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A bstract

W e study theoretically the Interaction between soft m agnetic and superconducting Ims. It is
shown that the vortex induces a m agnetization distrbution in the m agnetic In , thus m odifying
the m agnetic eld as well as the Interactions w ith eg. Bloch walls. In particular, the eld from
the vortex m ay change sign close to the core as a resul of the vortex-induced m agnetization, thus
resulting in a crossover from attraction to repulsion between vortices and B loch walls. M oreover,
we show that by tuning the anisotropy eld ofthem agnetic In , onem ay enhance the interaction
between B loch walls and vortices. F inally, we discuss how the structure ofa B loch wall in presence
of the thin Im superconductor can be revealed by m agneto-optic in aging using an additional

m agneto-optic indicator.
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I. NTRODUCTION

For centuries hum ans have tred to visualize m agnetic elds using a varety of di erent
devices. Tron particles, m agnetic bacterias, H all probes, ferro uids, inductive coils, Lorentz
m icrosocopy and electron holography are jist a few ofthese approadhes. T he last decades this
ressarch hasbeen highly m otivated by the need to visualize m agnetic elds from supercon—
ductors. To this end, m agneto-optic m ethods have proven particularly useful. In 1957 P B.
A lersvisualized forthe rsttinethem agnetic eld distribution from a superconductor using
cerous nitrate glycerolfl]. A sucoessfill developm ent ollowed in 1968, when K irchner noted
that chalcogenide In scan beused to visualize these eldsw ith in proved sensitivigz[l. T he
next two decades m agneto-optic im aging studies were published periodically, m ostly con-—
centrating on large scale ux penetrationl]. A m apr discovery was done In the beginning
ofthe 1990’s, when it was found that bisn uth-substituted ferrite gamet In swih in-plane
m agnetization are excellent Indicators w ith very little dom ain activity (see eg. Ref. HE]).
T his discovery triggered a large num ber of quantitative investigations ofthe ux behavior in
high tem perature superconductors, m agnetic defects and phase transitions, m icroelectronic
circuits and m agnetic storagem edial®,14,17,18,19,110,111,112,113]. R ecently the long standing
goal of in aging single vortices was achieved[14,15]. This achievm ent opens a new dim en—
sion in the study of Interactions between superconductors and soft m agnetic In s, and the

rst experin ental resuls have already been obtainedl6]. H owever, to date no theory exists

which can explain fiture experim ental results n this eld. A key question here is how the
vortices interact w ith the soft m agnetic Ins, in particular w ith m icrom agnetic elem ents
such as Bloch walls. To this end, it should be pointed out that ssveral theoretical studies

have been concemed w ith the Interaction betw een vortices and m agnetic nanostructures (see

eg.Ref. [17,18,[19] and references theren) . H owever, the fact that the vortex m ay Induce a

m agnetization distribution in them agnetic In has so farbeen neglected, and these theories
are therefore not applicable to soft m agnetic Ins. The aim of the current paper is to take
the st step towards a theory which can explain the interactions between superconducting
and soft m agnetic Im s.

T he thickness of available bism uth-substituted ferrite gamet In s is today typically >
500 nm . Here we will only analyze the case of magnetic Ins much thinner than the
superconducting penetration depth. T his is clearly not Justi ed for current gamet Im s, but



should be of Interest In order to gain som e basic understanding of the system . M oreover, In

a previous paper i was proposed theoretically that reducing the thickness of the m agneto-
optic  In s is of In portance when optin izing the m agneto-optic in age?(]. T herefore, we
argue that our theory appliesto thin  In sutilizinhg theK erre ect, where all the polarization
rotation takes place wihin the st few nanometers ofthe In. Kerr Insmay very well
be a key elam ent In future m agneto-optic m aging, In particular if suitable Inswih high

m agneto-optic sensitivity and low dom ain activity can be found.

II. THE THIN FILM SYSTEM

Consider a thin superconducting In of In nite extent, located at z= 0 with thickness
d much sn aller than the penetration depth of the superconductor. The surface is covered
by an uniaxial soff m agnetic Im with thickness com parable to or am aller than that of the
superconducting In . That is, we assum e that them agnetic In oconsists of surface charges
separated from the superconductor by a very thin oxide layer (of thickness t) to avoid soin
di usion and proxim ity e ects. In general, the current density isa sum ofthe supercurrents
and m agnetically lnduced currents, which can be expressed through the generalized London
equation as(l7]

1 1
r J = —2H+—2V()(z)éz+r r My ; @)

where J is the current density, is the penetration depth, H is the magnetic eld and
r M y isthem agnetically induced current. N ote that the m agnetically induced currents
are ncluded as the Jast temm on the right-hand side of Eq. [, and are therefore generated
In the sam e plane as the vortex. This is justi ed since we assum e that the thicknesses of
both the superconducting and m agnetic In s are an aller than the penetration depth, and
them agnetic In is located very close to the superconductor. T he vortex is aligned In the
z direction, and its source function V ( ) is assum ed to be rotationally symm etric. In the
case of a Pearlvortex wemay sst V ()= ( o= o) (), wherr , isthe ux quantum and
o the pem eability of vacuum .

