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B ernoullipotentialin type-I and w eak type-II superconductors: Surface charge
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Theelectrostaticpotentialcloseto thesurfaceofsuperconductorsin theM eissnerstateisdiscussed.

W e show that beside the Bernoullipotential,the quasiparticle screening,and the therm odynam ic

contribution due to Rickayzen,there isa non-localcontribution which islarge forboth type-Iand

weak type-IIsuperconductors.

I.H IST O R IC A L R EV IEW

The electrostatic potential in superconductors is

known alreadyforseven decades.W ithin thepre-London

approaches based on the idealcharged liquid,the elec-

trostatic potentialwas assum ed to balance the Lorentz

and the inertialforces acting on diam agnetic currents.1

The currentj= env 
owsalong the surfaceand itsam -

plitude falls o� exponentially from the surface into the

bulk. Sim ilarly the screened m agnetic �eld decays.The

balancing electrostatic potentialwasfound to be ofthe

Bernoullitype,e’ = � 1

2
m v2,thereforeitfallso� on the

scale ofhalfthe London penetration depth. From the

Poisson equation,

� �0r
2
’ = �; (1)

one �ndsthatthiscorrespondsto a chargeaccum ulated

in the layerpenetrated by the m agnetic �eld. To m ain-

tain the charge neutrality,the accum ulated bulk charge

has to be accom panied by the opposite surface charge.

Thispicture hasbeen con�rm ed by the London theory.2

A .A dvanced London-type approaches

TheelectrostaticpotentialequalstheBernoullipoten-

tialonly at zero tem perature when allelectrons are in

thesuperconducting condensate.At�nitetem peratures,

a partnn ofelectronsrem ainsin thenorm alstate,while

the rest ns = n � nn contributes to the supercurrent,

j= ensv. The electric force acting on norm alelectrons

istransferred to the condensate via a m echanism which

rem inds one ofthe fountain e�ect in super
uid helium .

As a consequence,the electrostatic potentialreducesto

e’ = � ns

n

1

2
m v2.Thisreduction ofthe potentialderived

by van Vijfeijken and Staas3 has a som ehow confusing

nam e: the quasiparticle screening. It should be noted

thattheelectrostaticpotentialcaused by currentsin su-

perconductorsistraditionally called theBernoullipoten-

tialin spiteofthequasiparticlescreening and othernon-

Bernoullicontributionsfound later.

Jakem anand PikerecoveredtheresultofvanVijfeijken

and Staas from the static and the classicallim it ofthe

tim e-dependent G inzburg-Landau (G L) theory.4 Unlike

previousstudies,theirapproach includestherealscreen-

ing due to spatialdistribution ofthe charge,therefore

it describes the surface charge as a space charge local-

ized on the scale ofthe Thom as-Ferm iscreening length.

Thispictureofthesurfacechargewasaccepted foralong

tim e as it looks naturaland seem s to be justi�ed from

the sem i-m icroscopictheory.

Laterstudiesofthe electrostatic potentialdid notre-

addressthequestion ofthesurfacechargebutattem pted

to overcom e the hydrodynam ic picture com m on to all

theabovem entioned studies.Naturally,they focused on

a detailed description ofthe Bernoullipotentialon the

scaleofthe London penetration depth.

Adkinsand W aldram recovered theBernoullipotential

from theBCStheoryforthesystem atzerotem perature.5

They also indicated that at �nite tem peratures one

should expecta contribution which dependson theband

structure.

The predicted contribution has been evaluated by

Rickayzen.6 Heused thetherm odynam icapproach which

yields

e’ = �
@ns

@n

1

2
m v

2
: (2)

The density dependence ofthe condensate density can

be evaluated eitherfrom the BCS theory leading to the

resultofAdkinsand W aldram orfrom thetwo-
uid rela-

tion ns � n

�

1� T
4

T 4

c

�

.Thelattergivesa sim ple form ula

e’ = �
ns

n

1

2
m v

2 � 4
nn

n

@lnTc

@lnn

1

2
m v

2
: (3)

The �rst term balances the Lorentz and inertialforces,

while the second re
ectsthe pairing.W e willcallterm s

proportionalto @ ln Tc
@ ln n

the therm odynam iccorrection.

