence,

[Veim = Uenum, (23)

where C' = I(C) denotes the image of the cluster under in-
version. Therefore, the matrix representation of any improper
rotation R’ = RI can be obtained in the same manner as for
proper rotations (up to the index permutation induced by I).

Finally, the time-reversal operator T flips the spin direction,
T é; — —é;. Therefore,

T Ueim({6:}) = (—1)ZE0 Uep ({61). 24

It follows that only cluster terms with an even Y7, [; are 7 -
even and therefore allowed as a time-reversal-invariant func-
tion, whereas terms with an odd ", I; are 7-odd and thus
excluded [26]. Combining this with the spatial symmetry
operations, we can construct the projector onto the identity
irreducible representation. The symmetry-adapted basis func-
tions are the eigenfunctions of ]5id with eigenvalue 1 [28].
C. Estimation of SCE coefficients utilizing local magnetic
torques

We estimate the SCE coefficients using effective magnetic
torques obtained from constrained noncollinear-spin DFT [29].
The torque at atomic site ¢, 15, is defined as the energy gradient
on the unit sphere cast into a physical torque,

Torr, = —€; X(— Ve, Eppr) = —M; x B;,  (25)
where Eppr is the total energy, M; = M;é; is the local
magnetic moment, and Bj; is a site-averaged effective magnetic
field. At self-consistency, B; is transverse to €; and equal
in magnitude and opposite in direction to the constraining
field [29]. Hence both sides of —V¢, Eppr = M, B; lie in
the tangent plane at ;. For completeness, the gradient on the
unit sphere with respect to &; = (e;5, €iy, €5) 18

Ve, (&) = V(&) — (é-Vf(é)) &, (26)
of . of . Of

Vie) =5 i+ 5 =i+ 5k (27)
T Y iz

with 2, 7, k the Cartesian unit vectors.

Let J be the Ni-vector collecting the irreducible, symmetry-
adapted SCE coefficients (excluding Jy). The SCE energy can
be written as

Esce({é&:}) = Jo+u'"J, (28)

where u = 0Escr({€é;})/0J is a vector function of the spin
directions. The corresponding torque is

Tsce,i = —€; X (—Ve,Escp) = —€; X [— (Ve,ul) J]-
(29)

Collecting all sites, this becomes the linear relation
Tsce = AJ, (30)

where Tscg € R3V= and A € R3NaXN1 hag block rows
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For Nga.ta spin configurations, we stack the site torques and
design matrices:

T A
- ~ - T ~ A,
Tsce = AJ, T= : , A= .
TNdata ANdata
(31

Identifying IN“SCE with the DFT torques IN“DFT, we determine
J by minimizing the squared Frobenius-norm loss

L= Torr — Tscr H; (32)

V\iherl the system is well determined, J is determined as J =
(ATA)_lATTDFT.

D. Real spherical harmonics represented as polynomials of
Cartesian coordinates

In torque-fitted regression formalism, we must evaluate gra-
dients of the spherical harmonics with respect to the unit vec-

J
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tor, cf. Eq. (29). Differentiation in spherical coordinates (6, ¢)
is numerically ill-conditioned near the poles (sin & — 0). To
avoid these coordinate singularities, we represent the spheri-
cal harmonics as polynomials in the Cartesian components of
the unit vector, which yields well-behaved analytic derivatives
via 0/0e,, 0/0ey, and 0/0e.. The gradient of the complex
spherical harmonics with respect to the unit vector was al-
ready derived in Ref. [30]. Here, we present expressions for
the gradients of the real spherical harmonics in their Cartesian-
polynomial form. See also the Supplementary Information for
details of the derivations.

