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Vortices in a parity-invariant Maxwell-Chern-Simons model
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In this work we propose a parity-invariant Maxwell-Chern-Simons U(1) × U(1) model coupled
with two charged scalar fields in 2+ 1 dimensions, and show that it admits finite-energy topological
vortices. We describe the main features of the model and find explicit numerical solutions for the
equations of motion, considering different sets of parameters and analyzing some interesting partic-
ular regimes. We remark that the structure of the theory follows naturally from the requirement
of parity invariance, a symmetry that is rarely envisaged in the context of Chern-Simons theories.
Another distinctive aspect is that the vortices found here are characterized by two integer numbers.

I. INTRODUCTION

Vortices are ubiquitous in nature, appearing from the
rotating water in a sink to the winds surrounding a tor-
nado. Such configurations can also be found throughout
the physics literature, as illustrated in Refs [1–7]. In field
theory, vortices are defined as solitons and can appear
whenever we have a continuous symmetry that is spon-
taneously broken and a vacuum manifold with a circular
structure, as for example, in a (2+1)-dimensional abelian
gauge theory in the Higgs phase [8].
In this sense, the first appearance of vortices in the lit-

erature was in the context of superconductivity, through
the work of Abrikosov in 1957 [9]. In 1973, Nielsen and
Olesen showed [10] that the Abelian-Higgs (AH) model
in 2+1 dimensions (the relativistic generalization of the
Ginzburg-Landau model) admits finite-energy vortex so-
lutions with a quantized magnetic flux. An exact vor-
tex solution was found by de Vega and Schaposnik in
1976 [11], considering the particular relation between the
couplings for which scalar and vector bosons have the
same mass. The Abrikosov-Nielsen-Olesen (ANO) vortex
described above is electrically neutral and, in fact, it was
shown later by Julia and Zee in 1975 [12] that charged
vortices with finite-energy cannot exist in the AH model.

A very interesting and subtle class of 2+1 topologically
massive gauge theories was introduced in 1982 by Deser,
Jackiw, and Templeton [13, 14], called nowadays Chern-
Simons (CS) theories, after the pioneering work [15] (see
also Refs. [16–19]). The CS term is exclusive of odd-
dimensions, typically P- and T - odd, and topological in
nature. In 2+1 dimensions, it gives a gauge invariant
mass to the gauge field, providing a mass gap that cures
the infrared divergences of these theories, changing dras-
tically their physical content and leading to a quantiza-
tion of the ratio between the CS parameter and the gauge
coupling. Over the years, CS theories have found appli-
cations all around physics, but the most famous break-
through came with the work of Witten [20], about the
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relationship between CS theories and the Jones polyno-
mial. For an introduction to CS physics, see Ref. [21];
for a review of vortices in this context, see Ref. [22].

It is well-known that a CS term has the property of flux
attachment when coupled to matter fields, that is, it re-
lates the electric charge with the magnetic flux. In 1986,
it was shown that finite-energy charged vortices solutions
exist in Abelian [23] and non-abelian [24–26] Higgs mod-
els in the presence of a CS term (see also Ref. [27]); the
existence of quantum charged vortices has been shown
in Ref. [28]. Interestingly enough, charged vortices can
play an important role in condensed matter, for exam-
ple, in the fractional quantum Hall effect [29], high-Tc

superconductors [30], and superfluids [31].

In the pure CS limit, when the Maxwell kinetic term is
absent, peculiar charged vortices were shown to exist [32],
with magnetic field vanishing at the origin, instead of tak-
ing a finite value as usual. An interesting work studying
vortices in a Maxwell-Chern-Simons-Higgs model, inter-
polating between AH model and pure CS-Higgs case was
done in Ref. [33]. Upon choosing a suitable potential, it
was shown in Refs. [34, 35] that it is possible to obtain a
Bogomol’nyi-type [36] energy lower bound with first or-
der equations that describe self-dual topological charged
vortices in the Higgs phase of the Chern-Simons-Higgs
model. We remark that there are non-topological soli-
tons with non-zero flux in the symmetric vacuum [37].
Since Supersymmetry and self-duality are intimately re-
lated [38–41], aN = 2 supersymmetric extension is possi-
ble [42] (see also [43–45]). In Ref. [46] the authors studied
topological and non-topological vortices in self-dual mod-
els with both Maxwell and Chern-Simons terms; for more
details on self-dual CS theories, one can see Ref. [47].
This kind of soliton solutions can also be found in non-
relativistic theories (see, for instance, Refs. [48–51]).

