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Bemoulli potential in type-I and weak type-II superconductors: Surface charge
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T he electrostatic potential close to the surface of superconductors In the M eissner state is discussed.
W e show that beside the Bemoulli potential, the quasiparticle screening, and the them odynam ic
contrbution due to R ickayzen, there is a non-local contribution which is large for both typeT and

weak type-II superconductors.

I.HISTORICAL REVIEW

The elctrostatic potential In superconductors is
know n already for seven decades. W ithin the preL.ondon
approaches based on the ideal charged liquid, the elec—
trostatic potential was assum ed to balance the Lorentz
and the inertial forces acting on diam agnetic currents¥
The current j= env ow s along the surface and is am —
plitude f2lls 0o exponentially from the surface into the
buk. Sin flarly the screened m agnetic eld decays. The
balancing electrostatic potential was found to be of the
Bemoullitype, ' = %m v*, therefore it allso on the
scale of half the London penetration depth. From the
P oisson equation,

or? = ; 1)

one nds that this corresponds to a charge accum ulated
In the layer penetrated by the m agnetic eld. Tom ain—
tain the charge neutrality, the accum ulated bulk charge
has to be accom panied by the opposite surface charge.
T his picture has been con m ed by the London theory 2

A .A dvanced London-type approaches

T he electrostatic potential equals the B emoulli poten—
tial only at zero tem perature when all electrons are in
the superconducting condensate. At nite tem peratures,
a part n, ofelectrons rem ains in the nomm alstate, whilke
the rest ng = n n, ocontrbutes to the supercurrent,
j= engv. The electric force acting on nom al electrons
is transferred to the condensate via a m echanian which
rem inds one of the fountain e ect In super uid helum .
A's a consequence, the electrostatic potential reduces to
e’ = 2=2mv’. This reductjon of the potential derived
by van V ifeiken and Staad? has a som ehow confusing
nam e: the quaslparticle screening. It should be noted
that the electrostatic potential caused by currents in su—
perconductors is traditionally called the Bemoullipoten—
tial in spite ofthe quasiparticle screening and other non—
B emoulli contributions found later.

Jakem an and P ike recovered the result ofvan V ijfeiken
and Staas from the static and the classical lin it of the

tin edependent G inzburg-Landau GL) theorya"f Unlike
previous studies, their approach inclides the real screen—
Ing due to spatial distrdbution of the charge, therefore
it describbes the surface charge as a space charge local-
ized on the scale of the Thom asFem iscreening length.
T hispicture ofthe surface charge was acoepted fora long
tin e as it looks natural and seem s to be Justi ed from
the sam im icroscopic theory.

Later studies of the electrostatic potential did not re—
address the question ofthe surface charge but attem pted
to overcom e the hydrodynam ic picture common to all
the above m entioned studies. N aturally, they focused on
a detailed description of the Bemoulli potential on the
scale of the London penetration depth.

Adkinsand W aldram recovered the Bemoullipotential
from theBC S theory forthe system at zero tem perature &
They also indicated that at nie tem peratures one
should expect a contribution which depends on the band
structure.

The predicted contrbution has been evaluated by
R ickayzen £ He used the therm odynam ic approach which
yields

@ng 1

e = “mvP: @)
@n 2

T he density dependence of the condensate densiy can
be evaluated either from the BC S theory lading to the
resul ofAdkinsand W aldram or from the two— uid rela—

tion ng nl g—: . The latter gives a sin ple form ula
ng 1l n, @nT.1
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The rst temm balances the Lorentz and inertial forces,
while the second re ects the pairing. W ewillcall term s
proportionalto @@]“TTHC the them odynam ic correction.

In the next decade, the interest In the electro—
static potential n superconductors shifted tow ards non—
equilbriim situations, seeeg. Ref.::/. . It should be noted
that the Bemoullipotential introduced w ithin the theory
of non-equilbbrium system s is not the sam e as the one
we discuss. W ithin the non-equilbrium theory the tem
Bemoulli potential is used for the velocity-dependent
part of the energy of C ooper pairs. O nly in equilborium ,
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the velocity-dependent energy agrees w ith the electro—
static potential we discuss here.

