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The them al uctations of vortices In a superconductor can be usefully m apped onto the quantum

uctations of a collection ofbosons at T = 0 m oving In 2 din ensions. W hen the superconductor is
a thin platelet with the m agnetic eld parallel to its surface, the interacting quantum bosons are
e ectively m oving in 1 dim ension, allow ing for powerfiil Luttinger liquid m ethods to be applied.
Here we consider how this 1 din ensional lin it is approached, studying the interaction of vortices
w ith the platelet surfaces and each other. U sing realistic param eters and vortex interactions for an
underdoped YBCO platelet we determ ine the scattering length, a, characterizing the low energy
Interaction of a vortex pair as a function of the platelet thickness. a detem ines the Luttinger
param eter, g, for the quantum system at low densities,np:g! 1 2ang.

PACS numbers: 72.15Qm , 73211La, 7323 Hk

I. NTRODUCTION

Them al uctuations of vortices, taking into account pinning by in purities and vortex-vortex interactions, is a
challenging and technologically in portant problem in statistical physics. An elegant approach to this sub fct is to
map each uctating vortex line into the world line ofa quantum particle in a Feynm an path integral, w ith them agnetic

eld direction becom ing the in aghary tin e direction and the bosons m oving in the other two spatial directionsti?
Such am apping is especially pow erfill for studying colum nar defects w hich becom e static point defects In the quantum
model. W hen the eld direction is tilted relative to the (parallel) pins a novel non-H em itean 2-din ensionalm any-
body quantum problem arisesd If the superconductor is a thin platelet, of thickness of order the penetration depth,
wih the eld lying In the plane, then the quantum bosons are essentially restricted to one dim ension. This allow s
theoretical techniques including Tom onoga Luttinger liquid (T LL) theory and D ensity M atrix R enom alization G roup
DM RG) to be brought to bear;*® rendering tractible a form idable problem . Ttm ay be fasble to realize this classical
analogue ofa Luttinger liquid experin entally using high-T . superconductors. A prom ising candidate would be a very
clean highly underdoped YBCO single crystal n which the penetration depth . can be as large as 50 m icrons. A
platelet should be cleaved w ith thickness in the a-direction oforder .1 to 1 mm . and then a m agnetic eld should be
applied In the b-direction.

twasshown in EE] that criticalphenom ena connected w ith rotating the eld direction away from the pin direction
is controlled by the din ensionless Luttinger param eter, g. In the case g > 1 colum nar defects are irrelevant and have
little e ect on the long-distance properties of the vortices. On the other hand, for g < 1 they are relevant and an
arbitrarily weak pinning potential drastically alters the systam . T hus i is of considerable Interest to determ ine g and
how i depends on the param eters of the system , ncluding the density, npg. In the dilute 1im it g approaches unity
and the interacting boson system becom es equivalent to non-interacting ferm ions. The lading density dependent
correction is®

g=1 2am : 1a1)

Here a is the 1-din ensional scattering length. This isde ned in temm s of the 1-din ensional even-channel phase shift,
(k). The even wave functions have the asym ptotic long-distance behaviour:

e) ! snkXxj &)1 12)
where x is the separation ofthe 2 bosons. Atk ! 0 the phase shift is linear in k:
k) ! ak; 13)
In plying:
e&®) ! sink(kj a): 14)

T hus the relevance or irrelevance of pinning, in the dilute lim it is determ ined by the sign ofa. It is In portant to realize
that this crucial sign is not xed by the requirem ent that the boson-boson interaction be repulsive. For exam ple,
an In nite hard core repulsion of range g leads to a scattering length a = ap > 0. On the other hand, a repulsive
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—function Interaction, v (x), leads to a negative scattering length, a = 1=( v) Where isthe reducedmass). In a
con ned geom etry the 1 din ensional scattering length depends not only on the direct Interparticle interaction but
also on the e ects of the boundaries. This problem was solved by O Ishanif for the case of ultra-cold atom s In a
ham onic cylindrical trap, where it was shown that the sign of a can be positive or negative depending on the ratio
ofthe (positive) 3 din ensional scattering length to the trap radius.

