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The dynamics of interacting vortices in a type-II superconducting film responding to a distribution of
currents parallel to the film is investigated. The nonlocality of vortex interactions is taken into account
by use of an expansion in normal modes of the flux-line lattice and a wave-vector-dependent dynamical
matrix. The theory is applied to obtain linear response functions including the complex mutual induc-
tance and film impedance. For a particular geometry of driving current and pickup coil, the complex
mutual inductance is calculated and it is shown that only longitudinal modes contribute to the measur-
able change in flux when pinning is absent or when it is represented as a linear restoring force acting the
same way on each vortex. The configuration so described provides a sensitive means of studying vortex

dynamics.

I. INTRODUCTION

Complex response functions such as impedance, sus-
ceptibility, self- and mutual inductance, and conductivity
form a related family that can be used to describe the
electrodynamic response of superconductors. For in-
stance, in the absence of vortices, the imaginary part of
the impedance (or conductivity) contains information on
the intrinsic (or London) penetration depth, and the real
part of the impedance (or conductivity) contains informa-
tion on the quasiparticle excitations. Similarly, the real
part of the susceptibility (or inductance) is connected
with the diamagnetic response or intrinsic penetration
depth, while the imaginary part of the susceptibility (or
inductance) is associated with power dissipation.'
Sufficiently detailed measurements of response functions
then allow the possibility of deriving basic information
concerning the superconducting pairing state and pair
concentration. Moving vortices are known to influence
the response functions, sometimes very strongly, when a
type-1I superconductor is in the mixed state. An effect of
oscillating and flowing vortices is to alter the effective
penetration depth for small-amplitude time-varying elec-
tromagnetic fields.

In this paper we consider the response to external driv-
ing currents of a vortex lattice in a type-II superconduct-
ing film. This theory is then applied to obtain various
linear response functions, including the film impedance
and the complex mutual inductance between the drive
coil and a receive coil. Such a study is all the more per-
tinent since high-quality thin films of high-temperature
superconductors can now be made. Of these, commercial
applications in electronic devices may be possible.> The
theory here complements that of Refs. 3 and 4, where an
external microwave magnetic field applied parallel to a
superconductor surface results in a driving current densi-
ty also parallel to the surface. In the present geometry
the external driving magnetic field has components both
perpendicular and parallel to the film surface. Such an
arrangement is realized in practice with two displaced co-
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axial coils® ~® whose axes are normal to the film’s surface.

In the following section we derive general results for
the film’s linear response when an external drive-coil
current distribution flows parallel to the film. We calcu-
late the response initially in the absence of vortices, giv-
ing the Meissner response of the film. We use Fourier
transforms extensively throughout the paper, and Sec. 1I
contains our conventions. In Sec. III, our general results
are specialized for a drive coil producing an oscillating
magnetic dipole field. In particular, we show that the di-
pole moment generated by the currents induced in an
infinite superconducting film is exactly opposite that of
the driving dipole. The resulting magnetic field can then
be discussed in terms of the driving and induced dipoles.
In Sec. IV, we calculate the response in the presence of a
vortex lattice in the film. In this treatment we calculate
the total current density induced in the film, and include
all interactions between vortices by calculating the
Lorentz force on vortices self-consistently. We also cal-
culate the resulting magnetic field throughout all space.
In Sec. V, we obtain the complex dynamic mutual induc-
tance between a drive coil above and pickup coil above or
below the film.

The structure of an isolated vortex in a superconduct-
ing film was investigated in Ref. 10. Results for the vor-
tex vector potential and supercurrent and their Fourier
transforms are used here. The nonlocality of vortex in-
teractions is taken into account by use of an expansion in
normal modes of the flux-line lattice and a wave-vector-
dependent dynamical matrix. For a particular geometry
of circular driving current distribution and circular pick-
up coil, it is shown that only longitudinal modes contrib-
ute to the measured mutual inductance. The flux rela-
tionships derived for the inductance make this calcula-
tion similar to, although more complicated than, that for
finding the complex permeability of a type-II supercon-
ducting slab with a parallel driving field.’ In the succeed-
ing section, an additional response function is calculated,
namely, the complex film impedance. The present theory
for a two-coil mutual inductance method provides a sen-
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sitive technique for measuring superconducting sheet im-
pedances and penetration depth.’

The frequency of the driving current is assumed to be
well below the gap frequency so that pairs of super-
current carriers are not broken. We also assume the
effects of vortex inertia!""!? to be negligible. Such effects
are probably significant only for frequencies near the gap
frequency.!' "' Under these assumptions, a good ap-
proximation to the electrodynamic response of the super-
conducting film is given by the quasi-static London
theory, where a local relation exists between the super-
current density and vector potential'® in the absence of
vortices.

In the following we include the quasiparticle contribu-
tion to the current density by using a two-fluid model.
This feature allows our results to be continuously valid
through the transition temperature, and also in principle
through the upper critical field for high-temperature su-
perconductors. The two-fluid inclusion then allows the
description of eddy currents in the normal state. In this
sense, our treatment generalizes eddy current probes to
the superconducting state. Since such probes have found
valuable applications in nondestructive evaluation of met-
als'® we may expect similar applications for type-II su-
perconducting films.!” In fact, measurements of high-T,
film transition temperature and critical current density
have been made in a contactless way with these pro-
cedures.!” Especially since high-T, film preparation and
processing have been constantly changing and the materi-
al properties are not always easily reproducible, nondes-
tructive testing of the films is a desirable method.

An important early work on analytical solutions for
eddy-current problems in axially symmetric geometry is
that of Dodd and Deeds.'® Our normal-state mutual in-
ductance expression involving integrals of first-order
Bessel functions corresponds to what would be derived
from the solution for the magnetic field in planar
geometry by Dodd and Deeds.

An analysis of sheet impedance based on an integral
equation linking the total vector potential and sheet
current density was used in Refs. 5-7. A numerical solu-
tion of this equation gives the complex mutual induc-
tance and sheet impedance. The response of a vortex lat-
tice was considered as well as the possibility of a

dy/2

o
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-dy/2

FIG. 1. Sketch of the film geometry studied in this paper.
The superconducting film (crosshatched) is in the region
|zl < d; /2, and the external drive coil is in the space z > z,,.
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Kosterlitz—Thouless-type transition.””’. Another ap-

proach to the electromagnetic response of thin-film su-
perconductors was used in Ref. 18. There, an analysis
based on the BCS electrodynamical kernel was developed
for calculating the surface impedance. The wave-vector
dependence of the microwave-superconductor interaction
was examined by variation of the film thickness and mean
free path. The dominant wavelengths for the BCS kernel
were of the order of the coherence length, whereas here
they are either of the order of the London penetration
depth or of macroscopic size. The vortex response was
not included in the analysis of Ref. 18.

