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Joule heating in the normal-superconductor phase transition in a magnetic field

J. E. Hirsch
Department of Physics, University of California, San Diego, La Jolla, CA 92093-0319

Joule heating is a non-equilibrium dissipative process that occurs in a normal metal when an
electric current flows, in an amount proportional to the metal’s resistance. When it is induced
by eddy currents resulting from a change in magnetic flux, it is also proportional to the rate at
which the magnetic flux changes. Here we show that in the phase transformation between normal
and superconducting states of a metal in a magnetic field, the total amount of Joule heating is
determined by the thermodynamic properties of the system and is independent of the resistivity of
the normal metal. We also show that Joule heating only occurs in the normal region of the material.
The conventional theory of superconductivity however predicts that Joule heating occurs also in the
superconducting region within a London penetration depth of the phase boundary. This implies
that there is a problem with the conventional theory of superconductivity.

PACS numbers:

I. THE PROBLEM

Consider a cylindrical type I superconductor in the
presence of a uniform magnetic field along its axis un-
dergoing a transition from the normal (N) to the super-
conducting (S) state as shown in Fig. 1, or from the
superconducting to the normal state as shown in Fig. 2.
For simplicity we assume cylindrical symmetry through-
out the process. In the superconducting region within
a London penetration depth Ay, of the phase boundary,

FIG. 1: N-S transition. Cylindrical superconductor of unit
height h and radius a << h seen from the top. Magnetic field
H points out of the paper. The phase boundary denoted by
ro(t) is moving outward. In the normal region (dark grey),
and in the superconducting region within a London penetra-
tion depth Az of the phase boundary (light grey) a Faraday
electric field Er pointing counterclockwise exists. .J, and Js
denote normal current and supercurrent respectively. J;, and
J. are hypothesized normal current and additional supercur-
rent near the phase boundary.

FIG. 2 S-N transition. The phase boundary denoted by
ro(t) is moving inward. The Faraday electric field Er and
normal current J, is in opposite direction to Fig. 1, the su-
percurrent Js is in the same direction as in Fig. 1.

of radius r(t), a supercurrent .Js flows that nullifies the
magnetic field in the interior. We will call that region
the ‘boundary layer’ in what follows. A Faraday electric
field Ep exists throughout the normal region r > ro(t)
as well as in the boundary layer during the transition,
that points counterclockwise in the N-S transition and
clockwise in the S-N transition, as shown in the figures.
The Faraday electric field induces a normal current in the
normal region during the transition process, that will dis-
sipate Joule heat.

In this paper we show that the total Joule heat dis-
sipated is independent of the resistivity of the normal
metal and of the rate at which the process occurs, and
depends only on thermodynamic properties of the sys-
tem. To our knowledge, this has not been pointed out in
the literature before. In addition, we show that thermo-
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FIG. 3: N-S transition: states 1 and 1’ are normal and su-
perconducting states on the coexistence curve at temperature
Ti, state 2 is the superconducting state at lower temperature
T>, all in external field H.(T1) = H.(1 — p). The critical field
at temperature Tb is H. = H.(T:2). States 1, 1’, and 2 are
equilibrium states. The supercooled non-equilibrium state 2’
is the normal state for the same temperature and magnetic
field as the equilibrium superconducting state 2. The system
interchanges heat with a heat reservoir at temperature 75

dynamics requires that no Joule heat is dissipated in the
boundary layer during the transition. We point out that
the conventional theory of superconductivity [1] predicts
the existence of such a normal current and associated
Joule heat in the boundary layer. Therefore we conclude
that there is a problem with the conventional theory of
superconductivity. Instead, we point out that the prob-
lem does not arise within the alternative theory of hole
superconductivity [2].

In recent work we have shown that thermodynamic
considerations for a superconductor in a magnetic field
in a process where the temperature is changed between
temperatures, both below T, lead to the same conclusion
regarding the conventional theory of superconductivity
[3]. In other recent work we have shown that considera-
tion of the entropy production associated with transfer of
momentum between electrons and the body during the
transition between normal and superconductings states
also leads to the same conclusion [4].

