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From vortex m olecules to the A brikosov lattice in thin m esoscopic superconducting
disks
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Stable vortex states are studied in Jarge superconducting thin disks (for num erical purposes we
considered with radiisR = 50 ). Con gurations containing m ore than 700 vortices were ocbtained
using two di erent approaches: the nonlinear G inzburgLandau (G L) theory and the London ap-—
proxin ation. To obtain better agreem ent w ith resuls from the G L theory we generalized the London
theory by including the spatial variation of the order param eter follow ing C lem ’s ansatz. W e nd
that con gurations calculated in the London lim it are also stable w ithin the G lnzburg-Landau the-

ory for up to

230 vortices. For large values of the vorticity (typically, L & 100), the vortices

are arranged iIn an Abrikosov lattice in the center of the disk, which is surrounded by at least two
circular shells of vortices. A Voronoi construction is used to identify the defects present in the
ground state vortex con gurations. Such defects cluster near the edge of the disk, but for large L
also grain boundaries are found which extend up to the center of the disk.

PACS numbers: 7420De, 7425Dw, 7425Ha

I. NTRODUCTION

Vortices appear in several branches of physics, such
as uid dynam icst super uidity,? BoseEinsteh B-E)
condensates; 242 and superconductirity 2~ T he vortex is
usually describbed by a eld (for instance, the velociy

eld) which divergesas r ! as one approaches its cored
T hey can be treated as quasiparticles, since they can be
created or destroyed, they interact w ith each other and
w ith the interfaces. Unlke In uid dynam ics, in super-

uids (ihcluding here superconductors and B-E conden—
sates) vortices are quantized ob fcts. In superconductors,
for exam ple, they carry a m agnetic ux which isa muli-
pk ofthe ux quantum, (= hc=2e, and are character-
ized by a core of area 2 { where the superconductivity
is highly depreciated { surrounded by superconducting
currents (screened at distancesoforder ). Here, isthe
coherence length. They have been Intensively studied,
since A brikosov® predicted their existence from the solui—
tion ofthe G inZzburg-Landau (G L) equations in a type-IL
superconductor for Hep < H < H, (see also Refs. (9
and [10). In an in nite, and defect free superconductor,
vortices arrange them selves in an hexagonal A brikosov)
lattice.

A detailed phenom enological description of the super-
conducting state can be derived from the G L theory: by
m eans of tw o param eters: the com plex order param eter,

, which is related to the superconducting electron den-—
sity, and the vector potential, A . For H 1 H Heo,
each vortex can be view ed as a particle, since intervortex
separations, a, are such that a { assuring that
vortex cores do not overlap { and them a pr roke betw een
vortex-vortex interactions is played by the superconduct-
Ing shielding currents. In such cases the London lim it
tums out to be a good approxin ation of the G L theory,
becom Ing better for higher valies of (see for exam ple
Refs.[1)12/13/14). In this approxim ation, the supercon—

ducting electron density is considered constant through—
out the entire superconductor and the vortex cores are
represented by singularities In the phase of the order pa-
ram eter. T his allow s to treat vortices as particles.

In a thin In of thickness d, the e ective m agnetic
eld shielding length tums out to be the e ective pen—
etration depth, = ?=d, instead of &3 At distances
r the electrom agnetic interaction is still logarith-
m ic, as in the three dim ensional case, but w ith screening
length  However the perpendicular m agnetic eld and
the shielding currentsdecay asr ° and r 2 faraway from
the vortex core for r , Instead asexp( r= ) in the
buk case.] Sinilarly as n the buk case, n a thin Im
vortices also form an hexagonal A brikosov latticed3

In m esoscopic superconductors both the geom etry and
size of the gpecin en in uence the vortex con gurations,
due to the Interaction between vortices and the surface.
T herefore, for am allenough sam ples W ith sizes com para-
bkto ),the conventionalhexagonal lattice predicted by
Abrikosov no longer exists, and vortex con gurationsad-—
Just to the sam ple geom etry, yielding som e kind of vortex
m olecule states 2827281220 Forexam ple, vortices arrange
them selves in ringlike structures In disksw ith radii R ) a
fow tines 18492021222324252627282930 Syych pattems
show sim ilarities to what is cbserved in electrons in arti-

cial atom s, where particles obey speci c rules for shell

Iling and exhbit m agic numbers. N evertheless when
overlpping of vortices starts to take place, discrepan—
cles between vortices and a picture based on particles
arise, such as the form ation of giant vortex states. A Iso,
vortex-antivortex con gurationsm ay becom e possibl for
non circular geom etries 32233

W ithin the London lim it the vortex interaction poten—
tialin a thin disk ofarbitrary radiuswas rst calculated
by Fetter’? . A Iso in the London lim it, vortex con gura—
tions up to L = 8 were studied by Buzdin and B rison32
for R (Where dem agnetization e ects can be ne-
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glected). In the latter lin it it is possble to substitute
the interaction between the vortices and the disk border
by the interaction betw een vortices and their in ages (see
also Ref.l36). W ithin the London lim it one isableto nd
analytical expressions for the energy and forces of an ar-
bitrary arrangem ent of vortices nside the disk, since vor—
tices can be treated as particles. Vortices considered as
particleswere also studied by M onte C arlo and M olecular
D ynam ics sin ulations. In Ref.[37 vortex con gurations
w ith up to 2000 vortices were studied and an hexagonal
lattice was found for thin disks, although they did not
consider the vortex interaction w ith the disk edge. Vor—
tex m olecules In long cylinders w ith radius m uch larger
than were studied by Venegas and Sardella22 O ther
geom etries were investigated n Refs3240, for exam ple.

In this paper we w ill study m ultivortex states where
m any vortices nucleate, yielding a triangular lattice in
the center of the disk and a ringlke structure close
to the edges. W ithin the GL fram ework several other
w orks have been reported regarding vortex states in thin
Qiskst8L9:21:22:2324,25,26,2728 2930 1yt they were lin tted
to much an aller disk radiis. In such sm all system s the
formm ation ofm ultivortex states w ith high vorticity isnot
allowed and, consequently, i was not possible to study
the transition from a ringlke structure to an Abrikosov
lattice, which is the sub Fct of the present paper.

This paper is organized as follows. The theoretical
approach is descrdbbed In Section [@. In Section low
vorticity states obtained w ithin the GL and the London
fram ew orks are com pared. In Sections[V] and 7] con g-
urationsw ith up to 700 vortices are investigated, respec—
tively, by show ing the existence of an Abrikosov lattice
In the center of the disk and by exam ining the rol of
topological defects in the lattice In order to adjust the
hexagonallattice to the radialsym m etry close to the disk
edge. Surface superconductivity In the R = 50 disk is
brie y analyzed in Section 1. O ur conclusions are given
in Section (7 T3.