II. MEISSNER-RESPONSE CURRENTS IN
AND FIELDS ABOUT A SUPERCONDUCTING FILM
DUE TO A DISTRIBUTION
OF PARALLEL DRIVING CURRENTS

For specificity, we consider the following geometry (see
Fig. 1). The superconducting film of thickness d is cen-
tered on the xy plane. The film, with surfaces at
z=1=d;/2, is taken to extend infinitely in the x and y
directions. The external drive currents are assumed to be
confined to the semi-infinite region of space z 2z,
>d;/2. The regions d;/2=<z <z, above and z < —d,/2
below the film are current-free.

We consider a single frequency component of the ac
driving current, given by

¥ (r,0)=T(p,z)e "1, 2.1

where p=%x +§y. The currents are assumed to flow
parallel to the xy plane; Z-Jy(p,z)=0. We are initially in-
terested in the electromagnetic behavior of the supercon-
ductor in the Meissner state. This will be useful as a
starting point when vortices are introduced. The pertur-
bations in the fields and current densities due to moving
vortices will be taken up in Sec. IV.

Here we derive general results for an external current
distribution flowing parallel to the film. The external
currents generate a magnetic field, which is screened by
the superconducting film. It is desired to calculate the to-
tal (or net) current density in the film, from which the
Lorentz force on vortices can be obtained, together with
the magnetic field throughout all space. Since the film is
assumed to be of infinite extent in two dimensions (2D), a
Fourier transform approach to finding the current densi-
ty and vector potential is advantageous. We employ the
2D Fourier transforms defined as

—= d’q iq-
fip,2)= [ oy [@2)e's?, (2.22)
f(q,z)= fdzp f(p,z)e 9P . (2.2b)

We use the usual convention in which the argument p or
q distinguishes a function from its Fourier transform.
Because of the parallel driving current distribution as-
sumption, Jy,(q,z)=0. In addition, from

V-Jop,z)=0 2.3

we have, by taking the Fourier transform,
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Jo(q,2)=q,J,(q,2) , 2.4)

where q, =ZX{ is the transverse wave vector. (The vec-
tors Z, G, and q, form an orthonormal triad used hence-
forth.) We will see that relation (2.3) implies that the
magnetic field can be described by a transverse potential.
In the following A denotes the field-dependent penetra-
tion depth! and A=2A%/d ¢ denotes the 2D screening
length appropriate for thin films.!%2%2!

A. Image fields

When the film is very thick, an excellent approxima-
tion to the fields is provided by the method of images. In
the limit of df >>A and z, >>A, the magnetic field distri-
bution above the superconductor is given to good approx-
imation by a vector sum ay(p,z)= Ay(p,z)+ Al(p,z) of
the vector potential Ay(p,z) generated by J,(p,z) in the
absence of the superconductor and the image potential
Aq(p,z) generated by an image current density Ji(p,z).
The image current density is given by
Jolp,2)=—1Jo(p,d;—2), i.e., the reflection of Jy(p,z) in
the top surface of the superconductor. By this image
construction, sketched in Fig. 2, the field satisfies the
boundary condition b, =0 at z =d,/2. When the condi-
tions d,>>A and z,>>A do not hold, the screening pro-
duced by the superconductor is less complete, and correc-
tion terms need to be added to a,. We solve for these
terms below after finding a,.

Setting
ay(p,z)= Ay(p,2)+ A(p,2) , (2.5a)
jolpy2)=Jy(p,2) +Ii(p,2) , (2.5b)
and recalling that?*
Ko 3 Jo(r’)
,Z)=—— ! , 2.6
Ayp,z) A d’r =1 (2.6
X

FIG. 2. Sketch of the image construction used to obtain the
vector potential ay(p,z) and corresponding field by(p,z)=V Xa,,
which approximates the Meissner-response field generated
above the superconductor (z >d,/2) by current density distri-
bution Jy(p,z) in the drive coil (z >z,). Several magnetic field
lines generated by Jo(p,z) and the image current density distri-
bution J(p,z)= —Jy(p,d, —z) are shown.
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we have
Jolp's2")
_p')2+(z _21)2]1/2 .
2.7)

“ ’ ’
ao(p,z)=27%fd2p fdz T

By Fourier transforming and using integration results for

Bessel functions®>?* we have
ay(q,z)=q,a,,(q,2) , (2.8a)
where
an(@.2)=2> [ 7 de'jolaz0e ™ L @8
gV —w

In obtaining Eq. (2.8) we have made use of
§0(9,2)=4,j,(q,z), which follows from Eq. (2.4) for the
driving current density J,, and similar relations for the
image current density J} and the sum j,=J,+J{. Equa-
tion (2.8a) shows that the vector potential is transverse,
with the defining Fourier transform property
g-ao(q,z)=0.2* Noting that J,(q,z)=0 for z <z,, we
find that Eq. (2.8b) can be written more explicitly as

e —qlz—df+z’\

I o o
"Of‘q'z’=2—2fzo dz'Jo,(q,z")(e ~97 71— )

(2.8¢)
where z de/Z.

B. Correction fields

As noted above, for arbitrary values of d r and z,, the
vector potential (2.5a) needs to be modified to account for
the incomplete screening of the superconductor. In the
region z 2 d, /2 we take the vector potential to be

a.(p,z)=ayp,z)t+ap,z), (2.9)

where ay(p,z) is the vector potential generated by the
driving current J, and its image J), and the function
a|(p,z) is to be determined. Because a, includes the
effects of the driving current density and a, is transverse,
a,(p,z) satisfies the Laplace equation in the region above
the film. Using the 2D Fourier transform (2.2) we then
obtain the differential equation

a2
—¢’+— |a)(q,2)=0. (2.10)

0z

Choosing the solution which decays as z— «, we can
write

a(q,2)=q,a,(qe ° 2.11)