Them agnetization M  isthesum oftwodi erent contributions,M ; andM 5 . First, the

vortex induces am agnetization M ; In them agnetic In, which again gives rise to opposing

currents in the superconductor. Second, there m ay be hard’ m icrom agnetic elem ents, eg.



prepattemed m agnetization distribbutions orB loch walls, that do not experience a signi cant
change in their m agnetization distrdoution M y upon interaction wih the vortex. The
vortex-induced m agnetization can be found by assum ing that the m agnetooptic In is a
soft m agnet consisting ofa single dom ain w ith In-plane m agnetization in absence of extemal
m agnetic elds. M oreover, we assum e that the free energy of this dom ain can be expressed
asa sum ofthe uniaxial anisotropy and the dem agnetizing energy. Them agnetic eld from
a vortex tilts the m agnetization vector out of the plane, and i can be shown that for an all
tilt angles one has R20]

M H,

M 1= M1 ;M) Mg———
I Iz Iz era+HV

; @)
whereM: = M
m agnetization, H, = P m and H , are the in-plane and perpendicular com ponents
of the vortex eld, and My is the saturation m agnetization of the magnetic In. H, =
Mg 2K,= oM g isthe socalled anisotropy eld, where K, is the anisotropy constant ofthe
magnetic In . Here the easy axis isnom alto the In surface, and we neglect the cubic
anisotropy of the system , which m eans that the In-plane m agnetization direction must be
the sam e as that Induced by the vortex eld. In the current work we will also assum e that

the anisotropy eld ismuch larger than the inplane vortex eld, thus allow .Ing us to w rite

M I Ms l;

3)

Upon using Eq.[3, we neglect the contribution from the exchange energy, which is justi abl
forsu ciently arge K, or small spatial eld gradients.

In order to solve the generalized London equation, we follow them ethod ofRef. [L7]and
cbtain

@H,
Qz

H, 2. =V()+detr r Mgq),+d.c r My), : @)

W enow apply the superposition principle to ssparate the contributions from the vortex and
the 'hard’ m agnetic elem ents. Tt is In portant to note that our m agnetization distributions

have no volum e charges. U sing Eq. [3, the vortex part ofEq.[4 can be w ritten as

@H,,  @H. d M,
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w hereas the m agnetic part is

GHp,

Hp. 2
e @Z

=d.r r My), : (6)

P
Herewede neH, = HZ + HZ? andH,,tobetheradialand perpendicularcom ponents

ofthem agnetic eld nduced by the 'hard’ m icrom agnetic elem ents.

A . Vortex solution

In order to solve Eq. [@), we use them ethod of Ref. [17], and nd the ollow ing z and

radial com ponents of them agnetic eld:
Z 1

Ho(i2)= — kv g)— &) ( kI ; )
vz 4 2 0 l+2ek ]@exp :Z 4
Zl
Hy (12)= — kv g)— &) ( kgIdk : @®)
v 1+ 2 x  ropl Ry
Inthecase = 0and V k) = = o, the eld is reduced to that of the standard Pearl

solution [17,124]. W e also notice that there isa divergency in k-spacewhen 1+ 2 k ¥ = 0.
T his isdue to the fact that we assum ed a very thin superconductor ). The divergency
w ill therefore am ooth out upon solving the London equation for arbitrary thicknesses d, but
this task is outside the soope of the current work. Nonetheless, it is seen that at snall
distances (large k) the m agnetic eld m ay change sign as com pared to the standard Pearl
solution, and this is attributed to the m agnetically induced currents. O n the otherhand, at
large distances (snallk) the eld isbasically not n uenced by the soff magnetic In. A
typical scale for the crossover is k H,=M .d. One can therefore not expect to reveal this
phenom enon by m agneto-optic Im aging, since the length scalks are typically much snaller
than the wavelength of light.

