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c2 and �
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Thefreeenergy isevaluated forauniaxialsuperconductorwith theanisotropy oftheuppercritical

�eld,H = H c2;ab=H c2;c,di�erentfrom the anisotropy ofthe penetration depth � = �c=�ab.W ith

increasing di�erence between H and �,the equilibrium orientation ofthe crystalrelative to the

applied �eld m ay shiftfrom � = �=2 (� istheanglebetween the�eld and thecaxis)to lowerangles

and reach � = 0 forlarge enough H .These e�ectsare expected to take place in M gB 2.

PACS num bers:74.60.Ec,74.20.-z,74.70.A d

Itisa com m on practiceto characterizeanisotropicsu-

perconductorsby a single anisotropy param eterde�ned

as  = �a=�c � �c=�a (�is the coherence length,�is

the penetration depth,and a;c are principaldirections

of a uniaxialcrystalof the interest here). The prac-

ticeem ergedaftertheanisotropicG inzburg-Landau(G L)

equationswere derived forarbitrary gap and Ferm isur-

faceanisotropiesby G or’kov and M elik-Barkhudarov [1].

Form ally,thiscam e outbecause in the G L dom ain,the

sam e\m asstensor" determ inestheanisotropy ofboth �

(ofthe uppercritical�eldsH c2)and of�.

At arbitrary tem peratures, however, the theoretical

approach for calculating H c2 (the position of the sec-

ond order phase transition in high �elds) has little in

com m on with evaluation of � (the weak-�eld relation

between the current and the vector potential),so that

the anisotropies ofthese quantities are not necessarily

the sam e. In fact,in m aterials with anisotropic Ferm i

surfaces and anisotropic gaps,not only the param eter

H = H c2;a=H c2;c m aystronglydepend on T,butthisra-

tio m ightdi�erconsiderably from � = �c=�a atlow T’s.

ForM gB2 H � 6 atlow tem peratures[2,3,4,5].There

is no consensus yet on the low-T �. Zehetm ayer�et al

usethe torquedata to �nd � � H ;however,theirpro-

cedure im plies this equality to begin with (as discussed

in detailbelow).M icroscopiccalculation forclean M gB2

yields � � 1:1 [6, 7]. W ith increasing T,H (T) de-

creases,the calculated �(T)increasestillthey m eetat

T = Tc:H (Tc)= �(Tc)� 2:6.

O neofthem ostsensitivem ethodsused to extractthe

anisotropy param eteristo m easure the torque acting

on a superconducting crystalin them ixed statesituated

in the applied �eld tilted relativeto the crystalaxes.In

interm ediate�eld dom ain,H c1 � H � H c2,thedem ag-

netization shapee�ectsareweak,and thetorquedensity

can be evaluated [8,9]:

�=
�0B (

2 � 1)sin2�

64�2�21=3"(�)
ln
�H c2;a

B "(�)
; (1)

where �is the angle between the induction B and the

crystalaxisc,

"(�)=

q

sin2 �+  2 cos2 �; (2)

�3 = �2ab�c,and �� 1. Thisform ula can be written as

� = M � H ;sincein this�eld dom ain them agnetization

M � H ,one can disregard the distinction between B

and H so long as the torque is concerned. It has been

assum ed in thederivation ofEq.(1)thattheanisotropies

ofH c2 and oftheLondon penetration depth arethesam e:

H = � = .

NotethatEq.(1)describesthesystem with thestable

equilibrium at�= �=2,i.e.,theuniaxialcrystalin theex-

ternal�eld positionsitselfsothatthe�eld isparalleltoab

(if> 1).Itisalso worth noting thatifoneappliesfor-

m allytheexpression(1)with H c2(�)= H c2;a="(�)having

the anisotropy di�erentfrom thatof�,one m ay obtain

qualitatively di�erentangularbehaviorof�(�).

Expression (1)forthe torque hasbeen derived within

the London approach by em ploying the cuto� at dis-

tances on the order of the coherence length � where

this approach fails;that is how the upper critical�eld

H c2 � �0=�
2 enters the London form ula. The form ula,

however,hasbeen con�rm ed experim entally with a good

accuracy asfarastheangulardependenciesofquantities

involved are concerned [10]. Uncertainties ofthe Lon-

don approach are incorporated in the param eter�� 1;

discussion ofthosecan be found,e.g.,in Ref.11.

Below, the free energy of the m ixed state and the

torque are derived forthe generalcase ofH 6= �.The

torque expression is shown to acquire new term s which

describe a m ore com plicated behavior as com pared to

that ofEq. (1). This im plies that the analysis ofthe

torque data m ightbe m isleading ifEq. (1)isem ployed

to m aterialslikeM gB2 [5,12,13].

Let us start with the London expression for the free

energy valid for interm ediate �elds H c1 � H � H c2

along z tilted with respectto the c crystalaxisoverthe

angle�toward the crystaldirection a [14]:

F =
B 2

8�
+

B 2m zz

8�� 2m a

X

G

1

m zzG
2
x + m cG

2
y

; (3)

here,m zz = m a sin
2
�+ m ccos

2 �,m c=m a = 2
�
,m 2

am c =

1 foruniaxialcrystals,and G form thereciprocalvortex

lattice.Thesum m ation isextended overallnonzero G .
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As usual we evaluate the sum here by replacing it

with an integral over the reciprocal plane:
P

G
!

