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In superconducting ferrom agnetstheequilibrium dom ain structureisabsentin theM eissnerstate,

butappearsin thespontaneousvortexphase(them ixed statein zeroexternalm agnetic�eld),though

with a period,which can essentially exceed thatin norm alferrom 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 forexperim entaldetection ofdom ain walls.

PACS num bers:74.25.Ha,74.90.+ n,75.60.-d

Recently there hasbeen a growing interestto m ateri-

als,in which superconductivity and ferrom agnetism co-

exist[1{5].A num berofunusualphenom ena and struc-

tureshavebeen predicted andobserved,spontaneousvor-

tex phase as an exam ple [6,7]. But the theory m ostly

addressed m acroscopically uniform structures, whereas

ferrom agneticm aterials,even ideally uniform ,inevitably

have a dom ain structure,which is a ground-state prop-

erty offerrom agnets. So a further progressin studying

m aterialswith coexisting ferrom agnetism and supercon-

ductivity requires an analysis ofthe dom ain structure.

The presentwork isthe �rststep in thisdirection.

An objectofthestudy isam aterial,in which them ag-

netic transition occursearlier,i.e. ata highertem pera-

ture,than the superconductivity onset. Thiswascalled

\superconducting ferrom agnet"[7],in contrastto \ferro-

m agnetic (orm agnetic)superconductors" where the su-

perconductivity sets in before the m agnetic transition,

which havebeen studied m ostly in thepast[8].Com peti-

tion offerrom agnetism and superconductivity m ay result

in variousstructureswith them agneticm om entrotating

in space(spiralstructures,cryptoferrom agnetism and so

on).Thisalsocan beconsideredasa\dom ainstructure",

but with a period determ ined by intrinsic properties of

m aterials. However, our goalis the dom ain structure

due to m agnetostatic �elds generated by nonzero aver-

agebulk m agnetization ~M .In thiscase the dom ain size

dependson a sam ple size. W e shallconsidertype-IIsu-

perconductivity,bearingin m ind ruthenocuprates[1,4,5],

which aretype IIhigh-Tc superconductors.

Before analyzing the dom ain structure it is usefulto

sum m arize the m agnetic properties of a single-dom ain

superconducting ferrom agnet. The totalfree energy of

the superconducting ferrom agnetcan be written as[7]

F (~M ;~B )= fE + K +
(~B � 4�~M )2

8�
+
2��2

c2
j
2

s
; (1)

where � is the London penetration depth and ~B is the

m agnetic induction. The energy fE (M ;r ~M ) is the ex-

change energy,which depends on the absolute value of

M and on gradients of ~M . As a rule [9],in m agnetic

m aterialsthisisthe largestenergy,which �xesM . The

anisotropy energy K (~M =M ) is sm aller and depends on

the direction of ~M . W e shallconsidera stripe m agnetic

structure,which ispossibleonly ifK essentially exceeds

the m agnetostatic energy � M 2 [9].The latterisdeter-

m ined by the m agnetic �eld ~H = ~B � 4�~M [the third

term in Eq. (1)]. The expression Eq. (1) includes also

thekineticenergy related tothesuperconductingcurrent

~js =
c�0

8�2�2

 

~r ’ �
2� ~A

�0

!

; (2)

where �0 is the m agnetic-ux quantum ,’ is the phase

ofthe superconducting orderparam eter,and the vector

potential~A determ inesthem agneticinduction ~B = ~r �
~A. The kinetic energy of superconducting currents is

absentin a norm alferrom agnet.

M inim ization ofthe energy with respectto the vector

potential ~A yieldsthe M axwellequation

4�

c
~js = ~r � (~B � 4�~M )= ~r � ~B : (3)

Togetherwith the equation

~r � ~js = �
c

4��2
~B (4)

thisyieldsthe London equation which determ ines ~B :

�
2~r � [~r � ~B ]+ ~B = 0 : (5)

Here we took into account that ~r � ~M = 0 inside do-

m ains.In contrastto Ref.[7],weneglectthedi�erential

susceptibility (M doesnotdepend on a m agnetic �eld),

which renorm alizesthe London penetration depth.

