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The contribution to the vortex lattice energy which is due to the vortex-induced strains is cal-

culated covering allthe m agnetic �eld range which de�nes the vortex state. This contribution is

com pared with previously reported ones what shows that,in the m ost partofthe vortex state,it

hasbeen notably underestim ated untilnow.The reason ofsuch underestim ation isthe assum ption

thatonly the vortex coresinduce strains. In contrastto whatisgenerally assum ed,both core and

non-core regionsare im portantsourcesofstrainsin high-� superconductors.

PACS num bers:74.25.-q,74.25.Q t

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

Since long tim e ago, m uch attention has been paid

to the role of long-range strain �elds in the vor-

tex state of type-II superconductors. It 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 ostsince Abrikosov predicted the superconduct-

ing vortices (see, e.g., Refs.1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8). It is also

known that vortex-induced strains give a contribution

to the energies of the vortex lattices (VL). This con-

tribution provesto be essentialwhen discussing the ob-

served correlations9 between VL’sand crystallatticesin

anisotropic superconductors.10,11,12 The vortex-induced

strainsm ightbeim portantin vortexinertiaalso,because

they contributeto the e�ective m assesofvortices.13

In thispaper,wecalculatethe contribution to theVL

energy which isdueto thevortex-induced strains.Com -

parison with the previously reported calculations10,11,12

shows that,for m agnetic �elds not so close to the up-

percritical�eld H c2,thiscontribution hasbeen notably

underestim ated untilnow.Thereason ofsuch underesti-

m ation isconnected with thefactthat,contrary to what

isassum ed in m any occasions,the vortex coreisnotthe

prim ary sourceofstrain when the G inzburg-Landau pa-

ram eter� ofthe superconductorislarge.

To clarify this point we shallrevise,�rst ofall,the

strain induced by asinglevortex.Thisstrain isduetoall

the spatialvariations ofthe density ofsuperconducting

electrons that the vortex provokes. The vortex core is

a region ofstrong variations,but is not the only one.

There also exist a region ofsm ooth variations which is

associatedwith thepresenceofsuperconductingcurrents.

In high-� superconductors,thesizeofthelatterregion is

m uch largerthan thatofthe core. Justbecause ofthis

greaterextension,the non-core variationsofthe density

ofsuperconducting electronsare what�nally em erge as

the m ain sourcesofstrains.

Previouscalculations10,11,12 oftheelasticity-driven in-

teraction between vorticeswasbased on m odelsthatas-

sum e,from the beginning,thatonly thevortex coresin-

ducestrains.So an im portantsourceofstrainsin high-�

superconductors is overlooked in allthese works. But

note that,even doing so,it was shown that this inter-

action wasstrong enough to explain the observed corre-

lationsbetween VL’sand crystallattices in NbSe2. W e

revise thiselasticity-driven interaction showing thatthe

properinclusion ofallthe sourcesofstrain increasesits

im portancein the corresponding problem s.

Letus m ention thatwe evaluate this interaction tak-

ing into accountalltheelasticdegreesoffreedom offree

sam plesof�nite size,i.e. taking into accountthatboth

hom ogeneousand inhom ogeneousdeform ationsare pos-

sible. In a generalcase,the elasticity-driven interaction

between vorticesincludecontributionsduetoboth hom o-

geneousand inhom ogeneousdeform ations.In the elasti-

callyisotropiccasethecontribution duetotheinhom oge-

neousdeform ationsvanishes.Butin any case,the order

ofm agnitudeofthetotalinteraction coincideswith that

ofthecontribution which isdueto thehom ogeneousde-

form ations.

The consideration ofhom ogeneous deform ations pro-

videsus,in addition,an usefultechnicaltrick.Itisbased

on to evaluate �rst the VL energy in the case in which

the superconductor is elastically isotropic and its shear

m odulus � is in�nite. In this case,the calculations are

free ofapproxim ationsand arealm osttrivial.If� = 1 ,

theonly elasticdegreeoffreedom ofthesam pleisitsho-

m ogeneous dilatation. Therefore,using already known

form ulasforthe VL energy and taking into accountthe

dependence on the dilatation ofthe corresponding coef-

�cients,the elasticcontribution can be easily com puted.

Asweshallsee,anyisotropiccasecanbereproducedfrom

this � = 1 one. M oreover,the previously reported re-

sultscan beeasily checked by evaluatingthem for� = 1

and com paringthem with thoseobtained consideringthis

casefrom the beginning.

Let us m ention also that we use the Fourier m ethod

when com puting the VL energy in the elastically

anisotropic case. This m ethod perm its to satisfy quite

easily the boundary conditions of the elastic problem

which correspond with those thattake place in realex-
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perim ents.Thus,oneavoidstoreproducespuriouse�ects

that a lack ofattention to these conditions m ight give.

O neofsuch e�ectis,forinstance,thesam pleform depen-

denceoftheelasticity-driveninteraction between vortices

(the sam e group ofauthorsreported thisdependence in

Ref.11 butnotin Ref.12).

II. O N T H E ELA ST IC EFFEC T S W IT H IN T H E

LO N D O N LIM IT

W hen studying the inuence ofthe elasticity on the

vortexproperties,m anyauthorsuseanassum ptionwhich

m ight seem quite natural(see,e.g.,Refs.2,5,10,11,12). It

consistsofusingthe\London approxim ation"introduced

by Abrikosov in Ref.14 (see also Ref.15). However,the

essence ofthis approxim ation could easily be m isinter-

preted. Asitisfrequently com m ented,within the Lon-

don approxim ation the orderparam eterm odulus varies

signi�cantly inside ofthe vortex cores only. Since the

spontaneous deform ation associated with the supercon-

ductivity isproportionalto square ofthe orderparam e-

term odulus,itseem ed naturalthatonly thecoreregions

(� . �) are essentialsourcesofstresses. Itisjustwhat

isassum ed in Refs.2,5,10,11,12. However,one hasto bear

in m ind thatsupercurrentsalso producean elastice�ect

because they dim inish the value ofthe orderparam eter

m odulus.Locallythisdim inishingissm all.Butsincethe

supercurrentsoccupy a very broad region (� . �L ),their

e�ectm ightbecom parableand even m oreim portant,as

virtually provesto be,than thatofthe cores.

