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(Dated: January 9, 2023)

Dissipation-free current transport in type II superconductors requires vortices, the topological
defects of the superfluid, to be pinned by defects in the underlying material. The pinning capacity
of a defect is quantified by the Labusch parameter κ ∼ fp/ξC̄, measuring the pinning force fp
relative to the elasticity C̄ of the vortex lattice, with ξ denoting the coherence length (or vortex core
size) of the superconductor. The critical value κ = 1 separates weak from strong pinning, with a
strong defect at κ > 1 able to pin a vortex on its own. So far, this weak-to-strong pinning transition
has been studied for isotropic defect potentials, resulting in a critical exponent µ = 2 for the onset
of the strong pinning force density Fpin ∼ npfp(ξ/a0)2(κ − 1)µ, with np denoting the density of
defects and a0 the intervortex distance. This result is owed to the special rotational symmetry of
the defect producing a finite trapping area Strap ∼ ξ2 at the strong-pinning onset. The behavior
changes dramatically when studying anisotropic defects with no special symmetries: the strong
pinning then originates out of isolated points with length scales growing as ξ(κ − 1)1/2, resulting
in a different force exponent µ = 5/2. Our analysis of the strong pinning onset for arbitrary defect
potentials ep(R), with R a planar coordinate, makes heavy use of the Hessian matrix describing its
curvature and leads us to interesting geometrical structures: the strong pinning onset is characterized
by the appearance of unstable areas of elliptical shape whose boundaries mark the locations where
vortices jump. The associated locations of asymptotic vortex positions define areas of bistable vortex
states; these bistable regions assume the shape of a crescent with boundaries that correspond to
the spinodal lines in a thermodynamic first-order transition and cusps corresponding to critical end-
points. Both, unstable and bistable areas grow with κ > 1 and join up into larger domains; for a
uniaxially anisotropic defect, two face to face crescents merge into the ring-shaped area previously
encountered for the isotropic defect. Both, onset and merger points are defined by local differential
properties of the Hessian’s determinant D(R), specifically, its minima and saddle points. Extending
our analysis to the case of a random two-dimensional pinning landscape, we discuss the topological
properties of unstable and bistable regions as expressed through the Euler characteristic, with the
latter related to the local differential properties of D(R) through Morse theory.

I. INTRODUCTION

Vortex pinning by material defects1 determines the
phenomenological properties of all technically rele-
vant (type II) superconducting materials, e.g., their
dissipation-free transport or magnetic response. Similar
applies to the pinning of dislocations in metals2 or do-
main walls in magnets3, with the commonalities found
in the topological defects of the ordered phase being
pinned by defects in the host material: these topolog-
ical defects are the vortices4, dislocations5, or domain
walls6,7 appearing within the respective ordered phases—
superconducting, crystalline, or magnetic. The theory
describing the pinning of topological defects has been
furthest developed in superconductors, with the strong
pinning paradigm8,9 having been strongly pushed during
the last decade10–13. In its simplest form, it boils down to
the setup involving a single vortex subject to one defect
and the cage potential14,15 of other vortices. While still
exhibiting a remarkable complexity, it produces quanti-
tative results which benefit the comparison between the-
oretical predictions and experimental findings16. So far,
strong pinning has focused on isotropic defects, with the
implicit expectation that more general potential shapes
would produce small changes. This is not the case, as
first demonstrated by Buchacek et al.17 in their study of
correlation effects between defects that can be mapped

to the problem of a string pinned to an anisotropic pin-
ning potential. In the present work, we generalize strong
pinning theory to defect potentials of arbitrary shape.
We find that this simple generalization has pronounced
(geometric) effects near the onset of strong pinning that
even change the growth of the pinning force density
Fpin ∝ (κ − 1)µ with increasing pinning strength κ > 1
in a qualitative manner, changing the exponent µ from
µ = 2 for isotropic defects8,10 to µ = 5/2 for general
anisotropic pinning potentials.

The pinning of topological defects poses a rather
complex problem that has been attacked within two
paradigms, weak-collective- and strong pinning. These
have been developed in several stages: originating in the
sixties of the last century, weak pinning and creep9 has
been further developed with the discovery of high tem-
perature superconductors as a subfield of vortex matter
physics18. Strong pinning was originally introduced by
Labusch8 and by Larkin and Ovchinnikov9 and has been
further developed recently with several works studying
critical currents10, current–voltage characteristics11,19,
magnetic field penetration12,20,21, and creep13,21,22; re-
sults on numerical simulations involving strong pins have
been reported in Refs. 23–25. The two theories come to-
gether at the onset of strong pinning: an individual defect
is qualified as weak if it is unable to pin a vortex, i.e., a
vortex traverses the pin smoothly. Crossing a strong pin,
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however, the vortex undergoes jumps that mathemati-
cally originate in bistable distinct vortex configurations,
‘free’ and ‘pinned’. Quantitatively, the onset of strong
pinning is given by the Labusch criterion κ = 1, with
the Labusch parameter κ ≡ max[−e′′p ]/C̄ ∼ fp/ξC̄, the
dimensionless ratio of the negative curvature e′′p of the

isotropic pinning potential and the effective elasticity C̄
of the vortex lattice. Strong pinning appears for κ > 1,
i.e., when the lattice is soft compared to the curvatures
in the pinning landscape.

So far, the strong pinning transition at κ = 1 has been
described for defects with isotropic pinning potentials;
it can be mapped10 to the magnetic transition in the
h-T (field–temperature) space, with the strong-pinning
phenomenology at κ > 1 corresponding to the first-order
Ising magnetic transition at T < Tc and the critical point
at T = Tc corresponding to the strong pinning transition
at κ = 1. The role of the reduced temperature T/Tc
is then assumed by the Labusch parameter κ and the
bistabilities associated with the ferromagnetic phases at
T/Tc < 1 translate to the bistable pinned and free vor-
tex states at κ > 1, with the bistability disappearing
on approaching the critical point, T/Tc = 1 and κ = 1,
respectively.

A first attempt to account for correlations between
defects has been done in Ref. 17. The latter analysis
takes into account the enhanced pinning force excerted
by pairs of isotropic defects that can be cast in the form
of anisotropic effective pinning centers. Besides shifting
the onset of strong pinning to κ = 1/2 (with κ defined
for one individual defect), the analysis unravelled quite
astonishing (geometric) features that appeared as a con-
sequence of the symmetry reduction in the pinning po-
tential. In the present paper, we take a step back and
study the transition to strong pinning for anisotropic de-
fect potentials ep(R), with R a planar coordinate, see
Fig. 1. Note that collective effects of many weak defects
can add up to effectively strong pins that smoothen the
transition at κ = 1, thereby turning the strong pinning
transition into a weak-to-strong pinning crossover.

We find that the onset of strong pinning proceeds quite
differently when going from the isotropic defect to the
anisotropic potential of a generic defect without spe-
cial symmetries and further on to a general random pin-
ning landscape. The simplest comparison is between an
isotropic and a uniaxially anisotropic defect, acting on
a vortex lattice that is directed along the magnetic field
B ‖ ez chosen parallel to the z-axis; for convenience, we
place the defect at the origin of our coordinate system
r = (R, z) and have it act only in the z = 0-plane. In
this setup, see Fig. 1, the pinning potential ep(R) acts on
the nearest vortex with a force fp(R) = −∇Rep|z=0 at-
tracting the vortex to the defect; the presence of the other
vortices constituting the lattice renormalizes the vortex
elasticity C̄. With the pinning potential acting in the
z = 0 plane, the vortex is deformed with a pronounced
cusp at z = 0, see Fig. 1; we denote the tip position of the
vortex where the cusp appears by R̃, while the asymp-
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FIG. 1. Sketch of a vortex interacting with a defect located
at the origin. The vortex approaches the asymptotic position
R̄ at z → ±∞ and is attracted to the defect residing at the
origin; the cusp at z = 0 defines the tip position R̃ and its
angle quantifies the pinning strength.

totic position of the vortex at z → ±∞ is fixed at R̄.
With this setup the problem can be reduced to a planar
one, with the tip coordinate R̃ and the asymptotic co-
ordinate R̄ determining the location and full shape (and
hence the pinning force) of the vortex line.

In the case of an isotropic pin, e.g., produced by a
point-like defect11, strong pinning first appears on a cir-
cle of finite radius Rm ∼ ξ, typically of order of the vortex
core radius ξ, see left panel of Fig. 2(a). This is owed to
the fact that, given the radial symmetry, the Labusch cri-
terion κ = maxR[−e′′p(R)]/C̄ = 1 is satisfied on a circle
R = Rm where the (negative) curvature −e′′p > 0 is max-
imal. Associated with the radius Rm where the tip is lo-
cated at κ = 1, R̃(κ = 1) ≡ R̃m = Rm, there is an asymp-

totic vortex position R̄(κ = 1) = R̄m > R̃m. Increasing
the Labusch parameter beyond κ = 1, the circle of ra-
dius R̄m transforms into a ring R̄− < R̄ < R̄+ of finite
width. Vortices placed inside the ring at small distances
R̄ < R̄− near the defect are qualified as ‘pinned’, while
vortices at large distances R̄ > R̄+ away from the pin
are described as ‘free’, see right panel in Fig. 2(a); phys-
ically, we denote a vortex configuration as ‘free’ when
it is smoothly connected to the asymptotic undeformed
state, while a ‘pinned’ vortex is localized to a finite region
around the defect. Vortices placed inside the bistable ring
at R̄− < R̄ < R̄+ acquire two possible states, pinned and
free (colored magenta in Fig. 2, the superposition of red
(pinned state) and blue (free state) colors).

The onset of strong pinning for the uniaxially
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anisotropic defect proceeds in several stages. Let us con-
sider an illustrative example and assume a defect with
an anisotropy aligned with the axes and a steeper po-
tential along x. In this situation, strong pinning as de-
fined by the criterion κm = 1, with a properly gener-
alized Labusch parameter κm, appears out of two points
(±x̄m, 0) where the Labusch criterion κm = 1 is met first,
see Fig. 2(b) left. Increasing κm > 1 beyond unity, two
bistable domains spread around these points and develop
two crescent-shaped areas (with their large extent along
ȳ) in asymptotic R̄-space, see Fig. 2(b) right. Vortices
with asymptotic positions within these crescent-shaped
regions experience bistability, while outside these regions
the vortex state is unique. Classifying the bistable solu-
tions as ‘free’ and ‘pinned’ is not possible, with the sit-
uation resembling the one around the gas–liquid critical
point with a smooth crossover (from blue to white to red)
between phases. With κm increasing further, the cusps
of the crescents approach one another. As the arms of
the two crescents touch and merge at a sufficiently large
value of κm, the topology of the bistable area changes:
the two merged crescents now define a ring-like geometry
and separate R̄-space into an inside region where vortices
are pinned, an outside region where vortices are free and
the bistable region with pinned and free states inside the
ring-like region. As a result, the pinning geometry of
the isotropic defect is recovered, though with the perfect
ring replaced by a deformed ring with varying width. Us-
ing the language describing a thermodynamic first-order
transition, the cusps of the crescents correspond to criti-
cal points while its boundaries map to spinodal lines; the
merging of critical points changing the topology of the
bistable regions of the pinning landscape goes beyond the
standard thermodynamic analogue of phase diagrams.

The bistable area is defining the trapping area where
vortices get pinned to the defect; this trapping area is one
of the relevant quantities determining the pinning force
density Fpin, the other being the jumps in energy associ-
ated with the difference between the bistable states8,10,
see the discussion in Secs. II C, II E, and III G below. It
is the change in the bistable- and hence trapping geom-
etry that modifies the exponent µ in Fpin ∝ (κ − 1)µ,
replacing the exponent µ = 2 for isotropic defects by the
new exponent µ = 5/2 for general anisotropic pinning
potentials.

While the existence of bistable regions BR̄ in the space
of asymptotic vortex positions R̄ is an established ele-
ment of strong pinning theory by now, in the present pa-
per, we introduce the new concept of unstable domains
UR̃ in tip-space. The two coordinates R̃ and R̄ represent
dual variables in the sense of the thermodynamic analog,
with the asymptotic coordinate R̄ corresponding to the
driving field h in the Ising model and the tip position
R̃ replacing the magnetic response m; from a thermody-
namic perspective it is then quite natural to change view
by going back and forth between intensive (h) and exten-

sive (m) variables. In tip space R̃, the onset of pinning

appears at isolated points R̃m that grow into ellipses as
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FIG. 2. Illustration of bistable regions in asymptotic R̄-space
for a vortex pinned to a defect located at the origin. (a) For an
isotropic defect (Lorentzian shape with κ = 1, 1.5), pinning
appears at κ = 1 along a ring with radius R̄m, with the red
area corresponding to pinned states and free states colored in
blue. With increasing pinning strength κ, see right panel at
κ = 1.5, a bistable region (in magenta) appears in a ring ge-
ometry, with vortices residing inside, R̄ < R̄−, being pinned
and vortices outside, R̄ > R̄+, remaining free. Vortices with
asymptotic positions inside the ring (R̄− < R̄ < R̄+) exhibit
bistable states, pinned and free. The dashed circle R̄0 marks
the crossing of pinned and free branches, see Fig. 4. (b) For
a uniaxially anisotropic defect, see Eq. (94) with ε = 0.3 and
largest (negative) curvature along x, pinning appears in two
points (±x̄m, 0) along the x-axis. As the pinning strength
increases beyond unity, see right panel, bistable regions (ma-
genta) develop in a crescent-shape geometry. Pinned- and
free-like states are smoothly connected as indicated by the
crossover of colors (see Sec. III C for the precise description
of coloring in terms of an ‘order parameter’). As κm fur-
ther increases, the cusps of the two crescents merge on the
y-axis, changing the topology of the R̄-plane through sepa-
ration into inner and outer regions (not shown). A ring-like
bistable region appears as in (a), with the inner (outer) region
corresponding to unique vortex states that are pinned (free),
while vortices residing inside the ring-shaped domain exhibit
bistable states, pinned and free.

κ is increased beyond unity. These ellipses describe un-
stable areas UR̃ in the R̃-plane across which vortex tips
jump when flipping between bistable states; they relate to
the bistable crescent-shaped areas BR̄ in asymptotic space
through the force balance equation; the latter determines
the vortex shape with elastic and pinning forces compen-
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sating one another. The unstable regions UR̃ in tip space
are actually more directly accessible than the bistable re-
gions BR̄ in asymptotic space and play an equally central
role in the discussion of the strong pinning landscape.

The simplification introduced by the concept of unsta-
ble domains UR̃ in tip space R̃ is particularly evident
when going from individual defects as described above to
a generic pinning landscape. Here, we focus on a model
pinning potential landscape (or short pinscape) confined
to the two-dimensional (2D) R plane at z = 0; such a pin-
scape can be produced, e.g., by defects that reside in the
z = 0 plane. The pinned vortex tip R̃ then still resides in
the z = 0 plane as well and the strong pinning problem
remains two-dimensional. For a 2D random pinscape,
unstable ellipses appear sequentially out of different (iso-
lated) points and at different pinning strength κm; their
assembly defines the unstable area UR̃, with each newly
appearing ellipse changing the topology of UR̃, specif-
ically, its number of components. Increasing κm, the
ellipses first grow in size, then deform away from their
original elliptical shapes, and finally touch and merge in a
hyperbolic geometry. Such mergers change, or more pre-
cisely reduce, the number of components in UR̃ and hence
correspond again to topological transitions as described
by a change in the Euler characteristic χ associated with
the shape of UR̃. Furthermore, these mergers tend to
produce UR̃ shapes that are non-simply connected, again
implying a topological transition in UR̃ with a change
in χ. Such non-simply connected parts of UR̃ separate
the tip space into ‘inner’ and ‘outer’ regions that allows
to define proper ‘pinned’ states (localized near a poten-
tial minimum) in the ‘inner’ of UR̃, while ‘free’ states
(smoothly connected to asymptotically undeformed vor-
tices) occupy the regions outside of UR̃.

The discussion below is dominated by three mathemat-
ical tools: for one, it is the Hessian matrix H(R) of the
pinning potential17,26 ep(R), its eigenvalues λ±(R) and
eigenvectors v±(R), its determinant det[H](R) and trace
tr[H](R). The Hessian matrix involves the curvatures
Hij = ∂i∂jep(R), i, j ∈ {x, y}, of the pinning potential,
that in turn are the quantities determining strong pin-
ning, as can be easily conjectured from the form of the
Labusch parameter κ ∝ −e′′p for the isotropic defect. The
second tool is the Landau-type expansion of the total pin-
ning energy near the strong-pinning onset around R̃m at
κm = 1 (appearance of a critical point) as well as near

merging around R̃s at κ(R̃s) ≡ κs = 1 (disappearance
of a pair of critical points); the standard manipulations
as they are known from the description of a thermody-
namic first-order phase transition produce most of the
new results. Third, the topological structure of the un-
stable domain UR̃ associated with a generic 2D pinning
landscape, i.e., its components and their connectedness,
is conveniently described through its Euler characteristic
χ with the help of Morse theory.

The structure of the paper is as follows: In Section
II, we briefly introduce the concepts of strong pinning
theory with a focus on the isotropic defect. The onset

of strong pinning by a defect of arbitrary shape is pre-
sented in Sec. III; we start with a translation and ex-
tension of the strong pinning ideas from the isotropic
situation to a general anisotropic one, that leads us to
the Hessian analysis of the pinning potential as our ba-
sic mathematical tool. Close to onset, we find (using a
Landau-type expansion, see Sec. III A) that the unstable
(Sec. III B) and bistable (Sec. III C) domains are asso-
ciated with minima of the determinant of the Hessian
curvature matrix and assume the shape of an ellipse and
a crescent, respectively. Due to the anisotropy, the ge-
ometry of the trapping region depends non-trivially on
the Labusch parameter and the critical exponent for the
pinning force is changed from µ = 2 to µ = 5/2, see Sec.
III G. The analytic solution of the strong pinning onset
for a weakly uniaxial defect presented in Sec. IV leads
us to define new hyperbolic points associated with sad-
dle points of the determinant of the Hessian curvature
matrix. These hyperbolic points describe the merging of
unstable and bistable domains, see Sec. V A, and allow
us to relate the new results for the anisotropic defect to
our established understanding of isotropic defects. In a
final step, we extend the local perspective on the pin-
scape, as acquired through the analysis of minima and
saddles of the determinant of the Hessian curvature ma-
trix, to a global description in terms of the topological
characteristics of the unstable domain UR̃: in Sec. VI,
we discuss strong pinning in a two-dimensional pinning
potential of arbitrary shape, e.g., as it appears when mul-
tiple pinning defects overlap (though all located in one
plane). We follow the evolution of the unstable domain
UR̃ with increasing pinning strength κm and express its
topological properties through the Euler characteristic χ;
the latter is related to the local differential properties of
the pinscape’s curvature, its minima, saddles, and max-
ima, through Morse theory. Finally, in Appendix A, we
map the two-dimensional Landau-type theories (involv-
ing two order parameters) describing onset and merging,
to effective one-dimensional Landau theories and rederive
previous results following standard statistical mechanics
calculations as they are performed in the analysis of the
critical point in the van der Waals gas.

II. STRONG PINNING THEORY

We start with a brief introduction to strong pinning
theory, keeping a focus on the transition region at mod-
erate values of κ > 1. We consider an isotropic defect
(Sec. II A) and determine the unstable and bistable ring
domains for this situation in Sec. II B. We derive the
general expression for the pinning force density Fpin in
Sec. II C, determine the relevant scales of the strong pin-
ning characteristic near the crossover in Sec. II D, and
apply the results to derive the scaling Fpin ∝ (κ − 1)2

for the isotropic defect (Sec. II E). In Sec. II F, we relate
the strong pinning theory for the isotropic defect to the
Landau mean-field description for the Ising model in a
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magnetic field.

A. Isotropic defect

The standard strong-pinning setup involves a vortex
lattice directed along z with a lattice constant a0 deter-
mined by the induction B = φ0/a

2
0 that is interacting

with a dilute set of randomly arranged defects of den-
sity np. This many-body problem can be reduced10,13,20

to a much simpler effective problem involving an elastic
string with effective elasticity C̄ that is pinned by a de-
fect potential ep(R) acting in the origin, as described by
the energy function

epin(R̃; R̄) =
C̄

2
(R̃− R̄)2 + ep(R̃) (1)

depending on the tip- and asymptotic coordinates R̃ and
R̄ of the vortex, see Fig. 1. The energy (or Hamilto-

nian) epin(R̃; R̄) of this setup involves an elastic term
and the pinning energy ep(R) evaluated at the location

R̃ of the vortex tip. We denote the depth of the pin-
ning potential by ep. A specific example is the point-
like defect that produces an isotropic pinning potential
which is determined by the form of the vortex11 and as-
sumes a Lorentzian shape ep(R) = −ep/(1 + R2/2ξ2)
with R = |R|; in Sec. III below, we will consider pin-
ning potentials of arbitrary shape ep(R) but assume a
small (compared to the coherence length ξ) extension
along z. ‘Integrating out’ the vortex lattice, the re-
maining string or vortex is described by the effective
elasticity C̄ ≈ νε(a2

0/λL)
√
c66c44(0) ∼ εε0/a0. Here,

ε0 = (φ0/4πλL)2 is the vortex line energy, λL denotes
the London penetration depth, ε < 1 is the anisotropy
parameter for a uniaxial material18, and ν is a numerical,
see Refs. 23 and 25.

