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M agnetically induced signatures in a thin �lm superconductor

Lars Egil Helseth

M ax Planck Institute ofColloidsand Interfaces,D-14424 Potsdam ,Germ any

Abstract

W e study the interaction between a one dim ensionalm agnetic nanostructure and a thin �lm

superconductor.Itisshown thatdi�erentm agnetic distributionsproducecharacteristic m agnetic

�eld signatures.M oreover,the m agnetic structure can inducea weak link in the superconducting

�lm ,orbepositioned directly above a prede�ned nonsuperconducting weak link.W eestim ate the

m agnetic ux associated with such a structure,and discuss a generalexpression for the energy

calculated within the London m odel.
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W eak links in superconductors have generated a lot ofinterest over the past decades,

both in thestudy ofconventionaland high Tc superconductors.M orerecently,research has

alsobeen focused towardsjunctionsin thin � lm s,duetotheirpotentialin futuretechnology

(see e.g. Ref. [1]and references therein). For such junctions it has been found that the

� eld is a superposition of� elds from Pearlvortices along the junction with a certain line

density[1].An interesting specialcaseisthegeneration ofweak linkswith spatially localized

m agnetic � elds. Creation ofa weak link in a bulk (orthick � lm )superconductor using a

m agnetic dom ain wallwas � rst proposed by Sonin[2]. In that paper expressions for the

m agnetic� eldswherefound,and itwasargued thatdom ain wallscan inducem ovableweak

links.In thecurrentpaperwetry toextend theideaofRef.[2]tothin � lm superconductors,

and estim ate the m agnetic � eld and  ux distribution associated with an one dim ensional

m agnetic nanostructure. The weak link could be a dom ain wall,generated and controlled

by a stresspattern orexternal� eld,oritcould bea stationary prefabricated nanom agnetic

stripe.A particularadvantageofusingm agneticdom ain wallsasweak linksisthatthey can

bem oved athigh speeds,and m ay thereforehavepotentialapplicationsin future uxtronics

devices.On theotherhand,in a prefabricated m agneticstripe(e.g.perm alloy)thepolarity

ofthe m agnetic vectorcould easily be switched by an external� eld[3]. Thiscould also be

ofinterestforcreation and annihilation ofvortices. Since the vortex pinning energy often

can be regarded as proportionalto the thickness ofthe superconductor,it is reasonable

to assum e that pinning by nonm agnetic sources are negligible in a thin � lm . Therefore,

it should in principle be possible to produce � lm system s in which the m agnetic texture

determ inesthejunction properties.

Considera thin superconducting � lm located atz = 0 with thicknessm uch sm allerthan

the penetration depth ofthe superconductor. The surface iscovered by a one dim ensional

m agnetic structure centered atx = 0,with thicknessm uch sm allerthan thatofthe super-

conducting� lm .Itisassum ed thatthem agneticstructureissu� cientlylongthatend e� ects

arenotaproblem ,and thatitconsistsofsurfacechargesseparated from thesuperconductor

by a very thin (negligible) oxide layer to avoid the exchange ofelectrons orspin (see e.g.

Ref. [4]). W e willhere analyze the case where the m agnetization is perpendicular to the

planeofthesuperconducting � lm ,sinceweexpectthisgeom etry togivea strongercoupling

to thesuperconductor.In orderto gain som einsightinto thebehavioroftheweak link,let

us � rst com pare the m agnetic � elds from the two following m odels forthe m agnetization
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distribution:

M
G
= M 0exp(��x

2
)�(z)̂ez ; (1)

and

M
S
=

8

<

:

M 0�(z)̂ez if�W � x � W

0 ifjxj� W
;

whereM z0 and � areconstants.Hereweassum ethat� = 2W � 2.

