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Vortex Penetration In M agneto-Superconducting H eterostructures.

Serkan Erdin

SchoolofPhysics& Astronom y,University ofM innesota,

116 Church St.S.E.,M inneapolis,M N 55455

W e report our results on vortex penetration in two realizations of heterogeneos m agneto-

superconducting system s (HM SS) based on London approach; sem i-in�nite ferrom agnetic(FM )-

superconducting(SC)bilayersand a FM doton a sem i-in�nite SC �lm . In the �rstcase,we study

quantitatively thevortex entry in FM -SC bilayerswhich m anifestsBean-Livingston-likevortex bar-

rier,controlled by FM �lm ’sm agnetization m and SC �lm ’sG inzburg param eter�. In the second

case,we investigate the conditions for sponteneous vortex creation and determ ine the position of

vortex forvariousvaluesofm agnetization and the dot’sposition.

PACS Num ber(s):74.25.Dw,74.25.Ha,74.25.Q t,74.78.-w

Heterogeneous m agneto-superconducting system s

(HM SS)are m ade offerrom agnetic(FM )and supercon-

ducting(SC)piecesseparated by thin layersofinsulating

oxides. In contrastto the case ofa hom ogeneousferro-

m agnetic superconductor studied during the last two

decades, the two order param eters, the m agnetization

and the SC electron density do notsuppresseach other

[1,2].In HM SS,the strong interaction between FM and

SC com ponentsstem sfrom them agnetic� eldsgenerated

by the inhom ogeneousm agnetization and the supercur-

rents as wellas SC vortices. Strong interaction ofthe

FM and SC system snotonly givesriseto a new classof

novelphenom enaand physicale� ects,butalsoshowsthe

im portanttechnologicalprom ise ofdeviceswhose trans-

port properties can be easily tuned by com paratively

weak m agnetic� elds.

Various theoretical realizations of HM SS have been

proposed by di� erent groups, such as arrays of m ag-

netic dots on the top of a SC � lm [1,3], ferrom ag-

netic/superconducting bilayers(FSB) [4],and m agnetic

nanorods em bedded into a superconductor [5],whereas

only sub-m icron m agnetic dotscovered by thin SC � lm s

have been prepared and studied [6{8]. The experim en-

talsam plesofFM -SC hybrid system swere prepared by

m eans of electron beam lithography and lift-o� tech-

niques[9].Both in-planeand out-of-planem agnetization

was experim entally studied. The dots with m agnetiza-

tion parallelto the plane were fabricated from Co,Ni,

Fe,G d-Co and Sm -Co alloys.Forthe dotswith m agne-

tization perpendicular to the plane which requires high

anisotropy along hard-axis,Co/Ptm ultilayerswereused

[10].

In the m ost of theoreticalstudies, SC subsystem is

considered to be in� nite size for the sake ofcom puta-

tionalsim plicity. To this date,there has not been an

analyticalanalysisofboundary and edge e� ectsin FM -

SC heterostructures,though vortex entry conditions in

type II superconductors are previously studied [11{13].

However,from both experim entaland theoreticalpoint

ofview, � nite or sem i-in� nite system s are m ore inter-

esting and realistic,and theirstudy o� ersbetterunder-

standing ofvortex m atterin HM SS.Authoralso believes

thatanalyticaland quantitativestudy ofaforem entioned

system s willshed light on solving other open problem s

pertaining to HM SS.For exam ple,we earlier predicted

thatin a � nite tem perature intervalbelow the SC tran-

sition the FSB is unstable with respect to SC vortex

form ation in FM -SC bilayers (FSB) [14]. The slow de-

cay (/ 1=r)ofthelong-rangeinteractionsbetween Pearl

vorticesm akesthe structure thatconsistsofalternating

dom ainswith oppositem agnetization and vorticity ener-

getically favorable. It is possible that the long dom ain

nucleation tim e can interferewith the observation ofde-

scribed textures.W ealso expectthatdom ain nucleation

starts near the edge,which m akes qualitative study of

edgesin aforem entioned system snecessary.Q uantitative

study ofthisdynam icprocessisstillin progress.Forthis

purpose,and having been m otivated by currentinterest

in HM SS,in this work,we attem ptto study vortex en-

try conditions in HM SS.To ourpurpose,we work with

a m ethod based on London-M axwellequations,which is

fully explained elsewhere [15]. London approach works

wellforlarge G inzburg (� = �eff=� > > 1 )param eter,

where �eff = �2L =d is the e� ective penetration depth

[16],and � iscoherencelength.Indeed,forthin SC � lm s,

G inzburg param eter is on order of50-100. Previously,

our m ethod was introduced for vortex structures in in-

� nite � lm s. Here,we extend itto sem i-in� nite system s.