For fields within the superconducting film, we use the
subscript f. The vector potential in the film is a;, and
the local magnetic induction in the film is b,=VXa,.
At low frequencies and temperatures the response of the
film is almost purely inductive, and the fields may be as-
sumed to obey the London equation, where spatial varia-
tion of the fields is governed by a real penetration depth
A. At higher frequencies and temperatures, however, dis-
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sipation from excited quasiparticles (the normal fluid)
gives rise to an imaginary part of the penetration depth.
We approximate this effect by using the two-fluid model,
in which the total electrical current density is expressed
as jr=js +js,, where the superfluid component obeys
j fsz—af/yo)»z and the normal-fluid component obeys
ifn=0,r€s. The conductivity of the normal fluid o,/
can be modeled as o,,=(T/T, o, at temperatures T
below T,, where o, is the normal-state conductivity.
Combining these equations using Ampere’s law
(1oj =V Xb) and Faraday’s law (e, = —a,=iwa,), and
taking the Fourier transform, we obtain

2
_q2+_a_

— (2.12)
¥4

af(q,z)=112—af(q,z) ,

where A 2=A"2—2i8,7 and 8),=2/powo,; is the
normal-fluid skin depth. At very low temperature, the
complex penetration depth A, reduces to the London
penetration depth A, while for T— T ,,(H) or B—B_,(T),
the upper critical field, A(B,T)  diverges,
8,7 —8,=(2/pwo,)'’?, and the normal-state value
A,—(1+10)8, /2 is obtained. [Here T ,(H) is the field-
dependent transition temperature and 8, =(2 /w0 ,)!"?
is the normal-state skin depth.] Once the normal state is
attained, our results describe the response of induced
eddy currents in the film. The solution of Eq. (2.12) may
be written as

a,(q,z)=4q,[as,(q)sinh Qz +ay,(q)cosh Qz] , (2.13)

where Q =(g%+A, %2

In the region below the superconductor, z < —d /2,
the vector potential is a _(p,z), which satisfies Laplace’s
equation. Then a_ satisfies an equation of the form
(2.10), so that

q(z +df/2) )

a_(q,z)=q,a ., (qle (2.14)

By applying boundary conditions at the film surfaces,
we can evaluate the g-dependent coefficients ay,, ay,,
asy,and a .,. We require the continuity of both the vec-
tor potential and magnetic field at the planes z ==d, /2.
Enforcing the continuity of the (2D) Fourier transforms
of these two functions provides the four needed equa-
tions. For reference, we here give the form of the Fourier
transform of the magnetic field in each of the three re-
gions: above, in, and below the superconductor.

Above the superconductor, we have the field
b.(p,z)=Dby(p,z)+b(p,z), where b=V Xayp,z) and
b, =V Xa(p,z). Using Egs. (2.8¢c) and (2.11) and Fourier
transforming, we have

bo(q,2)=Qby(q,2) +2b(,(q,2) , (2.15)
where
Ho po,, ,
bo,(q,z)=—-2—fz(J dz'Jy(q,z')
X(e_q[z'_z)+e_q(z'—df+z))
(2.16a)
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boz(q,z)=f‘21'fZ:dz'Jo,(q,z')(e—q‘1‘~z>—e‘“""“f+”),
(2.16b)
[note that by, (q,d,/2)=0] and
b,(q,2)=8b,(q,2)+2b,,(q,2) (2.17)
where
by(a,2)=qa,(qe U, (2.18a)
by(a,2)=iga,(qe *° . (2.18b)

Inside the superconductor we have, using Eq. (2.13),

b;(q,2)=qbs(q,2)+2b,(q,2) , (2.19)
where
b;,(q,z)=—Q[a,(q)cosh Qz +ay.,(q)sinh Qz] ,
(2.20a)
by (q,z)=iq[ay,(q)sinh Qz +ay.,(q)cosh Qz] . (2.20Db)

Below the superconductor we have, using Eq. (2.14),

b_(q,z)=qb ,(q,2)+2b _,(q,2) , (2.21)
where

b_az)=—qga_ (@’ ¥, (2.222)

b.,(q,2)=iga_,(qe’ . (2.22b)

In order to enforce continuity, we apply equations
(2.5a), (2.9), (2.11), (2.13), and (2.14) for the vector poten-
tial and Egs. (2.15), (2.17), (2.19), and (2.21) for the mag-
netic field at z==1d, /2. In writing the solution for the
coeflicients we define

a(q)z?fwdz’JO,(q,z')e Ty (2.23)
20
We then have
0. =2 1+(q/Q)tanh Qd, (2242
Y2 |1+((Q%+¢)/2gQltanh 0d, |1
— qalq)/2
V= G osh(Qd, /2) +q sinh(Qd, /2) ° (2.24b)
_ qa(q)/2
afCt(q) 0 sinh(Qdf/2)+q COSh(Qdf/2) , (2.24¢)
_a(q) sech Qd,
a(q)= ) 3 .
2 {1+[(Q*+¢%)/29Q Jtanh Qd }
(2.24d)

In the limit of vanishing London penetration depth A,
where Q — o, we have ay,, 4y, az,, a .,—0. This pro-
vides a partial check on the solution for the correction
fields. The expressions (2.24) completely specify the vec-
tor potential for all values of z, as well as for all values of
ds, z5, and A, We have therefore solved for all the
Meissner-response fields everywhere as generated by the
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driving currents J,(r, t).

Note that, in performing this calculation, we also have
solved for the fields everywhere when the film is normal
and the currents in the film are induced eddy currents.
We have only to set A= and §,,=3§,, in the expression
for A, such that Q =(¢?—2i6,?)"/? in Egs. (2.24), where
82 =2/ugwo, for nonmagnetic normal metals. (For
strongly magnetic metals with magnetic permeability
u>>1, we must use the expression 82 =2 /uuwo,.)

C. Current density and net Lorentz force

We next solve for the induced current density in the
film j, in preparation for a calculation of the force per
unit length on a vortex arising from the interaction with
J,(r,t). Writing the London equation in Fourier space
we have

(2.25)

where a, is given by Eqgs. (2.13), (2.24b), and (2.24¢). Let-
J

if(@,2)=—(1/ul)as(q,2) ,

d2 ’ ® ’ o -
L% [, e 2 X oS ) a(gre !
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ting the surface current be
d;/2

K, (p)= fwdf/zdz irlp,2), (2.26)

we find that the electromagnetic force on a vortex at p
arising from the Meissner currents induced by driving

currents is
F,(p)=K/(p)X¢,, (2.27)

where @ is the flux quantum. By Fourier transformation
we obtain

F,(qQ)=—(do/uolgalq)f(q)f2(q)q ,

where a(q) is given in Eq. (2.23) and the functions f, and
[, are defined by

fil@=07*,

(2.28)

In the case of a thick film, where d, >> |4, [, we have f,(g)f,(q)—(Q —q)/Q.

