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ABSTRACT

The internal magnetic field distributions for a type II superconductor (a single crystal
Y BaaCugOr—s) with large normal inclusions (YoBaCuOs) are studied. A model based on
the London Equations has been successfully developed and applied to the interpretation of
the 4SR data on this system. In our model, these inclusions are assumed to be cylindrical in
shape and infinite in length. Therefore, this model should be especially appropriate for the
prediction of field distributions in single crystal superconductors in which columnar defects
have been purposely introduced to enhance pinning,.

1SR experiments on a large single crystal sample of Y BasCusO7-s with non-conducting
Y>BaCuOs5 inclusions show some interesting characteristics, especially the magnetic field
distribution in the inclusion regions. In our model, the difference between the field value
in the inclusions and the value at the saddle point is sensitive to the penetration depth.
Comparing the calculated to observed field differences provides a new method of determining
the penetration depth.

xiil
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Chapter 1

Introduction

The magnetic flux structures in superconductors show interesting properties in the pres-
ence of an applied magnetic field. In 1933 Meissner and Ochsenfeld [1]observed complete
expulsion of magnetic field from a superconducting material placed in a weak magnetic
field, now known as the Meissner effect. However this complete flux expulsion only occurs
when the magnetic fields are weak and/or the demagnetizing effects are small. When these
conditions are not met, for example when the applied magnetic field is strong enough or the
demagnetization effects cannot be ignored such as for a thin superconducting disk placed
perpendicular to the applied magnetic field, then the magnetic flux penetrates part of the
superconducting material, and as a result, the material divides into normal and supercon-
ducting domains.

The domain structures in superconductors in the presence of applied magnetic fields
possess interesting properties. There is an energy associated with the interface between the
normal and superconducting regions that is called the wall energy. The wall energy can
be either positive or negative. When the wall energy is positive, the amount of quantum
flux, &g = ’21—0 = 2.07 x 107"Gem?, contained in a single domain can be greater than one.

€

This type of material is called type I superconductor. The domain structure of type I
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CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION 3

superconductor is referred to as intermediate state [2]. When the wall energy is negative,
the magnetic flux can only penetrate the superconducting material in the form of a single
flux quanta ®g. This type of superconducting material is called a type 11 supercqnductor.
The domain structure of type II superconductors is referred as the mixed state [3, 4],[5].

Muons were used as probes of magnetism in matter as early as 1944 [6]. However, it
was the discovery of the violation of parity symmetry in Kaon decay by Lee and Yang in
1956 [7] that made the properties of muons clearly understood, and opened the way for
widely using muon as probes of matter. The parity nonconservation decay of a 7+ (77)
produces a uT (u~) which has a large asymmetry when it decays. The et (e™) is emitted
preferentially along (opposite to) the muon spin direction. The experiments of Garwin et al.
[8], Friedman and Telegdi [9], and Wu et al.[10] not only confirmed Lee and Yang’s theory,
but also suggested that the asymmetry of positive u* decays could be used as a probe for
the magnetism of matter.

Negative muons are rarely used, because after being stopped in a sample, they normally
undergo nuclear capture from a low-lying orbital of muonic atoms before they ha,ve'a chance
to decay.

The modern uSR technique - Moun Spin Rotation (uSR also stands for Muon Spin
Relaxation and Resonance, but here we are only interested in Moun Spin Rotation) most
commonly uses a transverse magnetic field (TF), applied perpendicular to the muon po-
larization; The muon spins then precess about the internal magnetic field of the magnetic
material. TF-ySR has been widely used to study the magnetic flux structures of High
Temperature Superconductors among other materials. We use uSR technique to study the

temperature dependence of London penetration depth of the type II high T, superconduct-
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CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION 4

ing material.

The temperature dependence of London penetration depth is of particular interest since
at low temperature it reflects changes in the superfluid density which is responsible for the
screening of electric magnetic field. The energy gap in the excitation spectrum of a BCS
paring state shows exponential temperature dependence at low temperature. In s-wave BCS
paring the deviation of London penetration depth from its zero temperature value follows
[12] M(T) — A(0) ~ (%)/2exp(—1.76T,/T). By studying the temperature dependence of
London penetration depth we can study the deviation from BCS s-wave paring, therefore,
the measurement of temperature dependence of magnetic penetration depth provide an
experimental method to study the unconventional BCS paring state.

Microwave techniques have been commonly used for measuring of the temperature de-
pendence of the penetration depth.

Unlike other techniques, the uSR provides a microscopic measure of the flux lines dy-
namic and is a powerful tool to study the magnetic field properties of superconducting
material. The study in this paper provides a new method to determine the temperature
dependence of the London penetration depth of a type II superconducting material with
nonconducting inclusions using #SR techniques.

It has become possible to grow large single crystals of Y BaaCus3O7—s with Yo BaCuOs
inclusions [11]. These crystals have strong pinning, can carry large currents, trap large fields
and provide moderately strong levitation forces on magnets. Because of these properties
this material is thought to be advantageous for a variety of practical applications[13, 15].

The included non-superconducting material, “green-phase” YoBaCuQs, is needed to

provide a source of Y as the crystal grows. The internal magnetic fields in pure Yo BaCuOs
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CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION 5

have been observed in the zero-field uSR study of Weidinger et al[16]. These authors
observe at least 5 different fields and an ordering temperature of about 15 K. Mossbauer
effect studies[17] have observed this material to order magnetically at about 15.5(3) K.
Neutron sca,ttering[l‘S] has found t’his ordering fo be 3D anti-ferromégnetic and to‘ occur at
16.2(5) K.

Muon spin rotation, 4SR, has been used to measure internal magnetic field probability
distributions, n(h), for a large single crystal of Y BapCu3O7_; with non-superconducting
inclusions. For pure Y BasCusOr_5, when the applied field is parallel to the ¢ axis of
the crystal, this would be expected to have a single peak[22], below the applied field,
corresponding to the saddle point of the magnetic field spatial distribution. However, our
YBCO sample showed two peaks: a left peak, which is below the applied field and at the
saddle point field as expected for a pure YBCO sample; and a right peak, which is above
the applied field, see Fig.1.1. We argue that the right peak reflects the magnetic field
distribution in the non-conducting Yo BaCuQOs; inclusions. The separation between the two
peaks goes to zero near the transition temperature(90 K), and reaches 50 Gauss at 18 K.
Below 18 K the green phase material undergoes a transition to an antiferromagnetic state.
In these now antiferromagnetic inclusions randomly directed large fields take the muon
precession signal out of our frequency window. The data shown in Fig.1.1 indicate that the
volume of the inclusions could be up to 20 percent of the total volume of the sample.

In the this study we seek to characterize the microscopic internal magnetic field distri-
butions in these materials, including the effects of large inclusions. When inclusions are not
present, it has been found that the London equation is a good approximation in describing

magnetic fields and magnetic properties of type II superconducting materials for applied
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CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION 6

H . b i I ) 1

2 6 10 14 18
® (Mrad/s)

Figure 1.1: Fourier transformations of uSR data on a single crystal Y BasCuzOr_s. The applied
field was 100 Gauss(w = <y, h), and was parallel to the crystal ¢ axis. The left peak corresponds
to the saddle point of the magnetic field distribution. The right peak corresponds to the internal
magnetic distribution inside non-conducting inclusions.

fields in the range of H,, < H < H,,, where H,; and H. are lower and higher critical field
of type II superconducting material, respectively. We have developed a model based on
the London equations with the following assumptions: 1). the "green phase” inclusions are
cylindrical and infinite in length; 2). they are non-conducting; 3). they do not change the
overall vortex lattices structure so that the near neighbors are still hexagonally arranged;

4). for a given temperature, the more distant vortices contribute a constant average field
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CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION 7

within the hexagonal array, and this filed is ignored in the model.

Assumptions 1 and 2 are basic assumptions of the model to be discussed, and are generic.
Assumption 3 and 4, as one can see in chapter 6 where the model is compared with uSR
experiment, are good approximations for the lower applied magnetic field case. When the
applied field is too high, for example when vortex spacing is less than the penetration depth,
assumptions 3 and 4 may need to be modified. Also, since inclusions provide strong pinning,
possible temperature modification of the vortex density is not considered in our model.

In our model the separation between the two peaks in Fig.1.1 depends on the assumed
inclusion radius and penetration depth A. We can independently determine ) just below
18 K where the second peak disappears, and then use this value at 18 K to determine the
inclusion size. Then, with this now known inclusion radius we can determine the tempera-
ture dependence of the penetration depth from the variation of the separation between the
two peaks. This provides a new method to measure the temperature dependence of the
penetration depth[14].

This paper is organized as follows. In Chapter 2, we briefly review ;SR technigues and
our experimental set up for measuring the internal magnetic field distribution. In chapter 3,
we briefly discuss the Intermediate State, Mixed State and the London Model. In chapter
4, we calculate the magnetic field and energy of an isolated cylindrical non-conducting
inclusion with a flux vortex trapped in its center, and compare with that of a free isolated
vortex line. Interaction between a cylindrical inclusion and a vortex line is also obtained. In
Chapter 5, we consider the case that is closer to the experimental environment, a cylindrical
inclusion surrounded by hexagonally placed superconducting vortices. The model and uSR

experimental data will be compared in Chapter 6.
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Chapter 2

SR Experiment

2.1 uSR techniques

2.1.1 Muon production

In SR experiments we use muons to probe the magnetic properties of matter. This requires
that muons stop in the sample. Muons produced from various high-energy process and
elementary particle decays normally have much higher energy, which prevents them from
stopping in a sample of normal thickness used in the uSR experiments. In order for muons
to stop in the sample of thickness of a few mm, the incoming s+ beam must have a relatively
low energy. These low energy u are available frorﬁ the two-body decay of charged pions
stopped near the surface of the pion production target — these muons are called surface
muons.

In the two-body pions decay, a pion decays into a muon and a neutrino.

at = pt oy

T =p 4Dy (2.1)
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CHAPTER 2. uSR EXPERIMENT 9

Where v, is the neutrino associated with u*, and 7, is the antineutrino associated with

U,

A muon produced in the rest frame of the pion has a kinetic energy of 4.119 MeV and
a momentum of 29.79 MeV/c. This low kinetic energy allows muon to have a short range,
and thus to stop in thin samples.

Since a 7~ stopping in the production target normally undergoes nuclear capture from
low-lying orbital of a pionic atom before it has chance to decay, a surface beam of 4~ is not
practical. Therefore, most of the muon beams used in uSR experiments today are produced

by 7t decay.