To this end,we bene� t from K ogan’s work on a Pearl

vortex nearthe edgeofSC thin � lm in which SC piece’s

size is considered to be sem i-in� nite [17]. Likewise,we

considerFM subsystem son sem i-in� niteSC and FM sub-

system sin which,we assum e thatm agnetization points

perpendicularto the FM � lm ’splane.
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In this work, we � rst consider sem i-in� nite SC and

FM � lm s and study vortex entry barrier. O ur calcula-

tionsshow thatthereexistsBean-Livingston-likesurface

barrier[18]forthevorticescreated by FM � lm .Next,we

considera circularm agneticdotnearthe� lm ’sedgeand

investigatetheconditionsforvorticestoappearand their

con� gurations.Itturnsoutthat,in contrastto the in� -

nite system s,vorticesare not trapped rightatthe dots

center,butthey areshifted slightlyfrom thecentertothe

SC � lm ’s edge or opposite direction,depending on the

dot’s m agnetization,position and size. Physics behind

thise� ectissim ple.In the sem i-in� nite system s,vortex

interacts with both its im age vortex and the m agnetic

dot.The com petition between these two attractionsde-

term inesvortex’sposition.The outlineofthisarticlesis

asfollows:in the � rstsection,we introduce the m ethod

to study edge e� ects in FM -SC system s. In the next

section,weapply ourm ethod based on M axwell-London

equationsto two di� erentcases;sem i-in� niteFM -SC bi-

layersand FM doton a sem i-in� nite SC � lm . W e con-

clude with resultsand discussions.

I.M ET H O D

Finite and sem i-in� nite system s are not as easy and

straightforward asin� nite system s,and they usually re-

quirem orecarefultreatm entdueto theboundary ofthe

system s. Earlier, K ogan developed a clever technique

based on London approach to study a vortex nearthe2d

� lm ’sedge [17]. W hile developing ourm ethod,we stick

to his technique and geom etry in which a very thin SC

� lm islocated atx-y halfplane while itsedge isatx= 0

(seeFig.1),and generalizehism ethod form orethan one

vortex. W e also assum e that no vortex is closer to the

SC � lm ’sedgethan coherencelength �,becauseLondon

theory doesfailin the vicinity of�.

SC film 

a aimage vortex

z

x = 0 

vortex

 FM film

FIG .1. Sem i-in�nite FM -SC bilayer.

W estartwith London equation forthevorticeswith vor-

ticity nj located atrj,

h +
4��2L

c
r � js = �0ẑ

X

j

nj�(r� rj); (1)

wherejs issupercurrentdensity in theSC subsystem .In

thepresenceofFM subsystem which isalsoconsidered to

beverythin and located atx-yhalfplaneasSC subpiece,

Eq.(1)turnsto

h +
4��2L

c
r � j=

4��2L

c
r � jm + �0ẑ

X

j

nj�(r� rj);

(2)

where j= js + jm and jm = cr � m . Averaging Eq.(2)

overthe thicknessofSC � lm ,one� nds

hz +
4��

c
(r � g)z =

�

4��

c
r � gm

�

z

+ �0

X

j

nj�(r� rj);

(3)

where g is the 2-d current density, which can be cal-

culated by solving Eq.(3)togetherwith the Biot-Savart

integralequation and the continuity equation r � g = 0.

In term softhesurfacecurrent,theBiot-Savartequation

isgiven by

hz =
1

c

Z

d
2
r
0[g(r0)� R =R

3]; (4)

whereR = r� r0.De� ning thesurfacecurrentdensity in

term sofa scalarfunction G (r)asg = r � G (r)̂z,using

R =R 3 = r 0(1=R) and integrating Eq.(4) by parts,one

can obtain

hz =
1

c

Z

x0> 0

d
2
r
0r

2G (r0)

R
+

Z 1

�1

dy
0

�

@x0G (r
0)

R

�

x0= 0

;

(5)

where the � rstterm givesthe contribution from the en-

tiresurfacecurrentdistribution whereasthesecond term

isthe contribution from the � lm ’sedge.The directsub-

stitution ofEq.(5)into Eq.(2)gives

Z

x0> 0

d
2
r
0r

2G (r0)