It is usually said that the presence of a CS term nec-
essarily causes the violation of P and T symmetries. Al-
though usually correct, this is not always true. In fact,
it was already pointed out in [13, 14] and later shown by
Hagen [52](see also Ref. [53]), that a gauge and parity-
invariant CS theory can be constructed by essentially
doubling the gauge degrees of freedom and adopting their
respective CS terms with opposite signs. A different ap-
proach was proposed by Del Cima and Miranda [54] a few

http://arxiv.org/abs/2205.10427v3
mailto:wellissonblima@cbpf.br
mailto:pdf321@cbpf.br


2

years ago in the context of graphene physics (see also
Ref. [55]). The authors introduced a parity-preserving
U(1) × U(1) massive quantum electrodynamics (QED)
with two gauge fields having different behaviors under
parity, and a CS term mixing them, a distinctive fea-
ture of the model. Its massless version was studied in
Ref. [56], and it was shown that it exhibits quantum par-
ity conservation at all orders in perturbation theory [57].
Recently, it was shown in Ref. [58], that the massive ver-
sion is ultraviolet finite, that is, exhibits vanishing β-
functions associated to the gauge coupling constants and
CS parameter, and also vanishing anomalous dimensions.
Furthermore, it was shown that the model is parity and
gauge anomaly free at all orders in perturbation theory.

Vortices in this context have already been discussed in
the literature. In Ref. [59], the authors studied vortices
in a U(1)×U(1) CS model coupled with scalar matter ex-
hibiting fractional and mutual statistics. Following this
work, the low energy dynamics of vortices was investi-
gated in [60] (see also [61]), hybrid anyons in [62], and
vortices in a CS theory coupled with fermions in [63].
These works had as a background experiments sugest-
ing parity-invariance in high-Tc superconductors [64–66],
and the subsequent theoretical models agreeing with
them [67–70]. Finally, this subject is also investigated in
the mathematical physics literature [71–73], and interest-
ingly enough, similar models with a mixed CS term find
many applications in condensed matter [74–83].

In the last few years, there have been several contribu-
tions to the literature of vortices, and here we briefly
mention some of them. In Ref. [84], the authors re-
ported a new topological vortex solution in a U(1)×U(1)
Maxwell-Chern-Simons theory. Considering the situation
in which one of the U(1)’s was spontaneously broken,
they obtained a long-range force, protected at the quan-
tum level by the Coleman-Hill theorem [85]. Another
interesting development was achieved in Refs. [86, 87],
where the authors used a systematic expansion in inverse
powers of n to study giant vortices with large topologi-
cal charge, observed experimentally in condensed matter
systems [88–90]. In Ref. [91], the authors considered a
U(1) × U(1), N = 2 supersymmetric model in 2 + 1 di-
mensions, investigating magnetic vortex formation and
discussing applications of it. For some recent develop-
ments on vortex solutions within the gravitational con-
text, see for instance Refs. [92, 93]. Other interesting
recent works can be found in Refs. [94–99].

In this work we propose a parity-invariant Maxwell-
Chern-Simons U(1) × U(1) scalar QED in 2+1 dimen-
sions, in analogy with the fermionic matter case studied
in Ref. [54], and investigate the existence of topological
vortices in the Higgs phase of this model. Although vor-
tices in similar scenarios have already been considered
in the literature, they have been restricted to the pure
CS case. The addition of a Maxwell term, more than
an academic exercise, leads to physically sensible differ-
ences, changing for example the number of propagating
degrees of freedom, the quantization procedure and even

the nature of the vortices themselves. Moreover, the pure
CS limit can in principle be achieved by a suitable choice
of parameters in a Maxwell-CS model, 1 but the converse
is certainly not true. Therefore, this work comes as one
more step towards the description of physical phenom-
ena where charged vortices or anyonic matter may play
an important role while preserving P and T .
This paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II, we

