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The Cooper pairs in superconducting condensates are shown to acquire a temperature - depen-
dent dc magnetic moment under the effect of the circularly polarized electromagnetic radiation.
The mechanisms of this inverse Faraday effect are investigated within the simplest version of the
phenomenological dynamic theory for superfluids, namely, the time - dependent Ginzburg – Landau
(GL) model. The light induced magnetic moment is shown to be strongly affected by the nondis-
sipative oscillatory contribution to the superconducting order parameter dynamics which appears
due to the nonzero imaginary part of the GL relaxation time. The relevance of the latter quantity
to the Hall effect in superconducting state allows to establish the connection between the direct and
inverse Faraday phenomena.

The exploration of mechanisms allowing the genera-
tion and control of magnetic moment in solids solely by
light has always been an attractive challenge for the con-
densed matter physics. The first systematic studies of the
interplay between magnetism and optics are dated back
to the works of Faraday, who discovered the rotation of
the plane of the light polarization by a magnetic field.
The inverse effect, namely, the generation of dc magnetic
moment by the circularly polarized light (so-called in-
verse Faraday effect) was predicted lately by Pitaevskii
[1] and then observed in non-absorbing Eu+3:CaF gar-
net [2]. Currently, the interaction of the very short laser
pulses with non-absorbing media is a rapidly expanding
research topic of modern magnetism [3, 4], and it has
been clearly demonstrated that for the insulating mag-

netic materials the subpicosecond polarized laser pulses
provide a tool for the magnetic moment manipulation at
the femtosecond time scale [5].

In contrast, the optical generation of the magnetic mo-
ment in conductive materials still remains challenging.
There are several experimental hints supporting the ob-
servation of the inverse Faraday effect (IFE) in GdFeCo
magnetic metallic amorphous alloy [6], however, up to
now the evidence of the IFE in non-magnetic metals

has been reported only in a few publications (see, e.g.,
[7]). Theoretical works are also rather scarce in this do-
main: the estimates of the IFE in metal plasma have been
suggested in [8–10], a very simplified “harmonic atom”
model has been studied in [11], the case of semiconduc-
tors has been approached in [12] and persistent currents
appearing in ballistic nanorings due to IFE were treated
in [13, 14]. Despite the strong differences in the electronic
band structure of these materials the physics beyond the
IFE in conductive finite-size samples is rather generic.

The electric field E of the circularly polarized wave prop-
agating perpendicular to the sample surface induces the
excess charge density ρ at the sample edges. The spatial
rotation of the vector E produces the corresponding in-
phase motion of the charge ρ with the velocity v along
the sample boundary which results in the nonzero time-
averaged edge current j = 〈ρv〉, and, thus, emergence of
dc magnetic moment.

During the past decade it became possible to study
the IFE in artificial superfluid systems. In particular,
it was experimentally demonstrated that illumination
of the toroidal atomic Bose-Einstein condensate by the
twisted light carrying non-zero angular momentum pro-
duces d.c. persistent supercurrents [15, 16]. The super-
fluids seem to provide a promising playground to study
the IFE since the optically-induced supercurrents should
survive even after switching off the light. One can expect
that similar light-stimulated persistent currents should
emerge also in conventional solid-state superconductors,
which may open the way for the ultra-fast optical con-
trol of magnetic states in the devices of superconducting
spintronics [17]. However, at the moment both the theory
and experiment dealing with the IFE in superconductors
is lacking.

It is the goal of the present Letter to suggest a theo-
retical description of the IFE in superconductors which
may help to elaborate an appropriate experimental setup
needed to observe the light stimulated magnetic states
in superconducting systems (see the exemplary setup in
Fig. 1). To elucidate the key ideas of our work we start
from the qualitative consideration of the specific features
of the IFE in superconductors. First obvious difference
between the IFE in normal metals and superconductors is
based on the difference in dc magnetic response. Indeed,
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Figure 1: Sketch of the thin superconducting disk radiated by
the circularly polarized electromagnetic wave with two differ-
ent polarizations (σ±). The radiation-induced edge currents
generate the magnetic moment of the disk (inverse Faraday
effect).

the magnetic response of the non-ferromagnetic normal
metal to the dc magnetic moment M0 generated by the
electromagnetic radiation is determined by the Pauli and
Landau terms in the susceptibility and both these terms
are known to be extremely small [18]. In opposite, the
magnetic moment in superconductor should be screened
by the Meissner supercurrents. The screening can be
partial or full depending on the sample geometry and
the ratio of the its size to the London penetration depth.
As a result, the total dc magnetic moment in the super-
conducting state can be partially or fully suppressed by
the screening currents. This compensation will be bro-
ken when we increase the induced magnetic moment due
to the vortex entry into the sample. To sum up, the
overall picture is very similar to the one in the ferromag-
netic superconductors [19] if we take account only of the
Meissner screening phenomenon. These screening effects
do not relate to the physical mechanisms of the M0 for-
mation though they may be important for the particular
experimental setup and system configuration.

