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Within the framework of the time-dependent Ginzburg-Landau theory we show that circularly
polarized THz or far-infrared radiation induces a dc supercurrent that influences the dynamics of
vortex-antivortex pair formation in a mesoscopic superconductor undergoing rapid thermal quench-
ing. The Lorentz force arising from the supercurrents promotes vortex-antivortex separation and
allows survival of the vortex polarity defined by the helicity of light. Based on this idea, we propose
a two-stage irradiation scheme that provides a powerful method for controlled all-optical generation
of Abrikosov vortices.

I. INTRODUCTION

Optical manipulation of Abrikosov vortices is an at-
tractive topic due to the simplicity of its experimental
implementation and its perspectives for superconducting
optoelectronic devices. A simple mechanism of the light -
vortex interaction originates from the local heating of su-
perconductor by a tightly focused laser beam [1–4]. The
induced thermal gradient ∇T [5, 6] offers a possibility
of fast and precise manipulation of individual Abrikosov
vortices, demonstrated recently in Ref. [7]. Interestingly,
a strong laser pulse by itself is able to generate vortices in
superconductors by the Kibble-Zurek mechanism. First
introduced in cosmology [8, 9] and later generalized to the
systems with broken U(1) symmetry [10–12], this mech-
anism can describe the formation of topological defects
during rapid thermal quench after heating the sample
with a thermal pulse. Such a scenario has been observed
in a superfluid helium [13–15], superconducting systems
[16–20] and cold atoms condensate [21, 22]. In supercon-
ductors, Kibble-Zurek mechanism always results in the
creation of vortex-antivortex pairs which should annihi-
late during the post-quench dynamics. The presence of
pinning centers in the superconductor prevents the anni-
hilation process making it possible to experimentally vi-
sualize the generated vortex-antivortex pairs [18, 19]. In
order to generate the vortex with a desired polarity at a
desired position, one can use a focused laser pulse, which
initiates the local rapid quench of the superconductor in
the presence of a weak magnetic field (see Ref. [23]). The
combined effect of the thermal force fT ∼ −∇T and the
Lorentz force arising from Meissner currents fL ∼ jM
is able to separate vortex-antivortex pairs formed after
quench with further transfer of desired polarity at the po-
sition of the laser spot and expelling the opposite fluxes
to the edges of the superconductor.
The aim of this study is to consider an optical mech-

anism of inducing supercurrent, which can be used for a
separation of vortex-antivortex pairs in a superconduc-
tor. The basic idea is to replace an external magnetic
field with a light radiation carrying a nonzero angular

momentum. For instance, transfer of the orbital angular
momentum from Laguerre-Gaussianmode to the trapped
Bose-Einstein condensate can excite persistent currents,
which have been observed experimentally [24, 25]. On
the other hand, it is expected that the electromagnetic
wave with a spin angular momentum or just character-
ized by the circular polarization of a given helicity σ±
can excite the circulating dc currents in a superconduc-
tor. This problem is very similar to the so-called Inverse
Faraday Effect (IFE) consisting in generation of the mag-
netic moment in the sample irradiated by a circularly
polarized electromagnetic wave [26, 27]. In the case of
a superconducting system, the light-induced dynamics of
the order parameter comprises a nondissipative oscilla-
tory contribution, which arises from the imaginary part
of the order parameter relaxation time and creates the
currents maintaining a nonzero magnetic moment [28]. It
was theoretically shown [29, 30] that the interplay of the
Kibble-Zurek mechanism and IFE in the case of a super-
conducting ring leads to the generation of the circulating
current states with the rotation directions controlled by
the external light polarization.

In the present paper we discuss the properties of IFE
for the superconductor beyond the perturbation theory
considered in Ref. [28] and demonstrate the possibil-
ity of using this effect for the vortex generation using
the numerical solution of the time-dependent Ginzburg-
Landau (TDGL) equations. More precisely we consider a
mesoscopic superconductor homogenously quenched by a
strong laser pulse and exposed to the circularly polarized
THz radiation which provokes the IFE. We show that
currents induced by the IFE lock up the vortices with
the polarity dependent on the circular polarization helic-
ity, thereby realizing the all-optical vortex generation.