present the model and build the theoretical setup, intro-
ducing its field content, symmetries, and also the scalar
potential we shall be working with. We show how charge
and flux are related in our parity-invariant theory and
present the mass-spectrum around the symmetric vac-
uum of the potential. In Sec. III we discuss general prop-
erties of the topological configurations considered here
such as charge, flux and angular momentum quantiza-
tion due to the boundary conditions, we comment on
the expected asymptotic behavior of the solutions and
we cast the static equations of motion on a more suit-
able form for numerical investigations. We present ex-
plicit vortex solutions in Sec. IV and discuss the main
features of the scalar profiles, electric, g-electric, mag-
netic, and g-magnetic fields, followed by an analysis of
their dependence on the parameters of the theory. We
also evaluate some physical quantities associated with
each solution such as charge, g-charge, fluxes and angu-
lar momentum. The static energy (mass) of solutions and
those with half-integer fluxes are briefly commented. The
analysis of limiting cases (pure Maxwell and pure CS) is
done in Sec. V. Finally, in Sec. VI, we state our conclud-
ing remarks. We use natural units (c = ~ = 1) and the
flat Minkowski metric ηµν = diag(+1,−1,−1), through-
out; for the Levi-Civita tensor, we use the conventions:
ǫ012 = −1, ǫij ≡ ǫ0ij , where Latin indices always refer to
spatial components.

II. THEORETICAL SETUP

Let us propose a parity-invariant Maxwell-Chern-
Simons U(1)A × U(1)a scalar QED in 2+1 dimensions
with Lagrangian given by

L =− 1

4
FµνF

µν − 1

4
fµνf

µν + µǫµνρAµ∂νaρ

+ |Dµφ+|2 + |Dµφ−|2 − V (|φ+|, |φ−|) , (1)

where the covariant derivative with respect to the gauge
group U(1)A ×U(1)a acting on the complex scalar fields
φ+ and φ− is given by

Dµφ± = ∂µφ± + ieAµφ± ± igaµφ±. (2)

In the above expression, e and g are the gauge couplings
associated with the gauge groups U(1)A and U(1)a, re-
spectively, and µ > 0 is the CS parameter. The field

1 In Ref. [100] the author advocates that the pure CS limit does
not describe the large distance limit of the Maxwell-CS model.
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strength tensors are given by Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ and
fµν = ∂µaν − ∂νaµ, respectively. Notice that the scalar
fields have the same charge under U(1)A but opposite
charges under U(1)a. The mass dimensions here are:
[

e2
]

=
[

g2
]

= [µ] = 1 and [Aµ] = [aµ] = [φ±] = 1/2. In
this model, in analogy with the fermionic version studied
in Ref. [54], the gauge field aµ is a pseudo-vector under
parity, and its presence in the mixed CS term is what
allows a CS theory to be parity-invariant.
The Lagrangian presented here is by construction in-

variant under U(1)A × U(1)a gauge transformations:

φ′
±(x) = ei(ρ(x)±ξ(x))φ±(x),

A′
µ(x) = Aµ(x)−

1

e
∂µρ(x),

a′µ(x) = aµ(x) −
1

g
∂µξ(x). (3)

To ensure parity-invariance of this model, the scalar
fields should behave somehow in the same way under
parity as the fermionic matter in Ref. [54]. Thus, we will
extend the parity concept to include a transformation in
the space of fields that swaps the role of φ±:

AP
µ = P ν

µ Aν ,

aPµ = −P ν
µ aν ,

φP
± = η φ∓, (4)

where we have P ν
µ = diag(+ − +), and η is a complex

phase. One can immediately see that, with these trans-
formations, and assuming that a suitable potential V is
chosen, our model is parity-invariant.
The most general renormalizable potential compatible

with the symmetries of the model is

V = m2
(

|φ+|2 + |φ−|2
)

+
M1

2

(

|φ+|4 + |φ−|4
)

+M2|φ+|2|φ−|2 +
g1
3

(

|φ+|6 + |φ−|6
)

+ g2
(

|φ+|2|φ−|4 + |φ−|2|φ+|4
)

, (5)

where the parameters should be carefully chosen in order
to ensure the presence of only stable vacua. It should be
clear that, depending on the parameters, different vacua
structures might appear, which could in principle lead to
the spontaneous breaking of one, both, or none of the
U(1) symmetries. Let us choose the simplest scalar po-
tential that leads to a spontaneously broken but parity-
symmetric vacuum. Thus, we will consider, with λ > 0:

V (φ+, φ−) =
λ

4

(

|φ+|2 − v2
)2

+
λ

4

(

|φ−|2 − v2
)2

. (6)

