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W e show thatthe strain-induced attraction between Abrikosov vorticeshasa non-core contribu-

tion overlooked up untilnow.Thiscontribution isan exam pleoftheuniversalm echanism ofsoliton

attraction in solids revealed in [Phys. Rev. B 66,14111 (2002)]. The resulting interaction energy

is larger than that due to the vortex cores at least by a factor ln
2 �. Consequently,the non-core

contribution m ustbe included,for instance,in discussions aboutthe orientation ofvortex lattices

with respect to the crystalaxes. It is shown to be also im portant when interpreting the therm al

anom aliesofthe transition between superconducting and m ixed states.

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Attractive interactions between Abrikosov vorticesin

type II superconductors have been a topic ofgreat in-

terest (see, e.g., Refs. [1, 2, 3, 4, 5]). In particu-

lar,elasticity-driven attraction between vortices proves

to have im portant experim entalim plications [2, 3, 4].

However,we shallshow thatthistype ofattraction was

considerably underestim ated untilnow. Itis because it

was assum ed that vortex cores,considered as cylindri-

calinclusionsofthenorm alphase,weretheonly sources

ofstrain. In Ref. [6]a universalm echanism ofstrain-

induced attraction between solitons has been revealed.

This is operative even neglecting the strain induced by

the soliton (vortex) cores (see below). In this Letter

we show that this non-core m echanism gives the m ain

contribution to the elasticity-driven attraction between

Abrikosov vorticesifthe G inzburg-Landau param eter�

islarge.

W e willconsider elastically isotropic m edia only. Al-

though this case is of som e interest per se, its m ain

convenience is that it represents a fairly sim ple case in

which the leading role ofthe non-core contribution to

the elasticity-driven attraction can be shown.W ith this

resultin m ind it is naturalto expect thatin elastically

anisotropic m edia, which have m ore practicalinterest,

the sam esituation takesplace(see Appendix).

W ewilldiscussseveralconsequencesofthism echanism

ofattraction.Firstofallwewillshow thatitscontribu-

tion to theenergy ofthevortex lattice(VL)di� ersfrom

thatassociated with thecoresby a factor� ln
2
� oreven

m ore.Previousauthors[2,3,4]considered only thecore

contribution sothey strongly underestim ated thispartof

the VL energy ofhigh-� superconductors. Despite this

underestim ation,the observed correlations between the

VL and crystallatticehasbeen successfully explained by

virtueofthestrength ofthestrain-induced interaction in

the considered m aterials. However,for other m aterials

which can be studied in future it could be necessary to

takeinto accountboth coreand non-corecontributions.

The existence ofany attraction between vortices im -

plies the discontinuity ofthe transition between super-

conducting and m ixed states. Aswe willshow,the dis-

continuity ofthe  ux density associated with the strain-

induced attraction between vorticesisstrong enough to

bem easurablein typicalsuperconductors.Thereexistas

wella latentheatassociated with thisdiscontinuity.Itis

expected to revealitselfexperim entally asan anom aly in

thespeci� cheat.Thisanom aly should betaken into ac-

countwhen interpreting the experim entson the speci� c

heatofm ixed-statesuperconductors.

Thenatureofstrain-induced interactionsbetween vor-

ticescan be easily illustrated considering a system with

an in� nite shear m odulus (� = 1 ) [7]. The only pos-

sible deform ation ofsuch a m edium is a hom ogeneous

dilatation u. The � nite size ofthe sam ple is, in fact,

taken into accountby introducing thishom ogeneousde-

form ation and considering a free crystal,i.e. introduc-

ing im plicitly boundary conditions [8]. Suppose that a

density ofvortices n is created. The vortex self-energy

depends,naturally,on u. Taking the state withoutvor-

tices as the non-deform ed one and om itting for a while

the repulsive interaction between them ,we present the

change in the energy ofthe system per unit volum e as

F (u)’ n(E 0 + E 1u)+ K u2=2,whereK isthebulk m od-

ulus and the term s in parentheses represent the above

m entioned vortexself-energy.M inim izingwith respectto

u oneobtainstheequilibrium deform ation ofthesam ple:

ueq = � nE1=K . Then,the change in energy becom es

F (ueq)= nE 0 � n2E 2
1=(2K ),wherethesecond term rep-

resents the strain-induced attraction between vortices.

Evidently one cannotforgetthatsom e vortex repulsion

existsaswell,a repulsion thatprovidesa � nite value of

the equilibrium vortex density.Below we reproducethis

resultin m oredetail.