2.1.2 Spin Polarization of Muon

‘We know that in nature the neutrino has only negative helicity in which its spin is antipar-
allel to its momentum, and the antineutrino is only produced with positive helicity in which
its spin is parallel to its momentum. Thus, the conversation of both linear and angular
momentum requires that the u* have negative helicity. Therefore, in the rest frame of pion,
the ut emitted from 7+ decay is 100 percent spin polarized opposite to the directiwon of its

momentum. This gives uSR the great advantage of using a perfectly polarized probe.

2.1.3 Muon Decay

In its rest frame, a muon has a life-time of 2.19 us. A positive muon decays into a positron,

a neutrino and an antineutrino:

pt=et +ve+ 1y (2.2)
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CHAPTER 2. uSR EXPERIMENT 10

where v, is the neutrino associated with the electron and 7, is the antineutrino associated
with the muon.

Due to parity non-conversation in weak interactions, the positron produced in 3 body
muon decay is emitted with an asymmetric angular distribution relative to 4t spin. There-
fore, by recording the angular distribution of emitted positrons, one can read out the spin
polarization of muons at the moment of decay. This property is critically important to uSR
experiments.

The probability distribution P(8) of the muon decay depends on the energy of positron
T = E_if; (Emar=52.83 MeV is the maximum possible total energy of the positron,and E,

is the positron energy), as well as the angle 8 between the positron emitting direction and

muon spin direction[31].

dP(0) = E(z)[1 + a(z)cos8|dzd(cosb). (2.3)

where a(x) is the asymmetry factor:

aoz) = =5 (2.4)

and E(z) = 2z%(3 — 22) is normalized et or e~ energy spectrum.

2.1.4 Muon Rotation

The muon is a fermion with spin quantum number equal to % It has a magnetic moment

of
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CHAPTER 2. uSR EXPERIMENT 11

efi

= 1.001165932 2.5
Hu omc (2.5)
where m, is the mass of Muon.
In presence of a magnetic field, muons will experience a torque
F=jaxH. (2.6)

Since the torque is equal to the time rate of change of the muon’s spin angular momentum

L dS
T=— (2.7)
we have
ag .

which means that the muon’s spin will rotate(precess) about the direction of the local

magnetic field H , see Fig.2.1,
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CHAPTER 2. uSR EXPERIMENT 12

Figure 2.1: Muon spin rotate about the direction of the external magnetic field.

2.1.5 Time Differential uSR

Ideally, in a uSR experiment, one wants to count one u™ decay event at a time. A time
to digital converter(TDC) is used to digitize the time diﬂ'erénce between a ut stop and
the detection of the decay e*. Events are only recorded if the u™ stop is not preceded or
followed by a second pt within 10 xS, and if only one et occurs in the time following the
ut stop.

Fig.2.2 shows a typical experimental set up in a TD-uSR. For simplicity, the Helmholtz
coils to produce external magnetic field are not shown. In‘ Fig. 2.2, B is the backward

positron detector and F is the forward detector. S is a scope scintillator, and V is a veto
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CHAPTER 2. ;SR EXPERIMENT 13

Figure 2.2: uSR experimental setup

scintillator. S and V are placed very close to the sample. When a u™ traverses S, a signal
- will be generated. If the u™ does not stop in the sample, a second signal will be generated
shortly in V when it traverses the veto scintillator, the event then will be discarded. If u+

does stop in the sample, the signal from S will then start the TDC.

2.1.6 Time-Differential xSR in Transverse Field

The most commonly used time-differential SR is the transverse field(TF) ySR. In TF-uSR,
a magnetic filed His applied perpendicular(transverse) to the initial muon spin polarization,
causing Larmor precession of the muon spin about the direction of the applied field H. There
may be as many as six positron detectors arranged around the sample. Defined to their
position relative to the incoming muon beam, they are called Forward(F), Backward(B),
Up(U), Down(D), Left(L), and Right(R). Depending on the orientation of the applied field
and p* polarization, at least two of those six detectors will record muon precession frequency

signals,
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w = yuh (2.9)

where v, = 27 - 135.5M H,T~! is the gyromagnetic ratio of muon spin, and h is the local

magnetic field where muon stops. Since the muon precession frequence is directly observable

in a SR experiment,the local magnetic field where muon stops can be determined.

000833 T= 90 K

1200

1000

200

[
2 4
Time (usec)

Figure 2.3: Real time spectrum from a TF-uSR experiment.

Fig.2.3 shows the histogram from a TF-uSR experiment. The muon lifetime is reflected
in the overall exponential decay. The oscillation superimposed on the exponential curve is

produced by the Larmor precession of the ut spin about the local magnetic field k.

Fig.2.4 shows the asymmetry spectrum from the same set of data as in Fig.2.3. The

background exponential decay has been subtracted.
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Figure 2.4: An asymmetry spectrum of Fig.2.3.

Often one needs to analyze the uSR data in the frequency domain rather than in the
time domain. A Fourier Transform is employed for this purpose. Fig.2.5 shows the Fourier
Transform(FT) of the 4SR data as shown in real time space in Fig.2.4. Both real part(top)

and imaginary part(bottom) of the Fourier amplitude are shown in Fig.2.5.
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Figure 2.5: Complex Fourier transform of the real time ySR data in fig. 2.4.

2.2 Experimental

The experiments were carried out at the TRIUMF facility in Vancouver, BC, using the
M20 beam line of polarized muons. The muons were spin rotated and we measured their
polarization to be approximately 14 degrees from vertical; that is they were spin-rotated by
about 76 degrees.

The single crystal Y BaoCusOr7_s sample with non-conducting YoBaCuQOs inclusions
was provided by M. Strasik of Boeing. It was mounted with its ¢ axis parallel to the
incoming beam in a horizontal cryostat which used flowing H, vapor to provide cooling.
Temperature was monitored by means of a LakeShore GaAlAs Diode near the sample and
was accurate to less than 0.1 K.

A pair of Helmholtz coils provide up to 5 kG magnetic filed with its axis parallel to the
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incoming beam and crystal ¢ axis. The experiments that are reported here were carried
out at approximately 100 Gauss. The fields were measured by a Hall probe, but ultimately
were determined by the uSR itself. That is, above T, the pfecession frequency was used.
At the field used the atomic position scale, which determines where the muon stops, is
much smaller than the penetration depth, vortex spacing, or inclusion size. Thus, one may
assume the muon to sample the internal fields uniformly.

Since the sample was a thin plate placed perpendicular to the applied field, the de-
magnetization coefficient is near 1.0 [19]. This means that the applied magnetic field will
penetrate the sample even if it is much lower than the lower critical field H.. The field
is applied before the temperature is lowered through 7,. At temperatures slightly below
T, the vortices become pinned in YBCO which does not allow any field to escape as the
temperature is lowered, thus the average field inside should be very close to the applied
field.

The present measurements were transverse field measurements. While forward, back-
ward, up, and down positron detectors were in place, only the up and down detectors were
used for the measurements described here. Calling the up-detector time-histogram after
subtracting background: U(t), and for the corresponding down-detector: D(t), we obtained

the asymmetry function from:

U(t) — aD(t)

A® = T TaD).

(2.10)

In this equation « is a factor to correct for relative detector efficiencies. From these we
obtained the cosine and sine Fourier transforms, using the above T, data to determine the

appropriate phase so that the cosine transform is the field distribution n(h):
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n(h) o / cos(yht) A(2)dt (2.11)

in which v, is the muon’s gyromagnetic ratio, and h is the local magnetic field. The
proportional constant can be easily obtained by requiring that n(h) integrate to unity.

For a crystal without inclusions we have been able to fit the n(h) to that produced by
a triangular vortex lattice for which the effects of pinning are treated by varying the local
average field with a Gaussian distribution function of variance . The effects of finite core
size and longitudinal vortex disorder are included by means of a Debye-Waller factor[20]
in the reciprocal lattice sum. Here for simplicity the Debye-Waller factor was set to a
small value. Also it should be noted that this factor tends to narrow the Fourier transform
distribution. These field calculations follow closely the method described by Thiemann

et al.,[21]. For more details on our calculation see the monograph of Greer and Kossler[22].
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Intermediate State, Mixed State

and London Model

The complete flux expulsion(Meissner State) from a superconductor happens only when the
magnetic fields are weak or the demagnetization factor is small. The Meissner State occurs
in type I superconductors when the applied field H is less than the critical field H, under
the condition that the demagnetization factor is negligible. If the demagnetization factor D
is appreciable, magnetic flux starts to penetrate the superconducting material even if the
applied field is less than the critical field, but greater than H.(1-D).

For type II superconductors, magnetic flux starts to penetrate when the applied field H
is greater than the lower critical field H., when the demagnetization factor can be ignored.
If the demagnetization factor is appreciable, magnetic flux starts to penetrate the super-
conducting material even if the applied field is less than the lower critical field, but greater
than H., (1-D). A type II superconductor goes into the mixed state when the applied field is
in the range of H,, (1 — D) < H < H,,. Because the wall energy of type II superconductor
is negative, the magnetic flux can only penetrate the material in the form of single flux

quanta Py.

19
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3.1 Gibbs free energy

The first law of thermodynamics for materials with magnetization M in applied magnetic

field B can be written as

dU =TdS +B-dM (3.1)

where dU is the differential of internal energy, T is the temperature, and S is the entropy.

We then get the Gibbs free energy,

dF = —SdT — M - dB. (3.2)

Assuming isothermal conditions, dT = 0; The Gibbs free energy becomes

dF = —M - dB. (3.3)

The material magnetization M is directly linked to the thermodynamic critical field H,,

at that point the superconducting state becomes energetically unfavorable. The difference of

free energy in the normal phase F,,(T') and in superconducting state Fs(T') in zero magnetic
field is

(FAT) = ED)ho =~ [ W) (3.49)

From the above, we can determine the thermodynamic critical field H,,

H,(T)?
87

(Fn(T) - Fs(T))|h=0 =
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Thus it is energetically favorable to transfer from the normal phase to superconducting

2
phase. The unit volume of condensation energy gained through this phase transfer is Hcs;f
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3.2 Wall energy

Complete flux expulsion from superconductors only happens when the demagnetization
effect is negligible. When this condition is not met, such as when a thin superconducting
plate is placed perpendicular to the external magnetic field, magnetic flux will penetrate
the superconducting materials. The demagnetization effect results in a field at the edge of

the sample that is

/ H

=1

(3.6)

where 0 < D < 1 is the demagnetization coefficient.