B .G L approaches { local

New studies of the Bemoulli potential In equilb-
rium have been stimulated by, the question of the vor-
tex charge. Khom skii et al®? have used the idea of
van derM arell! to derive a sin pke estin ate ofthe electro—
static potentialin tem softhe superconducting gap. T he
obtained form ula corresponds to the them odynam ic cor-
rection ofR ickayzen w ith the originalbalance term being
om itted. W hile the validiy of the approach is restricted
to tem peratures close to T, i has the advantage, how —
ever, that i can be applied w ithin the G L theory. B latter
et al% have em ployed this estin ate to predict a possble
electrostatic eld above the surface ofthe superconductor
w ith the vortex lattice perpendicular to it.

An opposite Im it regresents the treatm ent of the vor—
tex charge by LeB lanc? He considers only the balance
term om itting the themm odynam ic correction com pletely.
A s one can see from Rickayzen’s formula, this approxi-
m ation is 1im ited to the region of low tem peratures.

C .G L approaches { non-local

A Ilthe abovem entioned theories have In com m on that
the electrostatic potential is a local function of the clas—
sical kinetic energy or of the gap. In other words, they
neglect the gradient of the condensate. The non-local
corrections w ithin the G L theory have been proposed in
Ref. :_li_i' . It tumed out that the non-local corrections are
taken into account if the classical kinetic energy in the
balance equation is replaced by its quantum -m echanical
counterpart.

For our next discussion it is In portant that the non.
local contributions can be rearranged nto a localom & 3
Indeed, within the GL theory the sum of the kinetic en—
ergy and the G L potential is zero which allow s us to ex—
press the balance tem via the localGL potential. Note
that this rearrangem ent is possble only w ithin the non—
Jocal theory, because gradients of the condensate density
ng = 2j ¥, where is the GL wave filnction, provide
In portant contributions to the quantum kinetic energy,
n parthu]ar close to the surface.

In Ref. :L3 the quasiparticle screening and the ther-
m odynam ic correction have been neglected, the com —
plete theory hasbeen presented in Ref.14. T he detaikd
derivation together w ith estin ates of m aterial param e~
ters and the num ericaltreatm ent ofthe A brikosov vortex
lattice n niobiim at various tem peratures can be found
n Ref.[15. A gain, all contrbutions ncluding the kinetic
energy can be expressed in a Iocalrelation ’ [§ F1.

T he non-local form of the Bemoulli potential requires
to reconsider the picture of surface charges. It is para—

doxical that the possbility to rearrange the non-local
corrections into a local fiinction plays the crucial rok.
A s noticed already by Yam polskiiet alld if the electro—
static potential is of the ©m ’ [j F), the GL boundary
condition, r = 0 in the direction nom alto the surface,
In plies that no surface charge is needed. Indeed, at the
surface r ' = g—'r = 0. The electric eld thus van—
ishes at the surface which isa su cient condition for the

charge neutrality.

D .Plan of the paper

A pparently, there is no surface charge on the scale of
the Thom asFem i screening length. The electric eld
due to the dipol between the surface charge and the
bulk charge was supposed to balance the Lorentz force,
therefore one has to ask the question how the balance of
forces looks if the surface charge is absent.

The charge pro e in the VZICZIl’lJty of the surface has
been num erically studied in Ref. ';L7- This study was lim —
ited to thin slhbs and type-II superconductors, is results
Indicate, how ever, that the charge pro l at the surface
tendsto organize nto tw o layers—a narrow surface charge
and a thicker bulk charge.

In this paper we discuss the charge and potential pro—

ke at the surface ofa sem +in nie superconductor in the
M eissner state. In the next section we shortly describe
the surface charge within the GL theory. In section ITT
we discuss the lim it of a weak m agnetic eld, where all
results can be derived analytically. W e w illshow that the
Bemoulli potential at the surface di ers from the value
predicted by Rickayzen. The correction has the fom
of a multiplicative factor that approaches unity for the
extram e type-Il superconductor. Num erical results on
strong m agnetic elds are presented in section IV reveal-
Ing a nonlinear m echanisn which, however, is found to
be very an all. T he conclusions and outlook are presented
In section V.