In the next decade, the interest in the electro-

static potentialin superconductorsshifted towardsnon-

equilibrium situations,seee.g.Ref.7.Itshould benoted

thattheBernoullipotentialintroduced within thetheory

ofnon-equilibrium system s is not the sam e as the one

we discuss.W ithin the non-equilibrium theory the term

Bernoulli potential is used for the velocity-dependent

partofthe energy ofCooperpairs.O nly in equilibrium ,
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the velocity-dependent energy agrees with the electro-

staticpotentialwediscusshere.

B .G L approaches { local

New studies of the Bernoulli potential in equilib-

rium have been stim ulated by the question ofthe vor-

tex charge. K hom skiiet al.8;9 have used the idea of

van derM arel10 toderiveasim pleestim ateoftheelectro-

staticpotentialin term softhesuperconductinggap.The

obtained form ulacorrespondstothetherm odynam iccor-

rection ofRickayzen with theoriginalbalanceterm being

om itted.W hile the validity ofthe approach isrestricted

to tem peraturesclose to Tc,ithasthe advantage,how-

ever,thatitcan beapplied within theG L theory.Blatter

etal.
11 haveem ployed thisestim ateto predicta possible

electrostatic�eld abovethesurfaceofthesuperconductor

with the vortex lattice perpendicularto it.

An oppositelim itrepresentsthetreatm entofthevor-

tex charge by LeBlanc.12 He considersonly the balance

term om ittingthetherm odynam iccorrection com pletely.

As one can see from Rickayzen’s form ula,this approxi-

m ation islim ited to the region oflow tem peratures.

C .G L approaches { non-local

Alltheabovem entioned theorieshavein com m on that

the electrostatic potentialisa localfunction ofthe clas-

sicalkinetic energy orofthe gap. In other words,they

neglect the gradient ofthe condensate. The non-local

correctionswithin the G L theory havebeen proposed in

Ref.13.Itturned outthatthe non-localcorrectionsare

taken into account ifthe classicalkinetic energy in the

balance equation isreplaced by itsquantum -m echanical

counterpart.

For our nextdiscussion it is im portantthat the non-

localcontributionscan berearranged into a localform .13

Indeed,within the G L theory the sum ofthe kinetic en-

ergy and the G L potentialiszero which allowsusto ex-

pressthe balance term via the localG L potential.Note

thatthisrearrangem entispossible only within the non-

localtheory,becausegradientsofthecondensatedensity

ns = 2j j2,where  is the G L wave function,provide

im portantcontributionsto the quantum kinetic energy,

in particularcloseto the surface.

In Ref.13,the quasiparticle screening and the ther-

m odynam ic correction have been neglected, the com -

pletetheory hasbeen presented in Ref.14.Thedetailed

derivation together with estim ates ofm aterialparam e-

tersand thenum ericaltreatm entoftheAbrikosovvortex

lattice in niobium atvarioustem peraturescan be found

in Ref.15.Again,allcontributionsincluding thekinetic

energy can be expressed in a localrelation ’[j j2].

The non-localform ofthe Bernoullipotentialrequires

to reconsiderthe picture ofsurface charges. It is para-

doxicalthat the possibility to rearrange the non-local

corrections into a localfunction plays the crucialrole.

Asnoticed already by Yam polskiietal.,16 iftheelectro-

static potentialisofthe form ’[j j2],the G L boundary

condition,r  = 0in thedirection norm alto thesurface,

im pliesthatno surface chargeisneeded. Indeed,atthe

surface r ’ =
@’

@ 
r  = 0. The electric �eld thus van-

ishesatthesurfacewhich isa su�cientcondition forthe

chargeneutrality.