The demagnetization effectively reduces the critical field H, to H.(1 — D). So when the
field is greater than H.(1 — D), the superconductor splits into normal and superconducting
domains, see Fig.3.1. Such a mixture of normal and superconducting states is called the
intermediate state or mixed state, which will be discussed in detail in the next two sections.

The energy associated with the interface between the normal and superconducting state
is called the wall energy. The wall energy is closely related with the condensation energy.
Let’s consider the interface between a normal and superconducting domain. The super-
conducting electron density and magnetic field at the interface between the normal and
superconducting domains is shown in Fig.3.2.

On the left hand side of Fig.3.2, the superconducting electron density n, decreases to
zero at the S-N interface — the distance over which this occur is approximately equal to the
coherence length £. The decrease of n, reflects the loss of condensation energy, which makes

a positive contribution to the wall energy. Since the unit volume condensation energy is
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Figure 3.1: The mixture of normal and superconducting domains.

Eé—,(rﬂ, the contribution to the wall energy is %Dg .

On the right hand side of the S-N interface in Fig.3.2, the external magnetic filed
penetrate S-N interface to the superconducting domain; the distance is characterized by
the penetration depth A. The associated energy is proportional to ﬂérﬂ)\. This part of the
energy will enhance the condensation energy, this makes the negative contribution to the
wall energy.

From the above discussion, we can define the wall energy as

HZ(T)

Ey = T(f —A). (3.7)
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Ns | H

—

le=— )\ >

Figure 3.2: Superconducting electron density and magnetic field near the normal and supercon-
ducting interface .

3.3 Type-I superconductor and Intermediate State

For a superconducting material, if £ > X, then the wall energy is positive, this type of
material is called type-I superconductor. The co-existence of normal and superconducting
states in type-I superconductors is called the intermediate state.

Since the wall energy of type-I superconductors is positive, this indicates that ”in inter-
mediate states it is energetically favorable to form normal domains with large dimensions
in order to minimizes the areas of interface between S-N. Those large domains can contain
many flux quanta.

A type I superconductor in the Meissner State has zero internal magnetic field, B;,=0.

From a general relation of B and H field,

where M is the material magnetization. Given Eq. 3.8, for Meissner state, we have
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M= _EHina

H;, < Be. (3.9)

When H;, > B, magnetic flux starts to penetrate the material, and the superconductor

goes into Intermediate State, where
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3.4 Type-II Superconductor and Mixed State

If ¢ < A, the material is called a type-II superconductor. The wall energy of type-II
superconductors is nega,tive, which implies that it is energetically favorable to form many
small domains such that each contains single flux quantum to maximized the interface areas
between S-N.

When the applied field is less than the lower critical field and the demagnetization factor

can be ignored, the Meissner State is observed in type II superconductor with

Hin = —4n M. (3.11)

When the applied field is greater than the lower critical field H,,, the material goes
into the mixed state, where the magnetic flux penetrates the superconductor in the form of
vortex lines, each carrying a single flux quantum ®y. The material remains in the mixed
state when the applied field is in the range of H,, < H < H,,. Superconductivity disappears
when the field exceeds the upper critical field H,,.

Abrikosov first predicted the existence of a mixed state in type IT superconductors where
flux lines are arranged in the from of triangular lattice. This prediction has been verified
by a number of experiments[23, 24].

To qualitatively understand the vortex state in type II superconductors, one needs to
employ Ginzburg-Laudau Theory[4]. However, a simple theoretical model (London Model)

based on the London Equations is sufficient to describe the vortex state in the limit of k >
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1, where & is the Ginzburg-Landau parameter

AT

I
~—

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



CHAPTER 3. INTERMEDIATE STATE, MIXED STATE AND LONDON MODEL 28

3.5 Two Fluid Model

Two fluid model was proposed by C. J. Gorter and H. B. C. Casimir [29] to account with
the observed second order phase transition of superconductor at 7,. In two fluid model
the total electron density is divided into superconducting electron density n; and normal

electron density n,.

n=Ns+ Np- (3.13)

The fraction 7 represent the electrons that have been condensed into a ”superfluid”
state, while the rest of the electrons remains in the normal state. The fraction 7+ goes from
zero above the 7, to unity when temperature approaches to zero. As we have discussed
earlier in section 3.2, the superconducting electron density ns drops to zero at S-N interface.

As a simple model, the two fluid model describes the electrodynamic properties of the

"normal” and ”"superfluid” electrons in the alternating electromagnetic fields.
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3.6 London Model

Meissner effect points to the importance of diamagnetic properties of the superconductors.
In contrast to the two fluid model, the phenomenological theory proposed by Fritz and Hans
London[30] in 1934 assuming the diamagnetic aspects are more fundamental to supercon-
ductors than the electric properties. In London model the supercurrent J; is related to the

magnetic vector potential A by

Jy = ——A. (3.14)

where A is a constant depends on material, and c is speed of light in vacuum. The divergence
of A is chosen to be zero to ensure current conversation. It follows from 3.14 that a magnetic

field penetrates only a thin layer of distance

AL = VAR /4w : (3.15)

through superconductor, which is refereed as London penetration depth.
Follows the Maxwell’s equation, the electric and magnetic fields in a superconductor can

be expressed as London Equations[25].

o,
¢z at’

2
4”: v xJ, (3.16)

E=

h=

where A is the London penetration depth, J, is the supercurrent, and ¢ is the speed of light

in vacuum.
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The London model can be used to study the vortex lattices if the diameter of a vortex
core is small so that most of the volume of the sample is in superconducting phase. This
condition requires that the coherence length ¢ is much smaller than the penetration depth
A since the diameter of a vortex core is proportional to &, or, the inter-vortex spacing is
larger compare to the coherence length £.

The average magnetic field density is then:

B = ngy, (3.17)

where n is the vortex density.
The magnetic field outside of the vortex core of radius £ is assumed to satisfy the London

equations Eqgs. 3.16 which can be written as:

NV2R(r) + h(r) = 8ob(r)(r > £) (3.18)
where (Z;O is parallel to the direction of vortex line. A § function is added to satisfy the flux
quantization condition, since integration of the London Equation over an area S with radius
7 >> A surrounding the vortex line must equal ®.

The London equation has an exact solution outside of the vortex core area

h(r) = %Ko (%) (3.19)

where K (%) is zero order Modified Bessel Function of the second kind.

We can obtain the current density J associate with magnetic field k via the Maxwell

equation
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Vxh=—1J. (3.20)

Therefore, the supercurrent outside of the vortex core can be written as

¢0c r
Js = —S—;T—Q—)—\EKI (‘X) 3 (3.21)

where K; (%) is the first order modified Bessel function of the second kind.

Both equations 3.19 and 3.21 diverge at the center of the vortex cores. This divergence
results from the fact that the suppression of the order parameter to zero at the vortex core
center is not built into the London model. There are a number ways to fix this, one is
suggested by Clem[26].

In the model we are going to describe in the next chapter, we deal with non-conducting
inclusions of very large core areas — their radii could be more than 1000 A. The boundary-
conditions and flux quantization require that the magnetic field inside an inclusion of given
radius be constant. When the London equations are applied, the magnetic fields and super-
currents are both finite inside and outside of the inclusion. Therefore, there is no divergence
in our model.

- The justifications of using London model in this case is given by the fact that the external
magnetic field in our experiment is low and therefore the inter-vortex spacing is large; and for
a non-conducting inclusion, although its diameter is large, we can use boundary conditions
to determine the magnetic field inside the inclusion. In the superconducting regions the

London equations can be applied.
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Chapter 4

Magnetic field of isolated vortex

and inclusion

4.1 Magnetic field of an isolated vortex line which has been

trapped in a cylindrical non-conducting inclusion

If the applied magnetic field is slightly higher than the lower critical field H,,, the vortex
separation will be large enough that the interaction between vortices can be neglected, so
that we can treat each vortex as an isolated vortex line. It is interesting to know that in
the presence of cylindrical inclusions in the vicinity, will the isolated vortex line be trapped
into the inclusion or remain free? If the vortex line is trapped into the inclusion, will it be
free to move out? We will answer these questions in this section and the next. We are also
going to calculate the energy of isolated cylindrical inclusion with a vortex line trapped in
its center and the interaction between such a inclusion with a neighboring vortex.

The conducting and non-conduction cylindrical material in superconductor studied by

Mkrtchan and Shmidt[27] (1972) using image technique and by Nordborg and Vinokur[28]

32
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(2000). For an infinitely long cylindrical non-conducting inclusion, the ﬁeld inside the
inclusion is produced by the supercurrents surrounding the boundary of the cylinder, since
there are no currents inside. The situation is analogous to an infinitely long solenoid with
current surrounding it. We know that the magnetic field inside the infinitely long solenoid
is constant. We’ll show that the magnetic field inside the infinitely long cylindrical inclusion

is also constant.

Current
A
B = Constant
v v
Infinitely long solenoid
Supercurrent
B = Constant

Infinitely long cylindrical inclusion

Figure 4.1: Magnetic field inside an infinitely long cylindrical non-conducting inclusion. In analogy
with the internal magnetic field of the infinitely long solenoid with constant current surrounding it,
we can see that the internal magnetic field of infinitely long non-conducting cylindrical inclusion
with supercurrent surrounding it should be constant as well.

4.1.1 Boundary conditions

Since there is no current inside the non-conducting inclusion, the perpendicular component

of current at the cylindrical boundary of the inclusion is zero. The magnetic field h(r_: 9)
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satisfies the homogeneous London equation,

- 1=
V2h(r,0) + 32 r.0) =0. (4.1)
with boundary condition:
j' ﬁ:|fr=r0 = 0 (4'2)

Since (V X h(r,8)) - 8 = poJ, the boundary condition can be written as

(V % i(r,6) n) =0 (4.3)

r=r9

In cylindrical coordinate, the above boundary condition becomes

1 (Oh, Ohg) . Oh, Ohy\ ; 10hg 18k \ ) . B
(7"0(39 az)r+<—5;~8r)9+<r8r rae)z) lr=ro =0, (4.4)

which gives

oh, _ohy\  _
( o )sz = 0. (4.5)

For an infinitely long cylindrical inclusion, there is no Z dependence of ﬁ, S0 %—‘f = 0.

Therefore,

oh
a_ozlr:ro = 0, (46)

Which means that h, has no 8 dependence at the boundary of the cylindrical inclusion.

When rq is given, h, is constant on the boundary. For an infinitely long cylindrical inclusion
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along 2, the magnetic field inside the inclusion has only a 2 component from symmetry

considerations, therefore, at the boundary,

h(ro,8) = h,(ro) = constant. (4.7)

Since the inclusion is non-conducting, the supercurrent J=0forr< r9, and the
magnetic field inside the inclusion has only a Z component, as previously stated, that gives
Oh,

52 = 0 for r < ro. As h(r) is constant on the boundary and has no r dependence for

r < rg, we reached the conclusion that h(r) is constant inside the inclusion.

