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The interaction between a moving dislocation and the electrons in a superconductor is
treated theoretically. The results are in qualitative agreement with recent measure-

ments of flow stress in superconductors.

In recent years a number of workers have investigated the motion of dislocations in superconductors.
It has been found that the flow stress®™® and electronic drag coefficient*? both decrease as the materi-
al becomes superconducting. The purpose of this paper is to present a general theoretical treatment
of the interaction between a moving dislocation and the electrons in a superconductor. Most workers
have attempted to analyze their data using a formula suggested by Mason® by analogy with the BCS the-

ory of ultrasonic attenuation,®

I'=2f(A) =2[exp(A/kRT) +1]71,

®

where I is the ratio of the electronic drag on the dislocation in the superconducting state to that in the
normal state and A is the BCS energy-gap function. We will show, however, that this approximation

is valid only for relatively slow dislocation velocities, v;<10 to 102 em/sec. However, several re-
cent experiments!®™'? made at stresses greater than or of the order of the macroscopic yield stress
have directly measured dislocation velocities in the range from 5x10% to 5x10* cm/sec. Additionally,
several indirect determinations of dislocation velocities in metals undergoing plastic deformation give
values in the range from 10% to 5x10* cm/sec.’*"** For such velocities, the frequencies associated
with the dislocation wave packet can become greater than 2A /%, and it is necessary to consider not
only the scattering of Bogoliubov quasiparticles but also processes in which two quasiparticles are
simultaneously created or destroyed with the emission or absorption of a quantum of energy by the dis-

location.

The theory is similar to that used to calculate the attenuation of high-frequency phonons in supercon-
ductors.'® The interaction Hamiltonian in the superconducting state is given by

Hp=H/ +H/?,

where

(2
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HyV =23 0%, A\V0,s eXD(~ 1wzt T s 7,0 7T, 0+ Vi, - X003 YT, o VT4 7, o WFuT sz —vT0T40) ()

and
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Vp,z is the Fourier transform of the dislocation deformation potential, and is given approximately by'3

. [2E§ sing g
Vp,z=t <‘§—> bM‘T",

(5)
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where Ey is the Fermi energy, b is magnitude of the Burgers vector, ¢z is the angle between d and
the Burgers vector,

p=[1+2w,/v,)?], (6)
and v, and v, are the transverse and longitudinal sound-wave velocities. The frequency wgz is given by
wg=qug COSPZ (M

and we have written Eqs. (3) and (4) such that the sums over § extend only over the first and fourth
quadrants in the two-dimensional d space, so that wg is always positive. y" and y are the quasiparti-
cle creation and annihilation operators and u} and v}, are defined by'7:!®

wi =13+ E/EDN, (8)

vi={(1-E2/EDN, 9)
where &3 =7%k%/2m-E and E7, is the energy required to create a quasiparticle of momentum k,

T=(E72 +49, (10)

H,(l) corresponds to processes in which a quasiparticle is scattered from a state of momentum k to
§+c’1 with absorption of momentum { and energy Iwz from the dislocation (and the reverse process).
H,(z) contributes to the attenuation only when wz> 2A/f and describes processes in which a quantum of
dislocation energy Zwyz decays into two quasiparticles of net momentum d (and the reverse processes).

The rate of energy dissipation per unit length of dislocation by these processes is readily calculated

using first-order perturbation theory. Following the techniques of Privorotskii’® and others,'”*!® one
finds
<de> _ (de>(1) +<de> (2)
dt )¢\ dt dt
with
(1)
<d%> =—25233ﬁw3a1(h’w3), (11)
and
dw\®
( - > =T 12B3lwza,(iwy), (12)
where
m?\ |Vpa 2wa
b= 2 _V11Dgl ¥g
B3 <2nﬁ> q ’ (13)
2 ® dE{(E +hwz)E- A2 F(E)—f(E +hwz)}
o, Fwg _ﬁwa A (& +7iw-5)2-A2]”2[E2—A2]1/2 ’ (14)
s oL (Fog=8)gp{(iwg-E)E + AH f(E-hwz)—f(E)} 5
az( wz ——_ﬁw-& A [(ﬁwa—E)Z—Az]1/2[E2—A2]“2 ’ ( )

and f is the distribution function of Eq. (1). «, vanishes unless Zwgz>2A. The rate of energy dissipa-
tion per unit length of dislocation in the normal state is simply*®