Usingthem ethod Ref.[5,6],we� nd thatthegaussian m agnetization distribution results

in thefollowing � eld com ponents(perunitlength):

H
G
z (x;z)=

�eM 0
p
��

Z
1

0

k
2

x

exp(�k2x=4�)cos(kxx)

1+ 2�ekx
exp(�kxjzj)dkx ; (2)

H
G
x (x;z)=

�eM 0
p
��

Z
1

0

k
2

x

exp(�k2x=4�)sin(kxx)

1+ 2�ekx
exp(�kxjzj)dkx : (3)

On theotherhand,thestep m agnetization distribution gives

H
S
z (x;z)=

2�eM 0

�

Z
1

0

kx
sin(kxW )cos(kxx)

1+ 2�ekx
exp(�kxjzj)dkx ; (4)

H
S
x (x;z)=

2�eM 0

�

Z
1

0

kx
sin(kxW )sin(kxx)

1+ 2�ekx
exp(�kxjzj)dkx : (5)

Figure1 showsH S
z when z = �e=200 (solid line)and z= 0 (dash-dotted line).Notethat

when z = 0them agnetic� eld oscillatesduetothesteep m agnetization gradient.Thiscould

therefore be interpreted asGibbsoscillations,wellknown in Fourieranalysis. Ata certain

heightabove the surface these oscillationsare sm oothed outdue to the exponentialdecay

factor. Figure 2 shows H G
z (solid line) and H G

x (dash-dotted line) when W = �e=40 and

z = 0. Note thatthe peak ofthe z com ponentislocated atthe origin. Thisisin contrast

to Fig. 1,where the m axim um � eld islocated nearthe edges. M oreover,the two negative

peaksofthe� eld arem uch lesspronounced fora gaussian distribution.

Itisclearthatifthe m agnetic � eld exceed the critical� eld ofthe superconductor,then

a weak link isgenerated atwhich vorticesm ay exists[2]. The currentacrossthe link is,in

absenceofany externalcurrents,given by

J
s
x = dJcsin

�

�2 � �1 + 2�
�

�0

�

; (6)
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where � = �2 � �1 + 2�� =�0 isthe phase di� erence across the junction,� the m agnetic

 ux through the junction and �0 the  ux quantum . The m agnetic  ux for a gaussian

m agnetization distribution isestim ated to be

� � �0

Z y2

y1

Z W

� W

H zdydz=
�0� y�eM 0

p
��

Z
1

0

kx
exp(�k2x=4�)sin(kxW )

1+ 2�ekx
dkx ; (7)

where� y = y2� y1 isthelength oftheweak link.Itisseen thatthe ux,and thereforealso

thephase,isdependenton them agnetization,thewallwidth and thepenetration depth.

Let us now consider a norm alweak link (i.e. not m agnetic),in which the phase can

be found by using the approach ofRef. [1]. Ifwe position a very thin m agnetic structure

(as discussed above) directly over the prede� ned weak link,a  ux will ow through this

junction.Herewe m ay set�e ! 1 ,sincethejunction isentirely nonsuperconducting,and

thisresultsin

� �
�0� yM 0

2
p
��

Z
1

0

exp(�k
2

x=4�)sin(kxW )dkx = C�0M 0� y ; (8)

whereC isan unim portantconstant(C = [exp(�2)=
p
�]
R
2

p
2

0
exp(k2x)dkx),and wehaveas-

sum ed that� = 2W � 2.Thisapproach also givesa reasonabledescription ofthecasewhere

the strength ofthe m agnetic � eld from the m agnetic structure breakesdown superconduc-

tivity.However,thesim pletreatm entgiven hereonly accountsforthedirectm agnetic ux

through thejunction,and neglectsthevorticesdistributed around theweak link.In general,

thefullexpression for� can notbefound explicitly,butcan beobtained by � rstdeterm ining

the vortex interspacing distance by evaluating the expression forthe energy (i.e. � nd the

zeroenergy).From thegiven distribution ofvorticesonem ay obtain them agnetic� eld Hvy,

and � nally takeadvantageoftheexpression Jsx = dJcsin� = �2H vy to obtain an expression

forthephase�.Such anum ericalanalysisisoutsidethescopeofthisBriefCom m unication.

However,letusforcom pletenessdiscusssom epropertiesoftheenergy ofthesystem ,which

isin generalfound by evaluating

E =

Z

V

(
1

2
�0H

2
+
1

2
�0�

2
J
2

s � �0M � H )dV : (9)

Here�0 istheperm eability,and thecurrentdueto supercurrentsand m agnetization gradi-

entscan bewritten as

J = J s + J m = J s + r � M (10)
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Notethattheintegration overtheenergy density istaken overthewholespace,although the

currentcan only ow in thevolum eofthethin � lm superconductor.I.e.,wedonotadoptthe

usualapproach ofdividing thespaceinto superconducting and nonsuperconducting regions.