4.1.2 The magnetic field of an isolated cylindrical inclusion with a vortex

line at center

As we have mentioned at the beginning of the chapter, when the applied field is slightly
higher than H,;, the vortex lines are far apart from each other so that they can be treated
as isolated vortex lines. In the following, we are going to show that it is energetically
favorable for a vortex line to be trapped inside of a cylindrical inclusion. First, we are going
to calculate the magnetic field distribution of an isolated cylindrical inclusion.

The magnetic field inside the cylindrical non-conducting inclusion is a function of the
radius of the inclusion. The magnetic field outside the inclusion, in the superconducting

region, satisfies homogeneous London equation:
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Iy

\j

Figure 4.2: An isolated infinitely long cylindrical non-conducting inclusion with radius rq.

where 7 is the radius of the inclusion. For an infinitely long cylindrical inclusion, the
symmetry enables us to discuss the problem in 2D space.

The solution of the London equation can be written as

Rhin (’I") = hg (7‘ < 7‘0) (4.10)
hout("": 0) = ZAme(g)eimO (’f‘ > 'l”()) ’ (4.11)

where Fin(r) is the magnetic field inside the inclusion, which is a constant for a given 7;
Pout(r, 0) is the magnetic field outside the inclusion produced by the supercurrent (outside
the cylindrical surface of the inclusion), and Kn,(%) is m order Modified Bessel Function of
the Second Kind.

It is convenient to define a dimensionless variable z = 57y, where A(0) is the zero degree
temperature penetration depth. In units of A(0), the radius of the inclusion can be written

as ry = 2£9A(0). We can then re-write the solution of London’s equations as
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hin(z) = ho (z < zg) (4.12)
hout(z,0) = Z Ame(s_c)eimo (z > xo) (4.13)
m
with boundary condition
hout|x0 = hin - hO- (4.14.)

Applying this boundary condition we have

ho = AoKo(z0) + Y AmEm(z0)e™™. (4.15)
m#0
Which gives
ho = A()Ko(x()) m = O; (4.16)
0= AnKnm(zo)e™  m#0. (4.17)
m#0

where Ko(%) is zero order Modified Bessel Function of the Second Kind.

Solving the above equations, we get Ag and Ap,:

(4.18)
Ap = 0. (4.19)

The magnetic field outside of the inclusion(superconducting region) can then be written
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__h
- K()(.'EO)KO(x)

hout(x) (z > zp). (4.20)

Here, hg is the magnetic field inside the inclusion, which is a constant for a given ry. Its
value will be determined by using the fluxoid quantizafion condition.

F. London [30] introduced the concept of the flux quantum and flux quantization to
describe the mixture of normal and superconducting domains. For a normal domain in
the type-II superconductor, the fluxoid @ equals the ordinary magnetic flux through the
non-superconducting region plus magnetic flux induced by supercurrents via any contour

integration enclosing the non-superconducting region. It can be written as

=9 +]§,\2J} -dI, (4.21)

where & = [ k- dS is the magnetic flux through the non-superconducting region. The
fluxoid quantization condition states that fluxoid @ can only have integral multiples of a

fluxoid quantum &g,

3 = ndy, (4.22)

where

By = % =2.07 x 107 5Wb (4.23)

is the fluxoid quantum constant. The path integral in equation can be any closed path
surrounding the non-superconducting area. Normally it is convenient take this just outside

the non-superconducting region.
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Applying the fluxoid quantization condition to the cylindrical non-conducting inclusion,

we have

B+ )\ f (V x R) - dl = n®y. (4.24)
In polar coordinate, the fluxoid quantization condition becomes

D+ )\2 %’l"o(—%)de = nCI)g. (4.25)

By inserting h,,; into the above equation, and using a contour that just encloses the

non-superconducting region, we can then determine the value of kg

h /
2 2 0
wrh—Am}(—Kx = ndg. 4.26
oho ° P Bolwo) o(zo) 0 (4.26)
Using relation Ky(z) = —Ki(x), we have
0] K
ko 0 7 0(£E0) (427)

27 X\2z0 Ko (7o) + D Ko(z0)|
ho is the magnetic field inside the inclusion area, which is a constant for a given inclusion
radius.

Outside the inclusion, the magnetic field is

h _ CI)() ’nKo (.’I))
7 2mX2zy K (20) + 2 Ko(xo)

(4.28)

where z = ﬁ is the distance from a field point to the center of the inclusion.
We see here that the magnetic fields inside and outside of the inclusion have finite values;

there is no divergence in our model.
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4.1.3 Magnetic field energy of an isolated cylindrical inclusion with a

vortex line at its center

The magnetic field energy per unit length of a cylindrical inclusion with a vortex line at
its center consists of the magnetic field energy of the inclusion and the contributions from
outside of the inclusion (which include magnetic field energy in the superconducting region

and the kinetic energy of the currents).

E—i/ h2dS+/ ﬁ—l——l—va ds
8T Jrcr 0 gr g sl

1 1
= i+ o / (% + N2(V x h)?) dS. (4.29)
r>10

The first term is the contribution from the inclusion core, and the second term

1

E1:8_’]T

/ (2 + X3(V x h)2) dS, (4.30)

is the contribution from superconducting region. From the London equation

h+ XV X V x b = $yéy(r1, 0), (4.31)

we have

1

B =—
! 8

/ (h? + X%(V x h)?)) dS

r>710

1 e N = N [ N\ x
—8—ﬂ/<h+AVxVxh)-hdS+8—ﬁj£(hx(Vxh))-dS

1

X [ B
- /T  Bohba(r,0)dS + o f (Fx (v x B?) -d8. (4.32)
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For an isolated inclusion, the first term vanishes. The surface integral is taken along
the inner(cylindrical surface of inclusion) and the outer boundaries of the integration area.
Since the outer boundary goes to infinity, the surface integral at the outer boundary makes
no contribution. The inner boundary is chosen along the border of the cylindrical inclusion.

Note that dS here is pointed to the center of the inclusion. We have

A2 [ <
E1=§/hx(Vxh)-dS

2 272
K
_)x ‘r‘ohahdez A hoxo 1(1130),
87 or 4 Ko(mo)

(4.33)

r=r9
where zg = A?O .

Finally, the total energy of an isolated inclusion with a vortex line at it center is

1 >\2h2.7:o K (z0)
E== 2h2 0
87‘0 0 + 4 KQ(CL'())
n’®3 Ko (o)

~ 162202 zKo(ao) (K (a0) + 3 Ko(ao)) (434

For comparison, we are going to calculate the magnetic energy of an isolated normal

vortex line. The magnetic field of an isolated vortex line is given by

$o T
B(r) = 5225 Ko (5 ) - .
(") = 2 Ko 3 (4:35)

Following the steps similar to above, we can show that the energy of an isolated vortex
line is similar to that of an isolated inclusion, except that for a vortex line, the contribution

from the vortex core can be neglected. The only contribution to the integral is from the

vortex core boundary,
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2 -
E= ;—7{ f (hx (V% h))-d§ =~ <27rrh(r)g§-)r_€, (4.36)

where ¢ is the coherence length. For £ < r << A, the energy can be written as

& A
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Figure 4.3: Energies(relative value) of an isolated vortex line with zg = T(% = (.01 (solid line)
and an isolated cylindrical inclusion with z¢ = A—r(?ﬁ as functions of 2y, where g is the radius of
the inclusion. For zg > £, the energy of isolated cylindrical inclusion is lower than that of isolated
vortex line.
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Fig. 4.3 shows the total energy of an isolated cylindrical inclusion(with one flux quantum
trapped in its center) as function of zy = )\—T(%j. For comparison, the energy of an isolated
vortex line with ¢ = 14 A is also shown as function of zg = T(%i' The energy of an isolated
vortex line is constant for a given &, see Eq.4.37. One can see that for g > &, the energy of
an isolated cylindrical inclusion is lower than that of an isolated vortex line. This indicates
that it is energetically favorable for an isolated vortex line to be trapped into an nearby
inclusion.

For rg < &, we let both 3 and £ vary, see Fig. 4.4 where we compare the total energy
of an isolated vortex line with that of an isolated cylindrical inclusion of small radius with
one flux quantum in its center. When the radius of the inclusion is very small, the total
energy of an isolated inclusion should approach the total energy of an isolated normal vortex
line. We see in Fig. 4.4 that in the range zy from 0.001 to 0.01, which corresponds to &
range from 1.4 A to 14 A, there is good agreement in total energy between an isolated
cylindrical inclusion and an isolated vortex line. In many practical applications of high-T¢
superconducting materials, column defects are introduced to create strong pinning in order
to pin the vortices even when strong currents exert strong forces transverse to the vortex
axis. To effectively capture the vortex lines, the radii of theses column defects should be
large enough so that the energy of a column defect with a vortex line trapped in it is lower
that the energy of an isolated vortex line.

It is energetically favorable for an isolated vortex line to be trapped into inclusions of
larger radii. For inclusions of small radii(up to 10 ¢ for YBCOQ), the energy of an isolated

vortex line is similar to that of an isolated inclusion with a vortex line trapped in its center.
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Figure 4.4: Energies(relative value) of isolated vortex line as function of 29 = de? compares with
energies of isolated cylindrical inclusion as function of 2q = XT(%T For very small zg they are identical.

4.2 Interaction between a cylindrical inclusion and one neigh-
bor vortex

4.2.1 Magnetic field

In this section we discuss the magnetic field distribution of a cylindrical non-conducting
inclusion with a single neighboring vortex. From now on, when we talk about an inclusion,

by default there is a vortex line trapped in it. We also discuss the interaction energy between
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the inclusion and a neighboring vortex. For the same reason as was discussed in 4.1.1, the
magnetic field inside the inclusion has a constant value which depends on the radius of the
inclusion. However, the field in the superconducting region now has contributions from the
supercurrents surrounding the inclusion as well as from the neighbor vortex located at 71,

Fig.4.5.

Figure 4.5: Infinitely long cylindrical non-conducting inclusion of radius ro with one neighbor
vortex located at r;.