II.SURFACE CHARGE W ITHIN THE
GINZBURG-LANDAU TYPE THEORY

A typicalpro ke with the charge distrbution close to

the planar surface and hom ogeneous extemal m agnetic

elds is shown In Fig. :}' The pro ke has been obtained
by a num erical solution ofthe G L equation
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wheren isthe density ofpairable electrons, isthe linear
coe clent ofthe speci cheat,m = 2m ande = 2eare

the m ass and charge of the C ooper pair, and t= T=T. is



the tem perature on the scale of the critical tem perature.
In the assum ed geom etry one can use the London gauge
In which the GL wave function is real.
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FIG.1l. The charge pro ke close to the surface for 4 dif-
ferent m agnetic elds. The magnetic eld is given in di-
m ensionless units proportional to the m agnetic ux quanta,
Bo= o=@ 3) = e ognh=2m . The coordinate x ism easured
in units of the London penetration depth o at zero tem —
perature. The assum ed tem perature t = T=T. = 029 yilds
the penetration depth = 1:7 (. The charge is scaled with
B? so that the two lowest m agnetic elds B = 0:01B, and
B = 0:{1B( give nearly identical curves. The m agnetic eld
B = 0:334B is close to the critical value. The G L param eter

c1 = 1 corresponds to weak type-II superconductors.

E quation (:ff) hasbeen proposed by Bardeen as an ex—
tension to low tem peratures8 I fact, B ardeen arrived to
this equation Independently adding the quantum kinetic
energy to the G orter< asin ir two— uid m odel. C lose to
the criticaltem perature the G L function hasa an allm ag—
niude a 2 n which allow s one to expand the square-

rotl= 1 2 2 1+21 2 andone nds the custom -

ary GL equation with parameters = T2 1)=2n
and = T2t%=n’.
T he vector potential A is given by the M axwell equa—
tion
r r A= g— 2A : )
m
E quations (:ff) and (;'5) are solved together w ith
kept constant.
From theGL wave function weevaluatetheBemoulli
potentiatd

and T.
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T he density dependence of and T has been estim ated
from the experin ental speci ¢ heat, theoretical free—
electron density of states, and the M M illan fom uitd,
see Appendix in Ref. :_15 The Thom asFem i screening
ngth, 2, = Zkgz ¢, is very small and its contribu-—
tion can be neglected, because the general integralw hich
is proportionalto exp ( x= rg) Is zero since no surface
charge form s on this scal.
In the nal step the charge pro ke is evalnated from

the P oisson equation (:11') .

ITI.LOW M AGNETIC FIELD S

In weak m agnetic elds the GL wave fiinction is only

little perturbed from itsbuk valuie = 1 + w ith

1 . In this lim it the charge pro l can be solved
analytically.

In the M axwell equation @) the vector potential is a
an allquantity so that the perturbation of the wave does
not contrbute in lowest order. T he xfr)ector potential can
thus be solved taking 1 = n(l #)=2. For
both types of superconductors, this results In a simple
exponential decay of the vector potential,

Ay B e* @)

on Ighe scale of the London penetration depth =
o= 1 ¢, with 2 = 2m =(ge?n). Here B is the
value of the m agnetic eld at the surface at x = 0.

A .G L wave function

T he linear approxin ation ofthe G L equation @) reads
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which can be expressed in tem s of the GL coherence

kngth 2= 2h°nt'=m T2Q ¢))as
2 e?
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The solution of ('_55) is com posed from the particular
Integralw ith the decay on the scale of the London pen—
etration depth and the general integral decaying on the
scale of the GL coherence length,

= e + e . 10)
T he general integral of (;_9') can also nclude a grow ing
term / exp( 2x= ). Thistem isexcluded, because the
perturbation asym ptotically vanishes in thebul, 1o
forx ! 1 .



From the GL boundary condition, r = 0atx= 0,
we nd that the two am plitudes are linked by

P_
2

= = )

where = = . W e note that within Bardeen’s exten—-

sion ofthe G L theory, the ratio = dependscfn the tem -

perature, = gp=t%, where g = HrlleTrf — is the

ordinary GL param eter de ned at T.. The diverging ef-
fective GL param eter at low tem peratures show s that
w ithin B ardeen’s approxin ation any system behavesasa
type-II superconductor at su ciently low tem peratures.
T his feature contrasts w ith the lnearly decreasing e ec—
tive GL param,eter one nds close to the upper critical
m agnetic edd. o f ocourse, the strong tem perature de—
pendence of is rather an artifact of the m odel. Since

is the m ost in portant quantity of the G L theory, one
can sin ply take and as input param eters.

