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A bstract
W e study theoretically the behavior of vortices in a thin In superconductor placed close to a
soft m agnetic In . It is shown that the eld from the vortex induces a m agnetization distrdbution
In the soft m agnetic In, thusm odifying the elds and vortex interactions. W e suggest that the
Interaction between two otherw ise identical vortices is attractive at short distances, but repulsive
at larger distances. T his is In contrast to the case w thout the soft m agnetic In , where the force

is always repulsive.
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T he structure of vortices in thin superconducting Inswas rst Investigated In detailby
Pearlfl]. He found that such vortices interact m ainly via their stray eld, which extends
far into the nonsuperconducting m edium . Later, this theory hasbeen extended to thin Im
system sw ith and w ithout anisotropy B, 3, 41. M ore recently, the interaction betw een vortices
and m agnetic nanostructureshasgained signi cant interest, due to the possible enhancem ent
ofthe criticalcurrentsaswellpotentialapplications in future uxtronicdevices (seeeg. Refs.
B, 4,7, 8,9,10,11] and references therein). So far the theoretical approaches developed
have assum ed hard nanom agnets, ie. m agnets that are not in uenced by the vortex eld
(e eg Refs. [, 10] and references therein). However, in m any cases the magnetic In
is soft 7], and the vortices w ill therefore induce a m agnetization distroution in these Ims.
The purpose ofthispaperistom akea rst sin plk approach to study the vortex interactions
In presence of a soft magnetic  In that is hom ogenous in absence of vortices.

To thisend, we consider a sin ple m odelbased on a thin superconducting In ofin nie
extent, Jocated at z= 0 with thickness d much am aller than the penetration depth of the
superconductor. T he surface iscovered by a soft m agnetic In ofthickness an aller than that
of the superconducting In . W e also assum e that there is no spin di usion and proxin iy
e ects. In general, the current density is a sum of the supercurrents and m agnetically
induced currents, which can be expressed through the generalized London equation as[]

r J = %H+%V()(z)éz+r r M @)
where J is the current density, is the penetration depth, H is the magnetic eld and
r M y isthem agnetically nduced current. N ote that the m agnetically lnduced currents
are included as the last term on the right-hand side of Eq. i, and are therefore generated
in the sam e plane as the vortex. This is jisti ed since we assum e that the thicknesses of
both the superconducting and m agnetic In s are am aller than the penetration depth, and
them agnetic In is Jocated very close to the superconductor. T he vortex is aligned in the z

direction, and its source function V ( ) is assum ed to be rotational sym m etric. In the case

ofa Pearlvortex wemay stV () (0= o) (), where ( isthe ux quantum and , the
pem eability of vacuum .

Let us assum e an Initially hom ogenous soft m agnetic In w ithout dom ain walls, consist—
ing of a singke dom ain with In-plane m agnetization in absence of extemalm agnetic elds.

M oreover, we assum e that the free energy of this dom ain can be expressed as a sum of the



uniaxial anisotropy and the dem agnetizing energy. The m agnetic eld from a vortex tilts
the m agnetization vector out of the plane due to the additional Zeem an energy, and it can
be shown that for sn all tilt angles one has B]

z
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whereM = P W and M , are the Inplhne (radial) and perpendicular com ponents
ofthem agnetization, H = P HXTH§ and H , are the In-plne (radial) and perpendicular
com ponents ofthe vortex eld, and M is the saturation m agnetization ofthem agnetic In .
H,=M, 2K,= (M, isthe socalled anisotropy eld, where K,, is the anisotropy constant
of the magnetic In . Note that since we neglect the cubic anisotropy of the system , the
In-plane m agnetization direction m ust be the sam e as that induced by the vortex eld. Tt
is in portant to point out that the totalm agnetization vector M is not directed along the
vortex eld, shce there isalways a Jarge com ponent ofthe m agnetization in the plane ofthe
magnetic In due to the uniaxialanisotropy. Upon using Eq. 2, we neglect the contribution
from the exchange energy, which is justi abl for su ciently large K, or an all spatial eld
gradients.

