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The bulk pinning force density F, and the critical current j. of a dirty type-II superconductor,
with spatially varying electron mean free path / along a given direction, are calculated using the
Ginzburg-Landau-Abrikosov theory. In high fields the critical force density F. is proportional to
(1—B/B:) B /B.)™, where 0<m < 1, but depends also on the size and form of inhomogeneity
(grain boundary, dislocation wall, etc.) which causes the change of /. This may explain deviations

from straight lines in the “Kramer plots™ of j.
when the temperature is changed.

I. INTRODUCTION

Although “considerable progress has recently been
made concerning the long-standing problem of the sum-
mation of forces exerted by individual pinning centérs
(pins) on the flux line lattice of a type-II superconductor
in the mixed state,”! theory is still based on phenomeno-
logical theories dealing with elastic and plastic behavior of
the vortex lattice.> These theories may give different ex-
planations for experimental findings as, for example, in
the case of saturation in high fields, when the bulk pin-
ning force density F, is independent of the pinning pa-
rameters. Its dependence on the reduced magnetic flux
density B /B.,, empirically known to obey the formula®?

F, «(1—B/B.)B/B.)'"? (D

is explained as due to the plastic shearing deformation of
the vortex lattice in Kramer’s model,? while in the model
of Matsushita et al.? the explanation is based on the oc-
currence of catastrophic flux flow caused by local plastic
deformations. In the nonsaturation region of lower fields,
the knowledge of the elementary vortex-pin interaction is
necessary. However, it is not easy to make a simple mod-
el of pinning, even if the nature of the pins is known
(dislocation clusters, particles of another phase, . . .) since
various physical mechanisms may contribute.* Accord-
ingly, for a microscopic approach, which may provide a
better understanding of pinning phenomena, one needs
simple model systems, with a well-determined spatial
repartition of pins and a well-understood origin of pin-
ning. In the last few years, several model systems® with
regular distributions of inhomogeneity have been prepared
and studied experimentally: thin films with periodically
varying thickness, superconducting alloys with periodical-
ly modulated impurity concentration, lamellar supercon-
ductors including compounds, eutectics, and quite recent-
ly, superconducting superlattices.® These “regularly inho-
mogeneous” superconductors exhibit novel physical phe-
nomena due to the spatial variation of various quantities
of the conduction electrons, such as the density of states,
the diffusion coefficient, the attractive interaction responsi-
ble for superconductivity, and so on.
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versus B /B.; and the approximate scaling of F,

One of the first microscopic models of pinning by regu-
lar inhomogeneity distribution was formulated theoretical-
ly by Ami and Maki.” The authors considered a dirty su-
perconductor in the vicinity of H,.,, with periodic varia-
tion of the electron mean free path / and, consequently, of
the diffusion coefficient D =vg/ /3 along a given direction.
In the present work, we generalize this approach to treat
various kinds of spatial variation D(r). In Sec. II, we
present our model of an inhomogeneous superconductor
in the framework of the Ginzburg-Landau (GL) theory of
dirty superconductors.® In Sec. III, we calculate the free
energy of the vortex lattice as a function of the inhomo-
geneity characteristics. Section IV deals with some typi-
cal examples of inhomogeneity distribution, for which F),
and the critical current density (the maximum external
current density which may flow without dissipation) are
calculated as function of B and temperature 7. The re-
sulting formula

F,«(1—B/B.)"B/B,)"D(B/B,,) , 2)
where m is O or %, is similar to (1), except for the factor

D, which reflects the shape of inhomogeneity. In Sec. V,
possible applications of the model are discussed.

II. THE MODEL

When the presence of an inhomogeneity does not lead
to a variation of the superconducting transition tempera-
ture T,, the variation of the free energy is connected with
gradients of the order parameter A and with the change of
the local magnetic field h(r).*? The spatial variation of
! =1(r) and, accordingly, of D (r)=1V¢l(r) provides such
an example. Physically, it may be realized with pinning
on dislocations, grain boundaries, on the inhomogeneous
impurity distribution within superconducting layers and
so on.