This is the simplest extension of the Abelian-Higgs po-
tential for the case under study. Taking v 6= 0, it will
clearly induce a non-trivial vacuum expectation value
(VEV) for the scalar fields, putting the theory into the
Higgs phase, where we have 〈|φ±|〉 = v. This potential is

not stable under quantum corrections, but this will not
be an issue, since we are focusing on classical solutions.
An important remark must be made at this point. If

one defines the fields A±
µ = (Aµ ± aµ) /

√
2, the pure

gauge part of the Lagrangian would be rewritten as

L ⊃− 1

4
F+
µνF

µν+ − 1

4
F−
µνF

µν−

+
µ

2
ǫµνρ

(

A+
µ ∂νA

+
ρ −A−

µ ∂νA
−
ρ

)

, (7)

realizing the parity-invariance of the model in a different,
although equivalent, form, as studied in Ref. [52]. The
other part of the Lagrangian in this setting is written as

L ⊃|
(

∂µ + iq1A
+
µ + iq2A

−
µ

)

φ+|2

+|
(

∂µ + iq2A
+
µ + iq1A

−
µ

)

φ−|2 − V (|φ+|, |φ−|) . (8)

In the above expression, one can see that φ+ and
φ− have swapped effective charges, defined as q1 =
(e+ g) /

√
2 and q2 = (e− g) /

√
2. The parity transfor-

mation is realized by A±
µ → P ν

µ A∓
ν and φ± → ηφ∓.

This setup explicitly exhibits the parity-invariance of the
CS sector. It is possible to show that, the on-shell free
fields A+

µ and A−
µ provide the vector representations of

the three-dimensional Poincaré group with spins equal
to +1 and -1 (for µ > 0), respectively, as one can see in
Ref. [101]. In this paper, although, we have chosen to
work with the variables Aµ and aµ for convenience.
The equations of motion following from the Lagrangian

are given by

∂µF
µν + µǫναβ∂αaβ = e

(

Jν
+ + Jν

−

)

,

∂µf
µν + µǫναβ∂αAβ = g

(

Jν
+ − Jν

−

)

,

DµD
µφ± = − dV

dφ∗
±

, (9)

where the currents are Jν
± = i

[

φ∗
±D

νφ± − φ±D
νφ∗

±

]

.
Let us take a look at the peculiar Gauss laws that this

model presents. Define the electric and magnetic fields
associated with the gauge fields Aµ and aµ by Ei = F i0,
B = ǫij∂iAj and ei = f i0, b = ǫij∂iaj , respectively. From
the gauge fields equations of motion, and using ρ± = J0

±:

~∇ · ~E + µb = e (ρ+ + ρ−) ,

~∇ · ~e+ µB = g (ρ+ − ρ−) . (10)

Defining the electric charge Q = e
∫

d2x (ρ+ + ρ−) and
the g-electric charge G = g

∫

d2x (ρ+ − ρ−), and defining
also the magnetic flux as Φ ≡

∫

d2xB and the g-magnetic
flux as χ ≡

∫

d2x b, we obtain upon integration:

Q = µχ, G = µΦ. (11)

That is, the electric charge associated with one gauge
field is proportional to the magnetic flux associated with
the other. It is well-known that there is a flux attachment
caused by the CS term, but in our case this charge-flux
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relation happens between two different gauge fields. This
mutual statistics behavior [53] is a distinctive feature of
this class of models [59], but here we implement the flux
attachment in a parity-invariant way.
The energy-momentum tensor here can be written as

T µν =

(

ηµν
1

4
FαβF

αβ − FµβF ν
β

)

+

(

ηµν
1

4
fαβf

αβ − fµβfν
β

)

+Dµφ∗
+D

νφ+ +Dµφ+D
νφ∗

+ − ηµν |Dαφ+|2

+Dµφ∗
−D

νφ− +Dµφ−D
νφ∗

− − ηµν |Dαφ−|2
+ ηµνV. (12)

The energy functional following from this expression is

E =

∫

d2x

[

1

2

(

~E2 +B2
)

+
1

2

(

~e2 + b2
)

+ V

+|D0φ+|2 + |D0φ−|2 + |Diφ+|2 + |Diφ−|2
]

. (13)