B . Interactions

It is of considerable interest to nd the interaction between a m icrom agnetic elem ent
w ith perpendicular m agnetization M 5 &, (z) and a vortex. To this end, i should be noted
that the m agnetic induction in themagnetic In isgivenbyB;= (H + M ;). Here the



Interaction energy between the vortex and the m agnetization is given by
2, 24, 21 2,

Ewm = Mgy BI = Mgeé, H+M)d ; ©))
1 1 1 1

w here the vortex is assum ed to be displaced a distance o from the origin. It is clear that
the radial com ponent of the vortex-induced m agnetization doesnot interactwih M y , shoe
the two vectors are perpendicular to each other. However, M y does Interact with the

z-com ponent of the vortex lnduced eld, and we nd
Z 1 Z 1
MgH,& (10)
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E quation [0 can be transform ed by using the llow ing formula:
2, 2, 24 72,
5 1
A()B()ad = > A ( k)B k)dk : 1)
1 1 (2 ) 1 1
Then, in the cylindrically sym m etric situation one nds
Z 1

)

KV (k)MB k)Jp k O)dk :

12
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T he associated force can be found by taking the derivative w ith respect to (, resulting In

Zl
M M J
va _ 0 1+ s k2V (k) B (k) 1(k 0) k - (13)
2 H, 1+ 2 k K2

At anall distances (large k) the force m ay change sign due to the m agnetically induced
currents. Let usnow assume that M g5 k) = M o, ie. that the m agnetization distribution
can be represented by a delta function, In order to gain som e insight into this phenom enom .

Then, for a Pearl vortex, the force becom es

Zl
OMO 1+Ms k2 Jl(ko)

Fom =
2 H, , 1+2k R

(14)

W hen the distance is an all (still larger than the coherence length ), we m ay approxin ate

the force by
M M M
0 0 1+ s ; < s
2 0 Ha Ha

Surprisingly, we see that the force is repulsive, which can be explained by the m agnetically

Fum =

d : 15)

Induced currents, which generate am agnetic eld that opposes that produced by the vortex.
For com parison, we note that in the case of an In niely thin superconductor ( = 0) the
force between a m agnetic elem ent and the vortex is at an all distances approxin ated by

M M
L1 2 ;< . ; (16)
4 2 H.

Fom =



which is attractive. A ttractive behavior also takes place at larger distances o . Then
the term containing beoom es unin portant, and the foroe is therefore always attractive. Tt
is Interesting to note that the force is enhanced by a factor 1 + M =H , due to the vortex—
Induced m agnetization distrdbbution. T herefore it should be possibl to tune the interaction
by changing the uniaxial anisotropy of the m agneto-optic In .

In a previouswork we show ed that the Interaction between B loch wallsand vortices in bulk
superconductors are enhanoed due to the In age charges generated in the superconducting

substrate[l(]. T he enhancem ent proposed In the current work has clearly a di erent origin.

ITT. INTERACTION W ITH BLOCH W ALLS

M agneto-optic In s usually contain up to several nearly one din ensional dom ain walls
(in the sense that the m agnetization w ithin the wallonly varies w ith the x-coordinate), and
these can interact w ith the superconductor. The 180 Bloch wallis quite comm on in gamet

Ins, and also in very thin Kerr In s studied here, although Neecl walls m ay also occur

In thin In s if the dem agnetization energy is signi cant. Neglecting the dem agnetization

energy, the m agnetization vector distrioution w ithin a B loch wall is given by R1]
nw r ! #
K

M BlOCh=Ms(oos ;sin ) = 2tan‘? exp Kux ; @7)
where A isthe exchange param eter. In addition to naturally occuring dom ain walls, it isalso
possbl to pattem the m agneto-optic In by depositing thin nanom agnets on is surface.
Here we willm odel a B loch wall using the llow Ing two di erent sin ple m odels w ith only
a z ocom ponent:

g = Mse@( X) @8 ; (18)
s M, @& f Woox W
M = 7
0 k] W
P
whereweassum ethatW = 2= .Usihg them ethod ofRef. [17],we nd thattheG aussian
m agnetization distribution results in the follow ing eld com ponents:

Z
M ! kzexp( ]§:4 ) cos (K« X)

HY (xjz) = H— exp ( kFIdky ; 19)
0 l+ 2 ekx
Z
G cdM ' 2 &XP ( ]§=4 ) sin (kyx) .
H; &jz) = p— k; 1+ % exp( kgI)dk, : (20)
0 ehx