The most simple pinning geometry is for a vortex that
traverses the defect through its center. Given the rota-
tional symmetry of the isotropic defect, we choose a vor-
tex that impacts the defect in a head-on collision from the
left with asymptotic coordinate R̄ = (x̄, 0) and increase
x̄ along the x-axis; finite impact parameters ȳ 6= 0 will
be discussed later. The geometry then simplifies consid-
erably and involves the asymptotic vortex position x̄ and
the tip position x̃ of the vortex, reducing the problem to
a one-dimensional one; the full geometry of the deformed
string can be determined straightforwardly20 once the tip
position x̃ has been found. The latter follows from mini-
mizing (1) with respect to x̃ at fixed asymptotic position
x̄ and leads to the non-linear equation

C̄(x̃− x̄) = −∂xep|x=x̃ = fp(x̃). (2)

This can be solved graphically, see Fig. 3, and produces
either a single solution or multiple solutions—the appear-
ance of multiple tip solutions is the signature of strong
pinning. The relevant parameter that distinguishes the

C̄(x̃− x̄+)

C̄(x̃− x̄−)

x̃p−

x̃p+

x̃f−
x̃f+

x̃

fp(x̃)

0 ξ x̄− x̄+

0 x̃m x̄m

x̃

fp(x̃)

κ < 1

C̄(x̃− x̄m)

FIG. 3. Graphical illustration13 of the self-consistent solu-
tion of the microscopic force-balance equation Eq. (2) for a
Lorentzian potential with κ = 2.5. The vortex coordinates x̃
and x̄ are expressed in units of ξ. When moving the asymp-
totic vortex position x̄ across the bistable interval [x̄−, x̄+],
we obtain three solutions describing pinned x̃p . ξ, free x̃f

close to x̄, and unstable x̃us states; they define the corre-
sponding pinned (red), free (blue), and unstable (black dot-
ted) branches. The tip-positions at the edges of the bistable
interval denoted by x̃p+ and x̃f− denote jump points where
the vortex tip turns unstable, see Eq. (3); they are defined
by the condition f ′p(x̃p+) = f ′p(x̃f−) = C̄ (black solid dots).
The associated positions x̃f+ and x̃p− denote the tip landing
points after the jump (open circles); they are given by the
second solution of Eq. (2) at the same asymptotic position x̄.
The open red/blue circles and the cross mark the positions of
metastable minima and the unstable maximum in Fig. 4. The
lower right inset shows the weak-pinning situation at κ < 1,
here implemented with a larger C̄, where the tip solution x̃ is
unique for all x̄.

two cases is found by taking the derivative of (2) with
respect to x̄ that leads to

∂x̄x̃ =
1

1− f ′p(x̃)/C̄
, (3)

where prime denotes the derivative, f ′p(x) = ∂xfp(x) =

−∂2
xep(x). Strong pinning involves vortex instabilities,

i.e., jumps in the tip coordinate x̃, that appear when the
denominator in (3) vanishes; this leads us to the strong
pinning parameter κ first introduced by Labusch8,

κ = max
x̃

f ′p(x̃)

C̄
=
f ′p(x̃m)

C̄
, (4)

with x̃m defined as the position of maximal force deriva-
tive f ′p, i.e., f ′′p (x̃m) = 0, or maximal negative curva-
ture −e′′p of the defect potential. Defining the force scale
fp ≡ ep/ξ and estimating the force derivative or curva-
ture f ′p = −e′′p ∼ fp/ξ produces a Labusch parameter

κ ∼ ep/C̄ξ
2; for the Lorentzian potential, we find that

f ′p(x̃m) = ep/4ξ
2 at x̃m =

√
2 ξ and hence κ = ep/4C̄ξ

2.
We see that strong pinning is realized for either large
pinning energy ep or small effective elasticity C̄.
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As follows from Fig. 3 (inset), for κ < 1 (large C̄) the
solution to Eq. (2) is unique for all values of x̄ and pinning
is weak, while for κ > 1 (small C̄), multiple solutions
appear in the vicinity of x̃m and pinning is strong. These
multiple solutions appear in a finite interval x̄ ∈ [x̄−, x̄+]
and we denote them by x̃ = x̃f , x̃p, x̃us, see Fig. 3; they
are associated with free (weakly deformed vortex with
x̃f close to x̄), pinned (strongly deformed vortex with
x̃p < ξ), and unstable vortex states.

Inserting the solutions x̃(x̄) = x̃f(x̄), x̃p(x̄), x̃us(x̄) of
Eq. (2) at a given vortex position x̄ back into the pinning
energy epin(x̃; x̄), we find the energies of the correspond-
ing branches,

ei
pin(x̄) ≡ epin[x̃i(x̄); x̄], i = f,p,us. (5)

The pair ep(x̃) and ei
pin(x̄) of energies in tip- and asymp-

totic spaces then has its correspondence in the force: as-
sociated with fp(x̃) in tip space are the force branches
f i

pin(x̄) in asymptotic x̄-space defined as

f i
pin(x̄) = fp[x̃i(x̄)], i = f,p,us. (6)

Using Eq. (2), it turns out that the force fpin can be
written as the total derivative of epin,

fpin(x̄) = −depin[x̃(x̄); x̄]

dx̄
. (7)

The multiple branches ei
pin and f i

pin associated with a
strong pinning situation at κ > 1 are shown in Figs. 4
and 5(b).

B. Unstable and bistable domains UR̃ and BR̄

Next, we identify the unstable (in x̃) and bistable (in
x̄) domains of the pinning landscape that appear as sig-
natures of strong pinning when κ increases beyond unity.
Figure 5(a) shows the force profile fp(x̃) as experienced
by the tip coordinate x̃. A vortex passing the defect on a
head-on trajectory from left to right undergoes a forward
jump in the tip from −x̃f− to −x̃p−; subsequently, the
tip follows the pinned branch until x̃p+ and then returns
back to the free state with a forward jump from x̃p+ to
x̃f+. The jump positions (later indexed by a subscript
‘jp’) are determined by the two solutions of the equation

f ′p(x)
∣∣∣
−x̃f−,x̃p+

= C̄ (8)

that involves the curvature of the pinning potential ep(x);
the landing positions −x̃p− and x̃f+ (later indexed by a
subscript ‘lp’), on the other hand, are given by the second
solution of the force-balance equation (2) that involves
the driving term C̄(x̃ − x̄) and hence depends on the
asymptotic position x̄. Finally, the positions in asymp-
totic space x̄ where the vortex tip jumps are obtained
again from the force balance equation (2),

x̄− = x̃f− − fp(x̃f−)/C̄, (9)

x̄+ = x̃p+ − fp(x̃p+)/C̄.

epin

x̄

epin

0

−x̄0

∆efp
pin

−x̄− ξ

∆epf
pin

x̄+

x̃x̃p x̃us x̃f

FIG. 4. Multi-valued pinning energy landscape ei
pin(x̄) for a

defect producing a Lorentzian-shaped potential with κ = 2.5;
the branches i = p, f, us correspond to the pinned (red), free
(blue), and unstable (black dotted) vortex states. The bista-
bility extends over the intervals |x̄| ∈ [x̄−, x̄+] where the dif-
ferent branches coexist; pinned and free vortex branches cut
at the branch crossing point x̄ = x̄0. A vortex traversing the
defect from left to right assumes the free and pinned states
marked with thick colored lines and undergoes jumps ∆efp

pin

and ∆epf
pin in energy (vertical black solid lines) at the bound-

aries −x̄− and x̄+. The asymmetric occupation of states pro-
duces a finite pinning force density Fpin. Inset: Total energy
epin(x̃; x̄) versus vortex tip position x̃ for a fixed vortex po-
sition x̄ (vertical dashed line in the main figure). The points
x̃f , x̃p, and x̃us mark the free, pinned, and unstable solutions
of the force-balance equation (2); they correspond to local
minima and the maximum in epin(x̃; x̄) and are marked with
corresponding symbols in Fig. 3.

Note that the two pairs of tip jump and landing posi-
tions, x̃p+, x̃f+ and x̃f−, x̃p− are associated with only
two asymptotic positions x̄+ and x̄−.

Let us generalize the geometry and consider a vortex
moving parallel to x̄, impacting the defect at a finite dis-
tance ȳ. We then have to extend the above discussion to
the entire z = 0 plane, see Fig. 5. For an isotropic de-
fect, the jump- and landing points now define jump cir-
cles with radii R̃jp given by R̃f− = x̃f− and R̃p+ = x̃p+

(solid circles in Fig. 5(c)) and landing circles with radii

R̃lp given by R̃f+ = x̃f+, R̃p− = x̃p− (dashed circles in
Fig. 5(c)). Their combination defines an unstable ring

R̃p+ < R̃ < R̃f− in tip space where tips cannot reside.
The existence of unstable domains UR̃ in tip space is a
signature of strong pinning.

Figures 5(b) and (d) show the corresponding results
in asymptotic coordinates x̄ and R̄, respectively. The
pinning force fpin(x̄) = fp[x̃(x̄)] shown in (b) is simply
an ‘outward tilted’ version of fp(x̃), with S-shaped over-
hangs that generate bistable intervals [−x̄+,−x̄−] and
[x̄−, x̄+]. Extending them to the asymptotic R̄-plane
with radii R̄− ≡ x̄− and R̄+ ≡ x̄+, see Fig. 5(d), we
obtain a ring R̄− < R̄ < R̄+ that marks the location of
bistability. Again, the appearance of bistable domains
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(a)

(c)

(b)

(d)

x̃

x̃p+

−x̃p−

ξ

x̃f+

−x̃f−

x̃

fp

ỹ

x̄
x̄+

−x̄−

x̄

ξ

ξ

fpin

ȳ

R̄−
R̄+

R̄0

FIG. 5. (a) and (b): Force profiles fp(x̃) and fpin(x̄) in tip-
and asymptotic coordinates for a Lorentzian-shaped poten-
tial with κ = 2.5. The tip of a vortex moving from left
to right along the x-axis approaches the defect on the free
branch (thick blue line) undergoes a jump (arrow) from −x̃f−
to −x̃p−, follows the pinned branch (red) until x̃p+ and then
jumps back (arrow) to the free (blue) state at x̃f+. Extend-
ing these jump positions to the (x̃, ỹ)-plane, see (c), defines
jump (solid) and landing (dashed) circles, with the jump cir-
cles enclosing an unstable domain UR̃ characteristic of strong
pinning. The force profile fpin(x̄) in (b) includes free (blue),
pinned (red), and unstable branches (black dotted). (d) Ex-
tending the bistable intervals [−x̄+,−x̄−] and [x̄−, x̄+] to the
[x̄, ȳ]-plane defines a bistable ring BR̄ (magenta), again a
strong pinning characteristic. The dashed circle of radius R̄0

in (d) marks the branch crossing point. Vortices passing the
defect with a finite impact parameter ȳ 6= 0 move on a straight
line in asymptotic space, see (d); the associated trajectory in
tip space is nontrivial, see (c) and undergoes jumps at pinning

(circle R̃f−) and depinning (circle R̃p+).

BR̄ in asymptotic space is a signature of strong pinning.
Both, the size of the unstable- and bistable rings depend
on the Labusch parameter κ; they appear out of circles
with radii R̃ = x̃m and R̄ = x̄m = x̃m − fp(x̃m)/C̄ at
κ = 1 and grow in radius and width when κ increases.
The unstable and bistable domains UR̃ and BR̄ (see Ref.
27) will exhibit interesting non-trivial behavior as a func-
tion of κ when generalizing the analysis to defect poten-
tials of arbitrary shape.

1. Alternative strong pinning formulation

An alternative formulation of strong pinning physics is
centered on the local differential properties of the pinning

energy epin(x̃; x̄), i.e., its extremal points in x̃ at different
values of the asymptotic coordinate x̄. We start from
equation (1) restricted to one dimension and rearrange
terms to arrive at the expression

epin(x̃; x̄) = eeff(x̃)− C̄x̄ x̃+ C̄x̄2/2 (10)

with the effective pinning energy

eeff(x̃) = ep(x̃) + C̄x̃2/2 (11)

involving both pinning and elastic terms. Equation (10)
describes a particle at position x̃ subject to the potential
eeff(x̃) and the force term f x̃ = −C̄x̄ x̃, see also Ref.
26. The potential eeff(x̃) can trap two particle states
if there is a protecting maximum with negative curva-
ture ∂2

x̃eeff = ∂2
x̃epin < 0, preventing its escape from the

metastable state at forces f = ±C̄x̄ with x̄ ∈ [x̄+, x̄−];
the maximum in epin at x̃us then separates two minima
in epin defining distinct branches with different tip coor-
dinates x̃p and x̃f , see the inset of Fig. 4.

As the asymptotic position x̄ approaches the bound-
aries x̄±, one of the minima joins up with the maximum
to define an inflection point with

[∂2
x̃eeff ]x̃jp

= [∂2
x̃epin]x̃jp

= 0, (12)

that corresponds to the instability condition (8) where
the vortex tip jumps; the persistent second minimum in
epin(x̃; x̄) defines the landing position x̃lp and the condi-
tion for a flat inflection point [∂x̃epin]x̃jp = 0 defines the
associated asymptotic coordinate ±x̄±.

Finally, strong pinning vanishes at the Labusch point
κ = 1, with the inflection point in eeff(x̃) coalescing with
the second minimum at x̃m, hence

[∂2
x̃eeff ]x̃m

= 0 and (13)

[∂3
x̃eeff ]x̃m

= [∂3
x̃ep]x̃m

= 0.

Note the subtle use of epin versus eeff versus ep in the
above discussion; as we go to higher derivatives, first
the asymptotic coordinate x̄ turns irrelevant in the sec-
ond derivative ∂2

x̃epin = ∂2
x̃eeff and then all of the elas-

tic response, i.e., C̄, drops out in the third derivative
[∂3
x̃epin] = [∂3

x̃ep].
The above alternative formulation of strong pinning

turns out helpful in several discussions below, e.g., the
derivation of strong pinning characteristics near the tran-
sition in Secs. II D and III A and in the generalization of
the instability condition to an anisotropic defect in Sec.
III and furthermore provides an inspiring link to the Lan-
dau theory of phase transitions discussed below in Sec.
II F.

C. Pinning force density Fpin

Next, we determine the pinning force density Fpin at
strong pinning, assuming a random homogeneous distri-
bution of pins with a small density np, npa0ξ

2 � 1, see
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Refs. 13 and 20. The derivation of Fpin is conveniently
done in asymptotic R̄ coordinates where vortex trajec-
tories follow simple straight lines. Vortices approach the
pin by following the free branch until its termination,
jump to the pinned branch to again follow this to its
termination, and finally jump back to the free branch.
This produces an asymmetric pinned-branch occupation
pc(R̄) that leads to the pinning force density (we assume
vortices approaching the defect along x̄ from the left; fol-
lowing convention, we include a minus sign)

Fc = −np
∫
d2R̄

a2
0

[
pc(R̄)fp

pin(R̄) + (1− pc(R̄))f f
pin(R̄)

]
= −np

∫
d2R̄

a2
0

pc(R̄)[∂x∆efp
pin(R̄)] ex̄, (14)

with the energy difference ∆efp
pin(R̄) = ef

pin(R̄)− ep
pin(R̄)

and ex̄ the unit vector along x̄; the ȳ-component of the
pinning force density vanishes due to the antisymmetry

in fpin,ȳ. For the isotropic defect, the jumps ∆efp
pin(R̄)

in energy appearing upon changing branches are inde-
pendent of angle and the average in (14) separates in x̄
and ȳ coordinates; note that the energy jumps are no
longer constant for an anisotropic defect and hence such
a separation does not occur. Furthermore, i) all vor-
tices approaching the defect within the transverse length
|ȳ| < R̄− get pinned, see Fig. 5(d), while those passing
further away follow a smooth (weak pinning) trajectory
that does not undergo jumps and hence do not contribute
to the pinning force, and ii) all vortices that get pinned
contribute the same force that is most easily evaluated
for a head-on vortex–defect collision on the x̄-axis with
pc(x̄) = Θ(x̄+ x̄−)−Θ(x̄− x̄+) and

〈fpin〉 = −
∫ a0/2

−a0/2

dx̄

a0

[
pc(x̄)fp

pin(x̄) + (1− pc(x̄))f f
pin(x̄)

]
=

∆efp
pin(−x̄−) + ∆epf

pin(x̄+)

a0
, (15)

where we have replaced −∆efp
pin(x̄+) by ∆epf

pin(x̄+) > 0.

Hence, the average pinning force 〈fpin〉 is given by the
jumps in the pinning energy ei

pin(x̄) associated with dif-
ferent branches i = p, f, see Fig. 4.

Finally, accounting for trajectories with finite impact
parameter |ȳ| < R̄−, we arrive at the result for the pin-
ning force density Fpin acting on the vortex system,

Fpin = np
2R̄−
a0
〈fpin〉 = np

2R̄−
a0

∆efp
pin + ∆epf

pin

a0
, (16)

where the factor 2R̄−/a0 accounts for the averaging of
the pinning force along the y-axis. As strong pins act
independently, a consequence of the small defect density
np, the pinning force density is linear in the defect den-
sity, Fpin ∝ np. If pinning is weak, i.e., κ < 1, we have no
jumps, 〈fpin〉 = 0, and Fpin|strong = 0. A finite pinning
force then only arises from correlations between pinning

defects and scales in density as9,10 Fpin|weak ∝ n2
p. This

contribution to the pinning force density Fpin continues
beyond κ = 1, hence, while the strong pinning onset at
κ = 1 can be formulated in terms of a transition, weak
pinning goes to strong pinning in a smooth crossover.

Knowing the pinning force density Fpin, the motion of
the vortex lattice follows from the bulk dynamical equa-
tion

ηv = FL(j)− Fpin. (17)

Here, η = BHc2/ρnc
2 is the Bardeen-Stephen viscosity28

(per unit volume; ρn is the normal state resistivity) and
FL = j × B/c is the Lorentz force density driving the
vortex system. The pinning force density Fpin is directed
along v, in our case along x.

Next, we determine the strong pinning characteristics

x̄−, x̄+, x̃f±, x̃p±, ∆efp
pin and ∆epf

pin as a function of the
Labusch parameter κ close to the strong pinning transi-
tion, i.e., κ & 1.

D. Strong pinning characteristics near the
transition

Near the strong pinning transition at κ & 1, we can
derive quantitative results for the strong pinning char-
acteristics by expanding the pinning energy epin(x̃; x̄) in
x̃ at fixed x̄; this reminds about the Landau expansion
of the free energy f(φ, h) in the order parameter φ at a
fixed field h in a thermodynamic transition, see Sec. II F
below for a detailed discussion.

We expand epin(x̃; x̄) in x̃ around the point of first
instability x̃m by introducing the relative tip and asymp-
totic positions ũ = x̃ − x̃m and ū = x̄ − x̄m and make
use of our alternative strong pinning formulation sum-
marized in Sec. II B 1. At x̃m and close to κ = 1, we have
[∂2
x̃epin]x̃m

= [∂2
x̃ep]x̃m

+C̄ = C̄(1−κ) and [∂3
x̃epin]x̃m

= 0,
hence,

epin(x̃; x̄) ≈ C̄

2
(1− κ) ũ2 +

γ

24
ũ4 − C̄ūũ, (18)

where we have introduced the shape parameter γ =
[∂4
xep]x̃m

describing the quartic term in the expansion
and we have made use of the force balance equation (2)
to rewrite fp(x̃m) = C̄(x̃m − x̄m); furthermore, we have
dropped all irrelevant terms that do not depend on ũ.

We find the jump and landing positions x̃jp and x̃lp ex-
ploiting the differential properties of epin(x̃) at a fixed x̄:
As discussed above, the vortex tip jumps at the bound-
aries x̄± of the bistable regime, where epin develops a flat
inflection point at x̃jp with one minimum joining up with
the unstable maximum and the second minimum at the
landing position x̃lp staying isolated. Within our fourth-
order expansion the jump positions at (de)pinning are
placed symmetrically with respect to the onset at x̃m,

x̃p+ = x̃m + ũjp, x̃f− = x̃m − ũjp (19)
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and imposing the condition [∂2
ũepin]x̃jp = 0 (that is equiv-

alent to the jump condition f ′p[x̃f−] = f ′p[x̃p+] = C̄ of Eq.
(8), see also Fig. 3), we find that

ũjp ≈ −
√

2C̄

γ
(κ− 1)1/2. (20)

In order to find the (symmetric) landing positions, it
is convenient to shift the origin of the expansion to the
jump position, ũ → ũ − ũjp ≡ ũ′, and define the jump
distance ∆ũ,

x̃f+ = x̃p+ + ∆ũ, x̃p− = x̃f− −∆ũ. (21)

At the jump position, the linear and quadratic terms in
ũ′ vanish, resulting in the expansion (up to an irrelevant
constant)

epin(x̃p+ + ũ′; x̄+) ≈ γ

6
ũjpũ

′ 3 +
γ

24
ũ′ 4 (22)

and similar at x̃f− and x̄− for a left moving vortex. This
expression is minimal at the landing position x̃f+, i.e., at
ũ′ = ∆ũ, [∂ũ′epin]∆ũ = 0, and we find the jump distance

∆ũ = −3ũjp. (23)

Inserting this result back into (22), we obtain the jump

in energy ∆epf
pin = epin(x̃p+; x̄+)− epin(x̃f+; x̄+),

∆epf
pin(x̄+) ≈ γ

72
(∆ũ)4 ≈ 9C̄2

2γ
(κ− 1)2, (24)

and similar at x̄−. Note that all these results have been
obtained without explicit knowledge of the asymptotic
coordinates x̄± where these tip jumps are triggered. The
latter follow from the force equation (2) that corresponds
to the condition [∂x̃epin]x̃jp

= 0 for a flat inflection point.
Using the expansion (18) of the pinning energy, we find
that

x̄± − x̄m = ∓2

3
ũjp(κ− 1) = ±2

3

√
2C̄

γ
(κ− 1)3/2. (25)

The pair x̄m and x̃m of asymptotic and tip positions
depends on the details of the potential; while x̃m derives
solely from the shape ep(x̃), x̄m as given by (2) involves
C̄ and shifts ∝ (κ − 1). For a Lorentzian potential, we
find that

x̃m =
√

2ξ, x̄m = 2
√

2ξ +
√

2ξ(κ− 1). (26)

The shape coefficient is γ = 3ep/4ξ
4 and the Labusch

parameter is given by κ = ep/4C̄ξ
2 (hence C̄2/γ =

ep/12κ2), providing us with the results

ũjp ≈ −ξ [2(κ−1)/3]1/2 and ∆epf
pin ≈

3

8
ep(κ−1)2. (27)

E. Pinning force density for the isotropic defect

Using the results of Sec. II D in the expression (16)
for the pinning force density, we find, to leading order in
κ− 1,

Fpin = 9np
x̄m
a0

C̄2

γa0
(κ− 1)2. (28)

The scaling Fpin ∼ np(ξ/a0)2fp(κ − 1)2 (with C̄ξ2/ep ∼
1/κ, up to a numerical) uniquely derives from the scaling
∝ (κ − 1)2 of the energy jumps in (24), as the asymp-
totic trapping length x̄− ∼ ξ remains finite as κ→ 1 for
the isotropic defect; this will change for the anisotropic
defect.