Focusing now on the physics of formation of the pri-
mary magnetic moment M0 one can take a general re-
lation between the current density and vector potential
j(t) = Q̂(N,∆)A(t), where the integral operator Q̂ de-
pends on the electron concentration N , superconducting
gap ∆ and also accounts for the relevant time dispersion.
According to the Ref. [8] the IFE can be obtained if we
consider the second order nonlinear corrections in the
field of the electromagnetic wave in the above material
relation. Thus, we need the corrections to the operator
Q̂ linear in the electric field E. These corrections may
originate from the deviations in the local concentration
δN ∝ divE from its equilibrium value N0. The sim-
plest expansion for the current density which assumes the
local in time dependence on the deviation δN(t) reads:
j(t) = Q̂0A(t) + [δN(t)/N0] Q̂1A(t). In the frequency
representation (for the e−iωt processes) the operator Q̂1

can be written as follows:

Q1(ω) = N0

(

∂Q0(ω)

∂N
+
∂Q0(ω)

∂∆

∂∆

∂µ

∂µ

∂N

)

, (1)

where Q0(ω) denotes the frequency dependent linear re-
sponse of the system and µ is the chemical potential.
We estimate ∂Q0

∂N ∼ Q0/N0,
∂∆
∂µ ∼ ∆/EF ,

∂µ
∂N ∼ λ2TF e

2,
where EF is the Fermi energy, λTF is the Thomas-Fermi
screening length. Finally, we get

Q1(ω) ∼ Q0 +∆
∂Q0

∂∆
(k2Fλ

2
TF )

kF e
2

EF
, (2)

where kF is the Fermi momentum. The first term in
this expression is similar to the one obtained by Hertel
in [8] for the normal metals though, of course, it takes
account of the full response of both nonsuperconduct-
ing and superconducting carriers. The second term is
specific for superconductors and reflects the concentra-
tion dependence of the superconducting gap function.
Clearly this term is nonzero only provided we take ac-
count of the gap dynamics directly induced by the inci-
dent electromagnetic wave. Despite the presence of the
small parameter ∆/EF in one of the two contributions
to the Eq. (2) the final estimate shows that both con-
tributions to the Q1 value can be comparable though
their relation depends certainly on temperature. Specif-
ically, at temperature slightly below the superconduct-
ing transition temperature Tc the dependence Q0(∆) is
power-law and ∆ (∂Q0/∂∆) ∼ Qs where Qs is the part
of the response function determined by the contribution
of superconducting carriers. At low temperatures T → 0
the derivative ∂Q0/∂∆ vanishes and, thus, the maximum
value of the second term in Eq. (2) is reached at inter-
mediate temperatures. Taking now the expression for
δN(ω) = −divj/iωe = −div

[

Q0cE(ω)/ω2e
]

from the
continuity equation one can get the nonlinear contribu-
tion to the current density at zero frequency j1 = rotM0,
where the magnetic moment is given by the vector prod-
uct

M0 = − i[Q0E×Q∗

1E
∗]c2

N0e2ω3
. (3)

It is important to note that here the electric field E is
taken inside the sample and its relation to the external
field of the incident electromagnetic wave should be found
from the solution of the linear scattering problem.
The above simple reasoning shows that the qualita-

tively new physics of the IFE in superconductors can arise
only from the gap modulation effect associated with the
second term in Eq. (2). In order to separate this effect
from the other possible contributions we choose a spe-
cific sample geometry, namely a thin disc of the radius
R much smaller than both the superconducting screen-
ing length and the light wavelength (see Fig. 1). For
simplicity we also assume this radius to be less than the
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length lE of the relaxation of the electron-hole imbalance
potential, neglecting, thus, the possible conversion be-
tween the superconducting and normal currents. For the
quantitative consideration of the gap modulation effect
we take the simplest phenomenological model known to
describe the dynamics of the superconducting order pa-
rameter ψ at rather low frequencies and based on the so
called time-dependent Ginzburg-Landau (GL) equation

(πα/8 + iγ)~∂tψ + αTcǫψ + ξ20D̂
2ψ + b |ψ|2 ψ = 0, (4)

where D̂ = −i∇+ (2π/Φ0)A, Φ0 = π~c/e (e > 0) is the
magnetic flux quantum, ξ0 is the superconducting zero-
temperature coherence length, and ǫ = T/Tc−1. Consid-
ering the electric field E = E0Re

[

(ex + iey)e
−iωt

]

inside
the disk we may choose the corresponding vector poten-
tial in the form A = (cE0/ω)Re

