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U sing G Inzburg-Landau theory, we ndnovelcon gurationsofvorticesin superconductingthin In s
sub fct to the m agnetic eld of a m agnetic dot array, w ith dipole m om ents oriented perpendicular
to the In . Su ciently strong m agnets cause the fom ation of vortex-antivortex pairs. In m ost

cases, the vortices are con ned to dot regions, while the antivortices can form a rich variety of
Jattice states. W e propose an experin ent In which the perpendicular com ponent of the dot dipole
m om ents can be tuned using an inplane m agnetic eld. W e show that in such an experim ent the
vortex-antivortex pair density show sbroad plateaus asa function ofthe dipole strength . M any ofthe
plateaus correspond to vortex con gurations which break dot lattice sym m etries. In som e of these
states, the vortex cores are strongly distorted. P ossible experin ental consequences are m entioned.

PACS numbers: 74202z, 7425Qt, 74.78 w, 68.55Ln, 68.65Cd, 6146+ w

T ype II superconductors, w ith their high critical cur-
rentsand elds, lend them selves to technologicalapplica—
tions. H ow ever, vortices appear in these superconducting
system s when m agnetic elds or currents are m ade suf-

ciently large. M otion of the vortices sooils the perfect
conductivity in portant in applications; it is therefore in —
portantto ndwaystopin ux quanta. System atic stud—
desofvortex pinning have been carried out In experin ents
on regular nanoscal arrays where a lattice of defects is
superin posed on a thin superconducting In . \A ntidot"
arrays, iIn which pinning centers consist of holes or de-
pressions In the substrate, were rst to be studied El.:].
Subsequently, m agnetic dot arrays have been created,
usually by the deposition ofm esoscopicm agnetic dipoles
on top of the superconducting In E_Z{:j]. In the case of
the nanoscale m agnetic dot arrays, a num ber of experi-
m entaland theoretical studies have focused on scenarios
In which each uni cell is penetrated by a nite am ount
of net m agnetic ux. In this work, we consider arrays
of dipoles for which there is no net perpendicular ap-
plied eld. Even w ithout any applied net ux, we show
that rich vortex phenom ena occur as one changes the
strength of the dot dijpoles. W e propose an experin en—
tal scenario to observe these e ects, n which an inplane
applied m agnetic eld isused to tilt the dipole m om ents.
Thethin In geom etry preventsthe horizontally directed

eld from disturbing the superconducting state, and tilt—
Ing the m om ents m akes possible the adjustm ent of the
e ective strength of the m agnetic dots.

In ourwork, we focus on the case n which the dipoles
prefer an ordentation perpendicular to the superconduct—
Ing Im . The supercurrents which the m agnetic dots in-
duce m ove In a clockw ise direction. The resulting can—
cellation ofthe eld from the array m agnets is a partial
realization ofthe M eissnere ect. W ith the induced cur-
rents, there is an associated cost In kinetic energy; hence,
for su ciently strong dipoles, it is energetically favorable
to have a vortex in the vicinity of the dot, since this al-
Jow s the vortex’s counterclockw ise currents to partially
cancel the induced currents. However, due to the zero

ux condition, vortices cannot form In isolation; vortices
and antivortices m ust be generated in pairs.
Som e work has concentrated on isolated m agngts,
w here the entire system has cylindrical symm etry E{10].
A fow studies In the fram ework of the London theory
have ocused on a singk pair of ux quanta in one uni
cell, using periodic boundary conditions [ 1{{6]. D epin—
ning has been studied in the G nzburg-Landau fram e-
work, but for antidots rather than m agnetic dots {_l-]']
Because vortices must be put in by hand in the Lon-
don theory, is i not straightforward to go beyond sin -
pl situations (generally one vortex-antivortex pair n a
sihgle unit cell). However vortices appear naturally in
a G Inzburg-Landau treatm ent, m aking tractable m ore
com plicated situations, such as those involving m ultiple
ux quanta pairs in a unit cell, where offen one must
allow for superlattice structures. In this work, to avoid
assum Ing the sam e vortex con guration foreach unit cell,
we study a large 4 4) supercell w ith periodic bound-
ary conditions. In what ©llow s, pair denotes the num -
ber of vortex-antivortex pairs per uni cell. W e nd that
as the strength of the dot m agnets is varied (y tilting
dipolem om ents via an In-planem agnetic eld), pair €X—
hiits sharply de ned plateaus. R em arkably, the vortex
pair density is not always a m onotonic finction of the
dipolke strength. W e w ill see that there are stable vortex
states which break orientational and/or m irror symm e
try. Phase transitionsw hich can be abrupt or continuous
occur as the djpole strength isvaried. In the abrupt case,
hysteresisphenom ena are found, consistent w ith theirbe—
Ing rstordertransitions. Surprisingly, som e ofthese oc—
curw ithin a plateau. A s w illbe discussed, second order
transitions de ne shifts between plateaus in which pair
elther increases or decreases via the annihilation or cre—
ation of a vortex-antivortex pair. A gradualdeform ation
of the vortex and antivortex cores is associated w ith the
creation or destruction of a ux quantum pair. Since
London theory does not take into account variations of
the C ooper pair density, and therefore cannot correctly
describe vortex cores, G inzburg-Landau theory is essen—
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tial to describe these novel states.