R
+

Z 1

�1

dy
0

�

@x0G (r
0)

R

�

x0= 0

+ 4��r 2
G (r)= � c�0

X

j

nj�(r� rj)� 4��(r � gm )z: (6)

Solvingtheaboveequation in halfplaneisdi� cult.How-

ever,thisdi� culty can be rem oved by solving (6)in the

Fourierspace and using the boundary conditions. That

is,atthe � lm s’s edge (x = 0 ),the norm alcom ponent

ofcurrentdensity iszero,nam ely gx(0;y)= 0,whereas,

atin� nity thecurrentdistribution vanishes.Thisim plies

thatthe scalarfunction is constantatthe � lm s bound-

aries. For sim plicity,it can be set to zero. To have G
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vanish at the edge,we set G (� x;y) = � G (x;y). The Fouriertransform ofEq.(6)reads

Z 1

0

dx
0
e
�ik x x

0

(@2x0 � k
2

y)G (x
0
;ky)+

Z 1

�1

dy
0[@x0G (r

0)]x0= 0e
�ik y y

0

� 2�k3G (k) (7)

= i
c�0

�
k
X

j

nje
�ik y yj sin(kxxj)� 2�k(ik � gm ;kx )z;

wherek = (kx;ky).Replacing x
0 by � x0 and writing the Eq.(7)for� kx,one obtains

Z �1

0

dx
0
e
�ik x x

0

(@2x0 � k
2

y)G (x
0
;ky)+

Z 1

�1

dy
0[@x0G (r

0)]x0= 0e
�ik y y

0

+ 2�k3G (k) (8)

= � i
c�0

�
k
X

j

nje
�ik y yj sin(kxxj)� 2�k(i~k � gm ;�k x

)z;

where ~k = (� kx;ky). Subtracting (8)from (7),the vor-

tex and m agnetic partsofthe scalarfunction are found

as

G v(k)=
2c�0

i�

X

j

nj
e�ik y yj sin(kxxj)

k(1+ 4�k)
; (9)

G m (k)= 2�i
[k � gm ;kx �

~k � gm ;�k x
]z

k(1+ 4�k)
: (10)

Taking the inverse Fouriertransform ofEq.(9),the vor-

tex contribution in realspaceisfound as

G v(r)=
c�0

2�2

X

j

nj

Z 1

0

(J0(kjr� rjj)� J0(kjr+ ~rjj))

1+ 4k�
dk;

(11)

Note that the � rst term in (11) represents the jth vor-

tex located atrj = (xj;yj),whereasthe second term is

the contribution ofjth im age vortex,or antivortex,at

~rj = (� xj;yj). Next,we calculate the 2-d currentden-

sity.K eepingin m ind thatitisdiscontinuousatthe� lm ’s

edge,theFouriercom ponentsofthecurrentdensity read

g(x > 0;y)=

Z
d2k

(2�)2
(ik � ẑ)G (k)eik�r;

g(x < 0;y)= 0: (12)

Using Eq.(12),onecan com putevectorpotentialand the

m agnetic� eld through

A =
4�

c

g

Q 2
; h =

4�

ic

g � Q

Q 2
; (13)

whereQ = k+ kzẑ.TakingtheinverseFourierofEq.(13),

vectorpotentialisfound as

A �(r)=
�0

�

X

j

nj

Z 1

0

(J1(kjr� rjj)� J1(kjr+ ~rjj))e
�kjzj

1+ 4�k
dk:

(14)

AttheSC � lm ’ssurface(z= 0),vectorpotentialforone

vortex with vorticity n,located atr= a reads

A �(r)=
n�0

4��

�

4�

jr� aj
�

4�

jr+ ~aj
+
�

2

�

Y1

�

jr� aj

4�

�

+ H �1

�

jr� aj

4�

�

� Y1

�

jr+ ~aj

4�

�

+ H �1

�

jr+ ~aj

4�

���

; (15)

where H and Y are the Struve and the second kind

Besselfuctions. At short distances (r < < �), A � be-

haves as (n�0=16��
2)[(� 1=4 + C=2 � ln2=2)(jr� aj�

jr+ aj)+ jr� ajln(jr� aj=4�)� jr+ ajln(jr+ aj=4�)

whereas, at large distances, it decays slowly in space,

nam ely (�0=�)(1=jr� aj� 1=jr+ aj).C = 0:577:::isEu-

lerconstant.M agnetic � eld due to vortex in z direction

reads

hz(r)=
n�0

�

Z 1

0

(J0(kjr� aj)� J0(kjr+ aj))ke�kjzj

1+ 4�k
dk

(16)