[

(ey − iex)e
−iωt

]

(here
we choose the origin of the coordinate system with the in-
plane axes x and y in the disk center). Here we assume
the disk thickness L to be much smaller than the skin
depth and neglect the variation of the vector potential
along the z axis. Though the above model has a rather
restricted range of validity and assumes a gapless super-
conducting state such consideration is known to provide
instructive insights for a great variety of dynamic phe-
nomena (see [20, 21] for review). The key ingredient of
Eq. (4) responsible for the IFE is the imaginary part of
the dimensionless relaxation constant γ ∼ α(Tc/EF ) aris-
ing due to electron-hole asymmetry [21]. In addition, one
needs to impose the boundary conditions at the disk edge
which guarantee ∂ |ψ| /∂r = 0 in the cylindrical coordi-
nates (r, θ) and the absence of the radial superconducting
current at r = R. The solution of Eq. (4) determines the
superconducting current flowing in the disk:

js =
2παTcξ

2
0c

Φ0

(

iψ∗∇ψ − iψ∇ψ∗ − 4π

Φ0
|ψ|2 A

)

. (5)

Note that since R ≪ lE Eq. (4) does not contain the
electrochemical potential.
Further it is convenient to introduce the absolute

value ∆ and the phase χ of the order parameter: ψ =
∆exp(iχ). In the absence of radiation the superconduct-
ing gap can be chosen real and equal to ∆2

0 = −(αTc/b)ǫ.
The vector potential of the incident wave results in the
corrections ∆1 ∝ A and χ ∝ A to the gap value and
the superconducting phase, respectively. Introducing the
temperature-dependent correlation length ξ = ξ0/

√

|ǫ|
(ǫ < 0), the GL time τ = π~/8Tc|ǫ| and the small pa-
rameter ν = 8γ/πα ∝ (Tc/EF ) ≪ 1 we obtain the first-
order equations for ∆1 and χ together with the boundary
conditions:

τ
∂∆1

∂t
− ντ∆0

∂χ

∂t
+ 2∆1 − ξ2∇2∆1 = 0, (6)

τ∆0
∂χ

∂t
+ ντ

∂∆1

∂t
− ξ2∆0∇2χ = 0. (7)

Figure 2: Dependencies of the azimuthal superconducting
current as a function of the distance r from the disk center for
(a) R = 0.1ξ and (b) R = 10ξ. Different curves correspond to
different radiation frequencies. The values of the parameter
ωτ relevant for both panels are shown in the panel (b). We
denote j0 = 32γe3∆2

0E
2

0τ
3/

(

π2α2m2ξ
)

.

∂∆1

∂r

∣

∣

∣

∣

r=R

= 0,

(

∂χ

∂r
+

2π

Φ0
Ar

)∣

∣

∣

∣

r=R

= 0. (8)

Note that the vector potentialA controls only the bound-
ary condition. Since the system (6)-(8) is linear it
is convenient to introduce the complex amplitudes ũ:
u = Re

(

ũeiθ−iωt
)

, where u = {∆1, χ, A}. Then the

solution for the ∆̃1 and χ̃ which accounts only the cor-
rections up to O(ν) reads [23]:

χ̃(r) =
2πiR

Φ0

cE0

ω
f(q2, r), (9)

∆̃1(r) = ∆0
πRcE0ντ

Φ0
[f(q2, r)− f(q1, r)] . (10)

Here we have introduced the values q1 =

ξ−1
(
√√

1 + w2 − 1 + i
√√

1 + w2 + 1
)

, q2 = ξ−1
√
2iw,

w = ωτ/2 and

f(q, r) =
J1(qr)

qRJ0(qR)− J1(qR)
, (11)

where J0 and J1 are the Bessel functions.
The obtained complex amplitudes enable us to calcu-

late the spatial profile of the d.c. superconducting cur-
rent:

〈jsθ(r)〉 =
4παTcξ

2
0c

Φ0
∆0Re

{

∆̃1

(

iχ̃∗

r
− 2π

Φ0
Ã∗

θ

)}

.

(12)
After substitution and simplification we obtain:

〈jsθ(r)〉 =
γ

α

32e3∆2
0E

2
0τ

2

π2αm2ωR

(

R

ξ

)2

×

×Re {[f(q1, r) − f(q2, r)] [1− (R/r)f(q∗2 , r)]} ,

(13)
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Figure 3: Dependence of the magnetic moment on the radiation frequency for the disks with (a) R ≪ ξ and (b) R ≫ ξ. Here
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0E
2

0/Φ
3

0.

where m = ~
2/(4αTcξ

2
0) is the mass characterizing the

Cooper pair.