In this paper we study the properties of tw o interacting vortices in a thin platelet, or equivalently of 2 interacting
bosons restricted to a narrow strip. W e begin w ith the usualm odi ed Besselfunction interaction between vortices
given by anisotropic London theory. Standard boundary conditions at the edges of the platelet In ply the existence
ofan in nite set of In age vortices for each physical vortex. T he interaction of an isolated vortex w ith its im ages, and
w ith the extermalm agnetic eld determ ines itswave-function, £ (v), in the quantum m echanicalanalogue, determ ining
the probability of the vortex being at a distance y from the centre of the platelet. It is peaked near the centre, y = 0.
W e then consider the scattering of tw o physical vortices, taking into account the interactionsw ith all in age vortices.
In general the two vortices could move o centre @way from y = y, = 0) as they scatter. T hus the calculation of
the e ective 1D scattering length requires, n principle, solving for a 2-dim ensional 2-body wave-fiinction.

Fortunately, there is a very large dim ensionless num ber that appears quite generally in the thermm odynam ics of
vortices, and which sin pli es our calculations considerably. C onsider, for sin plicity, a m acroscopic isotropic London
superconductor of penetration depth  and coherence length . W e approxin ate the G bbs free energy forN vortices
as:
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the tilt m odulus, is sinply the energy per unit length of the vortex is the spatial co-ordinate along the eld
direction and #; ( ) describes the shape ofthe 1 vortex. W e have approxin ated the vortex-vortex interaction as only
depending on the di erence of the x’s at the sam e value of and used the standard London m odel result for the
interaction energy perunit length betw een straight parallelvortices,’ given by them odi ed Besselfiinction, Ko . (T his
needs to be cut o at short distances of order x; ) W e approxin ate the partition function by an integral over
vortex paths, »; (), weighted by the Boltzm ann factor, exp[ G=( T)]. By ddentifying G=(p T ) with S=~where S is
the classicalaction forN interacting bosons, the classicalpartition finction describbing them al uctuations of vortices
becom es equivalent to the Feynm an path integral for iInteracting bosons. In thisway various them alproperties of the
vortex system can be conveniently cbtained from the quantum system 2 W e set ~ and kg = 1.) The corresponding
Ham ilttonian is:
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(Strictly speaking, even after inserting appropriate factorsof~ and kg ,both term sin thisH am iltonian have din ensions
of inverse length rather than energy. T his can be traced back to the fact that n Eq. [[.J) isa spatial coordinate in
the classicalm odel but is treated as an In aginhary tin e in the analogue quantum one. T his creates no problem s or
our analysis since physical quantities calculated using this quantum approach nvolve appropriate ratios of param eters
w ith the correction dim ensions, aswe shall see.) It is convenient to change to din ensionless length variables, letting:

4 r= : (1.9)
W e then m ay w rite the H am iltonian in din ensionless fom :
X X
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FIG.1l: A thin platelet superconductor.

w here the din ensionless param eter w hich m easures the interaction strength is:

Vo = n(=): (1.11)
N oting that
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we see that Vy 1 for essentially any superconductor at any T < T.. This means that the analogue quantum
m echanicalbosons have very strong short-range interactions when m easured in din ensionless units. Variants of this
large num ber w ill appear when we consider the potential energy function that holds the vortices in the m iddle of the
slab and the interaction between vortices inside the slab. This in plies that the vortices stay near the centre of the
slab up to rather large slhb w idths justifying a 1 dim ensional approxin aton. It also allow s an unusualbut powerfiil
sam iclassical approxin ation to be applied to the 1 dim ensionalproblem yielding an explicit form ula for the scattering
length as a function the platelet thickness d and otherparameters ( 2, <, ar ¢ and T). Our conclusion is that a is
positive and large for narrow platelets, increasing w ith d and having a value a 19, ord= 10 . Smm . This
In plies that colum nar pins are relevant and also that the system rapidly leaves the dilute regin e at low densities of
order 1=(20 ,), corresponding to elds, H only slightly above H¢; .

In the next section we brie y review London theory and discuss properties of a single vortex in a thin platelet. In
Sec. III we consider 2 interacting vortices, determ ining the scattering length. Sec. IV contains conclusions.