Assuming that T, and the electronic density of states at
the Fermi level N (0) are not changed, we write the
Ginzburg-Landau (GL) free energy, which applies”? in
the vicinity of 7, to a dirty superconductor with a given
spatial variation D (r)=D.[1+D,(r)],
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where A is the vector potential and £(3) is Riemann’s
zeta function. We notice that since in the dirty limit”®
the coherence length varies as D!/?, and the magnetic
penetration depth as D~ !/2 both these characteristic
lengths vary locally with respect to their values §y and Aq
in the absence of the perturbation. The free energy can be
expressed in a more convenient dimensionless form if one
introduces reduced units in the same way”’ as in the
homogeneous case with D =Dy:

75H_—_fdv(%—Aiz+%[A4

Y _4

IKQ

+h24+D(r) A%, (3)

where k¢ is the GL parameter of the homogeneous super-
conductor with / =Iy and A is the unit of length. The
magnetic field, the vector potential, and the current densi-
ty are measured in units of V2H., V2H. Ao, and
V'2H,. /4o, respectively. The order parameter is scaled
by
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8(rT.)*(1—T/T,)

78(3)
and the diffusion coefficient by Dy. The spatial distribu-

tion of A(r) and A(r) can be determined from the corre-
sponding GL equations

A=

Y _4lpw .l—ﬂ'_1+|A|2 A=0, @
ik iKo
o v
j=1D() |A* | ——A |A+c.c. |, (5)
IKo

together with relation h=rotA.

From these expressions one can deduce, as in the
homogeneous case, two coupled equations dealing with
| A| and h. Putting

A=feX, A'=A—VX /Ko

and assuming that h=he, is parallel to the applied field
H, directed along the z axis, one obtains

1 (Vh)? 3
——(VD-V =f-—f, (6)
VDV =
2 .
szhzvlh‘w , (7)
Df

where h =h(x,y). In the inhomogeneous case, h(r) will
be parallel to H if the inhomogeneity distribution varies in
the x -y plane only, i.e., when D(r)=D(x,y). In the fol-
lowing, we restrict our attention to the uniaxial variation
D, =D;(y —yo), where D; may be a periodic function, as
it is the case in superconducting superlattices and in
periodically modulated alloys, or may be centered at some
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h(r)
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_T _ i 2
ST, D(r) | (A—2ieA)A(r) |

+

] , (3)

r

Y =Yo, decreasing to zero when |y —yo|-—>w. Even in
the case of uniaxial modulation of D;, the complete solu-
tion of Egs. (6) and (7) appears to be a considerable task.
However, close to the upper critical field H.,, many prop-
erties of the mixed state may be obtained without con-
structing detailed solution of the GL equations, as was
shown by Abrikosov® ! in the homogeneous case. We ap-
ply the same approach to the regularly inhomogeneous su-
perconductors.

III. SOLUTION NEAR H,,

In the presence of inhomogeneity, the structure of indi-
vidual vortices and the global vortex configuration are
changed.!! The equilibrium structure, position, and orien-
tation of the vortex lattice with respect to inhomogeneity
are to be determined by minimizing the free energy densi-
ty F= ;7/f dV. To evaluate F, we proceed by a generali-
zation of the Abrikosov solution, based on the perturba-
tive method. Close to H,,, where A=0, the order param-
eter increases but is still small and can be expanded in a
series of orthonormalized functions, A=Z2c,¢,. A suit-
able choice of ¢, is the set of Eilenberger’s functions,’
where ¢ is the solution of the linearized first GL equation
for the homogeneous superconductor with k=x,. The ex-
plicit form of this function, which represents ageneraliza-
tion of the Abrikosov solution at H =H,,, is given in Sec.
Iv.

