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D.J.PriourJr1,H.A.Fertig2

1
Condensed M atter Theory Center,Departm entofPhysics,University ofM aryland,College Park,M D 20742-4111

2Departm entofPhysics and Astronom y,University ofK entucky,Lexington,K Y 40506-0055

UsingG inzburg-Landau theory,we�nd novelcon�gurationsofvorticesin superconductingthin �lm s

subjectto the m agnetic �eld ofa m agnetic dotarray,with dipole m om entsoriented perpendicular

to the �lm . Su�ciently strong m agnets cause the form ation ofvortex-antivortex pairs. In m ost

cases, the vortices are con�ned to dot regions, while the antivortices can form a rich variety of

lattice states. W e propose an experim entin which the perpendicularcom ponentofthe dotdipole

m om entscan be tuned using an in-plane m agnetic �eld. W e show thatin such an experim entthe

vortex-antivortex pairdensity showsbroad plateausasafunction ofthedipolestrength.M any ofthe

plateauscorrespond to vortex con�gurationswhich break dotlattice sym m etries. In som e ofthese

states,the vortex coresare strongly distorted.Possible experim entalconsequencesare m entioned.

PACS num bers:74.20.-z,74.25.Q t,74.78.-w,68.55.Ln,68.65.Cd,61.46.+ w

Type IIsuperconductors,with theirhigh criticalcur-

rentsand �elds,lend them selvestotechnologicalapplica-

tions.However,vorticesappearin thesesuperconducting

system swhen m agnetic �elds orcurrentsare m ade suf-

�ciently large. M otion ofthe vorticesspoilsthe perfect

conductivity im portantin applications;itisthereforeim -

portantto�nd waystopin 
ux quanta.System aticstud-

iesofvortexpinninghavebeen carriedoutin experim ents

on regularnanoscale arrayswhere a lattice ofdefects is

superim posed on a thin superconducting �lm .\Antidot"

arrays,in which pinning centers consist ofholes or de-

pressions in the substrate,were �rst to be studied [1].

Subsequently, m agnetic dot arrays have been created,

usually by thedeposition ofm esoscopicm agneticdipoles

on top ofthe superconducting �lm [2{7]. In the case of

the nanoscale m agnetic dotarrays,a num berofexperi-

m entaland theoreticalstudieshavefocused on scenarios

in which each unitcellispenetrated by a �nite am ount

ofnet m agnetic 
ux. In this work,we consider arrays

of dipoles for which there is no net perpendicular ap-

plied �eld. Even withoutany applied net
ux,we show

that rich vortex phenom ena occur as one changes the

strength ofthe dotdipoles. W e propose an experim en-

talscenario to observethesee�ects,in which an in-plane

applied m agnetic�eld isused to tiltthedipolem om ents.

Thethin �lm geom etrypreventsthehorizontallydirected

�eld from disturbing thesuperconducting state,and tilt-

ing the m om ents m akes possible the adjustm ent ofthe

e�ective strength ofthe m agneticdots.

In ourwork,wefocuson thecasein which thedipoles

preferan orientation perpendicularto thesuperconduct-

ing �lm .The supercurrentswhich the m agnetic dotsin-

duce m ove in a clockwise direction. The resulting can-

cellation ofthe �eld from the array m agnetsisa partial

realization oftheM eissnere�ect.W ith theinduced cur-

rents,thereisan associated costin kineticenergy;hence,

forsu�ciently strongdipoles,itisenergetically favorable

to have a vortex in the vicinity ofthe dot,since thisal-

lows the vortex’s counterclockwise currents to partially

cancelthe induced currents. However,due to the zero


ux condition,vorticescannotform in isolation;vortices

and antivorticesm ustbe generated in pairs.

Som e work has concentrated on isolated m agnets,

wheretheentiresystem hascylindricalsym m etry [8{10].

A few studies in the fram ework ofthe London theory

have focused on a single pairof
ux quanta in one unit

cell,using periodic boundary conditions[11{16].Depin-

ning has been studied in the G inzburg-Landau fram e-

work,but for antidots rather than m agnetic dots [17].