III. CURRENTS AND FIELDS NEAR
A SUPERCONDUCTING FILM GENERATED
BY AN OSCILLATING DIPOLE

To demonstrate how this method can be applied, we
now specialize the results of the previous sections to a
certain driving current density distribution J,. We con-
sider the case of a single-turn coil of radius R, parallel to
the superconducting film. The coil is located in the plane
z=z,4, such that z,=d,/2+D,. We further assume a
single-turn pickup coil of radius R, is located a distance
Dp from the bottom surface of the film, i.e., in the plane
z,=—d;/2—D, (Fig. 3). We easily can obtain the vec-
tor potential, from which the magnetic field, current den-
sity in the film, and Lorentz force on a vortex can be de-
rived. These results are to be used later for finding the
mutual inductance between the driver coil and the pickup
coil located below a superconducting film that contains

FIG. 3. Geometry of two-coil mutual inductance
configuration considered in Secs. III and V. The drive coil in
the plane z =d,/2+ D, has radius R, and the pickup coil in the
plane z = —d;/2— D, has radius R,,.

(2.29)

fal@)=[1+(g/Q)coth(Qd,/2)]"" .
We then have in real space

A it e (2.30)
I
vortices.

The current density in the coil is

¥, (r,0)=Jy(p,z)e """, (3.1)
where

Jo(p,2)=¢I8(p—R,)8(z —z,) . (3.2)
Its 2D Fourier transform is?2

Jy(q,2)=q,J,(¢,2) , (3.3)
where

Joilg,z)=—2miJ | (qR;)IR ;8(z —z,) . (3.4)

(Here J, is the first-order Bessel function.”?) The quanti-
ty a(q) of Eq. (2.23) furnishes both the vector potential
via Eq. (2.24) and the Fourier transform of the Lorentz
force on a vortex in the film via Eq. (2.28). For the
current distribution (3.2) we have

alg)=—i(2mugIR, /q)] (gR e % . (3.5)

We note that expressions such as (3.4) and (3.5) consider-
ably simplify when the radius of the drive coil becomes
very small. For instance, using J,(x)—x /2 as x —0,%
we have

alg)~—ipgme "¢, (3.6)

where m =7R2I is the magnetic dipole moment of the
driver loop. Thus the important wave vectors introduced
by the dipole obey 0<¢g <1/D,, where we assume that
D, >>|A,l.

Of interest for finding the magnetic flux through the
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pickup coil is the nature of the field below the film. It is
appropriate to think of the vector potential in this region,
a_(p,z), as the vector potential generated by two current
distributions, that of the original driving dipole and that
of a dipole generated by the induced current distribution
in the film. The currents in the film generate a dipole mo-
ment?*

my=1[ rxjdr. (3.7
From Egs. (2.13) and (2.25) and the London equation we
see that the dipole moment m, has only a z component.
By using Fourier representations, we calculate m, in Ap-
pendix A and show it to be m, = —m. Therefore the in-
duced dipole moment m,= —m exactly. In Appendix B,
we describe the resulting quadrupole character of the
magnetic field at large distances from the film. The quad-
rupole moment is calculated explicitly in both the thin-
and thick-film limits.

In summary, the magnetic field distribution far from
the superconductor is to lowest approximation that of
two opposed dipoles of magnitude m. At large distances,
in both the regions above and below the film, due to can-
cellation from the image dipole and driving dipole, there
remains only a quadrupole field. To lowest approxima-
tion the magnetic field is parallel to the surface.

IV. VORTEX LATTICE RESPONSE
INCLUDING THE EFFECTS OF PINNING

A. Expansion of vortex positions in normal modes

We assume that vortices in the superconducting film
form a 2D lattice. The elastic response of a flux-line lat-
tice is nonlocal in the sense that the interaction force on a
vortex in general depends on the position of all other vor-
tices. Typically the range of the vortex interaction is A,
which we assume satisfies A >>qa, the intervortex spac-
ing. Since the vortex lattice response is nonlocal, the as-
sociated elastic constants are wave vector dependent. To
mathematically treat the nonlocality, we employ an ex-
pansion in Fourier space. We first recall a few facts con-
cerning the normal modes of a flux-line lattice; Ref. 25,
e.g., may be consulted for more detail.

We take u(/,1) to be the average displacement of a vor-
tex whose equilibrium position is at I. Here u can be ob-
tained from an average of the microscopic vortex dis-
placement s over an area of size /2, where l, <l,, <Dy,
I, being a characteristic distance between pinning

P
centers, i.e., u(l,t)=(s(l,t)), . We assume a linear

response for the lattice; the vortex displacements are tak-
en to be small in comparison with a,. We take the pin-
ning force to be characterized by a constant k (Labusch
parameter?®). In general, k depends upon temperature,
vanishing as T'— T,,(H), the field-dependent transition
temperature.

In the harmonic approximation, the interaction energy
between vortices can be written in quadratic form as

V(u)=%Zu(l,t)G(I——I')u(l’,t) ) 4.1)
Lr
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where G (h) is the elastic matrix, with entries given by

2
G—-1=—2Y | =12,

du(Dau, ) |,y W~ 4.2)

The dynamical matrix D(q) is the Fourier transform
over real space lattice vectors of the elastic matrix:

D(q)= 3 G(h)eat . (4.3)
h

Its eigenvectors are the polarization vectors €,(q) which

we employ, with eigenvalues qu:

D(q)%,(q)=D,,&(q) . (4.4)

In the long wavelength limit, the polarizations can be
identified as either transverse (with index p =1) or longi-
tudinal (p =/).** In terms of the basis €,(q) we have

u(l,n=73 e"9%,(q)Q,, (1),

q,p

(4.5)

where Q,, (1) are the normal-mode amplitudes and the
sum on q is over the first Brillouin zone. The explicit in-
verse relation and accompanying orthogonality relations
for the polarization vectors are given in Ref. 25.