II. A SINGLE VORTEX IN A THIN PLATELET SUPERCONDUCTOR

W e m ake the London approxin ation,” valid when the penetration depth ismuch longer than the coherence length,
. W e label the direction perpendicular to the platelet the y-direction, and label the direction of the m agnetic
eld the z direction. In a YBCO crystal the m ost prom ising geom etry m ay be choosing y and z to be the a and b
directions (or vice versa). See Fig. [d). Thus the thin direction of the platelet is the a direction, not the usualgrow th
direction, which is c. Such a sam ple could presum ably be obtained by cleaving a m acroscopic sam ple. T he m agnetic
eld of a single vortex, centered at = (x;y) = 0 thus obeys:

h —+ i = %(): 1)

The D irac -function at the vortex core should actually be sm eared over a distance of order , the coherence length.
N ote that the decay of the m agnetic eld in the x = ¢ direction is govemed by supercurrents running in the in the
y = a direction and hence Involves . whereas the decay in the y = a direction is govemed by supercurrents running
In the x = ¢ direction and hence involves .. In extrem ely underdoped YBCO crystals typical param eter values are

¢ = 50m
a = Hm
a = 5nm
< = 05nm

T. = 17K : 22)



(The value of . may be a bit sn all com pared to existing m easurem ents but it is convenient to assum e the result
which ollows from anisotropic G nsourg-Landau theory: = 5 = s=.. In any event our results only depend
logarithm ically on the ’s.) Thus the vortex is extrem ely elliptical: m uch m ore extended In the y = a direction. To
acheive the two-din ensional lin i, we need the sam ple thickness to be of order the vortex size. (A ctually, aswe shall
see a thickness of up to ten tim es the vortex size or m ore is alright.) Thus we can take advantage of the larger .
by cleaving our crystal in the a-direction. W e w ill refer to the param eters in Eq. [22) at tem perature T T., wih
a = y the thin direction as the standard param eters. H owever, our resuls should also apply at lower tem peratures.
N ote that the vortex w andering that we are concemed w ith here occurs prim arily in the x = cdirection. T he vortices
presum ably feel a perdodic potentialw ith wave—length given by the lattice constant in the cdirection. W e w ill ignore
this here. In the dilute 1im it that we are considering it is not expected to have an In portant e ect.

The solution of Eq. [2.)) at distances r , Ignoring for now the boundaries, can be found by using a Fourier
transform and is
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where K ; isamodi ed Bessel function.
T he energy per uni length ofa vortex is

1 @h @h
= — h *—2+ 22— d ; 25
8 dex c@yY ©-)

w here the Integral is taken over an ellipse of radii ,, . around the vortex core. T hus
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to logarithm ic accuracy. For the param eters n Eq. [22) we have = 10 ferg/am :

W e rem ark that the Interaction energy per unit length between 2 straight parallel vortices separated by a vector »
issinply:

ohiz

Uqp = ; 2.7
12 2 @2.7)

where h, (¢) isthe m agnetic eld at the location of one vortex produced by the other, Eq. [2.4).
W e now consider a single straight vortex in an in nite shb, of thickness d, extending from d=2 to d=2. The

presence of boundaries of the superconductorat y= - d=2, In poses boundary conditions,
@h
0= 3 = —: 2.8
¥ = ax 238)

A vortex at position y in a slab of thickness d creates In age vortices w ith m agnetic eld in the opposite direction at
positions @2n+ 1)d vy for integraln, and creates In age vorticesw ith  eld in the sam e direction at positions 2nd+ y
for allnonzero ntegraln. Thus them agnetic eld at location (x;y) for a vortex at (0;y;) is:

2 0s 1
& 2 2
0 b 4 2nd+ y1 B
h®;y2iy1) = 4 Ko@ =y =T a2
2 ac n= 1 a c
0s 13
X 2 on + 1)d z
kK, X 4 @nthd ¥ ¥ a5, 2.9)
n= 1 a c

In addition to the eld ofthe vortex and its in ages an additional eld occurs inside the superconductorwhen a eld
H is applied outside of it:

oosh(y= <) .

h =H —"
1w cosh (B=2 )

(2.10)



Them agnetic eld at the position of the vortex, (0;y) due to all its in age vortices is:

n #
0 X nd 2y X nd
hy ) = SR Kg — + Ko — : (211)
a c n= 1; 3::: ¢ n= 2; 4:: c
T he G bbs free energy depends on the position y of the vortex as:
0 1
V]_ (y) = 4— ufll (y) + Ehz (y)]+ constant: (2 .12)

