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Little-Parks e ect in a superconducting loop w ith m agnetic dot
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W e have studied the nucleation of superconductivity in a m esoscopic A 1loop, enclosing m agnetic
dot w ith the perpendicularm agnetization. T he superconducting phase boundary T. B ), determ ined
from transport m easurem ents, is asym m etric w ith respect to the polarity of an applied m agnetic

eld. Them axin um critical tem perature hasbeen found fora nite applied m agnetic eld, which is
antiparalle]l to the m agnetization of the dot. T heoretical phase boundary show s a good agreem ent
w ith the experim entaldata.

PACS numbers: 74.78 Na,7323.0,7425Dw

A great dealof exper:'m ental and theoretical work has been devoted to the Investigation of m esoscopic supercon—
ductors (eg. ref. E4, Q:] and references therein). O ver the pasl: few years hybrid superconductor/ferrom agnet system s
have attracted a ot 5fattentjon [3 -4 6 -é '7:, E: -§,.1O :l]J :12] Tt has been revealed that a m agnetic dot, em bedded
into a superconductor, attracts a vortex, resulting In an enhanced pinning when them agneticm om entm ofm agnetic
dot and an applied m agnetic eld B have parallel ordentation ij, :_l]_.:, 33_:] M oreover, it was recently dem onstrated that
perpendicularly m agnetized m agnetic dots could e ciently be used not only to enhance the ux pinning, but also to
tune the nucleation of superconductivity ﬁ_lZ_i]

T heoretical studies of individualm esoscopic superconductor/ ferrom agnet structures In the disk geom etry were car—-
ried out in the fram ew ork ofthe G anbuxg—Landau form alism , w ith the em phasis on the vortex phases and transitions
deep in the superconducting state [d 8]. A mesoscopic superconducting Aldisk wih a perpendicularly m agne—

tized m agnetic dot was recently fabricated and its superconducting phase boundary T. B ) was m easured B]. These
m easurem ents dem onstrated that the superconducting critical tem perature is system atically higher when the applied
m agnetic eld isparallelto them agnetization ofthe dot. H owever, in this sam ple the superconducting phase boundary
seam s to have been a ected by the proxin iy e ects between the superconducting disk and m agnetic dot.

In this paper the nucleation of superconductivity in a m esoscopic superconducting A 1 loop, w ith a m agnetic dot
at the centre of the opening, is nvestigated. G iven the spatial sesparation of the superconducting loop and m agnetic
dot, i is clear that the dot interacts with the loop exclusively through the stray eld and proxin ity e ects are
absent. T herefore, any peculiar features in the T. B ) phase boundary can undoubtedly be attributed to the m agnetic
Interaction between the superconducting condensate and the stray eld of the dot.

T he sam ple w asprepared by electron beam lithography in three stepson a S , substrate using positive PM M A 950K
and the corresponding coPM M A electron beam resists. T he lithography was carried out in a JEO L 5600 scanning
electron m icrograph m odi ed for electron beam writing. The contacts pads, with the size of 500 m, leads and
alignm ent m arkers were pattemed rst and 5nm ofCrand 30nm ofAu were them ally evaporated. A fterw ards, the
resist was ram oved w ith a lift-o procedure, using wam acetone and ulrasonic agitation. T he sam ple was covered
again w ith the ebeam resist. A fter the alignm ent, the m esoscopic loop and contacts were pattemed. T he designed
w idth ofthe loop and contacts is 400 nm , w hereas the Inner radius of the loop is 600 nm . In order to avoid proxin iy
e ects, the m esoscopic contacts next to the loop are 22 m apart from the Cr/Au leads. 35nm of A lwas them ally
evaporated and a lift-o was carried out. In the nalstep, the sam ple was yet again covered w ith the ebeam resists.
A fter a quite precise alignm ent procedure, m agnetic dot w ith the radius of 200nm was pattemed. A m agnetic dot
consisting of 2:5nm Pd bu er layer and 10 bilayers of 0Anm Co and 1nm Pd was subsequently evaporated. The
resist was rem oved In a lifto .

