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T he contribution to the vortex lattice energy which is due to the vortex-induced strains is cal-
culated covering all the m agnetic eld range which de nes the vortex state. This contribution is
com pared w ith previously reported ones what show s that, in the m ost part of the vortex state, it
hasbeen notably underestin ated untilnow . T he reason of such underestin ation is the assum ption
that only the vortex cores induce strains. In contrast to what is generally assum ed, both core and
non-core regions are in portant sources of strains in high— superconductors.

PACS numbers: 7425.q, 74250t

I. NTRODUCTION

Sihce long tin e ago, much attention has been paid
to the rle of longrange strain elds in the vor-
tex state of typeIl superconductors. Tt is well
known, for instance, that interaction between defect—
Induced strains and vortices causes pinning phenom —
ena. These phenom ena have been extensively stud-
ied alm ost since Abrikosov predicted the superconduct—
ing vortices (see, eg. Refsd@2d38718)  F is also
known that vortex-induced strains give a contrdbution
to the energies of the vortex lattices (VL). This con—
tribution proves to be essential when discussing the ob—
served correlations® between V L’s and crystal lattices in
anisotropic superconductorsd?2ii2 The vortex-induced
strainsm ightbe in portant in vortex inertia also, because
they contrbute to the e ective m asses of vorticest3

In this paper, we calculate the contribution to the VL
energy which is due to the vortex-induced strains. Com —
parison w ith the previously reported calculationstodil2
show s that, for m agnetic elds not so close to the up-
per critical eld H ,, this contrdbution has been notably
underestin ated untilnow . T he reason of such underesti-
m ation is connected w ith the fact that, contrary to what
is assum ed In m any occasions, the vortex core is not the
prin ary source of strain when the G Inzburg-Landau pa—
ram eter of the superconductor is large.

To clarify this point we shall revise, rst of all, the
strain Induced by a single vortex. T his strain isdue to all
the spatial variations of the densiy of superconducting
electrons that the vortex provokes. The vortex core is
a region of strong varations, but is not the only one.
There also exist a region of am ooth variations which is
associated w ith the presence of superconducting currents.
In high— superconductors, the size of the latter region is
much larger than that of the core. Just because of this
greater extension, the non-core variations of the density
of superconducting electrons are what nally em erge as
the m ain sources of strains.

P revious calculationst®?142 of the elasticity-driven in—
teraction betw een vortices was based on m odels that as—

sum e, from the beginning, that only the vortex cores in—
duce strains. So an in portant source of strains in high—
superconductors is overlooked in all these works. But
note that, even doing so, it was shown that this inter-
action was strong enough to explain the observed corre—
lations between VL'’s and crystal lattices In NbSe,. W e
revise this elasticity-driven interaction show ing that the
proper inclusion of all the sources of strain increases is
In portance in the corresponding problem s.

Let us m ention that we evaluate this interaction tak—
Ing Into account all the elastic degrees of freedom of free
sam ples of nite size, ie. taking into account that both
hom ogeneous and inhom ogeneous deform ations are pos—
sble. In a general case, the elasticity-driven interaction
betw een vortices Include contributions due to both hom o—
geneous and inhom ogeneous deform ations. In the elasti-
cally isotropic case the contribution due to the inhom oge-
neous deform ations vanishes. But in any case, the order
ofm agniude of the total Interaction coincides w ith that
of the contribution which is due to the hom ogeneous de—
form ations.

T he consideration of hom ogeneous defom ations pro—
videsus, in addition, an usefiil technical trick . Tt isbased
on to evaluate rst the VL energy in the case n which
the superconductor is elastically isotropic and is shear
modulis is in nite. In this case, the calculations are
free of approxim ations and are alm ost trivial. If = 1 ,
the only elastic degree of freedom ofthe sam ple is itsho—
m ogeneous dilatation. Therefore, using already known
form ulas for the VL energy and taking into account the
dependence on the dilatation of the corresponding coef-

cients, the elastic contribution can be easily com puted.
A swe shallsee, any isotropic case can be reproduced from
this = 1 one. M oreover, the previously reported re—
sults can be easily checked by evaluating them or = 1
and com paring them w ith those obtained considering this
case from the beginning.

Let us mention also that we use the Fourder m ethod
when computing the VL energy In the elastically
anisotropic case. This m ethod pem its to satisfy quite
easily the boundary conditions of the elastic problem
which correspond w ith those that take place In real ex—
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perin ents. T hus, one avoidsto reproduce spuriouse ects
that a lack of attention to these conditions m ight give.
Oneofsuch e ect is, orinstance, the sam ple form depen—
dence ofthe elasticity-driven interaction betw een vortices
(the sam e group of authors reported this dependence in
Refl! but not in Refl?).