(�0=4�
2B )

R
dG xdG y :

~F = F �
B 2

8�
=

�0B m zz

32�3�2m a

Z
dG xdG y

m zzG
2
x + m cG

2
y

=
�0B

p
m zz

32�3�2

Z
2�

0

d’

Z
dg

g
; (4)

where gx =
p
m zz G x ,gy =

p
m cG y ,and we use polar

coordinates:gx = gsin’;gy = gcos’.

To determ ine the lim itsofintegration overg,one can

recallthat in �elds B � H c2 the vortex lattice struc-

ture is �xed by the anisotropy param eter � [14]. In

tinterm ediate �elds,forallpossible equilibrium London

structures,the distance in the reciprocalspace g from

the origin to the nearestneighborsisgiven by [15]

g
2

0
= m zzG

2

x + m cG
2

y =
8�2B
p
3�0

p
m cm zz : (5)

Therefore,one can take g0 (m ultiplied by a num ber of

orderunity)asthe lowerlim itin the logarithm ically di-

vergentintegraloverg.

Theupperlim itin thisintegralisa�ected by theform

ofthe vortex core.To determ inethe coreshapewe note

them icroscopicevaluation ofH c2 (seeRef.7)showsthat

with a good accuracy the angulardependence ofH c2 is

given by the standard G L form atany T:

H c2 =
�0

2�� 2
p
�a sin�+ � ccos�

=
�0

2�� 2
p
�zz

: (6)

Thiscan be written as

H c2 =
�0

2��x�y
; �x = �

p
�a�zz ; �y =

�
p
�a

; (7)

where �x;y are sem iaxesofthe ellipticalcore. W e stress

that the \m asses" �ik are di�erent from m ik which

determ ine the anisotropy of �; in particular, � a =


�2=3

H
; �c = 

4=3

H
,whereas m a = 

�2=3

�
; m c = 

4=3

�
.

Equation (7)givesm axim um valuesofG x and G y:

G x;m =
2�

�
p
�a�zz

; G y;m =
2�
p
�a

�
: (8)

Thus,thedom ain ofintegration in theG planeisbound

by an ellipse

G 2

x

G 2
x;m

+
G 2

y

G 2
y;m

= 1: (9)

In otherwords,ata given ’,theupperlim itin theinte-

graloverg is

gm (’)=
2�
p
�am c

�
p
�2 cos2 ’ + sin2 ’

; �
2 =

m c�zz

m zz�c
; (10)

and weobtain:

~F =
�0B

p
m zz

32�3�2

Z
2�

0

d’ ln
gm (’)

g0

=
�0B

p
m zz

32�2�2

h

ln

p
3m c�a�0

2�2B
p
m zz

�
1

2�

Z
2�

0

d’ ln(�2 cos2 ’ + sin2 ’)

i

: (11)

Note that � = 1 for coinciding anisotropies of H c2

and �; the integralJ(�) over ’ then vanishes and we

havethestandard expression fortheenergy.To evaluate

J(�),we observe that the integralfor dJ=d�is a ratio-

nalfunction of cos2 ’ and therefore can be calculated

by going to the com plex planewith the help ofresidues:

dJ=d�= 4�=(�+ 1).Since J(1)= 0 weobtain:

J = 4�ln
1+ �

2
: (12)

Thus,wehave

~F =
�0B

p
m zz

32�2�2
ln

2
p
3m c�a�0

�2B
p
m zz (1+ �)2

: (13)

To write explicitly the angulardependence ofF ,itis

convenientto usethe angularfunctions

� �;H (�)= "�;H (�)=�;H (14)

where "�;H (�) is de�ned in Eq. (2) with corresponding

’s.In term softhesefunctions,�= � H =� � and

~F =
�0B � �

32�2�2
ab

ln
2
p
3�a�0� �

�2B (� � + � H )
2
: (15)

Thetorquedensity follows:

�= �
@ ~F

@�
= �

�0B

32�2�2
ab

h

� 0

� ln
2e
p
3�a�0� �

�2B (� � + � H )
2

� 2��
� 0

�
+ � 0

H

� � + � H

i

; (16)

where e = 2:718:::. The torque is zero at � = 0;�=2

because

� 0= �
(2 � 1)sin2�

22 �
: (17)

for both � � and � H . In the standard case of H =

� = , Eq. (16) reduces to the result (1) if we set

�= �
p
3=e � 2. W e then can rewrite the torque in the

form :

� =
�0B (

2

� � 1)sin2�

64�2�2
4=3

�
� �

h

ln

�
�H c2;c

B

4e2� �

(� � + � H )
2

�

�
2� �

� � + � H

�

1+
� 0

H

� 0

�

�i

: (18)
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FIG .1: The torque in units of �0B =32�
2
�
2

ab versus angle

0 < � < �=2 for� = 2:2,H = 3,and 4e2�H c2;c=B = 100.