Atz= 0,m agnetic� eld reads

hz(r)=
n�0

4��

�

1

jr� aj
�

1

jr+ aj
�

�

8�

�

H 0

�

jr� aj

4�

�

� Y0

�

jr� aj

4�

�

� H 0

�

jr+ aj

4�

�

� Y0

�

jr+ aj

4�

���

: (17)

3



Theasym ptoticsofthem agnetic� eld atsm alland large

distancesare

hz �
n�0

4��

�

1

jr� aj
�

1

jr+ aj
+

1

4�
ln
jr� aj

jr+ aj

�

r< < � (18)

hz �
4n��0

�

�

1

jr� aj3
�

1

jr+ aj3

�

r> > �: (19)

The totalenergy ofFM -SC system reads

E = E v + E vm + E m ; (20)

where E v isthe vortex energy,E vm isthe interaction of

vortex and m agnetic subsystem and � nally Em is self-

energy ofm agnetic subsystem ,which willbe ignored at

furthercalculations,sinceitisinappropriateforourprob-

lem .Vortex energy iscalculated by K ogan [17]as

E v =

0
X

i;j

ni�0

2c
G v(r! rj); (21)

where
P 0

denotestherestricted sum in which only i= j

and i> j aretaken into account.Eq.(21)leadsto

E v =
X

i

n2i�
2

0

16�2�

�

ln
8�

eC �
�
�

2
�0

�
xi

2�

�
�

+
X

i> j

�"0ninj

�

�0

�

ri� rj

4�

�

� �0

�

ri+ rj

4�

��

; (22)

where�0(x)= Y0(x)� H 0(x).Vortex-m agnetization in-

teraction energy iscalculated asin [15]:

E vm = �
�0

16��2

Z

r ’ � a
m
d
2
x �

1

2

Z

m � b
v
d
2
x; (23)

whereintegration isperform ed overthehalfspace.Note

thatwetake�=� = 50 in ournum ericalcalculations.

A .Sem i-In�nite FM -SC B ilayers

In thispart,westudy asem i-in� niteFM � lm on top of

a sem i-in� nite SC � lm . Both � lm sare taken to be very

thin,lieon x-y halfplanewhereastheiredgesarelocated

atx= 0(seeFig.1).W eassum ethatFM � lm hasuniform

m agnetization along zdirection and hashigh anisotropy,

so thatitsm agnetization doesnotchange direction due

to m agnetic � eld ofvortex. The m agnetization ofFM

� lm reads

m = m �(x)�(z)̂z: (24)

M agneticcurrentin realspaceand Fourierspaceisgiven

as

gm = � m c�(x)̂y; gm ;k = � 2�m c�(ky)̂ky: (25)

SubstitutingEq.(24)intoEq.(10),onecan � nd thescalar

potentialas

G m (k)= � 8��m ci
kx�(ky)

k(1+ 4�k)
: (26)

Taking the inverseFouriertransform ofEq.(26),we� nd

G m (x)=
m c

�
f

�
x

4�

�

; (27)

where f(x) =
R1

0
dkx sin(kxx)=(1 + kx)). The asym p-

toticsoff(x)are

f(x)�
�

2
+ x(ln(x)+ C � 1);x < < 1; (28)

f(x)�
1

x
;x > > 1:

Using Eq.(12)and Eq.(13),zcom ponentofthescreened

m agnetic� eld atz = 0 due to FM � lm ,reads

hz(r)=
m

4�

Z 1

0

kx sin(kx
x

4�
)

1+ jkxj
dkx: (29)

Them agnetic� eld decaysas1=x forx < < � and 1=x2 for

x > > �.In orderto study vortex con� guration,weneed

to calculate totale� ective energy ofthe system .To this

end,we considera sim ple case,nam ely a vortex with a

single ux located atr= a.Forthiscase,vortex energy

fora singlevortex reads(seeEq.(22))

E v =
�2
0

16�2�

�

ln
8�

e��
�
�

2
�0

�
a

2�

�
�

; (30)

wherasthe vortex-m agnetization interaction energy can

be calculated by m eansofEq.(23).