To m ake this point m ore clear,let us recallhow the

vortex self-energy perunitlength "0 iscalculated within

theLondon lim it.14,15 W ithin thislim itoneassum esthat,

when calculatingthesupervelocityvs from theG inzburg-

Landau equations,the density ofsuperconducting elec-

trons (the square ofthe order param eter m odulus f2)

is constant in the corresponding equation. This m akes

it possible to �nd outexplicitly the spatialdistribution

ofthe supervelocity. Afterdoing so,one can follow two

di�erentways:

(a) Following de G ennes,16 the vortex self-energy is

presented asasum ofthem agnetic�eld energy and

thekineticenergyofthesuperconductingelectrons:

"0 =

Z
�
H

2 + f
2
v
2
s

�
d
2
� (1)

[weuseherethereduced units,seeRef.14,15,which

areanalogousofthosede�ned in Eqs.(10)(seebe-

low)].Integration iscarried outtakingintoaccount

the already found supervelocity, and considering

that the density of superconducting electrons is

constant.Thisapproxim ation isjusti�ed by virtue

ofthe high value of�: f2 dim inishes signi�cantly

only at� . �,whereasv2s doesat� & �L .

(b) Following Abrikosov,14,15 the vortex selfenergy is

calculated from the exactform ula

"0 =

Z �

H
2 +

1

2

�
1� f

4
�
�

d
2
� (2)

(as before,we use here dim ensionless quantities).

The principalpartofthis integralarises from the

second term , and it is associated with distances

m uch larger than �. In other words,those varia-

tions off that takes place out ofthe vortex core

arenow essential.

Aswesee,to assum ethatwithin theLondon approxim a-

tion f is constantout ofthe vortex cores is not always

correct. But, as we have pointed out,this is just the

assum ption thatunfortunately m any authorsm ade.For

exam ple,when studying theinteraction between vortices

and latticedefects,M iyahara etal.5 considered integrals

which are sim ilarto Eq. (2)but,atthe sam e tim e,ne-

glected allthe spatialvariationsoff at� & �.

Itisquitesurprisingthatthisassum ption hasnotbeen

critically revised up to now,especially by noting that,in

principle, the im portance of the out-of-core region for

the elastic e�ects could be understood since long ago.

G alaiko4 considered theinteraction between vorticesand

dislocation-induced strains. He found that this interac-

tion dependsnotonly on �,butalso on �L .However,he

did notcom m entRef.2 and discussed neitherthevortex-

induced strainnorthestrain-induced interactionbetween

vortices. Ref.8 is a recentexam ple in which the out-of-

coreregion istaken into accountwhen studying an elas-

ticity related problem :the structure ofa superconduct-

ing vortex pinned by a screw dislocation.

III. O N E SIN G LE V O R T EX

A . V ortex-induced strain

Letusproceed with the calculation ofthe strain �eld

induced by one single vortex. W hen doing so,we shall

accountforallthe spatialvariations,core and non-core

ones,thatareassociated with the vortex.

Thefree energy can be presented as

F = F1 + F2 =
1

v

Z

(F1 + F2)dv; (3)

wherev isthe volum eofthe system ,and

F1=
H 2

8�
+ aj	j

2
+
b

2
j	j

4
+

1

4m

�
�
�
�

�

� i~r�
2e

c
A

�

	

�
�
�
�

2

; (4a)

F2 = �ijj	j
2
uij +

1

2
�ijkluijukl: (4b)

Here and below,sum m ation over double indices is im -

plied.
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The equationsofequilibrium read15,17

�

a+ bj	j2+ �ijuij +
1

4m

�

� i~r�
2e

c
A

�2
�

	= 0; (5a)

r � H =
4�e

m c

�
~

2i
(	 �r 	� 	r 	 �)�

2e

c
j	j2A

�

; (5b)

�ijklhukli+ �ijhj	j
2i= 0; (5c)

@

@xj

�
�ijklukl+ �ijj	j

2
�
= 0; (5d)

whereh:::im eansvolum eaverage.W eshalllook forthe

solution oftheseequationsforthecaseofa singlevortex.

The z-axisofthe coordinate fram e we choose isparallel

to the vortex. The crystalfram e is obtained from this

coordinatefram e by rotation.

It is clear that far enough from the vortex both the

orderparam eterand the strain tensor tend to constant

values; say 	 s and usij respectively. Assum ing that

hj	j2i ’ j	 sj
2,the equations ofequilibrium reduce to

a+ bj	 sj
2 + �iju

s
ij = 0; (6a)

�ijklu
s
kl+ �ijj	 sj

2 = 0: (6b)

In consequence:

j	 sj
2 = � a=b

�
; (7)

u
s
ij = a�kl�

� 1

ijkl
=b

�
; (8)

whereb� = b� �ij�kl�
� 1

ijkl
(�� 1

ijkl
isgiven by �� 1

ijkl
�ijk0l0 =

�kk0�ll0). These values are just whatone obtains in the

superconducting phase.