Since� 0

�;H < 0,thesecond contribution to thetorque

(16) is negative whereas the �rst one is positive. The

positivetorqueim pliesthatthe system energy decreases

with increasing �,as in the case ofH = � for which

�= �=2 isthe stable equilibrium .

The com peting roles of this two contributions can

be dem onstrated by considering stability ofequilibrium

statesat�= 0 and �= �=2. To do thisone notesthat

�(0)= 1,�(�=2)= 1=,� 0(0)= � 0(�=2)= 0,and

�
00

(0)= �
2 � 1


; �

00

(�=2)=
2 � 1


(19)

(forboth � � and � H ).Then,oneobtains:

F
00

�
�

2

�

=
2
�
� 1

�
ln
4�e

p
3H c2;a�H

B (H + �)
2

� 2
H � � 1

�
;

F
00

(0) = �
2
�
� 1

�
ln
�
p
3H c2;c

B
+
2H � 1

H
; (20)

wheretheconstantpositiveprefactorisom itted sincewe

are interested only in the sign ofF
00

. Clearly,�= �=2

corresponds to the stable equilibrium for H = �. In

the generalcase,however,there is no such a clear-cut

result: for a �xed � and large enough H , � = �=2

m ay becom e unstable. E.g.,for � = 1 and H > 1,

F
00

(�=2)< 0 whereasF
00

(0)> 0.

Toillustratehow theangulardependenceofthetorque

varies with anisotropies ofH c2 and �,we evaluate nu-

m erically the torque density (18) for param eters in the

rangeofthoseforM gB2.Fig.1 shows�(�)for � = 2:2

and H = 3,thevaluesexpected fortem peraturessom e-

what below Tc. Q ualitatively,the dependence is stan-

dard;thetorqueispositivein thewholeangulardom ain,

i.e.,�= �=2 isthe stable equilibrium .

W ith decreasing T,H ofM gB2 increaseswhereas�
decreases.In Fig.2 thetorque(18)isplotted for� = 2,

H = 5(theuppercurve)and for� = 1:7,H = 5:3(the

lowercurve).Thesevaluescorrespond roughly to0.7and

0.6Tc according to Ref. 7. Clearly,�= �=2 as wellas

�= 0 are unstable;the stable equilibrium is shifted to

0 < �< �=2.Interestingly enough,Angstetal.observe

FIG .2:The sam e asin Fig.1. The uppercurve iscalculated

with Eq. (18) for � = 2 and H = 5; at the lower curve

� = 1:7 and H = 5:3.

FIG .3:The sam e asin Fig.1,but� = 1:1 and H = 6.

thata strong\peak-e�ect-like"irreversibility developsin

thetorquedataat� 77� atT = 15K and H = 7:5T [16].

In layered m aterialsthis e�ectis com m only interpreted

as m anifestation ofthe \intrinsic pinning" in the sm all

vicinity ofthe equilibrium orientation at�= �=2.From

thepointofview ofthisarticle,thepeak should m oveto

a position ofthe stableequilibrium ,i.e.,to lowerangles.

M oreover,the data show a negative torque above this

angle (77� < �< 90�) in agreem entwith Fig. 2. Still,

interpretation of these data within the London m odel

should notbe taken too seriously:the applied �eld H =

7:5T exceeds H c2;c(0) and in the �-dom ain where H <

H c2(�),the London m odelshould notbe trusted.

Finally,we plot in Fig. 3 the torque density for pa-

ram eters which correspond to low tem peratures,where

� � 1:1 and H � 6. The torque is negative for all

anglesim plying the stableequilibrium at�= 0.

Physically,thelargelow tem peratureanisotropyofH c2

in M gB2 iscaused by the large superconducting gap on

the nearly two-dim ensionalsheets ofthe Ferm isurface

ofthis m aterial[17,18,19]. W ith increasing T,ther-

m alm ixing with thestatesatthethree-dim ensionalpart

ofthe Ferm isurfacesuppressesthisanisotropy to about

H (Tc)� 2:6.Theanisotropy oftheLondon �(orofthe

superuid density)atT = 0 ofclean m aterialsdoesnot

depend on thegap atall(\G alilean invarianceofthesu-

perow")and thereforeisdeterm ined by thewholeFerm i

surface,i.e.,itisweak forM gB2 (see discussionsin Ref.

6,7). The calculation [6]shows that �(T = 0) � 1:1
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and growsto � 2.6 asT ! Tc.

Thus,di�erent gaps at di�erent Ferm isurface pieces

(orgenerally,anisotropicgapson anisotropicFerm isur-

face) m ay lead to profound m acroscopic consequences

such as those considered above. Certainly,the equilib-

rium m agnetization and theux latticestructureshould

be strongly a�ected by di�erencesin anisotropiesofthe

uppercritical�eld and oftheLondon penetration depth.

O ccurrence of a peak-e�ect near the �eld orientation

other than H k ab is an exam ple ofpeculiar dynam ic

phenom ena which callforfurtherstudy.
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