The complex spherical harmonics Yj,, for m > 0 can be
written in Cartesian coordinates as follows [30]:

Vim(€:) = (€ + i€iy)™ Pim(ei2), (33)
_ 2041 (1 — I dm
Pin(eiz) = (_1)mH An El T :;!demﬂ(eiz)~ (34)

For m < 0, the corresponding expressions follow from the re-
lation Y7 = (—1) ‘m|Yle|. Hereafter, we omit the arguments
é; and the spin index ¢ when not explicitly required. From
Egs. (6), (33), and (34) we obtain the real spherical harmonics

in Cartesian coordinates as follows:

[m/2]
(1"VERe) 3 (1) (5 e et m>0
k=0
Zim = -PlO(ez)a m=0, (35)
[(Im|-1)/2] Im| il )
—1)™\/2P, . 1) m|—(2k+1) 2k+1
(VER(e) 3 (] e, <o

where [z] denotes the floor function (i.e., the largest integer

less than or equal to z), and ('}') is the binomial coefficient.
The gradient of the real spherical harmonics with respect to

the unit vector é can be derived using Egs. (26) and (27) as

follows:

VeZim(€) =VZi(é) — (é-VZ,(é))e€, (36)
tm (€)= Oe, v dey, 4 Oe,

(

The partial derivatives 0Z;,,, /e, (o € x,y, ) form > 0 are
given by:
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We adopt the convention that whenever the upper limit of a
summation is smaller than the lower limit, the sum is taken
to be empty and hence evaluates to zero. In particular, in
Eq. (43) the upper limit | (|m| —2)/2| is negative for [m| = 1,
so the sum vanishes and 0Z;7/0e,, = 0. Based on the above
expressions, we can evaluate the gradients of the SCE basis
functions for a given spin configuration.

E. Sampling method based on the mean-field approximation

Constructing an SCE model requires sampling spin config-
urations that adequately span the magnetic states of interest.
In general, building a model that reproduces energies across
arbitrary magnetic states with high accuracy within a realis-
tic computational budget will demand sophisticated strategies,
which we defer to future work. In the applications presented
below, we instead assume that the relevant magnetic states are
known a priori. For this setting, we employ a practical mean-
field-based sampling scheme for the Heisenberg model that
efficiently generates spin configurations representative of the
target states [11, 31, 32]. Within the mean-field Heisenberg
model single-site orientational probability P(é;) takes the von

Mises—Fisher form,
3m/T 3meé - é;
)eXP —, (406
T

Pé)=—— "t
(&) 47 sinh(3m /T

k=0

(

where m = (&) = mé is the site-independent thermal average
of the spin and 7 = T/TM™ is a reduced temperature (7" is
the temperature and 7™M is the mean-field critical tempera-
ture). The parameters m and 7 are self-consistently related;
fixing one automatically determines the other. Therefore, by
choosing 7, one can sample é; from this distribution to gen-
erate spin configurations representative of the target magnetic
disorder within the mean-field approximation. Please refer to
Ref. [11] for the derivation and further details.

F. Application to B20-type Mn;_,Fe,Ge and Fe;_,Co, Ge

B20-type chiral magnetic compounds Mn;_,Fe,Ge and
Fe,_,Co,Ge exhibit helical spin structures [33—43]. From a
theoretical standpoint, their spin—orbit coupling is moderate,
so they serve as testbeds for developing DFT-based methods to
evaluate the Dzyaloshinskii—-Moriya interaction (DMI) [44—
47]. Here, we apply the SCE method to the B20-type com-
pounds and examine the applicability via the evaluation of
exchange interaction, DMI, and helical spin period.

We used a 2x2x2 cubic supercell including 64 atoms with
experimental crystallographic structural parameters of FeGe
[34] and constructed an SCE model using spin configurations
sampled from states close to the ferromagnetic state. Sampling
is performed using the mean-field distribution in Eq. (46) at the
scaled temperature 7 = 0.1. As the SCE model, we consider



the constant term and two-body interactions with the lowest
l-index as

Escg =
Imax=1
Jo+>. Z Z TijmZi,m, (€1) Zym, (€5).
i#£g L =1 mi=—1; mj=—1;

(47)

We included all possible two-body pairs (Fe-Fe, Fe—Ge, and
Ge-Ge). By constructing symmetry-adapted basis functions,
the number of independent SCE coeflicients excluding the
constant term resulted in 324. This SCE model is equivalent to
the generalized Heisenberg model consisting of the isotropic
exchange term, DMI, and anisotropic symmetric interaction
term as

E Jijei . ej

1,5,17#]
4,5,17]

+ > eT;e
4,3,17]

where J;; is the isotropic exchange parameter, D,; is the DMI
vector, and I';; is the anisotropic symmetric interaction matrix
with conditions I';; = I‘iTj and tr[I';;] = 0. The conversion
rule from SCE coefficients to J;;, D;;, and I';; is explained
in Sec. IV B.