II. THEORETICAL APPROACH

Forournum ericalcalculation we used a thin disk ofra—
diusR = 50 and thicknessd, nwhich = ?2?=d
d, surrounded by vacuum and in the presence of a uni-
form perpendicular m agnetic eld H (. In this regine,
the dem agnetization e ects can be neglected, allow ing
one to assum e H H . Vortex states In m esoscopic thin
disks were investigated by us using both the G nzburg—
Landau (G L) theory and the London approxin ation w ith
the London gauger A = 0.D in ensionlessvariablesare
used, ie., the distance is m easured In units of the co—
herence length , the vector potentj%ljn c~=2e and the
magnetic ed nH g, = cv=2e % = 2H .. The average
energy density isw ritten in unitsofH ?=8 (we shallrefer
to i assin ply the energy ofthe system ). A 1so, the vortic—
iy orthe num ber ofvortices in the system w illbe denoted
by L (an analogue to the totalangularm om entum ) 2224

M oreover, w henever the distinction am ong di erent con—

gurations w ith the sam e L. would be necessary, we use
the notation presented In Ref. |20 to denote the vortex
con gurations, eg., forL = 6, (1;5) means 1 vortex in
the center w ith 5 around i, and (6) represents 6 vortices
w ith none of them in the center ofthe disk.

In the fram ework of the GL theory, the GL equa—
tions are solved num erically according to the approach
of Schweigert and Peeters232? As we are In the lin it
d ; ), the G nzburg-Landau equations can be av-
eraged over the disk thickness, leading to the follow ing
system of equations,
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w here the supercurrent densiy is de ned by the follow —
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Above, the superconducting wavefiinction, = j# 1,
satis es the boundary conditions ( irgp A) 3 =0

nom al to the sampl surface and A = A = %Ho
(sihce dem agnetization e ects can be neglected) . Here

is the unit vector n the azim uthaldirection. T he indices
2D , 3D referto two—and three-din ensionaloperators, re—
spectively. T he din ensionless G L energy density is given
by

>
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are the core and the electrom agnetic energies, respec—
tively, and the integrations are to be perform ed over the
sam plevolum eV . A sdem agnetization e ects can be dis-
regarded, the above equation reduces to

Z
155w ®)
v o, J3J ;
which was actually the expression used to com pute the
energy of the vortex con gurations within the GL the-
ory. Fornow on the symbolr willbe used for the two—
din ensional gradient operator.

The system ofEgs. [[J) were solved by using the ap—
proach of Ref2? for circular disks. A nitedi erence
representation for the order param eter isused on an uni-
form 2D square grid (x,y), w ih typically 512 512 grid



points for the area of the superconductor, which allow s
to have at least 5 grid points inside a length ofthe order
of .W ealsouse the link variable approachst and an i—
eration procedurebased on the G auss-Seideltechnique to
nd . Starting from di erent random ly generated ini-
tial conditions and at som e speci ed m agnetic eld, the
steady-state solutions of Egs. [) yield di erent vortex
con gurations, either stable orm eta-stable states.

In the London approxin ation, the order param eter is
considered uniform throughout the disk, except for an all
regions w ith areas of the order of 2, where it drops to
zero. This can only be accom plished when 1. Then
the energy ofthe system ispurely electrom agnetic and it
isgiven by the sum ofthe supercurrent and them agnetic

eld energies

222 h i
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N otice that this expression is a particular case ofEq. [Ed)
which is obtained by putting j 3% = 1 everyw here inside
the disk. In the presence of L vortices, situated at ;
fi= 1; 2; 5 Lg, the London equation can be w ritten as

—_ d -
J= = A ; )
w here

XL
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vl{jth i = (Xi;Vi) the position of the vortices, J =

d

Odz| |d,and ()=A= . The vortex in ages at
R= ;)* ; appearn Eq. @) i orderto f1l 1lthe bound-
ary condition®3 J R) ~= 0. nstead ofw riting Edlf or
the vector J, onem ay use the stream line function, g( ),
related to the supercurrent by J = r (29) () can
be regarded as a Jocalm agnetization in the thin In £2)
At the boundary gR; ) = oonst, but, as the value of

this constant is arbitrary, one can mpose gR; ) = O.
T herefore, Egs. [@) and [B) can be expressed as,
h x . 2 .
d ] R=5)" 53
g()=— In %Ej
=1 J . 53]
Ho 2 2 *
— R : 9
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N otice that Eq. [@) can also be understood as the lim i-
Ing case ofthe G L equations ifone considers j j= 1 and
r = . Therefore, while vortices are well apart from
each other (and also the boundary), there exists a rela—
tion between the stream line fiinction de ned above and
the phase of the order param eter iIn the GL theory, ie.,
one can de ne a com plex function ofwhich the realand
in aginary parts are proportionalto g( ) and 32

Since n ourcase ( = 2=d d), dem agnetiza—
tion e ects can be neglected?? and onem ay w rite Eq. [@)

as
Z Z
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where the Integration is perform ed along the thin Im
plane, z = 0. Substituting Eq. [@) i this ormula, and
after som e algebraicm anipulation, the London energy is
expressed by

!
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whereweused r; = ;=R to sin plify the notation.

The divergence in Eq. [[l) can be rem oved by con-
sidering a cuto , n which ori= 3! 3j; 5J= a
(In not nom alized units) and a is a constant. The nal
expression for the London energy can be w ritten as
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w here
5 2
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is the interaction energy between the i vortex and the
radialboundary of the superconductor,

shield = 2H, 1 # 12c)

represents the interaction between the i vortex and the
shielding currents, and
" #
r+ 1
¥+ 5

2 Zh @wr;)?  2m
R ¥ 2n

1

(12d)

is the repulsive energy betw een vortices 1 and j. Finally,

©r = (2=R)°N hR=a) and °° = R?H? are the en-
ergies associated w ith the vortex cores and the extemal
m agnetic eld, respectively.

N otice that G, allow s one to treat the vortices as par-
ticles. T herefore, sin ulation technigues appropriate for
system s of particles m ay be perform ed in order to nd,
rexam ple, the ground state ofthe system 234442 T this
sense, the vortex system behaves (in the London approx-—
In ation) sim ilar to a two din ensional system com posed
of equally charged particles interacting through a repul-
sive logarithm ic potential placed in parabolic potential
well284? N evertheless, there is a fundam entaldi erence
betw een these tw o system s: the vortex system iscon ned



to the disk of radius R and the In uence of the surface
on the energy is clear from the tem s containing vortex
inages, ie., P and ;. Notice also that ™ arises
from the cuto procedure and is therefore strongly de—
pendent on the cuto valuiea Weadopteda= 1 in the
results shown below ). T he actual energy associated w ith
vortex cores and w ith the spatial variation of the super-
conducting electron density (3 ( )32) should be evaluated
by using the G L theory.