The microscopic field can be expressed’ as

h=xo+hy+hs+ -, (8)

where the corrections hj,hy,... are of the order of
fAf4 ..., respectively, since Eqs. (6) and (7) contain
only even powers of f=|A|. Inserting the expression
for i in Eqgs. (6) and (7) the conditions to all orders in f
are obtained as

1

—Ki%<vp-v>f+ o (VhP =1 =0, ©)
Konz—Vzhr}-%f);th:O’ (10)
_Z.V};;?Vh“_%_]“:o , (11)
szhz_vzh4+§’%%&:0 (12)

In analogy with the homogeneous case, where the contri-
bution to the microscopic field due to the supercurrents is
proportional to f2, we take

hy=— L Dfrists,, (13)

2K0
where §=25(r) and 8y is a constant. This yields two equa-
tions for § and f, instead of (9) and (10), which in the gen-
eral case can be solved only numerically. The situation is
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much simpler in the case of small perturbation D;, which
we consider in the following. To first order in D;, the or-
der parameter can be approximated’ by A=C (¢o+€d,),
where ¢;= —(2/x0B)'/?3¢,/dy, B is the average flux den-
sity, and C is a normalization constant. (For the deter-
mination of €, see the Appendix). As for the field varia-
tion, we do not calculate it explicitly at the moment, but
proceed with the evaluation of the free energy density F.
With the help of Egs. (3') and (4), F can be written in the
same compact form as in the homogeneous case

F=1—1(f)+(n?), (14)

where the angular brackets denote the space average.
Taking h =«o+h,, where A, is given by Eq. (13), and
B=(h), we get

4
F:%-—{—Bz——‘l%—ﬁA(ZK(Z)—l—a'—Fz’}")
Ko

—(ko—B +80)?, (15)
where
| C |?a=2(D1f?),
Ba|C |*a'=2(D\f*),
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and
4

y'=2(8f%) .

Ba

As in the homogeneous case, the factor By,
={(f*)/({f?))* depends on the lattice geometry, whereas
the coefficients a, a', y’, and y, of the order of Dy,
characterize the influence of inhomogeneity. The
coefficient y, defined via (| C | 2/2ko)y =2(8), enters into
the expression for the normalization constant C. The
latter can be suitably obtained in terms of 8y from the
higher-order equations (11) and (12)

lc|*__ Sl+ar2)

- : (16)
2K Ball+a' —2k5—y")

The condition B =(h), written explicitly, provides a
second relation between | C |2 and &,

|C|? . So+ko—B

- . 17
2k 1+(a—y)/2 a7

From Egs. (15)—(17) one obtains

Felip? (ko—B)X(1+a/2)? 1 2 2 o
—1iB2_ _
Hl+%l (1+a/2)—B4(1+a' —23—y") [1+“—;K (14a/2)—B4(l+a —2k3—7")
—lipi (ko— B)? o a(2k—1)+a' (18)
Bk 14+8,4(263—1) “14B.23—1) |’

where in the second line on the right-hand side the terms
of the order of D} and higher order have been neglected.

Within the present approximation, the field correction &
does not appear in the free-energy variation, expressed
via only two coefficients, a=2(D;|¢o|%) and o
=2(D; |¢o|*)/B 4. Since the first of them is multiplied
by the factor (2«3—1), large when ko>>1, a further
simplification is possible in this case:

, (=Bl +a)

L — 18’
2 1+B84(2k3=1) (189

F=
Accordingly, the minimum energy configuration is ob-
tained when S 4 is minimum, but at the same time a (> 0)
should attain its maximum value. Leaving the calculation
of a (for chosen typical examples) for Sec. IV we conclude
this section evaluating the inhomogeneity-induced change
in the magnetization curve. The equilibrium relation be-
tween B and the applied field H, obtained from Eq. (20'),
is given by

oF (ko—B)(1+a)
a 1+BA(2KO‘—1)

and, with the same accuracy, the magnetization curve

H = (19)

N‘-—

\

\\\*
X X\

FIG. 1. Relative position of the vortex lattice (reference frame
X7) and inhomogeneity, centered at yo in the xy reference frame.
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shows the change in the slope near H,,
(ko—H)(14a)

H—B:—*E———-— . (20)
/3A(2K0—1)