E vm = � m �0

�

1�
2

�
f

�
a

4�

�
�

: (31)

0
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FIG .2. Phase diagram of a single vortex created by

sem i-in�niteFM �lm .In theregion below curve,vortex does

notappear,whereasitbecom esenergetically favorablein area

above the curve.

The sum ofEq.(22) and Eq.(31) gives the e� ective to-

talenergy ofthe system . Vortex becom es energetically

favorable when e� ective totalenergy becom es less than

zero. Equating the e� ective energy to zero,one can ob-

tain the curve for spontenous creation ofvortex. This

curve,

m �0

"0
=
ln(8�

e� �
)� �

2
(H 0(

a

2�
)� Y0(

a

2�
))

1� 2

�
f(a

4�
)

(32)

seperates the regions where the vortex appears sponta-

neously and does appear as seen in Fig.2. For large

values ofm �0="0 ratio,the vortex com es out near the

edge. O n the other hand,it prefersgoing further away

from the surface for sm allratio ofm �0="0. W e can es-

tim ate the m inim um value ofm agnetization ofFM � lm

through e� ective energy for in� nite � lm s [15],which is

E eff = "0 ln(�=�)� m �0.Equating thisequation to zero

and solving itform ,we � nd mc1 = �0=(16�
2�ln(�=�)).

W hen m agnetization exceeds this value,the vortex ap-

pearsvery faraway from the edge. In orderto getvor-

tex appear close to the edge, m m ust be signi� cantly

larger than m c1. Another interesting thing is that the

system m anifests Bean-like surface barrier for the vor-

tex. The surface barrier is controlled by m �0="0 and

G inzburg param eter �. W e analyze three regim es for

this ratio for � xed � = �=�. W hen m < mc1, vor-

tex does not appear (see Fig.3). In the second regim e,

m c1 < m < m c2,vortex prefersgoing furtheraway from

the surface,whereas,when m > m c2, the barrier dis-

appears (see Fig.4). m c2 is the second criticalm agne-

tization,atwhich barrierdisappears,and can be calcu-

lated through thecondition thattheslopej@E tot=@xjx= �
is zero,which gives m �0="0 � 2��=ln(4�). W hen ra-

tio m �0="0 isgreaterthan this,the barrierdisappears.

Physically,two contributionsplay an im portantrole for

thevortex barrier.Nam ely,thevortex isattracted to SC

� lm ’s edge through its attraction towardsim age vortex

whereas it is repelled by FM � lm ’s edge. Com petition

between thesetwo factorscontrolsthe barrier.

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5 4 4.5 5

E
ef

f(ε
0)

a/λ

m < mc1

FIG .3. The e�ective energy versusthe vortex’sposition.

W hen m < m c1,vortex doesnotappear.
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FIG .4. The e�ective energy versusthe vortex’sposition.

W hen m c1 < m < m c2,thesurfacebarriershrinkstoward the

edge ofSC �lm ,and vortex iscreated little furtherfrom the

edge.
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E
ef

f(ε
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FIG .5. The e�ective energy versusthe vortex’sposition.

W hen m > m c2 barrier disappears,and vortex can be seen

anywhere in SC �lm .
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B .FM D ot on a Sem i-In�nite SC Film

In this case,we study a circular FM disc on top of

sem i-in� nite SC � lm . Earlier,we studied the conditions

for the vortex states to appear on a sim ilar system ,in

which SC � lm ,howeverwasin� nite.Due to the circular

sym m etry ofFM dot,vortex wasappearing atthe dot’s

center.In thissection,westudy thevortexstatesin m ore

realastic case and investigate the role ofedge e� ects on

the spontaneousform ation ofvortex due to FM dot.To

this end,we start with the m agnetization ofa circular

FM disclocated atrd = (xd;0),

m = m �(R � jr� rdj)�(z)̂z; (33)

whereR istheradiusofcirculardot.TheFouriertrans-

form ofEq.(33)reads

m k = 2�m R
J1(kR)e

�ik x xd

k
: (34)

Using Eq.(10,12,13)togetherwith Eq.(34),onecan cal-

culatethe screened m agnetic� eld due to FM dotas

hz(r;z)= 4�m �R

Z 1

0

J1(kR)[J0(kjr� rdj)� J0(kjr+ rdj)]k
2e�kjzj

1+ 4�k
dk: (35)

O utside the dot,m agnetic � eld decaysrapidly in space,

nam ely,forr< < �,� 1=r3,whereasforr< < �,� 1=r5.