Fig. -'_]: show s an electron m icrograph of the structure. T he bright area at the centre is m agnetic dot. T he actual
din ensions of the loop and m agnetic dot were obtained from atom ic force m icroscopy. T he inner radiis of the loop
equals R; = 055 m, outer radius is equalto R, = 105 m, whereas the Co/Pd m agnetic dot has the radius of
rg = 027 m. The mesoscopic contacts next to the loop, used for m easuring volage, are closer to the loop than
niially designed. This e ectively increases the outer radius of the loop, since the supercurrent can spread into the
contacts, thereby a ecting both the periodicity and background of the phase boundary E.'].

T he superconducting phase boundary T. B ) was obtained by urpoint transport m easurem ents in a cryogenic
setup at tem peraturesdown to 1:11K , applying them agnetic eld perpendicularly to the sam ple surface. A transport
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FIG.1l: A scanning electron m icrograph of the structure.

current w ith the m s of 150nA and frequency 27{7Hz was used. The response was m easured by a PAR124A lock—
In ampli er. The phase boundary was detem ined resistively by sweeping the m agnetic eld at a very low rate,
whilst keeping the tem perature constant. T. B ) curve was afterwards extracted from the m agnetoresistance using
the resistive criterion R,=2, where R, is the resistance In the nom al state. The tem perature and eld steps were
500 K and 5 T, resgpectively, w ith the tem perature stability 100 K . In order to m Inin ize the in uence ofpossible
tem perature gradients, the tem perature was being m onitored by two independent tem perature sensors placed at two
di erent positions on the sam ple holder.

T he resistance of the sam ple at room tem perature is 6:6 , the resistance in the nom al state at low tem peratures

isRy = 25 ,whereasthem axinum criticaltem perature T o, is 1:33422K . o
T he m ultilayer C o/P d m agnetic dot provides a perpendicular m agnetization [_lé_i, :;ij] T he hysteresis loop in the
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FIG .2: The hysteresis loop ofa coevaporated Co/Pd plane In obtained by the m agneto-optical K err m easurem ents at room
tem perature. T he shaded area indicates the range of the applied m agnetic eld.

perpendicular m agnetic eld of the co-evaporated plane In wih the sam e com position, obtained by the m agneto—
optical K err m easuram ents at room tem perature, is presented in Fig. :_2' The shaded area indicates the range in
which the applied m agnetic eld was varied In the experin ent. The rem anence is com plete, whereas the coercive

eld is approxim ately 70m T . W hen saturated, C o/Pd structures pattemed at the sub-m icrom etre scale are in the
single-dom ain state @é]

Fi. -_3 show s the calculated stray eld produced by a Co/Pd m agnetic dot, averaged over the thickness of the
superconducting loop. T he stray eld isnom alized to them agnetization ofthem agnetic dot. T he darker shaded area
show s the position ofthe m agnetic dot, w hereas the lighter shaded areas indicate the position ofthe superconducting
loop. The arrow show s the direction of the m agnetization m of the dot. The stray eld was calculated assum ing
a sihgledom ain state of the m agnetic dot. P rior to the m easurem ents the dot was m agnetized perpendicularly in
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FIG .3: The calculated stray eld ofthem agnetic dot, averaged over the thickness of the superconducting loop. The stray eld
is nom alized to the m agnetization of the m agnetic dot and was calculated assum ing a single dom ain structure. T he darker
shaded area indicates the position of the dot, w hereas the lighter shaded area show s the position of the superconducting loop.
The arrow show s the direction of the m agnetization.

