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A bstract
W e study the interaction between a one dim ensional m agnetic nanostructure and a thin Im
superconductor. It is shown that di erent m agnetic distributions produce characteristic m agnetic
eld signatures. M oreover, the m agnetic structure can induce a weak link in the superconducting
In , or be positioned directly above a prede ned nonsuperconducting weak link. W e estim ate the
m agnetic ux associated wih such a structure, and discuss a general expression for the energy

calculated w ithin the London m odel.
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W eak links in superconductors have generated a lot of interest over the past decades,
both in the study of conventional and high T. superconductors. M ore recently, research has
also been focused towards Junctions in thin  In s, due to their potential In future technology
(e eg. Ref. []] and references therein). For such junctions it has been found that the

eld is a superposition of elds from Pearl vortices along the Jjunction with a certain line
density []]. An Interesting special case is the generation ofweak linksw ith spatially Jocalized
magnetic elds. Creation of a weak link In a buk (or thick In) superconductor using a
m agnetic dom ain wall was rst proposed by Sonin[R]. In that paper expressions for the
m agnetic eldswhere found, and it was argued that dom ain walls can induce m ovable weak
links. In the current paperwe try to extend the idea ofRef. f}]tothin In superconductors,
and estin ate the magnetic eld and ux distrlbution associated wih an one dim ensional
m agnetic nanostructure. The weak link could be a dom ain wall, generated and controlled
by a stress pattem orextemal eld, or it could be a stationary prefabricated nanom agnetic
stripe. A particular advantage ofusing m agnetic dom ain walls asweak links isthat they can
bem oved at high speeds, and m ay therefore have potential applications in future uxtronics
devices. O n the other hand, In a prefabricated m agnetic stripe (eg. pem alloy) the polariy
of the m agnetic vector could easily be sw itched by an extemal eld[B]. This could also be
of interest for creation and annihilation of vortices. Since the vortex pinning energy often
can be regarded as proportional to the thickness of the superconductor, it is reasonable
to assum e that pinning by nonm agnetic sources are negligbl n a thin In . Thercfre,
it should in principle be possble to produce In system s In which the m agnetic texture
determm ines the junction properties.

Consider a thin superconducting In located at z = 0 w ith thicknessmudch an aller than
the penetration depth of the superconductor. T he surface is covered by a one din ensional
m agnetic structure centered at x = 0, w ith thickness m uch sn aller than that of the super-
conducting In . It isassum ed that them agnetic structure issu  ciently Jong thatend e ects
are not a problam , and that it consists of surface charges ssparated from the superconductor
by a very thin (negligblk) oxide layer to avoid the exchange of electrons or spin (see eg.
Ref. f]). W e willhere analyze the case where the m agnetization is perpendicular to the
plane of the superconducting In , since we expect this geom etry to give a stronger coupling
to the superconductor. In order to gain som e insight Into the behavior of the weak link, ket

us rst com pare the magnetic elds from the two follow ing m odels for the m agnetization



distrbution:
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whereM ,, and are constants. Here we assume that = 2W 2.

U sing them ethod Ref. [, [, we nd that the gaussian m agnetization distrbution results

In the Pllow Ing eld com ponents (per unit length):
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O n the other hand, the step m agnetization distribution gives
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Figurefl showsH ] when z= =200 (s0lid line) and z = 0 (dash-dotted line). Note that
when z = 0 them agnetic eld oscillates due to the stesp m agnetization gradient. This could
therefore be Interpreted as G bbs oscillations, well known In Fourer analysis. At a certain
height above the surface these oscillations are an oothed out due to the exponential decay
factor. Figure P shows HS (s0lid line) and HY (dash-dotted line) when W = =40 and
z = 0. Note that the peak of the z com ponent is located at the origin. This is In contrast
to Fig. [, where themaxinum  eld is located near the edges. M oreover, the two negative
peaks ofthe eld aremudh less pronounced for a gaussian distribution.

It is clear that ifthe m agnetic eld exceed the critical eld of the superconductor, then
a weak link is generated at which vortices m ay existsf]]. The current across the link is, in
absence of any extemal currents, given by
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where = 1+ 2 = 4 isthe phase di erence across the junction, the m agnetic
ux through the juinction and , the ux quantum . The magnetic ux for a gaussian
m agnetization distribution is estin ated to be
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where y= vy, vy isthe length oftheweak link. It is seen that the ux, and therefore also
the phase, is dependent on the m agnetization, the wallw idth and the penetration depth.
Let us now oonsider a nom al weak link (ie. not m agnetic), In which the phase can
be fund by usihg the approach of Ref. []]. 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. Herewemay sst . ! 1 , since the jinction is entirely nonsuperconducting, and

this resuls in
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where C isan unin portant constant C = xp( 2)= ] 0 exp (k;)dky), and we have as-

