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Existence ofthe A brikosov vortex state in tw o-dim ensionaltype-II superconductors

w ithout pinning.

A. V. Nikulov

Institute ofM icroelectronics Technology and High Purity M aterials,Russian Academ y ofSciences,142432 Chernogolovka,

M oscow District,RUSSIA

A nonperturbativeuctuation theory ofthem ixed stateoftwo-dim ensionaltype-IIsuperconductor

with �nitesizein thelowestLandau levelapproxim ation isproposed.Thetherm odynam icaverages

ofthespatialaverageorderparam eterand oftheAbrikosov param eter�a arecalculated.Itisshown
that the therm odynam ic uctuationselim inate the Abrikosov vortex state in a wide region ofthe

m ixed state oftwo-dim ensionaltype-IIsuperconductorwith realsize.

PACS num bers:74.60.G e

Fluctuating behavior near second critical�eld, H c2,

in type-II superconductors has recently been under in-

tense experim ental [1{5] and theoretical [6{18] study,

particularly in connection with high tem perature su-

perconductors(HTSC).Investigation ofthe uctuations

changes step by step our habitualnotion about nature

ofthe m ixed state. Concepts "vortex lattice m elting"

and "vortex liquid" [6,7]have becom e very popular on

�rststageofa storm y investigation ofuctuation e�ects

in HTSC.The vortex lattice m elting transition isdeter-

m ined experim entally by a change of resistive proper-

ties in a perpendicular m agnetic �eld [1,3]. This tran-

sition was observed in bulk conventionalsuperconduc-

torsbefore the HTSC discovery [19]. Itwasinterpreted

in [19]as a transition from the Abrikosov state into a

one-dim ensionalstate. But the vortex liquid as wellas

the one-dim ensionalstate isnota new genuine therm o-

dynam ic state which is qualitatively di�erent from the

norm alstate [6]. Therefore the interpretations by [1,3]

and by [19]are justthe sam e. The vortex lattice m elt-

ing is the transition from the Abrikosov state into the

norm alstate with superconducting uctuations (which

was called as the one-dim ensionalstate in [19,18]. The

experim entalinvestigationsshow thatthistransition oc-

cursbelow H c2 in allcase[20,21,1{3].Thesecond critical

�eld lineH c2(T)only m arksa crossoverfrom thenorm al

m etaltoastrongly uctuating superconductingstate[6].

Ithink thatthewidespread term "vortexlatticem elting"

isnotenough right.ThereforeIwillusethe term "tran-

sition from theAbrikosov stateinto thenorm alstate" in

exchangeforit.

Thestarting pointofvortex latticem elting theoriesis

assum ption oftheexistenceoftheAbrikosov stateatlow

tem peratures. Thisassum ption basesoneselfon experi-

m entalevidence only. Butrealsam pleswith �nite sizes

are investigated experim entally whereas the therm ody-

nam ic lim itisused and a inuence ofdisorder(pinning

centers) is not considered in the theory. Therefore the

experim entalevidence m ay be notenough. The pertur-

bation uctuation theory [22,14]shows no sign of the

Abrikosov state. M oreover,according to [16]the uctu-

ation elim inatesthe Abrikosov state in superconductors

with in�nite sizes.The reduction ofe�ective dim ension-

ality ofthe uctuation in a m agnetic �eld [23]and the

destruction ofo�-diagonallong range order by therm al

uctuations in the m ixed state [24,9,11,17]cause doubt

ofthe existenceofthe Abrikosov statein the therm ody-

nam ic lim it also. According to results of[24]the uc-

tuation can not be considered as a perturbation in the

m ixed stateoftype-IIsuperconductorwith in�nitesizes.

Thereforea nonperturbativeuctuation theory ofsuper-

conductorswith �nite sizesisrequired.

This theory for a m ost easy case is presented in this

work.A two-dim ensionalsuperconductorin aperpendic-

ularm agnetic �eld nearH c2 is considered. In this case

thelowestLandau level(LLL)approxim ationisvalid and

the system iszero-dim ensional[15].Thereforethe exact

therm odynam ic averages can be calculated easily. The

theory is based on a new expression ofthe free energy

obtained from theG insburg-Landau (G L)one,FG L.The

results obtained in this work are m ost close to one ob-

tained in [9].In com parison with [9]a m oreeasy m ethod

ofcalculation issuggested hereand theconceptofatran-

sition into theAbrikosov stateoftwo-dim ensionalsuper-

conductorswith �nite sizesisproposed.