The typical profiles of the d.c. current in the disk are
shown in Fig. 2. Remarkably, for relatively large disks the
current changes its direction at the certain distances from
the center. Qualitatively, this phenomenon is associated
with the coupled oscillations of the amplitude and phase
of the superconducting order parameter [see Eqs. (6)-
(8)]. Note that in the limit γ ≫ α these oscillations take
the form of the sound-like waves similar to the Bogoli-
ubov modes in the Bose-Einstein condensate (see, e.g.,
[22]). The oscillations of the order parameter amplitude
are responsible for the appropriate contribution to the
supercurrent and it is the sign change of the correction
∆1 which determines the sign change to the supercurrent
(S10). At the same time, the total magnetic moment of

the disk M = (L/c)
∫ R

0
〈jsθ〉 πr2dr (where L is the disk

thickness) is fixed by the light polarization (see [23] for
the analytical expression). The typical dependencies of
the total magnetic moment on the radiation frequency
ω for different ratios (R/ξ) are shown in Fig. 3.

For small disks with R ≪ ξ the magnetic moment M
linearly grows as a function of ω in the low-frequency
limit and reveals a crossover to M ∝ ω−3 behavior at
ωτ ∼ (ξ/R)2:

M =
γ

α

64e3∆2
0E

2
0LR

2

παm2c























βωτ4
(

R

ξ

)8

, for ωτ ≪
(

ξ

R

)2

,

1

ω3
, for ωτ ≫

(

ξ

R

)2

,

(14)
where β = 73/11520 ≈ 6 · 10−3.

In the opposite limit when R ≫ ξ the dependence

M(ω) is characterized by three regimes:

M =
γ

α

64e3∆2
0E

2
0LR

2

παm2c















































ηωτ4
(

R

ξ

)4

, for ωτ ≪
(

ξ

R

)2

,

τ2

4ω
, for

(

ξ

R

)2

≪ ωτ ≪ 1,

1

ω3
, for ωτ ≫ 1,

(15)
where η = 7/384 ≈ 0.018.
Note that Eq. (4) is valid for the radiation frequency ω

smaller than the characteristic frequencies of the inelastic
electron-phonon relaxation processes τ−1

ph [20]. At the
same time, the GL relaxation time τ becomes infinitely
large when T approaches Tc. Thus, even in the limit
ω ≪ τ−1

ph the parameter ωτ in (14)-(15) can take the
values both greater and smaller than unity.
The above contribution to the magnetic moment M of

the disk should be, of course, summed up with the term
arising from the Hertel contribution associated with the
non-superconducting electrons [8].
It is important to note that the electric field E acting

on the electrons inside the superconducting disk does not
coincide with the electric field Eext of the incident elec-
tromagnetic wave due to the depolarization effects. The
simplified relation between these quantities can be es-
tablished by approximating the disk with the conducting
ellipsoid of the semi-axes R, R, and L/2. In this case,
one gets [18]

E =
Eext

1 + (π/8)(L/R) [ε(ω)− 1]
, (16)

where ε(ω) is the frequency dependent permittivity of
the superconducting metal. In the collisionless limit
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ε(ω) = 1−ω2
p/ω

2 where ωp = (4πe2N0/m)1/2 is the elec-
tronic plasma frequency of the metal. As a result, in the
low-frequency limit when ω ≪ ωp

√

L/R in Eq. (3) one

finds |E|2 ∼ (ω/ωp)
4(R/L)2 |Eext|2. This additional fac-

tor coming from the depolarization effects provides a nat-
ural cut-off for the the expression (3) in the limit ω → 0.
Because of this renormalization the magnetization arising
in normal metals due to IFE (see [8]) should also vanish
at zero frequency.
To estimate the possible values of the optically induced

magnetic moment for simplicity let us consider the case
R & ξ and ωτ ≫ 1. Then accounting that γ/α ∼ Tc/EF

[21], α ∼ Tc/EF from the expression (15) we obtain

M ∼ 10µB
∆2

0

N

P

~ω2
. (17)

Here µB = e~/(2mc) is the Bohr magneton, P =

(ω2
p/ω)(|E|2 V/4π) is the total power absorbed inside

the superconducting disk, V = πR2L is the disk vol-
ume, and ωp = (4πe2N/m)1/2 is the electron plasma
frequency. The relation between P and the electro-
magnetic wave intensity I = c |Eext|2 /8π is determined
by the sample geometry and the radiation frequency.
For ω2 ≪ ω2

p(L/R) the depolarization effects signifi-
cantly influences the electric field inside the disk so that
|E| ∼ |Eext| (ω2/ω2

p)(R/L). As a result, at temperatures
T ≪ Tc we may put ∆2

0 ≈ N and finally obtain

M ∼ 10µB
ω2

ω2
p

R2

L2

IV
~ωc

. (18)