IV. PINNING AND CRITICAL CURRENT

The pinning energy den‘sity in a uniaxially modulated
superconductor is a function of yg, the center of inhomo-

+ 2
do(r)=(2n/d>) *exp[ — (/)Y ?] > exp —(21T/d)PY+£T“pXi+%(§i—7])

p=—o

This function describes, in the X -Y reference frame, a
two-dimensional lattice with unit flux quantum per ele-
mentary cell, mapped on the basis vectors r;=(d,0),
r,=(£/d,m/d), where 7 is the unit-cell area (in reduced
units) and 27/n=«oB (Fig. 1). To calculate F(yg) explic-
itly, we consider three types of variations of D, shown in
Fig. 2:

(a) D even: D; —ge PVl ,

—b3y —yg)?

(b) D, odd: D —=ab(y —ype " ,

(c) Dy harmonic: D;=a cos[qo(y —yo)], qo=27b .

In cases (a) and (b) we assume that D, is defined within
the interval of the length L >>b ', much larger than the
vortex spacing as well. In case (c), also considered in Ref.
7, the period b ~1 is of the order of d, and the vortex lat-
tice can be commensurate with the inhomogeneity distri-
bution. In each case, we first calculate a and then mini-
mize F in order to obtain the lattice structure (i.e., the
equilibrium relations between d, &, and 7), together with
the optimum lattice orientation 6. To calculate a, we in-
troduce the Fourier series representation

Di(y —yo)/a= D(ge”” >
q

where

~ 1 rL i

D(q)=— dyD v

(q) I3 ffl_/z lyD(y)e

In terms of the Fourier coefficients D(gq), a is expressed
via

a=2a 2 (—1 )nmf(qn,m )ﬁ(qn,m Jexp[ “(nqr%,m /8]

9n,m

X 8(qn,md sind,27m)

X8 |Gnm —;Lsine—ki—sine ,2n |, (21)

cos(gyo) for D, even ,

(@)=
Ila '—isin(qyo) for D; odd ,
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geneity distribution in the reference frame of the vortex
lattice (Fig. 1). By definition, the pinning energy density
is the energy difference AF =F (yo)—F,, where F(yq) is
the energy density of the actual vortex configuration, op-
timally rotated with respect to y axis, and Fy corresponds
to the homogeneous superconductor with k=«q (i.e., D
=Dy). To obtain F(yy) from Eq. (18'), where a=al(y),
we observe that the coefficients a@ and B4 depend on the
vortex configuration via ¢,

)

d

D,/a
RIaA
(a) 1
-2 -1 0 1 2 y-y,=bly-y)
Di/a
0.5
(b)
v ovye TR
y-yle o 025
| l | \
2 -1 0 1 2 y-yozb(yryo)
Di/a
(c) 1
l /_\J i
/ ’ 0 | anb(yy())
cos (y-,)

FIG. 2. Three types of spatial variation of the diffusion
coefficient D =Do(1+D;), where D;=af(y —yo): (a) D:/a
even; (b) D, /a odd; (c) D, /a harmonic.
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8(a,b) is the Kronecker symbol and m and n are integers.
In both cases (a) and (b), the lowest energy configuration
corresponds to a maximum, while 84 can be minimized
independently. This gives =0, m =0, and

172

qn=nq=n (22)

41
V3 0B

The equilibrium lattice consists, as in the homogeneous
case,” of equilateral triangles of side d [{/d =d /2,
n/d =(dV'3)/2, B4=B%=1.16]. In the first order of
the inhomogeneity-induced perturbation, the ground-state
lattice structure is unchanged, but its orientation is
strongly determined by the uniaxial modulation. (Notice
that beside the stable configuration with =0, there is one
metastable, with 6=1/2.) The corresponding energy gain
(pinning energy density) is