W e willproceed from the accurate expression for the

freeenergy

F = � kB T ln
X

exp(�
FG L

kB T
) (1)

Stronglytype-IIsuperconductorsnearH c2 willbeconsid-

ered there. In thiscase one can neglectthe uctuations

in the m agnetic �eld. The problem ofuctuations can

beinvestigated within afram ework oftheG L freeenergy

functional,with theorderparam etercon�ned tothelow-

estLandau level(LLL)forCooperpairs.In thisapproxi-

m ation theG L freeenergyfunctionalfortwo-dim ensional

superconductorm ay be writeas(see [15])

FG L

kB T
= V ("j	j2 + 0:5�aj	j

2
2

) (2)

" = G i�1=2 (ht)�1=2 (h � hc2),G i= [2kB T=H
2

c(0)d�
2(0)]

istheG insburg num berin zero m agnetic�eld;t= T=Tc;

h = H =H c2(0);H c2(0) = � Tc(dH c2=dT)T = Tc;H c(0) =

� Tc(dH c=dT); H c is the therm odynam ic critical�eld;
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�(0)isthecoherencelength atT = 0.d isthe�lm thick-

ness;V isthe�lm area;j	j2 = (
R

V
d2rj	j2)=V isthespa-

tialaverageorderparam eter;�a = j	j4=j	j2
2

isthegen-

eralized Abrikosov param eter; j	j4 = (
R

V
d2rj	j4)=V .

W e use a dim ensionless unit system in which lx = 1;

ly=2 = 1;lxly=2 = �0=H = 1;	 = (d�lxly=2kB T)
1=4 .

In this unit system the �lm area V is equalthe degen-

eracy num beroftheLLL.lx;ly aretheparam eterofthe

triangularAbrikosov latticecorrespondingto a m agnetic

�eld value H;� 0 isthe ux quantum ; isorderparam -

eterin theconventionalunits.To obtain (2)weused the

well-known relation:� = � e�hHc2=m c;�
2=2� = H 2

c=8�.

� and � are the conventionalcoe�cientsofG L free en-

ergy [25].

In theLLL approxim ation thesum in (1)istobetaken

overthesubspacespanned by theLLL.To substitutethe

sum in (1)on two integral

F = � kB T ln[

Z
1

0

dj	j2

Z
1

�A

d�aN (j	j2;�a)exp(�
FG L

kB T)
]

(1a)

N (j	j2;�a)dj	j
2d�a isa subspacevolum ewith thegiven

values ofj	j2 and �a. �A is the m inim um value of�a

in the subspace spanned by LLL.It was shown in [26]

that�A correspond to thetriangularlatticeand isequal

approxim ately 1.159595.

To expand the orderparam eteron the Landau eigen-

functions 	(r) = V �1=2
P

�
	 �’�(r). Then j	j2 =

V �1
P

�
j	 �j

2 = V �1
P

�
[(Re	 �)

2 + (Im 	 �)
2]. A

eigenfunction num ber is equalthe degeneracy num ber

of the LLL, which is equal in our unit system V.

Consequently the given values of j	j2 lie on a 2V-

dim ensional sphere with radius j	j2
0:5

: (j	j2
0:5

)2 =
P

�
[(Re	 �=V

0:5)2 + (Im 	 �=V
0:5)2]. The area of this

sphere is equal2�V V !(j	j2
0:5

)2V �1 . It is obvious that

�a value does not depend on the j	j2 value. Therefore

N (j	j2;�a) is proportionalto j	j2
V �0:5

n(�a). n(�a) is

a fraction ofthe 2V-dim ensionalsphere with the given

value of�a. M ultipliersindependentofj	j2 and �a are

om itted.

To writethegeneralized Abrikosov param eterthrough

eigenvalues 	 �,

�a = (
P

�i
V�1;�2;�3;�4	

�

�1
	 �

�2
	 �3	 �4)=(

P

�
j	 �j

2)2.

V�1;�2;�3;�4 = V �1
R

V
d2r’�

�1
’�
�2
’�3’�4. W e shalluse

the Eilenberger basis function [27]. In this basis each

’� function describes the triangular Abrikosov lattice

and � = (�x;�y) is their relative displacem ent. �x =

(l2x=Ly)n; �y = (l2y=Lx)m . n; m are integer num bers;

Lx;Ly are �lm sizes. L xLy = V . V�1;�2;�3;�4 wascalcu-

lated in [28].