The magnetic field outside the inclusion satisfies the London equation

=

B, 1. 3
V2h(r,0) + 5 h(r,0) = 338(m).  (r>r0) (4.38)

If we limit our discussion to the superconducting region between the inclusion and its
neighbor vortex, i.e. g < r < 71, then this equation is homogeneous. The solution inside

and outside of the inclusion can be written as:
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hin(r) = ho (r <ro); (4.39)
hout(r,8) = ; Ame(g)eime (r > ro); (4.40)
Prorea(r,0) = v o (51

_ 2_%.5 %:Im (3) En (2) ™ (ro<r<r). (4.41)

Here, i_{m(r) is the constant magnetic field inside the inclusion of radius rg; i_iout(r, 0) is
the magnetic field outside the inclusion due to the supercurrent surrounding the boundary
of inclusion produced by the flux quanta trapped in the inclusion, and, ﬁwrtex (r,8) is the
magnetic field produced by the vortex located at 7. Kp(%) is m order Modified Bessel
Function of the Second Kind and I,(}) is m order Modified Bessel Function of the First
Kind.

The magnetic field in the superconducting region between ry and r is the superposition

Of Eout (’f‘, 9) a:nd Hruo/rtex (‘T‘, 0),

I_isc(’r, 0) = ’_iout(’r, 0) + ’—ivortex (T, 0) (TO < T < 7'1). (4-42)
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With 2o = r9/A(0), z = r/A(0) and z1 = r1/X(0), we have

hin(z) = ho (z < 20); (4.43)
hout(z,0) = EA K (z)e™ (z > zo); (4.44)
hyortez(Z,0) = 27r)\2 Z I ( )eimd (o <z < 21)3 (4.45)
hse(z,6) =
3 (Ame(x) + %Im(:ﬂ)Km(xl)eima> (go<z<m),  (446)
m

with the boundary condition

ﬁsclmo = ’_izn = HO- (4-47)

Ap and A, can be determined by applying the above boundary condition.

Ay = Kozxo) <ho - 2;{:ﬁfo(%‘o)ﬁb(951)> m =0; (4.48)
An = = B g (@)Km(@) m 0. (4.49)

Km(zo) 2022 ™

The magnetic field in the superconducting region can be written as

hoKo ()
K() (.’EQ)

271.)\2 Z Km -7’1 ~In(20) Km () + Km(z0)Im(z)) €im0, (4.50)

hge(z) =

where hg is the magnetic field inside the inclusion. Although it is a constant, its value yet

to be determined. The sum of m goes from —oo to +oo.
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Next, we will use the fluxoid quantization condition to determine hy. In 2D polar

coordinates, the fluxoid quantization can be written as

&+ )2 fro(—%;—l)de = ndy. (4.51)

Inserting h, into the above fluxoid quantization condition, one can determine hy. Us-
ing a contour that just encloses the non-superconducting region (along the border of the

cylindrical inclusion), we get

7T’l"gh0 - )\27‘0%‘ h() Kz)(il:())

AKo(zo)
_ ,\W‘o%% 4 —1): (I;n(xo)Km(xl) — WK;@(mo)) ™0 4o
= n®o. (4.52)

Since ¢ e"™d9 = 0, for m # 0, carrying out the integration over 8, we get:

7rrg hy — 271')\2:30

ok % (p Io(@o)Ko(1) ,
()\KO(Exo)KO(xO) + ﬁ (Io(-TO)Ko(wl) — MKO(%)))

= ndg. (4.53)
Solving the above equation we get the expression for hg:

Py nKo(.'I)()) + Ko(xl)
= . 4.54
ho 27I'A2.’L'0 Kl(.'ro) + ﬂZIK'()(l'()) ( 5 )
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This expression is similar to that for an isolated inclusion except that now the neigh-
boring vortex at location r; also contributes a term Ky(z;) to the magnetic field inside the

inclusion.
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Magnetic Field Distribution -
(Applied field is around 300 Gauss) - ‘

700~ .-

Magnetic field (Gauss)

Figure 4.6: 3D Magnetic field(Gauss) distribution of an inclusion-vortex system. The Penetration
depth is chosen to be 1450 A, the applied field is 300 Gauss.

Fig. 4.6 shows the 3D magnetic field distribution of an inclusion-vortex system. The
dimensionless radius of the inclusion is 2o = r9/A¢ = 0.2 and the normal vortex is located
at 21 = r1 /Ao = 1.78. The value of the vortex separation r; is determined by applied field

which is higher than the lower critical field H.; of Y BasCu3Or_s.
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Figure 4.7: Contour plot of Magnetic field distribution of an inclusion-vortex system. The applied
field is 300 Gauss, and the penetration depth is chosen to be 1450 A.

Fig.4.7 shows the contour plot corresponding to Fig.4.6. Along the line between the
center of the inclusion and its neighbor vortex, the saddle point can be clearly seen.

We can further investigate the properties of the saddle point by setting 8 = 0 in Eq.4.50.
The magnetic fields between inclusions of various radii and a normal vortex located at a
fixed point r; are plotted in Fig.4.8. The minimum field corresponds to the saddle point.

When the vortex separation is fixed, we can see from Fig.4.8 that the saddle point
position is not sensitive to the changing of the inclusion radius. This result is a little
surprising — we would expect that when the radius of the inclusion increases the saddle point

would be pushed further away from the center of the inclusion. This can be understood as
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Figure 4.8: Magnetic field(relative value) in the superconducting regions as function of z = OR

The minimum field corresponding to the saddle point field. Inclusions of several radii(zo = r¢/A(0))

values are shown.

follows. The constant field inside the inclusion is higher than the field in the superconducting

regions except for points close to the vortex core located at r1. The inclusions that have

smaller radii have higher internal field than those that have larger radii. The average internal

field is the weighted average of the field inside inclusions and the field in the superconducting

regions.

have = wihin + wahge (4-55)
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2 2_p2 . . .
where wy = ;%, and wo = &TT?"Q are weights, and r; is the distance from the center of the
8 8

inclusion to the saddle point. Applying the fluxoid quantization condition, we have

7(rs = 18)hse + 7T hin = no. (4.56)

If we combine with Eq.4.55, the average field can be written as

%o
have - 7]'—7"? (457)

The average field depends on 7. If the changing of the inclusion size does not change

the average field significantly, the saddle point position will remain at the same place.

4.2.2 Magnetic field energy of a cylindrical inclusion with one normal

vortex neighbor

Early in Chapter 3.1.3 we found the energy of an isolated cylindrical inclusion with a
vortex at its center. Here, we will extend that development and find the energy of an
inclusion/normal vortex system.

When an inclusion is placed next to a vortex, the magnetic field energy per unit length
»of a cylindrical inclusion includes the magnetic field energy of the inclusion, the magnetic
field energy in the superconducting region and the kinetic energy of the currents. This

energy can be expressed as:
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E—i/ h2ds+/ ﬁi+1mfu2n>d5’
T8 Jrary gr 2 s

1 1
8rghg +35 / (R + X2(V x h)* dS. (4.58)
r>70

Here h(r) is the magnetic field in the superconducting region that includes contributions
from the neighbor vortex and the supercurrents surrounding the inclusion. The first integral
gives the magnetic field energy inside the inclusion. The integration area of second integral
includes the normal vortex located at r1. Using the London equation, the second and third

integrals give:

B = i/ (B2 + 2(V x h)?) dS
8 r>ro

:8_17;/(7{—1-)\2V><Vxh) hdS+;‘—27{(ﬁx(Vxh))-dS

/ Boha(r1,0 ds+—j[ h x (V x h .dS. (4.59)
8 r>10

The first integral in the above equation is integrated over an area S that includes vortices

at (z;,0;); doing so with the help of Eq.4.50 gives:

1
87 Joore Doh(z1,8)62(z1,0)dS
_ q)()ho K()(.'L‘l)
87T Ko(.'Eo)
167r2>\2 Z X, Inn(@0) Km(21) + Km(20)Im(21)) - (4.60)
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The surface integral is taken along the inner(cylindrical surface of the inclusion) and
the outer boundary of the integration area. Since the outer boundary goes to infinity, the
surface integral at the outer boundary gives no contribution. The inner boundary is along
the border of cylindrical inclusion, note that dS here is pointed to the center of inclusion.

In polar coordinates with h = hg, the second integral gives

A2 oh
8r - ohEdﬂ
2?2 hoKl(!L‘o)
= zoh do
8 00 K()(.'L‘())
_>‘__ P9 imé _Im(a”O)Km(xl)
+87rxoh027r)\2]{d0 ;( Rolog) K (z0) + Km(21)Im(20)
(4.61)
Since for m # 0, fo% e™0df = 0, we have
22 Oh
g f—ro ’l"()ha do
.’thOKl(ZIIo) .’thg@o (Io(:l:o)Ko(:L’l) )
+ Ki(zo) + Ko(z1) I,
4K (z0) 8 Kolzg)  T3(30) + Kol@1)o(zo)
:L‘oh2K1 (:Eo) h()q)() K() (1171)
+ . 4.62
4K0(.’L‘0) 87T Ko(.'L‘()) ( )

The magnetic field energy in the superconducting region can be written as

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



CHAPTER 4. MAGNETIC FIELD OF ISOLATED VORTEX AND INCLUSION 56

2
E1 = —(I)()h(T'l) - -‘)‘\—f ’l"()hahde
r=rg

8w 8 or
— >\ .’L‘()hOKl(:E())
4K0($0)
1671'2)\2 Z Km In(w0) K (1) + K (20) I (1)) - (4.63)

The total magnetic energy of an inclusion with one neighbor vortex is

_ % (nKo(zo) + Ko(z1))?
161&‘2)\2 :EOK()(:II()) (Kl (o) + "QKO(-'EO))

—

501
167‘(2)\2 Z Km .'Eo)

(xo)Km(:El) + Km(xo)fm(:l:l)) . (4.64)

The sum of m goes from —o00 to +00.

Fig. 4.9 shows the total energy of an inclusion - vortex system; several radii of inclusions
are shown. The energy is plotted as a function of vortex separation for a given inclusion
radius. When a vortex line approaches an inclusion, the interaction energy increases. When
z1 becomes less than z, where the figure indicates a maximum of energy, the calculation

is no longer physically meaningful, though formally possible.
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Figure 4.9: Total energy(relative value) of inclusion - vortex system. Several inclusion radii are
shown. For a given inclusion radius, the energy is plotted as function of vortex separation ;.
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4.2.3 Interaction force between an inclusion and a vortex

The force between an inclusion and a vortex can be directly obtained from the interaction
energy. Using Kq.4.64, the force that a vortex at i feel due to the interaction with the

inclusion at rg is

0F

F=-—
8r1’

(4.65)

where E is the total magnetic field energy of inclusion - vortex system as in Eq.4.64. If the

inclusion is replaced by a vortex, we get the force between two vortices.