M ethods and Resuls{ To study our system in the
G nzburg-Landau fram ew ork, w e solve the nonlinear par-
tialdi erentialequations which one ndson extrem izing
the G Inzburg-L.andau Intemal energy given by
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In Eq. :3.', din ensionless units are used; as a resul, all
linear dim ensions are expressed in tem s of the super-
conducting coherence length . The constant is the

condensation energy per unit volum e for a uniform bulk

superconductor and the In thickness (in units of ) is
given by d. Since d , we view the superconducting
substrate as a In of negligable thickness. Hence, one
would not expect an Inplane m agnetic eld in posed to

tilt the dipole m om ents of the dot m agnets to a ect the

superconducting state in the In . W e assum e the m eso—
scopic m agnetic dipoles above the substrate to have a
square cross section. W hik there is a range of m agnet
thicknesses, w e have chosen our dots to be cubic In shape
wih 20 asthe length ofa side. In our case, the m eso—
scopic m agnetic cubes form a square array whose lattice
constant is 625 . W e goecify the dipole m om ent of the
m agnets by calculating the positive ux passing through

each unit cell. G iven iIn units of the fiindam ental ux

quantum , this quantiy provides a natural m easure of
the dot dipole strength.

In solving the G inzburg-Landau equations for our ge—
om etry, we have replaced continuum variables w ith their
discrete versionson amesh ne enough to ensure conver—
gence w ith respect to the discretization (to achieve this,
we allow at least 5 grid points per coherence length).
O ur scheam e of discretization is a gauge theoretic form al-
ism (discrete versions of the standard continuum gauge
sym m etries are In posed) w here currents and vector po—
tentialsA¥; and A{; occupy the Jattice bonds, while order
param etervalues ;i resideon latticenodes. W e treat the
m esoscopicm agnetic dots as square loops of current w ith
a thickness equalto the w idth of the dot base; the m ag—
netic eld and vectorpotentialgenerated by them agnetic
dipoles are then easily calculated. T hough we handle the
x and y (in-plane coordinates) discretely, the z direction
is treated exactly, In the continuum lim it.

Via a conjugategradient technique, we solve the
G Inzburg-Landau equations in an iterative m anner. In
this m ethod, one rst linearizes the G inzburg-Landau
equations about an initial guess. T he solution ocbtained
by solving the resulting linear equations is then used as
an input for the next iteration. W e sin ulate In our calcu—
lation an experin ent in which the e ective m agnetic dot
strengths are varied continuously (to realize this In the
laboratory, one could as noted above apply an in-plane
m agnetic eld to tilt the dipole m om ents ofthe dotm ag—

nets, thereby varying their e ective strength). In \right—
ward sweeps", we slow ly increase the dipole strength.
Sweeps range from dipoles too weak to generate any
vortex-antivortex pairs to m agnetic dots strong enough
to destroy the superconductivity altogether. In a right-
ward strength (toward stronger dipoles), the results of
each calculation are used as the Initial guess of the next
calculation, In which the G inzburg-L.andau equations are
solved for slightly stronger m agnetic dots. \Leftward"
sweeps are conducted In a very sin ilar way, w ith each
successive calculation using weaker dipoles than the pre—
viousone. T he sweeps in opposite directions com plem ent
each other by highlighting hysteresis e ects, thereby re—
vealing which transitions are rst order.