We first demonstrate that torque-fitted regression reduces
the number of required DFT data points. Figure 2 plots the
convergence of the first-nearest-neighbor Fe—Fe exchange cou-
pling Jo; and the magnitude of the DMI vector | Dy | versus
the number of DFT data points for the torque-fitted and energy-
fitted approaches. In the conventional energy-fitted regression,
both parameters begin to stabilize around Ng,¢, =210, which
is the number of independent parameters in the SCE model.
In contrast, the torque-fitted regression requires far fewer DFT
data points for parameter convergence, because each config-
uration provides 3N, targets (the z, y, and z torque compo-
nents on each atom) rather than a single scalar energy; thus,
by a simple calculation, the number of configurations needed
scales as ~ 1/(3N,) relative to the energy-fitted case—1/192
in the present system (/N, = 64). Consequently, convergence
is achieved with only a small number of data points. Col-
lectively, these reductions make the SCE model practical and
data-efficient when parameterized via torque-fitted regression.
As the supercell size grows (and thus IV, increases), the relative
efficiency over the energy-fitted approach becomes even more
pronounced, making torque-fitted parameterization especially
advantageous for larger supercells.

Next, we analyze the helical spin structures of Mn; _, Fe,Ge
and Fe; _, Co,Ge. Following Refs. [45-48], we employ a mi-
cromagnetic energy functional derived from Eq. (48) together
with the B20 crystal geometry. Exploiting the cubic symmetry
of the B20 structure, the energy functional can be written as

5
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FIG. 2. Comparison of the convergence with respect to the number
of DFT data points Ngata for energy-fitted (black) and torque-fitted
(red) regression. Panels (a) and (b) show the first-nearest-neighbor
Fe—Fe exchange coupling Jo1 and the magnitude of the DMI vector
|Do1], respectively. The insets enlarge the torque-fitted regression
results for Ngata < 100.

(48]

Em(r)] = é/vdr [A((Vmy)? + (Vmy)? + (Vm.)?)

+Dm - (Vxm),
(49)

where m(r) = (mg(r), my(r),m.(r)) is the normalized
magnetization field, A is the spin-stifiness constant, and
D is the spiralization constant; under cubic symmetry, the
anisotropic symmetric exchange term does not contribute to
the micromagnetic parameters. The parameters A and D are
calculated as [47]

1
=52 JiRij Rij, (50)
ij
D=3 Dj;-Ri, G

ij
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where R;; = R; — R, is the relative vector between atom 4
and j. The helical period A then follows as

A

ol
The sign of D does not affect A but sets the handedness (right-
or left-handed) of the helix [37]. In the exchange-DMI-only
model, A diverges as D — 0, corresponding to the ferromag-

netic limit.
Figures 3(a)—(c) show the composition dependence of A,

A=drm (52)

D, and A. Here, we emulated changes in chemical compo-
sition by electron and hole doping, and the lattice constant
was fixed to that of FeGe. The number of data Ny, is set
to 100. For the spin stiffness constant A [Fig. 3(a)], we find
sizable deviations from previous theoretical studies [45, 47]
across the composition range of Mn;_,Fe,Ge. Given that
the experimental magnetic transition temperatures of FeGe
and MnGe are ~ 280 K and ~ 170 K, respectively, and that
within mean-field theory critical temperature is proportional
to A, the results of Grytsiuk et al. [47] capture the expected



trend (they evaluated spin-model parameters by a perturbative
approach), whereas our data exhibit the opposite tendency. A
likely origin is the limited simulation cell used here (2x2x2).
Indeed, Ref. [12] reports that the nearest-neighbor J;; between
Mn atoms in MnGe is roughly twice as large as the nearest-
neighbor Fe-Fe J;; in FeGe; nevertheless, the smaller transi-
tion temperature of MnGe can be understood as arising from
contributions of longer-range J;;. However, within the SCE
framework this discrepancy can be systematically reduced by
increasing the supercell size; the remaining choice becomes a
trade-off between computational cost and accuracy.