Putting uij = usij+ uvij,wecan rewritetheequation of

equilibrium (5a)as

"

1�
j	j2

j	 sj
2
�
�iju

v
ij

j	 sj
2b

+ �
2

�

r �
2ie

~c
A

�2
#

	 = 0; (9)

where �2 = ~
2=(4m j	 sj

2b).Itisconvenientto introduce

the following notation:

�L =

r
m c

2

8�ej	sj
2; H c =

~c

2
p
2e��L

	 0= 	
	 s

; r0= r
�L

;

H 0= Hp
2H c

; A 0= Ap
2H c�L

;

�̂0= �̂

j	 sj
2
b
; �̂0= �̂

j	 sj
4
b
:

(10)

Thus,theequationsofequilibrium can bewritten as(we

om itprim esin the new quantities)

(1� v
2
s � �iju

v
ij)f � f

3 = � �
� 24 f; (11a)

r � H = vsf
2
; (11b)

�ijklhukli+ �ijhf
2i= 0; (11c)

@

@xj

�
�ijklukl+ �ijf

2
�
= 0; (11d)

where the order param eter has been expressed as 	 =

fei�,with vs = �� 1r � � A theabovem entioned super-

velocity.Here� = �L =� representstheG inzburg-Landau

param eterin ourcase,which doesnotdi�ersubstantially

from the conventionalone(b� ’ b).

Thespatialdistribution ofthesupervelocity vs can be

obtained from Eq.(11b)by assum ing thatf isconstant

there,i.e.within the London lim it. Thusone �ndsthat

vs = �� 1K 1(�), where K 1 is the M acDonald function

(see,e.g.,Ref.15).

In Eq. (11a),the term with uvij resultsto be oforder

�̂2 because ofEqs. (11c)and (11d). Since �̂ issm all,18

thevortex-induced strain can becalculated to thelowest

orderin �̂ neglecting the changesin f thatthe term uvij

in Eq. (11a)induces. In otherwords,f2 in Eqs. (11c)

and (11d)can betaken asthesolution ofEq.(11a)with

�̂ = 0. This solution can be written as f2 = 1 � h,

where h represents the vortex contribution. Using the

sam eapproxim ation thatin Ref.15 wehave

h(�)=

(

v2s(�) � � �� 1;

1� C (��)2; � � �� 1;
(12)

whereC isa constantoforderunity.

W e presentthe vortex induced strain as19

u
v
ij = �ij +

i

2

X

q6= 0

[qiuj(q)+ qjui(q)]e
iq� �

’ �ij +
iA

8�2

Z

d
2
q[qiuj(q)+ qjui(q)]e

iq� �

; (13)

where A representsthe section ofthe sam ple in perpen-

dicularto the vortex (recallthatwe have splitthe total

strain into usij + uvij).Here �ij accountsforthe hom oge-

neousdeform ationsthatthevortex induces,and ui(q)is

thei-th com ponentofthedisplacem entvectorin Fourier

space.Thus,Eqs.(11c)and (11d)can be written as

�ijkl�kl� �ijhhi= 0; (14a)

G
� 1

ik
(q)uk(q)+ iSi(q)h(q)= 0: (14b)

whereSi(q)= �ijqj,G
� 1

ik
(q)= �ijklqjql,and h(q)isthe

Fourier transform ofthe function (12). For the strain

�eld wehave:

�ij = �kl�
� 1

ijkl
hhi; (15a)

ui(q)= � iSk(q)G ki(q)h(q): (15b)
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W hen calculatingthestrain tensorata�xed distance�

from thevortex [seeEq.(13)],theinhom ogeneousdefor-

m ationsare m ainly given by those term swith q � �� 1.

So the m ain contribution at � � 1 arises from q � 1.

For these sm allq’s,the function h(q) can be split into

coreand non-corecontributions:

hcore(q)’
1

A

Z �
�1

0

Z 2�

0

(� � �
2
�
3)e� iq� cos�

d�d�

=
2�

A

Z �
�1

0

(� � �
2
�
3)J0(q�)d� =

q� 1

�

2A�2
; (16a)

hnon� core(q)’
1

A�2

Z 1

��1

Z 2�

0

�
� 1
e
� iq� cos�

d�d�

=
2�

A�2

Z 1

��1

J0(q�)

�
d� =

q� 1

2�

A�2
ln� (16b)

(here we have used the asym ptotic form ofvs � 1=(��)

for�� 1� � � 1,see Ref.15).

Asa result,at� � 1 the strain tensorcan be written

as

u
v
ij(�)= �

"
�kl�

� 1

ijkl

A
+

Z
d2q

(2�)2
qiSk(q)G kj(q)e

iq� �

#

= �

"
�kl�

� 1

ijkl

A
+

1

�2

Z 2�

0

� ij(�q)d�q

#

; (17)

where � =
R
h(�)d2� = �(1 + 4ln�)=(2�2),and � ij is

a tensor which depends only on the angle �q ( q � � =

q� cos�q). Ifthe sam ple is large enough the �rst term

in Eq. (17)can be neglected. Butwe retain itbecause,

when dealingwith thestrain-induced interaction (seebe-

low),itscontribution becom essigni�cant(thisfactiswell

known in the theory ofpoint defects,see e.g. Refs.20).

Note that the non-core contribution to �,i.e. the log-

arithm ic term , could also be obtained from the well

known expression ofthevortex self-energy:according to

Abrikosov,15 "0 ’
1

2

R
(1� f4)d2� ’ 2�

R1
��1

h(�)�d� =

2��� 2ln�.

K ogan etal.11 obtained asim ilarexpression forvortex-

induced strain considering an in�nite m edium . In such

a case, the �rst term of Eq.(17) vanishes at all. But

them ain di�erencebetween Eq.(17)and theexpression

reported by K ogan etal.
11 residesin the corresponding

valuesof�.Assum ing thatonly the vortex coreinduces

strain,K ogan etal.reported a value�=�2.So they over-

looked the logarithm ic term in � = �(1 + 4ln�)=(2�2)

that arises because ofnon-core contributions. This im -

pliesthatin the case ofhigh-� superconductors,K ogan

etal.strongly underestim ated thevortex-induced strain.