A thin disk wih L vortices was sinulated by using
Eq. [[2d). To investigate (m eta-)stable states close to the
equilbriim , we em ployed a procedure sin ilar to the one
descrbed in Ref.|44. First L? vortices were distrbuted
random Iy inside the disk. Then, a M onte Carlo M C)
technique was used to m ake the system wander in the
con gurational space and arrive at a neighborhood of
somem ininum ofGy, . A fer typically 10* M C steps, we
perform a m olecular dynam ics M D) sin ulation starting
from the nalM C con guration. The nal (meta)-stablke
state is achieved after about 10° MD steps. In order
to nd the ground state (or states with energies very
close to i) this trial procedure was repeated m ore than
1000 tin es, each tin e starting with a di erent random
distrbution of L.° vortices at a given m agnetic eld H q.

To inplem ent theM D we tin e Integrated the B ardeen—
Stephen equation ofm otion®

Lo Fy; 13
ot i 13)

where i is the label of the i vortex, is the viscous
drag coe cient oHo= & Where , isthe nor-
m al state resistivity). The forces acting on each vortex
w ere obtained from ryGy ( i; 3), where Gy isgiven by

Eq. [23) and ry is the gradient w ith respect to the
coordinate . Thisyields a force per unit of volum e,
XL
Fi=F7+ F 5 (14a)

k=1
k6 i
which we express in units of H 2=8 . Above, the rst

term describes the vortex interaction w ith the current
Induced by the external eld and w ith the Interface,

. 3 1 HoR?2

2
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and the second, the vortex-vortex interaction,

rij (14b)
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The sinplk Euler m ethod was used to accom plish the
tin e integration, but adopting a t valie an all enough
to avoid large variations of the vortex positions between
two consecutive steps. M oreover, the dynam icalm atrix
(the H essian m atrix of Gy, ), whose elam ents are given by

Q%G
; 15)

was calculated for the nalvortex con guration. In this
equation, the G reek indexes stand for the com ponents
of the vector ;, while the Ttalic lndexes are the labels
for the vortices. T he com putation of the dynam icalm a—
trix eigenvalues allow ed us to tellw hether the given state
was stable or unstable (for a stable state all the dynam —
icalm atrix eigenvalies m ust be non-negative). Unstable
states were discarded.

Onedi culty n sin ulating this system isthe fact that
both Gy and the forces acting on the vortices diverge at
the disk edge. To overcom e this, during the M D sin -
ulation whenever a vortex was at a distance less than

from the disk edge, it is taken out from the system,
ie., this vortex disappears. Therefore, the nal num -
ber of vortices m ay not be the sam e as In the beginning.
T his does not lad to any serious concem, since we col-
Jct all the nal resuls from each trial and sort them
In ascending order of energy. It also allow s to com pare
energies of system s containing di erent num ber of vor-
tices for the sam e extermalm agnetic eld and investigate
w hich ofthem correspond to the lower energy, ie., is the
ground state.

III. LOW L STATES:VORTEX M OLECULES

In this section we present the results calculated from
the GL and London theories for ow L  states fora thin
disk of radiusR = 50 . A com parison between ground
states In the GL theory and the London approxin ation
was done In Ref. |20, or the case of a an all disk radius
(ie. R = 6 ). In that case, it was not possble to study
multivortex con gurations for I states above L = 14
since the calculated GL results showed only giant vor-
tices. M oreover, above L = 26 the disk was driven to the
nom al state. In the present case, m ultivortex con gu—
rations are obtained formuch higher I,  states. Thisen—
abled us to com pare largem ultivortex con gurationscal-
culated by both the G L theory and the London approx—
In ation, and investigate the transition to the Abrikosov
lattice.

ForL = 1to L = 9, the lowest energy con gurations
consist of vortices distrdbuted In reqular polygonsw ith 0
or 1 vortex In the center of the disk. This m eans that
notm any m eta-stable states are close to the ground state,
w hich m akes the pb of nding low energy con gurations
easier. Tn the London Iin it, this reducesE gs. [23) { [2d)
to a sin ple om , which depends on only one free param —
eter, 2233 jie,, the radius of the ring which circum scribes
the polygon, ring. The m inim ization problem is then
straightforward. W e also obtained the positions of the
vortex ring by nding the roots of

1 LN 1 %! 2 s, _ 0; 06)
1 R 212 1+ 2Fcos g !

which llow s from the balance of foroes acting on each
vortex [cf. Eq [@)]33 Here N is the num ber of vortices
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FIG .1l:Vortex con gurationsforL = (3) andH o = 0:007 @),
L= (6)andHo= 001 ),L = (1;5) andHo = 0:01 (c), and
L= (1;6)andH o= 0:011 (d). Theblack linesare the contour
lnesofj (r)3j?, whereas the w hite circles ndicate the position
ofthe vortices according to the London approxim ation. In (e)
we show thephase ofthe orderparam eter fortheL = (6) state
at Ho = 0022 obtained from the GL equations (on the left)
and from the London approxin ation (on the right).

on the ring (or the num ber of sides of the polgon), r =

ring=R, n = 2 nN ,h = HoR?=2 and the plus n inus)
sign should be taken if there is one (zero) vortex In the
center of the disk.

A com parison between the calculated GL and London
vortex con gurations is depicted in Fig.[l. The states
L =3 Fg.[l@), = © Fg.[B) L = 15
Fig.[LE)), and L = 7 Fi.[[d) were obtaied at

Ho = 0007,Hy = 001,Hy = 001, and Ho = 0:011,
respectively. The vortex positions practically coincide
for the sam e con gurations in both theordes.

T he agreem ent betw een the vortex positions yielded by
both theories @t H g H o») is related to the fact that
the phase of the order param eter, , iswelldescribed as
the In agihary part of the com plex fiinction

% =2 . H
_ n R j) i3 o R2 2 ; @17)
. i R 4
=1
orsu clently smallm agnetic elds, 32 where = & =

x + 1y is the representation of the vector in the com —
plex plane. But (@=2?)Ref g is sinply the stream —
line function [f. Eq. [@) ] calculated in the London lim i.
That is greatly responsble for the fact that . yg is vir-
tually the sam e in both theories DrH, Hc,. Fig.[LE)
presents the num erically calculate phase of the order pa—
ram eter (lefft) and the theoretical one obtained from the
in aginary part ofEq. [[A) (right) forthestatewithL = 6
atHo = 0:022.