D .P lan ofthe paper

Apparently,there isno surface charge on the scale of

the Thom as-Ferm iscreening length. The electric �eld

due to the dipole between the surface charge and the

bulk charge wassupposed to balance the Lorentz force,

thereforeonehasto ask thequestion how thebalanceof

forceslooksifthe surfacechargeisabsent.

The charge pro�le in the vicinity ofthe surface has

been num erically studied in Ref.17.Thisstudy waslim -

ited to thin slabsand type-IIsuperconductors,itsresults

indicate,however,thatthe charge pro�le atthe surface

tendstoorganizeintotwolayers-anarrow surfacecharge

and a thickerbulk charge.

In thispaperwediscussthe chargeand potentialpro-

�leatthesurfaceofasem i-in�nitesuperconductorin the

M eissner state. In the next section we shortly describe

the surface charge within the G L theory. In section III

we discuss the lim itofa weak m agnetic �eld,where all

resultscan bederived analytically.W ewillshow thatthe

Bernoullipotentialatthe surface di�ers from the value

predicted by Rickayzen. The correction has the form

ofa m ultiplicative factor that approachesunity for the

extrem e type-II superconductor. Num ericalresults on

strong m agnetic�eldsarepresented in section IV reveal-

ing a nonlinear m echanism which,however,is found to

beverysm all.Theconclusionsand outlookarepresented

in section V.

II.SU R FA C E C H A R G E W IT H IN T H E

G IN ZB U R G -LA N D A U T Y P E T H EO R Y

A typicalpro�le with the charge distribution close to

the planar surface and hom ogeneous externalm agnetic

�eldsisshown in Fig.1. The pro�le hasbeen obtained

by a num ericalsolution ofthe G L equation

�
�h
2
r 2

2m �
 +

e�2A 2

2m �
 �


T2c

2n

0

@ 1�
t2

q

1� 2

n
 2

1

A  = 0;

(4)

wheren isthedensityofpairableelectrons,
 isthelinear

coe�cientofthespeci�cheat,m � = 2m and e� = 2eare

them assand chargeoftheCooperpair,and t= T=Tc is
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thetem peratureon thescaleofthecriticaltem perature.

In the assum ed geom etry one can use the London gauge

in which the G L wavefunction isreal.
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FIG .1. The charge pro�le close to the surface for 4 dif-

ferent m agnetic �elds. The m agnetic �eld is given in di-

m ensionless units proportionalto the m agnetic 
ux quanta,

B 0 = � 0=(2��
2
0)= e�0n�h=2m .Thecoordinatex ism easured

in units of the London penetration depth �0 at zero tem -

perature. The assum ed tem perature t = T=Tc = 0:9 yields

the penetration depth � = 1:7�0. The charge is scaled with

B
2
so that the two lowest m agnetic �elds B = 0:01B 0 and

B = 0:1B 0 give nearly identicalcurves. The m agnetic �eld

B = 0:34B 0 isclose to the criticalvalue. The G L param eter

�G L = 1 correspondsto weak type-IIsuperconductors.

Equation (4)hasbeen proposed by Bardeen asan ex-

tension tolow tem peratures.18 In fact,Bardeenarrivedto

thisequation independently adding thequantum kinetic

energy to the G orter-Casim irtwo-
uid m odel. Close to

thecriticaltem peraturetheG L function hasasm allm ag-

nitude 2 2 � n which allowsone to expand the square-

root1=

q

1� 2

n
 2 � 1+ 1

n
 2,and one�ndsthe custom -

ary G L equation with param eters � = 
T2

c(t
2 � 1)=2n

and � = 
T2ct
2=n2.

The vectorpotentialA isgiven by the M axwellequa-

tion

r � r � A = �0
e�2

m �
 
2
A : (5)

Equations(4)and (5)aresolved togetherwith 
 and Tc
keptconstant.