From Eq.(23),the vortex-m agnetic disc interaction en-

ergy reads

E vm = � m �0R

Z 1

0

J1(kR)
[J0(kjrd � aj)� J0(kjrd + aj)]

1+ 4�k
dk: (36)

After we form ulate the total e� ective energy as E =

E v + E vm ,where E v is given in Eq.(30),we study the

conditions for a vortex to appear spontaneously. The

criteria for spontaneous vortex form ation is that e� ec-

tive energy becom esnegative. However,vortex in sem i-

in� nite system salso interactswith itsim age.Therefore,

itisnecessary to m inim izetotale� ectiveenergy with re-

spectto thevortex position.To thisend,we� rst� x the

dot’slocation and valueofm �0="0 and vary thevortex’s

position afterwards,to � nd the m inim um totale� ective

energy. In ourcalculations,we investigate where vortex

� rstcom esout,and how itisshifted with furtherincrease

ofm �0="0. Forthispurpose,we determ ine vortex’spo-

sition fordi� erentvaluesofthe rd=�,R=� and m �0="0,

by optim izing the totale� ective energy.O urresultsare

shown in Table.Iand Fig.6.

According to our calculations, vortex appears � rst

closeto the edge exceptrd=R � 10 case,in which itsits

at the dot’s center. O n the other hand,when m �0="0
is increased further,vortex is � rst shifted towards the

dot’s center. W ith further increase ofm �0="0,it drifts

away from the dot’scenter. However,thisisnotalways

generalpicture. In the case ofrd=R > 5=3,vortex islo-

cated atthedot’scentereven forlargevaluesofm �0="0.

However,forlargerdot’ssizes(rd=R � 1 and rd=� � 2)

vortex � rstappearsaway from thedot’scenter.Thissit-

uation di� ersfrom the vortex in in� nite system . In the

latter,only forceacting on vortex stem sfrom thevortex-

m agnetization interaction,and due to the dot’scircular

sym m etry,itcom esoutatthe dot’scenter.However,in

thiscase,thereisanotherforcecom ingfrom vortex-im age

vortex,which decaysslow � 1=rforlargedistancesr> �

and pullsvortex towardstheSC � lm ’sedge,whereasthe

forceexerted by them agneticdotpushesvortex towards

the dot’scenter. As a result,vortex’sposition is deter-

m ined by the balancebetween these two forces.

TABLE I. The position ofvortices for di�erent values of

the rd=�,R =� and m �0="0.The two colum nson the leftare

input.

rd=� R =� a=� m �0="0

2.0 2.0 2.04 17

2.0 2.0 2.32 187

3.0 3.0 3.12 31

3.0 3.0 3.44 132

4.0 4.0 4.20 11

4.0 4.0 4.56 185
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FIG .6. Position ofvortex a=� versusm �0="0 forvariouslocationsrd=� and sizesR =� ofm agnetic dot

II.C O N C LU SIO N S

In this article,we studied vortex entry conditiions in

HM SS.First,we generalized K ogan’sm ethod forquan-

titative study ofsem i-in� nite HM SS.For applications,

we� rstconsidered sem i-in� nite FM � lm on top ofsem i-

in� nite SC � lm . The quantative analysisofthissystem

showedthatthevortexundergoesBean-likebarrierwhich

is controlled by two intrinsic properties ofsystem ;FM

� lm ’sm agnetization m and G inzburg param eter�.Note

thatourresultisvalid only fora single  ux. O urstudy

forthecaseofseveral uxeswillbepublished elsewhere.

Secondly,westudied a singlecircularFM doton a sem i-

in� nite SC � lm . W e analyzed the conditions for spon-

teneous vortex creation and vortex location for various

positions ofthe dot. It turns out that the vortex does

notalwaysappearatthedot’scenter,which di� ersfrom

the case in which sim ilardoton an in� nite SC � lm . In

closing,there are two im portant contributions in sem i-

in� nite HM SS;attraction ofvortex to the edge through

its im age vortex and vortex-m agnetization interaction.

Asa resultofcom petion betweeen thesetwo factors,pe-

culiarphysicale� ectswhich do notcom e outin in� nite

HM SS,appear. In this work,we studied the sim plest

casesto getidea aboutedge e� ects in HM SS.However,

therearestillseveralinteresting realizationsthatcan be

studied via them ethod thatisdeveloped here.W eleave

them forpossiblefuture works.
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