Because vortices m ust be put in by hand in the Lon-

don theory,is it not straightforward to go beyond sim -

ple situations(generally one vortex-antivortex pair in a

single unit cell). However vortices appear naturally in

a G inzburg-Landau treatm ent, m aking tractable m ore

com plicated situations,such asthose involving m ultiple


ux quanta pairs in a unit cell,where often one m ust

allow forsuperlattice structures. In this work,to avoid

assum ingthesam evortexcon�guration foreach unitcell,

we study a large (4� 4)supercellwith periodic bound-

ary conditions. In whatfollows,�pair denotesthe num -

berofvortex-antivortex pairsperunitcell.W e�nd that

as the strength ofthe dot m agnets is varied (by tilting

dipolem om entsvia an in-planem agnetic�eld),�pair ex-

hibitssharply de�ned plateaus. Rem arkably,the vortex

pair density is not always a m onotonic function ofthe

dipole strength.W e willseethattherearestable vortex

states which break orientationaland/or m irror sym m e-

try.Phasetransitionswhich can beabruptorcontinuous

occurasthedipolestrength isvaried.In theabruptcase,

hysteresisphenom enaarefound,consistentwith theirbe-

ing �rstordertransitions.Surprisingly,som eoftheseoc-

curwithin a plateau.Aswillbe discussed,second order

transitionsde�ne shiftsbetween plateausin which �pair

eitherincreasesordecreasesvia the annihilation orcre-

ation ofa vortex-antivortex pair.A gradualdeform ation

ofthe vortex and antivortex coresisassociated with the

creation or destruction ofa 
ux quantum pair. Since

London theory does not take into accountvariationsof

the Cooper pair density,and therefore cannotcorrectly

describe vortex cores,G inzburg-Landau theory isessen-
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tialto describethese novelstates.

M ethods and Results{ To study our system in the

G inzburg-Landau fram ework,wesolvethenonlinearpar-

tialdi�erentialequationswhich one�ndson extrem izing

the G inzburg-Landau internalenergy given by

E G L = d�� 3
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In Eq.1,dim ensionless units are used; as a result,all

linear dim ensions are expressed in term s ofthe super-

conducting coherence length �. The constant � is the

condensation energy perunitvolum e fora uniform bulk

superconductorand the �lm thickness (in units of�) is

given by d. Since d � �,we view the superconducting

substrate as a �lm ofnegligable thickness. Hence,one

would notexpectan in-plane m agnetic �eld im posed to

tiltthe dipole m om entsofthe dotm agnetsto a�ectthe

superconducting statein the �lm .W e assum ethe m eso-

scopic m agnetic dipoles above the substrate to have a

square cross section. W hile there is a range ofm agnet

thicknesses,wehavechosen ourdotsto becubicin shape

with 2:0� asthe length ofa side.In ourcase,the m eso-

scopicm agneticcubesform a squarearray whoselattice

constantis6:25�. W e specify the dipole m om entofthe

m agnetsby calculating the positive 
ux passing through

each unit cell. G iven in units ofthe fundam ental
ux

quantum , this quantity provides a naturalm easure of

the dotdipolestrength.

In solving the G inzburg-Landau equationsforourge-

om etry,wehavereplaced continuum variableswith their

discreteversionson a m esh �neenough to ensureconver-

gence with respectto the discretization (to achievethis,

we allow at least 5 grid points per coherence length).

O urschem eofdiscretization isa gaugetheoreticform al-

ism (discrete versionsofthe standard continuum gauge

sym m etriesare im posed)where currentsand vectorpo-

tentialsA x
ij and A

y

ij occupythelatticebonds,whileorder

param etervalues ij resideonlatticenodes.W etreatthe

m esoscopicm agneticdotsassquareloopsofcurrentwith

a thicknessequalto the width ofthe dotbase;the m ag-

netic�eld and vectorpotentialgeneratedbythem agnetic

dipolesarethen easily calculated.Though wehandlethe

x and y (in-planecoordinates)discretely,thez direction

istreated exactly,in the continuum lim it.