Note that the question of the vortex generation due to
the direct transfer of the angular momentum to the su-
perconducting condensate has already been addressed in
Ref. [31]. However, the analysis in Ref. [31] was based
on the linearized TDGL equation which can not properly
describe an essentially nonlinear problem of the vortex
generation. The linearized model simply does not allow
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selecting the stable solutions. Moreover, in Ref. [31] the
purely real relaxation constant is considered, but in this
case, the IFE is merely absent. In contrast, the present
study proposes different mechanism of the vortex gener-
ation, where the IFE plays the key role and the nonlinear
TDGL model was used for the correct description of all
stages of nucleation and evolution of vortices.

II. MODEL

The temporal evolution of the complex-valued order
parameter ψ(r, t) and the electric scalar potential ϕ(r, t)
in a superconductor square film is described by the mod-
ified TDGL equations:

τψ
(

1 + iη
)

∂̃tψ =
{

a(t)− |ψ|2 − ξ2D2
}

ψ + f(r, t), (1)

∇2ϕ+
~

2eτGL

divjs = 0, (2)

which are supplemented by the boundary conditions:

D · n
∣

∣

∣

S
ψ = 0, ∇ϕ · n

∣

∣

∣

S
= 0. (3)

Here covariant operators D = (−i∇ − 2π
Φ0

A) and ∂̃t =

( ∂∂t + 2e
~
iϕ) are introduced; ψ is expressed in terms

of the equilibrium value of the order parameter in the
absence of fields ψ0; A is a vector potential; js =
Im[ψ(∇ + i 2π

Φ0

A)ψ∗] is a supercurrent density; a(t) =

(Tc − T (t))/(Tc− T0) is a temperature profile created by
the homogeneous laser heating. The parameter τψ =
(π~/8kBTc)/(1 − T0/Tc) is an order parameter relax-
ation time at the temperature T0. The crucial assump-
tion which allows one to describe the dynamics of ψ in
terms of the equations (1,2) is valid for gapless super-
conducting systems. Here we also introduce an imagi-
nary part of the relaxation time of the order parame-
ter proportional to a certain parameter η. This is the
key parameter responsible for the IFE [28], which ap-
pears due to the broken electron-hole symmetry [32–
35]. As a length unit we use here the coherence length

ξ = ξ0/
√

1− T0/Tc and the time unit is τGL = τψ/u,
where u is the dimensionless characteristic time scale of
the TDGL theory [32, 36]. Thermal fluctuations in a su-
perconductor can be simulated using a delta-correlated
stochastic force f(r, t) [33, 37, 38], which is normalized as
〈f(r, t)f(r′, t′)〉 ≈ (4π16ξ2λ2LτψTc/Φ

2
0)δ(r − r′)δ(t − t′),

where λL is the London penetration depth and Φ0 is a
magnetic flux quantum. The origin of the coordinate
system is chosen in the center of the sample, so that
{x, y} ∈ [−L/2, L/2].
For a rather small sample of the size L much less than

the wavelength of the electromagnetic radiation one can
assume the electric field Eext(r, t) of the electromagnetic
wave to be uniform over the superconductor (see Fig.
3(a)), and the corresponding time-dependent dimension-
less vector potential can be written in the form:

Aext(t) = Re
[

− icEext/ω(x0 + σ±iy0)e
−iωt

]

.