O n the other hand, the step m agnetization distribution gives

Z
2 .dM 1 sin kW )cos KkyX) ,
HS kjz)= —— 5 exp( kIdky ; @1)
0 ex

7
2 .dM b sin kW )sin kyx) ,
H? (x;2)= ——= e exp ( kE)dk, : @2)
0 efhx

Figure[ll showsH ¢ (sold line) and HS (dash-dotted line) for .= 40W and z= 0.As

expected, theH ¢ is sym m etric about the origin and hasitsm axinum  eld here, whereas H®
iszero at x = 0. Note also that H Y changes sign at x = 0, and has peaks at x= . 002.
Figured shows HS (sold line) and H? (dash-dotted line) for .= 40W and z = =200.
N otethat .n contrasttoH ¢, H ° hastwo peaksat the edges ofthem agnetization distribution.
T hus, it is seen that these two m agnetization distributions give rise to di erent characteristic
features which m ay be resolved by m agneto-optic in aging.

T he force between the one din ensionalm agnetization distrioution and a Pearl vortex is

found to be 7
oo, Me T M Ksin (ex)
Hy, o, 1+ 2 Xk k2

If the Bloch wall is represented by a G aussian m agnetization distribution, the interaction

F x)= dky : 23)

foree is found from Eq. 23 to be

Z
M. o Mg ' exp( K=4 )sin (k.x)
F&) = p—— 1+ — Ky
&) H., 0 1+ 2 ke K2

dk, : (24)

Fig. [3 shows the Interaction force in the limit d ! 0. The solid line corresponds to
H, = 02M g and the dash-dotted Ine to H, = 0:5M ;. It is seen that the force is always
attractive.

IVv. MAGNETOOPTIC MAGING OF BLOCH WALLS

A powerful property of m agneto-optic In s is that they can visualize the vortices and
and B loch walls sin ultaneously, thus allow Ing us to study the dynam ics of these elem ents.
However, i isdi cult to draw conclusions about the eld from the Bloch wallbased on a
single m agneto-optic In, unless the w idth ofthe wall is altered by the superconductoxl(].
On the other hand, it is of considerabl interest to study the structure of the Bloch wall
In presence of the superconducting In In order to gain additional infomm ation about the

Interaction between such system s. This can be done by placihg a second m agneto-optic



Indicator above our thin In s system (com posed of a thin superconducting and m agneto-—
optic In). However, care must be taken, since the signal detected by the polarization
m icroscope depends on the gap lbetween the thin In system and the second indicator.
M oreover, ket usassum e that the second IndicatorhasthicknessD , and doesnot interact w ith
the thin In system . A m odel for m agneto-optic in aging was introduced in Ref. 20], and
this w illbe used here (neglecting absorbtion). Figures[ and [ show the signalm odulation
for G aussian and step-lke m agnetization distributions usihg two di erent indicators. In
Fig.[d a very thin indicator D=W /2, .= 40W ) positioned close to thethin In structure
(EW /10) isused. W e see that the characteristic m agnetic eld pro Js can be reveald.
However, n Fig. [  a thicker indicator O=2W , .= 40W ) and a Jargergap 1 (=W /5) is
assum ed. A lthough the signalpro I generated by the G aussian distrdbution doesnot change
mudh, it is seen that the characteristic peaks from the step like distribbution are lost. T hus,
we conclude that a sn all gap and a thin indicator is necessary to reveal the characteristic
magnetic eld pro les discussed above. Ik should be pointed out that vortices m ay also be
present, thus changing the detected signal. However, a study of this e ect is outside the

soope of the current work.

V. CONCLUSION

W e have studied the interaction between m agnetooptic and superconducting Ins. It
was shown that the vortex induces a m agnetization distribution in the m agnetooptic Im,
thus m odifying the m agnetic eld as well as the interaction B loch walls. In particular, we
show that by tuning the anisotropy eld of the m agnetooptic In, one m ay enhance this

Interaction. W e also discussed som e sin ple in plications for m agnetooptic in aging.
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FIG.1l: 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 and W = =40. T he curves are nom alized w ith

respect to the m axin um peak of the z com ponent.
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FIG.2: The z com ponents of the m agnetic eld generated by gaussian (solid line) and step-lke
(dash-dotted line) m agnetization distrbutions. Here z = =200 and W = =40. The curves are

nom alized w ith respect to the m axin um peak of each of the z com ponents.
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FIG.4:

(dash-dotted line) m agnetization distrbution. Here we have chosen W

D=W /2.
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FIG.5: The nom alized signal as a function of position for a gaussian (solid line) and step—
like (dash-dotted line) m agnetization distrlbbution. Here we have chosen W = =40, EW /5 and

D=2W .
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