We are interested only in the static regime, i.e., ∂0 ≡ 0.
The vacuum configuration of the system is given by

the absolute minimum of the energy functional, that can
be achieved, for instance, considering φ± = v and Aµ =
aµ = 0. In the unitary gauge we can write φ±(x) =

v + h±(x)/
√
2. The quadratic part of the Lagrangian

here is given by

Lquad = −1

4
FµνF

µν − 1

4
fµνf

µν +
1

2
(∂µh+)

2 +
1

2
(∂µh−)

2

+ 2v2
(

e2AµAµ + g2aµaµ
)

− λv2

2
(h2

+ + h2
−)

+
µ

2
ǫµνρAµ∂νaρ +

µ

2
ǫµνρaµ∂νAρ. (14)

From the above expression we can immediately see that
we have two degenerate massive scalars withmS =

√
λv2.

For the gauge quadratic part we can write

Lquad
gauge =

1

2

(

Aµ aµ
)

Oµν

(

Aν

aν

)

, (15)

where we defined the gauge dynamical operator

Oµν =

(

✷Θµν + 4e2v2ηµν µǫµρν∂ρ
µǫµρν∂ρ ✷Θµν + 4g2v2ηµν

)

. (16)

After some manipulations, from the inverse of Eq. (16),
one can find the dispersion relations p2± = m2

±, where:

m2
± =

1

2
[µ2 + 4v2(e2 + g2)]

± 1

2

√

[µ2 + 4v2(e2 + g2)]
2 − (8v2eg)2. (17)

It should be stressed that the above relation is neces-
sarily real and non-negative, which ensures the absence
of taquions in the model. We can see that the gauge
fields will acquire mass contributions coming from the

Higgs mechanism and also from the CS term. In partic-
ular, in the absence of a CS term (µ = 0), we would
have two massive vector bosons with Me = 2ev and
Mg = 2gv. In the case without spontaneous symme-
try breaking (v = 0), the Higgs mechanism does not take
place and we find only a topological mass given by µ. In
the absence of a Maxwell term, we obtain two copies of
the dispersion relation p2 = 16e2g2v4/µ2, and we have
degenerate gauge boson masses.

III. TOPOLOGICAL CONFIGURATIONS

In order to have finite energy, each non-negative term
in Eq. (13) must asymptote to zero as |~x| = r → ∞.
These asymptotic conditions can be seen as boundary
conditions for the fields at S1

∞ ≡ ∂R
2 (the circle at in-

finity). In particular, the scalar fields must asymptote
to the vacuum manifold, i.e., with a fixed norm on the
space of fields, but with phase freedom. In fact, since
we have φ+ and φ−, there are two phase degrees of
freedom in the asymptotic limit. This give us a map
Φ∞ : S1

∞ → S1 × S1 ≡ U(1) × U(1). Any such map
can be classified by two integers determined by the fun-
damental homotopy group π1

(

S1 × S1
)

≡ Z×Z. There-
fore we conclude that the finite-energy condition implies
an homotopy classification leading to a labeling of the
configurations by two integers.
In the asymptotic limit, we can take φ± → veiω±(θ)

where θ parametrizes the sphere S1
∞, together with Ai →

−∂i (ω+ + ω−) /2e and ai → −∂i (ω+ − ω−) /2g, to en-
sure that the covariant derivatives vanish at spatial in-
finity. To satisfy the remaining asymptotic conditions,
we can take A0, a0 → 0 as well as ∂iA0, ∂ia0 → 0.
Let us define a (m,n)-vortex as a finite-energy static

configuration obeying the boundary conditions stated
above with the particular structure:

φ± → vei(m±n)θ,

Ai → −m

e
∂iθ,

ai → −n

g
∂iθ. (18)

Where, in principle, we demand only that m± n ∈ Z,
allowing m and n to take simultaneously half-integer val-
ues. In the light of the natural doubling of degrees of
freedom necessary to ensure parity invariance, the possi-
bility of half-integer numbers should not be worrisome.
From the equations of motion, we already know that

there is a relation between charges and magnetic fluxes.
But, by definition, Φ =

∫

d2x ǫij∂iAj =
∫

S1
∞

dS r̂i ǫ
ijAj .

Upon using the asymptotic behavior of the gauge field

and the relations θ̂i = ǫij r̂j and ǫijǫjk = −δik, we have,
Φ =

∫

dθ r r̂i ǫ
ij
(

−m
er ǫjk r̂k

)

= 2π
e m. Analogously for χ.