II. ON THE ELASTIC EFFECTS W ITHIN THE
LONDON LIM IT

W hen studying the In uence of the elasticity on the
vortex properties, m any authorsuse an assum ption w hich
m ight seem quite natural (see, eg., Refs224011d12y
consists ofusing the \London approxin ation" introduced
by Abrikosov n Refl? (see also Refl). However, the
essence of this approxin ation could easily be m isinter-
preted. A s it is frequently com m ented, w thin the Lon—
don approxin ation the order param eter m odulus varies
signi cantly inside of the vortex cores only. Since the
spontaneous deform ation associated w ith the supercon—
ductivity is proportional to square of the order param e—
term odulus, it seem ed naturalthat only the core regions
( . ) are essential sources of stresses. It is just what
is assum ed in Refs22401112  f gyever, one has to bear
In m ind that supercurrents also produce an elastic e ect
because they din inish the value of the order param eter
m odulus. Locally thisdim Inishing is sm all. But since the
supercurrents occupy a very broad region ( L), their
e ectm ight be com parabl and even m ore in portant, as
virtually proves to be, than that of the cores.

To m ake this point m ore clear, ket us recall how the
vortex selfenergy per unit length "y is calculated w ithin
the London lin 1422 W ithin this lin it one assum esthat,
w hen calculating the supervelocity v from the G inzburg—
Landau equations, the density of superconducting elec—
trons (the square of the order param eter m odulus £?)
is constant in the corresponding equation. This m akes
it possble to nd out explicitly the spatial distribution
of the supervelocity. A fter doing so, one can follow two
di erent ways:

(@) Follow ing de Gennest® the vortex selfenergy is

presented asa sum ofthem agnetic eld energy and
the kinetic energy ofthe superconducting electrons:

Z
"= H 2 + f2v§ d2 a)

e use here the reduced units, see Ref2423, which
are analogous ofthose de ned in Egs. {{{) (see be—
Jow )]. Integration is carried out taking into account
the already found supervelocity, and considering
that the densiy of superconducting electrons is
constant. T his approxin ation is justi ed by virtue
of the high value of : f? dim inishes signi cantly
only at ,whereas¢ doesat & 1 .

b) Follow ng A brikosov/223 the vortex self energy is

calculated from the exact formula
1
o1 £ & @)

(as before, we use here dim ensionless quantities).
T he principal part of this integral arises from the
second termm , and it is associated with distances
much larger than . In other words, those varia-
tions of £ that takes place out of the vortex core
are now essential.

A swe see, to assum e that w thin the London approxin a—
tion f is constant out of the vortex cores is not always
correct. But, as we have pointed out, this is just the
assum ption that unfortunately m any authorsm ade. For
exam ple, when studying the Interaction betw een vortices
and Jattice defects, M iyahara et al considered integrals
which are sin ilar to Eq. [) but, at the sam e tin e, ne-
glkcted allthe spatialvariationsof £ at &

Tt isquite surprising that this assum ption hasnot been
critically revised up to now , especially by noting that, in
principle, the im portance of the out-ofcore region for
the elastic e ects could be understood since long ago.
G alako? considered the interaction betw een vortices and
dislocation-induced strains. He found that this nterac—
tion dependsnot only on ,butalsoon 1 . However, he
did not comm ent Ref2 and discussed neither the vortex—
Induced strain northe strain-induced interaction betw een
vortices. Ref? is a recent exam ple n which the out-of-
core region is taken into account when studying an elas—
ticity related problem : the structure of a superconduct—
Ing vortex pinned by a screw dislocation.

III. ONE SINGLE VORTEX
A . Vortex-induced strain

Let us proceed w ith the calculation of the strain eld
Induced by one single vortex. W hen doing so, we shall
acoount for all the spatial variations, core and non-core
ones, that are associated w ith the vortex.

T he free energy can be presented as

Z
F=F1+F2=:]; E1+ Fp)dv; 3)

w here v is the volum e of the system , and

F 2+ J 3% Py L r 2o ’ (4a)
=—+a - — irr — ; (da
1 8 J3J 2 J3J am - i

. L2 1
Fo= 43373 uyyt > ijk1UiUxk1: (4b)

Here and below, summ ation over double indices is in —
plied.



T he equations of equilboriim readi32?

L L2 1 . 2e 2
a+ bj J + ijUiy + — i~r —A = O; (5a)
4m e}
4 e ~ 2e., ,
r H=— —(r r ) —3JJA ; Ob)
mc 2i c
gahuai+  s5hi 37i= 0; (50)
@ . .
ax. igkiuk1t 57 3 = 0; (5d)
3

where h:::1m eansvolum e average. W e shall ook for the
solution ofthese equations for the case ofa single vortex.
T he z-axis of the coordinate fram e we choose is parallel
to the vortex. The crystal fram e is obtained from this
coordinate fram e by rotation.