aw
<d_td> ~=2g2Bghog (16)
n
Nmo pv 2022
= F ;6 K quBﬂvdZ’ (17)

where N is the conduction electron density, vy is the Fermi velocity, ¢p is the Debye wave vector,
and B, is the electronic drag coefficient in the normal state. Converting the sum over { in Eqs. (11)
and (12) to an integral, introducing a Debye cutoff, and performing a change of variables, one finds
that the ratio of the energy dissipation or drag coefficient in the superconducting to that in the normal
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state for a given temperature and dislocation velocity is
=T, +T, (18)
1 1
= (16/11)f0 dzfo dx x2(1=x?)Y?[a,(Fw,, 2x) + a,(iw, 2x)], (19)

where w,, =qpvy4 is the maximum frequency as-
sociated with the dislocation wave packet. The
equations can be solved exactly only in the cases
Fw,<Aand iw,>A. Forlhw,<A, a,=0, o,
=2f(4), and I'=T, =2f(A). For Ziw,,>A, a,~0,
a,=1, and I'=I',=1. The maximum value of
A(T =0°K) for typical superconductors varies
from about 107° to 10 7% eV and it is clear, as
previously stated, that Eq. (1) holds only for vy
$10 to 10% cm/sec. For larger velocities, the
complete expressions, given by Egs. (19), (14),
and (15), must be treated. The integrals cannot
be solved analytically and were evaluated numer-
ically.*

Figure 1 shows I plotted versus T /T . for vari-
ous values of Zw,,/A,, where w,, =¢gpv, and A, is
the energy gap at T =0. The superconducting
drag coefficient for a particular dislocation ve-
locity and temperature is given by the product of
the appropriate value of I" in Fig. (1) and the nor-
mal-state drag coefficient, B,, given in Eq. (17).
To illustrate the typical shapes of the two compo-
nents of the electron drag ratio, I', and I', are
plotted separately for 7w, /A,=5. It is clear that
even for a moderate value like Ziw,,/A,=1, the
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FIG. 1. Temperature dependence of the ratio of the
total electronic dislocation drag in the superconducting
state to that in the normal state. The dashed curve is
the low-velocity approximation of Eq. (1). For 7w,/
Ay=5, the two components of the drag ratio are shown
separately by the dash-dot curves. Ty arises from
quasiparticle scattering and I'y from processes involv-
ing the creation or annihilation of two quasiparticles.

difference between the complete theory and the
low-velocity approximation is appreciable. As
one goes to higher velocities, it is seen that I
does not fall to zero at any temperature but lev-
els off at a finite and quite sizable value. The
resulting curves are reminiscent of the ampli-
tude dependence observed in ultrasonic attenua-
tion experiments*'®; however, it is more likely
that this effect arises from dislocation break-
away from pinning points,* in view of the relative-
ly small dislocation velocities (10 to 102 cm/sec)
expected for the frequencies and stresses util-
ized in these measurements. Nevertheless, the
ultrasonic problem merits further study, partic-
ularly since the drag coefficient is a function of
dislocation velocity in the superconducting state
and existing theories do not consider this possi-
bility.2

Recently Alers, Buck, and Tittmann' have
studied the flow stress of In at a number of tem-
peratures below T.. They find that a plot of the
difference between the flow stress in the normal
state, oy, and that in the superconducting state,
os, against (T/T.)? is approximately linear. As-
suming that the change in stress arises solely
from the change in electronic drag and that v, is
constant, oy—05=(Bvy/b)(1-T). The latter as-
sumption follows from the view, detailed else-
where,’* that the instantaneous dislocation veloc-
ity is determined by the potential energy gained
when dislocations pass short-range obstacles to
their motion. The instantaneous velocity is the
velocity of importance in present considerations
and may be much larger than the average veloc-
ities normally measured.'* For small changes
in applied stress, the change in this velocity
should be negligible.

All temperature dependence is then contained
in the factor 1-T" which is plotted against (T /T .)?
for several values of fiw,,/A, in Fig. 2. It is
seen that the curves are reasonably linear for
w,,/0,~3 to 10 over the temperature range of
the experiment. The energy gap at T =0°K for In
is about 5.13x107* eV, which gives dislocation
velocities vy =(1.76, 2.93, and 4.11) X10* cm/sec
for Tw,,/A,=3, 5, and 7, respectively. The nor-
mal-state drag coefficients required to produce
reasonable agreement for the data of Alers,
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FIG. 2. Dependence of the normalized difference in
stress between the normal and superconducting states,
1-T, on (T'/T,)? for various values of 7w,,/Ay. The
experimental points shown here and in Fig. 1 are ob-
tained from the data of Alers, Buck, and Tittmann
(Ref. 1) as described in the text.