Thus:

Φ =
2π

e
m, χ =

2π

g
n. (19)
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Therefore, we can conclude that besides the magnetic
flux associated with one gauge field being proportional to
the electric charge of the other, they are all topologically
quantized, and can be written as

Q =
2π

g
µn, G =

2π

e
µm. (20)

We propose the following (m,n)-vortex ansatz:

φ± = v F±(r) e
i(m±n)θ,

Ai =
1

er
[A(r) −m] θ̂i,

ai =
1

gr
[a(r) − n] θ̂i,

A0 =
1

er
α(r),

a0 =
1

gr
β(r). (21)

To satisfy the asymptotic conditions, the functions above
must satisfy the following boundary conditions:

F±(∞) = 1, A(∞) = a(∞) = 0. (22)

We impose F±(0) = 0, A(0) = m, a(0) = n, and also
α(0) = β(0) = 0 to avoid a singularity at the origin,
except when m = ±n, because in this case one of the
scalar profiles can take a non-zero value at the origin.
Under a parity transformation in the vortex configura-
tion, we have (m,n) → (−m,n), r → r, θ → −θ − π and
F± → F∓, A → −A, a → a, α → α, β → −β.
The energy density functional, considering this ansatz,

can be written as

ǫ =
1

2e2r2

[

Ȧ2 +
(

α̇− α

r

)2
]

+
1

2g2r2

[

ȧ2 +

(

β̇ − β

r

)2
]

+
λv4

4

[

(F 2
+ − 1)2 + (F 2

− − 1)2
]

+
v2

r2

[

F 2
+ (α+ β)

2
+ F 2

− (α− β)
2
]

+ v2
[

Ḟ 2
+ +

F 2
+

r2
(A+ a)

2
+ Ḟ 2

− +
F 2
−

r2
(A− a)

2

]

. (23)

One can also compute the angular momentum of these
finite-energy static vortex-like configurations, given by

J =

∫

d2x ǫijriT0j. (24)

In general, we can write

T0j = ǫjk
(

EkB + ejb
)

+ 2Re
(

D0φ
∗
+Djφ+ +D0φ

∗
−Djφ−

)

. (25)

Therefore, the angular momentum can be written as a
sum of a contribution Jg coming from the gauge fields

and another, Js from the scalar field sector. Using the
rotationally symmetric ansatz (21), we can write

Re
(

D0φ
∗
±Djφ±

)

=
|φ±|2
r

[eA0 ± ga0] [A± a] θ̂j . (26)

But in the static limit we can write for the charge densi-
ties, ρ± = −2 (eA0 ± ga0) |φ±|2, and thus,

2Re
(

D0φ
∗
+Djφ+ +D0φ

∗
−Djφ−

)

= −1

r
[A (ρ+ + ρ−) + a (ρ+ − ρ−)] θ̂j . (27)

Upon using the Gauss laws (10), we obtain for the scalar
sector contribution:

Js =

∫

d2x

[

A

e
(∇ ·E + µb) +

a

g
(∇ · e+ µB)

]

. (28)

Now, integrating by parts and using the boundary con-
ditions, this expression will give us a contribution that
exactly cancels Jg, and another that is entirely given in
terms of A and a:

Js =

∫

d2x
(

B riE
i + b rie

i
)

− 2πµ

eg
[A(∞)a(∞) −A(0)a(0)] . (29)

Thus, using the ansatz, boundary conditions and equa-
tions of motion, in the static limit we can obtain for the
angular momentum of our (m,n)-vortices:

J =
2πµ

eg
nm =

QG

2πµ
. (30)

We conclude that the angular momentum of these con-
figurations is quantized, proportional to the product of
charges, and fractional, exhibiting an anyonic nature.
Inserting this ansatz in the equations of motion, we ob-

tain differential equations that must be solved in order to
find an explicit solution. From the equations of motion,
we obtain:

α̈− α̇

r
+

α

r2
+ µ

e

g
ȧ =

M2
e

2

[

α∆F 2
+ + β∆F 2

−

]

, (31)

β̈ − β̇

r
+

β

r2
+ µ

g

e
Ȧ =

M2
g

2

[

β∆F 2
+ + α∆F 2

−

]