Thisispltted n Fig. 2@)) and Rb)atH = H.. Thasamhinum aty = 0, Jarge barriers at interm ediate y
and then appearstodivergeto 1 aty! d=2:
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T his divergence is due to the interaction ofthe vortex with tsimageaty d. Thisdivergence should actually be cut
o aty d=2oforder due to correctionsto London theory.W e take this Into account by replacihg § [((nd  2y)= <]
byKollnd 2y)=c¢] Kolnd 2y)= 1:nEq.ZII).ForH > H.,wem ight expect the truem inin um energy to be
aty= 0. This gives the usual form ula for H .; for an anistropic superconductor:
4

He @.14)

o

where is the energy per unit length ofa buk vortex, Eq. [2.6).
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FIG.2: (@) and ()T he G bbspotential, Eqgs. [Z.10) - [2212)), or a shgle vortex w ith our standard param eters, H = H ; and
d= 10; 100 ;v isin unitsof .. (c) and (d): T he corregponding wave fiinctions f (y).

W e now tum to a study ofthem al uctuations ofa single vortex inside the slab for such an anisotropic supercon—
ductor. W ith the m agnetic eld along the baxis, the tilt m odulus is very di erent for vortex tilting in thea = y or
= x direction. T he elastic energy is w ritten:
n #
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D ue to the assum ed sym m etry under rotations in the a-b plane, the tilt m odulus for tilting in the a direction is jast
given by the energy per unit length:

(2.16)
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where isgiven in Eq. [2.8). O n the other hand, the energy per unit length of a vortex aligned parallelto the c= x
axis ismuch larger, resulting in the tilt m odulis?

2
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To thism ust be added the y-dependent free energy:
Gi= dWwuiy()]: (2.18)

Here we have again considered only \instantaneous" interactions between the vortex and its im ages, at a xed value
of . W edo not expect this approxin ation to qualitatively change the long distance physics in the dilute lim it. Iffwe
consider a very long vortex, In a sam pl ofm acroscopic length in the z= - = b direction, then the probability of the
displacem ent of the vortex from the centre of the slab having som e value y is sin ply given by f ) ¥ where £ is the
ground state wave-function of the one-din ensionalH am iltonian:
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w ith
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Tt isnow convenient to de ne the dim ensionless length variable:
¥y Y=ci 2 21)
in tem s of which:
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W ehave setH = H given in Eq. [2.14)).] Since we will choose d of order ., we see that the din ensionless num ber
Voy characterizes the height of the barriers holding the vortex at the center of the platelet. U sing the num bers in Eq.
22) and choosing T = T, we nd:

Voy  10: @ 24)

W e solve this Schroedinger equation num erically forthe groundstate, ford= 10 ., Fig. ], nding that the particle
m akes only very an allquantum  uctuations away from y = 0 due to the huge barriers. For the above param eterswe
nd

j
< y?> = 01419 .= :001419d: (225)

W e should estim ate the true critical eld, Heo; (d) using the ground state energy of the quantum H am iltonian. If the
eld is too low the particle can tunnel through the barrier corresponding to a vortex tem nating at som e value of
w ith the m agnetic ux leaving the superconductor. However, due to the exceedingly high barrier, the tunnelling

probability ism niscule and the system w ill not be very sensitive to the precise value of H . W e should also rem ark

that, to solve the Schroedinger equation precisely we need to speci y som e boundary conditions on the wave-function
aty=  d=2.W e In posed vanishing boundary conditions. Fortunately, the extrem ely lJarge din ensionless barrier also
renders our results very nsensitive to this choice.