From theG L wavefunction  weevaluatetheBernoulli

potential15

e’ � �
2

T F
r 2

e’ = �

T2c

2n2

0

@ 1�
t2

q

1� 2

n
 2

1

A  
2

+
 2

2n

@
T2c

@n
+
t2T 2

c

2

@


@n

r

1�
2

n
 2: (6)

The density dependence of
 and Tc hasbeen estim ated

from the experim ental speci�c heat, theoretical free-

electron density ofstates,and the M cM illan form ula19,

see Appendix in Ref.15. The Thom as-Ferm iscreening

length, �2
T F

=
�
2
k
2

B
�0


e2
, is very sm alland its contribu-

tion can beneglected,becausethegeneralintegralwhich

is proportionalto exp(� x=�T F)is zero since no surface

chargeform son thisscale.

In the �nalstep the charge pro�le is evaluated from

the Poisson equation (1).

III.LO W M A G N ET IC FIELD S

In weak m agnetic �eldsthe G L wave function isonly

little perturbed from its bulk value  =  1 + � with

� �  1 . In thislim itthe chargepro�le can be solved

analytically.

In the M axwellequation (5) the vectorpotentialis a

sm allquantity so thattheperturbation ofthewavedoes

notcontributein lowestorder.The vectorpotentialcan

thus be solved taking  �  1 =
p
n(1� t4)=2. For

both types ofsuperconductors,this results in a sim ple

exponentialdecay ofthe vectorpotential,

A x � B �e�x=� : (7)

on the scale of the London penetration depth � =

�0=
p
1� t4, with �2

0
= 2m �=(�0e

�2n). Here B is the

valueofthe m agnetic�eld atthe surfaceatx = 0.

A .G L w ave function

Thelinearapproxim ation oftheG L equation (4)reads

�h
2
r 2

2m �
� �


T2ct
2

n2

�

1�
2

n
 
2

1

� � 3

2

 
2

1 � =
e�2A 2

2m �
 1 ;

(8)

which can be expressed in term s ofthe G L coherence

length �2 = 2�h
2
nt4=(m �
T2c(1� t4))as

r 2
� �

2

�2
� =

e�2

�h
2
 1 �

2
B
2e�2x=� : (9)

The solution of(9) is com posed from the particular

integralwith the decay on the scale ofthe London pen-

etration depth and the generalintegraldecaying on the

scaleofthe G L coherencelength,

� =  �e
�2x=� +  �e

�
p
2x=�

: (10)

The generalintegralof(9) can also include a growing

term / exp(
p
2x=�).Thisterm isexcluded,because the

perturbation asym ptoticallyvanishesin thebulk,� ! 0

forx ! 1 .
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From the G L boundary condition,r � = 0 atx = 0,

we�nd thatthe two am plitudesarelinked by

 � = �

p
2

�
 �; (11)

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

sion oftheG L theory,theratio �=� dependson thetem -

perature,� = �G L=t
2, where �G L = m

�
Tc

ne� �h

q



�0

is the

ordinary G L param eterde�ned atTc. The diverging ef-

fective G L param eter at low tem peratures shows that

within Bardeen’sapproxim ation any system behavesasa

type-IIsuperconductoratsu�ciently low tem peratures.

Thisfeaturecontrastswith the linearly decreasing e�ec-

tive G L param eter one �nds close to the upper critical

m agnetic �eld.15.O fcourse,the strong tem perature de-

pendence of� is ratheran artifactofthe m odel. Since

� isthe m ostim portantquantity ofthe G L theory,one

can sim ply take� and � asinputparam eters.

The am plitude ofthe particular integralis obtained

from the G L equation (9)as

 � =  1

e
�2

�h2
�2B 2

4

�2
� 2

�2

=  1
e�2�4B 2

2�h
2

1

2� �2
: (12)

The G L wavefunction from (10-12)resultsin

� =
 1

2� �2

e�2�4B 2

2�h
2

 

e�2x=� �

p
2

�
e�

p
2x=�

!