II. THERMODYNAMICS

We consider first the N-S transition shown in Fig. 3,
i.e. the Meissner effect, in an applied magnetic field
H.(1 —p). Here, H. = H.(T3) and H.(1 — p) = H.(T})
are the critical magnetic fields at temperatures T> and
Ty > Ty, and p > 0. The system is initially in the normal
state denoted by 1, at temperature infinitesimally above
Ti. In the final state 2, at temperature 75, the system
is in the superconducting state with the magnetic field
excluded from its interior. The state 1’ shown in Fig. 3
denotes the system in the superconducting state at tem-
perature infinitesimally below T; with the magnetic field
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FIG. 4: Two routes for the transition between equilibrium
states 1 and 2 in figure 3 (see text). L denotes latent heat.
The state 2’ is a non-equilibrium state where the system is
in the supercooled normal state at temperature 7>, magnetic
field Hc(1 —p).

excluded. The three states 1, 1’ and 2 are equilibrium
states of the system.

Consider the two different routes between the same
initial and final equilibrium states 1 and 2 shown in Fig.
4, denoted by route A and route B.

In route A, the system undergoes the normal-
superconductor (N-S) transition at the coexistence curve
at temperature Tj transferring latent heat L(T}) to a
reservoir at temperature T5. Then, it cools to tempera-
ture T5 transferring additional heat to the reservoir and
coming into thermal equilibrium with it. The transition
proceeds infinitely slowly because it occurs on the coex-
istence curve, and no Joule heat is generated as the mag-
netic field is expelled. The total heat (per unit volume)
transferred to the reservoir is

T
Qa = L(T1)+/ dTC(T). (1)

Ts

Here Cy = C,(T) is the heat capacity of the system in the
superconducting state. The change in entropy of the uni-
verse (system plus reservoir) in this process results from
the transfer of latent heat between the system and the
reservoir at different temperatures during the transition
as well as from the transfer of heat during the cooling of
the system from 77 to Ts:

1 1 g 1 1

In route B, we assume the system in the normal state 1
at temperature Ty is rapidly supercooled to temperature
T> by contact with the heat reservoir while remaining
in the normal state, then undergoes the transition to the
superconducting state while at temperature Ts, expelling
the magnetic field in a finite amount of time hence gen-
erating Joule heat in the process, transferring both the
latent heat and the Joule heat to the reservoir at tem-
perature Th.



The total heat transferred to the reservoir in route B
is then

T
Qp = / ATCo(T) + L(Ty) + Q. 3)

Ts

where (), is the heat capacity of the system in the normal
state and @ is the Joule heat generated in the transi-
tion from the supercooled normal state at temperature
T5 to the superconducting state at temperature 75, which
takes a finite time. The change of entropy of the universe
in route B is due to the transfer of heat between the sys-
tem and the reservoir during cooling of the system in
the normal state, and the generation of Joule heat dur-
ing the transition. Since the latent heat and the Joule
heat are transferred between system and reservoir at the
same temperature 75, this transfer does not change the
entropy of the universe. Hence the change in entropy of
the universe in route B is given by

T
o 1 1. Qy
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It is important to understand that both the final states
of the system and of the reservoir are the same in routes
A and B, whether the ‘reservoir’ is infinite or finite. For
an infinite reservoir its temperature 75 is unchanged, as
assumed here for simplicity. For a finite ‘reservoir’, it
and the system will reach an equilibrium temperature 75,
with Ty < T3 < T3. If the final equilibrium temperatures
in the two routes were to be T3' # T2, it would imply
by conservation of energy that either the system or the
‘reservoir’ have negative heat capacity which is of course
impossible. Because the system and the ‘reservoir’ con-
stitute our ‘universe’, their final equilibrium temperature
and their final states are uniquely defined.