The am plitude of th.e. particular integral is obtained
from the GL equation @) as

- ?B? e? 4B?2 1
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The GL wave fiinction from C_l(_)'—:_é results in
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B .Bernoullipotential

Finally, we take the lihear approxination of the
Bemoullipotential 6'_6 . Since the asym ptotic value
ofthepotential’; = ' [ 1 f is not essential, we Hcus
on the perturbation caused by the m agnetic eld

2

e’ Z.r’e’=cC (14)
In tetm sof and the coe cient C reads
h? 2 @hT
C=—— 1 ¢t+at c 15)
2m 2 @hn

A general integral which decays into the buk is of the
form

e’ =e'pe* T+C e +C e
(e)
From C_l-l_i) one nds the am plitudes

C

C =—— a7
l ( T2F

C

C = ————: (18)

T he am plitude of the general integral is given by the

charge neutrality, which requiresr ' = 0 at x = 0.
From (16) fllows
p—
e '1p= 2—C 2—c 19)
The relative am plitudes proportional to trp= and

rr= are not su ciently small to be neglected. The
charge density is given by the second derivatives so that
one obtains relative am plitudes of the charge density at
the surface proportionalto = tr orto = rp.The sur-
face charge isan Integral, ie. the contribution In question
isproportionalto the am plitude at the surface m ultiplied
w ith the Thom as¥tem i length. A ccording to condition
C_l-gj) all charges can have com parablk valies.

T o prove that the screening on the scale ofthe Thom as—
Fem ilength 1r and the related surface charge can be
neglected, one has to em ploy the G L boundary condition
r = 0atx= 0.Using I_i:[) one cbtains
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so that the general integral is proportional to the cube of
thean allratio rr= .A ccordingly, the chargedue to the
general integral is smaller by a factor Z,= 2 than the
charge created by the particular integral. In the follow ing
we neglect this contrbution for sim plicity of notation.
W ithin the sam e kevelof accuracy we take C = C and
c =cC.

Now we are ready to evaluate the electrostatic poten—
tial. Using (11) and {I2) we obtain from (16)

B? 4 @nT,
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T his linearized relation extends R ickayzen’s formula to
typeI and weak typeII superconductors.

Let us st take a look at the extrem e typeIl su—
perconductor, 1, for which Rickayzen’s formula
is recovered. For the assumed real GL wave function,
the current is proportional to the vector potential j =
:1—2 2p = fn—znsA. W ith the velbcity de ned via the
current, = e 2 v = enyv, one nds from (:7| the rela—
tion betﬂeen them agneth pressure and the kinetic en-
ergy e %= B = 22im v . Equation 1) yields then

2 on

the B emou]JipotenUal as
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Wehaveused ng = n(l £) and n, = nt* to express
the tem perature dependence in tem s of the condensate
fraction.

O ne can see that R ickayzen'’s form ula (r_IJ.) holds for ex—
trem e typeII superconductors, ! 1 . In this lim i the
general integral hpa§ a vanishingly sm all am plitude and
the factor 1=(1 + —2) goes to unity. For nite the gen—
eral integral deform s the pro le of the potential and the
particular Integralhas a reduced am plitude.

W ithin Bardeen’s extension of the GL theory, Rick-
ayzen’s form ula is alw ays recovered at low tem peratures
as diverges wih 1=®. Since R ickayzen’s formula ap-
proaches the plain Bemoullipotentialfort ! 0, the pre—
sented derivation also reproduces London’s resut.

C .Behavior for nite

A s already shown, for the extrem e type-II supercon—
ductor, ! 1 ,thegeneralintegralvanishesasl= and
far from the surface it decays faster than the particu-—
lar iIntegral. T he Bemoullipotential thus extends on the
scale =2. o

For the nite GL param eter in the region > 2 the
overall picture is rather sin ilar. T he general integral is
appreciabl only close to the surface so that the scale
on which the Bemoullipotential extends is still =2.Be-
sides, the am plitude ofthe particular integralisenhanced
by the factor 1=(1