: (13)

B .B ernoullipotential

Finally, we take the linear approxim ation of the

Bernoullipotential(6)in � .Sincetheasym ptoticvalue

ofthepotential’1 = ’[j 1 j2]isnotessential,wefocus

on the perturbation caused by the m agnetic�eld

e�’ � �
2

T F
r 2

e�’ = C � : (14)

In term sof� and � the coe�cientC reads

C =
�h
2
�2

2m ��2 1

�

1� t
4 + 4t4

@lnTc

@lnn

�

: (15)

A generalintegralwhich decays into the bulk is ofthe

form

e�’ = e�’T Fe
�x=� T F + C� �e

�2x=� + C� �e
�
p
2x=�

:

(16)

From (14)one �ndsthe am plitudes

C� =
C

1� 4
�2
T F

�2

; (17)

C� =
C

1� 2
�2
T F

�2

: (18)

The am plitude ofthe generalintegralis given by the

charge neutrality, which requires r �’ = 0 at x = 0.

From (16)follows

e�’T F = � 2
�T F

�
C� � �

p
2
�T F

�
C� �: (19)

The relative am plitudes proportional to �T F=� and

�T F=� are not su�ciently sm allto be neglected. The

chargedensity isgiven by the second derivativesso that

one obtainsrelative am plitudesofthe charge density at

thesurfaceproportionalto �=�T F orto �=�T F.Thesur-

facechargeisan integral,i.e.thecontributionin question

isproportionaltotheam plitudeatthesurfacem ultiplied

with the Thom as-Ferm ilength. According to condition

(19)allchargescan havecom parablevalues.

ToprovethatthescreeningonthescaleoftheThom as-

Ferm ilength �T F and the related surface charge can be

neglected,onehasto em ploy theG L boundary condition

r � = 0 atx = 0.Using (11)oneobtains

e�’T F = �
�3
T F

�3

4(2� �2)

1� 2�2�2
T F
=�2

C� � (20)

so thatthegeneralintegralisproportionalto thecubeof

thesm allratio�T F=�.Accordingly,thechargeduetothe

generalintegralis sm aller by a factor �2
T F
=�2 than the

chargecreated bytheparticularintegral.In thefollowing

we neglect this contribution for sim plicity ofnotation.

W ithin the sam e levelofaccuracy we take C� = C and

C� = C .

Now we are ready to evaluate the electrostatic poten-

tial.Using (11)and (12)weobtain from (16)

e�’ = �
B 2

2�0n

�

1+
4t4

1� t4

@lnTc

@lnn

�

�
1

1� 2

�2

 

e�2x=� �

p
2

�
e�

p
2x=�

!

: (21)

This linearized relation extends Rickayzen’s form ula to

type-Iand weak type-IIsuperconductors.

Let us �rst take a look at the extrem e type-II su-

perconductor, � � 1, for which Rickayzen’s form ula

is recovered. For the assum ed realG L wave function,

the current is proportionalto the vector potentialj =
e
�2

m �  
2

1 A = e
2

m
nsA . W ith the velocity de�ned via the

current,j= e� 2

1 v = ensv,one �ndsfrom (7)the rela-

tion between the m agnetic pressure and the kinetic en-

ergy e�2x=� B
2

2�0n
= ns

n

1

2
m v2. Equation (21) yields then

the Bernoullipotentialas

e�’ = �
1

2
m v

2

�
ns

n
+ 4

nn

n

@lnTc

@lnn

�

�
1

1+
p
2

�

 

1+
e(

1��=
p
2)2x=� � 1

1� �p
2

!

: (22)
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W e have used ns = n(1� t4) and nn = nt4 to express

the tem perature dependence in term softhe condensate

fraction.