Here c is the speed of light and the circular polarization
is defined as σ± = ±1 for different helicity of the elec-
tromagnetic wave. Dimensional unit for an electric field
amplitude is E0 = ~/2eτGLξ, for a supercurrent and mag-
netic moment per unit area is j0 = M0c = σnE0, where
σn is a conductivity of a superconductor in a normal state
and c is the speed of light. We consider the case of small
lateral sizes L ≪ λ2L/d, where d is the sample thickness,
therefore we can neglect the contribution to the magnetic
field induced by the supercurrents. This condition allows
us to treat the function Aext(t) as an external source in
the Eqs. (1, 2) by using a direct substitution A ≡ Aext.
Numerical calculation is implemented as follows: for

each moment of time, the Poisson’s equation (2) for the
potential ϕ is solved using the Fourier method; then using
the value of ϕ(x, y, t) we find the order parameter from
Eq. (1) in the next time step ψ(x, y, t + ∆t) using the
semi-implicit Crank-Nicolson scheme.

III. STATIONARY REGIME OF IFE

First, we address the stationary case - without heat-
ing and quench dynamics. An alternating harmonic
electric field of a circularly polarized THz radiation of
frequency ω induces a supercurrent with the density
js(r, t) = Re

∑

n js,n(r)e
inωt including all harmonics nω

with an integer n. Note here that the even-n harmonics
in the superconducting condensate response appear only
for a nonzero imaginary part of the order parameter re-
laxation time: η 6= 0. An example of the multi-harmonic
oscillations of the supercurrent js is shown in Fig. 1(a).
According to the IFE theory for the superconducting con-
densate [28], the same parameter η is responsible for a
nonzero averaged supercurrent induced by the electro-
magnetic wave:

〈js(r)〉T =
1

T

∫ T

0

js(r, t)dt, (4)

where T = 2π/ω is a period of the electric field. The
direction of the current flow is determined by the helicity
of the circular polarized wave σ±. The spatial distribu-
tion of the dc current is controlled by two characteris-
tic length scales: (i) the electric field penetration length
[32, 39] ℓE = ξ/

√
u; (ii) the phenomenological frequency-

dependent length ℓω ∼ ξ/
√
ω. While the first length

ℓE is the length of conversion of normal currents to the
superconducting ones, the ℓω value can be qualitatively
considered as a localization scale of the order parameter
amplitude and phase [28]. It is worth noting that the ap-
plicability of the TDGL model for externally driven pro-
cesses is provided by a condition ωτGL < Tc/(Tc − T0),
where Tc is a critical temperature of a superconductor
and T0 is a substrate temperature. From the general
constraint on the time variation of the order parameter
ωGL ≡ τ−1

GL ≪ τ−1
ε , where τε is the inelastic relaxation

time of quasiparticles [32, 39], we obtain an additional
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FIG. 1. (a) Steady-state oscillations of the supercurrent jsy(x = L/2, y = 0, t) in the square superconductor with a side
L = 7ξ with a nonzero average 〈jsy〉T (dashed lines) under the radiation of an external field with a frequency ωτGL = 2 (period
T = πτGL) for parameters u = 1, η = 0.3. (b, c) Spatial distribution of the averaged supercurrent 〈jsy(x, y = 0)〉T along a central
section of the superconductor for different values of the electric field penetration length ℓE and frequency ω for η = 0.3 ; the
amplitude of the external field is different for the different frequencies with the fixed relation Eext/ω = Aext/c = 0.75(E0τGL).

condition ω ≪ Tc/(Tc−T0)τ−1
ε , which is always satisfied

in the vicinity of Tc.
The distribution of y-component of the dc current 〈js〉T

induced by the radiation with σ+ polarization for differ-
ent values of ω and u is presented in Fig. 1. It is straight-
forward from the fourfold symmetry of the problem that
the distribution 〈jsx(x = 0, y)〉T can be obtained by π/2
rotation. For convenience, the amplitude of the time-
dependent vector potential Aext = cEext/ω is fixed for
all plots: Aext = 0.75(cE0τGL). We observe that the
transition from the adiabatic ωτGL . 1 to the nonadi-
abatic ωτGL ≫ 1 regime is accompanied by the strong
decrease of the localization length of the supercurrent
〈js(r)〉T for u ≪ 1 and rather weak decrease for u ≫ 1.
The localization length of the supercurrent is determined
by the frequency ω when the largest length scale in the
superconductor is ℓE ∼ L and mainly by the parameter
u when this length scale is ℓω . L (see Fig. 1). There-
fore the supercurrent is always localized at the smallest
length scale ∼ min{ℓE , ℓω}.