B . Elasticity-driven interaction betw een vortices:

Q ualitative estim ations

Let us now estim ate the interaction energy ofa VL

which isassociated with the strainsthatthe vorticesin-

duce.Aswehavepointed outbefore,theinhom ogeneous

partofthese strains have been previously reported but

neglecting non-core contributions (see,e.g.,Ref.11). If

thedistancebetween vorticesism uch longerthan �L ,to

takeintoaccountthesenon-corecontributionsreducesto

m odify the strains by a factor. In consequence,the in-

teraction energy oneobtainsby taking into accountboth

coreand non-corecontributionscoincides,up to thecor-

responding factor,with previously reported ones.K ogan

etal.,11 forinstance,evaluated theinteraction energy of

a VL by sum m ing up allpairwise contributions. M od-

ifying this interaction energy by including the non-core

contributions,onecan seethat

F
(nh)

int
� �

(1+ 4ln�)2

�2

�K

K
B
2
: (18)

Here �K =K stands for the order ofm agnitude ofthe

relative change in the elastic m odulidue to the norm al-

superconducting transition,and B represents the m ag-

netic induction.

Theinteraction between vorticesthatarisedue to the

hom ogeneousstrainscan be easily estim ated asfollows.

It is clear that N vortices willinduce a total(hom oge-

neous) strain N �,where � is given by Eq. (15a),ifthe

distancebetween them islargeenough.W hen substitut-

ing thisstrain in the corresponding term sofVL energy:

� �(N �)(N hhi)+ �(N �)2=2,one obtains� n2�2�2=(2�),

where n = N =A is the vortex density. This is precisely

theinteraction term thatwearelooking for.Taking into

account that the vortex density is n = �B =(2�), and

�2=� = �K =K [recallthatwe are using the dim ension-

less units de�ned in Eq. (10)];this interaction can be

estim ated as

F
(h)

int
� �

(1+ 4ln�)2

�2

�K

K
B
2
: (19)

Aswe see,the orderofm agnitude ofboth interaction

term sEqs.(18)and (19)coincide.Consequently,either

ofthem giveusan estim ateoftheorderofm agnitudeof

the totalinteraction energy.

IV . V O R T EX LA T T IC E:ELA ST IC A LLY

ISO T R O P IC M ED IU M

Itisconvenientto begin thetreatm entofVL’sconsid-

ering the case elastically isotropic superconductors. In

thiscase,the elastic contribution to the VL energy can

be obtained,without any new approxim ation,from al-

ready known form ulas for this VL energy. Such form u-

las are available for the regions H � Hc1, H � Hc2

(Refs.14,15)and forinterm ediate �eldsH c1 � H � H c2

(Refs.16,21). They reasonably m atch at the boundaries

ofthe corresponding regions. This perm its us to study

the elastic e�ects in isotropic superconductorswith the

sam eaccuracy.W ebegin with thecase� = 1 wherethe

calculationsareelem ental.
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A . In�nite shear m odulus

The only elastic degree offreedom ofa system which

shearm odulusisin�niteisitshom ogeneousdilatation.If

the system isnotclam ped thishom ogeneousdilatation,

say u,m ustbeunderstood asavariationalparam eter.In

the free energy (3),this variationalparam eter m odi�es

the coe�cientofthe term j	j 2,which can be rewritten

asa(u)= a+ �u.

Letus�x the param eteru fora while,i.e.,letuscon-

sider m om entaneously a clam ped sam ple. Thus, after

m inim izing with respecttoalldegreesoffreedom except-

ing u,the free energy ofthe VL with respectto thatof

thesuperconductingstatecan bewritten asasum oftwo

term s:a u-dependentVL energy via thecoe�cienta(u),

and the elastic energy. It is (see,e.g.,Ref.22 and the

referencestherein)

F = FV L(u)+
K

2
u
2
; (20)

wherethe FV L hasthe form

FV L =

8
>>>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>>>:

B H c1

4�
(I);

1
8�

�

B 2 + B H c1
ln(�d=�)2

ln�

�

(I{II);

1
8�

�

B 2 �
(H c2 � B )2

1+ (2�2 � 1)�A

�

(II);

(21)

in the corresponding regions ofm agnetic �elds de�ned

as (I):H � Hc1, (I{II):H c1 � H � H c2, and (II):

H � Hc2. Here �A = h	 4i=h	 2i2 = 1:16 for a trian-

gular VL,and 2ln� = 2( � 1)+ ln[
p
3=(8�)], where

(= 0:57772:::) is the Euler’sconstant. The m agnetic

induction B and thedistancebetween vorticesd aresuch

thatB = 2�0=(
p
3d2)in a triangularVL,where�0 isthe

ux quantum .

The m agnetic induction asa function ofthe m agnetic

�eld isgiven by:22

B =

8
>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>:

2�0p
3�2

L

n

ln

h
3�0

4��2
L
(H � Hc1)

io� 2

(I);

H � Hc1 +
�0

8��2
L

n

ln

h
4��

2

L
(H � Hc1)

�0

i

+ e

o

(I{II);

H � H c2� H

(2�2� 1)�A
(II);

(22)

where e = 2(1� ). Letusrecallthatin high-� super-

conductorsone hasthe following relationships(see,e.g.

Refs.15,22):

H c1 =
ln�

2�2
H c2; (23)

�
d

�

� 2

=
4�
p
3

H c2

B
=

8�
p
3

�2

ln�

H c1

B
: (24)

O necan check thatatthe boundariesofthe m agnetic

�eld regions,theexpressionsin Eq.(21)m atch oneeach

otherwith a reasonably accuracy:

� For H � �1H c1 (�1 & 1) one has B � �1H c1 ac-

cording to the expressions (I{II) and (II) in Eq.