B. Vortex dynamics

The phenomenological equation of motion for a vortex
in the film is

du(l,) _

feoull,)—ku(l,1)— 3 GUI=1")(l',t),
3t <

(4.6)

where 7 is the viscous drag coefficient (e.g., Refs. 27 and
28). In writing Eq. (4.6) we ignore the effects of a vortex
inertia term.'"!> The external force per unit length on
the vortex, excluding the viscous drag, pinning, and in-
teraction forces, due to the current in the drive coil, is

fexell,0)=(1/d;)F (I)e ~" . 4.7
By expanding Eq. (4.6) in normal modes we have
104 (1) +(k+Dy,)Q,, ()=f (1) , (4.8)

where the 2D discrete Fourier transform of the external
force per unit length is

fq,,(t)=—11\7 e, (q) FunL0) 4.9)
Here N is the number of vortices, such that N4 ;= 4,
the area of the sample, where 4, is the area of the unit
cell of the flux-line lattice. Whether pinning plays an im-
portant role or not depends upon the g-dependent quanti-
ties D,, /k. Converting the sum in Eq. (4.9) to an integral
gives

fqp(t)z(l/Adf)'G\p(q)'Fd(q)e_i"" .

Now F,(q) is large only for ¢ <R; !, D; ! <<q,5, where
qzp is a Brillouin zone-boundary wave vector (of order
1/ap). For such small ¢’s, ¢€(q)=~q and

(4.10)
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€,(q)=~q,=2Xq. Thus, using Egs. (2.28) and (4.10), w
have

fql( ¢o/,qudf qalq)f(q)f,(qle

and f,,(1)=0. That is, the dipole excites only longitudi-
nal modes of the vortex lattice. (The transverse mode
amplitudes are zero.) The equation of motion for the lon-
gitudinal modes is Eq. (4.8) with the index p =/ This
gives for the longitudinal mode amplitudes

Qu()=fy(t)/(Dy+k—iwn) .

(4.11)

(4.12)

From Egs. (4.5), (4.12), and (4.11), the displacement
field is given by
d’q ia-
u(l,n)= u(q,t)e’d’, 4.13)
f (27)? dre (
where
alq)fi(q)f,(q) .
u(q,0)=— ¢o qalq)fi(q)f,(q oot 4.14)

pods (Dy+rk—ion)

From the vortex continuity equation,?! the density of vor-
tices is perturbed from n, by an amount

Rina(p,t)=—nyV-ulp,1)
— [ -2 5p(qn0e107 4.15)
(27)
where
nq(q,t)=—ingq-ulq,t) . (4.16)

The longitudinal eigenvalue of the dynamical matrix,

accounting only for the electromagnetic interaction,
:10,21
is'™

o¢oq

Dql fl

(4.17)

2
(q)f,(q)
qdffquzq

Equation (4.17) is the form of D, which results from the
interaction energy per unit length U, between two vor-
tices in the film whose cores are treated in the London
limit.!® This limit for the vortex core is suitable for the
present purposes and can be replaced with the
variational-core model'® without difficulty. The interac-
tion force per unit length on a vortex at p due to a vortex

at the origin is®!

giving
folq)=—iqUy(q) . (4.18b)

The Fourier transform of the interaction force per unit
length for a vortex lattice is fi,4(q,t)=n;,4(q,t)f(q).?!
Then expression (4.17) follows from Egs. (4.18b) and
(4.16) and the relations

fina(@1)=—nyq*Uy(qlu(q,)=—D u(q,1)

so that D, =nqq 2Uy(q). A useful approximation for the
10ng1tud1na1 eigenvalue is obtained for g <<|A,| !, where
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_ Bydog 2 1+ 2 1

al o qd; [1+qA,coth(d,/21,)] |’

(4.19a)
which in the thin-film limit becomes
Bodog 2 2 1

Dy=—— 1+ ——— 4.19b
al Lo qd; (1+4qA,) ( )

where A, =2A%/d r is the frequency-dependent 2D
screening length and B,=n,d, is the equilibrium flux
density of the vortex lattice.

V. FLUX IN PICKUP COIL
AND COMPLEX MUTUAL INDUCTANCE

We now wish to calculate the flux, due to the change in
vortex positions, up through a pickup coil, which may be
located either below or above the film. This will provide
the contribution of the moving vortices to the mutual in-
ductance between the driving and pickup coils. Consider
a vortex at the origin. Let av(p,z)=$av¢(p,z) denote the
vector potential generated by this vortex at p and z,
where a,4(p,z) was derived in Ref. 10. By Fourier trans-
forming, we have for z < —df /2

(5.1

au(a,Z)=ﬁ;am(%Z) s

where [Ref. 10, Eq. (12)]
a,(q,2)=—i(¢o/q)f1(q)f>(q)e

The magnetic flux density at p,z from a vortex at the ori-
gin is b,(p,z)=V Xa,(p,z), so that the z component of its
Fourier transform is given by b,,(q,z)=iga,(q,z). As a
consequence of the altered vortex positions in the film,
the z component of the flux density at p,z is

8b,(p,z,0= [ d*p'nipa(p’, )b, (p

q(z +d /2)

(5.2)

_p',Z)

2
= [ @ 0 g, 20 (53
w

The corresponding flux up through a pickup coil below
the film at z =z,= —d/2— D, generated by the moving
vortices is

(5.4a)

— 2
<I>pu(t)—fp<de 0 8b,(p,z,,1) -

By employing the Fourier transforms n;,4(q,t) and
b,,z(q,zp ), Egs. (4.14), (4.16), and (5.2), and an integration
rule for Bessel functions,?>%

_ 27¢oBoIR,R,
pv df
2 2
® (9)f35(g)(gR ) (gR,)
xf dqqfquzq 1q'd 1(gR,
0 D, +k—ion

X g ~4Dg ~iwt (5.4b)
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where D=D;+D,. The net z flux through the pickup
coil is

P, ()= (5.5)

p D)+, (1),
where @, is the contribution from the moving vortices
and ®,; is the straight-through flux generated by the
driver coil but reduced because of the screening effect of
the film. From Eq. (2.22b) we have for the z-flux density
below the film

b_,(p,z)= b_,(q,2) e'dP

dZ
(27
= f ?i;q)_z_iqa<t(q)z)eiq-p .

From Egs. (2.14), (2.23), and (2.24d), we thus have

qA,
M(o)=muoR R, f dq (Tm

In the absence of the film, the mutual inductance can
be obtained by ignoring the vortex contribution and tak-
ing the thin-film screening length A,— . The resulting
integral can be evaluated®? and we obtain?*

D*+Rj+R}
[D>+(R;+R, )2]1/2

My=p, K(k)

—[D*+(R;+R,)*]'E (k) (5.10a)

where K and E are the complete elliptic integrals of the
first and second kind, respectively, and

4R,R,

k= > T (5.10b)
[D +(R;+R,) ]
When R; << D and Rp << D, we have
24,4,

where the coil areas are 4, =mR? and A,=7R,. 2. This is
a result of the driving dipole producing a field of magni-
tude 2m /D? at the site of the pickup coil.