Let 	 �= 0 = 	 0 = 1. Following [24]Iintroduce new

variablesu+ (�)and u� (�)

	 � = (jV0;0;�;�� j=2V0;0;�;�� )
1=2

[u+ (�)+ u� (�)]

	 �� = (jV0;0;�;�� j=2V0;0;�;�� )
1=2

[u
�

+
(�)� u

�

�
(�)]

Then the generalized Abrikosov param eter m ay be

writeas

�a = �A +

P

�6= 0
(�+ ju+ j

2 + �� ju� j
2)+ U � B

[1+ 0:5
P

�6= 0
(ju+ j

2 + ju� j
2)]2

(3a)

�+ = 2V0;�;0;� + jV0;0;�;�� j� �A

�� = 2V0;�;0;� � jV0;0;�;�� j� �A

U =
X

�i6= 0

V�1;�2;�3;�4	
�

�1
	
�

�2
	 �3	 �4

B = �A (
X

�6= 0

j	 �j
2
)
2

Thesum by all� 6= 0.

At B � 1, �a ’ �A +
P

�6= 0
(�+ ju+ j

2 + �� ju� j
2).

Consequently at �a � �A � 1 the given value �a lie

in a 2V-dim ensionalcircle. A "length" ofthis circle is

proportionalto [(�a � �A )
0:5]2V �2 . Therefore n(�a) is

proportionalto (�a � �A )
V �1 at �a � �A � 1. At a

larger �a � �A value n(�a) increases m ore slowly with

the�a � �A increasing.In thiscaseonem ay introducea

new function and writen(�a)= [f(�a� �A )]
V �1 .Taking

into accountthatV � 1 wem ay overwrite(1a)as

F = � kB T ln[

Z
1

0

dj	j2

Z
1

�A

d�a exp(�
V FN ew

kB T
)] (1b)

where FN ew is the new free energy expression in which

the entropy term connected with j	j2 and �a values is

takeinto account

FN ew

kB T
= "j	j2+ 0:5�aj	j

2
2

� lnj	j2� ln[f(�a� �A )] (4)

BecauseV � 1theexacttherm odynam icaveragesofthe

j	j2 and �a values,< j	j2 > and < �a > ,areclosetoval-

uescorresponded to the FN ew m inim um . Consequently

thesevaluesarespeci�ed by relations

< j	j2 > = [(
"

2 < �a >
)
2
+

1

< �a >
]
1=2

�
"

2< �a >
(5a)

f0(< �a > � �A )

f(< �a > � �A )
= 0:5< j	j2 >

2
(5b)

2



The (5a)relation coincidewith oneobtained in [16]and

is close to the entropy dependence obtained by O ’Neill

and M oore [9]. This relation is close to the Abrikosov

solution,< j	j2 > = � "= < �a > ,at� "� 1 (below the

H c2 criticalregion) and to the result ofthe uctuation

theory in the linear approxim ation,< j	j2 > = 1=",at

"� 1 (abovethe H c2 criticalregion).

The f(�a � �A ) function is not evaluated com pletely

in thiswork.Thereforewecalculatethetherm odynam ic

averagesof�a below thecriticalregion only.At� "� 1,

< �a > � �A � 1. Consequently f(< �a > � �A ) ’ <

�a > � �A and according to (5b)

< �a > � �A = 2< j	j2 >
�2
’ 2(

�A

"
)
2
=

2�
2

A G iht(hc2 � h)
�2

(6)

The G insburg num ber values of conventional two-

dim ensionaltype-II superconductors lie in the interval

3 � 10�6 < G i < 3 � 10�3 . Therefore in the cen-

ter of the m ixed state region, at t = 0.5, h = 0.25,

10�5 < (< �a > � �A )< 10�2 .

According (1b) there is not therm odynam ic singu-

larity in two-dim ensionaltype-II superconductor which

m ay be connected with a phase transition from nor-

m alstate into Abrikosov vortex state. Therefore one

should think thatthistransition occurswithouttherm o-

dynam ic singularity. I propose there a concept ofthis

transition based on thedi�erencebetween theAbrikosov

state and the norm alstate with superconducting uc-

tuation in the Eilenberger function basis [27]. It is

obvious that above the H c2 criticalregion alltherm o-

dynam ic average ofthe Eilenberger eigenvalue squares,

< j	 �j
2 > , are equaland < j	(r)j2 > is constant in

space. Consequently, in the norm alstate with super-

conducting uctuation (in the vortex liquid phase [6])

< j	j2 > = V �1
P

�
< j	 �j

2 > = < j	 �= 0j
2 > whereasin

the Abrikosov state < j	j2 > = V �1 < j	 �= 0j
2 > in the

m ean �eld approxim ation. Therefore one should think

thatthe transition into the Abrikosov vortex state take

placewhen a oneEilenbergereigenvalue,	 0 ,bringsthe

m ain contribution to theorderparam eter:< j 0j
2 > = <

j	 0j
2 > =V < j	j2 > = (1 +

P

�6= 0
< j �j

2 > )�1 =

(1+ 0:5
P

�6= 0
< ju+ j

2 > + < ju� j
2 > )�1 ’ 1. W here

< j �j
2 > = < j	 �j

2 > =< j	 0j
2 > .