sumed that = 2W 2. This approach also gives a reasonable description of the case where
the strength of the m agnetic eld from the m agnetic structure breakes down superconduc—
tivity. H owever, the sin ple treatm ent given here only acoounts for the direct m agnetic ux
through the jinction, and neglects the vortices distributed around the weak link. In general,
the fullexpression ©or can notbe found explicitly, but can be obtained by  rst detem ining
the vortex interspacing distance by evaluating the expression for the energy (ie. nd the
zero energy) . From the given distribution of vortices onem ay obtain them agnetic eld Hyy,
and nally take advantage ofthe expression § = dJ.sin = 2H., to obtain an expression
forthephase . Such a num erical analysis is outside the scope ofthis B rief C om m unication.
H owever, ket us for com pleteness discuss som e properties of the energy of the system , which

is In general found by evaluating
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Here | isthe pem eability, and the current due to supercurrents and m agnetization gradi-
ents can be w ritten as

J=Jg+Jy=Js+r M 10)



N ote that the Integration over the energy density is taken over the whole space, although the

current can only ow In thevolim e ofthethin In superconductor. Ie., we do notadopt the

usualapproach of dividing the space Into superconducting and nonsuperconducting regions.

T hus, we believe that the approach shown below can be applied to a m ore general class of

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

superconducting structures. In order to obtain a m ore usefiil expression for the energy, we
rst transform the part associated w ith kinetic energy of the superconducting electrons
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Herewe have used that Js = r H M ). To further transform this integral, we note
that a surface integral over the kemelJ, #H M ) vanishes when the surface is located
far from the system . Thism eans that we can w rite
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But now it should be rem em bered that the London equation gives
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where V is the vortex source fiinction, which represents all the vortices in the systam (In

the case of Pearl vortices it is sin ply a sum ofdelta functions). W e obtain
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In total, the energy becom es
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E quation can be applied to system s which are su ciently local that the surface correc—
tions can be neglkcted. The ussfilness of Eq. relies on the fact that fora thin Im
superconductor i reduces to a two dim ensional Integral, since the vortex source fiinction
and them agnetization distrioution both are assum ed to be Iocated at z= 0. T hen the Fourier
analysis of Refs. @, B] can be applied to obtain sinple integrals for the energy. In their
Interesting paper E rdin and cow orkers dem onstrated a di erent m ethod for calculating the
energy w ithin the London approxin ation 1. T he technigque presented here gives an altema-—

tive and perhaps m ore Intuiive route to evaluate the energy. It is instructive to divide the



energy tem s in three di erent parts. T he selfenergy of the m agnetic structure is
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the energy associated w ith the vortex is
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and the interaction energy
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Tt is seen that the B, consists of the Interaction between the m agnetization and the vortex
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 that the two  rst
R

0 v

contributions have opposite sign, and their sum is equal to M H,dV only in the
case when they are equal. A though this is a reasonable approxin ation in som e particular
cases, the above analysis show s that it is not correct in generalfi, [}, [§1. M oreover, one should
take nto acoount the nite distribution of the vortex source function.

In conclusion, we have discussed som e properties of thin  In superconductors in the
close viciniy of one dim ensionalm agnetic structures. It was found that the m agnetic eld
depends strongly on the m agnetic distribution function, and sim pl estin ates for the ux
through a weak link were derived. F inally, we derived an expression forthe energy associated

w ith a m ore general class of system s.
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Onp.l,Eq.1l in Ref. E] the term ocontaining the vortex source function should be m ultiplied
wih (z), and also on p.4 (line 7) the m agnetization distribution should be m ultiplied w ith
(z) . These errors did not n uence the nalresulk.
Even though the expression for the interaction energy is not com plete, it should be pointed out
that Egs. 30, 38 and 44 in Ref. E] m ay serve as a reasonable starting point for com puting the
energy when the m agnetization is directed perpendicular to the In plane.
In Figs.2 and 4 in Ref. E] an attractive force is de ned to be pointing tow ards the m agnetic
bubbl. Thus, an attractive force for negative is de ned to be positive and points to the
right, whereas an repulsive force points to the kft. In the case of > 0, an attractive force is
negative and points to the kft, whereas an repulsive force points to the right. In sum , the force
is allw ays attractive or repulsive, depending on the polarities of the m agnetic bubbl aswell as
the vortex. A though this sign convention is not m athem atically pleasing (pecause negative
is allowed), it is nonetheless allowed physically as long as one clearly points out the de nition.
U nfrtunately, this was not done In Ref. E]. T he author thanks FF M . Pecters for a discussion

on thism atter.
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FIG .1: The z com ponent ofthem agnetic eld generated by a step-like m agnetization distribution

when z = 0 (dash-dotted line) and z= =200 (solid line). Here W = =40, and the curves have

been nom alized w ith respect to the m axim um peak of the dash-dotted line.
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FIG.2: The x (dash-dotted line) and z (solid line) com ponent of the m agnetic eld generated

by a gaussian m agnetization distrbution. Here z=0, W = =40 and

= 2W 2. The curves are

nom alized w ith respect to the m axin um peak of the z com ponent.