Therefore, since both energy and entropy are functions
of state, we necessarily have that

Qa=Qp (5a)
and
ASuniv,A = ASuniv,B (5b>

From Eq. (5a) , we learn that the Joule heat is given by

Q, = L(Ty) — L(T») +/ " ATICA(T) — Co(T)]  (6a)

T
and from Eq. (5b) we obtain, using Eq. (6a), that

L(Ty)  L(Th) _ /T1 gplGs(T) —

Cn(T)]
T2 Tl Ty T '

(6b)

Since the latent heat is given by L(T) = T(S,(T) —
Ss(T)), where S,, and S; are entropies in the normal and
superconducting states, and Cs ,(T) = T(9S5s,/0T),
Eq. (6b) is true. This demonstrates the consistency of
our approach.
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FIG. 5:  S-N transition: states 2 and 2’ are superconducting
and normal states on the coexistence curve at temperature 7%,
state 1 is the normal state at higher temperature 77, all in
external field H.(T2) = H.(1+4p). The critical field at temper-
ature T4 is H. = H.(T1). States 2, 2, and 1 are equilibrium
states. The superheated non-equilibrium state 1’ is the super-
conducting state for the same temperature and magnetic field
as the equilibrium normal state 1. The system interchanges
heat with a heat reservoir at temperature 77.

From Eq. (6a) we obtain, using these definitions and
integrating by parts that the Joule heat is simply given
by

T
Q= [ ar(s,(1) - s.(1). (7)
Ts

in a process where the system in the normal state is su-
percooled from the equilibrium transition temperature T}
to a lower temperature T5. One way to understand this
result is that when the system is supercooled it accumu-
lates extra entropy by staying in the normal state rela-
tive to what it would have in the superconducting state,
and rids itself of this extra entropy when it undergoes
the transition at the lower temperature by generation of
Joule heat.

In a similar fashion we can analyze the processes in
the superconductor to normal transition shown in Fig.
5: here, route A involves the equilibrium transition be-
tween superconducting state 2 and normal state 2’ at co-
existence, and route B involves superheating the system
in the superconducting state to a non-equilibrium state
17 at temperature 77, then undergoing the transition to
the normal state 1 in a finite amount of time absorbing
latent heat from a reservoir at temperature 77 and gener-
ating Joule heat. The corresponding equations are (here,
Q4 p are the heats absorbed by the system):

T

Qa = L(T3) + /

T>

dTC,(T). (8)

T
9)



T
QB:/ dTC(T) + L(T) - Q;  (10)

Ts
n 1 Qu
ASuni'u,B - ‘/Tz dTCS( )[T - Tl] + Tl (11)

leading through the conditions Eq. (5) to

T
Qs = L(Ty) - L(Ty) + Acmam—awﬂuw
and
L) LT) (T [CuT) — Co(T)]
T — T —/T2 dT—T . (12b)

which are identical to Egs. (6). Therefore, again Eq.
(12b) demonstrates the consistency of our approach also
for superheating. Eq. (12a) implies that also for super-
heating the Joule heat generated is given by the same

Eq. (7)

T
Q= [ ar(s,r) - s.(1) 7)
Ts

in a process where the system in the superconducting
state is superheated to a temperature higher than the co-
existence temperature and then undergoes the transition
to the normal state. This is more difficult to understand
intuitively than for the case of supercooling, but equally
true.

III. CLAUSIUS-CLAPEYRON RELATION AND
JOULE HEAT

We can shed further light on these results by consid-
ering the equation for the coexistence curve H.(T). The
Clausius-Clapeyron equation for a system with thermo-
dynamic variables T', V', P (V=volume, P=pressure) un-
dergoing a first order phase transformation is well known:

dP  L(T)
dT ~ TAV
where L is the latent heat and AV the volume change.
The analogous equation for a superconductor is [5]
dH. L(T)
dT T(M,— M,)

(13)

(14)

where M,, = 0 is the magnetization in the normal state
and M, = —H_./(4m) is the magnetization in the super-
conducting state. From Eq. (14) it follows that

L(T)  H.dH.

T ~  4x dT (15)

hence

H.dH,
CAm dT

Sn(T) = 85(T) = (16)

Replacing in Eq. (7) we find that for both supercooling

and superheating the Joule heat generated in the transi-

tion is given by

0, - H.(Ty)? B H.(Ty)?
’ 8T 8T

which is simply the difference in the condensation free

energies at the lower and the higher temperature.