Tt is clear that far enough from the vortex both the
order param eter and the strain tensor tend to constant
values; say s and uj; respectively. Assum ing that

hj 3%1i ’ 3§ F, the equations of equilbbriim reduce to

a+bj sF+ yusi=0; (6a)

ij

U+ 37 T = 0: (6b)

In consequence:

jsf= ab; )

uij = a ki1 ij]il.l:b 7 (8)

whereb = b 4 11 g0 ( i BSgWVenby 50 sjor =
kko 10). These values are just what one obtains in the

superconducting phase.
Putting uij = uj; + uy;, we can rew rite the equation of
equilbriuim [Ed) as

A\l #
j 52 13Uy 2ie 2
1 2L BTs, 2 . 28, -0 0
J sf J s]zb ~C

where 2= ~?=@4m j ¢Fb). It is convenient to introduce
the follow ng notation:

r

L = mf:z i He= P:C
8 ej oF 2 2
0= __; 0= L;
s L
10)
HO= pH ; 0 p A ;
2H . 2H. 1
A0 _ ~ ; ~o i .
i b i s3b

T hus, the equations of equilbrium can be w ritten as we

om i prin es In the new quantities)

a ‘é ijqu)f £ = 2 f; (11la)
r H=wf’; (11b)
iai+  ghffi= 0; (11lc)
ax. ijk1Uk1 T ijf2 = 0; 11d)
J

w here the order param eter has been expressed as =
fet ,wih vg = r A the above m entioned super—
veloclty. Here = 1= representsthe G nzburg-Landau
param eter in our case, which doesnot di er substantially
from the conventionalone © ' b).

T he spatialdistrbution ofthe supervelociy vs can be
cbtained from Eq. [[IH) by assum ing that f is constant
there, ie. within the London lim it. Thus one nds that
Vs = K, (), where K, is the M acD onald function
(see, eg., Refld).

h Eq. [13), the tem with u; results to be of order
~2 because of Egs. [[Id) and [[Id). Sice » is sm all 28
the vortex-induced strain can be calculated to the lowest
order In * neglecting the changes In £ that the tem uj;
in Eq. [MI3d) induces. In other words, £2 in Eqgs. [[I1d)
and [[Id) can be taken as the solution of Eq. [1d) with
A = (. This solution can be written as f2 = 1 h,
where h represents the vortex contribution. U sing the
sam e approxin ation that in Ref!2 we have

( 2 L
_ s () 7
h() 1 c( i L 12)

where C is a constant of order unity.
W e present the vortex induced strain ast?

. X
1 .
ui;= syt > rus @) + gyus @) le™
g6 0
Tz
A ) N
Tout gz dabu@t gu@le® ;o d3)

where A represents the section of the sam ple In perpen—
dicular to the vortex (recallthat we have split the total
strain into uf; + uj;). Here ;5 accounts for the hom oge-
neous deform ations that the vortex induces, and u; (@) is
the i~th com ponent ofthe displacem ent vector in Fourier
space. Thus, Eqgs. [[Id) and [[Id) can be w ritten as

(14a)
(14b)

ijk1 k1 yhhi= 0;

Gy H@uk (@) + iS;@h @) = 0:

where S; (@) = 13%,G 3 @) = i3x19%, and h (q) isthe
Fourier transom of the finction [@). For the strain
eld we have:

_ 1 s,
1§kl gyahnd

iS5 @)Gxi@h@):

(15a)

u; Q) = (15b)



W hen calculating the strain tensorata xed distance
from the vortex [see Eq. [[3)], the nhom ogeneous defor-
m ations arem ainly given by those tem sw ith g I
So the m ain contrbution at 1 arises from g 1.
For these sm all g’s, the function h () can be split into
core and non-core contributions:

1 7 1Z 2
heore @) 7 — ( ?%e ¥ >*dd
A 0
7 1
ES ( ?J@)d = —; (16a)
A g 12A 2
1 Z, Z, .
h 7 le ig cosd d
non core(q) A 2 . 0
2 %1 g @) 2
oq
=— d = —h 16b
A 2 1 g 1A 2 ¢ )
(here we have used the asym ptotic orm of vy 1=( )
or ! 1, see Refi?).
Asa resuk, at 1 the strain tensor can be w ritten
as "
K1 g 2 Fq *
ul ()= LS Sk (@)G x5 (@)el?
lj( ) A (2 )qu k(q) kj (CI)
n ) Z ) #
k1l ijkl 1
= x + = . iy lgq)dqg 7 @7
R
where = h()¥ = @+ 4h )=Q?),and i is

a tensor which depends only on the angle 4 (g =
g cos g4). If the sam ple is Jarge enough the rst tem
in Eq. [[A) can be neglected. But we retain it because,
w hen dealing w ith the strain-induced interaction (seebe-
low ), its contribution becom es signi cant (this fact iswell
known in the theory of point defects, see eg. Refs??).
N ote that the non-core contrbution to , ie. the log-
arithm ic term , could also be obtained from the well
known expression of Ele vortex selfen : according to
Abrkosovt® " 7 @ ) 2 ', h()d =
2 *;n .

K ogan et ali! cbtained a sin ilar expression forvortex—
Induced strain considering an in nite mediim . In such
a case, the st tem oqu.Ej) vanishes at all. But
them ain di erence between Eq. {) and the expression
reported by K ogan et ali! resides n the corresponding
valies of . A ssum ing that only the vortex core lnduces
strain, K ogan et al. reported a value = 2. So they over—
looked the Iogarithmictemn 1 = @1+ 4h )= ?)
that arises because of non-core contrbutions. This In -
plies that in the case ofhigh— superconductors, K ogan
et al. strongly underestin ated the vortex-induced strain.

