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In superconducting ferrom agnets the equilbrium dom ain structure is absent In the M eissner state,
but appears in the spontaneousvortex phase (them ixed state In zero extemalm agnetic eld), though
w ith a period, which can essentially exceed that In nom al ferrom agnets. M etastable dom ain walls
are possible even in the M eissner state. The dom ain walls create m agnetostatic elds near the
sam ple surface, which can be used for experim ental detection of dom ain walls.

PACS numbers: 7425Ha, 74904 n, 7560 d

R ecently there has been a grow ing interest to m ateri-
als, in which superconductivity and ferrom agnetisn co-
exist @J{:’_&']. A num ber of unusual phenom ena and struc—
tureshavebeen predicted and cbserved, spontaneousvor—
tex phase as an example i_é,:j] But the theory m ostly
addressed m acroscopically uniform structures, whereas
ferrom agnetic m aterials, even ideally uniform , ineviably
have a dom ain structure, which is a ground-state prop—
erty of ferrom agnets. So a further progress In studying
m aterials w ith coexisting ferrom agnetism and supercon-—
ductivity requires an analysis of the dom ain structure.
The present work is the st step in this direction.

An ob fct ofthe study isam aterdal, in which them ag-
netic transition occurs earlier, ie. at a higher tem pera—
ture, than the superconductivity onset. This was called
\superconducting ferrom agnet" fj], in contrast to \ferro—
m agnetic (or m agnetic) superconductors”" where the su-
perconductivity sets in before the m agnetic transition,
w hich have been studied m ostly in the past ig]. C om peti-
tion of ferrom agnetism and superconductivity m ay resul
In various structures w ith the m agnetic m om ent rotating
In space (gpiral structures, cryptoferrom agnetisn and so
on). Thisalso can be considered asa \dom ain structure",
but w ith a period detem ined by intrinsic properties of
m aterials. However, our goal is the dom ain structure
due to m agnetostatic elds generated by nonzero aver—
age buk m agnetization M" . In this case the dom ain size
depends on a sam ple size. W e shall consider type-IT su—
perconductivity, bearing In m ind ruthenocuprates 'E: ;'gi,B],
w hich are type IT high-T. superconductors.

Before analyzing the dom ain structure it is useful to
sum m arize the m agnetic properties of a sihgle-dom ain
superconducting ferrom agnet. The total free energy of
the superconducting ferrom agnet can be w ritten as tj]
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where is the London penetration depth and B is the
m agnetic induction. The energy fg M ;r M) is the ex—
change energy, which depends on the absolute valie of
M and on gradients of M". As a ruk E}I], in m agnetic
m aterials this is the largest energy, which xesM . The
anisotropy energy K M =M ) is an aller and depends on

the direction of M . W e shall consider a stripe m agnetic
structure, which is possble only ifK essentially exceeds
the m agnetostatic energy M2 {]. The latter is deter—
m ined by the magnetic ed H = B 4 M fthe thid
tem in Eqg. @')]. T he expression Eq. @') includes also
the kinetic energy related to the superconducting current
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where | is the m agnetic— ux quantum , ’ is the phase
of the superconducting order param eter, and the vector
potential & determ ines the m agnetic induction B = ¥
K. The kinetic energy of superconducting currents is
absent in a nom al ferrom agnet.

M inin ization of the energy w ith respect to the vector
potential A yields the M axw ell equation
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Together w ith the equation
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this yields the London equation which determ nes B :
‘¥ f BlJ+B=0: ®)

Here we took Into account that £ M = 0 Inside do—
m ains. In contrast to Ref. tj], we neglect the di erential
susceptbility M does not depend on a m agnetic eld),
which renom alizes the London penetration depth.

T hese equations and the boundary conditions at the
sam ple boundary (continuiy of the tangential com po—
nent of H' and of the nom al com ponent ofB') yild the
distrdbbution of B and H . This distrdbution is shown in
Fig. -'_]: for the case of M" parallel to the sam ple bound-
ary and for zero extermalm agnetic eld. T he m agnetic
Induction and the related m agnetic ux exist only in the
layer of the thickness . M eissner currents in this layer
screen the intemal eld 4 M, aswellas they screen the
extermalm agnetic eld in a nonm agnetic superconductor.