F. Relation to Landau’s theory of phase transitions

The expansion (18) of the pinning energy epin(x̃; x̄)
around the inflection point x̃m of the force takes the same
form as the Landau free energy of a phase transition10,

f(φ;h) =
r0

2
(T/Tc − 1)φ2 + uφ4 − hφ, (29)

with the straightforward transcription ũ↔ φ, C̄(1−κ)↔
r0(T/Tc− 1), γ/24↔ u and the conjugate field C̄ū↔ h.
The functional (29) describes a one-component oder pa-
rameter φ driven by h, e.g., an Ising model with magne-
tization density φ in an external magnetic field h. This
model develops a mean-field transition with a first-order
line in the h–T phase diagram that terminates in a criti-
cal point at T = Tc and h = 0. The translation to strong
pinning describes a strong pinning region at large κ that
terminates (upon decreasing κ) at κ = 1. The ferromag-

netic phases with φ = ±
√
r0(1− T/Tc)/4u correspond

to pinned and unpinned states, the paramagnetic phase
at T > Tc with φ = 0 translates to the unpinned domain
at κ < 1. The spinodals associated with the hysteresis in
the first-order magnetic transition correspond to the ter-
mination of the free and pinned branches at x̄±; indeed,
the flat inflection points appearing in epin(x̃; x̄) at the
boundaries of the bistable region BR̄ as discussed in Sec.
II B correspond to the disappearance of metastable mag-
netic phases in (29) at the spinodals of the first-order
transition where ∂φf(φ;h) = ∂2

φf(φ;h) = 0. When in-
cluding correlations between defects, the unpinned phase
at κ < 1 transforms into a weakly pinned phase that
continues beyond κ = 1 into the strongly pinned phase.
Including such correlations, the strong-pinning transition
at the onset of strong pinning at κ = 1 transforms into a
weak-to-strong pinning crossover.

III. ANISOTROPIC DEFECTS

Let us generalize the above analysis to make it fit for
the ensuing discussion of an arbitrary pinning landscape
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or short, pinscape. Central to the discussion are the
unstable and bistable domains UR̃ and BR̄ in tip- and
asymptotic space. The boundary of the unstable domain
UR̃ in tip space is determined by the jump positions of the
vortex tip. The latter follows from the local differential
properties of epin(R̃; R̄) at fixed asymptotic coordinate
R̄, for the isotropic defect, the appearence of an inflection
point [∂2

x̃epin(x̃, x̄)] = 0, see Eq. (12). In generalizing this
condition to the anisotropic situation, we have to study
the Hessian matrix of epin(R̃; R̄) defined in Eq. (1),[

Hess
[
epin(R̃; R̄)|R̄

]]
ij

= C̄δij + Hij(R̃) (30)

with

Hij(R̃) = ∂x̃i
∂x̃j

ep(R̃; R̄) (31)

the Hessian matrix associated with the defect potential
ep(R̃). The vortex tip jumps when the pinning landscape

epin(R̃; R̄) at fixed R̄ opens up in an unstable direction,
i.e., develops an inflection point; this happens when the
lower eigenvalue λ−(R̃) < 0 of the Hessian matrix Hij(R̃)
matches up with C̄,

λ−(R̃) + C̄ = 0, (32)

and strong pinning appears in the location where this
happens first, say in the point R̃m, implying that the
eigenvalue λ−(R̃) has a minimum at R̃m. Furthermore,

the eigenvector v−(R̃m) associated with the eigenvalue

λ−(R̃m) provides the unstable direction in the pinscape

epin(R̃; R̄) along which the vortex tip escapes.
Defining the reduced curvature function

κ(R̃) ≡ −λ−(R̃)

C̄
, (33)

we find the generalized Labusch parameter

κm ≡ κ(R̃m), (34)

and the Labusch criterion takes the form

κm = 1. (35)

The latter has to be read as a double condition: i) find

the location R̃m where the smaller eigenvalue λ−(R̃) is
negative and largest, from which ii), one obtains the crit-
ical elasticity C̄ where strong pinning sets in.

A useful variant of the strong pinning condition (32) is
provided by the representation of the determinant of the
Hessian matrix,

D(R̃) ≡ det
{

Hess
[
epin(R̃; R̄)|R̄

]}
, (36)

in terms of its eigenvalues λ±(R̃), D(R̃) = [C̄ +

λ−(R̃)][C̄ + λ+(R̃)]; near onset, the second factor C̄ +

λ+(R̃) stays positive and the strong pinning onset ap-

pears in the point R̃m where D(R̃) has a minimum which
touches zero for the first time, i.e., the two conditions

∇D(R̃)|R̃m
= 0 and D(R̃m) = 0 are satisfied simultane-

ously. The latter conditions make sure that the minima
of λ−(R̃) and D(R̃) line up at R̃m. Note that the Hes-

sian determinant D(R̃) does not depend on the asymp-
totic coordinate R̄ as it involves only second derivatives
of epin(R̃; R̄).

The Labusch criterion defines the situation where
jumps of vortex tips appear for the first time in the iso-
lated point R̃m. Increasing the pinning strength, e.g.,
by decreasing the elasticity C̄ for a fixed pinning poten-
tial ep(R) (alternatively, the pinning scale ep could be
increased at fixed C̄) the condition (32) is satisfied on
the boundary of a finite domain and we can define the
unstable domain UR̃ through (see also Ref. 27)

UR̃ =
{
R̃ | λ−(R̃) + C̄ ≤ 0

}
. (37)

Once the latter has been determined, the bistable do-
main BR̄ follows straightforwardly from the force balance
equation

C̄(R̃− R̄) = fp(R̃) = fpin(R̄), (38)

i.e.,27

BR̄ =
{
R̄ = R̃− fp(R̃)/C̄ | R̃ ∈ UR̃

}
. (39)

In a last step, one then evaluates the energy jumps ap-
pearing at the boundary of BR̄ and proper averaging pro-
duces the pinning force density Fpin.

Let us apply the above generalized formulation to
the isotropic situation. Choosing cylindrical coordinates
(r, ϕ), the Hessian matrix Hij is already diagonal; close to

the inflection point R̃m, where e′′′p (R̃m) = 0, the eigenval-

ues are λ−(R̃) = e′′p(R̃) < 0 and λ+(R̃) = e′p(R̃)/R̃ > 0,
producing results in line with our discussion above.

A. Expansion near strong pinning onset

With our focus on the strong pinning transition near
κ(R̃m) = 1, we can obtain quantitative results using the

expansion of the pinning energy epin(R̃; R̄), Eq. (1), close

to R̃m, cf. Sec. II D. Hence, we construct the Landau-type
pinning energy corresponding to (29) for the case of an
anisotropic pinning potential, i.e., we generalize (18) to
the two-dimensional situation.

When generalizing the strong pinning problem to the
anisotropic situation, we are free to define local coor-
dinate systems (ũ, ṽ) and (ū, v̄) in tip- and asymptotic

space centered at R̃m and R̄m, where the latter is asso-
ciated with R̃m through the force balance equation (38)
in the original laboratory system. Furthermore, we fix
our axes such that the unstable direction coincides with
the u-axis, i.e., the eigenvector v−(R̃m) associated with

λ−(R̃m) points along u; as a result, the mixed term ∝ ũṽ
is absent from the expansion. Keeping all potentially
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relevant terms up to fourth order in ũ and ṽ in the ex-
pansion, we then have to deal with an expression of the
form

epin(R̃; R̄) =
C̄ + λ−

2
ũ2 +

C̄ + λ+

2
ṽ2 − C̄ ūũ− C̄ v̄ṽ

+
a

2
ũṽ2 +

a′

2
ũ2ṽ +

b′

6
ũ3 +

b′′

6
ṽ3 (40)

+
α

4
ũ2ṽ2 +

β

6
ũ3ṽ +

β′′

6
ũṽ3 +

γ

24
ũ4 +

γ′′

24
ṽ4,

with λ± = λ±(R̃m),

R̃ = R̃m + δR̃, δR̃ = (ũ, ṽ), (41)

R̄ = R̄m + δR̄, δR̄ = (ū, v̄),

and coefficients given by the corresponding derivatives of
ep(R), e.g., a ≡ ∂u∂

2
vep(R)|R̃m

, . . . , γ′′ ≡ ∂4
vep(R)|R̃m

.
As we are going to see, the primed terms in this expan-
sion vanish due to the condition of a minimal Hessian
determinant at the onset of strong pinning, while double-
primed terms will turn out irrelevant to leading order in
the small distortions ũ and ṽ.

The first term in (40) drives the strong pinning tran-
sition as it changes sign when λ− = −C̄. Making use of
the Labusch parameter κm defined in (34), we can replace
(see also (18))

C̄ + λ− → C̄(1− κm). (42)

In our further considerations below, the quantity κm −
1� 1 acts as the small parameter; it assumes the role of
the distance 1−T/Tc to the critical point in the Landau
expansion of a thermodynamic phase transition.

The second term in (40) stabilizes the theory along
the v direction as C̄+λ+ > 0 close to the Labusch point,
while the sign of the cubic term a ũṽ2/2 determines the
direction of the instability along x, i.e., to the right (a >
0) or left (a < 0). The quartic terms ∝ α, γ > 0 bound
the pinning energy at large distances, while the term ∝ β
determines the skew angle in the shape of the unstable
domain UR̃, see below. Finally, we have used the force
balance equation (38) in the derivation of the driving
terms C̄ ūũ and C̄ v̄ṽ.

The parameters in (40) are constrained by the require-

ment of a minimal determinant D(R̃) at the strong pin-

ning onset R̃ = R̃m and κm = 1, i.e., its gradient has to
vanish,

∇R̃D(R̃)
∣∣
R̃m

= 0, (43)

and its Hessian Hess[D(R̃)] has to satisfy the relations

det
[
Hess

[
D(R̃)

]]∣∣
R̃m

> 0, (44)

tr
[
Hess

[
D(R̃)

]]∣∣
R̃m

> 0. (45)

Making use of the expansion (40), the determinant D(R̃)
reads

D(R̃) =
{

[∂2
ũepin][∂2

ṽepin]− [∂ũ∂ṽepin]2
}
R̃

(46)

with

∂2
ũepin = C̄ (1−κm) + a′ṽ + b′ũ+ αṽ2/2 + βũṽ + γũ2/2,

∂2
ṽepin = C̄ + λ+ + aũ+ b′′ṽ + αũ2/2 + β′′ũṽ + γ′′ṽ2/2,

∂ũ∂ṽepin = aṽ + a′ũ+ αũṽ + βũ2/2 + β′′ṽ2/2,

and produces the gradient

∇R̃D(R̃)
∣∣∣
R̃m

= (C̄ + λ+)(b′, a′), (47)

hence the primed parameters indeed vanish, a′ = 0 and
b′ = 0. The Hessian then takes the form

Hess
[
D(R̃)

]∣∣∣
R̃m

= (C̄ + λ+)

[
γ β
β δ

]
(48)

at the Labusch point κm = 1, where we have introduced
the parameter

δ ≡ α− 2a2

C̄

1

1 + λ+/C̄
. (49)

The stability conditions (44) and (45) translate, respec-
tively, to

γδ − β2 > 0 (50)

(implying δ > 0) and

γ + δ > 0. (51)

The Landau-type theory (40) involves the two ‘order
parameters’ ũ and ṽ and is driven by the dual coordinates
ū and v̄. This n = 2 theory involves a soft order param-
eter ũ and the stiff ṽ, allowing us to integrate out ṽ and
reformulate the problem as an effective one-dimensional
Landau theory (A6) of the van der Waals kind—the way
of solving the strong pinning problem near onset in this
1D formulation is presented in Appendix A 1.

B. Unstable domain UR̃

Next, we determine the unstable domain UR̃ in tip
space as defined in (37). We will find that, up to
quadratic order, the boundary of UR̃ has the shape of
an ellipse with the semiaxes lengths scaling as

√
κm − 1.

1. Jump line JR̃

We find the unstable domain UR̃ by determining its
boundary ∂UR̃ that is given by the set of jump positions

R̃jp making up the jump line JR̃. The boundary ∂UR̃ is
determined by the condition C̄+λ− = 0 or, equivalently,
the vanishing of the determinant

D(R̃jp) ≡ 0. (52)
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The latter condition guarantees the existence of an un-
stable direction parallel to the eigenvector v−(R̃jp) as-

sociated with the eigenvalue λ−(R̃jp) where the energy
(40) turns flat, cf. our discussion in Sec. II B. The edges
of the unstable domain UR̃ therefore correspond to a line

of inflection points in epin(R̃; R̄) along which one of the
bistable tip configurations of the force balance equation
(38) coalesces with the unstable solution. Near the onset
of strong pinning, the unstable domain UR̃ is closely con-

fined around the point R̃m where v−(R̃m) ‖ û. The un-

stable direction v−(R̃jp) is therefore approximately ho-
mogeneous within the unstable domain UR̃ and is parallel
to the u axis. This fact will be of importance later, when
determining the topological properties of the unstable
domain UR̃.

Inspection of the condition (52) with D(R̃) given by

Eq. (46) shows that the components of δR̃jp scale as√
κm − 1: in the product [∂2

ũepin][∂2
ṽepin], the first fac-

tor involves the small constant C̄(1−κm) plus quadratic
terms (as a′ = 0 and b′ = 0), while the second factor
comes with the large constant C̄ + λ+ plus corrections.
The leading term in [∂ũ∂ṽepin] is linear in ṽ with the re-
maining terms providing corrections. To leading order,
the condition of vanishing determinant then produces the
quadratic form

[γ ũ2 + 2β ũṽ + δ ṽ2]R̃jp
= 2C̄ (κm − 1) . (53)

With γ and δ positive, this form is associated with an
elliptic geometry of extent ∝ √κm − 1. For later conve-
nience, we rewrite Eq. (53) in matrix form

δR̃T
jpMjp δR̃jp = C̄(κm − 1) (54)

with

Mjp =

[
γ/2 β/2
β/2 δ/2

]
(55)

and detMjp = (γδ − β2)/4 > 0, see Eq. (50). The jump
line JR̃ can be expressed in the parametric form

ũjp(|ṽ| < ṽc) = − 1

γ

[
βṽ

±
√

2γC̄(κm − 1)− (γδ − β2)ṽ2
]
,

(56)

with

ṽc =
√

2γ C̄(κm − 1)/(γδ − β2) (57)

and is shown in Fig. 6 for the example of an anisotropic
potential inspired by the uniaxial defect in Sec. IV with
10 % anisotropy. The associated unstable domain UR̃ as-
sumes a compact elliptic shape, with the parameter β de-
scribing the ellipse’s skew. Comparing with the isotropic
defect, this ellipse assumes the role of the ring bounded
by solid lines in Fig. 5(c), see Sec. III E for a discussion
of its different topology.

−2 −1 0 1

−2

0

ũ/ξ
√
κm − 1

ṽ
/
ξ
√
κ
m
−

1

FIG. 6. Jump line JR̃ (solid red/blue, see Eq. (54)) and
landing line (dashed red/blue, see Eq. (63)) LR̃ in tip space

R̃ (in units of ξ), with the ellipse JR̃ representing the edge
∂UR̃ of the unstable domain UR̃. We choose parameters
κm − 1 = 10−2, with λ− = −0.25 ep/ξ

2, λ+ = 0.05 ep/ξ
2, and

a = 0.07 ep/ξ
3, α = 0.1 ep/ξ

4, β = 0, γ = 0.75 ep/ξ
4 inspired

by the choice of the uniaxial defect with 10 % anisotropy in
Sec. IV; the dotted ellipse shows the effect of a finite skew
parameter β = 0.05 ep/ξ

4 on the jump ellipse JR̃. Along
the edges of UR̃, one of the stable tip configurations coalesces
with the unstable solution of (38) and the total pinning energy

epin(R̃; R̄) develops an inflection line in the tip coordinate R̃.
Crosses correspond to the contact points (67) between the
two ellipses JR̃ and LR̃. Blue and red colors identify dif-
ferent types of vortex deformations upon jump and landing.
Pairs of solid and open circles connected via long arrows are,
respectively, examples of pairs of jumping- and landing tip po-
sitions for vortices approaching the defect from the left (top)
and right (bottom), see Fig. 5(c) for the isotropic problem’s

counterpart. The unstable direction v−(R̃jp), shown as short
black arrows for different points on the ellipse, always points
in the u−direction and are parallel to the tangent vector of
the unstable ellipse at the contact points (67).

An additional result of the above discussion concerns
the terms that we need to keep in the expansion of
the pinning energy (40): indeed, dropping corrections
amounts to dropping terms with double-primed coeffi-
cients and we find that the simplified expansion

epin(R̃; R̄) =
C̄

2
(1− κm) ũ2 +

C̄ + λ+

2
ṽ2 +

a

2
ũṽ2

+
α

4
ũ2ṽ2 +

β

6
ũ3ṽ +

γ

24
ũ4 − C̄ ūũ− C̄ v̄ṽ (58)

produces all of our desired results to leading order.

2. Landing line LR̃

We find the landing positions R̃lp by extending the
discussion of the isotropic situation in Sec. II D to two
dimensions: we shift the origin of the expansion (58) to

the jump point R̃jp and find the landing point R̃lp =
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R̃jp + ∆R̃ by minimizing the total energy epin(∆R̃) at

the landing position. Below, we use ∆R̃ both as a vari-
able and as the jump distance to avoid introducing more
coordinates.

We exploit the differential properties of epin at the

jump and landing positions. At landing, epin(R̃jp + ∆R̃)
has a minimum, hence, the configuration is force free, in
particular along ṽ,

∂ṽepin(R̃jp + ∆R̃) ≈ [∂ṽ∂ũepin]R̃jp
∆ũ

+ [∂2
ṽepin]R̃jp

∆ṽ = 0,

from which we find that ∆ũ and ∆ṽ are related via

∆ṽ ≈ −
[∂ṽ∂ũepin]R̃jp

[∂2
ṽepin]R̃jp

∆ũ. (59)

Here, we have dropped higher order terms in the expan-
sion, assuming that the jump is mainly directed along the
unstable u-direction—indeed, using the expansion (58),
we find that

∆ṽ ≈ − aṽjp

C̄ + λ+
∆ũ ∝

√
κm − 1 ∆ũ. (60)

Note that we cannot interchange the roles of ũ and ṽ in
this force analysis, as higher order terms in the expression
for the force along ũ cannot be dropped.

At the jump position R̃jp, the state is force-free,
i.e., the derivatives [∂ũepin]R̃jp

and [∂ṽepin]R̃jp
vanish,

and the Hessian determinant vanishes as well. There-
fore, the expansion of epin(R̃jp + ∆R̃) has no linear
terms and the second order terms [∂2

ũepin]R̃jp
∆ũ2/2 +

[∂ũ∂ṽepin]R̃jp
∆ũ∆ṽ + [∂2

ṽepin]R̃jp
∆ṽ2/2 combined with

Eq. (59) can be expressed through the Hessian determi-
nant, {[∂2

ũepin][∂2
ṽepin] − [∂ũ∂ṽepin]2}R̃jp

∆ũ2/2 = 0, that

vanishes as well. Therefore, the expansion of epin around

R̃jp starts at third order in ∆R̃ ≈ (∆ũ, 0) and takes the
form (we make use of (60), dropping terms ∝ ∆ṽ and a
constant)

epin(R̃jp + ∆R̃) ≈ 1

6

(
γũjp + βṽjp

)
∆ũ3 +

γ

24
∆ũ4. (61)

Minimizing this expression with respect to ∆ũ (as epin is

minimal at R̃lp), we obtain the result

∆ũ ≈ −3(γũjp + βṽjp)/γ. (62)

Making use of the quadratic form (54), we can show

that the equation for the landing position R̃lp = R̃jp +

∆R̃ can be cast into a similar quadratic form (with δR̃lp

measured relative to R̃m)

δR̃T
lpMlp δR̃lp = C̄(κm − 1), (63)

but with the landing matrix now given by

Mlp =
1

4
Mjp +

0 0

0
3

4

(δ
2
− β2

2γ

) . (64)

In the following, we will refer to the solutions of Eq. (63)

as the ‘landing’ or ‘stable’ ellipse R̃lp and write the jump
distance in a parametric form involving the shape ũjp(ṽ)
in Eq. (56) of the jumping ellipse,

∆ũ(ṽ) = −3 [γ ũjp(ṽ) + β ṽ] /γ, (65)

∆ṽ(ṽ) = −
[
a/(C̄ + λ+)

]
ṽ∆ũ(ṽ). (66)

The landing line derived from (63) is displayed as a
dashed line in Fig. 6. Two tip jumps connected by an
arrow are shown for illustration, with solid dots marking
the jump position R̃jp of the tip and open dots its land-

ing position R̃lp; they describe tip jumps for a vortex
approaching the unstable ellipse once from the left (up-
per pair) and another time from the right (lower pair).
The different topologies associated with jumps and land-
ing showing up for the isotropic defect in Fig. 5(c) (two
concentric circles) and for the generic onset in Fig. 6 (two
touching ellipses) will be discussed later.