B . E lasticity-driven interaction betw een vortices:
Q ualitative estim ations

Let us now estim ate the interaction energy ofa VL
which is associated w ith the strains that the vortices in—

duce. A swe have pointed out before, the Inhom ogeneous
part of these strains have been previously reported but
neglecting non-core contrdoutions (see, eg. Refil). If
the distance betw een vortices ism uch longerthan 1 ,to
take into account these non-core contributions reduces to
m odify the strains by a factor. In consequence, the In—
teraction energy one cbtainsby taking into account both
core and non-core contributions coincides, up to the cor-
responding factor, w ith previously reported ones. K ogan
et al.A! for hstance, evaluated the interaction energy of
a VL by summ ing up all pairw ise contrbutions. M od-
ifying this interaction energy by including the non-core
contridbutions, one can see that

(ah) l+4h ) K 52,

Fint 2 K

18)

Here K=K stands for the order of m agnitude of the
relative change in the elastic m oduli due to the nom al-
superconducting transition, and B represents the m ag—
netic induction.

T he interaction between vortices that arise due to the
hom ogeneous strains can be easily estin ated as follow s.
Tt is clear that N vortices w ill induce a total (hom oge—
neous) strain N , where is given by Eq. [{5d), if the
distance between them is large enough. W hen substitut-
Ing this strain in the corresponding term s of VL energy:

N )N thi)+ ® ?¥2,oneobtains rf ? =@ ),
where n = N=A is the vortex density. This is precisely
the Interaction tem that we are looking for. Taking into
account that the vortex density isn = B=@ ), and

2= = K=K [recallthat we are usihg the din ension—
less units de ned in Eq. {{0)]; this interaction can be
estim ated as

®) l+4n »* K _,
ant 72K—B :

19)

A swe see, the order of m agniude of both Interaction
term s Egs. [[8) and [[3) coincide. C onsequently, either
ofthem give us an estin ate of the order ofm agnitude of
the total interaction energy.

IV. VORTEX LATTICE:ELASTICALLY
ISOTROPIC M ED IUM

Tt is convenient to begin the treatm ent 0fV L’s consid—
ering the case elastically isotropic superconductors. In
this case, the elastic contrbution to the VL energy can
be obtained, w ithout any new approxin ation, from al
ready known form ulas for this VL energy. Such fom u-—
las are available for the regions H He, H Heo
Refsd?dd) and for ntem ediate eldsH o  H H
Refsd82l), They reasonably m atch at the boundaries
of the corresponding regions. This pem is us to study
the elastic e ects in isotropic superconductors w ith the
sam e accuracy. W ebegin with thecase = 1 where the
calculations are elem ental.



A . In nite shearm odulus

The only elastic degree of freedom of a system which
shearm odulus isin nite is itshom ogeneousdilatation. If
the system is not clam ped this hom ogeneous dilatation,
say u, m ust be understood as a variationalparam eter. In
the free energy [@), this varational param eter m odi es
the coe cient of the tem j j 2, which can be rew ritten
asau)=a+ u.

Let us x the param eteru for a whil, ie., let us con—
sider m om entaneously a clam ped sampl. Thus, after
m inin izing w ith respect to alldegrees of freedom except-—
ng u, the free energy of the VL w ith respect to that of
the superconducting state can be w ritten asa sum oftwo
tem s: a u-dependent VL energy via the coe cient a ),
and the elastic energy. It is (see, eg. Ref22 and the
references therein)

K 2
F = Fyp )+ Eu ; (20)

where the F'y 1, has the form

8BH
cl .
§ 2 D;
< —
1 2 n(d= 7§ .
Fyp= 8 B FBHa=p— @D g
1 2 (Hc2 B)Z
T = B 10);
8 1+ 22 1), {m

In the corresponding regions of m agnetic elds de ned

as O): H Hei, ({ID: H H He, and (ID):
H Hep. Here 2 = h %i=h 2i% = 1:16 Pr a trian-
gular VL, and 2In = 2( 1)+ In[3=@ )], where

(= 0:57772 :::) is the Euler’s constant. The m agnetic
induction B and, the distance betw een vorticesd are such
thatB = 2 ,=( 3d?) i atrangularVL,where , isthe

ux quantum .
T he m agnetic induction as a fiinction of the m agnetic
el is given by #2

8 n h io ,
v\2 3 .
%”503 3 i(HO Hei) @7
< n h | o
B =§H Ho+ 3% n 282 4o @m;
L
"H o g (m;
(22)
wheree = 2(1 ). Let us recall that .n high— super-

conductors one has the follow Ing relationships (see, eg.
Refsd222):

In
Ha= FH c27i 23)
2 2
d 4 Hc2 8 Hcl
P—3 B 19—3]n 5 (24)

O ne can check that at the boundaries of the m agnetic
eld regions, the expressions in Eq. Z]l) m atch one each
other w ith a reasonably accuracy:

For H 1Her (1 & 1) one has B 1H o ac
cording to the expressions (I{II) and (II) in Eqg.
22). Therefore, taking into account the relation—
ship [Z4), one can obtain the free energy as

8

% 1Hc1 m;
4 4

<

Fyp ! 0 h p_ i1

2 i h8 ( f=(3:h)

g .+ T A (Mm:
@5)

ForH = H (2 . 1) onehasB ' ,H ., accord-
ing to the expressions (I{II) and (II) n Eq. B2
and the relationship B3). Therefore, taking into
account the relationship [24), one can obtain the

free energy as
: 2 ng 2 (pE )]
2H = 2 .
22 o 57 M1
Fy ' % (26)
HZ a )
g% 2 27 D

The criticalm agnetic elds entering all above expres—
sions are u-dependent m agnitudes:

n
Ha ()= p=—Het)=Hq + Hu; @7)
Hp@) = 2 Hew)=Hy,+ Hu; ©8)

whpere H.@) = 2a(u)p—=b= H, +H%N with H,_ =
2a8 ZbandH?= 2  =b). In consequence, the ratioc
d= isalso a u-dependent m agnitude [see Eq24)], from
which one can write the coherence length as =+

%. M ention that the G mzburg-Landau param eter is
Independent of u because it does not depend explicitly
on the coe cient a ).

Let us now proceed to m inim ize the free energy [20)

w ith respect to u, ie., to take Into acoount that the sam —
plk is in fact unclam ped. A fter doing so, we obtain

8 4
%8— 2BH, 1B?; o;
< h( d= )2
p_ 3 BZ+BH4 (h L. B mm;
%i 2 (ch B)Z
8 1+ 2 2 1) . (i

@9)



w here

n* K

1= 5 2 K—; (30)

_D+2m(d= )FHE  D'E= ) K a1
T 2 2a®B 2 4 2 K

16 K + 22028
2 2 X

e — T: (32)

Here it has been taken into account that H =@ K ) =
K=K is the relative change in the buk m odulus due
to the nom alsuperconducting transition. Because this
relative change isusually K =K 1, the expression for

the region (I) in Eq. [29) can be written as

1 2 (ch B)2
F’' — B? —%——— BY ;
8 v e? 1, “He 7
33)
where
_ e ’ 1 K . (34)
"L+ 22 1).P 22K

In all above expressions for the free energy, one can

dentify a term

B2
— 35
8 (35)
which describes an attractive Interaction between vor-
tices. The coe cient isgiven by Eq. (G0), B or E3),
depending on the m agnetic eld region one considers. Tt
can be presented as

Fint =

[ + h@= )F K

272 K o)

taking into acoount that the ratio d=
by ifds
Fig. 0.

A coording to what we have seen in the preceding sec—
tion, the logarithm ic contrbution to the coe cient is
due to non-core e ects. These e ects have been over-
looked until now. As we show in Figlll, the neglec—
tion of these non-core e ects leads to underestin ate the
elasticity-driven interaction between vortices. And by
virtue of the high value of , such a underestin ation is
quite signi cant in aln ost allthe m ixed state.

m ust be replaced
1 ,and isa constant of order ofunity (see

B . Finite shearm oduli

Tt is quite straightforw ard to extend the resultsthatwe
have obtained forthe = 1 case, to the m ost general
isotropic one. Note that m inim izing the free energy Q)
w ith respect to all elastic degrees of freedom one obtains

2 2
Fp= hj 3°4 5 RPN <r)

2K 4_3 2K 3K 4_3
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FIG .1: Log-log plot of the coe cient ofthe attraction tem

B ofthe free energy asa function ofthem agnetic induc—
tion, taking into account (solid line) and neglecting (dashed
line) non-core contributions. T he regions indicated as (I), (T-
ID) and (II) (see text) are the corresponding ones for 7 100
otethat Her 7 10 *Hc, in this case).

whereK 4.3 = K + 4 =3. The rst tem ofthis expres—
sion renom alizesthe coe cientbofEq. (M) . This renor-
m alization disappears n the Imit ! 1 . The second
term m akes that the free energy becom es into a non-local
functional. T hisnon—locality rem ainsas long asthe shear
m odulus does not vanish.

W orking out from this fiinctional one could recover
the free energy [29) by ascribing the coe cients in Eq.
[E0) the valies they assume in the case = 1, ie.

2=@QK 4-3) = 0and 4 =(3K 4—3) = 1. This consideration
does not change the functional form ofEq. [31) (only co—
e clients change). So one conclides that the free energy
density of any isotropic type-IT superconductor has the

form of Eq. [29) with the corresponding renom alized
constants:

b I b =K, (38)

(%K) ! (*=K)B =(GK43)k: (39)

N ote that, because the resulting coe cient i Eq. (GH)
vanishes if = 0, it can be said that the elasticity-driven
Interaction betw een vortices is associated w ith the solid-
state elasticity.