Taking the disk of the radius R ∼ 10 µm and the thick-
ness L ∼ 10 nm radiated by the infra-red wave with
ω ∼ 1013 sec−1 and intensity I ∼ 10 µW/µm2, and tak-
ing ωp ∼ 1015 sec−1 (keeping in mind high-Tc cuprates)
we can get M ∼ 103µB .
Of course, choosing the appropriate laser beam inten-

sity one needs to make sure that the heating does not de-
stroy the superconducting state. To arrange the effective
heat removal one can, e.g., place the superconducting film
on top of the sapphire substrate. Thanks to the very high
thermal conductivity of sapphire κ ∼ 103 W/(m ·K) at
T ∼ 10K [24], the substrate of the thickness dsub ∼ 1 µm
with the temperature elevation of ∆T ∼ 1 K between its
edges can support the heat transfer of the surface power
density up to q ∼ κ∆T/dsub ∼ 103 µW/µm2. Thus,
even in the case of the full absorption of the laser radi-
ation of the intensity I ∼ 10 µW/µm2 the disk on top
of the substrate remains superconducting. The exper-
imental achievability of such regime was demonstrated,
e.g., in Ref. [25] where under the influence of the laser
beam with the absorbed power 17 µW the temperature
of Nb film of the thickness 90 nm placed on the 500 µm
Si substrate did not exceed Tc.
Clearly, the predicted phenomena should become dra-

matically enhanced in superconducting media where

Tc/EF ∼ 1 (e.g., Bose-Einstein condensates in the lo-
cal pairs condensation regime [26] or the superconductors
with extremely small electron density like SrTiO3 [27]).
In such systems the superconducting currents induced by
the circularly polarized light may become large enough
to generate vortices which can survive due to the pres-
ence of the pinning effects even after the laser pulse is
switched off.

Finally, we note that the measurements of the IFE con-
tribution caused by the gap modulation provide an in-
teresting possibility to establish the connection between
three different phenomena: IFE, the direct Faraday ef-
fect, and the Hall effect in the vortex state. Indeed, the
imaginary part of the relaxation constant γ is known to
affect the vortex contribution to the off-diagonal compo-
nent σxy of the complex conductivity tensor which con-
trols the rotation of the light polarization plane due to
the direct Faraday effect [28, 29]. The renormalization
of σxy due to the non-zero γ can be also responsible for
the anomalous sign change of the Hall coefficient near
the superconducting critical temperature for a number of
superconducting compounds including high-Tc cuprates.
The sign of the γ parameter determines, thus, both the
sign of the contributions to the induced magnetic mo-
ment in the IFE and to the Hall conductivity governed
by the gap dynamics.
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Supplemental material for “Inverse Faraday Effect for Superconducting Condensates”: Solution of

time-dependent Ginzburg-Landau equation

To find the solution of Eqs. (6)-(7) with the boundary conditions (8) from the main text of the paper it is convenient
to introduce the complex amplitudes ũ: u = Re

(

ũeiθ−iωt
)

, where u = {∆1, χ, A}. We will be interested only in
the first-order corrections with respect to the electric field amplitude. Since all these corrections are proportional to
exp(iθ) we need to find only their dependencies on r. To do this let us search the solution of the Ginzburg-Landau
equations proportional to the first order Bessel function: ∆1 = ∆0δqJ1(qr), χ = χqJ1(qr). Then the equations become
algebraic:

iνωτχq + (2 + q2ξ2 − iωτ)δq = 0, (S1)

(iωτ − q2ξ2)χq + iνωτδq = 0. (S2)

This system has non-trivial solutions for χq and δq only if the parameter q satisfies the equation

(2 + q2ξ2 − iωτ)(iωτ − q2ξ2) + ν2ω2τ2 = 0. (S3)

In what follows we neglect the corrections ∝ ν2 to the q values. Then Eq. (S3) splits into two separate quadratic
equations. Since the function J1(z) is odd in the complex plane we may consider only one root of each quadratic
equation (other ones do not produce new physical solutions for χq and δq):

q1 = ξ−1





√

√

1 +
(ωτ

2

)2

− 1 + i

√

√

1 +
(ωτ

2

)2

+ 1



 , q2 = (1 + i)ξ−1

√

ωτ

2
. (S4)

The phase of the order parameter is defined by the boundary condition (8) from the main text of the paper.
Neglecting the corrections ∝ ν we obtain:

χ(r) =
2πiR

Φ0

cE0

ω

J1(q2r)

q2RJ0(q2R)− J1(q2R)
. (S5)

Then the general solution of the equation for ∆1 reads

∆1(r) = ∆0

[

δqJ1(q1r)−
iνωτ

2 + q22ξ
2 − iωτ

2πi

Φ0

cE0

ω

RJ1(q2r)

q2RJ0(q2R)− J1(q2R)

]