These equations and the boundary conditions at the

sam ple boundary (continuity of the tangentialcom po-

nentof ~H and ofthe norm alcom ponentof ~B )yield the

distribution of ~B and ~H . This distribution is shown in

Fig. 1 for the case of ~M parallelto the sam ple bound-

ary and for zero externalm agnetic �eld. The m agnetic

induction and therelated m agneticux existonly in the

layerofthe thickness�. M eissnercurrentsin this layer

screen the internal�eld 4� ~M ,aswellasthey screen the

externalm agnetic�eld in anonm agneticsuperconductor.

Letusconsidernow the m ixed state ofthe supercon-

ducting ferrom agnetic,in which vortices(m agnetic ux-

ons)are presentin the bulk.Since ferrom agnetism does
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nota�ecttheLondon equation (5),oneexpectthesam e

m agnetic-induction distribution in them ixed stateasfor

nonm agnetic type II superconductors [7], and the free

energy isgiven by

Fm (~M ;~B )= fE + K + 2�M 2 � ~B � ~M + F0(B ); (6)

where F0(B ) is the free energy ofa nonm agnetic type

IIsuperconductor,and ~B now isthem agneticinduction

averaged over the vortex-array cell. The energy F0(B )

containsboth them agneticenergyB 2=8� and thekinetic

energy ofthesuperconducting currentsinsidethevortex

cell.Determ ining the m agnetic�eld

~H = 4�
@Fm

@~B
= 4�

@F0

@~B
� 4�~M ; (7)

we see thatthe m agnetization curve ofa superconduct-

ing ferrom agnet is described by B = B 0(j~H + 4� ~M j)

where B 0(H )isthe equilibrium m agnetization curve for

anonm agnetictypeIIsuperconductor[7](Fig.2a).Note

thatin thisrelation 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-

rentsresponsible forferrom agnetism ,the superconduct-

ing currents being treated as externalcurrents. In the

m ixed state,which is considered now,it is m ore conve-

nienttode�nethem agnetic�eld as ~H = ~B � 4�(~M + ~M s),

i.e.the de�nition includesalso the diam agneticm om ent
~M s = (~B 0 � ~H )=4� ofthe superconducting currentscir-

culating around vortex lines in the m ixed state. Thus

thesecurrentsaretreated in the sam em annerasm olec-

ularcurrentsresponsibleforferrom agnetism .

Figure2b showsthatin asuperconductingferrom agnet

theM eissnerstate(B = 0)existsuntilH + 4�M < H c1,

where H c1 = (�0=�
2)ln(�=�) is the lower critical�eld

in a nonm agnetic superconductor and � is the coher-

ence length,which determ ines the vortex core size. So

ferrom agnetism decreases the lower critical�eld ~H c1 =

H c1 � 4�M .If4�M > Hc1,theM eissnerstateisabsent

(Fig.2c)and the superconducting ferrom agnetisin the

m ixed statewith vorticespenetrating into iteven in zero

external�eld H = 0. This is spontaneous vortex phase

with nonzero m agnetic induction B = B 0(4�M ) in the

bulk.

Now letusconsiderform ation ofthedom ain structure

in the standard geom etry [9]: a slab ofthe thickness d

along the anisotropy easy axis y and in�nite in direc-

tionsofthe axesx and z (Fig.3).W e startfrom a nor-

m alferrom agnet.In theabsenceofan externalm agnetic

�eld theaveragem agneticinduction insidetheslab m ust

vanish. Therefore,B = 0 in a single-dom ain structure

(Fig.3a),and thereexistsan uniform m agnetostatic�eld
~H = � 4�~M in the entire sam ple,an analog ofthe elec-

trostatic �eld in a charged plane capacitor.Thisresults

in a high m agnetostatic energy H 2=8� � M 2.However,

the dom ain structure with period l(l� d) suppresses

thisenergy in thedom ain bulk: ~H � 0 and ~B = � 4�~M ,

exceptforthe area � l2 nearthe sam pleboundary (Fig.