Let us consider now the m ixed state of the supercon—
ducting ferrom agnetic, In which vortices (m agnetic ux-—
ons) are present in the bulk. Since ferrom agnetian does
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not a ect the London equation ("_6'), one expect the sam e
m agnetic-induction distrbution in the m ixed state as for
nonm agnetic type IT superconductors ij], and the free
energy is given by

Fo M;B)=ff +K+2M?2 B M +F,B); (6

where Fg B ) is the free energy of a nonm agnetic type
IT superconductor, and B now is the m agnetic lnduction
averaged over the vortex-array cell. The energy Fo B)
containsboth them agnetic energy B ?=8 and the kinetic
energy of the superconducting currents inside the vortex
cell. D eterm ining the m agnetic eld

QF,
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we see that the m agnetization curve of a superconduct—
Ing ferrom agnet is descrbbed by B = By (I + 4 M )
where By H ) is the equilbrium m agnetization curve for
a nonm agnetic type IT superconductor E'/.] Fig. :_Za) .Note
that in this relation the m agnetic eld H hasa di erent
physicalm eaning from that used in the M eissner state.
For the M eissner state we introduced H = B 4 M,
where the m om ent M originates from \m olecular" cur-
rents responsble for ferrom agnetisn , the superconduct-
Ing currents being treated as extemal currents. In the
m ixed state, which is considered now, it is m ore conve—
nienttode nethemagnetic edasiH =B 4 M +Myg),
ie. the de nition inclides also the diam agnetic m om ent
M= By H)=4 ofthe superconducting currents cir-
culating around vortex lnes in the m ixed state. Thus
these currents are treated in the sam e m anner asm olec—
ular currents responsible for ferrom agnetisn .

F jgure:_jb show sthat in a superconducting ferrom agnet
the M eissner state B = 0) existsuntilH + 4 M < H 1,
where Hop = ( o= ?)In( =) is the ower critical eld
In a nonm agnetic superconductor and  is the coher-
ence length, which determm ines the vortex core size. So
ferrom agnetism decreases the Iower critical eld H; =
Ha 4 M .If4 M > H.,theM eissner state is absent
Fig. :gic) and the superconducting ferrom agnet is in the
m ixed state w ith vortices penetrating into it even in zero
external eld H = 0. This is spontaneous vortex phase
w ith nonzero m agnetic induction B = By @4 M ) in the
buk.

Now let us consider form ation ofthe dom ain structure
In the standard geom etry ﬁ_ﬁ]: a shb of the thickness d
along the anisotropy easy axis y and in nite in direc-
tions of the axesx and z F1ig. :_3). W e start from a nor-
m al ferrom agnet. In the absence of an extemalm agnetic

eld the averagem agnetic induction inside the slab m ust
vanish. Therefore, B = 0 In a singledom ain structure
Fi. :;%a) , and there exists an uniform m agnetostatic eld
H = 4 M in the entire sam ple, an analog of the elec—
trostatic eld In a charged plane capacitor. This results
in a high m agnetostatic energy H =8 M 2. However,

the dom ain structure w ith period 1 (1 d) suppresses
this energy in the dom ain buk: H OandB = 4M,
except Prthe area  f near the sam ple boundary Fig.
r_db) . But the average Induction still vanishes, since M’
changes is sign from a dom ain to a dom ain. For the
stripe structure one can solve the equations ofm agneto—
statics, ¥ H = Oand ¥ H = 4 , ,exactly @i0l.
Here y = £ M isthem agnetic charge. Them agne-
tostatic energy per unit volum e of the slab is
22 1 21
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This energy is by a factor }=d Jess than the m agneto—
static energy in a single-dom ain structure. H ow ever, the
dom ain walls ncrease the energy. T he energy of one do—
m ain wall fperunit length alongthe slab) is K d,where

isthe wallthicknessand the num ericalfactor depends
on the detailed de nition ofK and . Its speci cation is
not essential for the present analysis. The dom an-wall
energy per uni volum e of the sam pl is

Kd —= K —: 9)
d 1

The equilbriim value of the period 1 is determ ined by

m inin ization ofthe energy E, + E4 [_EJ)]:
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Let us retum back to a superconducting ferrom agnet.
In the M eissner state the m agnetic induction m ust van—
ish in the bulk, which is com patible only w ith the single-
dom ain structure. Thus the equilbrium dom ain struc—
ture is Inpossibke in the M eissner state. However, do—
m ainsw ith the changing direction ofM" can appear in the
spontaneous vortex phase w ith nonzero B = B4 M ).
Like in a nom al ferrom agnet, them agnetic ux / B in
dom ains should produce the m agnetostatic elds in the
area %, but ;n a superconducting ferrom agnet these
elds areby the factorBg (4 M )=4 M smaller. W e can
take i into account introducing the e ective m agneti-
zation M = By (4 M )=4 . Then the period of the do—
m ain structure is given by Eqg. d_l-(_j), where M must be
replaced with M'. In the lim it of large 4 M Hc,
one hasM” ! M and the e ect of superconductivity on
the dom ain structure vanishes. In the opposie lm it of
anallM , when 4 M ! H, M wvanishes and the pe-
riod 1becom es In nite, as it should be in the M eissner
stated M < H ;. However, this calculation of 1assum es
that the penetration of the m agnetostatic eld Into a su—
perconducting ferrom agnet is sin ilar to the penetration
Into a nom al ferrom agnet. The assum ption is correct
if rigidity of the vortex array is negligble and the e ec—
tive penetration depth is n nite. W e can also consider
the opposite lim it of a very rigid vortex array, when the
m agnetostatic elds penetrate only into the layer of the