. (S6)
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Then using the boundary condition for ∆1 and finding δq we get:

δq =
iνωτ

2

2πi

Φ0

cE0

ω

R

q1RJ0(q1R)− J1(q1R)
(S7)

∆1(r) = −∆0
νωτ

2

2πR

Φ0

cE0

ω

[

J1(q1r)

q1RJ0(q1R)− J1(q1R)
− J1(q2r)

q2RJ0(q2R)− J1(q2R)

]

. (S8)

The obtained corrections enable us to calculate the time-averaged superconducting current:

〈jsθ〉 = −8παTcξ
2
0c

Φ0
∆0

〈

∆1

(

1

r

∂χ

∂θ
+

2π

Φ0
Aθ

)〉

. (S9)

In terms of complex amplitudes this expression takes the form

〈jsθ〉 = −4παTcξ
2
0c

Φ0
∆0Re

{

∆1

(

− iχ
∗

r
+

2π

Φ0
A∗

θ

)}

. (S10)

After substitution and simplification we obtain:

〈jsθ〉 =
γ

α

8π3
~αξ2c3R∆2

0E
2
0

Φ3
0ω

Re

{[

J1(q1r)

q1RJ0(q1R)− J1(q1R)
− J1(q2r)

q2RJ0(q2R)− J1(q2R)

]

×

×
[

1− R

r

J1(q
∗

2r)

q∗2RJ0(q
∗

2R)− J1(q∗2R)

]}

.

(S11)

The magnetic moment of the disk reads

M =
L

c

∫ R

0

〈jsθ〉πr2dr, (S12)

where L is the thickness of the superconducting disk. To simplify the form of the answer let us introduce the values
x1 = q1R, x2 = q2R and x∗2 = q∗2R. Then after calculations we obtain:

M =
γ

α

8π4
~αξ2c2R4L∆2

0E
2
0

Φ3
0ω

Z, (S13)

where for convenience we introduce the value

Z = Z1 + Z2 (S14)

with

Z1 = Re

[

1

x1

J2(x1)

x1J0(x1)− J1(x1)
− 1

x2

J2(x2)

x2J0(x2)− J1(x2)

]

(S15)

and

Z2 = Re

{

1

x∗2J0(x
∗

2)− J1(x∗2)

[

x∗2J0(x
∗

2)J1(x2)− x2J0(x2)J1(x
∗

2)

(x22 − x∗22 ) [x2J0(x2)− J1(x2)]
− x∗2J0(x

∗

2)J1(x1)− x1J0(x1)J1(x
∗

2)

(x21 − x∗22 ) [x1J0(x1)− J1(x1)]

]}

. (S16)

The limit R/ξ ≪ 1 and ωτ ≪ (ξ/R)2

In this limit the absolute values of all arguments of the Bessel functions are small. To obtain the non-trivial result
we need to expand the above expression for the magnetic moment up to O[(R/ξ)6]. Note that one has the exact

expressions

x22 = iωτ

(

R

ξ

)2

, x21 = (−2 + iωτ)

(

R

ξ

)2

(S17)
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Let us consider different parts of the answer. For x≪ 1

1

x

J2(x)

xJ0(x)− J1(x)
=

1

4
+

7

96
x2 +

11

512
x4 +

73

11520
x6 + O(x8) (S18)

Then

Z1 = Re

[

7

96
(x21 − x22) +

11

512
(x41 − x42) +

73

11520
(x61 − x62)

]

(S19)

Now we turn to the second part of the answer. Expanding it up to the terms ∼ O[(R/ξ)6] we find:

x∗2J0(x
∗

2)J1(x)− xJ0(x)J1(x
∗

2)

(x2 − x∗22 ) [x∗2J0(x
∗

2)− J1(x∗2)] [xJ0(x)− J1(x)]
=

=

(

1

4
+

7

96
x∗22 +

11

512
x∗42 +

73

11520
x∗62

)

+

(

7

96
+

11

512
x∗22 +

73

11520
x∗42

)

x2 +

(

11

512
+

73

11520
x∗22

)

x4 +
73

11520
x6

(S20)
Then we find:

Z2 = Re

[(

7

96
+

11

512
x∗22 +

73

11520
x∗42

)

(x22 − x21) +

(

11

512
+

73

11520
x∗22

)

(x42 − x41) +
73

11520
(x62 − x61)

]

(S21)

This gives us the expression for Z = Z1 + Z2:

Z = Re

[(

11

512
x∗22 +

73

11520
x∗42

)

(x22 − x21) +
73

11520
x∗22 (x42 − x41)

]

(S22)

Substituting the expressions for x1 and x2 into Eq. (S22) after simplifications we obtain:

Z =
73

5760
ω2τ2

(

R

ξ

)6

. (S23)