O necan seethatRickayzen’sform ula (3)holdsforex-

trem etype-IIsuperconductors,� ! 1 .In thislim itthe

generalintegralhas a vanishingly sm allam plitude and

thefactor1=(1+
p
2

�
)goesto unity.For�nite� thegen-

eralintegraldeform sthe pro�leofthe potentialand the

particularintegralhasa reduced am plitude.

W ithin Bardeen’s extension ofthe G L theory,Rick-

ayzen’sform ula isalwaysrecovered atlow tem peratures

as � diverges with 1=t2. Since Rickayzen’s form ula ap-

proachestheplain Bernoullipotentialfort! 0,thepre-

sented derivation also reproducesLondon’sresult.

C .B ehavior for �nite �

As already shown,for the extrem e type-II supercon-

ductor,� ! 1 ,thegeneralintegralvanishesas1=� and

far from the surface it decays faster than the particu-

larintegral.TheBernoullipotentialthusextendson the

scale�=2.

Forthe �nite G L param eterin the region � >
p
2 the

overallpicture is rathersim ilar. The generalintegralis

appreciable only close to the surface so that the scale

on which theBernoullipotentialextendsisstill�=2.Be-

sides,theam plitudeoftheparticularintegralisenhanced

by the factor1=(1� 2=�2).

Fortheregion � <
p
2,theroleofthegeneraland par-

ticularintegralsarereversed.Firstofall,the am plitude

ofthegeneralintegralislargerthan theam plitudeofthe

particularintegral.Sincethegeneralintegralalso decays

m ore slowly in thiscase,the Bernoullipotentialisdom -

inated by the generalintegraland extends on the scale

�=
p
2. The reversed role is also supported by the fact

thatthesignsofboth partsareoppositeascom pared to

the case � >
p
2. Thissign reversalappearsdue to the

enhancem entfactor1=(1� 2=�2).

Apparently,both com ponents of�’ diverge as � ap-

proaches
p
2. Theirsum rem ainsregular,however. For

thisparticularcasethescaleofboth contributionsisiden-

tical,nam ely �=2. It is advantageousto use expression

(21)to obtain the asym ptotic form ofthe Bernoullipo-

tential

lim
�!

p
2

e�’ = �
m

4
v
2

�
ns

n
+ 4

nn

n

@lnTc

@lnn

� �

1+
2x

�

�

:

(23)

TheBernoullipotentialsfordi�erentvaluesofthem ag-

netic�eld areshown in Fig.2.Thelim itoflow m agnetic

�eldsagreeswith the analyticalform ula (22),ofcourse.

O ne can see thatforthe two lowest�eldsB = 0:01 and

B = 0:1,the potentialkeeps its pro�le while its m ag-

nitude scales with B 2. For m agnetic �elds close to the

criticalvalue B c2 � 0:34,the lineartheory doesnotap-

ply.

0 2 4 6 8 10

x/λ
0

−3

−2

−1

0

ϕ/
B

2 B=0.01 B
0

B=0.10 B
0

B=0.30 B
0

B=0.34 B
0

FIG .2. Bernoullipotentialas a function of the distance

from the surface for4 di�erentm agnetic �elds.The param e-

tersare the sam e asin Fig.1.

D .C harge pro�le

Thechargedensity resultsfrom theBernoullipotential

(21)and the Poisson equation (1)as

� =
2e�0B

2

m
�
1� 2

�2

�

�
ns

n
+ 4

nn

n

@lnTc

@lnn

��

e�2x=� �
�
p
2
e�
p
2x=�

�

:

(24)

Notethattherelativeam plitudeofthetwocontributions

isreciprocalto the relative am plitude ofthe potentials.

Integrating from zero to in�nity one can check thatthe

totalcharge iszero,asitisrequired by the charge neu-

trality.

The resulting chargedensity issm allcom pared to the

totaldensity ofelectronsen.Theratio ofthe am plitude

of(24)to the totalelectron density can be written as

�

en
�
�0B

2

m n
=

B 2

�0n

1

m c2
: (25)

Even for upper estim ates ofthe m agnetic �eld by the

criticalvalue,B � Bc,thefactor(25)isextrem ely sm all.