(17)

IV. ELECTRODYNAMICS

To check our result Eq. (17) we consider the electro-

magnetic energy equation

d H? 5 2 C = = =

dt(87r)_ J-E 47TV (Ex H), (18)
first for the N-S transition, where the system makes the
transition from normal to superconducting in an applied
magnetic field H.(1 — p) = H.(T1) at the supercooled
temperature T>. The left side represents the change in
energy of the electromagnetic field as the magnetic field
is expelled from the body, the first term on the right
side is the work done by the electromagnetic field on cur-
rents in this process, and the second term is the outflow
of electromagnetic energy. Integrating over the volume
of the body V and over time we find for the change in
electromagnetic energy per unit volume

d H 2 H.(Ty)?
— [ & dt—(— e 19
/ / dt 871' 8m (19)
since at the end the initial magnetic field H.(T}) is com-
pletely excluded from the body. From Faraday’s law and
assuming cylindrical symmetry we have for the electric

field generated by the changing magnetic flux at the sur-
face of the cylinder

1 d -
a0l (20)

where a is the radius of the cylinder and ¢(t) is the
magnetic flux throught the cylinder, with ¢(t = 0) =
na’H.(Ty), ¢(t = oo) = 0. Integration of the sec-
ond term on the right in Eq. (18), the energy outflow,
over space and time, converting the volume integral to
an integral over the surface of the cylinder, using that
H = H.(1—p) at the surface of the cylinder independent
of time and Eq. (20) for the electric field at the surface
yields

%/Omdtf(—i)(ﬁxﬁ)-dgz—%. (21)

This gives the total electromagnetic energy flowing out
through the surface of the sample during the transition.

The current J in Eq. (18) flows in the azimuthal di-
rection and is given by the sum of superconducting and
normal currents

E(a,t) = —

J(r) = Js(r) + Jn(r) (22)



where J,(r) flows in the region r < ro(t) and is of appre-
ciable magnitude only within Az of the phase boundary,
where A, is the London penetration depth. 7o(t) is the
radius of the phase boundary at time ¢. It is important
to note the fact that at the superconductor-normal phase
boundary the magnetic field is given by H.(T») = H,, as
indicated in Fig. 1, since there is coexistence of supercon-
ducting and normal phases at that radius [6]. The extra
magnetic field relative to the field at the cylinder surface
is supplied by the current J,, induced by the Faraday field
flowing in the normal region r > ro(t) [6]. Integration of
the second term in Eq. (18) over the superconducting
current yields [7]

_ H(Ty)*

/ dPr / dt(— o (23)

This is because the Faraday field decelerates the super-
current [7] as the phase boundary moves out .
The Joule heat per unit volume generated during the

transition is
1 <L
=_ | dtJ, - E 24
V/'TA (24)

hence from integrating Eq. (18) over space and time
using Egs. (19), (21), (22) and (23) we have
H.(Ty)

H.(T1)? H.(Ty)?

T8t sr Q- 47 (25)
which implies
H.(T»)? H.(T))?
Qy = ()" _ HTh) (26)
s s

identical to the thermodynamic result Eq. (17).

We leave it as a simple exercise for the reader to derive
the same equation for the case of superheating, where the
electromagnetic energy flows into the system through the
surface and the Faraday electric field speeds up rather
than slows down the supercurrent.

V. DIRECT CALCULATION OF THE JOULE
HEAT

We next calculate the Joule heat generated in the pro-
cess shown in Fig. 1 directly, assuming it originates only
from current in the normal region. Ampere’s law and
Faraday’s law in cylindrical geometry yield

oOH 47

o (272)
10 10H
carEr) == oo (27b)

with H = Hz, J = Jb and E = Epf the magnetic
field in the Z direction, current density and electric field

in the azimuthal direction respectively.
conditions are

The boundary

H(r=a)=Hc(1-p) (28a)

H(r=ry) = H.. (28b)