3b). But the average induction stillvanishes,since ~M

changes its sign from a dom ain to a dom ain. For the

stripestructureonecan solvetheequationsofm agneto-

statics, ~r � ~H = 0 and ~r �~H = 4��M ,exactly [9,10].

Here�M = � ~r � ~M isthe m agnetic charge.Them agne-

tostaticenergy perunitvolum eofthe slab is

E s = 0:852M 2
l
2 �

1

ld
= 0:852M 2

l

d
: (8)

This energy is by a factor l=d less than the m agneto-

staticenergy in a single-dom ain structure.However,the

dom ain wallsincreasethe energy.Theenergy ofonedo-

m ain wall(perunitlength alongtheslab)is�K �d,where

� isthewallthicknessand thenum ericalfactor�depends

on thedetailed de�nition ofK and �.Itsspeci�cation is

not essentialfor the present analysis. The dom ain-wall

energy perunitvolum eofthe sam pleis

E w = �K d� �
1

ld
= �K

�

l
: (9)

The equilibrium value ofthe period lis determ ined by

m inim ization ofthe energy E w + E s [9]:

l=

r

�K

0:852M 2
�d : (10)

Letusreturn back to a superconducting ferrom agnet.

In the M eissnerstate the m agnetic induction m ustvan-

ish in thebulk,which iscom patibleonly with thesingle-

dom ain structure. Thus the equilibrium dom ain struc-

ture is im possible in the M eissner state. However,do-

m ainswith thechangingdirection of ~M can appearin the

spontaneousvortex phase with nonzero B = B 0(4�M ).

Like in a norm alferrom agnet,the m agnetic ux / B in

dom ainsshould produce the m agnetostatic �elds in the

area � l2,but in a superconducting ferrom agnet these

�eldsareby the factorB 0(4�M )=4�M sm aller.W e can

take it into account introducing the e�ective m agneti-

zation ~M = B 0(4�M )=4�. Then the period ofthe do-

m ain structure is given by Eq. (10),where M m ust be

replaced with ~M . In the lim it of large 4�M � H c1,

one has ~M ! M and the e�ectofsuperconductivity on

the dom ain structure vanishes. In the opposite lim it of

sm allM ,when 4�M ! H c1, ~M vanishes and the pe-

riod lbecom es in�nite,as it should be in the M eissner

state4�M < H c1.However,thiscalculation oflassum es

thatthepenetration ofthem agnetostatic�eld into a su-

perconducting ferrom agnetissim ilarto the penetration

into a norm alferrom agnet. The assum ption is correct

ifrigidity ofthe vortex array isnegligible and the e�ec-

tive penetration depth is in�nite. W e can also consider

the opposite lim itofa very rigid vortex array,when the

m agnetostatic �eldspenetrate only into the layerofthe
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thickness �. If� � l,the penetration ofthe m agnetic

ux into a superconductor becom es insigni�cant. This

increasesthe m agnetic �eldsoutside the sam ple,aswell

asthetotalm agnetostaticenergy,by a factorof2,while

the correspondingly period ldecreasesby a factorof
p
2

(Fig.3c),in analogy with thee�ectofasuperconducting

substrate on a dom ain size in a ferrom agnetic slab [10].

Thusavoiding a detailed analysisofthe vortex and �eld

pattern in thedom ainsclosetothesam pleborderwelose

onlyanum ericalfactorofnotm orethan
p
2.In anycase,

superconductivity,which coexistswith ferrom agnetism in

the sam ebulk,alwaysincreasesthe dom ain size,in con-

trast to the superconductor-ferrom agnet bilayer,where

superconductivity shrinksferrom agneticdom ains[10].