In order to solve the generalized London equation, we ©llow them ethod ofRef. {]. The
current can only ow in a thin layer of thicknessd ), and it is therefore necessary to
average over this thickness and consider the z com ponent only
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where .= 2=d isthee ective penetration depth. The sheet current owing in the thin
layer isnow given by Jg= dJ . The M axwell equation r H = J gives
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Since all derivatives @=@z are large com pared to the tangential @=@ , wem ay sst
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where H I and H; (¥x,y) are the components at the upper and lower surfaces, respec-
tively. Since the environm ents of the upper and lower halfspaces are identical, we have the

boundary condition H = H, ,which results in

J?3 2 ; J; 2H] : 6)
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Using r H = 0,Eq.'(3) becomes

QH,
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Using Eq. :_2 and the fact that our system has no volum e charges, we nd
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In order to solve Eq. ), it isusefil to note that our system is rotational sym m etric, and
also that r H =r H = 0 outside the systam . Therefore, we can introduce a scalar
potential which vanishesat z ! 1

(;2)= k) exp (ik k& ; )

where k = p]g2(+k$,andH
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. It is helpmlto note that H, k) = k k) for the
upper halfspace.

Applying the Fourier transom to Eq. @), we obtain

p— V(]<) .
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W e assum e that the vortex is located at the origin, and therefore the resulting scalarpotential

is
I V (k) exp (ik K
(i2)= =P T a1
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D ue to the rotational sym m etry the potential is found to be
Z 1
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w here we have used that
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To obtaln the magnetic eld components (In the radial and z direction), we apply the
follow Ing form ula

d
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and nd
Zl
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Inthecase = 0andV (k) = = (o, the eld is reduced to that of the standard Pearl
solution fI,'9]. W e also notice that there is a divergency in k-space when 1+ 2 .k K= 0.
T his isdue to the fact that we assum ed a very thin superconductor (@ ). The divergency
w ill therefore sn oothen out upon solving the London equation for arbitrary thicknesses d,
but this task is outside the scope of the current work. N onetheless, it is seen that at amall
distances (large k) the m agnetic eld m ay change sign as com pared to the standard Pearl
solution. O n the other hand, at large distances (sm allk) the eld isbasically not in uenced
by the soft magnetic In . A typical scale for the crossover is k H=M d 1=d, sihce in
m any practical cases M ¢ H,. W e argue that the crossover follow s this dependence also
ifwe allow for a thicker m agnetic In, but at som e poInt one m ust take Into account the
m agnetic volum e charges.

Let us now try to estin ate the interaction energy and force between two vortices. To
this end, we note that there are two contrlbutions to this interaction. F irst, the energy

associated w ith the two vortices W ith indices 1 and 2, respectively) is given by
Z 1 Z 1
Ey= od H, wd a7
1 1

which for Pearl vortices is found to be
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O ne should also take into account the interaction between the vortex eld and the vortex—

Induced m agnetization, which can be found by using
Z 1 Z 1

E,= d M, B& 19)
1 1

N ote that them agnetic induction in themagnetic In isB,= (H ,+ M ,),which means
that to the rst orderE, isa constant proportionalto oM 2. It should be em phasized that
this is only correct when the vortex eld is substantially weaker than the anisotropy eld
and m agnetization ofthem agnetic In .

Based on the above cbservations we estim ate the foroe between two vortices to be

7
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W hen the distance is lJarge ( o), the softmagnetic In doesnotin uence the vortex In—
teraction, and the force is therefore repulsive and govemed by the standard Pearl solution [L].
On the other hand, at an aller distances (still larger than the coherence length ), wem ay

approxin ate the force by

F ()
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where we have used that ! J; k )dk = 1= . Therefore, at am all distances the force is

0
attractive in presence of a soft m agnetic In, which is quite surprising. H owever, one can
Interpret this as a result of the currents generated by the vortex-induced m agnetization.
These currents generate a magnetic eld which opposes that produced by the vortex in
absence ofamagnetic In, and this eld Interacts w ith the core of the second vortex. For

com parison, we note that n absence of a soft m agnetic In the force at an all distances is

given by
e 7 (22)

which is seen to be repulsive w ith a m agnitude that is decaying fasterw ith increasing than
Eq. Z1.
One may expect that the presence of a soft magnetic In results n new vortex con-—
gurations and also in uences the creation of vortices at the superconducting transition
tem perature. W e therefore hope that this study w ill stin ulate further work in this eld.
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