The limit R/ξ ≪ 1 and ωτ ≫ (ξ/R)2 ≫ 1

In this limit the expansion of the value x1 reads

x1 = x2 −
1− i√
2ωτ

R

ξ
+

1 + i

(2ωτ)3/2
R

ξ
+O

{

(

1

ωτ

)5/2
}

(S24)

Let us expand the resulting expression for the magnetic moment over ∆x = x1 − x2. To do this it is convenient to
introduce the function

F (x1) =
1

x1

J2(x1)

x1J0(x1)− J1(x1)
− 1

x∗2J0(x
∗

2)− J1(x∗2)

x∗2J0(x
∗

2)J1(x1)− x1J0(x1)J1(x
∗

2)

(x21 − x∗22 ) [x1J0(x1)− J1(x1)]
(S25)

Then

Z ≈ Re

{

∂F (x1)

∂x1

∣

∣

∣

∣

x1=x2

∆x+
1

2

∂2F (x1)

∂x21

∣

∣

∣

∣

x1=x2

∆x2

}

(S26)

After simplifications we get:

F (x1) =
2x21J2(x

∗

2) [J0(x1)− J2(x1)]− 2x∗22 J2(x1) [J0(x
∗

2)− J2(x
∗

2)]

x21(x
2
1 − x∗22 ) [J0(x1)− J2(x1)] [J0(x∗2)− J2(x∗2)]

(S27)

Let us analyze the properties of the function F (x1) in more detail. For |x| ≫ 1 one gets
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J2(x) = − 15

4
√
2
√
π

1

x3/2
cos

(π

4
+ x

)

−
[√

2√
π

1

x1/2
− 105

64
√
2π

1

x5/2

]

sin
(π

4
+ x

)

+O

(

1

x7/2

)

(S28)

J0(x) − J2(x) =
7

2
√
2π

1

x3/2
cos

(π

4
+ x

)

+

[

2
√
2√
π

1

x1/2
− 57

32
√
2π

1

x5/2

]

sin
(π

4
+ x

)

+O

(

1

x7/2

)

(S29)

To proceed we extract explicitly the real and imaginary parts: x1 = u1 + iv1, x2 = u2 + iv2, and x
∗

2 = u2 − iv2. It
is important that v1 > 0 and v2 > 0. Then assuming that x takes one of the values x1 or x2 with the exponential
accuracy we find:

J2(x) = − i√
2πx1/2

(

1− 15

8

i

x
− 105

128

1

x2

)

eve−i(π/4+u) (S30)

J0(x)− J2(x) = i

√
2√
π

1

x1/2

(

1− 7

8

i

x
− 57

128

1

x2

)

eve−i(π/4+u) (S31)

J2(x
∗

2) =
i

√
2πx

∗1/2
2

(

1 +
15

8

i

x∗2
− 105

128

1

x∗22

)

ev2ei(π/4+u2) (S32)

J0(x
∗

2)− J2(x
∗

2) = −i
√
2√
π

1

x
∗1/2
2

(

1 +
7

8

i

x∗2
− 57

128

1

x∗22

)

ev2ei(π/4+u2) (S33)

Then

F (x) = −
x2

(

1 + 15
8

i
x∗

2

− 105
128

1
x∗2

2

)

(

1− 7
8

i
x − 57

128
1
x2

)

− x∗22
(

1− 15
8

i
x − 105

128
1
x2

)

(

1 + 7
8

i
x∗

2

− 57
128

1
x∗2

2

)

x2(x2 − x∗22 )
(

1− 7
8

i
x − 57

128
1
x2

)

(

1 + 7
8

i
x∗

2

− 57
128

1
x∗2

2

) (S34)

Now we are ready to calculate the full magnetic moment determined by the value Z = Re [F (x1)− F (x2)].

Z = Re







x∗22

(

1− 15
8

i
x1

− 105
128

1
x2

1

)

x21(x
2
1 − x∗22 )

(

1− 7
8

i
x1

− 57
128

1
x2

1

) −
x∗22

(

1− 15
8

i
x2

− 105
128

1
x2

2

)

x22(x
2
2 − x∗22 )

(

1− 7
8

i
x2

− 57
128

1
x2

2

)

+

[

1

(x22 − x∗22 )
− 1

(x21 − x∗22 )

]

(

1 + 15
8

i
x∗

2

− 105
128

1
x∗2

2

)

(

1 + 7
8

i
x∗

2

− 57
128

1
x∗2

2

)







(S35)

After algebraic simplifications we get:

Z = Re

{

x∗22
x21(x

2
1 − x∗22 )

(

1− i

x1
+

1

2x21

)

− x∗22
x22(x

2
2 − x∗22 )

(

1− i

x2
+

1

2x22

)

+

[

1

(x22 − x∗22 )
− 1

(x21 − x∗22 )