(22). Therefore,taking into account the relation-

ship (24),one can obtain the freeenergy as

FV L ’

8
>>>>><

>>>>>:

�1H
2
c1

4�
(I);

�1H
2
c1

8�

0

@ �1 +
ln

h

8�(��)2=(
p
3�1 ln�)

i

ln�

1

A (I{II):

(25)

� ForH = �2H c2 (�2 . 1)onehasB ’ �2H c2 accord-

ing to the expressions (I{II) and (II) in Eq. (22)

and the relationship (23). Therefore,taking into

account the relationship (24),one can obtain the

free energy as

FV L ’

8
>>>><

>>>>:

�2H
2
c2

8�

�

�2 +
ln[4��2=(

p
3�2)]

2�2

�

(I{II);

H
2
c2

8�

�

�22 �
(1� �2)

2

2�2

�

(II):

(26)

The criticalm agnetic �eldsentering allabove expres-

sionsareu-dependentm agnitudes:

H c1(u)=
ln�
p
2�

H c(u)= H
�
c1 + H

0
c1u; (27)

H c2(u)=
p
2�H c(u)= H

�
c2 + H

0
c2u; (28)

where H c(u) = 2a(u)
p
�=b = H �

c + H 0
cu (with H �

c =

2a
p
�=b and H 0

c = 2�
p
�=b). In consequence,the ratio

d=� isalso a u-dependentm agnitude [see Eq.(24)],from

which one can write the coherence length � as� = �� +

�0u. M ention thatthe G inzburg-Landau param eter� is

independent ofu because it does not depend explicitly

on the coe�cienta(u).

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

with respectto u,i.e.,to takeinto accountthatthesam -

ple isin factunclam ped.Afterdoing so,weobtain

F =

8
>>>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>>>:

1
8�

�
2B H �

c1 � �IB
2
�
; (I);

1
8�

�

B 2 + B H �
c1

ln(�d=��)2

ln�
� �I� IIB

2

�

(I{II);

1
8�

�

B 2 �
(H �

c2 � B )2

1+ (2�2 � 1)�A � �e

�

(II);

(29)
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where

�I =
ln
2
�

2�2

�K

K
; (30)

�I� II=
[1+ 2ln(�d=��)]

2

16�K +
2
p
2H 02

c
B

�H �

c

H 02
c

�2
’
ln
2
(d=��)

4�2

�K

K
(31)

�e = 2�2
�K

K
: (32)

Here ithas been taken into accountthat H 02
c =(4�K )=

�K =K is the relative change in the bulk m odulus due

to the norm al-superconducting transition. Because this

relativechangeisusually �K =K � 1,theexpression for

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

F ’
1

8�

�

B
2 �

(H �
c2 � B )2

1+ (2�2 � 1)�A
� �II(H

�
c2 � B )2

�

;

(33)

where

�II =
�e

[1+ (2�2 � 1)�A ]
2
’

1

2�2

�K

K
: (34)

In allabove expressions for the free energy,one can

identify a term

Fint = �
�B2

8�
; (35)

which describes an attractive interaction between vor-

tices.Thecoe�cient� isgiven by Eq.(30),(31)or(34),

depending on them agnetic�eld region oneconsiders.It

can be presented as

� �
[� + ln(d=��)]2

2�2

�K

K
(36)

taking into accountthattheratio d=�� m ustbereplaced

by � ifd & �L ,and � isa constantoforderofunity (see

Fig.1).

According to whatwe have seen in the preceding sec-

tion,the logarithm ic contribution to the coe�cient� is

due to non-core e�ects. These e�ects have been over-

looked until now. As we show in Fig.1, the neglec-

tion ofthese non-coree�ectsleadsto underestim ate the

elasticity-driven interaction between vortices. And by

virtue ofthe high value of�,such a underestim ation is

quite signi�cantin alm ostallthe m ixed state.

B . Finite shear m oduli

Itisquitestraightforwardtoextend theresultsthatwe

have obtained for the � = 1 case,to the m ost general

isotropic one. Note thatm inim izing the free energy (3)

with respectto allelasticdegreesoffreedom oneobtains

F2 = �
�2

2K 4=3

hj	j
4
i�

�2

2K

4�

3K 4=3

hj	j
2
i2; (37)

10
-4

10
-3

10
-2

10
-1

10
0

1

10

100
(I) (II)(I-II)

 

δ /
δI

I

B/Hc2

FIG .1:Log-log plotofthecoe�cient�oftheattraction term

� � �B
2
ofthefreeenergy asafunction ofthem agneticinduc-

tion,taking into account (solid line) and neglecting (dashed

line)non-core contributions.The regionsindicated as(I),(I-

II)and (II)(see text)are the corresponding onesfor�’ 100

(note thatH c1 ’ 10
� 4
H c2 in thiscase).

where K 4=3 = K + 4�=3. The �rstterm ofthisexpres-

sion renorm alizesthecoe�cientbofEq.(1).Thisrenor-

m alization disappearsin the lim it � ! 1 . The second

term m akesthatthefreeenergy becom esintoanon-local

functional.Thisnon-localityrem ainsaslongastheshear

m odulusdoesnotvanish.

W orking out from this functional one could recover

the free energy (29) by ascribing the coe�cients in Eq.

(37) the values they assum e in the case � = 1 , i.e.

�2=(2K 4=3)= 0 and 4�=(3K 4=3)= 1.Thisconsideration

doesnotchangethefunctionalform ofEq.(37)(only co-

e�cientschange).So oneconcludesthatthe freeenergy

density ofany isotropic type-IIsuperconductor has the

form ofEq. (29) with the corresponding renorm alized

constants:

b � ! b� �
2
=K 4=3 (38)

(�2=K ) � ! (�2=K )[4�=(3K 4=3)]: (39)

Notethat,becausetheresulting coe�cient� in Eq.(35)

vanishesif� = 0,itcan besaid thattheelasticity-driven

interaction between vorticesisassociated with thesolid-

stateelasticity.