Via a conjugate-gradient technique, we solve the

G inzburg-Landau equations in an iterative m anner. In

this m ethod, one �rst linearizes the G inzburg-Landau

equationsaboutan initialguess. The solution obtained

by solving the resulting linearequationsisthen used as

an inputforthenextiteration.W esim ulatein ourcalcu-

lation an experim entin which thee�ectivem agneticdot

strengths are varied continuously (to realize this in the

laboratory,one could as noted above apply an in-plane

m agnetic�eld to tiltthedipolem om entsofthedotm ag-

nets,thereby varying theire�ectivestrength).In \right-

ward sweeps", we slowly 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 areused asthe initialguessofthe next

calculation,in which theG inzburg-Landau equationsare

solved for slightly stronger m agnetic dots. \Leftward"

sweeps are conducted in a very sim ilar way,with each

successivecalculation using weakerdipolesthan thepre-

viousone.Thesweepsin oppositedirectionscom plem ent

each otherby highlighting hysteresise�ects,thereby re-

vealing which transitionsare�rstorder.

To illustrate the con�gurations which correspond to

the phasesshown in Fig.2,wedisplay Cooperpairden-

sitiesin Fig.3 and Fig.4. Vorticesand antivorticesare

readilyidenti�ed asregionsofdepleted Cooperpairs.Ex-

ploiting the fact that the order param eter phase is sin-

gularatthevortex coresm akesitpossibleto distinguish

vorticesfrom antivortices;thelineintegral
H
~r �� d~syields

+ 2� (� 2�)ifa(anti)vortexissurrounded bytheintegra-

tion contour,and iszero otherwise.In term sofcurrents

and m agnetic
ux,thiscondition is
H ~J

j j2
� d~s+ �B = � 2�

fora vortex orantivortex,respectively.Thistoolforlo-

cating
ux quantaperm itstheprecisedepiction ofvortex

con�gurations,and also conveniently yields�pair.

Figure1isaplotof�pair and theG inzburg-Landau in-

ternalenergy forboth sweepsto therightand to theleft

(E G L isgivenin unitsofd��
3).Thediscrepancybetween

oppositesweepsfor�pair isreadily evident.O necan also

see sudden downward jum psin E G L forboth rightward

and leftward sweeps.Thesejum psand the hysteresisef-

fectsin �pair area resultofthe m etastability ofsom eof

the vortex con�gurations,signifying that severalofthe

transitionsare �rstorder.O ne can constructa \ground

stateenergy" by selecting thelowestenergy from sweeps

to the rightand to the left,with the preferred state be-

ing the vortex con�guration corresponding to the lowest

energy.In thism anner,wehaveconstructed a phasedi-

agram forthe system ,shown in Fig 2. Figures3 and 4

depictvortexcon�gurationsin salientcases.In thephase

diagram ,statesareclassi�ed accordingto�pair,thenum -

berofvortex-antivortex pairs.W hen necessary,asin the

case of�pair = 2,phasesare furtherclassi�ed according

to thesym m etry ofthevortex con�guration.m etastable

statesarenotlowestin energy and arethereforenotpre-

ferred by the system .
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FIG .1. �pair and E G L plots for sweeps to the left and to

the right. The energy is given in units ofd�
3
�,where � is

the condensation energy per unit volum e and d is the �lm

thickness.
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FIG .2. Phase diagram with m etastable states. Stable

statesindicated by num bersin parenthesis;m etastablestates

by num bersin brackets. These num bers indicate how m any

vortex-antivortex pairs per unit cell. D otted (broken) lines

indicateenergiesofm etastablestatesforleftward (rightward)

sweeps. \Bond" subscripts indicate states in which antivor-

tices lie along nearest neighbor bonds;\striped" and \diag-

onal" subscripts indicate antivortices which lie on diagonals

(next-nearestneighborbonds).

In discussing the phase diagram of Fig. 2, we be-

gin from the left (weak dipoles) and m ove to the right

(toward stronger dipoles). The form ation of vortex-

antivortex pairs is energetically unfavorable for weak

dipoles and, hence, �pair = 0 for the leftm ost state.

The next con�guration corresponds to a single vortex-

antivortex pairperunitcellwith vorticesin the vicinity

ofthedotcentersand antivorticescentrallylocated in the

interstitialareas. W ith strongerdipoles,there is a �rst

order transition to a con�guration for which �pair = 2.