To illistrate the con guratJons which correspond to
the phases shown in Fig. -2 we display C ooper pair den—
sities In Fig. d and F i. -4' Vortices and antivortices are
readily identi ed as regionsofdepleted C ooperpairs. E x—
ploiting the fact that the order param eter phase is sin—
gular at the vortex coresm akes it possib]eﬁ:o distinguish
vortices from antivortices; the line integral ¥ dsyields
+2 ( 2 )ifa (@nti) vortex is surrounded by the integra—
tion contour, and is zero otherw jseHIn term s of currents
andm agnetic ux, thiscondition is ﬁ dstg = 2
for a vortex or antivortex, respectively. T his tool for lo—
cating ux quanta pem its the precise depiction of vortex
con gurations, and also conveniently yields pair -

F jgure-'}' isapltof p.ir and the G inzburg-Landau in—
temalenergy forboth sweeps to the right and to the left
Eg1 Isgiven munitsofd 3). T hediscrepancy between
opposite sweeps for pair is readily evident. O ne can also
see sudden downward jumps in Eg; for both rightward
and keflward sweeps. These jim ps and the hysteresis ef-
fects In pair are a result of the m etastability of som e of
the vortex con gurations, signifying that several of the
transitions are rst order. O ne can construct a \ground
state energy" by selecting the low est energy from sweeps
to the right and to the lkft, w ith the preferred state be-
ing the vortex con guration corresponding to the lowest
energy. In thism anner, we have constructed a phase di-
agram for the system , shown In Fig :_2 Fjgures:ja and-r_4
depict vortex con gurationsin salient cases. In the phase
diagram , statesare classi ed according to pair, thenum -
ber of vortex-antivortex pairs. W hen necessary, as in the
case of pair = 2, phases are further classi ed according
to the sym m etry ofthe vortex con guration.m etastable
states are not lowest In energy and are therefore not pre—
ferred by the system .
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0.012y: N
: (0) @ Coipe)@| @8] @ | ©) [Apona)

0.01 : 1

leftward sweep
- rightward sweep

0.008|

0.006¢

[3] [4diagonal]
[2pond 2] K 1

0.004 2] | ]

relative energy difference

[,Z.Iriped]§ Lo
et ]

Lo
2

=

0.002¢

i’

L ) . o v,“"«".’ A )
{5 2 25 3 35 4 45 5 55 6
dipole strength, flux units 2 pai mirtor symmetry breaking phase
ZiJair mirror symmetric striped phase
FIG . 2. Phase diagram wih m etastabl states. Stabl
states Indicated by num bers In parenthesis; m etastable states
by num bers in brackets. T hese num bers indicate how m any
vortex-antivortex pairs per unit cell. D otted (broken) lines
indicate energies of m etastable states for leftward (rightw ard)
sweeps. \Bond" subscripts indicate states n which antivor-
tices lie along nearest neighbor bonds; \striped" and \diag—
onal" subscripts indicate antivortices which lie on diagonals
(next-nearest neighbor bonds).

In discussing the phase diagram of Fi. :_2, we be-
gin from the keft Weak dipoles) and m ove to the right
(toward stronger dijpoles). The fom ation of vortex—
antivortex pairs is energetically unfavorabl for weak
dipoles and, hence, pair = 0 for the lefim ost state.
The next con guration corresponds to a single vortex—

antivortex pair per unit cellw ith vortices in the viciniy
ofthe dot centers and antivortices centrally located in the
Interstitial areas. W ith stronger dipoles, there isa st
order transition to a con guration for which .3 = 2.
A s can be seen in Fjg.rg’(a), antivortices (gn all dark re—
gions) are connected w ith the dot m agnetsby lobes ofde—
pleted C ooperpairdensity (light areas). T hesem olecule-
like com plexes are aligned along the unit cell diagonals,
thereby breaking =2 ordentational symmetry. As the
dipole strengths are Increased fiirther, one nds a state
w hich breaks both orientational and m irror sym m etries
[see Fjg.-'_?.(b)] . A s the sudden symm etry breaking sug—
gests, the transition is rst order.