(Ko—-B)2

AF=———————aly,) , 23)
1B (2d—1) °°
where
+ oo _
a=2a 3 f(g,)D(g,)expl—(ng?/8m)] (24)

with g, given by Eq. (22). In particular, for case (a) we
have

~ 2 1
D(g)=—
(q) Lb 154%°
and
D Vi q 2 2
D(g)= 2 Lbzexp[—(q /4b7)]

for case (b). In case (c), D(q)=1[8(go—q)+8(go+q)],
and « is different from zero only when the vortex lattice is
commensurate with periodic modulation of D, i.e., when

god sin@=2mm , (25)
q0 .
7(7] cos@+ ¢ sinf)=2mn , (26)

where m and n are integers. In this case, the lattice con-
sists’ of isosceles triangles of vortices, with £/d =d /2,
while 4 varies with B, slightly deviating from B%. For
the commensurate (C) lattice we get!?

a=2a exp[ — (g% /4koB)]cos(qoyo) (27)
and
(ko—B)(1+a) (ko—B)?
TI4Ba2—1) 14 2a—1)

In the domain of B where the C lattice is stable, AF <0,
the energy gain is linear in modulation amplitude a.
When AF > 0, the unpinned lattice of equilateral triangles
is more favorable. The present linear theory does not give
the pinning effects of order of a? or higher, nor the transi-
tion to weakly incommensurate (/) configurations, with
large C domains separated by solitonic walls.!*> However,
the range of stability of weakly pinned I structures is very
narrow.'* With increasing density of solitons, they be-

AF= (28)

1903

come equivalent to harmonically distorted triangular lat-
tices with position-independent energy, and unpinned in
this sense.!>!*

In the above expressions yq is still undetermined. Its
equilibrium value y§ in the ground state is obtained, in all
cases, from the requirement that o >0 is maximum.
When y, differs from p§, there arises a pinning force of
the density

F,= aA—Fey (29)
dyo
pushing the vortex lattice back to the equilibrium position.

When an external transport current of density j is sup-
plied along the x direction into the specimen, its Lorentz
driving force F; =2jX B produces a supplementary shift
along the y axis. The new position of the vortex lattice re-
sults from the balance between F, and F,. The critical
current density, i.e., the maximum nondissipative current
density corresponds to the maximum of the pinning force
density |F. | = |F, |™:

2jeXB+F.=0. (30)

At the same time, the translated vortex lattice has still
to be pinned: the energy gain | AF(yy)| decreases with
translation from its maximum value |AF(y§)| and even-
tually vanishes at some critical distance y§. Both y§ and
»§ depend on the sign of the perturbation amplitude a, as
shown below for case (a). The physical reason for this is
evident, since a >0 corresponds to the increase of the
electron mean free path / and to the decrease of x, while
for a <O the situation is opposite. Keeping only the lead-
ing terms in the rapidly converging series for a and
F, « da/3y¢ [Eqgs. (24) and (29)], we get

a=2a ‘ﬁ(O)—{»Zﬁ ‘4/—7%—K0B . exp(—m/V'3)
. 172
X cos 7§—KOB Yo l (31
and
i 172
(ko— B)? —ﬁKoB
b= T @D
[ { ar 172 ~
X 4aD [‘/—EK()B exp(—m/V'3)
. 4 2
X sin 73—:(03 Yo (32)

According to Egs. (23) and (31), the energy gain in case
(a) is largest when a cosqyo= |a |. Thus for a >0 y§
=0, i.e., the lattice is centered at the inhomogeneity, with
a row of vortices along the line D =D™*. The pinning
force is maximum, and AF =0 when the distance y,
reaches the critical value
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-172

¢
yE= m
2

AT

/3 0B

where h =dV'3/2 is the vortex triangle height. For a <0,
yé=~h/2, the vortices are symmetrically placed to avoid
the minimum of D and the critical distance is y§=h /4.
Actually, the above choice of equilibrium position y§ gives
the largest value of the upper critical field H;;. The inho-
mogeneity induced change 8H.,/ko=H./ko—1 can be
approximated by the expression (see the Appendix)

172
2 il 4
SH.»/Kko=2a ‘/—%—1 e~™V3D ‘—/%KOB ]
4 1/2
X cos —V%KOB yo | —aD(0) (33)

which shows that the smallest decrease of H., (for a > 0)
or the largest increase (for a <0) are obtained with
172

a cos %K()B Yo

=l|a]| .