T he dependence of g upon H g is shown in Fig.[A©)
obtained w ithin the GL (squares) and the London lm it
(s0ld line) orthe L = 1, 2), 3), @), ©), 6), 1;6),
(1;7) states. Both theories predict the sam e values of

ring and, thus, the sam e stable con gurations, as func-
tion ofH . Fig.BA @) also show s the radial position over
w hich a given regularpolygon con guration isnot stable
(dashed lines) as function ofH ¢ (cbtained in the London
Im i). Them agnetic eld in which the stable and unsta—
ble g lines start to departure from each other (open
circles) m ark the onset of stability foreach con guration.
The unstable g linesm erge to

r

R

2

] 18
HoR? 18)

This is sin ply the position after which the attractive
force acting on each vortex by is own in age becom es
larger than the force produced by the shielding currents
(w hich pulls the vortices inside), as can be easily dem on—
strated from Egs. [[4d) and [[240) for one vortex. Tt is
also im portant to take into account the vortex interac—
tion with the disk edge for su ciently low elds. This
can be noticed from the di erence between the stablke
ring and the dotted lines in Fig.BA®), which depicts the
position at which the respective reqular polygon con g—
uration would sit if there were no vortex in ages [from
Eq. M@ 1151 the absence of vortex im ages, ring would be
given by 1)=Hp, where the + ( ) sign should be
considered for one (zero) vortex in the center].

The free energies within the GL (thick lines) theory
and the usual London lin i (dashed line) are depicted
in Fig.l@) or L. = 0 ! 8 as a function of the ap-
plied magnetic eld H o. The energy calculated w ithin
the London lim it with a = 1) starts to departure from
the GL resultsassoon asL = 1. This ismainly due to
the fact that the usual London theory neglects the spa—
tialvariation of j 23. W hen them agnetic eld increases,
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FIG.2: @): TheGL (thick lines) and the Im proved London
(thin lines) free energies as function ofthe applied eld H o for
Iow L states. TheL = (1;5) state has slightly lower energy
than the L. = (6) state, as seen in the inset, where the lines
and the squares show the di erence between the L = (6) and
L = (1;5) energies In the London lim it and in the GL the-
ory, respectively. The usual London energy (where we added
1) is also depicted (dashed lines) for com parison. T he solid
circles show the pointsat which the usualLondon energy pre—
dictsa transition from L toL+ 1. (o): theGL (open squares)
and London (solid lines) radialposition of the vortices in the
ring ( ring) as function of the m agnetic eld forthe L = 1,
2), 3), @, 5), 1), @;6), (1;7) states. The arrow indicates
the direction of increasing L . For each con guration (in the
London lin it) the vortex position at which the vortex ring is
unstabl (dashed lines) and the onset eld from which stabil-
ity occurs (open circles) are depicted. T he radial positions of
the vortex ring when the boundary induced Vortex im ages’
are neglected are shown by the dotted lines for com parison.

the ground state changes by the addition of one vortex,
ie, L= 0! 1! 2:u:! 8 (for the London lim it these
transitions are m arked by the lled circles). For disks
w ith sn allradiuusthe GL theory predictsthatL = 2! 6
states do not have a vortex in the center of the disk 2924
Such a centralvortex appearsin theL = 7! 9 states.
In contrast, for the present large disk case R = 50 ),
the G L theory and the London approxin ation yield ve

vortices arranged In a regular pentagon w ith one in the
center of the disk for L = 6. The state w ith six vortices
In a regular hexagon has a slightly higher energy the
di erence in energy is depicted in the inset of Fig.HA@)].
In an e ort to rem edy the di erences in the energy be—

tween the G L and the usualLondon results w e considered

the contribution of the vortex cores energies to the Lon—
don energy. A s long as vortices are well separated and

Ho 1 (4 5° 1 far from the vortex cores), Eq. [Ed)

can be approxin ately given by the London energy. In

this lin it the depreciation of § 3 around the vortex cores
can be approxin ated by the superposition of som e func-
tion which vardes from 0 to 1 wihin j iJ . Such
extensions of the London theory were previously consid—
ered®?5% oy In nite superconducting system s, eg., by

3= 3 F+ 22 cos to the

core of the vortex at ;. W e used this expression into
Eq. Q)  the lim it that vortices are far apart, ie., or
Iow L values, where we can m ake use ofthe superposition
principle. First, Eq. [4d) can be w ritten as

Z

. L .2 .
usmg jj = J

1 .2 2 a2 2
Geore = 1+ ¥ 1 337 42 Jj)” & :19
Close to the cores, 1 jF = 2= 3 iF+2 and
5 3=2
rijj= 2= 3 iJ+ 2 (rem em bering that = 1

In our units). Since these expressions rapidly approach
zero, we approxin ated the integration over the disk area
in Eq [[3) by the sum of integrations around ofthe vortex
cores. T his yields

@0)

Geore 1+ LP% :
W e added the above value of G, to the London engryy,
GL, assum Ing that the vortex core have a radius 2 ,
which yiedsa = 2 in °. The resulting im proved
London energies are presented in Fig.[A@@) by thin lines
forthe L = 1, ), 3), @), ©), 1;5), 1;6), and 1;7)
states. The agreem ent between this in proved London
theory w ith the GL resuls is very good. Such extension
ofthe London lim it yieldsthe region overw hich each con—

guration is the ground state w ith m uch m ore con dence
than the usualLondon Il it.

In the above approxin ation or G the depreciation
ofthe order param eter near the disk edge was neglected.
In order to have an estin ate of the behavior of § 32 close
to = R,wemay considerthe rstGL equation w ritten
as

2

r° + 1 37 = 0; 21)

w ith boundary conditions % _g=0and " R =
0. Notice that = r A = A autom atically
satis es its boundary condition if is considered w ithin
the London lin it [cf. Eq. [{)]. For a giant vortex state,
j 32 is radially symmetric, and = "L= .Fora reqular



polygon vortex con guration and after averaging
the angular direction, one nds = L ( ring)= s
where (x) is the Heaviside step function. Therefore,
onem ay approxin ate the superconducting electron den-
sty by J appd 1 (@= §=2)° inside a ring w ith
internal radius, Ry, taken som ewhat larger than g
and extemal radiis an aller than R (shce the term
r? i the rst GL equation becom es m ore in portant
within distances of clse to the disk edge). J app¥
ismihinalat = R and consequently we can use is
valie at the boundary in order to estim ate when the de—
preciation of j j? close to the edge becom es in portant
(notice that the actual j 32 is higher close to the disk
edge than our approxin ate resul, since there is a cor—
rection oforderr? = ,with r 2 > 0, : this region).
W e fund that a 5% depreciation in j .pp R)F hich

along

would mean j R)3% > 0:95), requires that H 0:009
for L 0, Hyo 0:0098 or L = 1, Hy 00106
forL = 2, Hy 00114 or L = 3, Hp 00122 for
L =4,H, 0013 or L. = 5, Hy 00138 or L. = o6,
Hg = 00146 for L = 7 and Hy = 00154 or L. = 8§,

which are m agnetic eld values well above the respec—
tive regions where each of theses states are the ground
state. A Iso the order param eter depreciation close to the
disk edge resuls in a less rapid increm ent of the energy
ofeach L. state com pared w ith the energy found w ithin
the London lim it. But for H H o, such di erence
only becom es pronounced at elds well above the m ag—
netic eld region overw hich the respective L.  state isthe
ground state. N evertheless, the depreciation of the order
param eter close to the edges is in portant if one w ishes
to understand the entry and exit of vortices in a nite
system .