In Eq. (5.9), the quantity 7,,=7/D, can be identified
as the exponential decay time for a longitudinal mode of
wave vector g and 7=1/k is the exponential decay time
of a plucked vortex. In either of the limits k>>D, or
k<<D,, the second integrand of Eq. (5.9) can be
simplified. In the latter case, pinning is negligible, and by
employing the approximation

2Bypoq 1

from Eq. (4.16) for the thin-film limit, it can be seen that

D, =~

e (5.12)
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®,,(t)=mpolRy4R,
x [ “dq sech(Qd)J,(gR;)J,(gR,)
o “TH Q2+q2)/2qQ]tanh(Qdf

Xe e~ (5.7)
For the sake of simplicity, in the remainder of this sec-
tion we assume that the macroscopic lengths R, R s and
D =D, +D, dominate the g dependence of the integrals
of Egs. (5.4b) and (5.7). We also consider only the thin-
film limit d; <<A <<L: we assume that for the important
wave vectors, 0=<qg <1/L, where L is one of the macro-
scopic lengths. Thus, 0=gd, << qk<k/L <1 and
Q=A% fi(g)=1, and fz(q)~(1+qA )~!, where A,
possibly of the size of L. In this approximation, the com-
plex mutual inductance M (), defined via

J1(gR4)J(qR,)e —D4

<l>p(t)=M(cu)Ie_i“" , (5.8)
becomes
0¢0 feodq q Jl(qu)Jl(qRP)e—qD . (5.9)
2mdy (14+gA,)* (Dy+rk—ion)

|
the mutual inductance depends on the frequency in the
combination o /B,,.

If the pickup coil should be located above the film, in
the plane z =z'=d,/2+D,, the flux and mutual induc-
tance can be found similarly. If only the contribution of
the moving vortices is detected, then we require only the
term ®,,(¢). In this case we use the form of the vortex
vector potentlal a, suitable for the space above the film.!°
The result is s1mp1y to modify the distance D in Eq. (5.5)
toD,+D,.

VI. COMPLEX EFFECTIVE RESISTIVITY
AND FILM IMPEDANCE

By knowing the dynamic response of the vortex lattice
in the film, local total response functions can now be cal-
culated. From the total time-dependent electric field, the
complex effective resistivity and film impedance can be
calculated. We show that a local connection exists be-
tween the total electric field and total surface current in
the film, which yields these functions.

The total electric field is given as

eot(psz, 1) =e.(p,z,t) + e 4(p,2,t) , (6.1)

where e,,, is the Meissner response to the external field
and e;,q4 is the response from the vortex motion. The cor-
responding total magnetic flux density is b, =b,, +b;,4
where b, is the flux density generated by the driver
current density but modified by the Meissner response of
the film and b, 4 is the flux density caused by the motion
of the vortices and the departure n;,4 of the vortex densi-
ty in the film from the constant value ny=B,/¢,.
Averaging over the thickness of the film gives
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1 d//2

df apn dz e, (p,z,t)

eoilp,t)=

=e€exlpst) tepng(p,t) . (6.2)

We obtain the electric field in the film from Faraday’s
law

d
3 (6.3)
We introduce the Fourier transform in time for quantities
averaged over the thickness of the film by

fip,=[ ‘;—:f(p,w)e—fw ,

fp,w)= [ dt f(p,n)e" .

elp,z,t)=——alp,z,t) .

(6.4a)

(6.4b)

Then by Fourier transforming the Meissner response in
both space (2D) and time, Eq. (6.3) becomes

€exi(q,0)=ima.(q,w) (6.5)
and the London equation Eq. (2.25) becomes

Jext (@)= —(1/uA2)a, (q, @) , (6.6)
where ;= Jext T Jing 18 the total current density in the

film and a,,, =a,,, +a;,4 is the total vector potential. The
portion of the vector potential generated by the motion of
the vortices, a;, 4, can be found from linear superposition
by using the vector potential for a single vortex in the

film, a;, and the variation in vortex density n;,y. From
the convolution
a;4(p,1) fd p'nina(p’st)aglp—p') , (6.7)
we have
a;4(q,t)=n;4(q,t)an(q) , (6.8)
where
Nina(q,0)=ingq-u(q,0)= —ingqu,(q,w)

as given by Eq. (4.16).

The vector potential for a vortex in the film located at
the origin is'°
(6.9)

ay(p,z)=ay,(p)tay(p,z) .

The “bulk” and ‘“‘surface” contributions in Eq. (6.9) are
given by

ag, (p )=$aob¢(p)=$2¢0f0wdq Ji(gp)f1(@) (6.10a)
a(p,z ¢00s¢ p>2)
=—¢2¢0f0 dg J,(gp)f(q)
X f,(q )M (6.10b)

Qsinh(Qd,/2) ’

where we do not include a variational core-radius param-
eter for the vortex'® in this presentation. The same pro-
cedure for the complex effective resistivity may be fol-
lowed including such a vortex-core-radius parameter.
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The respective 2D Fourier transforms of the “bulk” and
“surface” terms are

a0,(q)=q,a0,,(q)=—0q,(4midy/q)f(q) (6.11a)
and
a,(9,2)=q,805(q,2)
=ﬁ,4vi¢of1(q)f2(q)% (6.11b)
Averaging over the film thickness gives
ay(q)=ay,(q)taylq), (6.12)
where
a0,(q)=0q,a0,,(q)=—q,i(2¢/d ) f1(q)f,(q) . (6.13)
From Egs. (6.11) and (6.13) we obtain
alq)=[—idof1(q)/q][1—qA f1(g)f,(g)]q . (6.14)
Thus, from Faraday’s law e; 4(q,0)=iwa;4(q,») and
Egs. (6.8), (4.18), and (4.12), we have
€ind(q, @)= —iwBodof1(9)[1—9A,f1(q)f>(q)]
X[iext(q,@)/(Dy +Kk—ion)], (6.15)

where we used foy, /(q,0)= j oy ,(q,0)hg.
The current density in the film generated by a vortex at
the origin is'®

Jolps2)=1Jop(p)+ Jos(p,2) (6.16)
where

jos(P)=Bloss ()= B(bo/2muA K (p/A,)  (6.17)
whose 2D Fourier transform is

joz;(q)zazjom(q)=_fizi(d’o/ﬂo)\i)Qfl(q) (6.18)
and jo,(p,2)=—(1/pA2)ag(p,z). [In Eq. (6.17), K, is

the modified Bessel function of the second kind of order
one.??] Equation (6.13) can be used to find the Fourier
transform of jj, averaged over the film thickness.