In experiments, the vortex spacing z; is fixed by the applied field. The force experienced
by a vortex at z1 of an inclusion-vortex system is plotted as function of inclusion radius zg
in Fig.4.10.

For a given vortex separation, the repulsive force experienced by a vortex decreases
as the radius of the inclusion increases. Larger inclusions have less repulsive force on the
vortices near by. In another words, vortices are easier to move into inclusions with larger
radii.

The force experienced by a vortex for a given inclusion radius as a function of vortex
separation is shown in Fig.4.11.

When a vortex approaches an inclusion from a distance, the repulsive force increases.
For a vortex to be trapped into an inclusion that already has a flux quantum in the center,
it must overcome a force barrier. This force barrier decreases as the radius of the inclusion
increases. Therefore, for a large inclusion it is easier to have another vortex trapped into it

than for smaller inclusions. But on the other hand, inclusions with smaller radii will hold

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



CHAPTER 4. MAGNETIC FIELD OF ISOLATED VORTEX AND INCLUSION 59

— - X1 =20
—— X1 =3.0

1.5+ .

05

Interaction Force

0 05 1 1.5 2 25 3
Xy = =rg/h,

Figure 4.10: Interaction forces(relative value) between an infinitely long cylindrical non-conducting
inclusion and a neighbor vortex. For fixed vortex separation ri, the force experienced by vortex
located at 1 = /\_%7 is plotted as function as inclusion radius zo = A—’Eg-;. The interaction force
decreases for large inclusions.

flux quanta tighter once trapped in, since the flux vortex lines need to overcome a larger
force barrier in order to move out.

One can also see from Fig.4.11, that when a vortex is not too close to an inclusion,
the force it experiences has a very weak dependence on inclusion radius. This means that
when the applied field is not too high, inclusions may not alter the vortex lattice structure

significantly.
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Figure 4.11: Interaction forces(relative value)between an infinitely long cylindrical non-conducting
inclusion and a neighbor vortex. For several inclusion radii(zg = ro/A(0)), the forces experienced
by vortex located at z1 are plotted as function of vortex separations 1.
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Chapter 5

Inclusions in an hexagonal array of

vortices

We now generalize to the case where an inclusion, containing at least one quantum of flux,
is surrounded by an hexagonal array of vortices — see figure 5.1.

The model described below is based on the London equation with the following assump-
tions: 1. The "green phase” inclusions are cylindrical and infinite in length; 2. They are
non-conducting; 3. They do not change the overall vortex lattice structure so that the
near neighbors are still hexagonally arranged; 4. For a given temperature, the more distant
vortices contribute a constant average field within the hexagonal array shown in Fig. 5.1;
this constant field is ignored in the model.

The assumptions 1 and 2 are basic assumptions of the model, and are generic. As-
sumptions 3 and 4, as one can see in Chapter 6 where the model is compared with the SR
experiment, are good approximations for lower applied field cases. When the applied field is
too high, for example when vortex spacing is less than the penetration depth, assumptions
3 and 4 may need to be modified. Also, since inclusions provide strong pinning, possible

temperature modification of the vortex density is not considered in our model.

61
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5.1 Magnetic field

The magnetic field inside non-conducting inclusions is produced by the surrounding su-
percurrents since there are no currents inside. It is again required that the perpendicular
component of current at the cylindrical boundary is zero. For an infinitely long cylindrical
inclusion with axis along 2, from symmetry considerations, as shown in Chapter 3, the
magnetic field inside the inclusion has only a 2 component and has no 8 dependence. Also,
this boundary condition requires that the magnetic field h(r) be constant on the boundary

and inside the inclusion(see Chapter 4).

3 2
r0 r

r4 rl
) 6

Figure 5.1: An infinitely long cylindrical non-conducting inclusion of radius ro in an hexagonal
array of superconducting vortices. These vortices are located at 71, 7...7%.

Without inclusions, the vortices would likely form the hexagonal flux-line lattice pre-
dicted by Abrikosov [3]. The inclusion of interest thus has six nearest neighbor vortices
which are assumed not to thread inclusions. These six superconducting vortices are located
at (ri,(i—1)-m/3) for i = 1...6 and all |r;| are equal, as in Fig.5.1. While the magnetic field

inside an inclusion is constant, the field outside has contributions from the supercurrents
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surrounding the inclusion as well as from the neighboring vortices. This field satisfies the

London equation and boundary conditions:

-

in="ho  (r<m); (5.1)

Ppd

-

%5(7" ) (r > ro); (6.2)

S (r,0) =

V2h(r,0) + 35

h(r,8)|r, = ho, (5.3)

where h;,, is the field inside the inclusion of radius 75, and ®g is the flux quantum. For an

infinitely long cylindrical inclusion, this problem can be solved in two dimensional space.
In the superconducting region between the inclusion and its six neighbor vortices, i.e.

ro < r < r(i =1,2..,6), Eq.5.2 becomes homogeneous. The magnetic field in this

superconducting region between rg and r; can then be conveniently written as:

hse(r,0) = Fout(r,8) + Ruortex (r, 6). (5.4)

We have
hin(r) =ho  (r <mo); (5.5)
Rout(r, 6) ZA Kn(<)e™  (r > r); (5.6)

o)) 1 —7F L)) 7o — T
Portex(r, 8) = °K0<|1 dl)+ °K0(|2 1)+...

ESY) Y TN )
“zko (57)
277,\2Z ( ) K (71) ¢ 2m2z ( ) K (A)eim(’“’
et 2—3—;—2— Im (X) K (%6) émls  (rg<r<ri=1,2,..,6), (5.7)
m
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where 8; = 0, 65 = |0~ Z|, 03 = |§ — Z|,..., 96 = |§ — 5Z|. Rin(r) is the magnetic field inside
the inclusion. ﬁout(r, 0) is the magnetic field outside the inclusion due to the supercurrents
surrounding the boundary of the inclusion produced by the flux quanta trapped in the
inclusion. i_{m.tex (r,8) is the magnetic field produced by vortices located at 75, i=1,2,...,6.

The magnetic field in the superconducting region between r¢ and r; is the superposition
of ﬁout('r, #) and ﬁwmew (r,8), as described in Eq.5.4.

Since 11 = r9 = ... = 75, we can rewrite Ayopter asS

hyortez (7,0) = 270\2 ZI ( ) ( )\) (eim@1 +etm2 4 4 eima") . (5.8)

The magnetic field in the superconducting region is

i-isc(x, 0) hout(x 0) + hfuortem .'E 0 Z A K sz

D

PV > - (I) K, (r—1> (e"mq1 + .+ ezme‘i) (ro < r<my), (5.9)

A A

where 2o = r9/A(0), z = r/A(0) and z; = r;/A(0), i=1,2,...,6.

Applying the boundary condition

ﬁ50($)|zo = ho, (5.10)
we have
1 &
= — —=1 K = .
Ao Ko(ib'o) (ho SISy 0(:(:0) 0(331)) m =10 (5 11)
__—1 Do imf2—0 imfe—6
Am = Ko (z0) 200 Im(z0)Km(21) (1 +e +...+e ) m#0.  (5.12)
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The magnetic field in the superconducting region can then be written as

hucle) = g0

dg (_Im(-'EO)Km(xl)
2w \2 ~ K (z0)

+ eiméz 4 gime), (5.13)

Kp(z) + Km(azl)Im(m)) (eim‘g1

where hy = constant is the magnetic field inside the inclusion — its value will be determined

by the fluxoid quantization condition. The sum of index m is running from —oo to +oc.

Magnetic Field Distribution
(Applied Field-is'around 300-Gauss)

: = U T

Magnetic field (Gauss)

Figure 5.2: 3D contour plot of the magnetic field distribution of a cylindrical inclusion in hexagonal
array of normal vortices near lower critical field A.,. The penetration depth is 1450 A.

In 2D polar coordinates, the fluxoid quantization can be written as
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® + )2 fro(—%)de = ndy. (5.14)

We'll insert hg. into the above fluxoid quantization condition to determine hy. When m # 0,

the integration over 6 gives

j{e"m"ide,- =0, i=12,... (5.15)

Carrying out the integration over 8 we get:

h ,
2ho — 2mAzo—— K,
mrgho — 2wz Ko(zo) olza)

+ 6Pz (I;)(:E())Ko(xl) - M

X (20) K(',(xo)) = nd. (5.16)

Solving the above equation we get the expression for hg

_ _ % nKo(zo) +6Ko(z1)
2r X2z K1 (z0) + L Ko(zo)

ho (5.17)

Comparing with Eq.4.54, we see that in hexagonal array all six neighbor vortices have
contributions to the magnetic field inside the inclusion. Therefore, sy will be higher in an
hexagonal array than that given by Eq.4.54 where there is only one vortex neighbor.

The 3D magnetic field distribution of a cylindrical inclusion in hexagonal array of vor-
tices is shown in Fig.5.2. The external magnetic field was chosen to be higher than the
lower critical field H.i, around 300 Gauss for Y BasCu3zO7_s. The vortex separation near

H, is given by d = /28 / V/3B.1), where B is the average field, which gives d = 1.78)\¢.
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Magnetic Field Distribution
(Applied field is around 300 Gauss, r,=290 A°)

T T T
%

05

-1}

Figure 5.3: Magnetic field distribution of a cylindrical inclusion in hexagonal array of vortices near
lower critical field A.;. The radius of the inclusion is 390 A. The penetration depth is 1450 A.

So we have z; = r1/A¢ = 1.78 and z¢ = r9/Ap = 0.2. A single flux quantum was assumed
to thread the inclusion.

Fig.5.3 portrays in 2D space the magnetic field distribution of a cylindrical inclusion in
an hexagonal array of vortices when the applied field is higher than the lower critical field
H_.,. Along the path from the center of the inclusion to the next vortex, the 2D contour
plot clearly shows the saddle points.

Along the direction from the center of the inclusion to a next neighbor vortex in the
hexagonal array, we get a one dimensional field distribution where the lowest point cor-

responds to the saddle point, see Fig.5.4. It is interesting to see again that the radius
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Figure 5.4: Relative values of the magnetic field in the superconducting region outside of the
inclusion in hexagonal array of vortices as function of z = )\—("05. The field is shown in the direction

of §=0. zg = ;\f(%j, where 7¢ is the radius of inclusion. The minimum field correspond to the saddle
point.

of the inclusion has little impact on the field distribution in the superconducting regions.
As discussed in the previous chapter, this means that the average field is not sensitive to

changes in inclusion radius when the applied field is low. Therefore the saddle point is

approximately at the same position for inclusions of different radii.
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5.2 The Magnetic field probability distribution of a cylindri-

cal inclusion in a hexagonal array of vortices

The probability density function n(h) is usually chosen so that n(h)dh gives the probability
that, when randomly sampling over a unit cell of the vortex lattice, one will find the local
magnetic field to be between h and h + dh. Here we used for our unit cell the area shown
with contours in Fig. 5.3. It is defined so that f0°° n(h)dh = 1, and f0°° n(h)hdh = haye,
where hqye is the average field.