thickness . If 1, the penetration of the m agnetic
ux Into a superconductor becom es insigni cant. This
Increases the m agnetic elds outside the sam ple, aswell
as the totalm agnetostatic energy, by a factor of2, w %ﬂf
the correspondingly period 1decreases by a factorof 2
Fi. :g'c), in analogy w ith the e ect ofa superconducting
substrate on a dom ain size in a ferrom agnetic slab {_l-g']
T hus avoiding a detailed analysis of the vortex and eld
pattem in the dom ains close to the sam pﬂg?orderwe o=
only a num ericalfactorofnotm orethan 2. In any case,
superconductivity, which coexistsw ith ferrom agnetism in
the sam e bulk, always increases the dom ain size, In con—
trast to the superconductor-ferrom agnet bilayer, where
superconductivity shrinks ferrom agnetic dom ains [_1@]

The absence of the equilbrium dom ain structure in
the M eissner state does not rule out a possbility of
m etastabke dom ain walls, as topologically stable planar
defects. D om ains can appear also because of disorder, or
grain structure. T he structure ofthe dom ain wall should
be found by solution of the coupled equations of m ag—
netostatics and the London electrodynam ics. W e restrict
ourselves to the sin plest case, when the London penetra—
tion depth  essentially exceeds the dom ain wall thick—
ness . This means that at the spatial scales of order

the dom ain-wall structure is govermed by large ener-
gies fthe exchange energy and the anisotropy energy, see
Eqg. @')] and isnot a ected by the m agnetostatic and ki-
netic energy. O n the other hand, at scales one can

nd the distribbution of B and B from the London equa—
tion at constant M’ . This is shown for the B loch dom ain
wall (the m agnetization M" rotates in the plane of the
wall and does not produce the m agnetostatic charges)
n Fig. 'ffa. Though our picture corresponds to a 180
wall, a sin ilar picture is expected for any dom ain wall.
The jump of the tangential com ponent of the m om ent
M’ at the wallde nes the current sheet, responsible for
a jJmp of the m agnetic induction parallel to the wall,
w hereas a possble jum p of the nom al com ponent of M
(@ \charged" dom ain wall) would produce a Jum p of the
nom alcom ponent ofthe eld H .

The m agnetic ux on the opposite sides from the do—
main wall creates the m agnetostatic elds outside the
sam ple, w here the wallm eets the sam plke boundary Fig.
:ffb) . Them agnetic uxes, which exit from the sam ple at
two sides from the wall, are equal n m agnitude 4 M
perunit length along the wall) but opposite in direction.
Them agnetostatic eld from dom ain walls could be used
for their experin ental detection. At distances r
from a line, where the wallexits to the sam pl boundary,
this el isa dipol eld ofthe orderofM 2=r?.

In summ ary, the letter presents the rst analysis of
the dom ain structure in superconducting ferrom agnets.
T here is no equilbrium dom ain structure In a supercon—
ducting ferrom agnet In the M eissner state. In the spon—
taneous vortex phase the period of the dom ain structure

m ay essentially exceed that in the nom al ferrom agnet.
Butm etastable dom ain walls can exist even In theM eiss—
ner state. They generate the m agnetic ux In layers of
a thickness , which can be revealed by m agneto-optical
m ethodic.
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FIG .1. M agnetic Induction B (solid line), m agnetic eld H
(dashed lne),and 4 M (dotted line) at theboundary betw een
a superconducting ferrom agnet (x < 0) and vacuum (x > 0).
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FIG .2. M agnetization curve: a) nonm agnetic type-IT su-
perconductor; b) superconducting ferrom agnet, 4 M < Hi;
c) superconducting ferrom agnet, 4 M > H;.
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FIG.3. Domain structure in nom al and superconducting
ferrom agnets. The thick arrow s show directions of the m ag-
neticm om ent M, the thin lines w ith arrow s are force lines of
the m agnetostatic eld H' . The m agnetic charges are shown
by + and -. a) A sihgledom ain structure. In the whole
buk B = 0 and H = 4 M. b) A strdpe dom ain struc-
ture in a nom al ferrom agnet. T he m agnetostatic elds are
present in areas ? inside and outside the sam ple. In the
rest partsofdomainsH = 0 and B = 4 M. c) A supercon—
ducting ferrom agnet in the spontaneous vortex phase w ith a
rigid vortex array. The m agnetostatic elds appear only in
areas T outside the sam ple. In the buk ofdomainsH = 0
andB =Bo@4 M ).
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FIG.4. Domai wall in the M eissner state: a) M agnetic
induction B (solid line), m agnetic eld H (dashed line), and
4 M (dotted line) near the dom ain wall in the superconduct—
ing ferrom agnet. b) M agnetic ux lines around the exit ofthe
dom ain wall (ofthickness ) to the sam pl surface.