III. TW O VORTICES

Consider two straight parallel vortices inside the platelet, at locations xi;yi). The G bbs free energy per unit
length is:

VX1 %iviive) = hx: ®iyiiy2)+ Vi) + Vo (y2): (3.1)

_0
4
By translational nvariance In the x-direction, V depends only on the di erence of the x-coordinates of the two
vortices:

X X 2 32)

Hereh (x;y1;y2) isgiven in Eq. [2.9) and V; y) by Eq. 212). The rstterm in Eq.[B.J) represents the interaction
of one vortex w ith the other one and w ith the im ages of the other one. The second and third tem s represent the
Interaction of each vortex w ith its own in ages and w ith the screened extemal eld.V (x;y;y2) hasa deep m Inim um
aty; = y2 = 0 Por large kJj 2.V (¢;0;0) has a large peak centred at x = 0 wih a weak, logarithm ic divergence
right at x = 0. This logarithm ic divergence should be cut 0 at scalesoforder ;howeverthiscut o hasessentially
no e ect on the scattering length, as we shall see.

Again we may study the them odynam ics of two w iggling vortices In the platelet by m apping onto a quantum
m echanicsm odel. W e m ake the findam entalassum ption that the vortices only bend on long length scales (com pared
to ,) and that we m ay approxin ate the vortex-vortex (and vortex—in age vortex) Interaction by an \instantaneous"
oneata xedvalleof = z.TheBolzmann sum isnow overthe con guration oftwo vortices and we m ust include
the vortex-vortex interaction in the free energy. A gain dentifying the free energy w ith the Im aginary tin e action, we
see that the corresponding quantum Ham iltonian is:

" #
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Herem , isgiven in Eq. [220) and

m . 34)
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where ~, is given n Eq. [2I7). In the quantum analgue, the vortices cbey Bose statistics' and consequently
the two-body wave-fiinction must be symm etric: even under x ! x. The asym ptotic behavior of the low energy
w ave-finctions at kj 5 Isgiven by:

&Xiviiv2) ! £ y1)f (v2) sink k] k)] (3.5)

where f (y) is the ground state wave-finction for a single vortex, discussed in Sec. II. T he energy of this scattering
state is:
kZ
E=2E;+ — (3.6)
2
where E; is the ground state energy for a single vortex, discussed in the previous section and the reduced m ass w hich
govems the relative m otion is

=m =2: 3.7

T he scattering length isde ned by Eq. [[3).

Tt tums out that, due to the large barrier near x = 0, for sn all y;, the scattering length is detem ined aln ost
com pltely by the large x asym ptotic form ofthe potential, until d gets very large com pared to .. T he x-dependent
part of the exact potential can be w ritten as a sum of exponentials:

2 % v oyp e ¥ e e=di=.
V ®Xiy1iy2) = 3 f n;—=i—= P + Vi y1)+ Vi y2): (3.8)
4 adn=1 d d 1+ n =d)*= 4

wherewe de ne

cos yi1=d) costh y,=d) ifn isodd

f @iy:1=diy2=d) sni yi=d)sih y,=d) ifn iseven

(3.9)



At large kjwem ay approxin ate the sum by the 1rsttem only:

(2) Y1 Y2
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where we have de ned, for convenience, a reduced value of ,:
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d
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For this approxin ation to hold, we need that the rst term dom inates all other termm s. In the one-din ensional 1im it
(ie.yv1 = y2 = 0) the condition for large x is
®34 ° 2

a &

1: (3.12)

N ote that, unlike the direct vortex-vortex interaction, this potential has a sin ple exponential dependence on x at
large kjabeit w ith a reduced penetration depth.

D ue to the large barriers in V; (y) we expect the low energy scattering states to be con ned to y 0. We st
calculate a assum ing that the vortices stay exactly in them iddle ofthe shb, y; = 0 throughout the scattering process.
W e retum to a further discussion of why this is reasonable at the end of this section. T his reduces the problem to a
one-din ensional quantum m echanicsm odelw ith H am iltonian:

1 & v
H= ———+ ﬁ (313)
2 dx? T
where
2 -
V &)=V (x;0;0) ! n 2de LEN (3.14)

a

W e ook for parity even solutions of this Schroedinger equation w ih asym ptotic behavior (k) ! sink¥kj k)]
wih () ! akask ! 0.Notethatin theanallk Iimit, &) ! shk(kj a)]forx . Then, if we consider an
Interm ediate range of x:

Xy 1=k 315)
wem ay approxin ate the wave-function by a linear fomm :
&)/ ¥J a: 3.1le)
Thus, to nd the scattering length we need to sin ply solve the zero energy Schroedinger equation :