IVv. HIGH L STATES:ABRIKOSOV LATTICE

For large values of the vorticity an Abrikosov lattice
appears in the Interjor ofthe disk. In this section we w 111
consider H o > 0:03 and investigate from which value of
L the Abrikosov lattice start to occupy a substantialarea
In the center of the disk.

One di culty which arises when studying the high
L  states isdue to the fact that the energy di erence be-
tween two di erent L.  states and the energy di erence
between distinct con gurations w ith the same L can be
com parable and very sm all. T his is illustrated in Fig.[3,
w here the energy ofthem eta-stable statesobtained in the
London limi atHyg = 01 and at Hg = 02 are shown.
For instance, the di erence between the two lowest en—
ergy L = 110 and L = 112 states is lessthan 10 ¢ . At
Ho= 01 Ho= 02)we found that a vortex con guration
wih L = 111 (L = 234) has the lowest London energy.
O f course it is always possible that con gurations w ith
Jow er London energies have not been reached by our sim —
ulations (due to the fact that we have a nie number of
trials, ie.,, we m ade typically 1000 trials). N evertheless,
the am alldi erence in the energiesgive uscon dencethat

131.
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FIG . 3: Energies of the m eta-stabl states (L = 109 ! 115

and L = 226 ! 237) ocbtained from simulations within the

London limi at Ho=H = 01 (left) and Ho=H = 02
(right) . The energy di erence between two di erent L.  states

is com parable to the energy di erence between distinct con—
gurations at the same L  state.

som e ofthese con gurations are at least very close to the
true ground state w ithin the London lim it. M oreover, at
such high L values, it is expected that the energy yielded
by the London approxin ation di ers considerably from
the m ore realistic resuls obtained from the GL theory.

In order to circum vent the lim itations of the London
Ilim £ In the calculation of the energy, m eta-state states
are also Investigated w ithin the G L theory. In this case,
the correct contribution to the energy from the spatial
dependence of j (r)j? is taken into account. A gai, the
question conceming whether the calculated con gura-—
tions are the true ground states can be addressed, since
it is possible that the num erical solution of Egs. [E)
becom es trapped in som e localm inimum . N onetheless,
them al uctuations are always present In experin ents,
m aking som e excited states close to the ground state
available for the system . In addition, there is the al-
ready m entioned fact that the di erence between ener—
gies In these high I  states is very an all. T herefore, the
achieveam ent of the ground state is not crucial for the
present study.

A though the London lin i fails to give the precise
value of the vortex system energy at high L, we expect
that the vortex positions obtained w ithin such approach
are in good accordancew ith the G L resuls (cf. Section[Dd
and Ref.l2(), at leastat edsuptoH, 023°%3! There-
fore the stability of the London’ con gurations w ithin
the fram ework of the GL theory was investigated by
solving Egs. [l) and [) starting from the given Lon-—
don con guration (usually the onesw ith lowest energy).
By using this procedure, we found that the L 110 and
L 230 con gurations, as obtained w ithin the London
theory, are also stable w ithin the G L form alisn . The cal-
culated G L energies of such con gurations are very close



FIG . 4: Superconducting electron density for L = 44, 56,
64, 79, 88, 104, 109, and 229 obtained at Ho = 0:04, 0.05,
0.06, 0.07, 0.08, 0.09, 0.10 and 020, respectively. The white
lines depict the D elaunay triangulation for the vortex core
positions.

to other GL con gurations w ith the sam e vorticiy, the
relative di erence lying typically between 10 * 10° .
Such values are usually 5 to 10 tin es an aller than the
relative energy di erence between the L and L + 1 lowest
energy states.

Som e of the stable con gurationsat H o = 004, 0.05,
0.06,0.07,0.08,0.09,0.10 and 020 are depicted in Fig.[4,
forL = 44,56, 64,79,88,104,109, and 229, respectively.
From the D elaunay triangulation perform ed for the core
positions, it can be seen that a trangular vortex con g-—

uration in the center of the disk starts to appear as L

Increases. First, or L = 64 and L = 79, an hexagonal
vortex arrangem ent starts appearing In the center of the
disk. Such arrangem ent begins occupying a larger area
w ith increasing vorticity. ForL & 100 the Abrikosov lat—
tice is already present in a considerable region inside the
disk.

Forthe high L. states there is a com petition between
the ring-like structure in posed by the disk geom etry, and
the hexagonal lattice favored by the vortex-vortex inter—
action. As a resul, rings are generally form ed close to
the disk edge while an Abrikosov lattice is present in the
center of the disk. In order to study the con gurations
obtained within the GL theory, we com puted the posi-
tions of the vortex cores from the calculated (r)j2 .

F irst we investigate the ringlike structure near the disk
edge by com puting the num ber ofvortices, N , and the av—
erage densiy of vortices, < () >= N ( )=2 ,asa
function of . T hese quantities can suggest w here ringlike
structures are form ed, since N () (@swellas< () >)
should present sharp peaksw here ringlike pattems exist.
For this purmpose we divided the disk radius Into radial
strips of length = 125 and counted the number of
vortices in each ofthese pieces. N () and < () > are
shown n Fig.@ or L. = 109, L. = 229, L = 473 and
L="717atHg= 0d,Hg=02,Hg= 04andH,= 06,
respectively. TheL = 109 and L = 229 were obtained by
solving the G L equations starting with the L = 110 and
L = 230 less energetic con gurations calculated within
the London Iin it. W e also plotted the respective con gu—
rations nside each gure. To help the visualization, rings
were draw n for the two outem ost shells and a D elaunay
triangulation wasm ade for the vortices in the interior of
these rings. C learly, both N ( ) and < () > have one
sharp peak nearthe disk edge, an indication ofa ring-like
structure. T his can be ocbserved in the vortex con gura—
tions since the outem ost vortices are alm ost perfectly
aligned in a ring. For the L = 109 state, both N ( )
and < () > have additional peaks in the interior of
the disk. A s the vortex con guration also indicates, this
could be Interpreted as a second (deform ed) outer ring
w ith a som ew hat deform ed hexagonal lattice In the cen—
ter. For L = 229, it is clear that vortices are distributed
in ring-like structures for the tw o outemm ost ringsw ith an
Inner Abrikosov lattice. Sin ilar features are present n
the other L 110 and L 230 vortex states, ie., sharp
peaks near the disk edge are also present n N ( ) and
< () >,indicating two outem ost ringlike vortex distri-
bution w ith an Abrikosov lJattice in the center (again this
A brikosov Jattice ism uch better de ned or L 230). &
is also worth tom ention that the two outerpeakspresent
at L 110 and L 230 are situated around the sam e
valies of for con gurations calculated w thin both the
GL and the London theories. For exam ple, for L = 109
thepeaksareat 35and 43, w ith an em pty region
around 39 and another for > 45. M oreover the re—
gions com prised by thepeaksin < () > at 35 and

