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Abstruct

The angular dependence of the critical magnetic field H¢ in superconductivity
P, films is studied by measuring the attenuation of GH; ultrasonic wave.

In the case of thin films (film thickness small compared to coherence length)
the angular dependence of the critical magnetic field Hc shows good agreement
with an interpolation formula derived by Tinkham.

In thick films exhibiting the surface superconductivity in a magnetic field
parallel to the film the experimantal results deviate from the theory.

These results are discussed on the basis of the Gizburg-Landau theory.