II.ST R A IN -IN D U C ED A T T R A C T IO N

W ewillstartby showing thateven neglecting thevor-

tex cores,i.e. neglecting allsourcesofstrain previously
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considered in Refs. [2,3,4],there is a strain-induced

attraction between vortices. W ithin G inzburg-Landau

theory the free energy density can be written as (see,

e.g.,Ref.[9])

F = FG L + Fel; (1)

where

FG L =
1

v
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aj	 j
2
+
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1

v

Z "

rullj	 j
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+ �

�

uik �
1
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�ikull

� 2

+
K

2
u
2
ll

#

dv:

(2b)

Here	 istheorderparam eter,a = �(T � Tc)istheonly

tem peraturedependentcoe� cientwhereTc isthecritical

tem perature,and visthevolum eofthesystem .Theelas-

ticdegreesoffreedom aretaken into accountin Eq.(2b)

where uik isthe strain tensorand sum m ation overdou-

bleindicesisim plied (see,e.g.,Ref.[10]).The� rstterm

in Eq.(2b)isresponsibleforthepressuredependenceof

thecriticaltem peratureand thechangeofthebulk m od-

ulus corresponding to the norm al-superconductorphase

transition.

The sim plestway to work outthe strain-induced vor-

tex attraction isfollowing the m ethod given in Ref. [6].

To m inim ize the free energy over the elastic degrees of

freedom we distinguish between hom ogeneousand inho-

m ogeneousdeform ations[11]:

uij(r)= u
(0)

ij +
i

2

X

k6= 0

[kiuj(k)+ kjui(k)]e
ik�r

: (3)

Here,u
(0)

ij represents the tensor ofhom ogeneous defor-

m ations and ui(k) the com ponents ofthe displacem ent

vectorin Fourierspace. M inim ization ofEq. (2b)with

respectto allelasticdegreesoffreedom gives

Fel= �
r2

2K 4=3

hj	 j
4
i�

r2

2K

4�

3K 4=3

hj	 j
2
i2; (4)

where K 4=3 = K + 4�=3 and h:::i m eans volum e av-

erage. The contribution ofthe � rst term reduces to a

renorm alization ofthe coe� cient b in Eq. (2a). This

renorm alization disappears in the lim it � ! 1 . Due

to the second term the free energy becom es a non-local

functional. Note that this non-locality rem ains as long

asthe shearm odulusdoesnotvanish.

Further m inim ization of Eq. (4) with respect to 	

is not straightforward due to its non-locality. However,

if� = 1 there is anotherm inim ization procedure that

avoids the treatm ent of non-localequations. W e � rst

considerthiscaseand afterthatwereturn to � 6= 1 .

As we have m entioned,in this case the only possible

deform ation is a hom ogeneous dilatation u. Therefore,

the freeenergy (1)can be written as

F =
1

v
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2
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2
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dv; (5)

where a(u) = a + ru and u is a variational param e-

ter. Fixing for a while this param eter, i.e. consider-

ing m om entaneously a clam ped sam ple,the form ofthe

equationsofequilibrium reducestothatoftheG inzburg-

Landau equations[9].Solving them one obtains,in par-

ticular, the free energy density close to the transition

between superconducting and m ixed states in term s of

them agneticinduction B = 4�B.FortriangularVL’sin

high-� superconductors(ln� � 1)itcan be written as

F = Fs(u)+
K

2
u
2
+ B [H c1(u)� H ]

+ �B
3=4

0 (u)B5=4
exp

h

�
p
B0(u)=B

i

; (6)

where � = 33=2(�=2)1=2. The � rst two term s, being

Fs(u) = � a2(u)=(2b), represent the free energy den-

sity in the superconducting state at H = 0. The third

term is proportional to the vortex self-energy, where

H c1(u) is the m agnetic � eld at which this self-energy

changes its sign. It is known that for high-� supercon-

ductorsthevortex self-energy com esm ainly from contri-

butions ofthe non-core region [9]. So taking H c1(u) =

f�0=[4��
2(u)]gln�,where �0 is the  ux quantum and

�(u)= fm c2b=[8�e2ja(u)j]g1=2 isthe penetration length

ofthe m agnetic � eld,we shallreveale� ects associated

with these non-core contributions. The lastterm repre-

sentstherepulsiveinteractionbetween vorticesthattakes

placeatlow  uxdensities.HereB0(u)= �0=[2�
p
3�2(u)]

de� nesthe reference ux density.