Inspecting the matrix equation (63), we can gain sev-
eral insights on the landing ellipse LR̃: (i) the matrix
Mjp/4 on the right-hand side of (64) corresponds to an
ellipse with the same geometry as for JR̃ but double in
size, (ii) the remaining matrix with vanishing entries in
the off-diagonal and theMxx elements leaves the size dou-
bling of the stable ellipse LR̃ at ṽ = 0 unchanged, and
(iii) the finite Myy component exactly counterbalances
the doubling along the v−direction encountered in (i),
cf. the definiton (55) of Mjp, up to a term proportional
to the skew parameter β accounting for deviations of the
semiaxis from the v−axis. Altogether, the stable ellipse
LR̃ extends with a double width along the u−axis and
smoothly overlaps with the unstable ellipse at the two
contact points ṽc,±. The latter are found by imposing
the condition ∆ũ = ∆ṽ = 0 in Eqs. (65) and (66); we

find them located (relative to R̃m) at

δR̃c,± = ± (−β/γ, 1) ṽc, (67)

with the endpoint coordinate ṽc given in Eq. (57), and
mark them with crosses in Fig. 6. As anticipated, the
contact points are off-set with respect to the v−axis for
a finite skew parameter β. At these points, the unstable
and the stable tip configurations coincide and the vortex
tip undergoes no jump. Furthermore, the vector tan-
gent to the jump (or landing) ellipse is parallel to the
u−direction at the contact points. To see that, we con-
sider (56) and find that

∂ũ

∂ṽ

∣∣∣
ṽ→±ṽc

≈ ±

√ṽ2
c −

2γ C̄(κm − 1)

γβ − δ2

−1

→ ±∞, (68)

hence, the corresponding tangents ∂ũṽ vanish.
The asymptotic positions R̄ where the vortex tips

jump and land belong to the boundary of the bistable
region BR̄; for the isotropic case in Fig. 5(d) these cor-
respond to the circles with radii R̄− (pinning) and R̄+
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(depinning) with jump and landing radii R̃f−(R̄−) and

R̃p−(R̄−) and R̃p+(R̄+) and R̃f+(R̄+), respectively, see
Fig. 5(c). For the anisotropic defect, we have only a
single jump/landing event at one asymptotic position R̄
that we are going to determine in the next section.

C. Bistable domain BR̄

The set of asymptotic positions R̄ corresponding to
the tip positions R̃jp along the edges of UR̃ forms the
boundary ∂BR̄ of the bistable domain BR̄; they are re-
lated through the force-balance equation (38), with ev-

ery vortex tip position R̃jp ∈ ∂UR̃ defining an associated

asymptotic position R̄(R̃jp) ∈ ∂BR̄.
At the onset of strong pinning, the bistable domain cor-

responds to the isolated point R̄m, related to R̃m through
(38). Beyond the Labusch point, BR̄ expands out of R̄m

and its geometry is found by evaluating the force bal-
ance equation (38) at a given tip position R̃jp ∈ ∂UR̃,

R̄(R̃jp) = R̃jp − fp(R̃jp)/C̄ ∈ ∂BR̄. Using the expansion

(58) for epin(R̃; R̄), this force equation can be expressed
as ∇Repin(R; R̄)

∣∣
R̃

= 0, or explicitly (we remind that we

measure R̄ = R̄m + (ū, v̄) relative to R̄m),

C̄ū = C̄(1− κm)ũ+
a

2
ṽ2 +

γ

6
ũ3 +

β

2
ũ2ṽ +

α

2
ũṽ2,

C̄v̄ = (C̄ + λ+)ṽ + a ũṽ +
β

6
ũ3 +

α

2
ũ2ṽ. (69)

Inserting the results for the jump ellipse JR̃, Eq. (56),
into Eqs. (69), we find the crescent-shape bistable domain
BR̄ shown in Fig. 7; let us briefly derive the origin of this
shape.

Solving (69) to leading order, C̄ū(0) ≈ (a/2)ṽ2 and
C̄v̄(0) ≈ (C̄ + λ+)ṽ, we find the parabolic approximation

ū(0) ≈ a

2C̄

1

(1 + λ+/C̄)2
v̄(0) 2, (70)

telling that the extent of BR̄ scales as (κm − 1) along ū
and ∝ (κm − 1)1/2 along v̄, i.e., we find a flat parabola
opening towards positive ū for a > 0, see Fig. 7.

In order to find the width of BR̄, we have to solve (69)
to the next higher order, ū = ū(0) + ū(1); for β = 0, we
find the correction

ū(1) = (1− κm)ũ+
γ

6C̄
ũ3 +

α

2C̄
ũṽ2 (71)

that produces a v̄ ↔ −v̄ symmetric crescent. Inserting
the two branches (56) of the jump ellipse, we arrive at
the width of the crescent that scales as (κm− 1)3/2. The
correction to v̄ is ∝ (κm− 1) and we find the closed form

v̄ ≈ [1 + (λ+ + aũ)/C̄] ṽ (72)

with a small antisymmetric (in ũ) correction. For a finite
β 6= 0, the correction ū(1) picks up an additional term

0 0.5
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0

−2 0

−2

0

−10 −5 0 5

π/2− θ∗ θ∗
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/
ξ
√
κ
m
−

1

(a)

ū/ξ
√
κm − 1

v̄
/
ξ
√
κ
m
−

1

(b)

ũ/ξ
√
κm − 1

FIG. 7. (a) Bistable domain BR̄ in asymptotic R̄-space mea-
sured in units of ξ; the same parameters as in Fig. 6 have
been used. Note the different scaling of the axes in κm − 1;
the right panel (b) shows BR̄ in isotropic scales. The bistable
domain BR̄ is elongated along the transverse direction v̄ and
narrow/bent along the unstable direction ū, giving BR̄ its pe-
culiar crescent-like shape. The branch crossing line R̄0, see
(77), is shown as a dashed black line. Black crosses mark
the cusps of BR̄ and are associated with the contact points
of UR̃ through the force balance equation (38); they corre-
spond to critical end-points in the thermodynamic Ising ana-
logue, while the boundaries ∂BR̄ map to spinodals. Blue and
red colors identify different characters of vortex tip configu-
rations as quantified through the ‘order parameter’ ũ of the
Landau expansion (at β = 0), see text, while magenta is as-
sociated to the bistable area BR̄; the blue and red branches
extend to the far side of the crescent and terminate in the
blue and red colored boundaries ∂Bb

R̄ and ∂Br
R̄, respectively.

Thin horizontal lines show vortex trajectories that proceed
smoothly in asymptotic space, see also Fig. 5(d). Blue and
red dots mark the asymptotic positions associated with vor-
tex tip jumps that happen at the exit of BR̄; they correspond
to the pairs of tip positions in Fig. 6. (b) Bistable domain
BR̄ in isotropic scaled coordinates ū and v̄ showing the ‘true’
shape of BR̄. Vortices impacting on the bistable domain with
an angle |θ| ≤ θ∗ undergo a single jump on the far side of BR̄,
with the pinning force density directed along u and scaling

as F
‖
pin ∝ (κ − 1)5/2. Vortices crossing BR̄ at large angles

close to π/2 jump either never, once, or twice; at θ = π/2 the
pinning force density is small, F⊥pin ∝ (κ − 1)3, and directed
along v.

(β/2C̄) ũ2ṽ that breaks the v̄ ↔ −v̄ symmetry and the
crescent is distorted.

Viewing the boundary ∂BR̄ as a parametric curve in
the variable ṽ with ũ = ũjp(ṽ) given by Eq. (56), we
obtain the boundary ∂BR̄ in the form of two separate
arcs that define the crescent-shaped domain BR̄ in Fig.
7(a). The two arcs merge in two cusps at R̄c,± that
are associated to the touching points (67) in dual space
and derive from Eqs. (69); measured with respect to R̄m,
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these cusps are located at

δR̄c,± = (ūc,±v̄c) (73)

≈
[(
a/2 C̄

)
ṽ2
c , ±(1 + λ+/C̄)ṽc

]
.

The coloring in Fig. 7 indicates the characters ‘red’ and
‘blue’ of the vortex states; these are defined in terms of
the ‘order parameter’ ũ− ũm(v̄) of the Landau functional
(58) that changes sign at the branch crossing line Eq.
(77), with the shift

ũm(v̄) = −β
γ
ṽ(v̄) ≈ −β

γ

v̄

1 + λ+/C̄
, (74)

ũm(v̄) = 0 for our symmetric case with β = 0 in Fig. 7.
Going beyond the cusps (or critical points) at R̄c,±, the
two states smoothly crossover between ‘red’ and ‘blue’
(indicated by the smooth blue–white–red transition), as
known for the van der Waals gas (or Ising magnet) above
the critical point. Within the bistable region BR̄, both
‘red’ and ‘blue’ states coexist and we color this region in
magenta.

The geometry of the bistable domain BR̄ is very differ-
ent from the ring-shaped geometry of the isotropic prob-
lem discussed in Sec. II A, see Fig. 5(d); in the discussion
of the uniaxial anisotropic defect below, we will learn how
these two geometries are interrelated. Comparing the
overall dimensions of the crescent with the ring in Fig.
5(d), we find the following scaling behavior in κm − 1:
while the crescent BR̄ grows along v̄ as (κm − 1)1/2, the
isotropic ring involves the characteristic size ξ of the de-
fect, R̄− ∼ ξ and hence its extension along v̄ is a con-
stant. On the other hand, the scaling of the crescent’s
and the ring’s width is the same, ∝ (κm − 1)3/2. The
different scaling of the transverse width then will be re-
sponsible for the new scaling of the pinning force density,
Fpin ∝ (κm − 1)5/2.

D. Comparison to isotropic situation

Let us compare the unstable domains UR̃ for the
isotropic and anisotropic defects in Figs. 5(c) and 6, re-
spectively. In the isotropic example of Sec. II A, the
jump- and landing-circles R̃jp(R̄) and R̃lp(R̄) are con-
nected to different phases, e.g., free (colored in blue at

R̃jp = R̃f−) and pinned (colored in red at R̃lp = R̃p−)
associated with R̄−. Furthermore, the topology is differ-
ent, with the unstable ring domain separating the two
distinct phases, free and pinned ones. As a result, a sec-
ond pair of jump- and landing-positions associated with
the asymptotic circle R̄+ appears along the vortex tra-
jectory of Fig. 5(c); these are the located at the radii

R̃jp = R̃p+ and R̃lp = R̃f+ and describe the depinning
process from the pinned branch back to the free branch
(while the previous pair at radii R̃f− and R̃p− describes
the pinning process from the free to the pinned branch).
The pinning (at R̄−) and depinning (at R̄+) processes
in the asymptotic coordinates are shown in figure 5(d).

The bistable area BR̄ with coexisting free and pinned
states has a ring-shape as well (colored in magenta, the
superposition of blue and red); the two pairs of jump and
landing points in tip space have collapsed to two pinning
and depinning points in asymptotic space.

In the present situation describing the strong pinning
onset for a generic anisotropic potential, the unstable do-
main UR̃ grows out of an isolated point (in fact, R̃m) and
assumes the shape of an ellipse that is simply connected;
as a result, a vortex incident on the defect undergoes
only a single jump, see Fig. 6. The bistable domain BR̄
is simply connected as well, but now features two cusps
at the end-points of the crescent, see Fig. 7. The bista-
bility again involves two states, but we cannot associate
them with separated pinned and free phases—we thus de-
note them by ‘blue’-type and ‘red’-type. The two states
approach one another further away from the defect and
are distiguishable only in the region close to bistability;
in Fig. 7, this is indicated with appropriate color cod-
ing. Note that the Landau-type expansion underlying
the coloring in Fig. 7 fails at large distances; going be-
yond a local expansion near R̃m, the distortion of the
vortex vanishes at large distances and red/blue colors
faint away to approach ‘white’.

E. Topology

The different topologies of unstable and bistable re-
gions appearing in the isotropic and anisotropic situa-
tions are owed to the circular symmetry of the isotropic
defect; we will recover the ring-like topology for the
anisotropic situation later when describing a uniaxially
anisotropic defect at larger values of the Labusch param-
eter κm. Indeed, such an increase in pinning strength will
induce a change in topology with two crescents facing one
another joining into a ring-like shape.

Let us discuss the consequences of the different topolo-
gies that we encountered for the isotropic and anisotropic
defects in the discussion above. Specifically, the precise
number and position of the contact points have an elegant
topological explanation. When a vortex tip touches the
edges R̃jp of the unstable domain there are two character-
istic directions: one is given by the unstable eigenvector
v−(R̃jp) discussed in Sec. III B along which the tip will
jump initially. The second is the tangent vector to the
boundary ∂UR̃ of the unstable domain, i.e., to the unsta-
ble ellipse. While the former is approximately constant
and parallel to the unstable u-direction along R̃jp, the
latter winds around the ellipse exactly once after a full
turn around UR̃. The contact points R̃c,± of the unsta-
ble and stable ellipses then coincide with those points on
the ellipse where the tangent vector are parallel and anti-
parallel to v−; at these points, the tip touches the unsta-
ble ellipse but does not undergo a jump any more. Given
the different winding numbers of v− and of the tangent
vector, there are exactly two points along the circum-
ference of UR̃ where the tangent vector is parallel/anti-
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parallel to the u-direction; these are the points found in
(67). This argument remains valid as long as the contour
∂UR̃ is not deformed to cross/encircle the singular point

of the v−(R̃jp) field residing at the defect center.
The same arguments allow us to understand the ab-

sence of contact points in the isotropic scenario: For an
isotropic potential, the winding number nU of the tan-
gent vector around UR̃ remains unchanged, i.e., nU = ±1,
while the unstable direction v− is pointing along the ra-
dius and thus acquires a unit winding number as well.
Indeed, the two directions, tangent and jump, then ro-
tate simultaneously and do not wind around each other
after a full rotation, explaining the absence of contact
points in the isotropic situation.

F. Energy jumps

Within strong pinning theory, the energy jump ∆epin

associated with the vortex tip jump between bistable vor-
tex configurations at the boundaries of BR̄ determines
the pinning force density Fpin and the critical current
jc, see Eqs. (16) and (17). Formally, the energy jump

∆epin is defined as the difference in energy epin(R̃; R̄) at
fixed asymptotic position R̄ ∈ ∂BR̄ between vortex con-

figurations with tips in the jump (R̃jp(R̄)) and landing

(R̃lp(R̄) = R̃jp(R̄) + ∆R̃) positions,

∆epin(R̄ ∈ ∂BR̄) ≡ epin[R̃jp(R̄); R̄]

− epin[R̃lp(R̄); R̄]. (75)

In Sec. III B 2 above, we have found that the jump ∆R̃
is mainly forward directed along u. Making use of the
expansion (61) of epin at R̃jp and the result (62) for the
jump distance ∆ũ, we find the energy jumps ∆epin in tip-
and asymptotic space in the form (cf. with the isotropic
result Eq. (24)),

∆epin(R̄) ≈ γ

72
∆ũ4 ≈

(
9

8γ3

)
[γ ũjp(ṽ) + β ṽ]

4
(76)

≈
(

9

8γ3

)[
(γδ − β2)

(
ṽ2
c − ṽ2

)]2
≈
(

9

8γ3

)[
(γδ − β2)

(1 + λ+/C̄)2

(
v̄2
c − v̄2

)]2

.

Here, we have used the parametric shape ũjp(ṽ) in Eq.
(56) for the jumping ellipse as well as (69) to lowest or-
der, ṽ ≈ v̄/(1 + λ+/C̄), to relate the tip and asymptotic
positions in the last equation. The energy jump (76)
scales as (κm− 1)2 and is shown in Fig. 8. It depends on
the v coordinate of the asymptotic (or tip) position only
and vanishes at the cusps R̄c,±, see Eq. (73) (or at the

touching points R̃c,±, see Eq. (67)). To order (κm − 1)2,
the energy jumps are identical at the left and right edges
of the bistable domain BR̄.

Following the two bistable branches and the associated
energy jumps between them to the inside of BR̄, the latter

−2 0

0.0

0.1

0.2

v̄/ξ
√
κm − 1

∆
e
p
in
/
e
p
(κ
m
−

1
)2

FIG. 8. Energy jump ∆epin along the edges of the bistable
domain BR̄ as a function of the transverse coordinate v̄; we
have used the same parameters as in Fig. 6. The energy jump
vanishes at the cusps ±v̄c, as the bistable tip configurations
become identical and their energies turn equal.

vanish along the branch crossing line R̄0. In the thermo-
dynamic analogue, this line corresponds to the first-order
equilibrium transition line that is framed by the spinodal
lines; for the isotropic defect, this is the circle with ra-
dius R̄0 = x0 framed by the spinodal circles with radii
R̄±, see Figs. 4 and 5(d). For the anisotropic defect with
β = 0, this line is trivially given by the centered parabola
of BR̄, see Eq. (70), and hence

ū0 ≈
a

2C̄

1

(1 + λ+/C̄)2
v̄2

0 . (77)

The result for a finite skew parameter β 6= 0 is given by
Eq. (A27) in Appendix A 1.

G. Pinning force density

The pinning force density Fpin is defined as the aver-
age force density exerted on a vortex line as it moves
across the superconducting sample. For the isotropic
case described in Sec. II E, the individual pinning force
fpin(R̄) = −∇R̄epin(R̄), see Eq. (7), is directed radially
and the force density Fpin is given by the (constant) en-
ergy jump ∆epin ∝ (κ − 1)2 on the edge ∂BR̄ of the
bistable domain and the transverse length t⊥ ∼ ξ, hence,
Fpin ∝ t⊥∆epin scales as (κ− 1)2.

For an anisotropic defect, the pinning force depends
on the vortex direction of motion v̂ = (cos θ, sin θ) rela-
tive to the axis of the bistable region: we choose angles
−π/2 ≤ θ ≤ π/2 measured from the unstable direction
ū, i.e., vortices incident from the left; the case of larger
impact angles |θ| > π/2 corresponds to vortices incident
from the right and can be reduced to the previous case
by inverting the sign of the parameter a in the expan-
sion (58), i.e., the curvature of the parabola (70); to our
leading order analysis, the results remain the same. The
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pinning force is no longer directed radially but depends
on θ; furthermore, the energy jump (76) is non-uniform
along the boundary BR̄.

In spite of these complications, we can perform some
simple scaling estimates as a first step: let us assume
a uniform distribution of identical anisotropic defects,
all with their unstable direction pointing along x. The
jumps in energy still scale as ∆epin ∝ (κm − 1)2, how-
ever, the trapping distance is no longer finite but grows
from zero as κm − 1 increases. Due to their elongated
shapes, the bistable domains BR̄ exhibit different exten-
sions along the y and x directions, i.e., ∝ v̄c ∝

√
κm − 1

along y and ∝ ūc ∝ (κm−1) along x, respectively. These
simple considerations then suggest that the pinning force
density exhibits a scaling Fpin ∝ (κm − 1)µ with µ > 2,
different from the setup with isotropic defects. Even
more, vortices moving along the x or y directions, re-

spectively, will experience different forces F
‖
pin and F⊥pin

scaling as

F
‖
pin ∝ (κm − 1)5/2, F⊥pin ∝ (κm − 1)3 (78)

near the onset of strong pinning. While such uniform
anisotropic defects could be created artificially, a more
realistic scenario will involve defects that are randomly
oriented and an additional averaging over angles θ has to
be performed; this will be done at the end of this section.

We first determine the magnitude and orientation of
the pinning force density Fpin(θ) as a function of the
vortex impact angle θ for randomly positioned but uni-
formly oriented (along x) defects of density np. The pin-
ning force density is given by the average over relative
positions between vortices and defects (with a minus sign
following convention; VR̄ denotes the vortex lattice unit
cell),

Fpin(θ) = −np
∫
VR̄\BR̄

d2R̄

a2
0

fpin(R̄) (79)

−np
∫
BR̄

d2R̄

a2
0

[
pb(R̄; θ) fb

pin(R̄) + pr(R̄; θ) f r
pin(R̄)

]
.

Outside of the bistable domain, i.e., in VR̄ \ BR̄, a sin-
gle stable vortex tip configuration exists and the pinning
force fpin(R̄) is uniquely defined. Inside BR̄, the branch
occupation functions pb,r(R̄; θ) are associated with the
tip positions appertaining to the ‘blue’ and the ‘red’ vor-
tex configurations with different tip positions R̃b,r(R̄),

cf. Figs. 6 and 7. The pinning forces fb,r
pin(R̄) are evalu-

ated for the corresponding vortex tip positions and are
defined as

fb,r
pin(R̄) = −∇R̄epin[R̃b,r(R̄); R̄]. (80)

Let us now study how vortex lines populate the
bistable domain as a function of the impact angle θ. Ex-
amining Fig. 7, we can distinguish between two different
angular regimes: a frontal -impact regime at angles away
from π/2, |θ| ≤ θ∗, where all the vortices that cross the

bistable domain undergo exactly one jump on the far edge
of BR̄, see the blue dot and blue boundary ∂Bb

R̄
in Fig.