For niobium B 2=�0 = 1

2

T2c = 3:2 � 104 J/m 3,while

m c2 � 10�13 J.Thissuggeststhatthe m axim um charge

density willbe ofthe order of1018 electrons per cubic

m eter. Thisisby ten ordersofm agnitude sm allerthan

theelectron density ofniobium n = 2:2� 1028 m �3 .This

sm allvalue ofthe accum ulated ordepleted chargejusti-

�esto ignorethe chargepro�le in the M axwellequation

(5)and the change ofm aterialparam eterslike 
,n and

Tc in the G L equation (4).
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Sim ilarly to the potential,the charge pro�le re
ects

two scales,�=2 and �=
p
2.Beforeweanalyzeitsproper-

ties for variousvalues ofthe G L param eter�,we want

to discussa few generalfeatures.First,thesurfacevalue

ofthe charge,obtained forx = 0 in (24),isalwaysneg-

ative,i.e. the charge carriersare depleted. W e callthe

layerofthe negative charge the surface charge. Second,

in the bulk su�ciently far from the surface the charge

ispositive,i.e.,the chargecarriersareaccum ulated.W e

calltheregion ofpositivechargethebulk charge.Third,

the width w ofthe surface is given by �(w)= 0. From

(24)follows

w =
�

2

ln �p
2

�p
2
� 1

: (26)

In the extrem e type-II superconductor,� ! 1 ,the

surfacechargeisform ed by thecontribution on thescale

ofthe G L coherence length �. The width ofthe surface

goesto a value w !
�
p
2
ln �p

2
.The bulk chargeextends

on the scale of the London penetration depth as it is

known from the classicalpicture.

Forthe lim iting case� !
p
2 the width ofthe surface

chargeis�=2.Thechargedensity hasthe pro�le

� = �
e�0B

2

m

�
ns

n
+ 4

nn

n

@lnTc

@lnn

�

e�2x=�
�

1�
2x

�

�

:

(27)

Note the di�erent sign inside the last parenthesescom -

pared to the Bernoullipotential(23).Since �=2= �=
p
2

one cannotassociate the surface and the bulk charge to

the G L coherencelength � orto �.

For� <
p
2,thesurfacechargeisform ed by thecontri-

bution on thescaleoftheLondon penetration depth.For

� �
p
2,thewidth ofthesurfacechargeisw ! �

2
ln

p
2

�
.

Thebulk chargeextendson thescaleoftheG L coherence

length � asone can seefrom (24).

IV .ST R O N G M A G N ET IC FIELD

In strong m agnetic�eldstheG L wavefunction issup-

pressed in thevicinity ofthesurfacewhich hasto beac-

counted forin theM axwellequation.In thiscaseonehas

to face the factthatthe system ofequations(4)and (5)

isnonlinear. W e presentonly a few num ericalsolutions

to point out som e features typicalfor strong m agnetic

�elds.

The nonlinear e�ects in strong m agnetic �elds follow

from adeviation ofthewavefunction from itsbulk value.

In the dim ensionless representation used in Fig.3 the

bulk value is 1 =
p
n=2

p
1� t4 � 0:6. Forthe lowest

�eld B = 0:01,the deviation isnearly zero on the scale

ofthegraph.Also forB = 0:1theapproxim ation j� j�

 1 isjusti�ed. Forhigher�eldsthe deviation becom es

appreciable.

0 2 4 6 8 10

x/λ
0

−0.2

−0.15

−0.1

−0.05

0

δΨ B=0.01 B
0

B=0.10 B
0

B=0.30 B
0

B=0.34 B
0

FIG .3. The deviation ofthe wave function from its bulk

value 1 =
p
n(1� t4)=2 � 0:6 asa function ofthedistance

from the surface.The param etersare the sam e asin Fig.1.