As pointed out by Pippard in his seminal paper [(],
these equations cannot be solved exactly but can be
solved in a power series expansion in p. To lowest or-
der in p we may assume that the magnetic field is H, for
all » > rp, hence the Faraday electric field is given for
r > 19 by

To 7o

FEp(r)=——H, 29

p(r) = 2 (29)

In the normal region r > ry we assume the normal current
Jn, obeys the constitutive relation

Jn(r) = on(r)Ep(r). (30)

We allow the normal conductivity o,, to depend on r for
generality. From Eqs. (30), (29) and (27a) we deduce

oH 4 To .
E = —C—QO'n(’I")7T'0 (31)

and integrating between r = ry and r = a and using Eq.
(28) we obtain

pH, = —TOTOH / (32)

The normal current generates Joule heat per unit volume
at rate given by
ow
ot
Integrating over the volume of the normal metal the rate
of Joule heat generation is, using Eq. (29)

= Jo(r)Ep(r) = on(r)Ep(r)?. (33)

ow “ 73 72
3 070 pp2
5 d’r 5 =27 /TO drroy, (r) o H; (34)

and using Eq. (32) we obtain the simple result

ow 1
—— = —pH?’roryo. 35

ot g PHeloro (35)
Finally, integrating Eq. (35) over time and dividing by
the volume of the cylinder we obtain the Joule heat per
unit volume generated in the normal region during the
entire process:

1 o0 H?
dt()W: :

Qs = P} o o 47Tp (36)
Now from Eq. (26) we have, with H.(T3) = H., H.(T\) =
Hc(l _p)
H? (H.(1-p))? H?
Q= WLZDF Ty ogr) )

81 8w T Arx



in agreement with Eq. (36) to lowest order in p.

We can in fact obtain a more accurate answer by tak-
ing into account the fact that the magnetic field changes
between H. and H.(1 — p) in the region ro < r < a. In
Eq. (33), we replace the normal current in terms of the
magnetic field using Eq. (27a)

ow c OH
o o e (38)

and for the Faraday field we use Eq. (29) replacing H.
by the average field in the region 1o < r < a, H.(1—p/2)

ow CaHTOTOHC(l—g) (39)

ot 4m or r c

from which we obtain integrating over space and time

H2
Qs =7p1-5) (40)

in exact agreement with Eq. (37).

The equality of Eqs. (36) or (40), calculated using
only the current in the normal region, with Eqs. (17)
and (26) obtained from thermodynamics and electrody-
namics, implies that no Joule heat was generated in the
superconducting region in this process. The same result
is obtained by considering the Joule heat generated in
the normal region in the S-N transition in the presence
of magnetic field H.(1+p) = H.(T») (Fig. 5). We discuss
the significance of these results in what follows.

VI. THE MISSING JOULE HEAT

We consider for definiteness the process of supercool-
ing, the same issues arise for superheating. The magnetic
field does not drop to zero discontinuously at the phase
boundary r = rg, rather it decays smoothly as governed
by the London penetration depth. For r < rg London’s
equation applies:

- c -

Js(r,t) = —WA(T, t) (41)

with A the magnetic vector potential, given by (assuming
ro >> Ar) [7]

Alr,t) = HApelm—0)/Aeg, (42)
The magnetic field H=VxAis
H(r) = Heelr=70)/ Az (43)

and the Faraday electric field E(r, t) = —(1/¢)0A(r, t) /0t
is

B(r) = 2 Heel )/, (44)

Within the conventional theory of superconductivity,
at finite temperatures a superconductor can be modeled

approximately as a two-fluid model [8], with normal and
superconducting electrons of density n,, ns = n — ng,,
with n the conduction electron density. ns and n,, de-
pend on temperature. A more detailed treatment using
Bogoliubov quasiparticles as the normal state excitations
would yield equivalent results. The electric field Eq. (44)
will give rise to a normal current

J(r) = oo E(r). (45)

where we have approximately o9 = (n,/n)o,. The pre-
dicted rate of Joule heat generation in the superconduct-
ing region is then

Owg

-2
- = 00B(r)? = 0oL H2ZX O (46)

e

and performing the spatial integral

oW, ow 72
S = dr— = Yo H?. 47
o /rgro oy = T3 ToALH, (47)