7; and a transverse regime for angles θ∗ ≤ |θ| ≤ π/2,
where vortices crossing the bistable domain undergo ei-
ther no jump, one or two. The angle θ∗ is given by the
(outer) tangent of the bistable domain at the cusps R̄c,±;
making use of the lowest order approximation (70) of the
crescent’s geometry, we find that

tan(θ∗) =
∂v̄(0)

∂ū(0)

∣∣∣
v̄c

=
(C̄ + λ+)

a

√
γδ − β2

2γC̄(κm − 1)
, (81)

implying that π/2− θ∗ ∝ √κm − 1 is small,

θ∗ ≈ π/2− a

(C̄ + λ+)

√
2γC̄(κm − 1)

γδ − β2
. (82)

1. Impact angles |θ| < θ∗

For a frontal impact with |θ| < θ∗, vortices occupy the
‘blue’ branch and remain there throughout the bistable
domain BR̄ until its termination on the far edge ∂Bb

R̄
, see

Fig. 7, implying that pb(R̄ ∈ BR̄) = 1 and pr(R̄ ∈ BR̄) =
0, independent of θ. As a consequence, the pinning force
Fpin does not depend an the impact angle and is given
by the expression

F<pin = −np
∫
VR̄\BR̄

d2R̄

a2
0

fpin(R̄)− np
∫
BR̄

d2R̄

a2
0

fb
pin(R̄).

Next, Gauss’ formula tells us that for a function e(x), we
can transform∫

V
dnx∇e(x) =

∫
∂V

dn−1 S⊥ e(x), (83)

with the surface element dn−1 S⊥ oriented perpendicular
to the surface and pointing outside of the domain V. In
applying (83) to the first integral of F<pin, we can drop
the contribution from the outer boundary ∂VR̄ since we
assume a compact defect potential. The remaining con-
tribution from the crescent’s boundary ∂BR̄ joins up with
the second integral but with an opposite sign, as the two
terms involve the same surface but with opposite orien-
tations. Altogether, we then arrive at the expression

F<pin = np

∫
∂Bb

R̄

dS⊥
a2

0

(
eb

pin(R̄)− epin(R̄)
)

+ np

∫
∂Br

R̄

dS⊥
a2

0

(
eb

pin(R̄)− epin(R̄)
)
, (84)

where we have separated the left and right borders ∂Br,b

R̄
of the bistable domain. Due to continuity, the stable
vortex energy epin(R̄) will be equal to eb

pin(R̄) on the
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left border ∂Br
R̄

and equal to er
pin(R̄) on the right border

∂Bb
R̄

. The expression (84) for F<pin then reduces to

F<pin = np

∫
∂Bb

R̄

dS⊥
a2

0

(
eb

pin(R̄)− er
pin(R̄)

)
= np

∫ v̄c

−v̄c

dv̄

a0

∆epin(v̄)

a0
[1,−∂ū/∂v̄]

= np

[
2v̄c
a0

〈∆epin〉
a0

, 0

]
≡ [F

‖
pin, 0] (85)

with 〈∆epin〉 the average energy jump evaluated along the
v-direction. The force F<pin is aligned with the unstable
directed along u, with the v-component vanishing due to
the antisymmetry in v̄ ↔ −v̄ of the derivative ∂ū/∂v̄,
and is independent on θ for |θ| < θ∗.

2. Impact angle |θ| = π/2

Second, let us find the pinning force density F
π/2
pin for

vortices moving along the (positive) v-direction, θ = π/2.
As follows from Fig. 7, vortices occupy the blue branch
and jump to the red one upon hitting the lower half
of the boundary ∂Bb

R̄
; vortices that enter BR̄ but do

not cross ∂Bb
R̄

undergo no jump and hence do not con-

tribute to F
π/2
pin . As vortices in the red branch proceed

upwards, they jump back to the blue branch upon cross-
ing the red boundary ∂Br

R̄
. While jumps appear on all

of the lower half of ∂Bb
R̄

, a piece of the upper bound-
ary ∂Br

R̄
that contributes with a second jump is cut

away (as vortices to the left of ū(0) + ū(1) do not change
branch from blue to red). The length ∆v̄ of this inter-
val scales as ∆v̄/v̄c ∝ (κm − 1)1/4; ignoring this small

jump-free region, we determine F
π/2
pin assuming that vor-

tices contributing to F
π/2
pin undergo a sequence of two

jumps, from blue to red on the lower half ∂Bb<
R̄

and back

from red to blue on the upper half ∂Br>
R̄

of the bound-
ary ∂BR̄. Repeating the above analysis, we find that

the u-components in F
π/2
pin arising from the blue and red

boundaries now cancel, while the v-components add up,

F
π/2
pin = np

∫
∂Bb<

R̄

dS⊥
a2

0

(
eb

pin(R̄)− er
pin(R̄)

)
+ np

∫
∂Br>

R̄

dS⊥
a2

0

(
er

pin(R̄)− eb
pin(R̄)

)
= 2np

∫ v̄c

0

dv̄

a0

∆epin(v̄)

a0
[0, ∂ū/∂v̄] (86)

= np

[
0,

2v̄c
a0

〈∆epin∂v̄ū〉
a0

]
≡ [0, F⊥pin].

Making use of the result (76) for ∆epin(v̄) in (85), we
find explicit expressions for the pinning force densities
for impacts parallel and perpendicular to the unstable

direction u,

F
‖
pin ≈

(
9np

8 a2
0γ

3

)∫ v̄c

−v̄c
dv̄

[
γδ − β2

(1 + λ+/C̄)2

(
v̄2
c − v̄2

)]2

(87)

=
24

5
np

√
2C̄/γ

a0

C̄2

γa0

γ(1 + λ+/C̄)√
γδ − β2

(κm − 1)5/2

and

F⊥pin ≈ 3
C̄2

γa0

γa/a0

γδ − β2
(κm − 1)3, (88)

that confirm the scaling estimates of Eq. (78). Here,
we have made use of the definition (73) of v̄c and have
brought the final result into a form similar to the isotropic

result (28) (with the length
√
C̄/γ and the force C̄2/γa0,

equal to ξ/
√

3κ and ep/12κ2 for a Lorentzian poten-
tial). The result (87) provides the pinning force density

Fpin = [F
‖
pin, 0] for all impact angles |θ| ≤ θ∗ (note that

(87) depends on the curvature a of the crescent via δ,
Eq. (49), that involves a2 only, but higher-order correc-
tions will introduce an asymmetry between left- and right
moving vortices). Within the interval θ∗ < θ < π/2, the
longitudinal force Fpin,u along u decays to zero and the
transverse force Fpin,v along v becomes finite, assuming
the value (88) at θ = π/2. The two force components
have been evaluated numerically over the entire angular
regime and the results are shown in Fig. 9: when mov-
ing away from the angle θ = π/2, the transition from
the blue to the red boundary is moving upwards, with
the relevant boundary turning fully blue at θ = θ∗, thus
smoothly transforming (86) into (85) (we have adopted
the approximation of dropping the jump-free interval ∆v̄
that moves up and becomes smaller as θ decreases from
π/2 to θ∗).

3. Anisotropic critical force density Fc

When the vortex system is subjected to a current den-
sity j, the associated Lorentz force FL(ϕ) = j ∧ B/c di-
rected along ϕ pushes the vortices across the defects.

When FL is directed along u, we have Fpin = [F
‖
pin, 0]

and the vortex system gets immobilized at force densi-

ties FL < Fc = F
‖
pin (or associated current densities jc).

When FL is directed away from u, the driving compo-
nent along v has to be compensated by a finite pinning
force Fpin,v that appears only for angles θ∗ < θ < π/2.
Hence, the angles of force and motion, ϕ associated with
the Lorentz force FL(ϕ) and θ providing the direction of
the pinning force Fpin(θ), are different. We find them,
along with the critical force density Fc(ϕ), by solving
the dynamical force equation (17) at vanishing velocity
v = 0,

Fc(ϕ) = Fpin(θ) (89)
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FIG. 9. Top: scaled pinning force densities Fpin,u and Fpin,v

versus impact angle θ; we have used the same parameters as
in Fig. 6. The longitudinal (along u) force Fpin,u remains

constant and equal to F
‖
pin for all angles |θ| < θ∗, while the

transverse (along v) component Fpin,v vanishes in this regime.
The longitudinal force drops and vanishes over the narrow
interval θ∗ < |θ| < π/2, while the transverse force Fpin,v

increases up to F⊥pin. Bottom: critical force density Fc (di-
rected along the Lorentz force FL = j ∧B/c) versus angle ϕ
of the Lorentz force; the dashed line shows the upper bound
Fc < F⊥pin/ sin(ϕ).

resulting in a critical force density

Fc(ϕ) =
√
F 2

pin,u(θ) + F 2
pin,v(θ) (90)

with angles ϕ and θ related via

tanϕ =
Fpin,u(θ)

Fpin,v(θ)
. (91)

Since Fpin,u(θ < θ∗) = 0, the entire interval θ < θ∗

is compressed to ϕ = 0 and it is the narrow regime
θ∗ < θ < π/2 that determines the angular characteristic
of the critical force density Fc(ϕ). The critical force den-
sity Fc(ϕ) is peaked at ϕ = 0 as shown in Fig. 9 (with a
correspondingly sharp peak in jc at right angles). Comb-
ing Eqs. (90) and (91), we can derive a simple expression
bounding the function Fc(ϕ),

Fc(ϕ) = Fpin,v(θ)
√

1 + cot2(ϕ) ≤
F⊥pin

sin(ϕ)
, (92)

that traces Fc(ϕ) over a wide angular region, see the
dashed line in Fig. 9. At small values of ϕ we cannot
ignore the angular dependence in Fpin,v(θ) any more that
finally cuts off the divergence ∝ 1/ sin(ϕ) at the value

Fc(ϕ→ 0)→ F
‖
pin.

4. Isotropized pinning force density Fpin

In a last step, we assume an ensemble of equal
anisotropic defects that are uniformly distributed in
space and randomly oriented. In this situation, we
have to perform an additional average over the insta-
bility directions ûi associated with the different defects
i = 1, . . . N . Neglecting the modification of Fpin(θ) away

from [F
‖
pin, 0] in the small angular regions θ∗ < |θ| < π/2,

we find that the force along any direction R̂ has the mag-
nitude

Fpin ≈
1

N

N∑
i=1

|(F ‖pinûi) · R̂| (93)

≈ F ‖pin

∫ π/2

−π/2

dθ

π
cos θ =

2

π
F
‖
pin.

As a result of the averaging over the angular directions,
the pinning force density is now effectively isotropic and
directed against the velocity v of the vortex motion.

IV. UNIAXIAL DEFECT

In Sec. III, we have analyzed the onset of strong pin-
ning for an arbitrary potential and have determined the
shape of the unstable and bistable domains UR̃ and
BR̄—with their elliptic and crescent forms, they look
quite different from their ring-shaped counterparts for
the isotropic defect in Figs. 5(c) and (d). In this sec-
tion, we discuss the situation for a weakly anisotropic
defect with a small uniaxial deformation quantified by
the small parameter ε in order to understand how our
previous findings, the results for the isotropic defect and
those describing the strong-pinning onset, relate to one
another.

Our weakly deformed defect is described by equipo-
tential lines that are nearly circular but slightly elon-
gated along y, implying that pinning is strongest in the
x-direction. We will find that the unstable (bistable) do-
main UR̃ (BR̄) for the uniaxially anisotropic defect starts
out with two ellipses (crescents) on the x-axis as κm
crosses unity. With increasing pinning strength, i.e., κm,
these ellipses (crescents) grow and deform to follow the
equipotential lines, with the end-points approaching one
another until they merge on the ±y-axis. These merger
points, we denote them as R̃s and R̄s, define a second
class of important points (besides the onset points R̃m

and R̄m) in the buildup of the strong pinning landscape:

while the onset points R̃m are defined as minima of the
Hessian determinant D(R̃), the merger points R̃s turn

out to be associated with saddle points of D(R̃). Push-
ing across the merger of the deformed ellipses (crescents)
by further increasing the Labusch parameter κm, the un-
stable (bistable) domains UR̃ (BR̄) undergo a change in
topology, from two separated areas to a ring-like geom-
etry as it appears for the isotropic defect, see Figs. 5(c)
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and (d), thus explaining the interrelation of our results
for isotropic and anisotropic defects.

With this analysis, we thus show how the strong pin-
ning landscape for the weakly uniaxial defect will finally
assume the shape and topology of the isotropic defect
as the pinning strength κm overcomes the anisotropy ε.
Second, this discussion will introduce the merger points
R̃s as a second type of characteristic points of strong
pinning landscapes that we will further study in section
V A using a Landau-type expansion as done in section
III A above; we will find that the geometry of the merger
points R̃s is associated with hyperbolas, as that of the
onset points was associated with ellipses.

Our uniaxially anisotropic defect is described by the
stretched (along the y-axis) Lorentzian

ep(x̃, ỹ) = −ep
(

1 +
x̃2

2ξ2
+

ỹ2

2ξ2 (1 + ε)
2

)−1

, (94)

with equipotential lines described by ellipses

x̃2

ξ2
+

ỹ2

ξ2 (1 + ε)
2 = const, (95)

and the small parameter 0 < ε � 1 quantifying the de-
gree of anisotropy. At fixed radius R̃2 = x̃2 + ỹ2, the
potential (94) assumes maxima in energy and in negative
curvature on the x−axis, and corresponding minima on
the y−axis. Along both axes, the pinning force is directed
radially towards the origin and the Labusch criterion (34)
for strong pinning is determined solely by the curvature
along the radial direction. At the onset of strong pin-
ning, the unstable and bistable domains then first emerge
along the x−axis at the points R̃m = (±

√
2ξ, 0) and

R̄m = (±2
√

2ξ, 0) when

κm =
ep

4C̄ξ2
= 1. (96)

Upon increasing the pinning strength κm, e.g., via soft-
ening of the vortex lattice as described by a decrease in
C̄, the unstable and bistable domains UR̃ and BR̄ expand
away from these points, and eventually merge along the
y−axis at R̃s = (0,±

√
2ξ(1+ε)), R̄s = (0,±2

√
2ξ(1+ε))

when

κs =
ep

4C̄ξ2(1 + ε)2
=

κm
(1 + ε)2

= 1, (97)

i.e., for κm = (1+ε)2. The evolution of the strong pinning
landscape from onset to merging takes place in the inter-
val κm ∈ [1, (1 + ε)2]; pushing κm beyond this interval,
we will analyze the change in topology and appearance
of non-simply connected unstable and bistable domains
after the merging.

The quantity determining the shape of the unstable
domain UR̃ is the Hessian determinant D(R̃) of the total

vortex energy epin(R̃; R̄), see Eqs. (36) and (1), respec-

tively. At onset, the minimum of D(R̃) touches zero for

the first time; with increasing κm, this minimum drops
below zero and the condition D(R̃) = 0 determines the

unstable ellipse that expands in R̃-space. Viewing the
function D(R̃) as a height function of a landscape in the

R̃ plane, this corresponds to filling this landscape, e.g.,
with water, up to the height level D = 0 with the result-
ing lake representing the unstable domain. In the present
uniaxially symmetric case, a pair of unstable ellipses grow
simultaneously, bend around the equipotential line near
the radius ∼

√
2ξ and finally touch upon merging on the

y-axis. In our geometric interpretation, this corresponds
to the merging of the two (water-filled) valleys that hap-

pens in a saddle-point of the function D(R̃) at the height

D = 0. Hence, the merger point R̃s correspond to sad-
dles in D(R̃) with

D(R̃s) = 0, ∇R̃D(R)
∣∣
R̃s

= 0, (98)

and

det
[
Hess

[
D(R̃)

]]∣∣
R̃s

< 0, (99)

cf. Eq. (44).

In our calculation of D(R̃), we exploit that the Hessian
in (36) does not depend on the asymptotic position R̄ and
we can set it to zero,

D(R̃) = det
{

Hess[C̄R̃2/2 + e(i)

p (R̃) + δep(R̃)]
}
, (100)

where we have split off the anisotropic correction
δep(R̃) = ep(R̃) − e(i)

p (R̃) away from the isotropic po-

tential e(i)
p (R̃) with ε = 0. In the following, we perform a

perturbative analysis around the isotropic limit valid in
the limit of weak anisotropy ε � 1; this motivates our
use of polar (tip) coordinates R̃ and φ̃.

The isotropic contribution H(i) to the Hessian matrix
H is diagonal with components

H(i)

R̃R̃
(R̃) ≡ ∂2

R̃
[C̄R̃2/2 + e(i)

p (R̃)]

= C̄ + ∂2
R̃
e(i)

p (R̃) (101)

and

H(i)

φ̃φ̃
(R̃) ≡ (R̃−2∂2

φ̃φ̃
+ R̃−1∂R̃)[C̄R̃2/2 + e(i)

p (R̃)]

= C̄ − f (i)

p (R̃)/R̃. (102)

The radial component H(i)

R̃R̃
∝ (κm − 1) vanishes at on-

set, while H(i)

φ̃φ̃
remains finite, positive, and approximately

constant.
The anisotropic component δep(R̃) introduces correc-

tions ∝ ε; these significantly modify the radial entry of
the full Hessian while leaving its azimutal component Hφ̃φ̃
approximately unchanged; the off-diagonal entries of the
full Hessian scale as ε and hence contribute in second or-
der of ε to D(R̃). As a result, the sign change in the
determinant

D(R̃) ≈ HR̃R̃(R̃)Hφ̃φ̃(R̃) +O
(
ε2
)
, (103)
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FIG. 10. Unstable and bistable domains close to the onset
of strong pinning for a uniaxial defect (94) centered at the
origin, with ε = 0.1 and κm−1 = 0.01. The pinning potential
is steepest at angles φ̃ = 0, π and least steep at φ̃ = ±π/2,
hence strong pinning is realized first in a small interval around
φ̃ = 0, π (solid black dots) where κm(φ̃) ≥ 1. (a) The unsta-
ble domain UR̃ in tip space is bounded by red/blue solid lines
(jump lines JR̃, see Eq. (108)); dashed lines mark the asso-
ciated landing lines LR̃, see (114). (b) Focus on the unstable

domain near φ̃ = 0 in polar coordinates R̃ and φ̃. The jump-
ing (solid) and landing (dashed) lines have the approximate
shape of ellipses, see Eq. (111), in agreement with our anal-
ysis of Sec. III B. (c) The bistable domain BR̄ in asymptotic
space involves symmetric crescents centered at φ̄ = 0, π and
a narrow width ∝ (κm(φ̄)−1)3/2, see Eq. (112), in agreement
with the analysis of Sec. III C. (d) Focus on the bistable do-
main at φ̄ = 0 in polar coordinates R̄ and φ̄. Red/blue colors
indicate different vortex configurations as quantified through
the order parameter R̃− R̃m(φ̃).

is determined by

HR̃R̃(R̃) = H(i)

R̃R̃
(R̃) + ∂2

R̃
δep(R̃) (104)

for radii close to R̃m with δR̃ = R̃− R̃m ≈ O(
√
κm − 1).

We expand the potential (94) around the isotropic part

e(i)
p (R̃),

δep(R̃) ≈ −ε [∂R̃e
(i)

p (R̃)]R̃ sin2 φ̃, (105)

and additionally expand both e(i)
p (R̃) and δep(R̃) around

R̃m, keeping terms ∝ ε
√

(κm − 1). The radial entry of

the anisotropic Hessian matrix then assumes the form

HR̃R̃(R̃) ≈ C̄ [1− κm(φ̃)]

+ γ [δR̃2/2− ε sin2 φ̃ R̃mδR̃] (106)

with γ = ∂4
R̃
e(i)
p (R̃)|R̃m

and the angle-dependent Labusch
parameter

κm(φ̃) ≡
maxR̃[−∂2

R̃
ep(R̃, φ̃)|φ̃]

C̄
= κm − 2ε sin2 φ̃. (107)

The edges of the unstable region UR̃ then can be obtained

by imposing the condition HR̃R̃(R̃) = 0 and the solution
to the corresponding quadratic equation define the jump
positions R̃jp(φ̃) (or boundaries ∂UR̃)

R̃jp(φ̃) ≈ R̃m(φ̃)± δR̃(φ̃). (108)

These are centered around the (‘large’) ellipse defined by

R̃m(φ̃) = R̃m(1 + ε sin2 φ̃) (109)

and separated by (cf. Eq. (20))

2 δR̃(φ̃) =

√
8C̄

γ
(κm(φ̃)− 1) (110)

along the radius. Making use of the form (107) of κm(φ̃)
and assuming a small value of κm > 1 near onset, we
obtain the jump line in the form of a (‘small’) ellipse

centered at [±R̃m, 0],

γ δR̃2 + εC̄ φ̃2 = C̄(κm − 1). (111)

Hence, we find that the anisotropic results are obtained
from the isotropic ones by replacing the circle R̃m by the
ellipse R̃m(φ̃) and substituting κ → κm(φ̃) in the width
(20), see Figs. 10(a) and (b) evaluated for small values
κm − 1 = 0.01 and ε = 0.1.