IV. MAGNETIC MOMENT

The averaged current 〈js〉T produces a dc magnetic
moment per unit area MT = L−2

∫

[r×〈js(r)〉T ]dr, with
a direction determined by the light polarization. The
dependencies of the modulus of the magnetic moment
|MT | ≡ MT on different parameters are shown in Fig.
2. Figure 2a demonstrate that with a small amplitude
of the vector potential, the moment grows quadratically

as MT ∼ A2
ext and after passing the maximum value at

Aext ≈ 0.75(cE0τGL) the moment begins to decrease due
to the suppression of the order parameter ψ, shown in
Fig. 2(b). The term |A|2 in the TDGL equation for
the order parameter can be treated as a negative con-
tribution to the critical temperature Tc, therefore su-
perconductivity is destroyed and the moment decreases
to zero at Aext ≈ 1.0(cE0τGL), which corresponds to

Eext ≈ ω
√

0.5Hc2(T0)Φ0/c
2 in dimensional units. At

low frequencies and large amplitudes of the external
field, the distribution of the order parameter and, cor-
respondingly, the supercurrent js become strongly inho-
mogeneous, which leads to a shift of the maximum of
MT (Eext) at ωτGL = 1 relative to the curves plotted for
larger frequencies. The moment MT as a function the
frequency ω has a peak shown in Fig. 2(d). For the
fixed amplitude of the external filed Eext the moment
grows linearly MT ∼ ω at ωτGL ≪ 1 and decreases as
MT ∼ ω−3 at ωτGL & 1. This behavior is in a good agree-
ment with the perturbative analytical solution provided
in [28]. Using the optimal parameters one can achieve
the most efficient interaction of the dc current produced
by IFE with Abrikosov vortices generated by the thermal
quench, which is discussed below.

V. NUMERICAL SIMULATION OF THE
VORTEX GENERATION

In order to implement the optical generation of the
Abrikosov vortices with a desired polarity, we consider a
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FIG. 2. Dependence of the dc magnetic moment MT in the square superconductor with a side L = 7ξ on different parameters
(a, c, d). Subplot (b) shows the dependence of the amplitude of the order parameter |ψ|(x = 0, y = 0) on the Eext and
corresponds to (a). Sets of parameters are chosen as follows: (a, b) u = 1, η = 0.3; (c) u = 1, Aext = 0.6(cE0τGL); (d) η = 0.3,
Eext = 0.06E0;

process consisting of two subsequent illumination stages
(see Fig.3(a)): (i) before the time instant t = 0 the su-
perconductivity in the film is completely destroyed due
to the sample heating by a strong laser pulse with the
beam radius well exceeding the size L; (ii) a rapid ther-
mal quench occurs at the second stage for t > 0 in
the presence of a weak circularly polarized electromag-
netic wave. We assume that the temperature distribu-
tion over the film is uniform and its time evolution can
be described by the phenomenological expression [20]:
T (t) = T0 + (Ti − T0)e

−t/τq , where Ti is an initial tem-
perature of the superconductor and τq is a character-
istic heat drain time. Following this model and tak-
ing Ti > Tc we assume the homogeneous initial condi-
tions ψ(r, t = 0) = 0. After the start of the quench at
t = 0, superconductivity begins to recover in the pres-
ence of the thermal fluctuations f(r, t) and, according
to the Kibble-Zurek mechanism, the vortex-antivortex
pairs appear throughout the sample. Further dynam-
ics of these vortex pairs at times t ≫ τq is affected by
the circularly polarized radiation with the frequency ω.
Since the induced current has both dc and ac compo-
nents, the equation of the motion for the vortex has a
quite complicated form. The alternating electric field
produces local oscillations of the vortex position which
are observable at ω . τ−1