Under the assumption that o, is independent of r» we can
integrate Eq. (31) over space and time to obtain

709 a t
—)*[1 4+ 2ln—| = —. 48
()2 + 2t = - (1)
where

2

oG
to = 49
0= "2 (49)

is the total time to expel the magnetic field. For simplic-
ity we can assume 79 ~ a/to in Eq. (47), and performing
the time integral we find for the Joule heat per unit vol-
ume generated in the superconducting region predicted
by the conventional theory:

ow. H2 ago )\L
= [ dPr—=2=—"Lp—"= 50
q / " ot T On G (50)
or
A
¢=4202Lq,. (51)
on @

As one would expect, this Joule heat ¢ is propor-
tional to the London penetration depth A\;. But we saw
in Sects. II-IV that the total Joule heat depends only
on thermodynamic properties and is independent of .
And we saw in Sect. V that the Joule heat generated in
the normal region accounts for the entire Joule heat pre-
dicted by thermodynamics and electrodynamics. There-
fore we conclude that g does not exist. Therefore there
cannot be a normal azimuthal current induced by the
Faraday field in the superconducting region, contrary to
what Eq. (45) says.



VII. OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

There are in fact other reasons for why a normal cur-
rent in the superconducting region cannot exist. The
total current in the superconducting region is fixed by
the fact that it has to nullify the magnetic field in the
deep interior. The supercurrent Js in the superconduct-
ing region is given by
¢

Jo=— Herm0)/Aeg (52)

4WAL

as follows from the London equation Eq. (41), in the
absence of normal current. If a normal current J!, (Eq.
(45)) were to be induced in the boundary layer by the
Faraday field, it would require that an additional super-
current

—

Jo=—1T, (53)

be generated in order not to change the total current,
as indicated schematically in Figs. 1 and 2, so as to
keep the interior magnetic field equal to zero. The total
supercurrent J, + f; would no longer satisfy London’s
equation Eq. (41). This would be in disagreement with
the conventional theory of superconductivity where the
London equation is a consequence of the fact that the
canonical momentum of electrons in the supercurrent is
zero in a simply connected geometry.

Furthermore, consider the energy of the currents. The
kinetic energy of the supercurrent Jg per unit volume is
given by

Me
= WJs(T)Q (54)

K(r)
where m, is the electron mass (we ignore possible differ-
ences between bare and effective mass for simplicity [9]).
The London penetration depth Ap satisfies [1]

1 drnge?

A2 MeC?

(55)

and Eqgs. (52), (54) and (55) yield for the kinetic energy
of the supercurrent at the phase boundary

H2

Ki(ro) 87

(56)

which is the condition for phase equilibrium at the
normal-superconductor boundary, first discussed by H.
London [10]. As electrons condense into the supercon-
ducting state, their condensation energy H?2 /87 provides
precisely the kinetic energy necessary for the electrons to
join the supercurrent at the phase boundary.

Instead, if there is the additional supercurrent Eq.
(53), the total kinetic energy of the supercurrent at the
phase boundary would be different. Consider first the
N-S transition, Fig. 1. The extra supercurrent JZ flows

7

in the same direction as fs, hence the kinetic energy of
the supercurrent would be

2

T (uro) + Sr)P > T (67)

KS(T()) =

In other words, electrons condensing into the supercon-
ducting state would have to acquire a kinetic energy
larger than the condensation energy. That is impossible.
There is no extra energy source to supply the kinetic en-
ergy associated with the extra supercurrent nor with the
normal current J/,. For the S-N transition, the extra su-

percurrent j;’ flows in direction opposite to j;, here the
kinetic energy of the supercurrent would be

2

e (Jy(ro) — T (r0)% < e (58)

Ks(ro) = 2ng 8

Still, the sum of it plus the kinetic energy associated
with J! would not equal the available energy H?2/(87).
Also the lack of symmetry between the supercooled and
superheated situations, contrary to the symmetry found
in the previous sections, indicates that the term J. should
not be in either Eq. (57) or (58), hence that .J, = 0.