Forthe region < 5, the role ofthe generaland par-
ticular integrals are reversed. F irst of all, the am plitude
ofthe general integral is lJarger than the am plitude ofthe
particular Integral. Since the general ntegralalso decays
m ore slow Iy in this case, the Bemoulli potential is dom —

ed by the general integral and extends on the scale

= 2. The reversed rolk is also supported by the fact
that the sjgnsfp;fboth parts are opposite as com pared to
the case > 2. This sign reversal appears due to the

=2),

enhancem ent factor 1=(1 2= 2).
Apparegtly, both com ponents of ' diverge as  ap-—
proaches 2. Their sum rem ains regular, however. For

thisparticular case the scale ofboth contributions is iden—
tical, namely =2. It is advantageous to use expression
C_Z-Zl:) to obtain the asym ptotic form of the Bemoulli po-
tential
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T heBemoullipotentials fordi erent valuesofthem ag-
netic eld are shown In Fig. Q: T he Ilin it of low m agnetic
elds agrees w ith the analytical form ula C22 of course.
One can see that for the two Iowest eldsB = 0:01 and
B = 0:, the potential keeps is pro ke whilke itsmag-
nitude scales with B?. Form agnetic elds close to the

critical value B -,
pl.

0:34, the linear theory does not ap—
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FIG.2. Bemoulli potential as a function of the distance
from the surface for 4 di erent m agnetic elds. T he param e—
ters are the sam e as In F ig. lih

D .Charge pro le

_The charge density resuls fnom the Bemoullipotential
1) and the P oisson equation 6]. as

2e (B? ng
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2x= 2x=

4n_n@]nTc o P

@4)

N ote that the relative am plitude of the tw o contrbutions
is reciprocal to the relative am plitude of the potentials.
Integrating from zero to In nity one can check that the
total charge is zero, as it is required by the charge neu—
trality.

T he resulting charge density is an all com pared to the
totaldensity of electrons en. T he ratio of the am plitude
of {4) to the total electron density can be w ritten as

oB? B? 1
— = @5)
en mn onmc2

Even for upper estin ates of the m agnetic eld by the

criticalvalue, B B, the factor C_2-§) is extrem ely sm all.
For nicbiim B?= o = £ T2 = 32 10 J/m?, whik
mc  10'3 J.This suggests that the m axinum charge

density will be of the order of 10'® electrons per cubic
m eter. This is by ten orders of m agniude am aller than
the electron density ofnicbium n= 22 1¢%®m . This
an all value of the accum ulated or depleted charge jasti-

es to ignore the charge pro ke in the M axwell equation
@3) and the change of m aterial param eters lke ,n and
T. In the GL equation @).



tial, the charge pro ke re ects

Sin ilarly to the po
two scales, =2 and = 2. Before we analyze is proper-
ties for various values of the GL parameter , we want
to discuss a few general features. F irst, the surface value
of the charge, obtained forx = 0 in C_Z-A_i), is always neg—
ative, ie. the charge carriers are depleted. W e call the
layer of the negative charge the surface charge. Second,
In the buk su ciently far from the surface the charge
is positive, ie., the charge carriers are accum ulated. W e
call the region ofpositive charge the buk charge. Third,

the width w of the surface isgiven by @) = 0. From
4) dPlows
hes
w= — (26)
2 p= 1
2
In the extrem e type-II superconductor, 1, the

surface charge is form ed by the contribution on the scale
of the GL ooherence length . The width of the surface
goesto a valuew ! P n B The buk charge extends
on the scale of the London penetration depth as it is
known from the c]assjcalpjcBlfe.

For the lin iting case ! 2 the w idth ofthe surface

charge is =2. T he charge density has the pro e
_ e ¢B? E+4n_”@]nTC oz 2x
m n n @hn
@7
N ote the di erent sign inside the Jast parentheses R
pared to the Bemoulli potential C_2§) .Since =2= = 2
one cannot associate the surface and the buk charge to
the GL coherence length  orto
For < 2,the surface charge is orm ed by the contri-

bution on the scale ofthe London penetration depth. ggr

2, the w idth ofthe surface charge isw ! - h—2.
Thebuk charge extendson the scale ofthe G L coherence
length  asone can see from [_é_%l).

Iv.STRONG MAGNETIC FIELD

In strong m agnetic elds the GL wave function is sup—
pressed in the vicinity of the surface which has to be ac—
counted for in theM axwellequation. In this case one has
to face the fact that the system ofequations (:ff) and ('_5)
is nonlinear. W e present only a f&w num erical solutions
to point out som e features typical for strong m agnetic

elds.