When the applied field is low (h < Hg), the contribution from the vortex core of
radius of order {-the superconducting coherence length, is negligible and the magnetic
field distribution is little changed for any reasonable value of £&. Therefore we choose an
arbitrarily small value for £. The magnetic field spatial distribution of an ideal flux line

lattice is given by:

exp[—ik - exp[—ik - 7]
h(F) = happz 1+ k222 ° (5.18)

where hgy, is the applied field and k are the reciprocal lattice vectors.

The field probability distribution, n(h), of the ideal lattice without inclusions is shown
in the bottom graph of Fig.5.5. Field distributions closely related to this have been observed
in uSR experiments[36, 37, 38, 39]. The maximum field e, corresponds to the field in
the small vortex cores of radius of coherence length £, which have the highest field. Muons
have small probability of seeing these maximum fields since the cores have small relative
areas. The minimum field Ay, is the field in the superconducting areas far away from the

cores. The sharp peak in the distribution corresponds to the saddle point field.
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Figure 5.5: Top: Magnetic field probability distribution of cylindrical inclusion in hexagonal array
of vortices. The inclusion radius was chosen to be 7o = 1200A. Bottom: Magnetic field probability
distribution based on isotropic London model for an ideal triangle lattice. The external field was
100 Gauss for both cases.

The top graph of Fig.5.5 shows the magnetic field probability distribution obtained with
our model system of an infinitely long cylindrical inclusion surrounded by 6 superconducting
vortices using Eq. 5.7 and 5.17 in an applied field of 100 Gauss parallel to the crystal ¢ axis.
In addition to all the features of a field distribution of an hexagonal lattice of vortex lines,
it has a sharp peak above the applied field that corresponds to the field inside the inclusion.
The position of this peak is a function of the inclusion radius. Therefore, presuming one

has a good estimate of the penetration depth, the position of this peak in the experiment,

see Fig.1.1, tells us the average size of the inclusions. The relatively broad distribution of
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the right peak in the experiment reflects the distribution of inclusion radii.

That we use an hexagonal array of superconducting vortices for our field calculations,
see Fig.5.1 and Fig.5.3, rather than a proper unit cell, and only consider the nearest vortices,
leads to an enhanced area associated with the minimum field. This leads to the minimum
field peak in the top portion of Fig. 5.5 rather than the shoulder seen in the lower portion.
The drop off above the inclusion field seen for our calculation, again as compared with that
of a regular vortex lattice field distribution, has the same origin.

Combining Fig.5.4 and the top graph of Fig.5.5, we can see clearly that the second
peak in the field probability distribution corresponds to the constant magnetic field in the

inclusion area; see Fig.5.6.
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Figure 5.6: Left: Magnetic field from center of inclusion to the near by normal vortex core. Right:
Magnetic field probability distribution. The inclusion radius was zg = r/A¢ = 0.4.

Our model considers only a cylindrical inclusion and its six closest neighbors. Yet if we
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compare the top and bottom graphs of Fig. 5.5, we can see that saddle points of the model
and that of ideal triangle lattice are almost identical, and that the overall shape of the field
distribution in superconducting regions is similar. Thus most of the field distribution is
the same with or without the inclusions, the effect of the inclusions is mostly to produce a

second peak as observed in the experiment.
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5.3 The magnetic field energy of a cylindrical inclusion in an

hexagonal array of vortices

When a non-conducting inclusion is placed in an hexagonal array of vortices, the magnetic
field energy per unit length of a cylindrical inclusion includes the magnetic field energy
of the inclusion, the magnetic field energy in the superconducting region and the kinetic

energy of currents. The energy can be expressed as

E—i/ h2ds+/ i’i+1 ving | dS
T8 Jrary gr 2 e

_ lrghg + 1 / (h* + 22 (V x k%)) dS (5.19)
8 8T Jr>rg

Here h(r) is the magnetic field in the superconducting region that includes contribution
from neighbor vortices and supercurrents surrounding the inclusion. The first integral gives
the magnetic field energy inside the inclusion. The integration area of the second integral
includes the vortices located at r;, i = 1,2,...,6. Using the London equation, the second

and third integrals give:

1

"8

E; / (R? + X3(V x h)?)dS
T>70

_ 1 7 oy2 AN z? 7 7 &

-g;/(h+>\VxVxh)-hdS+8—ﬂ‘7{(hx(Vxh))'dS

1
87 r>70
22 -\ g

+ 5 (i_i x (V h)) -dS. (5.20)

Doh (52(7‘1,0) + 52(’)“2, 71'/3) + ...+ 56(7‘1, 57T/3)) ds
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The first integral in the above equation is integrated over an area S that includes vortices

at (z;,0;); doing so with the help of Eq.5.13 gives:

1
8_71' / Dy (h($1,9)(52($1,0) + ...+ h($6,9)(s6($1, 57T/3)) ds
r>ro

_ 3@0’10 Ko(irl)
C4Am Ko(xo)

8?3?\2 Z Ko I (20) Km (21) + Km(20)Im(21)) - (5.21)

The surface integral is taken along the inner (cylindrical surface of the inclusion) and
the outer boundary of the integration area. Since the outer boundary goes to infinity, the
surface integral at the outer boundary makes no contribution. The inner boundary is along
the border of cylindrical inclusion, note that dS here is pointed to the center of the inclusion.

In polar coordinates with h = h,., the second integral gives

2 2
A—f roh 2 ap = 2 xgho(— hoKi(zo) 4
=70

8 or 8T Ko(zo)
T ome fZ )(ml)Km(ﬁo)' +Km($1)fm($o)'))
(e 4 mb2 4 e“”oe)dé. (5.22)

Since for m # 0, fozw emO="5dg = 0,n=0,1,2,...5. We have therefore

2 oh
—8_7; o Toha d0
_ $0h2K1 (iEo) 3$0h0@0 I()(.'E())K() (:L‘l)
= 1Ko (z0) + yp Ko(zo) K (zo) + Ko(xl)fo(.'z'o)
$0h2K1 (.’Eo) 3hoq)o Ko(xl)
+ . 5.23
4K0 (:L‘o) 471' K()(:I}Q) ( )
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The magnetic field energy in the superconducting region then can be written as

>\2$0th1 (.’1:0)
4K0 (330)

sfr‘f;? Z Km In(@0) Kin(21) + Km(z0) Im(21)) . (5.24)

E =

The total magnetic energy of an inclusion with 6 neighbor vortices is

@8 (1 N 1 Kl(xo)) (nKo(zo) + 6K0(x1))2

= 472 )\2 ZL?OK()(:E()) ( ( 0) + %QKO(QTO))Q
?2;2 Z K, ;(1) I (z0) K (z1) + K (20)Im(21)) - (5.25)

Fig. 5.7 shows the total energy for inclusions of several radii in an hexagonal array of
vortices. The energy is plotted as function of vortex separation z; = r1/A(0) for a given
inclusion radius zy = r9/A(0). There are similarities and differences between the case of an
inclusion in an hexagonal array of vortices and an inclusion with only one vortex neighbor.
When the distance between the normal vortex and the inclusion decreases, the interaction
energy increases in both cases. However, when one compares Fig. 4.9 with Fig. 5.7 we
can see that in an hexagonal array of vortices, the interaction energy is not sensitive to the
inclusion radii, while in the case where there is only one vortex neighbor the interaction
energy increases when the radius of inclusion decreases. We believe that this is due to the
fact that the magnetic field inside the inclusion now has contributions from six neighbors
instead of just one neighbor. When a vortex line moves towards an inclusion in hexagonal

array of vortices, it needs to overcome forces from all other five vortices, as compared with
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Figure 5.7: Relative values of the total energy of an inclusion among an hexagonal array of vortices.
Several radii of inclusions are shown. For a given inclusion radius, the energy is plotted as function
of vortex separation z.

an inclusion with just one vortex system. Also in this case the impact of self energy of the
inclusion on the total energy of the system is lesser than where there is only one vortex

neighbor.
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5.4 Interaction force between an inclusion and an hexagonal

array of vortices

The force between an inclusion and a vortex in an hexagonal array of vortices can be directly
obtained from the interaction energy. Assuming the vortex at r; moves towards the center
of the inclusion along the - 77 direction, it experiences a force due to the interaction with
the inclusion and the other five vortices in the hexagonal array,

OFE

where E is the total magnetic field energy of inclusion in an hexagonal array of vortices as

in Eq.5.25.

In Fig.5.8, vortex spacing z; is fixed by the applied field. The force experienced by
normal vortex at x; of is plotted as function of inclusion radius zp.

Compare Fig.5.9 with Fig.4.10 one can see that the difference between the energies
corresponding z1=2.5 and z1=3.5 is smaller in case that the inclusion is in an hexagonal
array of vortices. This is also due to the decreasing of the impact of inclusion self energy

on the total energy of the system when there are more then one vortices.

In fig. 5.9, the force experienced by a normal vortex is expressed as a function of
vortex separation z; for a given inclusion radius. The repulsive force between an inclusive
and vortices in an hexagonal array is similar to that for an inclusion with single vortex
system as discussed in section 4.4.3. When a normal vortex approaches the inclusion from a

distance, the repulsive force increases. For a normal vortex to be trapped into an inclusion,
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Figure 5.8: Interaction forces(relative value) between infinitely long cylindrical non-conducting
inclusion and neighbor vortices in hexagonal lattice. For fixed vortex separation {z1), the force
experienced by vortex located at z; is plotted as function as inclusion radius zg.

it must overcome a force barrier. This force barrier decreases as the radius of the inclusion
increases. It is energetically easier for large inclusions to contain multiple flux quanta as

compared to smaller inclusions.
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Figure 5.9: Interaction forces(relative value)between infinitely long cylindrical non-conducting in-
clusion and neighbor vortices in hexagonal lattices. For several inclusion radius (zo) values, the
forces experienced by vortex located at z; are plotted as function of vortex separations z; (distance
between vortex and the center of inclusion).

5.5 Non-interaction Model

In section 4.1, we have discussed the situation that a isolated vortex line is trapped in the
cylindrical non-conducting inclusion. The magnetic field inside and outside of the inclusion
is expressed in Eq. 4.27 and Eq. 4.28 respectively.