Analogously, the boundaries of the bistable domain BR̄
can be found by applying the same substitutions to the
result (25), see Figs. 10(c) and (d),

R̄(φ̄) ≈ R̄m(φ̄)± δR̄(φ̄) (112)

with R̄m(φ̄) = R̄m(1 + ε sin2 φ̄) and the width

2 δR̄(φ̄) =
2

3

√
8C̄

γ
(κm(φ̃)− 1)3/2. (113)

The landing line LR̃ is given by (see Eq. (23) and note
that the jump point is shifted by ũjp away from x̃m, see
Eq. (19))

R̃lp(φ̃) ≈ R̃m(φ̃)∓ 2 δR̃(φ̃). (114)

An additional complication is the finite angular exten-
sion of the unstable and bistable domains UR̃ and BR̄;



22

FIG. 11. Unstable and bistable domains before merging for
a uniaxial defect (94) centered at the origin, with ε = 0.1
and 1− κs ≈ 0.01. Strong pinning is realized everywhere but
in a small interval around φ̃ = ±π/2 where κm(φ̃) < 1. (a)
The unstable domain UR̃ in the tip plane is bounded by the
solid red/blue jump lines JR̃, see Eq. (108) and involves two

strongly bent ellipses originating from angles φ̃ = 0, π (black

dots) and approaching one another close to φ̃ = ±π/2 (black
crosses); red/blue dashed lines are landing points as given

by Eqs. (114). (b) Focus (in polar coordinates R̃, φ̃) on the

tips of the unstable domain near φ̃ = π/2. (c) The bistable
domain BR̄ in the asymptotic space consists of thin symmetric
crescents (colored in magenta) originating from φ̄ = 0, π, with
the delimiting black solid lines given by Eq. (112). (d) Focus
on the cusps of the bistable domain close to φ̄ = π/2 in polar
coordinates R̄, φ̄. Red/blue colors indicate different vortex

configurations as quantified through the order parameter R̃−
R̃m(φ̄).

these are limited by the condition κm(φmax) = 1, provid-
ing us with the constraint

φ̃max = φ̄max ≈ ±
√
κm − 1

2ε
(115)

near the strong pinning onset with (κm − 1) � ε. The
resulting domains UR̃ have characteristic extensions of
scale ∝ √κm − 1, see Fig. 10.

Close to merging (marked by crosses in the figure) at
φ = ±π/2, we define the deviation δφ = π/2 − φ with
δφ � 1, and imposing the condition κm(φmax) = 1, we

FIG. 12. Unstable and bistable domains for a uniaxial defect
(94) after merging, with ε = 0.1 and κs − 1 ≈ 0.01. (a) The
unstable domain UR̃ in tip plane is enclosed between the jump
lines JR̃ (solid red/blue, see Eq. (108)) and takes the shape
of a deformed ring with a wider (narrower) width at strongest
(weakest) pinning near the solid dots (crosses). Red/blue
dashed lines mark the landing positions LR̃ of the vortex tips
and are given by Eq. (114). (b) Focus on the narrowing in
the unstable domain close to the merger points (crosses) at

φ̃ = π/2 in the polar coordinates R̃, φ̃. (c) The bistable do-
main BR̄ in asymptotic space is a narrow ring (colored in
magenta) thicker (thinner) at points of strongest (weakest)
pinning near φ̄ = 0, π (φ̄ = ±π/2); black lines correspond
to Eq. (112). (d) Focus on the constriction in the bistable
domain close to φ̄ = π/2 in polar coordinates R̄, φ̄. Red/blue
colors indicate different vortex configurations as quantified
through the order parameter R̃− R̃m(φ̄).

find

δφ̃max = δφ̄max ≈
√

1− κm − 1

2ε
≈
√

1− κs
2ε

. (116)

The corresponding geometries of UR̃ and BR̄ are shown

in Fig. 11 for 1 − κs ≈ 0.01 and ε = 0.1. Finally, δφ̃max

vanishes at merging for κs = 1 (or κm − 1 ≈ 2ε), in
agreement, to order ε, with the exact result (97).

Pushing the Labusch parameter beyond the merger
with κs > 1 or κm > (1 + ε)2 ≈ 1 + 2ε, the unstable
and bistable regimes UR̃ and BR̄ change their topology:
they develop a (non-simply connected) ring-like geome-
try with separated inner and outer edges that are a finite
distance apart in the radial direction at all angles φ̃ and
φ̄. The situation after the merger is shown in Fig. 12 for



23

κs − 1 ≈ 0.01 and ε = 0.1, with the merging points R̃s

and R̄s marked by crosses.

The merging of the unstable domains at the saddle
point R̃s is a general feature of irregular pinning poten-
tials. In the next section, we will analyze the behavior
of the unstable domains close to a saddle point R̃s of
the Hessian determinant D(R̃) and obtain a universal
description of their geometry close to this point. We will
see that the geometry associated with this merger is of
a hyperbolic type described by γũ2 + δṽ2 = 2C̄(κs − 1),
γ > 0 and δ < 0 (assuming no skew). The change in
topology then is driven by the sign change in κs − 1:
before merging, κs < 1, the hyperbola is open along the
unstable (radial) direction ũ, thus separating the two un-
stable regions, while after merging, κs > 1, the hyperbola
is open along the transverse direction ṽ, with the ensuing
passage defining the single, non-simply connected, ring-
like unstable region.

V. MERGER POINTS

The merging of unstable and bistable domains is a gen-
eral feature of irregular pinning potentials that is relevant
beyond the simple example of a weakly anisotropic uni-
axial defect discussed above. Indeed, while the exact
geometries of UR̃ and BR̄ depend on the precise shape of
the pinning potential, their behavior close to merging is
universal. Below, we will study this universal behavior
by generalizing the expansions of Sec. III to saddle points
R̃s of the determinant D(R̃). As with the onset of strong
pinning, the merger of two domains induces a change in
topology in the unstable and bistable domains; we will
discuss these topological aspects of onsets and mergers
in Secs. V D and VI below.

A. Expansion near merger

Following the strategy of Sec. III, we expand the en-
ergy functional around a saddle point R̃s of the determi-
nant D(R̃) in order to obtain closed expressions for the
unstable and bistable domains at merging. In doing so,
we again define local coordinate systems (ũ, ṽ) and (ū, v̄)

in tip- and asymptotic space centered at R̃s and R̄s,
where the latter is associated with R̃s through the force
balance equation (38) in the original laboratory system.

Furthermore, we fix our axes such that D(R̃s) is a local
maximum along the (unstable) u- and a local minimum
along the (stable) v-direction of the saddle; the mixed
term ∝ ũṽ is absent from the expansion (as the Hessian
matrix is symmetric). Furthermore, the vanishing slopes
at the saddle point, see (98), imply the absence of terms
∝ ũ3 and ∝ ũ2ṽ in the expansion and dropping higher-
order terms (corresponding to double-primed terms in

(40)), we arrive to the expression

epin(R̃; R̄) =
C̄

2
(1− κs) ũ2 +

C̄ + λ+,s

2
ṽ2 +

as
2
ũṽ2

+
αs
4
ũ2ṽ2 +

βs
6
ũ3ṽ +

γs
24
ũ4 − C̄ūũ− C̄v̄ṽ, (117)

with κs ≡ −λ−(R̃s)/C̄, λ+,s ≡ λ+(R̃s) and the remain-
ing coefficients defined in analogy to Eq. (58).

The most important term in the expansion (117) is the
curvature term C̄(1− κs) ũ2/2 along the unstable direc-
tion u. As before in Sec. III B, see Eq. (58), the coefficient
(1−κs) changes sign at some value of the pinning strength
and will serve as the small parameter in our considera-
tions. The higher-order terms in the expansion (117) are
constrained by the saddle condition (99), implying that
(cf. (48) and (50))

γsδs − β2
s < 0 (118)

with

δs ≡ αs −
2a2
s

C̄ + λ+,s
(119)

(for the saddle point there is no condition on the trace of
the Hessian). The mapping of the two-dimensional pin-
ning energy (117) to an effective one-dimensional Landau
theory (A30) of the van der Waals kind is discussed in
Appendix A 2, both before and after merging.

B. Unstable domain UR̃

1. Jump line JR̃

The boundary of the unstable domain UR̃ is deter-

mined by the jump condition D(R̃s,jp) = 0. Making use
of the expansion (117) and keeping only terms quadratic

in ũ, ṽ, the edges δR̃s,jp = (ũs,jp, ṽs,jp) of UR̃ (measured

relative to R̃s) are given by the solutions of the quadratic
form (cf. (53))

[γs ũ
2 + 2βs ũṽ + δs ṽ

2]R̃s,jp
= 2C̄(κs − 1). (120)

Equation (120) describes a hyperbola (centered at R̃s)
as its associated determinant is negative, see Eq. (118).
Again, (120) can be cast in the form of a matrix equation

δR̃T
s,jpMs,jpδR̃s,jp = C̄(κs − 1), (121)

with Ms,jp given by

Ms,jp =

[
γs/2 βs/2
βs/2 δs/2

]
(122)

with detMs,jp = (γsδs−β2
s )/4 < 0. As shown in Fig. 13,

the geometry of the unstable domain UR̃ changes drasti-
cally when 1− κs changes sign. Before merging, i.e., for
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ṽ
/
ξ
√
κ
s
−

1

FIG. 13. Jump lines JR̃ (solid red/blue) and landing lines LR̃

(dashed red/blue) in tip space R̃ (in units of ξ), with the hy-
perbola JR̃ defining the edge ∂UR̃ of the unstable domain UR̃,
before (a) and after (b) merging, for 1− κs = ±0.01. Param-
eters are λ−,s = −0.25 ep/ξ

2, λ+,s = 0, and as ≈ 0.035 ep/ξ
3,

αs = −0.025 ep/ξ
4, βs = 0, γs ≈ 0.68 ep/ξ

4. A finite skew
parameter βs = 0.025ep/ξ

4 tilts the hyperbola away from the
axes (dotted curves). Crosses correspond to the vertices (125)
and (129) of the hyperbola before and after merging. Pairs
of solid and open circles connected via long arrows are ex-
amples of pairs of jumping- and landing tip positions. After
merging, see (b), the unstable domain UR̃ is connected along
the ṽ-axis, dividing the tip coordinate plane into two sepa-
rate regions. The jumping and landing hyperbolas coincide
at their vertices before merging, see (a), but not thereafter,
see (b), where the jumping and landing hyperbolas are sepa-
rated (vertices on LR̃ are marked with open red/blue stars)
and no contact point is present. Note the rotation by 90 de-
grees of the unstable direction with respect to Figs. 11(b) and
12(b).

1−κs > 0, the unstable domain (top and bottom regions
in Fig. 13(a)) is disconnected along the stable v-direction
and the two red/blue branches of the hyperbola (120) de-
scribe the tips of UR̃. When κs goes to unity, the tips of

the unstable domain merge at the saddle point R̃s. After
merging, the unstable domain extends continuously from
the top to the bottom in Fig. 13(b) with a finite width
along the unstable u-direction, similarly to the isotropic
case shown in Fig. 5(c). Correspondingly, the two (red
and blue) branches of the hyperbola (120) now describe
the edges of UR̃.

Solving the quadratic equation (120) before merging,
i.e., 1 − κs > 0, we find solutions ũs,jp(ṽ) away from a
gap along the stable v-direction,

ũs,jp(|ṽ| ≥ ṽs,c) = − 1

γs

[
βsṽ

±
√

2γsC̄(κs − 1)− (γsδs − β2
s )ṽ2

]
, (123)

i.e., Eq. (123) has real solutions in the (unbounded) in-

terval |ṽ| ≥ ṽs,c, with

ṽs,c =
√

2γsC̄(1− κs)/|γsδs − β2
s |. (124)

For the uniaxial defect (94) before merging, this gap cor-
responds to a splitting of UR̃ along the stable angular
direction, producing two separated domains as shown in
Fig. 11(a). The coordinates (ũs,jp(±ṽs,c),±ṽs,c) give the

positions of the vertices δR̃<
s,c,± (relative to R̃s) of the

hyperbola before merging,

δR̃<
s,c,± = ± (−βs/γs, 1) ṽs,c. (125)

These are marked as black crosses in Fig. 13(a) (note the
rotation in the geometry as compared with Fig. 11(a)).
We denote the distance between these vertices by δv<,
defining a gap of width ∝ √1− κs given by

δv< = 2|δR̃<
s,c,±| = 2

√(
γs +

β2
s

γs

)
C̄(1− κs)
|γsδs − β2

s |
. (126)

After merging, i.e., for κs− 1 > 0, the (local) topology
of UR̃ has changed as the gap along v closes and reopens
along the unstable u-direction; as a result, the two sepa-
rated domains of UR̃ have merged. The two branches of
the hyperbola derived from (120) are now parametrized
as

ṽs,jp(|ũ| ≥ ũs,e) = − 1

δs

[
βsũ

±
√

2δsC̄(κs − 1)− (γsδs − β2
s )ũ2

]
, (127)

with

ũs,e =
√

2δsC̄(κs − 1)/|γsδs − β2
s |. (128)

The corresponding unstable domain is shown in Fig.
13(b). For the uniaxial defect (94) after merging, this
gap now corresponds to the finite width of UR̃ along the
radial direction, as shown in Fig. 12(a). The coordinates

(±ũs,e, ṽs,jp(±ũs,e)) for the vertices R̃>
s,e,± read

δR̃>
s,e,± = ±

(
1,−βs

δs

)
ũs,e (129)

and correspond to the points of closest approach in the
branches of the hyperbola (120); these are again marked
as black crosses in Fig. 13(b) but are no longer associated
with critical points (we index these extremal points by
‘e’). Their distance δu> is given by

δu> = 2|δR̃>
s,e,±| = 2

√(
δs +

β2
s

δs

)
C̄(κs − 1)

|γsδs − β2
s |
, (130)

i.e., the smallest width in UR̃ grows as ∝ √κs − 1.
As discussed above and shown in Fig. 13, the solu-

tions of the quadratic form (120) before and after merg-
ing are unbounded for every value of κs − 1. As a conse-
quence, neglecting the higher order terms in the determi-
nant D(R̃) is valid only in a narrow neighborhood of the
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saddle R̃s, where the boundaries of UR̃ have the shape
of a hyperbola. Away from the saddle, these higher or-
der terms are relevant in determining the specific shape
of the unstable and bistable domain, e.g., the ring-like
structures of UR̃ and BR̄ in Figs. 11 and 12.

2. Landing line LR̃

To find the second bistable vortex tip configuration
R̃s,lp associated to the edges of BR̄ before and after merg-
ing, we repeat the steps of Sec. III B 2. For the jump
vector ∆R̃s = R̃s,lp − R̃s,jp, we find the result

∆ũs(ṽ) = −3 (γs ũs,jp(ṽ) + βs ṽ) /γs, (131)

∆ṽs(ṽ) = −
[
as/(C̄ + λs,+)

]
ṽ∆ũs(ṽ), (132)

cf. Eqs. (65) and (66) above. Here, we make use of
the parametrization for the jump coordinate ũs,jp(ṽ) in
(123) before merging; after merging, the above result
is still valid but should be expressed in terms of the
parametrization ṽs,jp(ũ) in Eq. (127).

The landing positions R̃s,lp = R̃s,jp + ∆R̃s arrange

along the branches LR̃ of a hyperbola in R̃-space that
are described by the matrix equation

δR̃T
s,lpMs,lp δR̃s,lp = C̄(κs − 1), (133)

with the landing matrix now given by

Ms,lp =
1

4
Ms,jp +

0 0

0
3

4

(δs
2
− β2

s

2γs

) (134)

with detMs,lp = (γsδs − β2
s )/16 < 0. Before merging,

the vertices of the landing and jumping hyperbolas coin-
cide and the jump (131)–(132) vanishes at these points.
Moreover, as for the contact points (67) close to onset of
strong pinning, the tangent to the jumping and landing
hyperbolas at the vertices is parallel to the u-direction,
as is visible in Fig. 13(a).

For κs = 1, the tips of UR̃ merge and both the jumping

and landing hyperbolas coincide at R̃s. After merging,
i.e., for κs − 1 > 0, the condition ∆ũs = ∆ṽs = 0 cannot
be realized along the hyperbola (120) and the jumping
and landing lines separate completely; as a result, both
the jumping distance ∆R̃s as well as the jump in energy
∆epin are always finite (see also Appendix A 2). Indeed,
after merging the landing hyperbola (133) has vertices

δR̃s,v,± = ±
(

1,− γsβs
(4γsδs − 3β2

s )

)
ũs,v, (135)

with

ũs,v =

√
2C̄(κs − 1)(4γsδs − 3β2

s )

γs(γsδs − β2
s )

(136)
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FIG. 14. Bistable domain BR̄ in asymptotic space R̄ before
(a) and after (b) merging, for 1 − κs = ±0.01 and parame-
ters as in Fig. 13. (a) Before merging, the bistable domain
BR̄ consists of two parts, corresponding to the two unstable
regions UR̃ in Fig. 13(a). These terminate in the cusps at
R̄<
s,c,± that approach one another along the dashed parabola

(139) to merge at κs = 1. Red/blue colors indicate different
vortex configurations as quantified through the order param-
eter ũ − ũm(v̄), while magenta is associated to the bistable
region BR̄. Colored dots mark the asymptotic positions asso-
ciated to the pairs of jump positions in Fig. 13(a). (b) After
merging, the bistable domain is continuously connected; the
cusps/critical points have vanished and the dashed parabola
turns into the branch cutting line. The black crosses now
mark the positions of strongest pinching of BR̄, the colored
dots mark the asymptotic positions associated to the pairs of
tip positions in Fig. 13(b).

different from the jumping hyperbola in (129). At these
points, the stable and unstable hyperbolas are tangent to
the v-direction, as is visible in Fig. 13(b).

In section Sec. V D below, we will take a step back
from the local analysis of the unstable domain UR̃ close

to a saddle point R̃s and consider the evolution of its
geometry across the merging transition from a global
perspective using specific examples. Elaborating on the
analysis of Sec. III E, we will provide a simple argument
explaining the absence of contact points between jump
and landing lines after merging. Furthermore, we discuss
the two possible roles of mergers as changing the number
of components of UR̃ or changing the connectivity of UR̃
between simply and non-simply connected areas. Before
doing so, we discuss the behavior of the bistable region
BR̄ close to merging.

C. Bistable domain BR̄

The set of asymptotic positions corresponding to
UR̃ before and after merging, i.e., the bistable do-
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main BR̄, can be found by systematically repeating the
steps in Sec. III C. Applying the force balance equation

∇Repin(R; R̄)
∣∣∣
R̃

= 0 to the energy expansion (117), we

find the counterpart of Eqs. (69),

C̄ū = C̄(1− κs)ũ+
as
2
ṽ2 +

γs
6
ũ3 +

βs
2
ũ2ṽ +

αs
2
ũṽ2,

C̄v̄ = (C̄ + λs,+)ṽ + as ũṽ +
βs
6
ũ3 +

αs
2
ũ2ṽ, (137)

relating tip and asymptotic positions close to merging.
As for the unstable domain, the topology of BR̄ depends
on the sign of 1 − κs. The bistable domain BR̄ before
merging is shown in Fig. 14(a) for 1 − κs = 0.01. It
consists of two parts, corresponding to the two pieces of
UR̃ for 1−κs > 0, that terminate at the cusps R̄<

s,c,±. The

latter are related to the vertices R̃<
s,c,± of the jumping

hyperbola through the force balance equation (137),

δR̄<
s,c,± ≈

[(
as/2 C̄

)
ṽ2
s,c, ±

(
1 + λs,+/C̄

)
ṽs,c
]
. (138)

For finite values of (1 − κs), the cusps are separated by
a distance 2|δR̄<

s,c,±| ≈ 2
(
1 + λs,+/C̄

)
ṽs,c ∝

√
1− κs.

They approach one another along the parabola

ūs,0 ≈
a

2C̄

1

(1 + λ+/C̄)2
v̄2
s,0, (139)

see the black dashed line in Fig. 14, with higher-order cor-
rections appearing at finite skew β 6= 0. After merging,
this line lies within BR̄ and defines the branch crossing
line, cf. Eq. (77).

After merging, when κs − 1 > 0, the cusps have van-
ished and the edges have rearranged to define a connected
bistable region, see Fig. 14(b). The extremal points of
the two edges are found by evaluating the force balance
equation (137) at the vertices R̃>

s,e,±, Eq. (129), to lowest
order,

δR̄>
s,e,± ≈

βs
δs

[
as
2 C̄

βs
δs
ũ2
s,e, ∓

(
1 +

λs,+
C̄

)
ũs,e

]
. (140)

For finite values of (κs − 1), these points are separated
by a distance 2|δR̄>

s,e,±| ≈ 2
(
1 + λs,+/C̄

)
(βs/δs)ũs,e ∝√

κs − 1. Note that the extremal points R̄>
s,e,± are no

longer associated to cusps or critical points as these have
disappeared in the merging process. When the skew
parameter vanishes as in Fig. 14, βs = 0, higher-order
terms in (κs − 1) in the force-balance equation (137) be-
come relevant in determining the positions R̄>

s,e,±, sep-
arating them along the unstable u-direction. In this
case, we obtain a different scaling for their distance, i.e.,

|δR̄>
s,e,±| ∝ (1− κs)3/2

.

D. Topological aspect of mergers

In order to discuss the topological aspect of a merger, it
is convenient to consider some specific examples. In Sec.