Let us now consider free sam ples. Then Eq. (6) has

to be m inim ized with respectto u. The equilibrium de-

form ation in thesuperconducting stateisus = ar=(beK ),

where eK = K � r2=b.In them ixed statethereis,in addi-

tion,adeform ation um = u� us asaresultofthecreation

ofvortices. Since it is sm allclose to the transition be-

tween the superconducting and the m ixed states,only

lowestorderterm sare relevantand the um -dependence

oftherepulsion term can beneglected in Eq.(6).Thus,

m inim izing Eq.(6)with respectto um weobtain

F ’Fs + B (H c1 � H )+ �(B0)
3=4B5=4

� exp

�

�
p
B0=B

�

� �B2; (7)

where  = K =eK and � = �[r2=(eK b)]��2 ln
2
� forhigh-�

superconductors,i.e. ln� = 2�2H c1=H c2 [9](here and

in what follows the values H c1,H c2,etc. are refereed
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to the non-deform ed state, u = 0, if it is not explic-

itly indicated). The lastterm ofEq. (7)representsthe

strain-induced attraction between vortices.M ention that

it disappears ifthe shear m odulus goes to zero,i.e. it

isassociated with the solid-state elasticity.Letusrecall

thatevaluatingthevortexself-energythevortexcorewas

neglected.

The free energy (7) could be obtained, in principle,

from Eq. (4) with its coe� cients corresponding to � =

1 , i.e. r2=(2K 4=3) = 0 and 4�=(3K 4=3) = 1. Note

that there is no essentialdi� erence between the func-

tionalform ofEq. (4) for in� nite and � nite �. So we

conclude that the free energy density of any isotropic

type IIsuperconductorhasthe form ofEq.(7)with the

renorm alized constantsb0= b� r2=K 4=3 and (r2=K )0=

(r2=K )[4�=(3K 4=3)].

III.C O R E C O N T R IB U T IO N

W e will deduce the core contribution to the strain-

induced attraction for� = 1 in orderto com pareitwith

the non-core one [8]. Following Ref. [4],we m odelthe

vorticesascylindersofradius� (coherencelength)ofnor-

m alphaseinsidea superconducting m edium .Letus� rst

consideraclam ped superconductingm edium .Toaccom -

m odatea norm alcylinderinsidethism edium ,the cylin-

dershould bedeform ed becauseofthedi� erencebetween

speci� c volum es ofnorm aland superconducting phases

Vn;s. Such a deform ation is sim ply u0 = (Vn � Vs)=Vs

(if� = 1 only hom ogeneousdeform ationsarepossible).

Let us now considera free sam ple designating as n the

density ofcylinders (vortices). The elastic part ofthe

freeenergy density can be written as

F ’ n��
2K

2
(u � u0)

2
+
K

2
u
2
; (8)

whereu isthedeform ationofthesam pleasawholeand it

hasbeen taken intoaccountthatthebulk m oduliofboth

norm aland superconducting phases are approxim ately

equal(K ). M inim izing Eq. (8) with respect to u we

obtain theequilibrium deform ation ofthesam ple:um ’

n��2u0.Therefore,theequilibrium freeenergy resultsto

be

F ’ n��
2K u20

2
� n

2
�
2
�
4K u20

2
: (9)

The second term of Eq. (9) represents the attraction

between vorticesdue to the core-induced strain.Taking

into accountthatn = B =�0 and (see,e.g.,Ref.[4])

u0 =
Vn � Vs

Vs
’
H 2
c(T = 0)

4�K Tc

@Tc

@u
; (10)

where H 2
c = 4�a2=b and (@Tc=@u) = r=�,this second

term can be written as

F
attr
core ’ � �

�
H 2
c2 ln�

23�4H 2
c1

� 2

B2
: (11)

Forhigh-� superconductorsone has2�2H c1=H c2 = ln�.

Thus, the ratio between the core contribution to the

strain-induced interaction and the non-coreone [see Eq.

(7)]is

F
attr
core=F

attr
non�core ’ 1=ln

2
�: (12)

This ratio can be calculated m ore consistently close

to Tc. In this region vortex cores can be success-

fully described within the G inzburg-Landau theory,i.e.

no m odel is necessary here. O ne has H c1(u) =

f�0=[4��
2(u)]g(ln� + 0:08) in Eq. (6) (see, e.g., Ref.