43 contain 28 and 33 vortices, respectively. In the
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FIG .5: Number ofvortices N ( ) (circles) and the average vortex density < () > (solid line) forL = 109, L = 229, L = 473

and L = 717 at, respectively, Ho = 0:1,Ho = 02,Ho = 04 and Hy

insets. The wellde ned peaks close to R

0:#%6. The respective con gurations are depicted in the

50 is indicative of a ringlke structure close to the edge. This is also indicated

by the con gurations in the insets, where we plotted rings for the two outem ost shells and the D elaunay triangulation for the

inner vortices.

case L = 229 one sharp peak occurs around 46. The
radialregion close to this peak contains 48 vortices, w ith
no vortices for > 47. The radialregion around the peak
at 40 has 44 vortices, w ith the region between these
two m axin a, around 43, also vortex free. A more
com plete description ofthe num ber of vortices in thetwo
outer rings is presented in Tablk[l. Taking the number
ofvortices in the rst and second outemm ost rings for the
con gurationsgiven in thisTable, aswellasothercon g-—
urations not shown here w ith the sam e vorticity, we nd
that the num ber of vortices in these shells are around,
respectively, 33 { 34 and 28 1 forL 110 60 2 and
45 1 forL 230).

Ih Fig.Hthe statesL. = 473,atHy = 04 and L = 717,
at Hy = 0:6, are also depicted. A s expected, the peaks
becom e broader deep inside the disk, suggesting that the
ring-like structure an ears out as one approaches the cen—
ter of the disk. In addition, as the value of L. iIncreases
the average density becom esm ore uniform , but preserv—
Ing at least two sharp peaks near the edge. For L = 473
and L = 717 the m ost extemal ring is situated at 47

TABLE I: Number of vortices (N ) and approxin ate radial
position ofthe two outer shells (K > ), and thebond-angular
order factor G ¢ for con gurationsw ith lower energy. Here (i)

m eans allvortices, except the onesbelonging to the outem ost
shell; (ii), vortices not at the two outer rings and (iii) vortices

at 25.
1lst. shell 2nd. shell Ge
L Ho|N < >|N < >| (1 @i @il
109 0:1|33 43 (28 35 |0:76 085 087
110 0:1|33 43 (28 35 |0:64 0:71 075
111 01|33 43 (29 36 |0:69 0:79 084
112 01|33 43 (29 36 |0:68 0:80 088
113 0:1|34 43 (28 36 |0:70 0:80 0:84
229 02|48 46 |44 40 |0:80 089 0:97
230 02|48 46 |44 40 |[0:78 0:84 0:94
231 02|50 46 |44 40 |0:83 092 0:99
232 02|49 46 |44 40 (082 091 0:97
233 02|49 46 |45 41 [0:80 087 096
234 02|50 46 |45 41 |081 087 0:95
235 0249 46 |44 41 [082 0290 0:97
473 04|70 47 |66 43 |0:79 0883 092
717 06|92 47 (80 44 |0:77 0:79 086
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FIG . 6: The density-density correlation fiinction (right) and the probability p( ) to nd two adipcent nearest neighbors of a

given vortex within an angle

(left) forL = 109 atHo = 0:d,L = 229atHo= 02,L = 473 atHo = 04,and L = 717 at

Ho = 0:6. The dashed, solid, and thin solid lines represent p( ) calculated for vortices (i) not in the outem ost ring, (ii) not in

the two outer rings, and (iii) at 25, respectively.

and contains 70 and 92 vortices, respectively. N otice that
the two outer rings have a very di erent num ber of vor-
tices which is quite distinct from the situation of classi-
calcharges con ned by a parabolic potential®3 where for
large num ber of charges the outer rings contain the sam e
num ber of particles, T he present situation is between a
hard wal®? and a parabolic con nem ent case.

W e calculated the density-density correlation fuinction
for the vortices sitting inside the two outemm ost rings In
order to help characterize w hether a A brikosov lattice is
formed away from the disk edge. This quantity is de—
picted at the right side of Fig.[d. The density-density
correlation function indicates an hexagonal pattem for
all these high L states. Such pattem is well de ned

forL, = 109 at Hy = 0: and becom es very well de-
ned or L = 229 at Hy = 02. Other con gurations
wih L 110 have also an hexagonalpattem as the one
for L = 109 (put not as sharp). The density-densiy

correlation function com puted for various con gurations
wih L 230 also resembles the one depicted here for
L = 229. ForL = 473 and L = 717 the hexagonalpat—
tem is also observed, but not as sharp as the one for
L = 229.Particularly orthe L = 717 con guration, the
density-density correlation function suggests that each
vortex (nside the two outemm ost rings) still have coor—
dination number equals to six, although the hexagonal
structure considering the farther neighbors isnot wellde—

ned. T herefore these two con gurationsm ay still have
Jocal, but not ordentationalorderbeyond som e few neigh-
bors. W e shallcom e back to thispoint later .n Section ],

w hen discussing the defects In the vortex lattice.

From the density-density correlation fiinction it isalso
worth to com pute the typical intervortex distance, ay,
for the vortices form ng the Abrikosov lattice. W e thus
obtained ay 8 forL = 109 at Hy = 04, ay 58 for

=22%9atHq= 02, ay 41 forL = 473 atHy = 04,
and ay 34 orL = 717 atHg = 06.

In orxder to better describe how close the system isto
an A brikosov lattice we com puted the probability distri-
bution, p( ), to nd two adjpcent nearest neighbors of
a given vortex m aking an angle . This probability was
calculated forthree di erent cases: (i) forallvortices, ex—
cept the ones at the outem ost ring; (ii) for the vortices
not in the two outer rings, and (iii) for those vortices
at 25. These probabilities are shown on the kft of
Figs.d. W e und thatp( ) (brallthecases (1) ! (iii))
ismaxinum close to 60°, which is characteristic of an
hexagonal lJattice. T he w idth of the distrbbution rapidly
decreases as L. increases from 110 to 230, but in—
creases as L is further incram ented. To be m ore precise,
p( ) orthe L 110 (not only the L = 109 state which
is shown) state ocbtained within the London lim it has a
maxinum at 57°, but wih < >= 6(° for the cases
(1) ! () «> meansaverage over the vortices inclided
In each case, (1), (1) or (iii)). The probabiliy distri-
butions for cases (1) ! (iiil) are not sharp, presenting
w idth of about 12° at half of the distribution m axin um .
O ther stateswih L 110 and com parable energy also
show sin ilar behavior. Such features can be understood
as the resul of the contribution to the p( ) distrbution



from vortices in the border of the Abrikosov lattice re—
gion. Sihcenot som any vorticesare present in this region
for L 110, vortices in its border w ill contribbute m ore
strongly to the p( ) distrdbution than for higherL states.
Such vortices have to adjust them selves to the ring-like
structure m ore than the Inner vortices and, so, i is lkely
that a few ofthem m ay have nearest neighborsw ithin an—
gles Jess than 60° or, even, coordination num ber di erent
to six. ForL > 200,p( ) issharply peakedat = 60, n
conform ity w ith the density-density correlation fiinction,
signaling an Abrikosov lattice in the Interjor of the disk.