Thus,we believe thatthe approach shown below can be applied to a m ore generalclassof

system s,as long as there is no exchange ofelectrons and spin between the m agnetic and

superconducting structures. In orderto obtain a m ore usefulexpression forthe energy,we

� rsttransform thepartassociated with kineticenergy ofthesuperconducting electrons

E kinetic =
1

2
�0

Z

V

�
2
J
2

sdV =
1

2
�0

Z

V

�
2
J s� [r � (H � M )]dV : (11)

Here we have used thatJ
s
= r � (H � M ). To furthertransform thisintegral,we note

thata surfaceintegraloverthekernelJ s � (H � M )vanisheswhen thesurfaceislocated

farfrom thesystem .Thism eansthatwecan write

E kinetic =
1

2
�0

Z

V

�
2
J
2

sdV =
1

2
�0

Z

V

�
2
(H � M )� r � JsdV : (12)

Butnow itshould berem em bered thattheLondon equation gives

r � J s = �
1

�2
H +

1

�2
V ; (13)

where V isthe vortex source function,which represents allthe vorticesin the system (In

thecaseofPearlvorticesitissim ply a sum ofdelta functions).W eobtain

E kinetic =
1

2
�0

Z

V

�
2
J
2

sdV =
1

2
�0

Z

V

�

�H
2
+ M � H + (H � M )� V

�

dV : (14)

In total,theenergy becom es

E =
1

2
�0

Z

V

[�M � H + (H � M )� V ]dV : (15)

Equation 15 can be applied to system swhich are su� ciently localthatthe surface correc-

tions can be neglected. The usefulness ofEq. 15 relies on the fact that for a thin � lm

superconductor it reduces to a two dim ensionalintegral,since the vortex source function

and them agnetization distribution both areassum ed tobelocated atz=0.Then theFourier

analysis ofRefs. [4,5]can be applied to obtain sim ple integrals for the energy. In their

interesting paperErdin and coworkersdem onstrated a di� erentm ethod forcalculating the

energy within theLondon approxim ation[4].Thetechniquepresented heregivesan alterna-

tiveand perhapsm oreintuitive routeto evaluatetheenergy.Itisinstructive to divide the
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energy term sin threedi� erentparts.Theself-energy ofthem agneticstructureis

E m = �
1

2
�0

Z

V

M � Hm dV ; (16)

theenergy associated with thevortex is

E v =
1

2
�0

Z

V

H v� V dV ; (17)

and theinteraction energy

E vm = �
1

2
�0

Z

V

[M � Hv � H m � V + M � V ]dV : (18)

Itisseen thattheE vm consistsoftheinteraction between them agnetization and thevortex

� eld,the m agnetically generated � eld and the vortex source function and also the inter-

action between the m agnetization and the vortex source function. Note thatthe two � rst

contributionshave opposite sign,and theirsum isequalto ��0
R

V
M � HvdV only in the

case when they are equal. Although thisisa reasonable approxim ation in som e particular

cases,theaboveanalysisshowsthatitisnotcorrectin general[5,7,8].M oreover,oneshould

takeinto accountthe� nitedistribution ofthevortex sourcefunction.

In conclusion, we have discussed som e properties ofthin � lm superconductors in the

close vicinity ofonedim ensionalm agnetic structures.Itwasfound thatthe m agnetic � eld

depends strongly on the m agnetic distribution function,and sim ple estim ates forthe  ux

through aweaklinkwerederived.Finally,wederived an expression fortheenergyassociated

with a m oregeneralclassofsystem s.
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FIG .1:Thezcom ponentofthem agnetic�eld generated by a step-likem agnetization distribution

when z = 0 (dash-dotted line)and z = �e=200 (solid line). Here W = �=40,and the curveshave

been norm alized with respectto the m axim um peak ofthedash-dotted line.
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FIG .2: The x (dash-dotted line) and z (solid line) com ponent ofthe m agnetic �eld generated

by a gaussian m agnetization distribution. Here z= 0,W = �=40 and � = 2W � 2. The curvesare

norm alized with respectto the m axim um peak ofthe zcom ponent.
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