IV, we have analyzed the case of a uniaxial defect with
a quadrupolar anisotropy δep ∝ ε sin2 φ̃ in the pinning
potential, see (105), that produced a degenerate onset
at symmetric points [±x̃m, 0]. Here, we choose again a
weakly anisotropic defect centered in the origin but with
a dipolar deformation δep ∝ ε cos φ̃ that results in an
angle-dependent Labusch parameter

κm(φ̃) = κm − ε cos φ̃, (141)

see Eq. (107). The strong pinning onset of such a defect
then appears in an isolated point on the negative x-axis,
with the unstable ellipse UR̃ deforming with increasing
κm into a horseshoe that is open on the positive x-axis—
the closing of the horseshoe to produce a ring, see Fig. 15,
then corresponds to the local merger shown in Fig. 13.
With this example in mind, we can repeat the discussion
in Sec. III E: The unstable eigenvector v−(Rjp) points ra-
dially outwards from the origin over the entire horseshoe,
including the merging region at positive x. On the other
hand, the tangent to the boundary ∂UR̃ rotates forward
and back along the horseshoe as shown in Fig. 15 (we at-
tribute a direction to ∂UR̃ with the convention of follow-
ing the boundary with the unstable region on the left); in
fact, over most of the boundary, the tangent is simply or-
thogonal to v−, with both vectors rotating together when
going along ∂UR̃. At the ends of the horseshoe, however,
the tangent locally aligns parallel (anti-parallel) to v−
and the two vectors rotate (anti-clockwise) with respect
to one another, with the total winding equal to 2π. Af-
ter the merger, this winding has disappeared, with the
resulting ring exhibiting no winding in the tangent fields
on the inner/outer boundary; as a result, the contact
points between the jump and landing lines have disap-
peared.

Furthermore, the merger changes the topology of UR̃
from the simply-connected horseshoe to the non-simply
connected ring, while the number of components in UR̃
has not changed. Note that the change in the relative
winding is not due to crossing the singularity of the vec-
tor field v− as alluded to in Sec. III E—rather, it is the
merger of the horseshoe tips that rearranges the bound-
aries of UR̃ and make them encircle the singularity.

In the above example, we have discussed a merger that
changes the connectedness of UR̃. On the other hand, as
we are going to show, a merger might leave the connect-
edness of UR̃ unchanged, while modifying the number of
components, i.e., the number of disconnected parts, in
UR̃. Let us again consider a specific example in the form
of an anisotropic defect with a warped well shape, pro-
ducing several (in general subsequent) onsets and merg-
ers; in Fig. 16, we consider a situation with three on-
set points and subsequent individual mergers. After the
onset, the three ellipses define an unstable region UR̃
with three disconnected parts that are simply-connected
each. This configuration is characterized by its number
of components measuring C = 3. As two of the three
ellipses merge, the number of components of UR̃ reduces
to C = 2, the next merger generates a horseshoe that is
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FIG. 15. Left: Unstable region UR̃ for a defect with dipolar
asymmetry. Upon the onset of strong pinning, an unstable
ellipse appears to the left of the defect center (black solid dot).
With increasing pinning strength (decreasing C̄) the ellipse
grows and deforms into a horseshoe geometry. The unstable
eigenvector field v− (red arrows) points radially outward away
from the defect center. The tangent field to the boundary ∂UR̃
(black arrows) follows the unstable direction at an angle of
π/2 over most of ∂UR̃, with the exception of the two turning
points where the tangent rotates by π with respect to v−,
producing a relative winding of 2π. Right: After the merger
of the turning points the unstable region UR̃ changes topology
and assumes the shape of a ring. The windings of the tangent
field with respect to the eigenvector-field v− vanish separately
for both boundaries of UR̃.

still simply-connected with C = 1. The final merger pro-
duces a ring; while the number of components remains
unchanged, C = 1, the unstable area assumes a non-
simply connected shape with a ‘hole’; we associate the
index H = 1 with the appearance of this hole within UR̃.
In physics terms, the last merger producing a hole in UR̃
is associated with the appearance of a pinned state; the
unstable ring separates stable tip positions that are asso-
ciated with pinned and free vortex configurations residing
at small and large radii, respectively.

Defining the (topological) characteristic χ ≡ C−H, we
see that χ changes by unity at every onset and merger,
either through an increase (for an onset) or decrease (for
a merger) in the number of components C → C ± 1,
or through the appearance of a hole (in a merger) H →
H+1. Indeed, the quantity χ is known as the Euler char-
acteristic of a manifold and describes its global topolog-
ical properties; it generalizes the well known Euler char-
acteristic of a polyhedron to surfaces and manifolds29,
see Sec. VI below. Finally, Morse theory30 connects the
Euler characteristic with the local differential properties
(minima, maxima, saddles) of that manifold, hence es-
tablishing a connection between local onsets and mergers
(at minima and saddles of D(R̃)) and the global proper-
ties of UR̃ such as the appearance of new pinned states.
In Sec. VI below, we consider the general case of a ran-
dom pinning landscape in two dimensions and discuss the
connection between local differential and global topolog-
ical properties of UR̃ in the light of Morse theory—the
topology of bistable domains BR̄ then follows trivially.
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FIG. 16. The unstable domain UR̃ starting out with C = 3
components in (a) changes topology in three steps: after the
first (b) and second (c) mergers the number of components C
has changed from three in (a) to two in (b) to one in (c), lead-
ing to a horseshoe shape of UR̃. The third merger closes the
horseshoe to produce the ring geometry in (d) characterized
by the coefficients C = 1 and H = 1 (H denotes the number
of ‘holes’ in UR̃); the Euler characteristic χ = C −H changes
by unity in every merger.

VI. UR̃ OF A TWO-DIMENSIONAL PINSCAPE

We consider a two-dimensional pinning landscape
ep(R), e.g., as produced by a superposition of several
(anisotropic Lorentzian) defects residing in the z = 0
plane. In the figures 17 and 18, we analyse two spe-
cific cases with n = 3 and n = 2 defects as given in Eq.
(94) with ε = 0.1 and positions listed in Tables I and
II; these produce unstable landscapes UR̃ of considerable
complexity already, see Figs. 17(a) and 18(a). Our de-
fects are compact with ep(R)→ 0 vanishing at R →∞;
as a result, epin becomes flat at infinity. Note that a dense
assembly of uniformly distributed individual defects pro-
duces a random Gaussian pinning landscape, as has been
shown in Ref. 26.

Here, we are interested in the evolution of the unstable
and bistable domains UR̃ and BR̄ associated with the 2D
pinning landscape epin; we focus on the unstable domain
UR̃, with the properties of the bistable domain BR̄ fol-
lowing straightforwardly from the solution of the force
balance equation (2). Unlike the analysis above that is
centered on special points of UR̃, ellipses near onset and
hyperbolas near mergers, here, we are interested in the
global properties of the unstable region produced by a
generic (though still two-dimensional) pinscape.
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TABLE I. Positions and relative weights of 3 uniaxially
anisotropic Lorentzian defects in Fig. 17 as given by Eq. (94).

x/ξ y/ξ weight

defect #1 1.14 1.07 0.65

defect #2 −0.98 −0.19 1

defect #3 0.20 −0.67 1

TABLE II. Positions and relative weights of 2 uniaxially
anisotropic Lorentzian defects in Fig. 18 as given by Eq. (94).

x/ξ y/ξ weight

defect #1 −1.32 0.33 1

defect #2 1.48 −0.76 1

As discussed in Sec. III above, the unstable region UR̃
associated with strong pinning is determined by the con-
dition D(R̃) = 0 of vanishing Hessian determinant, more
precisely, by the competition between the lowest eigen-
value λ−(R̃) of the Hessian matrix Hij of the pinning
potential ep(R) and the effective elasticity C̄, see Eq.
(37). In order to avoid the interference with the second

eigenvalue λ+(R̃) of the Hessian matrix, we consider the
shifted (by C̄) curvature function

ΛC̄(R̃) ≡ C̄ + λ−(R̃), (142)

i.e., the relevant factor of the determinant D(R̃) = [C̄ +

λ−(R̃)][C̄ + λ−(R̃)]. The condition

ΛC̄(R̃) = 0 (143)

then determines the boundaries of UR̃.
The above problem can be mapped to the problem

of cutting a surface, where ΛC̄(R̃) is interpreted as a
height-function over R2 that is cut at zero level; the elas-
ticity C̄ then plays the role of a shift parameter that
moves the function λ−(R̃) downwards in height with de-
creasing C̄ (that corresponds to increasing the relative
pinning strength of the pinscape in physical terms). As
C̄ is decreased to compensate the absolute minimum of
λ−(R̃) < 0, C̄ + λ−(R̃) = 0, strong pinning sets in lo-

cally at R̃m for the first time in the form of an unstable
ellipse UR̃, see Fig. 17(b) for our specific example with

three defects; the Labusch parameter κ(R̃) evaluated at

the point R̃m defines κm, the parameter tuned in Fig.
17. Decreasing C̄ further, this ellipse grows and deforms,
while other local minima of λ−(R̃) produce new discon-
nected parts of UR̃, a situation illustrated in Fig. 17(c)
where four ‘ellipses’ have appeared around (local) minima
(blue filled dots). A further increase in pinning strength
(decrease in C̄) continuous to deform these ‘ellipses’ and
adds three new ones. As the first saddle drops below
the zero level (red cross), two components merge and the
number of components decreases; in Fig. 17(d), we have
three below-zero saddles and only four components re-
main, C = 4. In Fig. 17(e) four further mergers have

reduced C to 1 as the corresponding saddles drop below
zero level. This produces a single non-simply connected
component, i.e., C = 1 and a hole, increasing the num-
ber of holes H from zero to one. The last merger leading
to (f) finally leaves C = 1 but cuts the stable region in-
side the ring into two, increasing the number of holes to
H = 2.

This sequence of onsets and mergers is conveniently
described in the topographic language introduced in sec-
tion IV that interprets stable tip regions as land mass
(green with bright regions indicating higher mountains
in Fig. 17) and unstable regions as lakes (flat blue with
(below-water) height levels indicated by thin black lines),
with the height ΛC̄ = 0 defining the water level. The se-
quence (b) to (f) then shows the flooding of the landscape
as pinning increases (C̄ decreasing), with white dot min-
ima turning blue at strong pinning onsets and white cross
saddles turning red at mergings; maxima in the landscape
are shown as black open circles. Note that we distinguish
critical points (minima, saddles) residing below (blue and
red) and above (white) water level. Similarly, a (local)
maximum above sea level (black open dot) turns into a
blue open dot as it drops belop sea level; such an event is
missing in Fig. 17 but can be produced with other con-
figurations of defects, see Fig. 18 where the curvature
landscape for two defects is shown.

The above discussion relates the local differential prop-
erties of the function ΛC̄(R̃) < 0, minima and saddles,
to the global topological properties of UR̃, its number of
components C(UR̃) and holes H(UR̃). This connection
between local and global properties is conveniently dis-
cussed within Morse theory30. Before presenting a gen-
eral mathematical formulation, let us discuss a simple
heuristic argument producing the result relevant in the
present context; in doing so, we make use of the above
topographic language.

Starting with the minima of the function ΛC̄(R̃), a
new disconnected component appears in UR̃ whenever
the minimum drops below sea level as C̄ is decreased,
that produces an increase C → C + 1. With the further
decrease of C̄, these disconnected regions expand and
merge pairwise whenever a saddle point of ΛC̄(R̃) goes
below sea level, thereby inducing a change in the topol-
ogy of UR̃ by either reducing the number of components
C → C−1 (keeping H constant) or leaving it unchanged
(changing H → H + 1), see, e.g., the example with the
horseshoe closing up on itself in Sec. V D. The below sea-
level minima and saddles of ΛC̄(R̃) can naturally be iden-
tified with the vertices and edges of a graph; the edges in
the graph then define the boundaries of the graph’s faces
(the same way as the vertices are the boundaries of the
edges). For a connected graph, Euler’s formula then tells
us that the number V of vertices, E of edges, and F of
faces are constrained via V − E + F = 1 (not counting
the outer face extending to infinity) and a graph with
C components satisfies the relation C = V − E + F as
follows from simple addition.

We have already identified minima and saddles of
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FIG. 17. (a) Grayscale image of the pinning potential land-

scape ep(R̃), with the three diamonds marking the positions

of the defects. (b)–(f) Shifted curvature function ΛC̄(R̃) ver-

sus tip position R̃ for increasing values of κm (decreasing C̄)
as we proceed from (b) to (f). We make use of the topographic
interpretation with positive values of ΛC̄ marked as landmass
(greenish colors, with low/high elevation in dark/light green)
and negative values of ΛC̄ constituting UR̃ in flat light blue
(height levels are shown by thin black lines). The pinscape
in (a) produces a curvature landscape with 7 minima (solid
dots), 4 maxima (open dots), and 10 saddles (crosses). Sev-
eral unstable regions UR̃ appear (solid dots turn blue) and
merge (crosses turn red) to change the topology of UR̃. The
Euler characteristic χ(UR̃) = m − s + M = 1 − 0 + 0 = 1
in (b) changes to χ(UR̃) = 4 in (c) and (d), drops to
χ(UR̃) = 0 in (e) and χ(UR̃) = −1 in (f); indeed, UR̃ in (f)
has one component C = 1 and two holes H = 2, reproducing
χ(UR̃) = C −H = −1.

ΛC̄(R̃) < 0 with vertices and edges of a graph; denot-
ing the number of below sea-level minima and saddles
by m and s, we have V = m and E = s. It remains
to express the number F of faces in terms of critical
points of the surface ΛC̄(R̃) < 0. Indeed, the faces of
our graph are associated with maxima of the function

ΛC̄(R̃): following the boundaries of a face, we cross the

corresponding saddles with the function ΛC̄(R̃) curving
upwards away from the edges, implying that the faces
of our graph include maxima of ΛC̄(R̃). These maxima
manifest in two possible ways: either the face contains
a single below sea-level maximum or a single above sea-
level landscape. The above sea-level landscape comprises
at least one maximum but possibly also includes other
extremal points that we cannot analyse with our knowl-
edge of the below sea-level function ΛC̄(R̃) < 0 only;
we therefore call the above sea-level landscape a (single)
hole. The appearance of a single maximum or hole is
owed to the fact that faces are not split by a below sea-
level saddle as these have already been accounted for in
setting up the graph.

Let us denote the number of (below sea-level) maxima
by M and the number of holes by H, then F = H +M .
Combining this last expression with Euler’s formula and
regrouping topological coefficients C(UR̃) and H(UR̃) on

one side and extremal points m[ΛC̄(R̃)], s[ΛC̄(R̃)], and

M [ΛC̄(R̃)] on the other, we arrive at the Euler charac-
teristic χ ≡ C −H and its representation through local
differential properties,

χ(UR̃) ≡ [C −H]UR̃ = [m− s+M ]ΛC̄(R̃)<0. (144)

The result (144) follows rigorously from the Euler-
Poincaré theorem29,30 in combination with Morse’s
theorem30, with the former expressing the Euler char-
acteristic χ(UR̃) through the so-called Betti numbers
bi(UR̃),

χ(UR̃) ≡
2∑
i=0

(−1)ibi(UR̃), (145)

where the i-th Betti number bi(UR̃) = Dim[Hi(UR̃)] is
given by the dimension or rank of the i-th (singular) ho-
mology group Hi(UR̃). In colloquial terms, the Betti
numbers bi count the number of ‘holes’ in the mani-
fold with different dimensions i: the zeroth Betti number
gives the number of components b0 = C of UR̃, the first
Betti number b1 = H counts the holes, and the second
Betti number refers to cavities, here b2 = 0 for our open
manifold. Hence, we find that the Euler characteristic is
given by the number of components and holes in UR̃,

χ(UR̃) = C(UR̃)−H(UR̃), (146)

in agreement with the discussion in Sec. V D and (144).
Morse theory30 then provides a connection between the

topological properties of the manifold UR̃ and the local

differential properties of the surface ΛC̄(R̃) < 0 defining
it: with Ci the number of critical points with index i of
the surface ΛC̄(R̃) < 0 (the index i counts the number of
negative eigenvalues of the Hessian matrix evaluated at
the critical point), the Euler characteristic χ(UR̃) relates
the manifold’s topology to the number and properties of
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FIG. 18. (a) Grayscale image of the pinning potential land-

scape ep(R̃), with the two diamonds marking the positions

of the defects. (b)–(f) Shifted curvature function ΛC̄(R̃) (in
topographic coloring, see caption of Fig. 17) versus tip po-

sition R̃ for increasing values of κm as we proceed from (b)
to (f). The pinscape in (a) produces a curvature landscape
with 6 minima (solid dots), 4 maxima (open dots), and 9 sad-
dles (crosses). Upon increasing κm, several unstable regions
UR̃ appear (solid dots turn blue) and merge (crosses turn
red) to change the topology of UR̃. The Euler characteristic
χ(UR̃) = m − s + M = 1 = C in (b), remains χ(UR̃) = 1 in
(c), but with C = 2 and H = 1, changes to χ(UR̃) = −1 in
(d), and χ(UR̃) = −3 with one component C = 1 and four
holes H = 4 in (e). In going from (e) to (f) two of the max-
ima (black open dots turn blue) drop below zero, producing
a characteristic χ(UR̃) = 6 − 9 + 2 = −1; indeed, UR̃ in (f)
has one component C = 1 and two holes H = 2, reproducing
χ(UR̃) = C −H = −1.

critical points,

χ(UR̃) =

2∑
i=0

(−1)iCi(ΛC̄ < 0). (147)

For our 2D manifold the coefficients Ci count the minima
C0 = m, the number of saddles C1 = s, and C2 = M

refers to the number of maxima, hence,

χ(UR̃) = [m− s+M ]ΛC̄<0 (148)

and the combination with (146) produces the result (144)
anticipated above.

Summarizing, knowing the number of critical points m,
M , and s of the seascape, i.e., its local differential prop-
erties, we can determine the global topological aspects
of the pinning landscape via the evaluation of the Euler
characteristic χ(UR̃) with the help of Eq. (148). The lat-
ter then informs us about the number C of unstable do-
mains in UR̃ where locally pinned states appear and the
number of holes H in UR̃ where globally distinct pinned
states show up. Furthermore, the outer boundaries of
the lakes, of which we have C components, are to be as-
sociated with instabilities of the free vortex state, while
inner boundaries (or boundaries of holes, which count H
elements) tell about instabilities of pinned states, hence
the Betti numbers C and H count different types of in-
stabilities. It would then have been nice to determine the
separate topological coefficients C and H individually—
unfortunately, χ(UR̃) as derived from local differential
properties provides us only with the difference C − H
between locally and globally pinned areas and not their
individual values. Nevertheless, using Morse theory, we
could connect our discussion of local differential proper-
ties of the pinning landscape in Secs. III A and V A with
the global pinning properties of the pinning energy land-
scape as expressed through the topology of the unstable
domain UR̃.

Regarding our previous examples, the isotropic and
uniaxial defects, we remark that for the latter the two
simultaneous mergers on the y-axis produce a reduction
in C = 2→ 1 and an increase of H = 0→ 1 and hence a
jump from χ = 2 to χ = 0 in one step, as expected for two
simultaneous mergers. The symmetry of the isotropic de-
fect produces a (degenerate) critical line at R̃m rather
than a critical point; adding a small perturbation ∝ x3

breaks this symmetry and produces the horseshoe geom-
etry discussed in Sec. V D above that is amenable to the
standard analysis.

A last remark is in place about the topological prop-
erties in dual space, i.e., of bistable regions BR̄. Here,
the mergers produce another interesting phenomenon as
viewed from the perspective of its thermodynamic ana-
logue. Indeed, the merger of deformed ellipses in tip-
space corresponds to the merger of cusps in asymptotic
space, what translates to the vanishing of critical points
and a smooth continuation of the first-order critical and
spinodal lines in the thermodynamic analogue, see also
Sec. V C. We are not aware of a physical example in ther-
modynamics that produces such a merger and disappear-
ance of critical points.
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VII. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

Strong pinning theory is a quantitative theory describ-
ing vortex pinning in the dilute defect limit where this
complex many-body system can be reduced to an effec-
tive single-pin–single-vortex problem. The accuracy of-
fered by this theory then allows for a realistic description
of the shape of the pinning potential ep(R) associated
with the defects. While previous work focused on the
simplest case of isotropic defects, here, we have general-
ized the strong pinning theory to the description of arbi-
trary anisotropic pinning potentials. Surprisingly, going
from an isotropic to an anisotropic defect has quite aston-
ishing consequences for the physics of strong pinning—
this reminds about other physical examples where the
removal of symmetries or degeneracies produces new ef-
fects.

While the strong pinning problem is quite a complex
one requiring the use of numerical tools in general, we
have identified several generic features that provide the
essential physics of the problem and that are amenable
to an analytic treatment. Specifically, these are the
points of strong pinning onset and the merger points,
around which the local expansions of the pinning poten-
tial epin(R̃; R̄) in the tip coordinate R̃ allow us to find
all the characteristics of strong pinning. In particular, we
identify the instability region UR̃ in the vortex tip space

(with coordinates R̃) and the bistable region BR̄ in the
space of asymptotic vortex positions R̄ as the main ge-
ometric objects that determine the critical pinning force
density Fpin, from which the critical current density jc,
the technologically most relevant quantity of the super-
conductor, follows straightforwardly. While the relevance
of the bistable region BR̄ was recognized in the past8–10,
the important role played by the unstable region UR̃ went
unnoticed so far.