C . C om parison w ith previously reported results

Letusstartthissection by com paring ourresultswith

thosereported in Refs.10,11.In thesereferences,interm e-

diate �eldsfarfrom Tc areconsidered.M ention thatal-

though strictly speaking theG inzburg-Landau approach

thatweuseisnotvalid farfrom Tc,itstillgivescorrectly

the ordersofm agnitude. So the com parison stillm akes

sense. M ention also thatin Refs.10,11 the hom ogeneous
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partofthestrainsareom itted.In Ref.10 thisom ission is

m entioned explicitly,while in Ref.11 it followsfrom the

factthatthey considerin�nitesam pleswhen calculating

the interaction between vortex pairs. Therefore,as we

argued in Sec. IIIB,we can only com pare the orderof

m agnitude (see below for a m ore detailed com parison).

Such a com parison revealsthat,asa resultoftheneglec-

tion ofthe non-core contributionsto the interaction en-

ergy,thisenergy isnotably underestim ated in Refs.10,11

through the m ost part ofthe m ixed state (see Fig. 1).

Such a underestim ation isatleastby factor� ln
2
� close

to H c1.

In Ref.12,treatingthecaseH � Hc2,both hom ogenous

and inhom ogeneousstrainsare seem ingly taken into ac-

count.In accordancewith Eq.(28)ofthisreference,the

freeenergy in the isotropiccaseshould be ofthe form

F =
1

8�

�

B
2 �

1+ (2�2 � 1)�A � 4�2�2

[1+ (2�2 � 1)�A + 4�2�2]
2
(H �

c2 � B )2
�

;

(40)

where

�2 = �
�2

(K + 4

3
�)b

�A : (41)

Because ofthe sm allness of�2,this expression can be

approxim ated to

F ’
1

8�

�

B
2 �

(H �
c2 � B )2

1+ (2�2 � 1)�A
� �2(H

�
c2 � B )2

�

; (42)

where�2 = � 12�2�2=[1+ (2�2 � 1)�A ]
2.

At �rst glance,one could think that the last term of

this expression and the last one ofEq. (33) di�er only

in a num ericalfactor.So theelasticity-driven interaction

between vortices are reasonably wellreproduced by ei-

therofthem . However,a deeperinspection ofEq. (42)

reveals that it is erroneous: the coe�cient � 2 (i) van-

ishes if� = 1 and (ii) rem ains �nite if� = 0. Being

thestrain-driven interaction between vorticesdueto the

speci�c features ofthe solid-state elasticity,the results

oneobtainsfrom Ref.12 in the abovem entioned lim iting

casescannotbe correct.Thism otivatesusto reconsider

the problem treated in Ref.12 (Sec.V B below).

V . V O R T EX LA T T IC E:ELA ST IC A LLY

A N ISO T R O P IC M ED IU M

Letusreconsiderthefreeenergy (3)and,asusual(see

Ref.15),integrate by partsterm with r 	 �. Thus,after

using the G auss’theorem and the boundary condition

n �
�
� i~r � 2e

c
A
�
	
�
�
�
= 0 (n isthe unitvectorofthe

norm alto the surface�),one�ndsthat:

1

4m

Z �
�
�

�

� i~r �
2e

c
A

�

	

�
�
�
2

dv

=
1

4m

Z

	 �

�

� i~r �
2e

c
A

�2
	dv: (43)

Because	satis�estheequation (5a),thisexpression can

be written as

1

4m

Z

	 �

�

� i~r �
2e

c
A

�2
	dv

= �

Z
�
aj	j2 + bj	j4 + �ijuijj	j

2
�
dv: (44)

Asa result,the freeenergy (3)can be presented as

F =
1

v

Z �
H 2

8�
�
b

2
j	j4 +

1

2
�ijkluijukl

�

dv: (45)

This expression generalizes the Abrikosov’one [see Eq.

(2)]by takingintoaccounttheelasticdegreesoffreedom .

In Ref.12 ithasbeen reported a sim ilarexpression that,

however,iserroneous(see Sec.V B below).

A . H � H c2

W hen treating the�eldsfarfrom H c2,itisconvenient

to express j	j2 = j	 sj
2 � h,where j	sj

2 = � a=b� [see

Eq. (7)]and h now representsthe VL contribution. In

addition,weexpressthe strain tensorasuij = usij + uvij,

whereusij = � �kl�
� 1

ijkl
j	 sj

2 and

u
v
ij =�kl�

� 1

ijkl
hhi

+
1

2

X

q6= 0

�
qiSk(q)G kj(q)+ qjSk(q)G ki(q)

�
h(q)eiq� r

:

(46)

Thus,the equations ofequilibrium (14a) and (14b) are

satis�ed.Substituting theseexpressionsforj	j2 and uij
into Eq.(45),one�ndsthat

F =Fs +
1

v

Z �
H 2

8�
+ b

�j	 sj
2
h �

b

2
h
2

�

dv

+
1

2

X

q

b
0(q)jh(q)j2; (47)

whereFs = � b�j	 sj
4=2 and

b
0(q)=

(

�ij�kl�
� 1

ijkl
(q = 0);

Si(q)Sj(q)G ji(q) (q 6= 0):
(48)

Notethat,forq 6= 0,the function b0(q)only dependson

the angle.

W hen calculating h, we can retain the lowest order

term s in �̂,i.e. we can take h ’ h0 + h1 where h0 is

given by solving Eq.(5a)with �̂ = 0,and h1 represents

the correction to thissolution due to the term �iju
v
ij in

Eq.(5a):

bh1 ’

(

�iju
v
ij (outofcores);

0 (inside cores):
(49)
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The absence ofcorrection inside the cores follows from

thefactthat,in theseregions,Eq.(5a)can belinearized

becauseofthesm allnessoftheorderparam eterm odulus

(see, e.g., Ref.15). Let us rem ark, even doing so, the

vortex cores are taken into account: they act as strain

sources.

Substituting theseexpressionsin Eq.(47),and retain-

ing the lowestorderterm s,we obtain

F = Fs + b
�j	 sj

2
�hh0i+

hH 2i

8�
�
b

2
hh20i

� b
X

q

h0(� q)h1(q)+
1

2

X

q

b
0(q)jh0(q)j

2
; (50)

where� = 1+ b00=b.