Regarding the parameter D [Fig. 3(b)], its composition de-
pendence agrees well with previous theoretical studies. In par-
ticular, we find the sign change of D around x(Fe) ~ 0.6-0.7
and y(Co) ~ 0.6. As noted above, the helical period A di-
verges at compositions where D = 0. Figure 3(c) compares A
calculated from A and D as Eq. (52) with experimental results.
Experiments likewise show a divergence near x(Fe) ~ 0.8 and
y(Co) = 0.5; aside from modest offsets, the overall trends are
consistent. These offsets are reasonable in light of our compu-
tational setup—varying the electron number only while fixing
the lattice constant—and fall within the expected uncertainty.
Overall, although finite-size effects associated with the super-
cell used here are present, our calculations clearly indicate that
the SCE framework attains systematically improved accuracy
as the cell size is increased. In the following, we evaluate
the impact of spin fluctuations—a representative temperature
effect—where the advantages of SCE become particularly pro-
nounced.

Whether a spin model can accurately capture the impact of
thermal magnetic disorder is a key requirement for quantita-
tive modeling. In this regard, the SCE approach offers a com-
plementary advantage to widely used perturbative schemes.
Whereas perturbative methods are formulated around infinites-
imal spin rotations about a chosen reference state, SCE con-
structs the spin model directly from datasets of genuinely dis-
ordered magnetic configurations. Following the 7 = 0.1 re-
sults presented above, we increase the reduced temperature to
7 = 0.3, sample 100 spin configurations, and construct the
corresponding SCE model. We also construct an SCE model
with the expansion cutoff in Eq. (47) raised from l,,x = 1 to
lmax = 2 as

Escg =

Imax=2

JO+Z Z Z Z Jijlleimi(éi)lemj(éj)v

i#g Lilj=1 mi=—1; mj=—1;

(53)

which, in conventional spin-model language, is equivalent to

— > Jijéi- g
4,J,17]
+ Z Dij . (él X éj)
0,517
+ Z é/T;;é; (54)
4,J,1#]
+ ) Bij(é
4,4,1#]

L HW

aniso’

where B;; is the isotropic biquadratic interaction parameter

and H d(mzbo collects SOC-induced quartic anisotropic two-spin
interactions.

The blue and gray points in Figure 4(a) compare DFT
torques with those from the /,,, = 1 SCE model at 7 = 0.1
and 7 = 0.3, respectively, with all other settings identi-
cal, thereby isolating the effect of increased magnetic dis-
order. At 7 = 0.1, the [;yax = 1 SCE reproduces the DFT
torques closely, whereas its predictive accuracy deteriorates at
7 = 0.3. These trends indicate that truncation at /,,,,, = 1 is
valid at very low temperature range but insufficient at elevated
temperature. By contrast, at 7 = 0.3, extending the SCE to
lmax = 2 substantially improves the torque prediction accu-
racy relative to lnax = 1. We attribute the reduced l,,x = 1
accuracy at 7 = 0.3 to the larger spread in the magnetic mo-
ment magnitude of Fe,

Figure 4(b) shows histograms of |Mp.| at 7 = 0.1 and
7 = 0.3 (Ge moments are negligible compared with Fe and
are omitted). The 7 = 0.3 distribution is visibly broader than
at 7 = 0.1, indicating larger dispersion in | M,|. This broad
variance in |Mp.| is strongly correlated with local magnetic
disordering. To quantify short-range order among Fe—Fe pairs,
we define for each Fe site ¢ the average relative angle to its first-
nearest Fe neighbors,

o
Ninn ()

0;) = Z arccos (é; - €;), (55)

JFEINN(3)

where 1NN(¢) is the set of first-nearest Fe neighbors of site 4
and Ny (%) is the number of elements in the set INN(¢). Fig-
ure 4(c) clearly shows that larger (6;) leads to the shrinkage of
| M|, i.e., strongly depends on local magnetic order.
Figure 4(d) presents the 7 = 0.3, Iax = 1 parity plot with
points color-coded by the deviation from the modal Fe moment
magnitude at 7 = 0.3, | Mye| — | MFe|mode- Taken together,
these results indicate that the deterioration of the ., = 1
SCE torque predictions with increasing 7 stems from its in-
ability to capture the temperature-dependent spread in local-
moment magnitudes | M| induced by magnetic disordering.
Moreover, the improvement of torque predictive accuracy by
including higher-order interactions can be understood intu-
itively from Fig. 4(c); these terms provide the nonlinear angu-
lar dependence needed to reproduce the energy and torque for
configurations with large relative spin angles behavior that can-
not be captured by the low-order [,,,,x = 1 model. Indeed, the
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torques on atoms with strongly shrunk local moments—poorly
captured by the [;,,x = 1 model [Fig. 4(d)]—are reproduced
much more accurately by the [,,x = 2 SCE model [Fig. 4(e)].