[9]).Furtherm inim ization ofEq.(6)givesa freeenergy

ofthe form Eq. (7)where the resulting coe� cient� in-

cludes both core and non-core contributions. It is such

that

F
attr
core=F

attr
non�core = 6:4� 10

�3
=ln

2
�: (13)

As we see,the m odelofRef. [4]strongly overestim ate

core contribution in thisregion.In any case,the strain-

induced attraction energy dueto thevortex coresresults

tobeatleastoneorderofm agnitudelowerthan thenon-

coreoneforhigh-� superconductors.

The latteralso showsthatthe contribution to the at-

traction energy dueto thecore-induced strain can beun-

derstood asa correction ofthe non-core one. Both con-

tributionsdependson orientation oftheVL with respect

to the crystalaxes ifone takes into accountsom e elas-

tic anisotropy,being thisdependence the sam e (see Ap-

pendix). The ratio between both contributionsrem ains

given by Eq.(12).In Refs.[2,3,4]itwassuggested that

theabovem entioneddependenceofthestrain-inducedin-

teraction can explain thecorrelationsbetween thevortex

and crystallattices.M ention thatin Refs.[3,4]thiswas

asserted carrying outa detailed com parison between the

London and thecore-induced elasticenergiesoftheVL’s

in NbSe2. The experim entally observed VL in NbSe2

doesnotcorrespond to the lowestenergy oneifonly the

London energy istaken into account.Butincluding both

London and elasticcontributions,theexperim entally ob-

served VL coincides with the lowest energy one. This

coincidenceisa luck becausethe m ostim portantcontri-

bution to theelasticenergy oftheVL’s,i.e.thenon-core

one,was overlooked. It m ight not be the case in other

com pounds[12],in which thenon-corecontribution could

be essential.

IV .T H ER M A L A N O M A LIES

Asaresultoftheattraction between vortices,thetran-

sition from the superconducting to the m ixed state has

a discontinuous character. The conditions ofm inim um

and continuity ofthe free energy determ ines the jum p

ofthe m agnetic induction and the transition m agnetic

� eld. The attraction does not a� ect substantially the

transition m agnetic � eld which rem ains to be close to
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H c1. The jum p ofthe m agnetic induction � B is such

that

� B =B 0 ’ ln
�2

n

[r
2
=(eK b)]�

�2
ln
2
�

o

; (14)

where B 0 = 4�B0. The ratio r2=(eK b) is the rel-

ative change in the bulk m odulus at the norm al-

superconductor phase transition. Typically its order of

m agnitudeisr2=(eK b)= 10�3 � 10�6 [4,13].Thus,taking

into accountthat��1 ln� ’ 10�1 � 10�2 (� = 10� 103),

the jum p in the m agnetic induction is expected to be

� B ’ 10�2 � 10�3 B 0.These valuesare high enough to

be experim entally appreciable.

There is a latent heat associated with this discon-

tinuous transition. From Eq. (7) it can be written

as Q ’ T� B (@H c1=@T). The contribution due to

the strain-induced attraction can be roughly estim ated

as � 1 m J m ol�1 in NbSe2 and � 0:1 m J m ol�1 in

YBa2Cu3O 7�� . Since this phase transition is norm ally

sm eared,thislatentheatwillm anifestitselfasa speci� c

anom aly.Having in m ind the orderofm agnitude ofthe

observed speci� c heat (� 10 m J m ol�1 K �1 in NbSe2

and � 1 m J m ol�1 K �1 in YBa2Cu3O 7�� ,seee.g.Refs.

[14,15])onem ightconcludethatthislatentheatshould

be observed.

Let us m ention that m easurem ents of the � eld-

dependent speci� c heat have been proposed as a way

to distinguish between s-wave and d-wave superconduc-

tors.Thespeci� cheathas,in both cases,contributionsof

term s which are proportionalto the quasiparticles den-

sity of states localized in the vortex cores. Assum ing

thatthevortex density dependslinearly on them agnetic

� eld,these term sare expected to be / H in s-wave su-

perconductors[16].In d-waveonesa weaker/
p
H � eld

dependence is expected as a result ofthe quasiparticle

delocalization [17].In consequence,s and d-wavesuper-

conductorsarehopped to bedistinguishableby presence

or absence ofcurvature in the speci� c heatdependence

on the external� eld.

In Refs.[14,18]itwaspointed outthat,even in s-wave

superconductors,interactionsbetween vorticescould in-

duce this curvature: these interactions provoke a non-

lineardependence ofthe vortex density on the external

� eld. O nly the repulsive interaction wasexplicitly m en-

tioned,butourresultsindicatethattheattractiveinter-

action could beim portantaswell.Takingallinteractions

into account,the speci� c heat anom aly associated with

the transition between the superconducting and m ixed

statescan be obtained from Eq. (7)in a sim ilarway to

thatshown in Ref.[19].