VIII. RELATION WITH EARLIER WORK

Note that in our discussion of route A in the cooling
process, Figs. 3 and 4, we computed the entropy change
ASyniv,a, Eq. (2), under the assumption that no Joule
heat is generated when the system is cooled in the super-
conducting state from temperature 77 to 15, states 1’ to
2. We did not make any assumption about the rate at
which this cooling occurs. During this process, the Lon-
don penetration depth decreases and a Faraday electric
field is induced within Az of the surface of the cylinder.
We analyzed that process in ref. [3] and pointed out that
no normal current can be induced by the Faraday field
during that process because that would be incompatible
with thermodynamics. That is consistent with what we
assumed here in Eq. (2), and with what we concluded
in Sects. VI and VII regarding normal current in the
superconducting region within Az, of the phase boundary
where the Faraday field exists: there isn’t any.

Furthermore, within the conventional theory, addi-
tional normal current is generated in the normal region
near the phase boundary to compensate for the momen-
tum acquired or lost by electrons entering or leaving the
superconducting state. We analyzed this in Ref. [4],
where we found that this additional normal current gen-
erates Joule heat given by (per unit volume)

to 2 -
L[ oy He (02 (59

@n = 81 ‘v

wa? Jo T

with ¢ the mean free path, 7 the collision time and vy =
¢/7 the Fermi velocity. The speed of motion of the phase



boundary is given by
pc?

B droproln(a/ro) (60)

7o
Assuming for simplicity that 7y is approximately time
independent, Eq. (59) yields simply

2.
_Hir

- 8 ’UF.

@n (61)

In fact, more detailed arguments [1] taking into account
the distribution in phase space of the dissociating or con-
densing electrons show that @, is larger than Eq. (61)
by a large numerical factor ((8/3)(krAr)), with kp the
Fermi momentum.

In the present context, the important point about the
Joule heat Eq. (61) is that it is proportional to the speed
of the process, 7. 7 is approximately given by

2
. a pc
"o to TOnQ ( )

so in particular it depends on the normal state conductiv-
ity 0, and on the radius of the sample a. Additionally,
@, depends also on vp, the Fermi velocity. However,
according to our results in the earlier sections the to-
tal Joule heat @ is independent of all those variables.
This confirms the conclusion already reached in Ref. [4]
that the prediction of the conventional theory that nor-
mal current is generated in the process where electrons
go from the normal to the superconducting state or from
the superconducting to the normal state to satisfy mo-
mentum conservation [11], cannot be correct.

IX. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

We have calculated the Joule heat per unit volume that
is generated when a normal metal expels a magnetic field
in the transition to the superconducting state, and when
a superconductor goes normal in the presence of a mag-
netic field. We have found from purely thermodynamic
considerations that the Joule heat takes the same simple
form in both cases, Eq. (7) or equivalently Eq. (17), inde-
pendent of the normal state conductivity and of the time
that the process takes. This result was corroborated by
a calculation using purely electrodynamic considerations,
Eq. (26). To our knowledge, the fact that the Joule heat
in these transitions is simply related to thermodynamic
properties has not been pointed out before.

At first sight the result may seem counterintuitive. It
follows from the fact that the time the process takes
is proportional to the normal state conductivity oy, as
given by Eq. (49). For large o, the process occurs very
slowly and the Faraday field is very small, for small o,
the process is fast and the Faraday field is large, but the
total Joule heat generated is the same in all cases. The
physical reason that the process is slow if the normal

state conductivity is large is the following: what limits
the speed of the process is that the magnetic field at the
phase boundary is exactly H.. The role of the current
in the normal region in the cooling process is to generate
the extra magnetic field (pH.) to increase the magnetic
field from its value at the cylinder surface to its value at
the phase boundary, or in the heating process to reduce
the applied magnetic field from its value at the cylinder
surface by (pH.). If the process proceeds too fast, the
induced normal current would produce a magnetic field
at the phase boundary larger than H. in the cooling pro-
cess or smaller than H. in the heating process, reversing
the direction of the process.