. (32)

and,

Ä− Ȧ

r
+ µ

e

g

(

β̇ − β

r

)

=
M2

e

2

[

A∆F 2
+ + a∆F 2

−

]

, (33)

ä− ȧ

r
+ µ

g

e

(

α̇− α

r

)

=
M2

g

2

[

a∆F 2
+ +A∆F 2

−

]

, (34)

where we defined ∆F 2
± = F 2

+ ± F 2
−. The first two equa-

tions correspond to the ν = 0 components, and the last
two to the ν = i components. From the scalar sector:

F̈±+
Ḟ±

r
+
F±

r2
[

(α± β)2−(A± a)2
]

=
m2

S

2

(

F 2
± − 1

)

F±.

(35)
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These are the differential equations that we need
to solve considering the boundary conditions given in
Eq. (22) and the initial conditions stated in sequence. We
were not able to find an analytical solution for these equa-
tions, and therefore, in the next section we will present
for numerical solutions considering some particular cases
that represent different possible scenarios.

In the above differential equations, one can note
the appearance of a few mass scales, given by mS =√
λv2, Me = 2ev, Mg = 2gv, and finally, µ. We can in-

troduce the dimensionless coefficients K1 = µ/mS, K2 =
Me/Mg = e/g, andK3 = Me/mS , writing the equations
above using the dimensionless distance x = mS r (the
derivatives from now on are with respect to x), in such a
way that the differential equations can be written:

F̈++
Ḟ+

x
+
F+

x2

[

(α+ β)2 − (A+ a)2
]

=
1

2

(

F 2
+ − 1

)

F+,

F̈−+
Ḟ−

x
+
F−

x2

[

(α− β)2 − (A− a)2
]

=
1

2

(

F 2
− − 1

)

F−,

Ä− Ȧ

x
+K1K2

(

β̇ − β

x

)

=
K2

3

2

[

A∆F 2
+ + a∆F 2

−

]

,

ä− ȧ

x
+

K1

K2

(

α̇− α

x

)

=
K2

3

2K2
2

[

a∆F 2
+ +A∆F 2

−

]

,

α̈− α̇

x
+

α

x2
+K1K2ȧ =

K2
3

2

[

α∆F 2
+ + β∆F 2

−

]

,

β̈ − β̇

x
+

β

x2
+

K1

K2
Ȧ =

K2
3

2K2
2

[

β∆F 2
+ + α∆F 2

−

]

. (36)

Before diving headfirst in the numerical solutions for
these differential equations, we can briefly analyze the
asymptotic behavior of the vortex configurations. In
fact, considering the asymptotic behaviors for the profiles
F± → 1 and A, a, α, β → 0, we can write F± = 1 − F̃±,

A = 0 + Ã, a = 0 + ã, α = 0 + α̃ and β = 0 + β̃, where
all the quantities with tilde are very small for large x. In
this regime, we will consider only first order terms in the
quantities with tilde, neglecting higher orders.

In this approximation, the first two equations in

Eq. (36) become ¨̃F + ˙̃F/x − F̃ = 0, where we already
used the expansion described above and neglected higher
order terms. Notice that this is a modified Bessel equa-
tion, therefore we can write for the asymptotic behavior
of the scalar profiles, F (r) ≈ 1 − CK0(mS r), and con-
clude that the scalar fields will approach their asymptotic
value exponentially with a characteristic decay length
given by the scalar mass. In the same way, we can con-
sider the third and last equations in Eq. (36). Using the
same approximation discussed above, we obtain the fol-

lowing equations: ¨̃A − ˙̃A
x + K1K2

(

˙̃β − β̃
x

)

= K2
3Ã and

¨̃
β −

˙̃β
x + β̃

x2 + K1

K2

˙̃A =
K2

3

K2

2

β̃. These differential equations

lead to the following asymptotic behavior in terms of the

modified Bessel functions of the second kind:

A(r) ≈ C± rK1(m±r),

β(r) ≈ D±K0(m± r). (37)

Therefore, the gauge profiles approach their asymptotic
value exponentially, with a decay length given by the
gauge field masses m±, given in Eq. (17). The question
of whether both m+ and m− are equally valid is a subtle
one (see Refs. [32, 102, 103]), and should be investigated
elsewhere. The same analysis can be done with the re-
maining equations and naturally gives us similar results.