](

1 +
i

x∗2
+

1

2x∗22

)}

(S36)

Note that x∗2 = −ix2, x∗22 = −x22 and x21 = x22 − 2r2 where r = R/ξ ≪ 1. Then we find:

Z = Re

{

− 1

x21

(

1− i

x1
+

1

2x21

)

+
1

(x21 + x22)

(

− i

x1
+

1

2x21
+

1

x2
+

1

2x22

)

+
1

2x22

(

2− 1 + i

x2

)}

(S37)

In the leading order over 1/ω we finally obtain:

Z =
2

(ωτ)2
ξ2

R2
. (S38)
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The limit R ≫ ξ and ωτ ≫ 1

In this limit ωτ(R/ξ)2 ≫ 1 and the expression for the magnetic moment transforms in a full analogy with the
corresponding limit in the case R≪ ξ. Thus,

Z =
2

(ωτ)
2

ξ2

R2
(S39)

The limit R ≫ ξ and ωτ ≪ (ξ/R)2

Since R ≫ ξ and ωτ ≪ (ξ/R)2 then ωτ(R/ξ) ≪ 1. In this limit we find:

x2 = (1 + i)
R

ξ

√

ωτ

2
(S40)

x1 =
(ωτ)

2
√
2

R

ξ

[

1 +O
{

(ωτ)2
}]

+
√
2i
R

ξ

[

1 +
(ωτ)2

32
+O

{

(ωτ)4
}

]

(S41)

The value which determines the magnetic moment

Z = Re [F (x1)− F (x2)] , (S42)

where

F (x) =
2J2(x

∗

2)

(x2 − x∗22 ) [J0(x∗2)− J2(x∗2)]
− 2x∗22 J2(x)

x2(x2 − x∗22 ) [J0(x)− J2(x)]
(S43)

Expanding the parts of this expression we get:

2J2(x
∗

2)

J0(x∗2)− J2(x∗2)
=

1

4
x∗22 +

7

96
x∗42 +O

(

x∗62
)

(S44)

Then taking into account that x∗22 = −x22 we find:

F (x2) =
7

96
x22 +O(x62), and therefore Re [F (x2)] = O(x62). (S45)

To find F (x1) we need to perform a more subtle expansion over x1 = u1 + iv1 since |u1| ≪ 1 and |v1| ≫ 1. With the
exponential accuracy we obtain:

2J2(x1)

x21
=

√
2√
π

{

1− iu1 −
1

2
u21

}

1

v
5/2
1

ev1 (S46)

J0(x1)− J2(x1) =

√
2√
π

{

1− iu1 −
1

2
u21

}

1

v
1/2
1

ev1 (S47)

Then we obtain:

Z = Re [F (x1)] =
1

2

(

ξ

R

)2

Re

{

1

(1− iωτ)

(

1

4
x22 −

7

96
x42

)

− x22
(1 − iωτ)

1

2

(

ξ

R

)2
}

(S48)

In the leading order over (R/ξ) we get:

Z =
7

192
(ωτ)2

(

R

ξ

)2

(S49)
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The limit R ≫ ξ and (ξ/R)2 ≪ ωτ ≪ (ξ/R)

As in the previous section the expansion for the value x1 reads

x1 =
(ωτ)

2
√
2

R

ξ

[

1 +O
{

(ωτ)2
}]

+
√
2i
R

ξ

[

1 +
(ωτ)2

32
+O

{

(ωτ)4
}

]

(S50)

However, now the value x2 becomes large. Then to calculate F (x2) we can use Eq. (??):

Re [F (x2)] = Re







−

(

1− 15
8

i
x2

− 105
128

1
x2

2

)

2x22

(

1− 7
8

i
x2

− 57
128

1
x2

2

) −

(

1− 15
8

1
x2

+ 105
128

1
x2

2

)

2x22

(

1− 7
8

1
x2

+ 57
128

1
x2

2

)







(S51)

After simplifications we get:

Re [F (x2)] = Re

{

− 1

2x22

[

2− (1 + i)

x2
+O

(

1

x32

)]}

= O

(

1

x52

)

(S52)

For the function F (x1) with the exponential accuracy in the leading order we find:

Re [F (x1)] = Re







−

(

1− 15
8

1
x2

+ 105
128

1
x2

2

)

(x21 + x22)
(

1− 7
8

1
x2

+ 57
128

1
x2

2

) +
x22

v21(x
2
1 + x22)







(S53)

Z =
1

2

(

ξ

R

)2

(S54)

The limit R ≫ ξ and (ξ/R) ≪ ωτ ≪ 1

In this limit, both x1 and x2 are large and Re [F (x2)] is negligibly small. Then using Eq. (S37) we find:

Z =
1

2

(

ξ

R

)2

(S55)