Buck, and Tittmann with this theory for these
velocities are then B,=(2.31, 3.35, and 3.62)
x107¢ dyn sec/cm? for fiw,,/A,=3, 5, and 7, re-
spectively. The experimental points shown in
Fig. 2 are the values of 1-TI" determined from
the experimental values of oy—0s using these
values of B, and v,. Additionally, we have
shown the experimental values of T for Zw,,/A,
=5 in Fig. 1. While the observed temperature
dependence is in reasonable agreement with the
theory, the deduced values of the normal state
drag coefficient are smaller than those found
from Eq. (17) by roughly a factor of 3 to 5. One
might speculate, therefore, that other compo-
nents of the stress, besides that due to electron-
ic drag, are changed in the transition to the su-
perconducting state. Nevertheless, it seems
likely that most of the temperature dependence
of the stress change is associated with electron-
ic drag.

A more sensitive feature of the theory is indi-
cated by Fig. 3 where we have plotted I vs Zw,,/
A, at various values of T/T .. The variation of
I" with increasing dislocation velocity is marked,
and with the exception of the case T /T, =0, the
curves show a minimum. This feature of the the-
ory could be tested by measuring dislocation ve-
locity as a function of applied stress using stress
pulse techniques!®™'? in a superconductor for
which velocity is proportional to the stress in
the normal state.
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FIG. 3. Dependence of the electronic drag ratio on
the parameter #w,,/A, at various temperatures.

Alers, Buck, and Tittmann® found no detectable
change in o -0 for Pb and In on varying the
strain rate by a factor of 50. However, mea-
sured dislocation velocities in a number of high-
purity close-packed metals,'®™*? including Pb,
are found to be proportional to the applied stress.
A change in strain rate in such materials which
is not accompanied by a proportionate change in
stress must, therefore, be largely accommodat-
ed by a change in mobile dislocation density
rather than in dislocation velocity.

We wish to thank R. W. Whitmore of the U. S.
Steel Research Center Computer Section for val-
uable assistance in the computational phase of
this work.
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Magnetic measurements of superconducting transitions of very pure isotopically sep-
arated bulk samples of Ga and Zn reveal a large “paraconductive” effect. This is con-
trary to the prediction for such systems by Aslamazov and Larkin based on corrections
to first order in the fluctuations in the system. It is suggested that this discrepancy may
be explained by increased electron pair lifetimes due to the absence of isotopic and other
scattering of phonons allowing higher order processes to be significant.

According to the theory of Aslamazov and Lar-
kin (AL),* the electrical conductivity of a super-
conducting material in the normal state increas-
es as the temperature approaches 7. because of
fluctuations in the system (paraconductivity).
This effect can be large for 7-7,.~1073 K in
thin films and whiskers, but for pure bulk type-
I superconductors, appreciable paraconductivity
should be confined to the presently unobservable
temperature range 7-T,~1071% K. The theory
predicts both a magnitude and a temperature de-
pendence for the effect. Measurements on a
variety of thin films? have shown rather good
agreement with the theory for most substances
measured. There were, however, substantial
deviations from the theoretical magnitudes for
measurements on low-resistivity Al films.?3
This Letter presents results of measurements
on pure bulk type-I superconductors which disa-
gree with the present prediction of the theory,
and proposes a mechanism by which these re-

sults, those on similar systems, and the Al film
results may be understood.

In magnetic measurements of the isotope ef-
fect in superconducting Zn* and Ga,% it was ob-
served that some of the samples exhibited broad
superconducting to normal (S-N) transitions in
small magnetic fields. We have found that this
paraconductivity is only observed in metallurgi-
cally and isotopically pure samples and in small
magnetic fields (<1 Oe). We observed measur -
able paraconductivity as much as 60 mK above
the transition. Experimental details of the mea-
surements are found in a previous paper.*

Figure 1 is a composite of S-N transitions of
samples of Ga of relatively high metallurgical
purity. The ordinates are the outputs of a mu-
tual inductance detection system that was nulled
when the samples were normal. Traces I, II,
and III are transitions of Ga™ (99.61% Ga’, 0.39%
Ga®) in 0.00, 0.52, and 1.04 Oe, respectively.
Trace IV is the transition of natural Ga (60.0%
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