Even higher dipole strengths lead to a fractionalstate,
forwhich . = 25. Figs.3 () and 3 (0) reveal that
the transition into this state is a gradualone. U tin ately
m irror sym m etry is restored, as seen in Fjg.-r;"(c). A sone
continues the rightward sweep, one encountersa rst or—
der transition to a pair = 3 state depicted in Fig.d @) 1.
Again, In view of the signi cant dissin ilarities between
the states, this isnot surprising. Foreven largerm agnetic
dot strengths, the vortex pair density exhibits a surpris—
Ing nonm onotonicity by Jum ping suddenly to zero. D e—
spite the abrupt changein pair, the shifttothe a5, = 0
state occurs continuously, through the sequence shown
n Fig. :ﬁf First, the antivortices rearrange to form the

pair = 3 con guration depicted in Fig. El:(a). N ext, the
antivortices are pulled Inw ard, form ing the state shown in
Fig.4 ©). The triangular structures in F ig.4 ), each of
which contains three vortex-antivortex pairs, then begin
to transform . T he vortices m ove outward from the dots
to m eet the antivortices, which m ove Inward. U ltin ately,
the ux quantum pairs annihilate and the result is the

pair = 0 con guration shown in Fig. 'ff(c) . The nal
transition, one which also occurs in a continuous m an—
ner, isto the ,,ir = 4 con guration shown in Fjg.:fl:(d).
In each unit cell four vortex-antivortex pairs form along
nearest neighbor bonds. As the m agnetic dipols are
m ade stronger, the pair separations increase, until the
m agnetic dipoles becom e so strong that the supercon-—
ductivity in the thin In is lost.

T his com plicated evolution is driven by the com peti-
tion betw een Intra and interdot potentials for the antivor-
tices. Evidently, for very strong dipoles, the antivortices
feelnot just thee ectsofa singlem agnet, butarea ected
by neighboring m agnets aswell, and the state deform s in
such a way that the vortices instead reside on nearest
neighbor bonds.
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FIG . 3. Cooper pairdensity plots ofstab]e phases. the n -
ages in panels (@), ©), (¢), and (d) correspond to dot m agnet
strengths 0£f4:10, 4:62, 4:91, and 5:62 fundam ental ux units,
respectively. A ntivortices appear as an all dark spots, while
the large dark spots indicate dot regions; C ooper pair density
is depressed in regions w ith lighter shading.
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FIG .4. Cooper pair density plots of stable phases. In ages
in panels @), ©), (), and (d) correspond to m agnetic dot
strengths equalto 585, 5:97, 6:14, and 6:85 fundam ental ux
units, respectively.

Conclusions and possibilities for experim ent{ W e have
found, even In the absence of any applied m agnetic ux,
that m esoscopic arrays ofm agnetic dots can exhbi non—
trivialvortex phenom ena, ncliding con gurationswhich
break lattice sym m etries, states w ith superlattice struc—
ture, and a fractional vortex con guration. To realize
these states in the laboratory, we have proposed an ex—
perin ent in which onem ay vary the e ective strength of
the dot m agnets by using an in-plane m agnetic eld to
tilt the dipole m om ent. In this way it should be possi-
ble to carry out the previously discussed sweeps in m ag—
net strength, m aking it feasible to access experin entally
the stable con gurations shown in the phase diagram of
Fjg.:é and even som e of the states which we have classi-

ed asm etastable.

Finally, we m ention som e possble experim ental tests
for the novel vortex phenom ena discussed in this work.
C ritical currents are a usefil probe; di erent j¥ and F¥
values would signalbroken orientational symm etry. T he
existence of states that break the spatial symm etry of
the httice kg, Fig. 'Q'(b)] suggests that Ising physics
m ight be ocbserved in this system at nite tem peratures
In them odynam ic quantities such as the speci c heat.
Tt is also interesting to speculate that the non-m onotonic
vortex density found in the viciniy ofthe fourvortex pair
states (Fjgs.:ff) could Jead to a peak in the critical current
as a function of perpendicular dipole strength. In any
case, our calculations strongly suggest that this system
o ersa rich phenom enology worthy of fiirther theoretical
and experin ental Investigation .
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