The suppression ofthe wave function at the surface

shown in Fig.3 a�ects the Bernoullipotentialby two

di�erentm echanism s. First,the screening currentisre-

duced atthesurfacesothatthem agnetic�eld penetrates

deeperintothesuperconductor.Thisfeaturecan beseen

in Fig.2,however,itisbettervisiblein thepro�leofthe

chargedensity shown in Fig.1,asa widening ofthesur-

facelayer.

Second, the therm odynam ic contributions to the

Bernoullipotentialare nonlinear in the wave function,

see (6).In contrast,the linearized approxim ation ofthe

Bernoullipotential(21)or(22)doesnotdepend on the

density derivative ofthe linearcoe�cientofthe speci�c

heat,@
=@n,included in the derivativeofthe condensa-

tion energy 1

4

T2c.Beyond thelinearized approxim ation,

thisderivative contributesasdem onstrated in Fig.4 for

param etersofniobium .

0 2 4 6 8 10

x/λ
0

−0.06

−0.04

−0.02

0

0.02

δρ
/B

2
 [
e

ε 0
/4

m
]

B=0.01 B
0

B=0.10 B
0

B=0.30 B
0

B=0.34 B
0

FIG .4. The charge density which is proportionalto the

density dependenceofthelinearcoe�cientofthespeci�cheat

versus distance from the surface. W e use the value for nio-

bium , @ln
=@lnn = 0:42, which is close to the parabolic

band approxim ation 
par / n
1=3

,i.e.,@ln
par=@lnn = 1=3.
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Com paring the contribution of@
=@n with the total

chargedensity shown in Fig.1,onecan seethatthispar-

ticular nonlinear m echanism is rather sm allgiving less

than 3% ofthe totalcharge density. This sm allvalue

justi�estheapproxim ations8;9;11 usingonlytheterm pro-

portionalto @Tc=@n.

V .C O N C LU SIO N S

In conclusion, we have shown that the Bernoulli

potential in superconductors can be discussed by the

charge build up in the region between the surface and

m ax[�=
p
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 thescaleofThom as-Ferm iscreening length �T F,

we �nd that the surface charge extends over a range

L = m in[�=
p
2;�=2]. In fact,there is a nonzero con-

tribution on the scale of�T F,but ofa negligibly sm all

am plitude proportionalto �2
T F
=L2.

For extrem e type-II superconductors we have con-

�rm ed the picture known already from London with

the therm odynam ic correctionsby Rickayzen. The bulk

charge extends on the scale ofthe London penetration

depth �=2. The surface charge is localized on the scale

ofthe G L coherence length �=
p
2 which is negligible in

thislim itanyway.Thisisin agreem entwith theclassical

treatm entwhich neglectsallgradientcontributions.

In type-Iorweak type-IIsuperconductors,i.e forthe

G L param eter� <
p
2,one �ndsthe opposite situation.

Thesurfacechargeislocalized on thescaleoftheLondon

penetration depth � while the bulk extendson the scale

ofthe G L coherence length �=
p
2. In thiscase the gra-

dientcontributionsaredom inantand localLondon-type

theoriesnaturally fail.

In strong m agnetic �elds the Bernoullipotentialbe-

com es a non-quadratic function of the m agnetic �eld.

Thisfeatureparallelsthenonlinearsusceptibility asitis

dom inated by the enhanced penetration ofstrong m ag-

netic �eldsinto superconductors.There isan additional

therm odynam iccorrection absentin low m agnetic�elds,

however,for realistic m aterialparam eters (like for nio-

bium )itaccountsforlessthan 3% ofthechargedensity.

Thusthe approxim ationsused in8;9;11 arejusti�ed.

Finally we rem ind thatthe potential� discussed here

doesnotinclude the surfacedipole which a�ectsthe po-

tentialseen outsidethesam ple.W ewilldiscussthiscon-

tribution in a forthcom ing paper.
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