Them ostim portantcontribution tothetwolastterm s

in Eq. (50) arises from q < �� 1.23 At these q’s, the

function h1(q)can be calculated by taking bh1 ’ �iju
v
ij

in allthe regions[seeEq.(49)],so

� b
X

q

h0(� q)h1(q)’ �
X

q

b
0(q)jh0(q)j

2
: (51)

Asa result,the free energy (50)is

F ’ Fs + b
�j	 sj

2
�hh0i+

hH 2i

8�
�
b

2
hh20i

�
1

2

X

q

b
0(q)jh0(q)j

2
: (52)

The last term ofthis expression represents the strain-

induced contribution to the VL energy. The term with

q = 0 isassociated with the hom ogeneousstrains. The

elastic constants enter this term through an invariant

com bination [seeEq.(48)],so itdoesnotdepend on the

orientation ofthe VL with respect to the crystalaxes.

Thisdependence arisesfrom the term swith q 6= 0.

Letusm ention thatthisform uladem onstratesthatthe

elasticity-driveninteractionbetween vorticesdoesnotde-

pend on the sam ple form ,unlike to the statem entm ade

in Ref.11. Indeed,such a dependence would m ean that

contribution tothesum from theregion ofsm allq’sises-

sentialand com parablewith the contribution ofthe rest

ofthe sum . Butthe function h0 (�)� hh0iisa periodic

function de�ned in a �nite volum e (neglecting the near-

of-thesurfacedistortions).ItsFourierspectrum doesnot

contain sm allq’sbuthasm axim a atthe non-zero recip-

rocallatticevectors.Theform and thesizeofthesam ple

is reected in the form and the width ofthese m axim a

and nowhere else. In fact,the sum soverq’s can be re-

placed by sum soverthe reciprocallattice vectorsofthe

VL Q .Putting

h0(�)=
X

i

eh0(� � �i) (53)

where�i representthe vortex positions,one�ndsthat

h0(q)=
1

A

X

i

Z

eh0(� � �i)e
� iq� �

d
2
� = neh0(q); (54)

wheren isthevortex density,A representsthesection of

the sam plein perpendicularto the VL,and

eh0(q)�

( R
eh0(�)e

� iq� �
id2� (q = Q );

0 (otherwise);
(55)

with Q any ofthe reciprocallattice vectors (note that

A � 1
P

i
e� iq� �

i = n�qQ ). As a result,the last term in

Eq.(52)can be written as

Fel= �
n2

2

h

b
0(0)eh20(0)+

X

Q 6= 0

b
0(Q )jeh0(Q )j

2

i

: (56)

Letusem phasize thatwith thisexpression,one takes

into accountthatboth core and non-core regionsactas

strain sources. It can be straightforwardly illustrated

close to H c1. Here,due to the large separation between

vortices,thefunction eh0 in Eq.(53)practically coincides

with thatassociated with onesinglevortex[seeEq.(12)].

In consequence the function eh0(Q ) varies slowly up to

Q � �� 1 and then rapidly dropsto zero.So in Eq.(56)

itcan be taken aseh0(Q )’ eh0(0),which naturally split

into coreand non-corecontributions[seeEqs.(16)]:

eh0(0)= �(1+ 4ln�)j	sj
2
�
2
=2; (57)

lim iting the sum overQ ’sup to Q m ax . �� 1.

LetuscalculateFel explicitly in the isotropiccase.In

thiscaseonehas�ij = ��ij and �ijkl = (K � 2

3
�)�ij�kl+

�(�ik�jl+ �il�jk),where K and � are the bulk and the

shearm odulusrespectively.In consequence,

b
0(Q )=

(

�2=K (Q = 0);

�2=(K + 4�=3) (Q 6= 0);
(58)

and Eq.(56)yields

Fel= �
n2

2
eh20(0)

 

�2

K
+

Q m axX

Q 6= 0

�2

K + 4

3
�

!

= �
n2

2
eh
2
0(0)

"
4�2�

3K (K + 4

3
�)

+

Q m axX

Q = 0

�2

K + 4

3
�

#

’ �
�2eh20(0)

2(K + 4

3
�)

�
4�n2

3K
+

n

�2

�

; (59)

wherethesum overdiscreteQ ’shasbeen replaced by in-

tegration (
P

Q
� n� 1

R
d2Q ).Theterm / n representsa

renorm alization ofthe vortex self-energy,whiletheterm

/ n2 isthe elasticity-driven interaction.

In the anisotropic case the sum overQ ’s in Eq. (56)

also yields a term / n,which renorm alizes the vortex

self-energy,and a term / n2 which contributes to the

elasticity-driven interaction between vortices. In this

case,a dependence on the orientation of the VL with

respectto thecrystalaxesisim plicitin thesetwo term s.
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Taking into account that j	 sj
4b0 � H2

c(�K =K ) and

nH c�
2 � B =�,the elasticity-driven interaction can be

estim ated as

Fint � �
(1+ 4ln�)2

�2

�K

K
B
2
: (60)

Aswesee,itsorderofm agnitudecoincideswith thatwe

obtained in Sec. IIIB from qualitative estim ations,as

wellaswith thatoftheexactresultsthatweobtained in

Sec.IV fortheisotropiccase.Letusm ention thatom it-

ting ln� in these expressions,i.e.om itting the non-core

contribution tothevortex-inducedstrain,theyreproduce

the previously reported results.11

B . H � H c2

Letus now considerthe VL’snearH c2. W hen doing

so,it is convenient to use the conventionaldim ension-

less units instead ofthose de�ned in Eqs. (10). These

conventionalunits can be obtained from Eqs. (10) by

replacing j	 sj
2 with � a=b.