C . Com parison w ith previously reported results

Let us start this section by com paring our resultsw ith
those reported in Refsd?2l | In these references, ntem e-
diate elds far from T. are considered. M ention that al-
though strictly speaking the G inZburg-Landau approach
that we use isnot valid far from T, it still gives correctly
the orders of m agnitude. So the com parison stillm akes
sense. M ention also that n Refsd?2% the hom ogeneous



part of the strains are om itted. In Refi? this om ission is
m entioned explicitly, while in Refil i ©llows from the
fact that they consider In nite sam ples when calculating
the interaction between vortex pairs. Therefore, as we
argued in Sec. [[IIB], we can only com pare the order of
m agniude (see below for a m ore detailed com parison).
Such a com parison reveals that, as a result ofthe neglec—
tion of the non-core contrbutions to the interaction en—
ergy, this energy is notably underestin ated in R efsdf4l
through the m ost part of the m ixed state (see Fig. [).
Such a underestin ation is at least by factor ¥ close
toHep.

In Ref?, treatihg the case H Hc,, both hom ogenous
and inhom ogeneous strains are seem ingly taken into ac-
count. In accordance w ith Eqg. (28) ofthis reference, the
free energy in the isotropic case should be of the form

1, 1+@?% 1), 4%,
F=— B BY ;
8 L+ @ 2 1)A+422]2(HC2 7
(40)
where
2
2= 41)

® +2 )p"

Because of the smnalhess of ,, this expression can be
approxin ated to

1 2 (ch B)Z
F’ — B _ BY ; @2
8 1+ ez 1, e Foe2)
where , = 122 ,=[1+ 2 % 1)aPF.

At st glance, one could think that the last term of
this expression and the last one of Eq. [B3) di er only
In a num erical factor. So the elasticity-driven interaction
between vortices are reasonably well reproduced by ei-
ther of them . However, a deeper inspection of Eq. )
reveals that it is erroneous: the coe cient , ({) van-—
ishesif = 1 and (i) remains nite if = 0. Being
the strain-driven interaction betw een vortices due to the
speci ¢ features of the solid-state elasticity, the results
one cbtains from Refl? in the above m entioned lin iting
cases cannot be correct. T hism otivates us to reconsider
the problem treated n Refi? (Sec.[ Bl below).

V. VORTEX LATTICE:ELASTICALLY
ANISOTROPIC M EDIUM

Let us reconsider the free energy [@) and, asusual (see
Refld), integrate by parts tem wih r . Thus, after
using the G auss’ theorem and the boundary condition

n i~r Z—CGA = 0 (n is the unit vector of the
nom alto the surface ), one nds that:
Z
1 . 2e 2
—_— i~r —A av
4m 7 e}

—A dv: 43)

Because satis estheequation ([Bd), this expression can
be w ritten as
Z
1 ) 2e 2
— i~r —A dv
4m c

= aj 3*+biit+ yuydi® av: @4)

A s a resuk, the free energy [@) can be presented as
Z

1
F == S33t S
\4

H 2
R > gk1Uiguk1  dv: 45)
T his expression generalizes the Abrikosov’ one [see Eq.
) 1by taking into account the elastic degrees of freedom .
In Refl2 it has been reported a sim ilar expression that,

how ever, is erroneous (see Sec. [ Bl below).

A. H H 2

W hen treating the elds far from H ., it is convenient
to express 33 = j sF h,where j ¥ = a=b [ee
Eg. []and h now represents the VI, contrbution. T

.. . _ s v
addition, we express the stran tensorasujy = ujy + ujy,

where ug; = K1 .ljkllj F and
ul. = ! thi
ij kl jyc2f0L
1% .
* 3 @Sk @Gx; @) + ¢Sk @Gki@) hi@e” ¥
g6 0

(46)

T hus, the equations of equilbriim [[4d) and [[40) are
satis ed. Substituting these expressions for j 32 and Ujj
into Eq. [EH), one ndsthat

Z
1 H? _ b_,
F=Fs+ = —— +bj.fh =n? dav
v 8 2
11X
ts P @h@F; @7
q
whereF, = bJj sf=2and
( 1
i i3 = 0);
) = J kLl gkl @ ) 8)
Si@sSs@Gii@ @6 0):

N ote that, forg 6 0, the function ol (@) only depends on
the angle.

W hen calculating h, we can retain the lowest order
terms in *, ie. wecan takeh ’ hg + h; where hy is
given by solwing Eq. [Bd) with ~ = 0, and h; represents
the correction to this solution due to the tem  j5uj; In
Eq. BE3):

7, (out of cores);
S (49)
0 (nside cores):
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T he absence of correction inside the cores follow s from
the fact that, in these regions, Eq. [Bd) can be linearized
because of the sm allness of the order param eterm odulus
(see, eg. Refl®). Let us remark, even doihg so, the
vortex cores are taken into acoount: they act as strain
sources.

Substituting these expressions in Eq. [@1), and retain—
Ing the lowest order temm s, we obtain

) ., M b,
F=Fs+bjsf Hyi+ El’hol
X 1X
b hol ah@+ @ he@F; 60)
q q
where = 1+ Y=b.