Indeed,thedependenceofthespeci� cheaton them ag-

netic � eld m ightbe a� ected by the sm eared latentheat

ofthesuperconducting-m ixed statetransition.Thiscon-

tribution can not be quanti� ed exactly,but the orders

ofm agnitude obtained above indicate that it could be

a signi� cantcontribution. As we see,when distinguish-

ingbetween s-waveand d-wavesuperconductivitybyway

of m easurem ents of speci� c heat anom alies m uch care

should be taken.

V .C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have shown the leading role of the non-core

contribution to the strain-induced attraction between

Abrikosov vortices in high-� superconductors. In the

elastically isotropic case studied,the strain-induced in-

teractionisdueto� nitesizee� ectswhatpreviousauthors

neglected. The im portance ofthe non-core contribution

is also expected in a generalcase. Therm alanom alies

associated with the transition between superconducting

and m ixed states have been discussed. The resulting

jum p in the m agnetic induction and the latent heat of

this transition was found strong enough to be m easur-

able. The later m ight be im portant when interpreting

experim entaldata on thespeci� cheatofm ixed-statesu-

perconductors.
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A P P EN D IX

A fullcalculation ofthestrain-induced interaction be-

tween vortices in elastically anisotropic m edia is quite

com plicated and,to thebestofourknowledge,hasnever

been perform ed.Theusualm ethod toestim atethisinter-

action consistsin:(i)tocalculatetheinteraction between

two vorticesin an in� nitem edium and (ii)to sum itover

allvortex pairs(see,e.g.,Ref. [4]). In whatfollowswe

shallanalyzethe � rststep ofsuch a estim ations.

Forelastically anisotropiccrystals,instead ofEq.(2b)

onehas

Fel =
1

v

Z �

rikuikj	 j
2
+
1

2
�iklm uikulm

�

dv: (15)

The m inim ization with respectto the elastic degreesof

freedom can be worked outasbefore(� 6= 1 ).

Letusconsidertwo wellseparated vortices,oneat� =
0 and another at � = �0 (�0 � �),directed along the

z-axis.Thestrain-induced interaction between them can

be written as[4]

F
pair

el
(�0)= �

Z
d2k

(2�)2
e
ik��

0r�� r�� G ��k�k�jf(k)j
2
; (16)

where G �1
�� = ����� k�k� (G reek subscriptsacquire only

x and y values),and f(k)istheFouriertransform ofthe
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di� erence between the value ofthe order param eterfar

from the vorticesand the squareofthe orderparam eter

am plitude associated with one vortex.

In Refs.[2,3,4]itwasonly considered thevortex core

using the abovedescribed m odelofnorm alcylinders:

fcore(k)= ��
2
	
2
0; (17)

where 	 2
0 = jaj=b. Let us neglect this contribution,fo-

cusing ourattention in the non-coreone.Then,because

the orderparam eteram plitude issuch that[9]

f(�)=	 2
0 ’

8
><

>:

1; � � �;

1� (�=�)
2
; � � � � �;

�=�; � � �;

(18)

wecan take

fnon�core (k)’ �
2
	
2
0

Z �

�

Z 2�

0

eik� cos�

�
d�d�

= 2��
2
	
2
0

Z �

�

J0 (k�)

�
d�: (19)

Dueto theseparation between vortices,them ostim por-

tantcontribution to Eq.(16)com esfrom k � ��1 .For

these values,the argum entofthe Besselfunction in Eq.

(19)isk� � 1 inside ofthe integration interval,so

fnon�core (k)’ 2��
2
	
2
0

Z �

�

J0 (0)

�
d� = 2��

2
	
2
0 ln�: (20)

As we see,the non-core contribution to F
pair

el
prevails

over the previously reported core one by virtue ofthe

high value ofthe G inzburg-Landau param eter�.

M ention thatclose to Tc the expression (18)can also

be used in order to estim ate the core contribution,i.e.

no m odelisnecessary here.Thusoneobtains

fcore(k)’
2�	 2

0

�

Z �

0

(�� � �
2
)d� =

�

3
�
2
	
2
0: (21)

Therefore,theratio between coreand non-corecontribu-

tions to F
pair

el
results to be � 1=(2ln

2
�) (the m odelof

norm alcylinders slightly overestim ates the core contri-

bution in thisregion).
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