T he nonlinear e ects In strong m agnetic elds follow
from a deviation ofthe wave function from itsbuk value.
In the din ensjonlesl%@ tation used In Fig. 3 the
buk valhieis ; = n=2 ¢ 0:6. For the Iowest
eld B = 0:01, the deviation is nearly zero on the scale
ofthe graph. Also forB = 0:1 the approxim ation j J

1 is justi ed. For higher elds the deviation becom es
appreciable.
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FIG.3. Tﬁe deviation of the wave function from its buk
value ; = n(l t)=2 0:6 asa function of the distance
from the surface. T he param eters are the sam e as In Fjg.g:.

The suppression of the wave function at the surface
shown in Fig. lr_j a ects the Bemoulli potential by two
di erent m echaniam s. F irst, the screening current is re—
duced at the surface so that them agnetic eld penetrates
deeper into the superconductor. T his feature can be seen
In Fig.2, however, it isbetter visble in the pro le ofthe
charge densiy shown in Fjg.:;:, as a w ddening of the sur-
face layer.

Second, the them odynam ic contrbutions to the
Bemoulli potential are nonlinear in the wave function,
e @) . In contrast, t:he ]jneair:lzed approxin ation of the
Bemoulli potential 1) or €3) does not depend on the
density derivative of the linear coe cient of the speci ¢
heat, @ =@n, nclided in the derivative of the condensa—
tion energy % Tc2 . Beyond the linearized approxim ation,
this derivative contributes as dem onstrated in F J'g.:ﬁf for
param eters of nicbim .
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FIG.4. The charge density which is proportional to the
density dependence ofthe linear coe cient ofthe speci cheat
versus distance from the surface. W e use the valie for nio—
bium, @Ih =@ Ihn = 042, which is close to the parabolic
band approxin ation par / n'=3,ie, @M par=@ Inn = 1=3.



C om paring the oontr_ibutjon of @ =@n wih the total
dlarge density shown In Fig. ll one can see that thispar-
ticular nonlinear m echanisn is rather am all giving less
than 3% of the total charyg, dx.—ms:ty This small value
1sti esthe approxin ations?2%1 using only the tem pro—
portionalto @T.=@n.

V.CONCLUSION S

In conclusion, we have shown that the Bemoulli
potential in superconductors can be discussed by the
charge Bu_ﬂd up In the region between the surface and
max[ = 2; =2]. The thinner depleted charge region
carries the surface charge. In contrast to form er the-
ories which assum ed that the surface charge is local-
ized on the scale of Thom asFem iscreening length ¢,
we nd thatjthe surface charge extends over a range
L = min[ = 2; =2]. In fact, there is a nonzero con-—
tribution on the scale of ¢, but of a negligbly small
am plitude proportionalto 2, =LZ%.

For extrem e typeIl superconductors we have con—

m ed the picture known already from London with
the them odynam ic corrections by R ickayzen. T he bulk
charge extends on the scale of the London penetration
depth =2. The surface charg%js localized on the scale
of the GL ooherence kngth = 2 which is negligblk i
this lim it anyway. T his is in agreem ent w ith the classical
treatm ent which neglects all gradient contributions.

In typelorw type-II superconductors, ie for the
GL parameter < 2, one nds the opposite situation.
T he surface charge is Iocalized on the scale ofthe London
penetration depth  whilke the iglilk extends on the scale
of the GL coherence length = 2. In this case the gra—
dient contributions are dom inant and local London-type
theories naturally fail.

In strong m agnetic elds the Bemoulli potential be-
com es a non-quadratic function of the m agnetic eld.
T his feature paralkels the nonlinear susceptibility as it is
dom nated by the enhanced penetration of strong m ag—
netic elds into superconductors. T here is an additional
therm odynam ic correction absent in low m agnetic elds,
however, for realistic m aterial param eters (lke for nio—
bim ) i accounts ©or less than 3%, gfthe charge density.
T hus the approxin ations used jn_ﬁ"ila are jasti ed.

Finally we rem ind that the potential discussed here
does not inclide the surface dipole which a ects the po—
tential seen outside the sam ple. W e w ill discuss this con—
trbbution In a forthcom ing paper.
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