Whereas in the ground state, where F, =0 and A=cdy,
the lattice structure is essentially unchanged, this is not so
for translated lattice. When yo=£y§, A=c(dg+e€d;),
where € [given by Eq. (A4) in the Appendix] increases
with translation reaching maximum, together with F,, at
yo=y§6. Thus, pinning is clearly related to the distorsion
of A and corresponding change of 4. In the critical state,
the current density j. =F. /2B is obtained from

1/2
ks

V3
1+8% (23— 1)

(ko—B)? KoB

8|a |exp(—w/V3)
4m KoB
ENE

Lb |1+

for case (a), and from

(ko—B)” 2|a |qoexp(—qd/2k0B)  (35)
- a €X — K
148, (23— 1) qoexPT 40

for case (c).

c

Similarly, for case (b) we find

47

—=KoB _
V3 20a | V7
1+8%(23—1) Lb?

(ko—B)?

c=

X exp Ve

%’—?HH. (36)

V. DISCUSSION

In the above formulas, the first factor gives the familiar
B dependence,>® F. « (1 —B/B.2)"(B/B.,)", where n =2
and m is between O and 1, while the second factor reflects
the form of inhomogeneity. The temperature dependence
becomes explicit when F, is expressed in physical units.
This is done below for the case (a) with a <0 which we

will discuss in more detail, since it could be relevant to
the pinning by grain boundaries. As shown first by
Zerweck,'® the electron scattering at the grain boundary is
an important source of flux pinning, causing reduction of
the electron mean free path with respect to its bulk value.
Its spatial variation, which is not strictly local but spreads
over a long distance from the boundary, can be approxi-
mated by

1/lo=D/Do=1— |a |e "7 770!

in a region of size L. The resulting critical force density
(in physical units) is given by

L 172
p_ la| (Ba)l(1—B/By) Bex —anV3
= e ’

7L 1+8%—1) 1412
BCZ
(34")
where
4 b |
F:—\/_S [é‘o(T) ~BL‘2(T) .

The vortex lattice orientation 6=0 is implicit in the
above result. The grain-boundary imposed orientation,
also predicted by Thuneberg!® in a quasiclassical theory of
pinning due to the electron scattering, is observed by
small-angle neutron scattering in Nb bicrystals.!” The
linear dependence of F, on the inverse grain size 1/L, ex-
plicit in Eq. (34’), has been often observed experimental-
ly.'®1  Another nice feature of Eq. (34') is that the tem-
perature dependence (at given B) is completely determined
by B.(T) in the first factor; the term in parenthesis is
temperature independent.”® At given B/B,,, F, is only
approximately proportional to HZHZ}/?; this is also ob-
served in Pb/Bi alloys,'® while in 415 superconductors?!
one finds that F. « (H.)?. The temperature dependence
of T could explain why the reduced pinning force F,, rel-
ative to its value at a given reduced field B, /B.,, does not
appear to be a universal function of B /B, when tempera-
ture is changed.'’

The B dependence of F. or j. is usually discussed in
terms of the so-called “Kramer plots” of J!”2B!/* versus
B.>?! In many cases one finds that while the form of
Kramer’s scaling relation (which implies a linear varia-
tion) is obeyed, the detailed predictions are not. In A15
superconductors, for example, a small amount of impuri-
ties may cause a downward curvature.?! These devia-
tions, for which various reasons may be invoked, appear
quite naturally in our theory, reflecting the inhomogeneity
shape. For the profile assumed in case (a) one gets