We obtain the current density generated by the motion
of the vortices from

Jinalp )= [ d%'ni4(p",)iop—p") (6.19)
giving
Jina(Q, @) =n,n4(q,0)jo(q) , (6.20)

where j,(q)=4q,jo,(q) and from Egs. (6.13) and (6.16),

Jjo:(@Q)=—iD, /Bog. Using Eqgs. (4.12), (4.16), and (6.20)
we obtain

- _ Dql .

Jina(Q, @)= me(q,w) (6.21)
so that jtotzjext+jind is

: _ K—ion .

Jiotl @ @) D +r—iam, Jext(q0) . (6.22)
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To find the complex effective resistivity, we write both
€t and jio in terms of j.,,. Equation (6.15) relates €;,4 to
Jext and Egs. (6.5) and (6.6) give
€er( Q@)= —ifgwAlje,(q,@). The total electric field is
given by Eq. (6.1), which we approximate in the long
wavelength limit ¢ <<|A,|~'. In this limit, using Eq.

(5.12) for D, we have

. k;+k—iom |,
€ot(q,0)=—iw jed(@@) . (6.23)

D, +k—ion

where k;=B,d,/por:. Comparing Egs. (6.22) and (6.23)
we see that we may write

€io(@, @) =pio(@)jior(q, @) (6.24)
where
. ,oti/Tti/T
Protl @)= —ipgoh; ——————— (6.25)

wt+i/T

and 7,=n/k;=2A%/w8},7=n/k. We have introduced
the flux-flow penetration depth, 8% =2B¢y/pnew.” One
can rewrite Eq. (6.25) with the pinning resistivity,
p,=—iwBoby/k,> and the flux-flow resistivity
pr=Bopo/7. Since p,, is independent of q, Eq. (6.24)
gives a local relation between e, and j,,. At high fre-
quencies we have p, (@) =~ —ipwA2, which agrees with
the second London equation, e=uA2(3/31)j. At low
frequencies, where w<<7;,77!, we  have
Pl @)= —ipo@A2(1+AL/A?) where AZL=B,d,/pok is
the square of the Campbell penetration depth.*® In terms
of characteristic lengths we have

8% —2iAL +AE8% /A
8% —2iAg

Protl @)= —ipgwAl, (6.26)

The relation between e, and the total surface current
d./2

Klp,)= [ _{1 f/zdz ot Pr1) (6.27)

gives the film impedance Z (w). By Fourier transforming
in time, we have

eolp,0)=Z (0)K (p,0) . (6.28)

From Eq. (6.24) we have Z (0) =p,,(@)/d,.

VII. SUMMARY

In this paper the dynamics of interacting vortices in a
type-1I superconducting film responding to a distribution
of currents parallel to the film was studied. The induced
current and field distribution in the film were described.
In particular, we described in detail the film dipole mo-
ment induced by a dipole drive coil (see Appendix A).

The present theory provides relevant analytical results
for a typical geometry used in film measurements.’™°
Here the applied rf magnetic field is not entirely parallel
to the film surface. The applied magnetic field was found
and its interaction with vortices, via the Lorentz force,
was determined. The theory for the resulting vortex
response used the vortex structure appropriate to a super-
conducting film. The inclusion of two-fluid effects allows
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the results to hold continuously through the transition
temperature or upper critical field. In this way, earlier
work on eddy-current probes was generalized to the su-
perconducting state.

By means of Fourier transform techniques, we were
able to solve for all of the fields in linear response. The
coupled fields considered include the total current densi-
ty, magnetic and electric fields, vortex displacement, and
vortex density. The nonlocality of vortex interactions
was explicitly taken into account by using an expansion
of the flux-line lattice in normal modes. The theory was
applied to find total local response functions, including
the mutual inductance of two coaxial circular coils and
the film impedance. The determined linear response
functions are complex valued, with, e.g., the imaginary
part of the mutual inductance representing the effect of
dissipation. The real part of the mutual inductance is
connected with the film’s flux exclusion and is highly
dependent on the two-dimensional screening length. We
discussed the situation when pinning is neglected or else
is simply represented as a linear restoring force acting the
same way on each vortex, where only the longitudinal
modes of the vortex lattice contribute to the mutual in-
ductance.

All the above treatment including pinning holds, of
course, only if the vortices do not move beyond the point
where the linear restoring force applies. At large ampli-
tudes the pinning force is no longer linear in the displace-
ment, hysteresis comes into play, and the situation be-
comes more complicated. It is possible that our theory
can be extended to take into account such effects by using
the Bean critical-state model. With this model the mag-
netic field profiles could be determined for a given field
sweep. An important dimensionless parameter in such a
description is then expected to be the ratio of the mi-
crowave field, derived from the driving current density,
to the field that drives the flux front to the middle of the
film.!

We have ignored the thermal activation of vortices
which considerably complicates the vortex dynamics. In
the presence of this effect, both the transverse and longi-
tudinal modes of the vortex lattice will contribute to the
complex response functions.
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APPENDIX A: DIPOLE MOMENT
OF THE INDUCED FILM CURRENT

Here we describe the calculation of the magnetic dipole
moment m, generated by the induced current density j,
flowing in the superconducting film. The driving current
density, Egs. (3.1) and (3.2), produces a field which is
screened by the current density
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jf(p,z)=—(1/p0)»§,)af(p,z) , (A1) that my, =—m.
The above derivation has employed distributions pro-
where a, is given by Egs. (2.13), (2.24b), and (2.24c¢).