T hem ost In portant contribution to the two last temm s
in Eq. [B0) arises from g < 123 At these g’s, the
function h; (@) can be calculated by taking bhy ’/ iju‘i’j
in allthe regions [see Eq. )], so

X X

b ho( 9@’
q q

B’ @) ho @7 : 1)

A s a result, the free energy [B0) is
MH2i b
8 2

1X
5 B @) ho @) 7 : (52)
q

F'’Fs+bijf Hyi+

The last temm of this expression represents the strain-
induced contrbution to the VL energy. The tem with
g = 0 is associated w ith the hom ogeneous strains. The
elastic constants enter this term through an invariant
combination [see Eq. [48)], so it does not depend on the
orientation of the VL w ith respect to the crystal axes.
T his dependence arises from the tem swih g6 0.

Letusm ention that this form ula dem onstratesthat the
elasticity-driven interaction betw een vorticesdoesnot de—
pend on the sam pl form , unlke to the statem ent m ade
in Reftl. Indeed, such a dependence would m ean that
contrbution to the sum from the region of sm allg’s ises—
sential and com parable w ith the contribution of the rest
of the sum . But the function hy ( ) hpi is a periodic
function de ned in a nite volum e (neglecting the near—
ofthe surface distortions). ItsFourier spectrum doesnot
contain sm allg’s but hasm axin a at the non—zero recip—
rocal lattice vectors. T he form and the size ofthe sam ple
is re ected in the form and the width of these maxina
and now here else. In fact, the sum s over g’s can be re—
placed by sum s over the reciprocal lattice vectors of the
VL Q .Puttihg

X
ho ()= B ( i) (53)
i
where | represent the vortex positions, one nds that
1% 7 g
ho @) = N o ( j)e d® =nfo@); (64

i

w here n is the vortex density, A represents the section of
the sam ple in perpendicular to the VL, and

(R
B)()e M :id? @=0);
&8 55
0 @) 0 oth ) (55)

with) any of the reciprocal Jattice vectors (note that
A Y Je Mi=ng). Asa resul, the Jast tem in
Eq. [B) can be written as

rlzh X i
7b°<o>ﬁ§(0)+ Q)R Q)F :  (56)

Q60

Fa1=

Let us amn phasize that w ith this expression, one takes
Into acoount that both core and non-core regions act as
strain sources. It can be straightforwardly illustrated
close to H 1 . Here, due to the large separation between
vortices, the finction 8y n Eq. [B3) practically coincides
w ith that associated w ith one single vortex [seeEq. [I2)].
In consequence the finction 8y Q ) vares slow Iy up to
Q ! and then rapidly drops to zero. So in Eq. [B8)
it can be taken as By Q) © 8 (0), which naturally split
into core and non-core contrbutions [see Egs. [[8)]:

B,0)= @+ 4n )jF ?=2; (57)

lim iting the sum overQ ’s up to Qpn ax - L
Let us calculate Fq; explicitly In the isotropic case. In
thiscaseonehas 5= iand sa= K 2 ) 5+
(ik 51+ 11 k), whereK and are the buk and the
shearm odulus respectively. In consequence,

(

?=K Q =0);
Q)= 58
©) =K +4 =3) ©Q 6 0); ©8)

and Eq. [B8) yieds

n2 . 2 O ax 2
Fa= —8;0) —+
et 2O % K + 4
n Q60 3 #
2 ) 4 2 Ofn ax 2
= RO 7, 7 2
2 KE+5) _ K+3
282 (0 4 n? n
' 0 O i (59)

2K +5) 3K
w here the gam over digcrete Q ‘shasbeen replaced by in-
tegration ( , n ' d’Q).Thetem / n representsa
renom alization of the vortex selfenergy, whilke the tem
/ n? is the elasticity-driven interaction.

Tn the anisotropic case the sum overQ s in Eq. [E4)
also yields a tetm / n, which renom alizes the vortex
selfenergy, and a tetm / n? which contributes to the
elasticity-driven interaction between vortices. In this
case, a dependence on the ordentation of the VL wih
regpect to the crystalaxes is in plicit in these two tem s.



Taking into account that j B H2 (K=K ) and
nH. 2 B= , the elasticity-driven interaction can be

estin ated as
r (l+4mn ) K _,

int S — K—B : (60)
Aswe see, its order ofm agniude coincides w ith that we
obtained in Sec. from qualitative estin ations, as
wellasw ith that ofthe exact results that we obtained in
Sec. [ or the isotropic case. Let usm ention that om it—
ting In  In these expressions, ie. om iting the non-core
contribution to the vortex-induced strain, they reproduce
the previously reported resultsdi

B. H Heo

Let us now consider the VL’snear H .. W hen doing
s0, it is convenient to use the conventional din ension—
less units instead of those de ned in Egs. {I0). These
conventional unis can be obtained from Egs. [I0) by
replacihg j s with a=b.