When going from an isotropic defect to an anisotropic
one, the strong pinning onset changes dramatically:
while the unstable region UR̃ grows out of a circle of
radius ∼ ξ and assumes the shape of a ring at κ > 1
for the isotropic situation, for an anisotropic defect the
onset appears in a point R̃m and grows in the shape of
an ellipse with increasing κm > 1; the location where
this onset appears is given by the Hessian of epin, specif-

ically, the point R̃m where its determinant touches zero
first, det{Hess[epin(R̃; R̄)|R̄]}R̃m

= 0. The boundary of
this ellipse defines the jump positions JR̃ associated with
the strong pinning instabilities; when combined with the
landing ellipse LR̃, these two ellipses determine the jump
distance δũ of the vortex tip, from which follows the jump
in the pinning energy ∆epin ∝ δũ4, which in turn deter-
mines Fpin and jc.

The bistable region BR̄ in asymptotic vortex space
comes into play when calculating the average critical
force density Fpin opposing the vortex motion: while
the vortex tip undergoes a complex trajectory includ-
ing jumps, the vortex motion in asymptotic space R̄ is
described by a straight line. As this trivial trajectory in

R̄-space traverses the bistable region BR̄, the vortex tip
jumps upon exiting BR̄, that produces the jump ∆epin

and hence Fpin. Again, the shape of BR̄ changes when
going from the isotropic to the anisotropic defect, assum-
ing a ring of finite width around a circle of radius ∼ ξ in
the former case, while growing in the form of a crescent
out of a point for the anisotropic defect.

The new geometries associated with UR̃ and BR̄ then
produce a qualitative change in the scaling behavior of
the pinning force density Fpin ∝ (κm − 1)µ near onset,
with the exponent µ changing from µ = 2 to µ = 5/2
when going from the isotropic to the anisotropic defect.
This change is due to the change in the scaling of the
geometric size of BR̄, with the replacement of the fixed
radius ∼ ξ of the ring by the growing size of the crescent
∼ ξ(κm−1)1/2 [the exponent µ assumes a value µ = 3 for
trajectories cutting the crescent along its short dimension
of size ξ(κm − 1)]. Furthermore, for directed defects, the
pinning force density Fpin(θ) depends on the impact angle
θ relative to the unstable direction u and is aligned with
u, except for a small angular regime close to θ = π/2.
This results in a pronounced anisotropy in the critical
current density jc in the vicinity of the strong pinning
onset.

A fundamental difference between the strong pinning
onsets in the isotropic and in the anisotropic case are
the geometries of the unstable UR̃ and bistable BR̄ re-
gions: these are non-simply connected for the isotropic
case (rings) but simply connected for the anisotropic de-
fect (ellipse and crescent). The resolution of this funda-
mental difference is provided by the second type of special
points, the mergers. Indeed, for a general anisotropic de-
fect, the strong pinning onset appears in a multitude of
points, with unstable and bistable regions growing with
κm > 1 and finally merging into larger areas. Two exam-
ples illustrate this behavior particularly well, the uniaxial
defects with a quadrupolar and a dipolar deformation,
see Secs. IV and V D. In the first case, symmetric on-
set points on the x axis produce two ellipses/crescents
that grow, approach one another, and finally merge in a
ring-shaped geometry that is non-simply connected. In
the case of a dipolar deformation, we have seen UR̃ grow
out of a single point with its ellipse expanding and de-
forming around a circle, assuming a horseshoe geometry,
that finally undergoes a merging of the two tips to pro-
duce again a ring; similar happens when multiple UR̃
domains grow and merge as in Figs. 16 (a warped defect)
and 18(c) (a 2D pinning landscape where four unstable
domains have merged to enclose an ‘island’).

These merger points are once more amenable to an
analytic study using a proper expansion of epin(R̃; R̄)

in R̃ around the merger point R̃s, the latter again de-
fined by the local differential properties of the determi-
nant det{Hess[epin(R̃; R̄)|R̄]}, this time not a minimum
but a saddle. Rather than elliptic as at onset, at merger
points the geometry is hyperbolic, with the sign change
associated with increasing κs ≡ κ(R̃s) across unity pro-
ducing a reconnection of the jump- and landing lines JR̃
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and LR̃.

While the expansions of epin(R̃; R̄) are describing the
local pinning landscape near onset and merging (and thus
produce generic results), the study of the combined set of
onset- and merger-points describe the global topological
properties of UR̃ as discussed in Sec. VI: every new (non-
degenerate) onset increases the number of components C
in UR̃, while every merger either decreases C or increases
H, the number of ‘holes’ or ‘islands’ (or nontrivial loops
in a non-simply connected region) in the pinning land-
scape. It is the ‘last’ merging producing a non-simply
connected domain that properly defines a new pinned
state; in our examples these are the closing of the two
deformed ellipses in the uniaxial defect with quadrupo-
lar deformation and the closing of the horseshoe in the
defect with a dipolar deformation. Formally, the rela-
tion between the local differential properties of the cur-
vature function ΛC̄(R̃) = C̄ + λ−(R̃) [with λ−(R̃) the

lower eigenvalue of the Hessian of ep(R̃)], its minima,
saddles, and maxima, are related to the global topologi-
cal properties of UR̃ as described by its Euler characteris-
tic χ = C−H through Morse theory, see Eq. (144). Such
topological structures have recently attracted quite some
interest, e.g., in the context of Fermi surface topologies
and topological Lifshitz transitions31,32.

The physics around the onset points as expressed
through an expansion of epin(R̃; R̄) resembles a Landau

theory with R̃ playing the role of an order parameter and
R̄ the dual variable corresponding to a driving field—
here, R̄ drives the vortex lattice across the defect and
R̃ describes the deformation of the pinned vortex. The
endpoints of the crescent BR̄ correspond to critical end
points as they appear in the Landau theory of a first-
order transition line, e.g., the Ising model in an external
field or the van der Waals gas. The boundary lines of BR̄
correspond to spinodal lines where phases become un-
stable, e.g., the termination of overheated/undercooled
phases in the van der Waals gas. The existence of criti-
cal end points tells that ‘phases’, here in the form of dif-
ferent pinning branches, are smoothly connected when
going around the critical point, similar as in the gas–
liquid transition of the van der Waals gas. As the ‘last’
critical point vanishes in a merger, a well defined new
phase, here a new pinned branch, appears.

Perspectives for future theoretical work include the
study of correlations between anisotropic defects (see Ref.
17 addressing isotropic defects) or the inclusion of ther-
mal fluctuations, i.e., creep (see Refs. 13 and 21). Fur-
thermore, our discussion of the extended pinscape in Sec.
VI has been limited to a two-dimensional pinning poten-
tial. In reality, defects are distributed in all three di-
mensions that considerable complicates the correspond-
ing analysis of a full three-dimensional disordered pinning
potential, with the prospect of interesting new results.

On the experimental side, there are several possible
applications for our study of anisotropic defects. For a
generic anisotropic defect, the inversion symmetry may
be broken. In this case, the pinning force along opposite

directions is different in magnitude, as different jumps
are associated to the boundaries of the bistable region
BR̄ away from onset, i.e., at sufficiently large values of
κm. Reversing the current, the different critical forces
then result in a ratchet effect33,34. This leads to a rec-
tification of an ac current and hence a superconducting
diode effect. While for randomly oriented defects the pin-
ning force is averaged and the symmetry is statistically
restored, for specially oriented defects, the diode effect
will survive. Indeed, introducing nanoholes into the ma-
terial, vortex pinning was enhanced23,35 and a diode ef-
fect has been observed recently36. Generalizing strong
pinning theory to this type of defects then may help in
the design of superconducting metamaterials with inter-
esting functionalities. Furthermore, vortex imaging has
always provided fascinating insights into vortex physics.
Recently, the SQUID-on-tip technique has been success-
ful in mapping out a 2D pinning landscape in a film37

(including the observation of vortex jumps) that has in-
spired a new characterization of the pinscape through its
Hessian analysis26; the adaptation of this current-driven
purely 2D setup to the 3D situation described in the
present paper is an interesting challenge.

Finally, we recap the main benefits of this work in a
nutshell: For one, we have established a detailed con-
nection of the strong pinning transition with a the con-
cept of first-order phase transitions in thermodynamics,
with the main practical result that the scaling of the
pinning force density Fpin ∝ (κm − 1)µ comes with an
exponent µ = 5/2 when working with generic defects
of arbitrary shapes. Second, we have found a mecha-
nism, the breaking of a defect’s inversion symmetry, that
produces rachets and a diode effect in superconducting
material. Third, we have uncovered the geometric struc-
ture and its topological features that is underlying strong
pinning theory, including a proper understanding of the
appearance of distinguished pinned states. While un-
derstanding these geometric structures seems to be of
rather fundamental/scholarly interest at present, future
work may establish further practical consequences that
can be used in the development of superconducting ma-
terials with specific functional properties.
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Appendix A: Effective 1D Landau theory

The Landau-type pinning energies (18) and (117) for
the vector order parameter (ũ, ṽ) involves a soft variable
ũ with a vanishing quadratic term ∝ (1−κm) ũ2, as well
as a stiff one, ṽ, characterized by a finite elasticity. By
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eliminating the stiff direction ṽ, we can arrive at a 1D
Landau expansion for the order parameter ũ that pro-
vides us with the desired results for the unstable and
bistable domains UR̃ and BR̄ near onset and merging in
a very efficient manner.

1. Close to onset

We start with the two-dimensional Landau-type energy
functional (58)

epin(R̃; R̄) =
C̄ (1− κm)

2
ũ2 +

C̄ + λ+

2
ṽ2 +

a

2
ũṽ2

+
α

4
ũ2ṽ2 +

β

6
ũ3ṽ +

γ

24
ũ4 − C̄ ūũ− C̄ v̄ṽ (A1)

written in terms of the tip coordinates ũ, ṽ measured rel-
ative to R̃m, the position of the minimal determinant
D(R̃) at strong pinning onset, and with ũ and ṽ aligned
with the stable and unstable directions, respectively. The
expansion (A1) is anisotropic: the quadratic (elastic) co-
efficient along the unstable ũ-direction vanishes at the
onset of strong pinning, while the one along the stable
ṽ-direction stays positive and large, allowing us to ‘inte-
grate out’ the latter. The asymptotic coordinates ū, v̄
assume the role of the driving (conjugate) fields for the
tip positions (or order parameters) ũ, ṽ; the latter then

are determined by the force equations ∂R̃epin(R̃; R̄) = 0,

C̄ū = C̄(1− κ)ũ+
a

2
ṽ2 +

γ

6
ũ3 +

β

2
ũ2ṽ +

α

2
ũṽ2, (A2)

C̄v̄ = (C̄ + λ+)ṽ + a ũṽ +
β

6
ũ3 +

α

2
ũ2ṽ, (A3)

see Eq. (69), with δR̄ = (ū, v̄) measured relative to R̄m.
Inspection of Eqs. (A2) and (A3) shows that near the
strong pinning onset, the Ansatz ũ, ṽ, v̄ ∝ √κm − 1 and
ū ∝ (κm− 1) produces a consistent solution. Solving the
second equation (A3) for the stiff degree of freedom ṽ,
we then find that

ṽ ≈ C̄v̄

C̄ + λ++ aũ
≈ v̄

1+λ+/C̄

(
1− a/C̄

1+λ+/C̄
ũ
)

(A4)

which is precise to order (κm − 1). Inserting ṽ back into
the force-balance equation (A2) for the unstable compo-
nent ũ, we find a cubic equation for ũ (precise to order
(κm−1)3/2) that is driven by a combination of ū and v̄2,

C̄ū− (a/2) v̄2

(1 + λ+/C̄)2
≈
[
C̄(1− κm) +

(δ/2) v̄2

(1 + λ+/C̄)2

]
ũ

+
(β/2) v̄

(1 + λ+/C̄)
ũ2 +

γ

6
ũ3. (A5)

Upon integration, we finally arrive at the effective one-
dimensional Landau expansion for the 1D order parame-
ter ũ that is precise to order (κm−1)2 (up to an irrelevant
shift ∝ v̄2),

eeff
pin(ũ; ū, v̄) =

r(v̄)

2
ũ2 +

w(v̄)

6
ũ3 +

γ

24
ũ4−h(ū, v̄)ũ, (A6)

with the coefficients r, w, and h defined as

r(v̄) =

[
C̄(1− κm) +

δ

2

v̄2

(1 + λ+/C̄)2

]
,

w(v̄) = β
v̄

(1 + λ+/C̄)
,

h(ū, v̄) = C̄ū− a

2

v̄2

(1 + λ+/C̄)2
.

(A7)

The Landau-type energy function (A6) belongs to the van
der Waals (gas-liquid) universality class; its first-order
transition line maps to the branch crossing line in the
strong pinning problem, its spinodals correspond to the
arcs of the crescent defining the bistable region BR̄, and
its critical points map to the two cusps of BR̄, i.e., in the
strong pinning problem, the spinodals end in two critical
points. The cubic term wũ3/6 is determined by the skew
parameter β; in the absence of such a skew, i.e., for a
±ṽ-symmetric unstable ellipse UR̃, we have β = 0 and
our problem assumes an Ising-type Z2 symmetry.

Let us begin with the determination of the critical co-
efficients rc, wc, and hc. These are found by setting the
first three derivatives of eeff

pin(ũ) to zero [two spinodals

(implying ∂ũe
eff
pin = 0 and ∂2

ũe
eff
pin = 0) coalescing into a

single point (→ ∂3
ũe

eff
pin = 0)]. Setting the cubic derivative

to zero, we find the order parameter

ũc = −wc/γ ≈ −(β/γ)ṽc, (A8)

where we have used Eq. (A7) and the transformation
v̄ ↔ ṽ in (A4) to leading order.

The vanishing of the second derivative relates the crit-
ical coefficients rc and wc,

rc = w2
c/2γ, (A9)

(where we have made use of ũc). Inserting the dependen-
cies r(v̄) and w(v̄), see Eq. (A7), we find that

v̄2
c

(1 + λ+/C̄)2
=
γC̄(κm − 1)

2 detMjp
, (A10)

with detMjp = (γδ − β2)/4. Using again Eq. (A4) to
leading order, we find that

ṽc ≈
√

2γC̄(κm − 1)

γδ − β2
, (A11)

cf. Eq. (57). The critical endpoints of the 1D Landau
theory then correspond to the touching points (67) of
the unstable domain UR̃

δR̃c,± = ± (−β/γ, 1) ṽc, (A12)

found before, see Eq. (67) with (57).
Finally, the vanishing of the first derivative defines the

critical drive

hc = [rũ+ wũ2/2 + γũ3/6]c = − w
3
c

6γ2
. (A13)
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Making use of the coefficients (A7), this translates to the
critical drive ūc

ūc = (a/2C̄)ṽ2
c −

w3
c

6C̄γ2
(A14)

and its combination with the result for v̄c tells us that
the critical drives match up, to leading order, with the
cusps (73) of the bistable domain at R̄c,±,

δR̄c,± = (ūc,±v̄c) (A15)

≈
[(
a/2C̄

)
ṽ2
c , ±(1 + λ+/C̄)ṽc

]
.

Next, we find the entire boundary of the unstable re-
gion UR̃ that is defined as the points where local minima

and maxima of eeff
pin coalesce, i.e., where ∂2

ue
eff
pin = 0,

r + wũjp +
γ

2
ũ2

jp = 0. (A16)

Making use of the Landau coefficients (A7) as well as the
relation between ṽ and v̄ in (A4), we recover the equation

(53) for the ellipse (we drop corrections ∝ (κm − 1)
3/2

)

γũ2
jp + 2βũjpṽjp + δṽ2

jp ≈ 2C̄(κm − 1). (A17)

In order to find the shape of the bistable region BR̄,
we exploit the fact that for fixed drives ū and v̄, the
bistable and the unstable vortex tip configurations are
local extrema of eeff

pin, implying that ∂ũe
eff
pin = 0 and hence

rũ+
w

2
ũ2 +

γ

6
ũ3 = h, (A18)

what corresponds to the force-balance equation (A5) ex-
pressed in terms of the coefficients (A7). The cubic equa-
tion (A18) with its left side ∝ (κm − 1)3/2 depends on ū
through the drive h. According to (A7), the two terms in
the drive are of order (κm − 1) and hence have to cancel
one another to lowest order. As a result, we find that the
bistable domain is centered around the parabola

ū =
a

2C̄

v̄2

(1 + λ+/C̄)2
, (A19)

that matches up with Eq. (70) found in Sec. III. Finding
the precise form of the bistable region BR̄, we have to
solve Eq. (A18) to cubic order in

√
κm − 1 with the help

of an expansion around the center parabola (A19), what
amounts to repeating the analysis leading to the results
(71) and (72) in Sec. III C.

Finally, we find the landing line LR̃ defined as the sec-
ond bistable tip position at fixed ū and v̄. We make
use of the cubic equation (A18) and represent it in the
factorized form (with the inflection point at ũjp having
multiplicity two)

(ũ− ũjp)2(ũ− ũlp) = 0, (A20)

and ũlp the landing position of the tip introduced in
Sec. III B 2. A somewhat tedious but straightforward cal-
culation shows that the stable solution ũlp satisfies the

quadratic equation

r − 3

8

w2

γ
+
w

4
ũlp +

γ

8
ũ2

lp = 0 (A21)

and thus arranges along the ellipse

γ

8
ũ2

lp +
β

4
ũlpṽlp +

(
δ

2
− 3

8

β2

γ

)
ṽ2

lp = C̄(κm − 1) (A22)

when expressed in the original two-dimensional tip space;
this coincides with the original result (63).

In a last step, we may go over to an Ising-type Lan-
dau expansion by measuring the order parameter ū with
reference to the skewed line

ũm(v̄) =

(
−β
γ

)
v̄

(1 + λ+/C̄)
, (A23)

i.e.,

ũ′ = ũ− ũm(v̄). (A24)

The 1D effective Landau expansion now reads, with pre-
cision to order (κm − 1)2,

eeff
pin(ũ′; ū, v̄) =

r′

2
ũ′2 +

γ

24
ũ′4 − h′ũ′, (A25)

with the new coefficients

r′ = r − w2

2γ
, h′ = h− w3

3γ2
+
rw

γ
. (A26)

The condition h′ = 0 now defines the equilibrium state
of the thermodynamic problem that translates into the
branch crossing line where the bistable vortex tip posi-
tions have equal energy. Using the definitions (A7) and
(A26) for h and h′, we find that the branch crossing line
ū0(v̄0) in the original two-dimensional asymptotic space
reads

ū0 =
a

2C̄

v̄2
0

(1 + λ+/C̄)2
− β

γ

[
(κm − 1)

v̄0

1 + λ+/C̄

+

(
δ

2
− β2

3γ

)
1

C̄

v̄3
0

(1 + λ+/C̄)3

]
, (A27)

extending the result (77) from Sec. III to finite values of

β with an additional term ∝ (κm − 1)
3/2

.

2. Close to merging

Let us study the strong pinning problem close to merg-
ing, as described by the two-dimensional Landau-type
energy functional (117),

epin(R̃; R̄) =
C̄(1− κs)

2
ũ2 +

C̄ + λ+,s

2
ṽ2 +

as
2
ũṽ2

+
αs
4
ũ2ṽ2 +

βs
6
ũ3ṽ +

γs
24
ũ4 − C̄ūũ− C̄v̄ṽ. (A28)
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As found before for strong pinning close to onset, the
energy functional (A28) is anisotropic with respect to
vortex displacements in the stable and unstable direction.
Following the strategy of Sec. A 1, we can use the force-
balance equation (137) to relate the tip position along
the v-axis to v̄ and ũ,

ṽ ≈ v̄

1 + λ+,s/C̄

(
1− as/C̄

1 + λ+,s/C̄
ũ

)
. (A29)

Inserting (A29) into the force-balance equation for the
unstable component ũ and integrating, we find that the
resulting effective 1D Landau theory is identical in form
to the one close to onset,

eeff
pin(ũ; ū, v̄) =

rs
2
ũ2 +

ws
6
ũ3 +

γs
24
ũ4 − hsũ, (A30)

with a proper replacement of all coefficients involving the
parameters appropriate at merging,

rs =

[
C̄(1− κs)−

|δs|
2

v̄2

(1 + λ+,s/C̄)2

]
,

ws = βs
v̄

(1 + λ+,s/C̄)
,

hs = C̄ū− as
2

v̄2

(1 + λ+,s/C̄)2
.

(A31)

The difference to (A7) is the sign change in the term
∝ |δs|v̄2. This implies a modification of the main equa-
tion determining the shape of UR̃ (from which BR̄ fol-
lows via the force balance equation (38)), with the elliptic
equation (A17) transforming to the hyperbolic expression

γsũ
2
jp + 2βsũjpṽjp − |δs|ṽ2

jp ≈ 2C̄(κs − 1). (A32)

The results for the jumping and landing hyperbolas in R̃-
space and for the edges of the bistable domain in R̄-space
before and after merging can be derived by following the
strategy of Sec. A 1 above and agree with the correspond-
ing results from Sec. V A.

We close with a final remark on the disappearance
of critical points after merging. The critical points are
found in the standard manner by setting the first three
derivatives of eeff

pin(ũ; ū, v̄) to zero. This works fine before
merging when 1 − κs > 0 and we find that criticality
is realized for tip and asymptotic positions as given by
Eqs. (125) and (138) in Sec. V A. However, after merg-
ing, the cubic derivative ∂3

ũe
eff
pin never vanishes, signalling

the absence of a critical point, in agreement with the dis-
cussion in Secs. V C and V B 2. The merger thus leads
to the disappearance of the two critical (end-)points in
asymptotic space, with the attached first-order lines (the
branch crossing line) joining up into a single line that is
framed by two separated spinodals. We are not aware of
such a disappearance of critical points in a merging pro-
cess within the standard discussion of thermodynamic
phase transitions.
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