The absence of the equilibrium dom ain structure in

the M eissner state does not rule out a possibility of

m etastable dom ain walls,as topologically stable planar

defects.Dom ainscan appearalso becauseofdisorder,or

grain structure.Thestructureofthedom ain wallshould

be found by solution ofthe coupled equations ofm ag-

netostaticsand theLondon electrodynam ics.W erestrict

ourselvestothesim plestcase,when theLondon penetra-

tion depth � essentially exceeds the dom ain wallthick-

ness �. This m eans that at the spatialscales oforder

� the dom ain-wallstructure is governed by large ener-

gies[the exchangeenergy and theanisotropy energy,see

Eq.(1)]and isnota�ected by them agnetostaticand ki-

netic energy. O n the otherhand,atscales� � one can

�nd thedistribution of ~B and ~H from theLondon equa-

tion atconstant ~M .Thisisshown fortheBloch dom ain

wall(the m agnetization ~M rotates in the plane ofthe

walland does not produce the m agnetostatic charges)

in Fig. 4a. Though our picture corresponds to a 180�

wall,a sim ilar picture is expected for any dom ain wall.

The jum p ofthe tangentialcom ponent ofthe m om ent
~M atthe wallde�nes the currentsheet,responsible for

a jum p ofthe m agnetic induction parallelto the wall,

whereasa possiblejum p ofthe norm alcom ponentof ~M

(a \charged" dom ain wall)would producea jum p ofthe

norm alcom ponentofthe �eld ~H .

The m agnetic ux on the opposite sidesfrom the do-

m ain wallcreates the m agnetostatic �elds outside the

sam ple,wherethewallm eetsthesam pleboundary (Fig.

4b).Them agneticuxes,which exitfrom thesam pleat

two sidesfrom the wall,are equalin m agnitude (4�M �

perunitlength along thewall)butoppositein direction.

Them agnetostatic�eld from dom ain wallscould beused

for their experim entaldetection. At distances r � �

from a line,wherethewallexitsto thesam pleboundary,

this�eld isa dipole �eld ofthe orderofM �2=r2.

In sum m ary,the letter presents the �rst analysis of

the dom ain structure in superconducting ferrom agnets.

Thereisno equilibrium dom ain structurein a supercon-

ducting ferrom agnetin the M eissnerstate.In the spon-

taneousvortex phasetheperiod ofthedom ain structure

m ay essentially exceed that in the norm alferrom agnet.

Butm etastabledom ain wallscan existeven in theM eiss-

ner state. They generate the m agnetic ux in layersof

a thickness�,which can be revealed by m agneto-optical

m ethodic.
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FIG .1. M agneticinduction B (solid line),m agnetic�eld H

(dashed line),and 4�M (dotted line)attheboundarybetween

a superconducting ferrom agnet(x < 0)and vacuum (x > 0).
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FIG .2. M agnetization curve: a) nonm agnetic type-IIsu-

perconductor;b)superconducting ferrom agnet,4�M < H c1;

c)superconducting ferrom agnet,4�M > H c1.
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FIG .3. D om ain structure in norm aland superconducting

ferrom agnets. The thick arrows show directions ofthe m ag-

neticm om ent ~M ,thethin lineswith arrowsare force linesof

the m agnetostatic �eld ~H . The m agnetic charges are shown

by + and -. a) A single-dom ain structure. In the whole

bulk B = 0 and ~H = � 4� ~M . b) A stripe dom ain struc-

ture in a norm alferrom agnet. The m agnetostatic �elds are

present in areas � l
2 inside and outside the sam ple. In the

restpartsofdom ains H = 0 and ~B = 4� ~M . c)A supercon-

ducting ferrom agnet in the spontaneousvortex phase with a

rigid vortex array. The m agnetostatic �elds appear only in

areas� l
2
outside the sam ple.In the bulk ofdom ainsH = 0

and B = B 0(4�M ).
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a)

b)

FIG .4. D om ain wallin the M eissner state: a) M agnetic

induction B (solid line),m agnetic �eld H (dashed line),and

4�M (dotted line)nearthedom ain wallin thesuperconduct-

ing ferrom agnet.b)M agneticux linesaround theexitofthe

dom ain wall(ofthickness�)to the sam ple surface.
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