GL and are averaged at larger
frequencies. The averaged part of the current produces
a Lorentz force fL ∼ 〈j〉T acting on a single vortex. The
direction of the force is defined both by the sign of the
polarization σ± and the vortex winding number, or po-

larity: nv = 1
2π

∮

l
∇ arg(ψ)dl, where l is the anticlockwise

oriented contour around a single vortex. In the following
we use the term ’vortex’ for nv = 1 and ’antivortex’ for
nv = −1. In the presence of the imaginary part of the
relaxation time η 6= 0 there is a Hall component of the
vortex motion (see, e.g., [32]). Phenomenologically one
can describe this effect as

σnv〈js〉T × z0 = α1vL + nvα2(η)vL × z0,

where vL is the local vortex velocity, α1vL is the viscous
drag force and α2 corresponds to the Hall effect. It is
useful to note that α2(η = 0) = 0 [32, 34, 35].
The dynamics of the superconducting condensate dur-

ing the quench process are presented in Fig. 3(c,d)
(see Supplementary movies [40]). At the initial stage
t ≈ 20τGL we observe the nucleation of the vortex-
antivortex pairs which are distributed randomly over the
superconductor area since the quench is homogeneous.
After that at t ≈ 50τGL the part of the pairs anni-
hilates and the remaining (anti)vortices begin to move
in the presence of the induced supercurrent. Since the
(anti)vortex-current interaction depends on the direction
of the dc supercurrent, the current acts selectively ex-
pelling the vortices with a certain polarity from the sam-
ple. It is shown in Fig. 3(c,d) that for the σ± polar-
ization only antivortices/vortices with nv = ∓1 survive
in the sample at the times t ∼ 700τGL. In the absence
of the pinning surviving (anti)vortices stay in the super-
conductor for quite a long time: they escape from the
superconductor only for t ≫ 700τGL. The formation
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FIG. 3. (a) Sketch of the proposed experimental setup: superconductor placed on a sapphire substrate is heated by an external
laser pulse and then quenched in the presence of a circularly polarized light. (Orange)blue arrows show (anti-)vortices created
after the rapid thermal quench. (c, d) Numerical simulations of a vortex nucleation and dynamics in the presence of a circularly
polarized light with σ+ and σ

−
polarization. (b) Pinning of the vortex by a small square defect after vortex nucleation. Panels

(b-d) show the modulus |ψ| and the phase φ of the order parameter for different time instants. White circles with a dot(cross)
denote vortices with a polarity nv = 1(−1). (e, f) Probability of the creation of the vortices with a certain vorticity the for
different polarizations σ+ and σ

−
. The number of the implementations (unique simulations) is Nimp = 20 for each subplot.

The set of parameters used for the calculation (b-f): L = 80ξ, u = 1, ωτGL = 10, η = 0.3 , Eext = 7.5E0, τq = 1.0τGL.

of vortex-antivortex pairs is controlled by a stochastic
force and in order to establish the correlation between
a given polarization and the polarity of vortices surviv-
ing at large times one needs to consider a statistical de-
pendence Nv(σ), where Nv =

∑

nv is the sum over all
vortices. This dependence is shown in Fig. 3(e,f) and
it is clearly seen that Nv(σ+) ≤ 0 and Nv(σ−) ≥ 0 for
Nimp = 20 implementations for each polarization. Ob-
viously, the distributions for σ+ and σ− should be sym-
metric in the limit Nimp → ∞. Note that among the
results of calculations we also observe the implementa-
tions with Nv = 0 when all the vortices and antivortices
are either annihilated or leaving the sample for the times
t ∼ 700τGL. In the case of linear polarization, which is
the sum of two waves with opposite helicities, we observe
only Nv = 0 for the times t & 700τGL, since the IFE is
absent.