1 & \Y
— 4 Ve o _ 0: (317)
2 dx? T

Note that this reduces the eigenvalie problem to a sinpl nitial valie problm . W e sinply inpose the initial
conditions:

0

— )
dx
©0) =1 (3.18)

and solve the zero energy equation. T he asym ptotic behavior of the solution at ¥ is given by Eq. [3.18) which
determ ines the scattering length, a.
Tt is convenient to introduce a din ensionless length variable:

®  x= (3.19)

In term s of which the Schroedinger equation becom es, at large 3

d2
e +Vixe ¥ ® =2 %E ®): (320)



Here the dim ensionless num ber w hich m easures the strength of the repulsive potential is:

Vo= b oL () = : (3.21)
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U sing our estin ates of the param eters in Eq. 22) with T = T and d= 10 . we nd:
Vox = 107 10 322)

Note that Vo, / 1=d at d c. Importantly Vox 1 when d is of order . and rem ains large out to extrem ely
large values of d= .. The largeness of Vyp; leads to a large scattering length, allow s for an unusual sem iclassical
solution approxim ation and also helps to justify setting y; = 0 aswe shall see below . Tt is of course, possble to solve
the Schroedinger equation num erically for speci ed values of the param eters. H ow ever, the Jargeness of , and Vy,
creates num erical di culties for standard algorithm s, when one attem pts to solve the fiill 3-din ensional problem ,
Including the y;. In this case it ism uch easier, and m ore transparent, to use the sam iclassical approxin ation.

O ur sam iclassical approxin ation for the scattering length at Vo, 1 beginsw ith the observation that the classical
tuming point for 2 particles approaching each other w ith a sm all relative m om entum , k occurs at = 1. Therefore
a is determ ined alm ost com pletely by the large = omm of the potential in Eq. [3.10). U sing the large » orm of the
potential, we m ay solve the one-din ensional Schroedinger equation exactly. To do this we change variables to:

P—— s
u= 2 Ve F7°: (323)
T he zero energy Schroedinger equation, [3.17), smpli esto
2 ®

w %4+u® 4 =0 (B 24)

w here the prin es denote di erentiation wih respect to u. This is the zeroth order modi ed Bessel's di erential
equation, and the general solution is given in term s of them odi ed Bessel functions:

= alg@)+ @KqW)

P — . 5 p— . s
= gl (2 Vox € xF ) + C2K0(2 Voxe K ): (3.25)
For hrgeu (le.x << InVjy) we have
1 u u
p—— ce'+ o e ; (326)
2 u

or w riting In tem s of the original variables and putting back factors of , we have

1 Po— 32 Po— 52
p—1; ge? Voxe + o e 2 Ve (327)
4 vy te w¥

On the other hand, for smallu (ie.x>> InVy) we have

_ _ ®) 1
¢ c¢chwu=2)+ )=a+ > 3 InVox (328)
w here 0:5772 is the EulerM ascheroniconstant. N ote that the last form ula can be w ritten as
S
CH (xj a) 329)
w here the scattering length a is (putting back factors of )
a= @nVy + 2 2¢=c): (3.30)

To detem ine ¢;=c, we m atch our solution in the region 1 )] InVy, to the W KB solution which works for kJj
not too large, In the region where V (x) is large. The even W KB wave function forE = 0 is given by

Z Z

X X

| -
®)=A exp VO0x%dx? + exp V 0(x%)dx° (3.31)
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where
Vo) = 2 V x;0;0) (3.32)

and V is the exact potentialof Eq. [31). N ote that we do notm ake any large x approxim ation to V now .) W e can
rew rite this as
Z Z
®=A e exp VOox0dx’ + e exp V 0 (x0)dx’ 333)

w here
Z

= VO(x)dx: (3.34)
0

Now, ifx is Jarge enough for our asym ptotic expression V ° (x) Wxe *= = 2 to hold, then the integralcan be done
quite readily:

®)=A e exp 2 Voxe 2 +e exp 2 Voge *2 : (3 .35)
Com parison w ith Eq. [327) thus gives
Z 1 P
cg=0,= e ? = exp VOo0x)dx (3.36)

1

This quantity is exponentially small n the large quantity Vox so it is com pltely negligble. Note also that the
logarithm ic divergence of V (x;0;0) at x ! 0 hasno inportant e ects, kaving the integral nite in Eq.[336). The
last temm in Eq. [3.30)essentially vanishes, and we sin ply have that

a= MVex+ 2 ): 337

A sym ptotically, the scattering length is linearly dependent on the logarithm ofthe size of the potential.