Writing Eq. (3.7) explicitly for the film geometry we have
d; /2

m,=1f" | a4z [dlp+22)Xjs(p,2) . (A2)
7

By using the Fourier representation of the film current
density,

2 .
ifp,0)= [ (Zi—w%jf(q,z)e‘q"’ : (A3)

by representing the 2D position vector p as a Fourier
transform,

p= f 2Pq ) (Ada)
= fd ppe 97, (A4b)

and then by integrating over p in Eq. (A2), we have
fz {\f— /zf 2P ¢ Xir(q,2) . (AS)

The singular expressions (A4) are to be interpreted in the
sense of distributions. One means of evaluating them is
to use a convergence factor. Instead, we use

p—,=p;=—i(2m)V,8,(q), (A6)
to write

sy [d%q(v,8,@1%js(qz) . (A7)
mfz 2Z —df/ZZ q q Zq] Jf q,z) -

Using the vector identity

in Eq. (A7) and noting that the first term integrates to
zero by Stokes’ theorem, we have

0 pdp2 dz 1im 2V, X Ao
mfz—zfvd//z qu_l'}ﬂz Jf(qyz) ( )
Since jf(q’z)zatjft(q z), m fz may be written as
df/Z
p=glim [, 4 [qmq, 1. (Al0)

2 40

We employ Egs. (2.25), (2.13), (2.24b), and (2.24¢) for
ip(g,z) so that m,, may be written as

i
lim —
2/107»2 9—0 ¢q aq

mfz= D)

2
qafc,(q)—Q—smh

(A11)

which may be further rewritten in terms of the functions
f, and f, of Eq. (2.29):

2a(g)f1(@)f2(q)] . (A12)

m, =—— lim — 19 —Ilq

sz 2ug ¢—0 q 9q
In evaluating the limit g —0 we use the asymptotic form
(3.6) of alq), valid for small g, which contains the mag-
netic dipole moment m of the driver loop. Thus, we find

portional to the gradient of the Dirac delta function. By
well-known results in functional analysis,3! the two-
dimensional delta function lies in the Sobolev space
H ™ '"¢ for €>0. Therefore the quantity p, lies in the
Sobolev space H 27,

An alternative derlvation of the result m;=—m can
be given by employing the delta function alone. This
derivation also points up the importance of the long
wavelength behavior of the quantities appearing in Eq.
(A12). The following does not assume a thin film, al-
though it readily reduces in that limit. It may therefore
be of benefit to outline this approach.

By using the Fourier representation (A3) in Egs. (A2)
and (A1), integrating over the angular variables and the
thickness of the film, we have

my= =5 ["dpp [ "dg 4’/ \(@)f2(9V (gplale)
Mo =0 0

(A13)
Upon the change of scale v =gA, u =p/A, we have

my,=— 2# S duw? [ Tdo o’ (0 /M) f20 /)
0

XJ(uv)a(v/A) . (A14)

Notice that Egs. (A13) and (A14) involve a divergent in-
tegral for the p (or u) integration. Rather than perform-
ing the u integral with a convergence factor, we use the
technique of introducing a delta function, by way of the
limit

u/2=1im0(1/w)J1(uw) . (A15)
Then m , can be evaluated with the aid of the representa-
tion??

&—”v_i)= Jdu wd (w), (o) (A16)
with p =1 to give
w w
=——1 = la |+ (A17
m= = lim | R | Y e | )
The similarity of Eq. (A17) to Eq. (A12) can be noted.
Taking the indicated limit, using a(0)= —iu,m, we again
arrive at the result m,, = —m.

APPENDIX B: QUADRUPOLAR MAGNETIC FIELD
PRODUCED BY A SUPERCONDUCTING FILM

In this Appendix the magnetic field below the super-
conducting film is first considered. The geometry of the
text is assumed, with the single-turn drive coil located
above the film, as described in Sec. III. Specific results
are obtained in both the thin- and thick-film limits. The
vector potential below the film is

2 .
acpn)=[ (gwq)zuq,z)e'w, (B1)
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where a _(q,z) is given in Egs. (2.14) and (2.24d). In the
dipole approximation, we use Eq. (3.6) for a(q), so that
a .,(q) becomes

a.(qQ)=—(ipg/2me "P[qA,/(1+qA,)]  (B2)

in the thin-film limit d, <<|A,|. Since a .,(¢) depends
only on the magnitude of ¢, the angular integration in
(B1) can be performed, with the result

f dgr-19P7 qJ ‘IP) q(z+df/2 Dd)‘

a(p2)= 1+qA,

(B3)

In the dipole approximation, the important wave num-
bers are those for which 0=¢=<1/D; or
0<qA,<A,/D,;. Thus, as long as we consider wave-
lengths larger than the 2D screening length (gA,<<1)
we may replace g A, by zero in the integrand of Eq. (B3).
The resulting integral may be evaluated (Ref. 23, p. 712)
as
~3pom B(z)p
,Z) = ) B4
a_(p,z)=¢ ar Do [B2(2)+p2]5/2 (B4)
where B(z)=D,; —d/2—z. The magnetic field described
by Eq. (B4), b_ =V Xa_, has components given by

3pom A B(2)[2B4z)—3p?]
ar ° [BAz2)+p*]?
3uom - plp*—48%z2)]
41 w[32(2)+p2]7/2 :

When |z| >>D,, we have, well below the film, far from

b_,(p,z)= R (B5)

b (p,2)= (B6)
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the screening region, B~ —z, and then Egs. (B5) and (B6)
are the same as the magnetic field components derived
from the magnetic potential of a quadrupole moment
Q.=—4mA,,

@ _(p,2)=10 _[(z2—p?/2)/7°], (B7)

where?* the nonzero components of the quadrupole mo-
ment tensor are Q; =0, =—Q33/2=—Q_ /2. Then
the behavior of b_(p,z) for r=(p*+z)!2>>|A | is
given by

(p,2)=—V,(p,z) . (B8)

In the thick-film limit d,<<|A,|, approximating
a_(q,z) in Eq. (2.24d), we find that Eq. (B2) is replaced
by

~df/}»we —qDy )

(qQ)=—2iuymqA e (B9)

Then the results for the vector potential and_t‘iiel/c}lk, Egs.
(B4)-(B6), are modified by a factor of 4A,e 7 “/A,.
In this case the quadrupcllg %oment for the field below
the film, Q . =—16mA_e /" °, is exponentially small as
expected due to the very effective screening of the film.

Similarly, the magnetic field at large distances in the
region above the film can be examined and shown to be
quadrupole in nature. By expanding the leading part of
the vector potential a;, Eq. (2.5a) written in terms of the
drive-coil magnetic moment, in powers of
rs(pz—i-zz)l/ 2 >>D,, the dominant part of the quadru-
pole moment above the film is found to be Q,, =8mD,.
The correction field a;, Eq. (2.11), contributes an addi-
tional quadrupole moment of Q,, =4mA,_,.
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