. (1—B/B.)
jcl/ZBl/Ao( € 7 -
1+ B
BcZ

Another theory of grain-boundary flux pinning based
on the electron scattering mechanism was developed?? by
Yetter, Thomas, and Kramer (YTK) and applied to pin-
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ning in Pb/Bi alloys by Yetter and Kramer.'” Assuming
a rigid vortex lattice, without perturbation of A or A, the
authors calculated the change of the Ginzburg-Landau
energy as due only to the modification of «.?2 In the high
field limit, the result of YTK is similar to ours: the main
difference is linear, versus quadratic in our case, depen-
dence of F, on (1—B/B.;). The comparison with experi-
ment!® shows that the specific pinning force (per unit area
of grain boundary) f =LF, is, in the case of YTK, com-
parable to the experimental value fexp, of the order of 10
N/m?. However, this agreement may be fortuitous, since
in calculation one assumes a small variation of « (or /),
even though in reality it may be quite large.!® In this
sense, our result is more acceptable: for the above sys-
tem,'” Eq. (34') gives (with [ ~1) f/|a | ~fexpr, i-€., the
experimental results would correspond to the pinning
strength |a | ~1.

Another example of pinning corresponding to our case
(a) can be found in lamellar eutectics: due to the variation
of concentration of the one-phase atoms within the other
phase layers,”> D; has presumably a Lorentzian shape.
In the case of periodic inhomogeneity distribution, case
(c), large peaks on the j.(B) curve, characteristic of the
commensurability effect, have been observed experimen-
tally in superconducting alloys with periodically modulat-
ed composition®* and in some superconducting super lat-
tices.”’ In the latter case, however, the origin of pinning
may be quite different from the present one. The present
pinning mechanism could be relevant, beside the modulat-
ed alloys, to the “hard” superconductors with a cellular
structure of dislocations.?® The density of dislocations in
the ‘““walls” of cells being higher than inside the cells, /
and D vary periodically. However, a commensurate lat-
tice can be formed only if the period of the cellular struc-
ture is comparable to the vortex spacing d. For large
periods, the pinning at cell walls?®?’ could be described as
above. As an example, we apply case (a) with L ~1 um
and I'~0.1 to the surface pinning by cell walls in the
Pb/TI superconductor.?’ Neglecting the B dependence of
the factor 1/1+T(B/B,;) in Eq. (34') and taking the bulk
characteristics from Ref. 27, we get, in units (10* A/cm?),

[

la |
=10

jc/la I = ~10(j, )exp(

—172
B

Bcl

4.51(1—B /B_,)?

This would imply a pinning strength an order of magni-
tude smaller than for the grain-boundary pinning,'® since
we reproduce the experimental result?” with |a | ~0.1.
To conclude, we have developed a theory of pinning by
uniaxial variation of the mean free path in dirty supercon-
ductors near H.,. The method could be easily applied to
the case of two-dimensional variation; however, we have
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chosen to work with the one-dimensional case, since it
takes into account the anisotropy present in many experi-
mental situations.
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APPENDIX: EVALUATION OF THE UPPER
CRITICAL FIELD H.,

Similar to the homogeneous case, H., is determined
from the linearized first GL equation [here Eq. (4)], which
can be put into the form

(IIeDIIp)A=A (A1)

where Iy=V/ikg—Ay, Ao=—Byey, and A=cd. To
obtain H,,, one can solve (1.1) variationally,” looking for
the lowest eigenvalue E, of

(oD M) =Eod .

By definition, the condition Eq=1 determines H.,. Ex-
panding ¢ in terms of Eilenberger’s functions,” ¢=d¢,
+e¢y, where ¢ is given ¢o by Eq. (23) and

(A2)

s |2 |72
1= K()B ay ’
we find
(D |y |?) B
= = = (14(D; |1 |*)) (A3)
e ke
and
1/2
1| 2 9 )
— = = 4
€ 4 | xoB ay0(<D1[¢1| Y+a/2), (A4)

where a is given by Eq. (24). The variation of the upper
critical field, calculated explicitly, is given by
S8H,,
ko

=—(Dy 1%

=a i (gin /47— exp[ — (g0 /87)]

n=—o0

XD(g,)f(gn) , (A5)
where we have put 6=0 and g, =ngqg,;. Keeping only
the leading terms in Eq. (AS5), we obtain, with g,
=[(47/V 3)koB]'"? and f(g)=cosqy,, the result for case
(a) given by Eq. (33) in the text.
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