Follow ing K ogan®? one can easily obtain, now from
the equations of equilbrium [3), the so-called Abrikosov
identities (see also Ref?2223) | I presence of strain they

HereH ( isa constantand ! isthe squared m odulusofthe
function , which is %Jutjon of the linearized equations
Bd) and Bd) ( = ~ Te' ). Bearing in m ind that the
m agnetic induction isB = hHH,i= Hy h!i=@2 ), from
Egs. [&ll) one can also cbtain the follow ing relationship:

,_ 2 ( B)
hti= ———; (62)
eA e
where o= 22 jshiyy!i=h!i® and & = 1+ (2 2
1) a,with = h!2i=h! 12,

Bearing in m ind that from the Abrikosov dentity [E1d)
tollowsthatH ?i= B2+ (!%1 h!#)=@ ?), the free
energy [@3) can be rew ritten as

ey

_n?2
F =B 12

1
h! i + 5 st (63)

W hen calculating the strain tensor u;; ow the total
strain), we must take into account that j 32 = ! . Thus,
expressing uiy In the om [[3J), one ndsthat

1

read ij = k1l ijklh! i;
! ui (@) = iS5@)G 1 @! @) (64a)
Ho=Ho o (61a) BT BB
2 .
Oh! it : n2i shaggli= 0 (61b) w.here ! () represents the Fourier transform ofthg func-
2 tion ! . In consequence, the last temm ofEq. [E]) is
1 lh X ) i
> pskiagugi= > KL k1t Gy @ui@us( q)
a6 0
1h ) X ) i
= 5 iklmnklmn phti+t i Gy @Gk @Sk @ui@)! ( q)
g6 0 .
1h X i,
= R i+ i I = 1i= —S ! i2:
= 5 pphtitd Si@ui@! ( q) = > syl i= 1 >hli%: (65)
g6 0
A's a resul, the free energy [B3) is not (see Sec. [IL.Cl). The reason is that is it obtained
2 from an expression analogousto Eq. [43), but erroneous
e B 12
F—p2 A . Shi = B2 ( : 66) Eqg. (20) of Ref2]. Tt reads
4 eA e 7
1 H? b 1
Let us mention that the form of this expression for F=— re Ej j4 +  3uisd j2 + > i5k1Uigux1  dv;
v

the free energy di ers substantially from that reported
by M iranovic et al. in Refi2. The elasticity-driven in-
teraction term that one cbtains from Eq. [Gf) is several
tin es am aller than the corresponding one in Ref2. The
valdity of Eq. [Ed) can be checked by noting that it
reproduces the isotropic case [see expression (II) in Eqg.
Z3)]. In contrast, the expression reported in Refl2 does

©67)

One can see here that the term  j5ui53 J° is taken into
acocount tw ice: one explicitly and another im plicitly in
the temn  bj =2 which arises as result of the integra-
tion by parts showed at the beginning of this Section.



VI. CONCLUDING REM ARKS

W e have revised the contrbution to the VL energy
which is due to the vortex-induced strains, show ing
that essential corrections in the previous calculations are
needed. The m ost in portant one is connected w ith the
fact that, n high— superconductors, not only the vor-
tex cores Induce strains in a signi cant way. T here also
exists a signi cant contribution associated w ith the non-
core regions which, in fact, the m ost in portant ones for
the VL energies at low elds #H He). Asa result
of the proper inclusion of all strain sources, the strength
of the elasticity-driven interaction between vortices in-
creases by a factor up to ¥ ocom pared w ith the pre—
viously reported ones.

Tt is known since long ago that the observed correla-
tionsbetween V L’s and crystallattices in dirty supercon—
ductors cannot be explained w ithout the elasticity-driven
interaction betw een vorticesd? T his interaction hasbeen
proved to be inportant in clean superconductors also.
For exam pl, the VL’s observed in NbSe, do not corre—
spond to the m ininum of the London energy. In Refi!
Kogan et al. showed that, however, the di erence In the
London energies ofthe tw o possible com peting structures
is an aller than the di erence in the energies of the corre—
sponding elasticity-driven interactions. A swe havem en—
tioned, K ogan et al. underestin ated the elasticity-driven
Interaction between vortices because they assum ed that
only the vortex cores induce strain but, even doing so,
they pointed out the im portance of this interaction in

10

NbSe,. This in portance is increased as a resul of the
present work, what should be taken into account espe—
cially in those cases In which previous estin ates of the
above m entioned di erences concluded that it was that
ofthe London energy the m ost in portant one.

V 3Sim ight provide an exam ple in which the Jatter case
takesplace. Tn Ref2® it wasclain ed that in V 3Sithe con—
tribbution to the VL energy which is due to the (under-
estin ated) elasticity-driven interactionsbetw een vortices
can be neglected com pared to that contribution due to
the nonlocal corrections to the London energy. But bear
In mind that (@) the order of m agniude of these two
contrbutions is the sam e, as it was shown In Refl con—
sidering the vortex cores as the only sources of strains,
and (i) the strength of the elasticity-driven interaction
is considerably stronger than it was reported, aswe have
shown in thispaper. So i is quite probable that In V5S4,
as well as in other superconductors wih large , this
elasticity-driven interaction between vortices is not only
com parable, but even m ore im portant than the nonlocal
corrections to the London energy.
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