Note however that the rate at which we cool from state
1’ to state 2 in route A is not determined by o,, but
rather by the conditions of the experiment, as discussed
in ref. [3]. The conventional theory would predict that
the Joule heat generated in that process varies with the
cooling rate, while in fact no Joule heat can be gener-
ated in this process independent of the cooling rate to be
consistent with thermodynamics [3].

We then showed by direct calculation that the Joule
heat predicted by thermodynamics results from the nor-
mal current induced by the Faraday electric field in the
normal region only. However, an induced Faraday elec-
tric field necessarily exists close to the phase boundary
in the superconducting region during these processes.
Within the conventional theory of superconductivity this
electric field will both affect superfluid and normal elec-
trons (i.e. Bogoliubov quasiparticles). For the superfluid
electrons, in the cooling process the Faraday field slows
them down so that as the phase boundary moves fur-
ther out and they become part of the interior their veloc-
ity slows to zero, in the heating process it speeds them
up so that as the phase boundary moves in the velocity
reaches the value necessary to generate the current Js
at the boundary, as shown in [7]. For the normal elec-
trons, the Faraday field will generate a normal current
and associated Joule heat Eq. (51) within the conven-
tional theory, in an amount proportional to the London
penetration depth Az. But this is impossible, since all
the Joule heat allowed by thermodynamics as well as by
electrodynamics is generated in the normal region, and
in addition is independent of Aj,.

Therefore, within the conventional theory, two super-
conductors with the same thermodynamic properties but
different transport properties would dissipate different
amounts of Joule heat in the same thermodynamic pro-
cess. For example, if one of them had more impurities
it could have a much larger London penetration depth
[1] with little or no change in its thermodynamic prop-
erties, hence a much larger boundary layer where Joule
heat would be dissipated according to the conventional
theory, in contradiction with thermodynamics.

In addition, we pointed out in Sect. VIII that within
the conventional theory the need to conserve momen-
tum in the process of conversion between superfluid and
normal electrons generates additional Joule heat and en-



tropy [4] per unit volume, in an amount that depends on
70,4, v, kp, A\, 0p: the speed of the process, the radius
of the sample, the Fermi velocity, the Fermi momentum,
the London penetration depth, and the normal state con-
ductivity, six different variables, of which at most one can
be expressed in terms of the others. Yet the total Joule
heat Eq. (7) does not depend on any of these variables.

We conclude from these considerations that there is a
problem with the conventional theory of superconductiv-
ity. The Faraday electric field does not induce a normal
current in the superconducting region in these processes,
contrary to what the conventional theory of supercon-
ductivity predicts [1]. We reached the same conclusion
in recent work where we considered processes where the
temperature changes always below T: in such processes a
Faraday electric field exists because the London penetra-
tion depth and consequently the magnetic flux is chang-
ing. What these processes have in common with the
ones discussed in this paper is that the density of su-
perfluid electrons is changing. We conclude that in such
situations the resulting electric field does not generate
a normal current, contrary to situations where an elec-
tric field is produced by ac currents or electromagnetic
waves, where normal current is known to be generated [8].
Neither is a normal current generated in the process of
normal-superconductor conversion near the interface, as
discussed in Ref. [4], contrary to what the conventional

theory predicts.

In contrast to the conventional theory, within the the-
ory of hole superconductivity [2] there is radial motion
of charge in the normal-superconductor transition in a
magnetic field. We have argued that this is necessary to
explain the process of magnetic field expulsion and how
momentum is transferred from electrons to the body as
a whole in a reversible way to account for momentum
conservation [4, 12]. This physics can also explain the
absence of Joule heat in the boundary layer in the sit-
uation discussed in this paper, as well as the absence
of Joule heat in a process where the temperature be-
low T is changed [3]. Note that a radial normal current
in the presence of an azimuthal electric field does not
give rise to dissipation. This physics also explains the
absence of Joule heat and entropy generation forbidden
by thermodynamics when momentum is transferred be-
tween electrons and the body as a whole as discussed in
[4]. Tt requires the charge carriers in the normal state to

be holes [13].
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