Interestingly, we get aln ost the sam e resukt for the odd wave functions, except that the sign ofc;=c, isreversed. T he
even channel and odd channel scattering lengths are therefore alm ost exactly the sam e. However, it is the di erence
betw een the even and odd channel scattering lengths that determ ines the transn ission coe cient, and it is only then
that =, plys an in portant role.

W e have based this approxin ation on the assum ption that there exists a region of separation x, such that the
approxin ation Eq. [327) holds, and theW K B approxin ation to the wave fiinction also holds. T ypically them atching
is done around the region x  a; therefore we need that (using Eq. [B37) and Eq. [3.12), and noticing . Por
large d)

" #
2 o2,
3 nE€ Vox) 1 (3.38)

eXp

T his is the condition that m ust be satis ed for the om ula Eq. [837) to hold.

The wave-fiinction calculated num erically to high precision (In the 1-dim ensional approxin ation) and the sem
classical wave fiinction are com pared in Fig. [3) r our standard param eters and d= 10 , As can be seen, the two
wave functions give good agreem ent In the largex regine Wih an error< 1% forx > 18 ,). The sam iclassical
w ave function is grossly lnaccurate in the am allx region x < 15 ;) but the wave-function is neglegible there anyway.
T he predicted sem iclassical scattering length isa = (@Vy + 2 ) = 18:7398 ;. The actual scattering length of
the num erically detemm Ined wave function (©btained by tting the wave function in the lJargex regin e to a lnear
finction) is 18:7409 .. T he sam iclassical wave fiinction gives an error of less than 0:01% . In Fig. [@) we show the
scattering length versus d, com paring our num erical results to the sam iclassical approxin ation (n both casesm aking
the 1-din ensional approxin ation). M ost of the d-dependence in our sem iclassical omula, Eq. [3.37), arises from
the d-dependence of the reduced penetration depth, , given in Eq. [B.11). A s the sam pk thickness decreases, the
e ective range of the Interaction potential, , also decreases, and the scattering length sim ply scales w ith it, up to
logarithm ic corrections com ing from Vi, de ned in Eq. [B2]l). The sem iclassical and num erical values agree w ithin

% up to aboutd= 22 ..Ford= 22 ., we have that (refer to C ondition [3.38))

2

2
S I Vog)= 156 (3.39)

d
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X

FIG .3: Thewave functions In thek ! 0 lm it com paring a precise num erical calculation (in the 1 din ensional approxin ation)
to the sam iclassical approxin ation for our standard param eters and d= 10 .. Lengths are in unitsof ..

20 ‘ ‘ :
18
16 | Predicted (semi-classical)
14 + Calculated  + E
12 1
10 ]

e e

Scattering length

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
d

FIG . 4: T he scattering lengths based on a precise num erical calculation (in the 1 din ensional approxin ation) com pared to our
sem Iclassical approxin ation for our standard param eters. d is In units of ., the scattering length in unitsof ..

which isalready not far from unity. T herew illthereforebe signi cant deviations ofthe true value from Eq.[B37). W e
could also notice that the scattering length tendstowardsa nite value for large d. This isbecause as the thickness of
the sam ple grow s, the In age vorticesm ove farther away from the orginalvorticesuntiltheire ectsbecom e negligble.

N ext, we discuss the validity of our 1-din ensional approxim ation, setting y; = 0, which is Justi ed by the fact that
the single vortex wave-fiinction, f (y) is so sharply peaked near y = 0. Ifwe look at the shape of the potentials,
Vi (y), we see that oran alld F ig. )) the potentialhas an obviousm Inim um in the center, and is approxin ately
sin ple hamm onic near the center. For larger d F ig. )), how ever, the potential is alm ost negligible except for
a large potential barrier close to (out not at) the edges; the potential w ill be qualitatively m ore sin ilar to a square
well. Therefore as d increases, we would expect the shape of the wave fiinction to m oxph from a con ned G aussian
to a spread-out sinusoidal Fig. [2©), Fig. [2@)). The spread of the singlkevortex wave finction (y?i'~?) is
plotted in Fig. [@). The thickness reaches 1% of the platelet thickness at around d = 35 ., an indication that our
one-dim ensional approxin ation fails above this valie. The fact that the thickness becom es linearly dependent on d
at large d also suggests that the wave fiinction tendsto a xed shape (a sinusoidal).