In section 5.1, we have considered the case that the inclusion is placed in an hexagonal

array of vortices. The interaction between the inclusion and its six vortices neighbors has
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been considered to get the magnetic field distribution inside and outside of the inclusion,
see £q.5.13 and Eq. 5.17.

When the applied magnetic field is weak, the interaction between the inclusion and its
neighboring vortices can be ignored. In this non-interaction model, the magnetic field in the
superconductor is simply the superposition of the field distribution for a vortex threading
an isolated inclusion and the field of single vortices located at r; through rg.

Referring to equations 4.27, 4.28, 4.41 and 3.19, we see that the magnetic field dis-

tribution inside and outside of the inclusion in the non-interaction model can be written

as
(I)O ’nKo (:I,‘o)
hg = .
0= 2 Nezg Ky (wo) + 2 Ko(zo)’ (5.27)
and
(I)o ’nKQ (IL')

| —
T 9 X220 Ky (o) + 22 Ko (o)

+ % ;Im (3) Em () @™+ eme)  ro<r<r).  (5.28)

The magnetic field distribution for an inclusion of radius 1200 A among six vortices in
an hexagonal array is shown in Fig. 5.10. The applied magnetic field is 100 Gauss. The
penetration depth is 1450 A. For comparison, the field distribution is calculated here using
a method that considers the interactions between the inclusion and its neighboring vortices
as in section 5.1, and the results are shown in Fig. 5.11.

We can see that when the applied field is low, the overall field distribution given by

the non-interaction model in Fig. 5.10 is similar to that in Fig. 5.11 where the interaction

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



CHAPTER 5. INCLUSIONS IN AN HEXAGONAL ARRAY OF VORTICES 81

Magnetic Field Distribution, Non-interaction Model
(Applied field is around 100 Gauss, r0=1 200 A°)

o
o
T

Figure 5.10: Magnetic field distribution of a cylindrical inclusion in hexagonal array of vortices in
non-interaction model. The applied field is around 100 Gauss. The radius of the inclusion is chosen
to be 1200 A. The penetration depth is 1450 A.

has been considered. Since the non-interaction model does not consider correct boundary
conditions, the field inside of the inclusion is no longer constant. The similarity implies that
at low fields superposition of fields for a vortex threading spherical inclusions and fields from

surrounding normal vortices may be close to the fields appropriates to this geometry.
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Magnetic Field Distribution
(Applied field is around 100 Gauss, r0=1200 A%
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Figure 5.11: Magnetic field distribution of a cylindrical inclusion in hexagonal array of vortices in
interaction model as discussed in section 5.1. The applied field is around 100 Gauss. The radius of
the inclusion is chosen to be 1200 A.
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Chapter 6

Comparison with SR experiments

In this chapter we compare the calculated internal magnetic field in the cylindrical non-
conducting inclusion with the measured results from uSR experiments. We use the model
developed in the previous Chapters to calculate the magnetic field probability distribu-
tion inside the inclusion and in the superconducting regions. By analyze the temperature
evolution of the two peaks of the magnetic field probability distributions in the inclusion
and superconducting regions and compare them with the temperature dependent peaks
positions from pSR experiment, we can directly obtain the temperature dependence of the

penetration depth \(T).

6.1 Sample Preparation

The sample was grown using a single crystal, SmBasCusOr7—; (SBCO) seed to induce
crystallization during the melt-growth process, similar to that demonstrated by Murakami,
et al.[11]. The SBCO seed was grown with the a-b plane parallel to the surface. A disk
made from melt quenched powders was melt-processed, yielding a single crystal extending

to the edge of the sample. No low angle or high angle grain boundaries were observed

83
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as determined by SEM, high resolution TEM, and x-ray analysis. Crystals up to 5 cm in
diameter have been grown by this technique.

Addition of excess Y2BaCuQOs (211 or the green phase) helps in the crystal growth
kinetics. At high temperatures, the sample consists of a liquid phase plus 211 particulates.
As the crystal nucleates, the grain begins to grow and 123 solidifies, consuming most of
the 211 phase. However, some of the 211 particulates become encapsulated before they are
consumed. An excess of 211 is necessary to continue grain growth over a large area since, if
excess 211 is not present, the continued growth of 123 is arrested by yttrium depletion prior
to 123 formation throughout the entire sample. The fractional content of 211 is between
0.1 and 0.5 for typical samples. These inclusions are thought to strongly pin the vorticies

associated with the internal magnetic field.
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6.2 Model

uSR and analysis techniques has been discussed in detail in Chapter 2. We are going
to use model developed in the previous Chapters to compare with the uSR experimental
data. Using Egs. 5.2 and 5.7 to calculate the magnetic field distribution, we get the
field probability distributions shown in the lower portion of Fig.6.1. The field distribution
depends on the penetration depth, A, the inclusion radius and the vortex separation. For
comparison, the Fourier transform of ySR data taken on YBCO at 18 K is shown in the
upper portion of the same graph.

The vortex spacing is determined by the applied field. For an hexagonal lattice of
vortices, the average field hqye is given by[41]

29

hope = —=. 6.1
c \/5’,'% ( )

have can be measured from uSR data, or calculated based on Eq.5.3 and 5.7. The uSR
data (Fig.1.1) gives the average field around 91.3 Gauss, which corresponds to a vortex
separation r; = 5117A.

Although our model considers only six hexagonally arranged nearest neighbors, the
experimentally applied field is so low that the lattice spacing is very large (about 4 times ).
So those six vortices are the major contributors to the magnetic field in the neighborhood
of the inclusion. Therefore it is appropriate to ignore the contributions from more distant
vortices.

One may see that the magnetic field distribution in the superconducting region is not

strongly affected by the presence of a large inclusion by considering the results shown in the
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lower portion of Fig. 6.1. While varying the radius of the inclusion dramatically changes

the inclusion peak position, the remainder of the distribution is not much affected.
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Figure 6.1: Bottom graph: Magnetic field probability distribution of cylindrical inclusions of
two different radii in an hexagonal array of vortices. Top graph: Fourier transformation of uSR
experiment data. The sample was a thin disk and the external field was approximately 100 Gauss.
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6.3 Inclusion Radii and Low Temperature A

Just below 18 K the second peak disappears due to the anti-ferromagnetism in the “green
phase material”. From this lower temperature data we determined A at 16 K by fitting our
#SR data to a function related to Eq.5.18. This gives A to bé around 1450 A.

Assuming that A(16K) =~ A(18K) we determine rg from ro = 2o - A. Two different rg
values are shown on the graph. We can see that inclusions of radius rg ~ 1200 A have their
peaks at the corresponding peak of the Fourier transformation of SR data. We will use
this value of inclusion radius for later determination of A\(T).

The size of the inclusions is much larger than that of the superconducting vortex core,
therefore the introduction of inclusions might cause some distortion to the vortex lattice.
However, when the vortex spacing is much larger than the radii of i;lclusions, which is the
case for the low applied magnetic field used here, this distortion should be small. When the

applied field is high, the distortion introduced by an inclusion can no longer be neglected.
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6.4 Temperature Evolution of the Two Peaks

Figure 6.2 displays the temperature dependent splitting of the experimental peaks. As
temperature decreases, the two peaks move apart, i.e., the saddle point peak moves to the
left (lower field direction) and the new right peak moves further to the right, i.e., higher
field direction. The separation between the two peaks is zero at the transition temperature,
increases with decreasing temperature, and reaches 50 Gauss at 18 K. This separation is
shown in Fig. 6.2.

The experimental separation between the peaks as a function of temperature is plotted
in Fig. 6.2. The smooth curve in that figure corresponds to the separation using our model
with ro = 1200A, A(0K) = 1450 A, and the two-fluid[40] temperature dependence of \(T').
Note, that we have assumed that A(0K) = A(16K), which is certainly true if the two-fluid

model is appropriate.
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Figure 6.2: Temperature evolution of the separation between the two peaks. The inclusion radius
in the model was 79 = 1200A, and the penetration depth was Ao = 1450A.

6.5 Temperature Dependence of \

We can directly obtain the temperature dependence of A(T) from our model and SR data
without using the two-fluid model. The relation between the temperature and penetration
depth is determined by comparing the separation of the two peaks obtained from exper-
iment at different temperature to the separation calculated from our model for different
penetration depths. Using this relationship we obtain the temperature dependence of the
penetration depth, A\(T"), shown in Figure 6.3.

These data are again compared in Fig. 6.3 to the two fluid model for which we used
AM18K) =~ A(16K). The agreement is striking, further justifying our assumption that

AOK) ~ A(16K).
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Figure 6.3: Temperatures dependence of the penetration depth. The solid line is obtained from g
and two-fluid model. The diamond points are A(T') directly obtained from the experiment and our
model.

It is known that the two fluid model fits well with the powder sample but does not so
well with uncorrected data for high quality single crystals. The technique we have developed
fits well with the single crystal samples. Since the sample we used has large nonconducting
inclusions that cause strong pins, it is expected that its temperature dependence of the
magnetic penetration depth to be like powder samples, although it is still a single crystal.
Therefore the techniques we have developed especially useful to measure the temperature

dependence of London penetration depth for signal crystal samples with strong pins.
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6.6 Conclusions

In this study we have characterized the microscopic internal magnetic field distribution
of high-T,, superconducting material Y Ba;Cu3zO7_s with non-conducting inclusions. The
magnetic field trapped in inclusions produces a second peak in the Fourier transform of
the uSR data above the applied field. We have developed a model based on London equa-
tions to account the magnetic field probability distribution inside the inclusion and in the
superconducting regions and reproduced the two peaks observed in uSR experiments.

We have also reproduced the temperature evolution of the separation between the two
peaks observed in experiment. This separation depends on the inclusion radius and Ag.
From the lower temperature data we determined A at 16 K by fitting our 4SR data to the
field of ideal lattices. Assuming that A (16 K) approx A (18 K) we determine inclusions
radii. If the inclusions’ radii are known, fitting the temperature dependent separation
between the two peaks provides a new way to measure the temperature dependence of
London penetration depth. This new technique is especially useful to study the temperature
dependence of London penetration depth of single crystal samples with strong pins.

In many practical applications of high-T¢ superconducting materials, column defects are
introduced to create strong pinning in order to pin the vortices even when strong currents
exert strong force transverse to the vortex axis. This type of materials have strong pinning,
can carry large current and trap large filed, therefore it is thought to be advantage for a
variety of practical applications. The model we have discussed is suitable to study these
types of applications and it may provide a new method to determine the penetration depth

of those materials.
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