Ascan be seen in Fig.3(a),antivortices(sm alldark re-

gions)areconnected with thedotm agnetsby lobesofde-

pleted Cooperpairdensity (lightareas).Thesem olecule-

like com plexesare aligned along the unitcelldiagonals,

thereby breaking �=2 orientationalsym m etry. As the

dipole strengthsare increased further,one �nds a state

which breaks both orientationaland m irrorsym m etries

[see Fig.3(b)]. Asthe sudden sym m etry breaking sug-

gests,the transition is�rstorder.

Even higherdipolestrengthslead to a fractionalstate,

for which �pair = 2:5. Figs.3(b) and 3(c) revealthat

thetransition intothisstateisagradualone.Ultim ately

m irrorsym m etry isrestored,asseen in Fig.3(c).Asone

continuestherightward sweep,oneencountersa �rstor-

dertransition to a �pair = 3 state[depicted in Fig.3(d)].

Again,in view ofthe signi�cant dissim ilarities between

thestates,thisisnotsurprising.Foreven largerm agnetic

dotstrengths,the vortex pairdensity exhibitsa surpris-

ing nonm onotonicity by jum ping suddenly to zero. De-

spitetheabruptchangein �pair,theshifttothe�pair = 0

state occurs continuously,through the sequence shown

in Fig.4. First,the antivortices rearrange to form the

�pair = 3 con�guration depicted in Fig.4(a). Next,the

antivorticesarepulled inward,form ingthestateshown in

Fig.4(b).Thetriangularstructuresin Fig.4(b),each of

which containsthreevortex-antivortex pairs,then begin

to transform . The vorticesm ove outward from the dots

tom eettheantivortices,which m oveinward.Ultim ately,

the 
ux quantum pairs annihilate and the result is the

�pair = 0 con�guration shown in Fig.4(c). The �nal

transition,one which also occurs in a continuous m an-

ner,isto the �pair = 4 con�guration shown in Fig.4(d).

In each unitcellfourvortex-antivortex pairsform along

nearest neighbor bonds. As the m agnetic dipoles are

m ade stronger,the pair separations increase,untilthe

m agnetic dipoles becom e so strong that the supercon-

ductivity in the thin �lm islost.

This com plicated evolution is driven by the com peti-

tion between intraand interdotpotentialsfortheantivor-

tices.Evidently,forvery strong dipoles,the antivortices

feelnotjustthee�ectsofasinglem agnet,butarea�ected

by neighboringm agnetsaswell,and thestatedeform sin

such a way that the vortices instead reside on nearest

neighborbonds.
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Conclusionsand possibilitiesfor experim ent{ W ehave

found,even in theabsenceofany applied m agnetic
ux,

thatm esoscopicarraysofm agneticdotscan exhibitnon-

trivialvortex phenom ena,includingcon�gurationswhich

break lattice sym m etries,stateswith superlattice struc-

ture,and a fractionalvortex con�guration. To realize

these statesin the laboratory,we have proposed an ex-

perim entin which onem ay vary thee�ectivestrength 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-

bleto carry outthepreviously discussed sweepsin m ag-

netstrength,m aking itfeasibleto accessexperim entally

the stable con�gurationsshown in the phase diagram of

Fig.2 and even som eofthe stateswhich we haveclassi-

�ed asm etastable.

Finally,we m ention som e possible experim entaltests

for the novelvortex phenom ena discussed in this work.

Criticalcurrentsare a usefulprobe;di�erentjxc and jyc
valueswould signalbroken orientationalsym m etry.The

existence ofstates that break the spatialsym m etry of

the lattice [e.g., Fig.3(b)] suggests that Ising physics

m ightbe observed in thissystem at�nite tem peratures

in therm odynam ic quantities such as the speci�c heat.

Itisalsointeresting to speculatethatthenon-m onotonic

vortexdensityfound in thevicinityofthefourvortexpair

states(Figs.4)could lead toapeakin thecriticalcurrent

as a function ofperpendicular dipole strength. In any

case,our calculations strongly suggestthat this system

o�ersarich phenom enology worthy offurthertheoretical

and experim entalinvestigation.
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