A m ore system atic approxin ation to solving the fiill 2-body 2-din ensional Schroedinger equation of Eq. [33),
would be to write:

xXiy1iy2) 1 ®)E y1)E 2) (3.40)

where i (x) isthe 1-din ensionalwave-function found above and f (y;) is the single vortex wave-function. W e could

then in prove our estin ate of the 1-dim ensionale ective potentialby using:
Z

V (%) dyidy2 ¥ 1) F £ ¢2)FV &iviive) (341)

rather than sinply V (x) V (¢;0;0). However, because f (y) is so sharply peaked at y 0 thism akes a negligble
di erence.
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FIG .5: The spread of the singlevortex wave finction, /< y? >, plotted against d using standard param eters. Both lengths
are In units of ..

N ote that our calculation ofa depended essentially only on V (x) In the lJarge x region, x . O ur consideration of
the am allx region only served to detem Ined ¢ =c, which was exponentially sm allanyway and can sin ply be ignored.
Th this lJarge x region, Eq. [3.I0) is a good approxim ation, the wave-fiinction approxin ately factorizes and the large
barriers in V; (y) ensure that the wave-function is strongly peaked near y; = 0. For sm aller values of x the wave-
function presum ably spreads out m ore In the y direction. However, at an aller x the wave-function is exponentially
an allanyway.

F inally, we consider the case w here the thin direction ofthe YBCO platekt is the c direction: y=c (and x=a, z=b).
In this case the olesof , and . are switched, as are the rolesof ~ and ~. and we get

2 2 2
c 0 a 0

Voy = 2 =4 n( .=
0¥ 16 2T2 16 2 ,T (=)
. 23 1 2 2 =d
Vo = —2 = — 0 (= = 342
° 4 2dT?2 4 4 LT L PR —C G 42)
where we now de ne:
A\l
2# 1=2
e 1+ = (3.43)

Apart from som e unin portant factors of2, the form ulas forVy, and Vg, are the sam e as for the other geom etry except
that d now appears in the dim ensionless ratio ,=d rather than . =d. So we now conclude that the 1 din ensional
approxin ation holds ford 20 4 10 m . and the sam iclassical approxim ation holds out to roughly the sam e value
ofd.

Iv. CONCLUSIONS

Ourmain resukt is the ®mula Eq. [337) fr the scattering length. This is plotted versus the platekt thickness,
d, for our standard pam eters, in Fig. [@). Note that a is everyw here positive and a= , is everywhere quite large,
having the value a= , 19atd 10..At somewhat larger values of d we expect our sam iclassical approxin ation
to the one-din ensional problem to break down and, m ore problem atically, the one-din ensional approxin ation itself
to start to ail.

The main use of our form ula for a is not, of course, for studying the system with only 2 vortices, but rather for
studying the them odynam ic lim it of m any vortices. In the dilute Im i, npa 1 (where ny is the vortex density
per unit length), a determ ines the Luttinger param eter via Eq. [L.). O f course the Luttinger liquid treatm ent of
the problem assum es that it is fundam entally 1-din ensional. O ur calculations here indicate that the 1-din ensional
approxin ation should be good, at last in the dilute lim it nga 1, up to platelet thicknesses of orderd = 10 . or
m ore, since the vortices stay very close to the centre of the platelet. Furthem ore, we have determm ined the Luttinger
param eter for this range of thicknesses and vortex densities. W hen a is lJarge the Luttinger param eter decreases
rapidly for Increasing vortex density. It was argued in E) that, at high densites, g 1. Taken together, these resuls
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suggest a rapid m onotonic drop of g from 1 with increasing density. In this case, colum nar pins would be highly
relevant for essentially all elds above He; . Thus a prom ising region to look at experin entally m ight be very close to
H ., wih low vortex densities, ng 1= , and sam ples of thickness around 10 ..
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