Obviously, the escape of vortices from the supercon-
ductor can be additionally prevented by introduction of
pinning centers. In order to strengthen the influence of
pinning we should place these centers near the edges of
the superconductor, where the dc supercurrent 〈js〉T is
maximal and plays, thus, a stronger role in separation of

vortex-antivortex pairs (see Fig. 2(b,c)). An example of
such a process is shown in Fig. 3(b) for the case of the
square defects with locally suppressed superconducting
critical temperature Tc [40]. Numerical simulation shows
that the polarity of the pinned vortices is consistent with
the helicity of the light polarization, according to the sta-
tistical dependence Nv(σ). These observations prove the
possibility of creation of vortices with a certain polar-
ity in the absence of the applied magnetic field only by
the circularly polarized electromagnetic wave. Generated
vortices contribute to the dc magnetic moment providing,
thus, a possibility to observe the enhanced IFE.

VI. DISCUSSION

Reduction in the parameter η, used in the simulation
of the vortex dynamics above, leads to a decrease in
the amplitude of the averaged current (see Fig. 2(c)),
which makes locking of a vortex with a desired polar-
ity less likely. Therefore, an experimental observation of
the light-induced vortex generation is possible in mate-
rials with relatively large imaginary part of the super-
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conducting relaxation time η ∼ Tc/EF . 1. Since the
parameter η is also responsible for the Hall effect and the
Hall-anomaly in the vortex state of type-II superconduc-
tors [32, 34, 35], promising candidates for an experiment
can be high-Tc compounds, where studies indicate rel-
atively large Hall effect [41–45]. Among other possible
candidates with quite a large relation Tc/EF ∼ 0.3 one
can mention the class of actively studied iron selenides
[46, 47].
Consider a specific example of a thin YBCO sample

with the size L ∼ 0.1 − 4 µm and d ∼ 10nm. For the
substrate temperature T0 ≈ 0.98Tc (with Tc ≈ 90 K)
the typical frequency of the circularly polarized radiation
used in the calculation corresponds to the far infrared
range ω ∼ 10/τGL ∼ 50 THz. Corresponding intensity
of the polarized radiation at which the effect is the most
pronounced is I ≈ 5 · 10−2 µW/µm2. Note, that low
temperature materials Nb or FeSe with Tc ∼ 9 K require
a terahertz frequency range ω ∼ 1−10 THz. The control
of the quench time τq in an experiment is possible due to
good heat removal from the superconductor ensured by,
for example, sapphire substrate film (see Fig. 1) with a
typical thickness ∼ 1 µm [23]. It provides large thermal
conductivity ∼ 103 W/mK [48], which ensures the heat
transfer of a surface power density of the order of ∼ 10
µW/µm2 at the temperature change of the superconduc-
tor ∆T ∼ 10−2 K.
Vortex polarity can be detected with the local vor-

tex imaging provided by the SQUID measurements with
sub-micron spatial resolution [49–51], the scanning mag-
netometry with nitrogen-vacancy centers in diamonds
[52, 53], the magneto-optical imaging based on Faraday
rotation of light polarization [7, 23, 54] or magnetic force
microscopy technique [55, 56]. It is also possible to use
an array of superconducting disks [57] simultaneously ir-
radiated with polarized radiation, while the average mag-
netic moment can be measured using a standard SQUID
magnetometer technique [58].
In summary, we theoretically showed that vortex-

antivortex pairs created by a thermal laser pulse in a
superconductor can be separated by the dc supercurrent
induced by an external circularly polarized radiation due
to IFE. This leads to effective locking of vortices with
a certain polarity inside the superconductor, determined
by the light polarization. The findings of this research
can be applied in experiments on a fast vortex manipu-
lation in mesoscopic superconductors.
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F. J. Mompeán, M. Garćıa-Hernández, C. Munuera, J. A.
Sánchez, Y. Fasano, M. V. Milošević, H. Suderow, and
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