Experimentally, while the helical period A of FeGe exhibits
only weak temperature dependence from a quite low temper-
ature to the critical temperature, the spin-stiffness constant
A decreases with increasing temperature [40]. Clearly, this
implies that an exchange-DMI-only model, with parameters
determined at a single temperature, is insufficient to quantita-
tively describe magnetic order over a broad temperature range.
To address this issue, two approaches can be considered: (i)
employ a temperature-dependent exchange-DMI-only model
or (ii) construct a spin model that includes higher-order in-
teractions capable of describing a broader temperature range
(i.e., a broader spin configuration space). However, as we have
shown, the /;;,,x = 1 SCE model cannot adequately renormal-
ize the effects of fluctuations in the local-moment magnitude
| Mz, |; thus, option (ii) is the more appropriate route for cap-
turing magnetism across a wide temperature range. In this con-
text, the advantages of SCE become particularly pronounced:
by tuning the model capacity—e.g., increasing /., and/or the
set of included clusters—one can systematically build quan-
titative spin models. In practice, care must be taken to mon-
itor and mitigate overfitting during model selection. Finally,

we note a conceptual distinction from approaches based on
the magnetic force theorem (MFT) [49, 50] when evaluating
higher-order interactions [51, 52]. MFT extracts interaction
parameters from the energy change under infinitesimal spin
rotations about a chosen reference state and uses the variation
of the single-particle (band) energy within a frozen potential.
By contrast, the SCE method samples finite rotations and fits
to quantities obtained from fully self-consistent DFT calcula-
tions, thereby reflecting the toral DFT energy, including band
energy and double-counting corrections. Consequently—and
provided finite-size effects are adequately controlled—SCE
offers a complementary, self-consistent route to estimating
higher-order couplings, particularly in regimes with finite ro-
tations or longitudinal fluctuations, and thus serves as a natural
counterpart to the MFT analyses.

III. DISCUSSION

We have proposed a supercell-based framework for evaluat-
ing magnetic interactions of arbitrary form within SCE. In this
approach, diverse spin configurations and their site-resolved
magnetic torques are computed by constrained noncollinear-
spin DFT and used as training data, enabling a highly efficient



torque-fitted regression for the SCE model. We applied this
framework to representative chiral magnet systems, B20-type
FeGe and its variants Mn;_,Fe,Ge and Fe,_,Co,Ge. The
computed spiralization constant D agrees with other theoreti-
cal studies, and the compositions where the helical period di-
verges are also correctly reproduced. As a distinctive strength
of SCE, we have demonstrated the importance of higher-order
interactions in moderately disordered magnetic states of FeGe.
At elevated temperature, the Fe magnetic moments exhibit
a wide variance around the modal value. As a result, the
lowest-order truncation fails to maintain torque predictive ac-
curacy, whereas including higher-order terms restores agree-
ment. The variance of the local moment strongly depends
on the local magnetic disorder (i.e., relative spin angles be-
tween nearest-neighbor spins), and higher-order interactions
play a compensating role when these relative angles become
large. Thus, although the SCE model does not include an
explicit degree of freedom for the moment magnitude, spin-
configuration-dependent changes in the moment length are
implicitly captured through higher-order interactions.

A variety of extensions of the SCE framework are con-
ceivable. In this work we preselected a magnetic state of
interest and sampled spin configurations in its vicinity; how-
ever, because the SCE basis is complete and orthogonal, it
can—within the regime where the mapping from spin con-
figuration to energy is single-valued—represent the energies
of arbitrary magnetic states. When combined with strategies
that efficiently sample a broad manifold of configurations, this
should enable quantitative descriptions over wide temperature
ranges and high-fidelity predictions of more complex magnetic
textures. While the use of supercells increases computational
cost, it also enables direct treatments of atomic displacements.
Since spin and lattice degrees of freedom can couple strongly
(e.g., via lattice vibrations [52—56] and magneto-elastic effects
[57-59]), a supercell approach that explicitly displaces atoms
offers a route to computing spin—lattice coupling with higher
accuracy.