300m T . A s the applied m agnetic eld In our experin ent never exceeded 30m T (Fig. :_2), it has been assum ed that
the m agnetization of the m agnetic dot rem ains unalered during the m easurem ents [_1;5]
The uxes ofthe stray eld (see Fig. '§:) through the opening of the loop (r < 0:55 m) and loop iself (055 <
r < 105[m]) have di erent orientations and, in qualitative term s, there should be a com petition between the
e ects of these two uxes on the superconducting condensate. A ssum ing that the loop is su ciently big com pared
to the ocoherence length at zero tem perature (0) (Rij;Ro >> (0), where R; and R, are the lnner and outer radius
of the loop, respectively) the loop is sin ilar to a stripe at tem peratures much lower than the m aximum critical
tem perature the system can attain To, We willbe referring to these tem peratures as low tem peratures). C learly,
the superconducting state of the stripe depends only upon the ux value within the stripe. In other words, at low
tem peratures the behaviour of the loop is govemed by the ux through the loop and not by the ux In the opening
of the Ioop. Therefore, at low tem peratures the shift of the T. B ) phase boundary along the B -axis is expected to
be in the direction of the dot m agnetization. At tem peratures close to the m axim um critical tem perature we will
be referring to these tem peratures as high tem peratures), the direction of the shift ofthe T, B ) phase boundary is a
result of an interplay between the opposite uxes. Note that the superconducting phase boundary does not depend
on the localpro ke ofthe stray eld in the opening of the loop, but on the total ux through the opening generated
by m agnetic dot.
To describe quantitatively the T, B ) phase boundary the G Inzburg-L.andau theory hasbeen used. T he free energy
of the superconducting structure can be expressed as
" #
% R S 2 , n d
F=2 rdr + + — — @)
R, 4m 0 dm dr

where isthe m odulus of the order param eter, A is the vector potential, an integer num ber L stands the w inding
num ber (vorticity) of the order param eter, ( is the superconducting ux quantum , whereas and represent the
G Inzburg-Landau param eters. T he integration is perform ed over the area ofthe loop. hn Eq. @) cylindrical sym m etry
of the order param eter near the phase transition to the nom al state has been taken into account. A s the thickness
of sampl ismuch smaller than (T) wihin the tam perature range of interest, there is no m odulation of the order
param eter In the direction ofthe applied eld. Forthis reason, the stray eld can be averaged out over the thickness of
the sam ple and the problem is reduced to the 1D case. N ear the superconducting phase boundary the totalm agnetic

eld is equalto the sum of the stray eld and an applied m agnetic eld. Therefore, the vector potentialm ay be
expressed asA (r) = Ag (x) + Br=2, where A (v) isthe vector potential of the stray eld and B is an applied m agnetic

eld. W e represent  (r) as a Fourder expansion within the rangeR; r R, and consider the coe cients of the
expansion the variationalparam eters. T he values of these param eters can be calculated by a m Inin ization of the free
energy, yielding the solution of the full G inZburg-L.andau system of equations. The transition to the nomm al state
corresponds to = 0. W e have found that for our sam ple and experin ental conditions, only the st termm in the
Fourder expansion is In portant, that is, is constant w ithin the sam ple, whereas all other tem s are negligbly an all
and practically do not a ect the position of the phase boundary.
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FIG.4: Themeasured (open symbols) and calculated (solid line) superconducting phase boundary given as 1 Tc ® )=Tcn
versus the nom alized ux = ( .HereTo, isthem axinum criticaltem perature and o isthe superconducting ux quantum .

Fi. :ﬁf presents the superconducting phase boundary, given as1 T, B )=T., versus the nomalized ux = ,.
T isthem axinum critical tem perature and ¢ is the superconducting ux quantum . Applied eldsparallelto the
m agnetization of the dot are taken as positive and vice versa. T he open sym bols are experim ental data, whereas the
solid line corresoonds to the theoretical curve ©orR; = 055 m, and rg = 027 m . The ocoherence length at zero
tem perature (T = 0) hasbeen used as a tting param eter as it depends upon the preparation procedure and can
show m oderate variations even am ongst sam ples prepared sin ultaneously. D ue to the In uence of the m esoscopic
contacts, the outer radius has to be used as a tting param eter, since the supercurrent is not con ned only by the
ring,but can well ow into them esoscopic contacts, thuse ectively Increasing the outer radiis. Thebest thasbeen
obtained for the coherence length at zero tem perature (0) = 96nm and the outer radiis R, = 1130nm . The latter
is quite close to the actualradiusR, = 1050nm .