For com plkteness we also calculate the bond-angular
order factor324,

* +

1 Rnb
exp (Nnp n) 7 (22)
Nnb n=1

G6=

where N, = 6 is the num ber of nearest neighbors of a
given vortex, , isthe angle between two segm ents pin—
Ing the given vortex w ith tw o adpoent nearest neighbors
and <> is again the average over the vortices in cases
(i), (i) or (dii). It is clear from Eq. PA) that G¢ = 1
for an ideal Abrkosov httice. In tabk [} G ¢ is depicted
for som e of the con gurationswe obtained (typically the
con gurationsw ith lowest energy). T he values found for
G ¢ are larger than 09 at the region (@iii) or L 230,
which indicates a con guration very close to an hexag-
onal lattice. The L 110 states obtained at Hg = 0:1
have lower G ¢, which corroborates our previous analysis
suggesting that an A brikosov lattice is form ed but not yet
occupying a lJarge area inside the disk. Again, orL = 473
and L = 717 G4 is not as large as the one calculated at
L 230, but is still close or larger than 0:9 in region
(iii), which indicates that a localorientationalhexagonal
order is present. In fact or such large L. values Gg no
longer Increases and the peak in p( ) is slightly broad—
ened due to the appearance of grain boundaries in the
Abrikosov lattice as willbe shown in the next section.

V. HIGH L STATES:DEFECTS IN THE
VORTEX LATTICE

A s a result of the com petition between the geom etry
Induced ring-like structure near the disk border and the
hexagonal structure in the center, topological defects in
the lattice appear in between these two regions @ fea—
ture also observed in con ned classical system s32:22) . T
order to study the distrbution of these de ects in the
disk, we applied the Voronoi construction. In an in—

nite system both the GL theory and the London ap-—
proach predict a coordination num ber equal to six and
the Voronoiconstruction would yield hexagonalunit cells
for each vortex. In the disk the situation is di erent,
vortices near the edge have to adjist them selves to the
boundary. Therefore, topological defects In the vortex
lattice will be present. W e shall use the term @Wedge)
disclination for vortices which have a closed unit cell n
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the Voronoi construction w ith coordination num ber dif-
ferent from six. This di erence is called the topological
charge of the disclination. N otice that som e vortices at
the outem ost shell have open unit cells in the Voronoi
construction. For such vortices the expected num ber of
nearest neighbors should be four. So In order to de-
ne the topological defects also for these vortices, the
topological charge there is de ned as the num ber of rst
neighborsm inus 4. By such convention it can be shown
from Euler's theorem>2 that the net topological charge
In adisk equals 6. In addition, dislocations (a bounded
pair of one + and one disclinations) m ay also appear,
w hose net topological charge is null, In order to adjist
the vortex system to a con guration w ith lower energy.

F ig.[d show s the Voronoi construction forthe L = 109
Ho= 0d),L =111 Ho = 01),L = 234 Hy = 02),
L =229 Ho=02),L =473 Hg= 04),and L = 717
Ho = 0:0). In all of them it is quite clear that an
A brikosov vortex lattice is form ed inside the disk, as in—
dicated In previous section, but wih the fom ation of
topological defects in the con gurations. T he net topo—
logical charge for all con gurations obtained (ncliding
the onesnot shown here) isalways 6, n accordancew ith
the Euler theorem 22 However the total absolute charge
can bemuch larger than 6. Negatively charged disclina—
tions (vorticesw ith coordination number< 6) are always
present. Vortices w ith coordination number > 6 (posi-
tive topological charge) appear accom panied by negative
topological charges, kading to the form ation of disloca—
tions. T he defects In the vortex con gurations are m ore
suitable to sit in the disk edge or in the region delin iting
the Abrikosov lattice and the ring-like structure. N ever—
theless, as L increases, dislocations proliferate and form
grain boundaries in the region where the hexagonal lat—
tice appears. Thisisalso the reason why the L = 473 and
L = 717 states have an aller G ¢ values and less sharper
peaks In the p( ) distribbution than the lower L states,
for nstance L 230. Such feature is also observed In
sim ulations perform ed by Reefin an and B rom-=3! consid—
ering 2000 vortices (@lthough they considered vortices in
the London lim it w thout interaction w ith the disk edge)
and In classical system s of charged particles interacting
w ith each other via the Coulom b potential and con ned
to a parabolic potentialds
K oulakov and Shklovski®® describbed the presence of
dislocations in con gurations of classical charged parti-
cles con ned by a parabolic potentialas due to twom ain
reasons: the inhom ogeneity in the density of particles
and the presence of disclinations. The latter which is
always present in an hexagonal arrangem ent con ned to
a disk) causes a large deform ation in the particle con—
gurations. D islocations thus appear in order to reduce
such deform ations, eventually decreasing the energy of
the system . Such e ect, also called screening, was previ-
ously described by N elson and H alperin®® when studying
the m elting driven by dislbcations in two dim ensional
system s, and is linked to the lack of translational long-
range order In two-dim ensional solid system s (although
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FIG.7: Voronoiconstruction for the follow ing con gurations: L = 109 and L = 111 at Ho = 0:1,L = 229 and L = 234 at
Ho=02,L=473atHo= 04,and L = 717 at Ho = 0%6. The dashed line represents the disk edge.

ordentational order is still present) 28 These disbbcations
are arranged close to or at the disk edge. The former
reason Induces dislocations In the interior of the disk. In
Ref.@, it was found that there exists a threshold num —
ber ofparticles which in their case is approxin ately 700)
below which dislocations are due m ainly from screening
and, above which, such defects appear due to the inho-
m ogeneiy of the particle density. At last qualitative
sin ilarities exists between such system of charged parti-
cles and our vortex con gurations. Therefore, it is rea—
sonable to speculate that the sam e m echanisn s which
drive the appearance of dislocations is also present here.
Just like in the system of charged particles, dislocations
are m ostly distributed close to and at the disk edge for
L . 230 and start proliferating in the Abrikosov lattice
for arger L.