IV. METHODS
A. Constrained noncollinear-spin DFT

For the constrained noncollinear-spin DFT calculations, we
used the VASP package [60, 61] with the projector augmented-
wave (PAW) method [62] and the generalized-gradient approx-
imation functional of Perdew, Burke, and Ernzerhof (PBE)
[63]. The constrained local moment approach [29] was em-
ployed to fix the directions of the atomic magnetic moments,
while allowing their magnitudes to relax. Spin—orbit cou-
pling was included self-consistently. The electronic energy-
convergence threshold was set to 10~7 eV/atom. A plane-wave
cutoff energy of 300 eV and a 5 X 5 x 5 k-point grid were used
for a 2 x 2 x 2 cubic supercell (64 atoms). The lattice constant
and internal atomic positions were taken from the experimental
values of FeGe reported in Ref. [34]. Atomic radii of 1.242 A
for Fe and 1.161 A for Ge were used for the constrained local
moment calculations.
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B. Conversion from the SCE model to a conventional spin
model

For the | = 1 sector we relabel the real spherical harmonics
by Cartesian indices via Z1, = Z11, Z1y = Z17, and 2y, =
ZlO, and define Zl (él) = (le(él), Zly(éi), le(éi))T. Us-
ing

\ 47‘(/3 Zl(éz) = éi,

the two-body [ = 1 contribution of the SCE energy can be
written as

EZ =4n Y Zi(e)" I Zu(e)) (56)
1,5,4#]
=3 &3Ve = Y elgye, (5D
15,477 1,597

with the identification

Jij =330, = (J) (58)

155 ALV)M ve{z,y,z}’
Thus the conventional exchange tensor 7 is obtained directly
from the I = 1 block of the SCE coefficients. Decomposing
Ji; into isotropic, symmetric traceless, and antisymmetric
parts gives

1
Jij = —5 tr ,_77;j, (59)
1
iy =5 (Jiy + T5) + Ji 1, (60)
1
Wij = 5(Jis = T3), (61)

where [ is the identity matrix. The antisymmetric exchange
Wi, is in one-to-one correspondence with the Dzyaloshinskii—
Moriya (DMI) vector D;;. At the component level,

7= easy D}, (62)
.
1 B
= izgaﬁv Wi, (63)
apf

so that, combining with W;; = %(Jij — \75),
D}, = Zaam b T (64)

In matrix form, Eq. (62) is equivalent to

0 D; -DY
Wy=|-D; 0o Dy |. (65)
DYy’ —-D% 0

Moreover, for any vectors a, b one has the identity
a"W;;b = D;j-(axb), (66)

which makes the equivalence of the antisymmetric exchange
term & W;;€; and the DMI form D;;-(é; x é;) explicit.
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Real spherical harmonics in the Cartesian coordinates

Here we summarize the derivation of the Cartesian forms of the real spherical harmonics and their derivatives. The real
spherical harmonics Z;,, are defined in terms of the complex Y7,,, as
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Yo + (=1)"Ym), m > 0,
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Zim = { Yo, m =0, (1
Sl jml
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and the Cartesian form of the complex spherical harmonics Y}, for m > 0is [1]
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where 7 = —m and [m| = —|m/|. For m < 0, the corresponding expressions follow from the relation Y, = (— )|’”‘Y’|k E
For m > 0, suppressing the site index and writing (e, e,, e, for the Cartesian components,
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where [z] denotes the floor function (i.e., the largest integer less than or equal to ), and (’Z) is the binomial coefficient. Similarly,
form < 0,
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Form =0,
Zio = Yio = Po(es).
In the above derivations we used the identities

0 if k is odd
2(—=1)F/2 ifkiseven’

(i) = 2i(—1)* /2 if k is odd '
0 if k is even

The Cartesian derivatives then follow directly. For m > 0,
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