T he theoreticalT. B ) curve is In a good agreaem entw ith the experim entaldata. T he asym m etry, shift and periodicity
of the experin ental data have been reproduced well. The asymm etry and the shift can be explained by considering
Eqg. @') . From this equation it follow s that the m axinum critical tem perature, fora xed L, is attained when the
applied eld isequalto

ZR
4 ° 2A L
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T he corresponding critical tem perature is
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where T.; stands for the bulk critical tem perature of A 1. For the sake of sin plicity, we assum e that the stray eld
does not change considerably over the width of th'e loop. D enoting the average eld in the opening of the loop and
w ithin the loop as B o, and B, respectively Egs. (_2) and @') reduce to

2 R? B
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Them aximum critical tem perature Ty, can be found by the m inin ization of the right-hand side ofthe Eq. (E) w ith
respect to the Integer L. Eq. (EJ:) gives the shift of the T. B ) cuxve along the B -axis close to the T, , caused by the



presence ofan additionalm agnetic eld. This shift isa sum oftwo contributions. The rsttem is just a com pensation

ofthe stray eld B wihin the loop. T he second term describes the e ect of the inhom ogeneiy ofthe stay eld. This

contrbution behaves rather nontrivially due to the discreteness of L . For instance, when 0 < Rf Bop B1)< 05 o,
i ollows from Eqg. (5) that L = 0, and the second contrdbution to the shift is negative. If the size of the dot and/or
the Intensity ofthe stray eld are ncreased 05 ( < Rf Bop Bi1) < o,L switchesto 1, and the second contribution

becom es positive. P hysically, thism eans that it is energetically m ore favorable for the system to change the vorticiy
by 1 In order to decrease the m odulus of the current in the loop. A s a resul, the current and the total shift, de ned

by Eqg. (4), can change the sign. Thus, we m ay conclide, that the contrbution to the shift, which is caused by the
stray eld inhom ogeneity, is a periodic function ofB,, B and vanishes In the case ofa hom ogeneous eld, B o, = B .
T he total shift of the T. B ) curve along the B -axis close to the T, can be ofboth signs for the sam e orientation of
m agnetization of the dot.

O ur calculations have shown that at low tem peratures the shift of the phase boundary is controlled only by the
average stray eld within the loop and is equal to B;, which is in accordance w ith the prelin inary qualitative
analysis. If the additional m agnetic eld were hom ogeneous, the shifts of the T. B ) phase boundary for low and
high tem peratures would have the sam e direction. T he Inhom ogeneity ofthe stay eld gives rise to two di erent and
m utually independent shifts of the phase boundary in the low and high tem perature ranges, which, In tum, tw ist the
w hole superconducting phase boundary, as presented in F ig. -'_4

W e would like to note that the discrepancy betw een the theoretical and the experim entaldata for low tem peratures
can be attrbuted to the e ect of contacts, since they change the geom etry of the sam ple, which cannot be entirely
acoounted for only by using the outer radiis of the loop asa tting param eter.

To summ arize, we have fabricated a m esoscopic superconducting loop w ih a m agnetic dot at the centre of the
opening and nvestigated the onset of superconductivity in this structure by m easuring the superconducting T. B )
phase boundary. T he phase boundary has been found to be asymm etric w th respect to the polarity of an applied
m agnetic eld. The structure exhibits the m axinum critical tem perature for a nite value of the applied m agnetic

eld, which isantiparallel to the m agnetization ofthe m agnetic dot. T he theoretical superconducting phase boundary,
obtained in the fram ew ork ofthe G inzburg-L.andau theory, is in a good agreem ent w ith the experim entaldata. It has
been dem onstrated that the Inhom ogeneous stray eld shiftsthe T, B ) phaseboundary along the B -axis independently
In the Iow and high tem perature ranges. In the lim it of a thin loop w ith a large radius, these shifts are determ ined
by the average value of the stray eld in the opening of the loop and w ithin the loop.
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