The < j 0j
2 > value is connected with < �a > � �A

value.W eshallconsidertheregion below theH c2 critical

region where < �a > � �A � 1. Following to [24]one

m ay show that�+ ’ 2�A and �� ’ 3:1j�j4 atj�j� 1.

Consequently, according (3a),
P

�6= 0
ju+ j

2 � 1 and it

m ay be that ju� j
2 � 1 at �a � �A � 1. Therefore

we willconsider states with u+ = 0 only. In this case

j 0j
2 = (1+ 0:5

P

�6= 0
ju� j

2)�1 and

�a � �A =

P

�6= 0
�� ju� j

2 + U � B

(1+ 0:5
P

�6= 0
ju� j

2)2
(3b)

U = 0:25
P

�i6= 0
V�1;�2;�3;�4 exp[0:5i(’�1 + ’�2 � ’�3 �

’�4)]u
�

�
(�1)u

�

�
(�2)u� (�3)u� (�4);

B = �A (0:5
P

�6= 0
ju� j

2)2. W here exp(� i’�) =

jV0;0;�;�� j=V0;0;�;�� .

At 0:5
P

�6= 0
ju� j

2 � 1 we have the Abrikosov state

with uctuation and at 0:5
P

�6= 0
ju� j

2 � 1 we have

the norm alstate with superconducting uctuations.All

states corresponding to very sm all �a � �A value lie

near the Abrikosov state (0:5
P

�6= 0
ju� j

2 � 1). At

larger�a � �A valuestatesexistwhich arerem oved from

the Abrikosov state (states with 0:5
P

�6= 0
ju� j

2 � 1).

The criticalvalue,(�a � �A )c,existsbelow which states

with 0:5
P

�6= 0
ju� j

2 � 1 appear. I suppose that tran-

sition into Abrikosov state occurswhen < �a > � �A =

(�a � �A )c.

The (�a � �A )c value is notcalculated in this paper.

Iwillshow only thatin two-dim ensionalsuperconductor

states with 0:5
P

�6= 0
ju� j

2 � 1 exist at sm all�a � �A

value.

W e willconsider the states with u� (�x = 0;�y) =

u=(�yLx)= u=m atj�yj� l� 0:1,m isodd num berand

u� (�x;�y)= 0 atallother�x;�y values.In thiscase

�a � �A = (
0:52l3u2 + (0:87=l� 2:8l)u4

(1+ 1:23u2)2
)
1

Lx

(3c)

At0:5
P

�6= 0
ju� j

2 = 1:23u2 � 1,�a � �A ’ (0:58=l�

1:86l)=Lx. The relation (3c)isvalid atl� 0:1 only. At

l= 0.1,�a � �A = 5:6=Lx. Consequently (�a � �A )c �

5:6=Lx.

Thustheobtained resultsshow thattheAbrikosovvor-

tex statecan notexistin two-dim ensionaltype-IIsuper-

conductorswith in�nitesizes(atL x = 1 ;(�a � �A )c = 0

and consequently < �a > � �A > (�a � �A )c always).

Thesam eresultwasobtained in [9,16].

In "dirty" (G i’ 3 10�3 ) thin �lm s with usualsizes

(Lx = Lx=lx = 103 � 105)the transition into Abrikosov

state takes place m uch below H c2 (for exam ple at t =

0.5 and G i = 3 � 10�3 ,< �a > � �A < (�a � �A )c �

5:6=Lx = 5� 10�3 � 5� 10�5 below h = 0:25’ 0:5hc2 only,

see above). Itm ustbe em phasize thatthese conclusion

are valid forsam pleswithoutpinning centersonly. Any

pinning of the ux lines by disorder, ets., willinhibit

and slow theuctuationsand willstabilizetheAbrikosov

state[9].

According to the concept described above, the

Abrikosov state and the norm al state with supercon-

ducting uctuation havedi�erentdistributionsoftheor-

derparam eterin the space.Thereforea transition from

the Abrikosov state into the norm alstate (vortex lat-

ticem elting)can be observed experim entally by pinning

3



appearance(by a changeofresistivepropertiesin a per-

pendicularm agnetic �eld). Itwasobserved in [1,5]that

thistransition occurs(pinning appears)m uch below H c2

in thin am orphous�lm swith a sm allam ountofpinning

centers.Itm ay beconsidered an experim entalcon�rm a-

tion ofthe resultobtained above.
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