Following K ogan24 one can easily obtain, now from

theequationsofequilibrium (5),theso-called Abrikosov

identities(seealsoRef.14,15,25).In presenceofstrain they

read

H z = H 0 �
!

2�
; (61a)

� � H0

�
h!i+

1� 2�2

2�2
h!2i� �ijhuij!i= 0: (61b)

HereH 0 isaconstantand ! isthesquared m odulusofthe

function 	,which issolution ofthe linearized equations

(5a) and (5b) (	 =
p
!ei�). Bearing in m ind that the

m agnetic induction isB = hH zi= H 0 � h!i=(2�),from

Eqs.(61)onecan also obtain the following relationship:

h!i=
2�(� � B )

e�A � �e

; (62)

where �e = � 2�2�ijhuij!i=h!i
2 and e�A = 1 + (2�2 �

1)�A ,with �A = h!2i=h!i2.

Bearingin m ind thatfrom theAbrikosovidentity (61a)

itfollowsthathH 2i= B 2 + (h!2i� h!i2)=(4�2),thefree

energy (45)can be rewritten as

F = B
2 �

e�A

4�2
h!i2 +

1

2
�ijklhuijukli: (63)

W hen calculating the strain tensor uij (now the total

strain),we m usttake into accountthatj	j2 = !.Thus,

expressing uij in the form (13),one�ndsthat

�ij = � �kl�
� 1

ijkl
h!i;

ui(q)= iSj(q)G ji(q)!(q); (64a)

where!(q)representstheFouriertransform ofthefunc-

tion !.In consequence,thelastterm ofEq.(63)is

1

2
�ijklhuijukli=

1

2

h

�ijkl�ij�kl+
X

q6= 0

G
� 1

ij (q)ui(q)uj(� q)

i

= �
1

2

h

�ijkl�
� 1

m nkl
�m n�ijh!i+ i

X

q6= 0

G
� 1

ij (q)G kj(q)Sk(q)ui(q)!(� q)

i

= �
1

2

h

�ij�ijh!i+ i
X

q6= 0

Si(q)ui(q)!(� q)

i

= �
1

2
�ijhuij!i=

�e

4�2
h!i2: (65)

Asa result,the free energy (63)is

F = B
2 �

e�A � �e

4�2
h!i2 = B

2 �
(� � B )2

e�A � �e

: (66)

Let us m ention that the form of this expression for

the free energy di�ers substantially from that reported

by M iranovi�c etal. in Ref.12. The elasticity-driven in-

teraction term thatone obtainsfrom Eq.(66)isseveral

tim essm allerthan thecorresponding onein Ref.12.The

validity ofEq. (66) can be checked by noting that it

reproducesthe isotropic case [see expression (II) in Eq.

(29)].In contrast,theexpression reported in Ref.12 does

not (see Sec. IV C). The reason is that is it obtained

from an expression analogousto Eq.(45),buterroneous

[Eq.(20)ofRef.12].Itreads

F =
1

v

Z �
H 2

8�
�
b

2
j	j4 + �ijuijj	j

2 +
1

2
�ijkluijukl

�

dv;

(67)

O ne can see here thatthe term �ijuijj	j
2 istaken into

account twice: one explicitly and another im plicitly in

the term � bj	j2=2 which arisesasresultofthe integra-

tion by partsshowed atthebeginning ofthisSection.
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V I. C O N C LU D IN G R EM A R K S

W e have revised the contribution to the VL energy

which is due to the vortex-induced strains, showing

thatessentialcorrectionsin thepreviouscalculationsare

needed. The m ostim portantone is connected with the

fact that,in high-� superconductors,not only the vor-

tex coresinduce strainsin a signi�cantway. There also

existsa signi�cantcontribution associated with thenon-

core regionswhich,in fact,the m ostim portantonesfor

the VL energies at low �elds (H � H c2). As a result

oftheproperinclusion ofallstrain sources,thestrength

ofthe elasticity-driven interaction between vortices in-

creasesby a factorup to � ln
2
� com pared with thepre-

viously reported ones.

It is known since long ago that the observed correla-

tionsbetween VL’sand crystallatticesin dirty supercon-

ductorscannotbeexplained withouttheelasticity-driven

interaction between vortices.10 Thisinteraction hasbeen

proved to be im portant in clean superconductors also.

Forexam ple,the VL’sobserved in NbSe2 do notcorre-

spond to the m inim um ofthe London energy. In Ref.11

K ogan etal.showed that,however,the di�erencein the

London energiesofthetwopossiblecom petingstructures

issm allerthan thedi�erencein theenergiesofthecorre-

sponding elasticity-driven interactions.Aswehavem en-

tioned,K ogan etal.underestim ated theelasticity-driven

interaction between vorticesbecause they assum ed that

only the vortex cores induce strain but,even doing so,

they pointed out the im portance ofthis interaction in

NbSe2. This im portance is increased as a result ofthe

present work,what should be taken into account espe-

cially in those cases in which previous estim ates ofthe

above m entioned di�erences concluded that it was that

ofthe London energy the m ostim portantone.

V 3Sim ightprovidean exam plein which thelattercase

takesplace.In Ref.26 itwasclaim ed thatin V 3Sithecon-

tribution to the VL energy which is due to the (under-

estim ated)elasticity-driven interactionsbetween vortices

can be neglected com pared to that contribution due to

thenonlocalcorrectionsto theLondon energy.Butbear

in m ind that (i) the order of m agnitude of these two

contributionsisthesam e,asitwasshown in Ref.11 con-

sidering the vortex cores as the only sources ofstrains,

and (ii) the strength ofthe elasticity-driven interaction

isconsiderably strongerthan itwasreported,aswehave

shown in thispaper.So itisquiteprobablethatin V 3Si,

as wellas in other superconductors with large �, this

elasticity-driven interaction between vorticesisnotonly

com parable,buteven m oreim portantthan thenonlocal

correctionsto the London energy.
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