F inally, in order to further investigate the relation be—
tw een defects in the vortex con gurationsand the energy
of the system , we com puted the total num ber of defects
(the num ber ofthe + and  topologicalcharges) in each
stable con guration obtained within the London fram e~
work. The results are shown in Figs.[@ or L = 110,
111 and 112 at Hy = 01 (eff) and L = 230, 232 and
234 at Hp = 02 (right). The absolute value of the net
topological charge is depicted as a solid horizontal line

801 =110 481 L =230
24 36
12
o 6 « 12
%30 L=111 %48 L =232
o 24 C 36
S 18 kS]
E 1 B 24
12
g ¢ S
> >
Z 300 | =112 Z 48] =234
24 36
18 24 /\\/\A/\[\[\
12
6 12
0
130 5 1305 131 108 110 5 112 114
1 10°G
L L
FIG . 8: Number of defects (solid points) versus the energy

for som e of the con gurations obtained from the London ap—
proach. The straight horizontal line is the absolute value of
the net topological charge.

and is always equal to six as required by the Euler the-
oram . The total num ber of defects { which is directly



FIG . 9: Superconducting electron density for H = 0:6 (left)
and H = 1:02 (right). W hite to black runs from low to high
values of j j2 .

=3 TF =" &
250 ol P

w

-2 _ ~
—25 ( ﬁg\ » ] ’?Oﬂ
-2 -1 0 1 2 45 46 47 48 49
X X

FIG . 10: Contour plots of logj j2 at the center (left) and
close to the edge ofthe disk forH = 1.

related to the number of dislocations in the con gura—
tions { is depicted aspoints connected by lines. O ne can
notice that the total num ber of defects is not a m ono—
tonic finction ofthe London energy ofthe con guration.
Instead, it highly uctuates. For exam ple, a con gura—
tion free of dislocations (in which only six disclinations
occur) alm ost always has a higher energy than, eg., one
w ith a totalnum ber of 16 topological charges. T his hap—
pens, orexample, forL = 111 at Hy = 0:1 where such
a con guration with only six disclinations (and no dislo—
cations) has G, = 0:1302066, which is 0:5% higher than
the energy of the lowest energy state, G, = 0:12958384
(the Voronoicontruction ofthe latter con guration isthe
L = 111 state depicted in Fig.[1) . T his indicatesthat the
presence, aswellas the distrdbution, ofdislocations in the
vortex con gurationsplaysan im portant role in lowering
the energy of such con gurations.

VI. SURFACE SUPERCONDUCTIVITY

W hen the extemalm agnetic eld approachesH o= 1
(or Hy = H ., In not nom alized units) the vorticity, L,
becom es Jarge. Inside a thin layer close to the disk edge
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the superconducting electron density, j 32, is larger than
in the interdor of the disk 2 Such a behaviorm ay be un—
derstood as a result ofthe superposition ofthe supercon—
ducting electron density depreciation close to each vortex
Inside the disk, which is less strong for vortices at the sur-
face. Thisalready takesplace orH o = 06wih L = 717,
but is highly pronounced at H g 10. AtHy = 06, a
mulivortex state (@swas shown in previous guresand
also on the keft ofF ig.[d) isenclosed by this superconduct—
ing sheath. W ithin this sheath j 3%  0:75, opposed to
amaxinum ofjj?  0:5 between two adpcent vortices.
N evertheless, according to the criterion adopted to char-
acterize the existence ofa giant vortex state (j 3%  10*?
in the region betw een vortices) 22 a giant vortex state ap—
pearsat Hy = 1:02. In this state j j% < 10 4, except at
R 2 < < Rwhere02 j% 045 (f. Figdat
right). AtHo = 1 themaxinum valieofj j° is 102
In the region between two ad-pcent vortex cores, while
J j2 055 at the disk edge. Such a con guration isnot
yet a giant vortex state, although the m ultivortex state
In this case is extrem ely Yilute’. Possbly H = 1 isclose
to the eld In which a giant vortex state decays into a
multivortex state2® M oreover, at thism agnetic eld the
depreciation of § 3 close to the vortex cores is di erent
w hether a vortex sits in the outem ost ring or in the inte—
rior of the disk . T his feature is depicted in F ig [0, where
a contour plot of the logarithm of the superconducting
electron density is shown in the center ofthe disk (at left)
and close to the edge (at right).

VII. CONCLUSIONS

W e investigated the m agnetic eld dependence of vor-
tex states In thin disks w ith large radius. T he nonlinear
G L equations, as well the London approxin ation were
used to obtain stable vortex con gurations. A though
both m ethods lead, forsm all elds, to sin ilar vortex con—

gurations, the energies are di erent. T his is the reason
for the failure of the London lim it to yield the correct
ground state con guration. For low valies of the vortic—
ity we In proved the London approxin ation by including
the spatial variation of j j% close to the vortex cores,
which resulted In energies which were very close to those
ofthe GL approach.

M ultivortex stateswere obtained for eldsup to H g
H ., above which a giant vortex state appears. W e in—
vestigated how the con guration ofthism ultivortex state
changes as function of the m agnetic eld. At low m ag—
netic elds #H 0:{dH ;) we nd vortex con gurations
having ringlke distrlbution, as expected from symm e-
try considerations. However as the num ber of vortices
Increases, the vortex-vortex repulsion starts playing a
larger role and we observed the appearance of an hexag-
onal lattice. The ringlke structure is replaced by an
Abrikosov Jattice in the center of the disk as soon as the

eld is close to 0:H ., when L 100, but is preserved
near the edges. For elds larger than 0:1 this A brikosov



Jattice becom es even m ore pronounced com pared to the
ringlike structure.

The topological defects in the vortex con gurations
and their distrbution were also studied. W e observed
tw o types of defects: Wwedge) disclinations and disloca—
tions. The net topological charge is always 6, as re—
quired for an hexagonal structure con ned to a circular
geom etry. Sin ilar to classical particles con ned in radi-
ally symm etric potentials, we nd that these topological
defects appear m ostly close to the edge for L . 230, in
order to adjist the ringlke structure to the Abrikosov
lattice. W e attrbute the presence of dislocations in that
region due to the screening of disclinations. As L In-
creases further dislocations start to be spread in the cen-
ter of the disk and form grain boundaries.

Surface superconductivity was observed at elds
around and above 0:6H , . T his surface superconductiv—
ity becom es m ore pronounced as the vorticity increases,
which resulted In a larger overlap between the vortices.
W e also noticed that the transition from a m ultivortex to
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a giant vortex state takesplace at m agnetic elds slightly
above H ;. Just below the form ation of the giant vor-
tex state, the superconducting electron density presents
m arkedly distinct spatial dependence close to the disk
edge { where the vortex structure starts to coalesce {
com pared to what is cbserved in the center of the disk.
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