IV. EXPLICIT VORTEX SOLUTIONS

In this section we will exhibit explicit numerical so-
lutions for the differential equations presented in the
last section. The general strategy adopted here is as
follows. We propose to expand the profile functions
F+, F−, A, a, α, β in powers of x around the origin, for
example, A(x) =

∑

k Akx
k. Plugging these expansions

in the above differential equations and using the initial
conditions, we can obtain constraints in the expansion
coefficients. With these expansions near the origin at
hand, we can proceed to search the numerical solutions
that will also satisfy the boundary conditions at infinity
using a shooting method. It is important to note that,
since we have A(0) = m, a(0) = n, we need first of all to
specify which (m, n)-vortex we are trying to find.
In general lines, for the equations and initial conditions

considered here, there are six coefficients to be adjusted;
the others vanish or can be found in terms of these six
and of the mass quotientsKi. Roughly speaking, near the
origin we obtained the following structure of expansions:

F+(x) = f+ x|n+m| + ...,

F−(x) = f− x|n−m| + ...,

A(x) = m+A2x
2+A+x

2|n+m|+2+A−x
2|n−m|+2+...,

a(x) = n+ a2x
2 + a+x

2|n+m|+2 + a−x
2|n−m|+2 +...,

α(x) = α1x+ α+x
2|n+m|+1 + α−x

2|n−m|+1 + ...,

β(x) = β1x+ β+x
2|n+m|+1 + β−x

2|n−m|+1 + ..., (38)

where f+, f−, A2, a2, α1, β1 are free parameters that are
determined for each set of (m,n,K1,K2,K3), in order to
satisfy the asymptotic conditions at infinity.
In the following, we consider some examples represent-

ing distinctive classes of vortices. For each case, we show
explicit numerical solutions and analyze some aspects of
them, stating the relevant parameters for the solution.
In Sec. IVA, we will analyze the situation where one
of the integers is zero, using the case (m = 0, n = 1) as
an example; In Sec. IVB, we investigate the situation
where m and n are equal and non-zero, adopting the
case (m = n = 1) as illustration, and briefly comment-
ing on (m = n = 1/2); In Sec. IVC, we study the case
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Figure 1. Vortex solution for m = 0, n = 1. The scalar profile
F is shown in black, and the gauge profiles a and α in red
and blue, respectively, as functions of x = mS r. The other
profiles are identically zero. The relevant parameters here are:
F1 = 0.58939309, a2 = −0.16046967, α1 = −0.36281397.

where m and n are non-zero and different, using the case
(m = 2, n = 1) as an example, and commenting on the
case (m = 1/2, n = 3/2); Finally, in Sec. IVD, we ana-
lyze solutions obtained with different coefficients Ki.

A. m=0, n=1

Let us focus first on the solutions with m = 0 and
n = 1, since this is the simplest possible scenario. In
this case, we obtain Φ = 0, implying G = 0 and J =
0, but χ = 2π/g, giving Q = 2πµ/g. Thus, we would
be dealing with configurations without magnetic flux, g-
electric charge and angular momentum, but with non-
trivial g-magnetic flux and electric charge.
Following the procedure described in the beginning of

this section, we found a numerical solution for the full
set of differential equations that has the property of giv-
ing equal profiles F+ = F− and identically zero solu-
tions for A = β = 0. This means that, for this simple
(m = 0, n = 1) case, we found a posteriori that only half
of the differential equations are non-trivial, and therefore
in the numerical analysis we only considered these ones
to simplify the analysis. The non-trivial profiles for the
vortex solution are exhibited in Fig. 1.
Given this explicit solution, we can immediately plot

the g-magnetic and electric fields related with this vor-
tex solution, as one can see in Fig. 2. Notice that the
g-magnetic field is finite, non-vanishing, and acquires its
maximum value at the origin. The electric field is zero
at the origin, maximum at a finite distance and vanishes
asymptotically. This is exactly the situation reported in
Ref. [23], where the authors considered an AH model in
the presence of a CS term, and obtained a charged vor-
tex solution. This is not a coincidence, because, although
physically different, mathematically speaking we are in a
similar situation, since we have exactly the same differ-

0 2 4 6 8

-0.1

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

ms r

b

Er

Figure 2. The g-magnetic (in red) and electric (in blue) fields
as functions of x = mS r for the m = 0, n = 1 solution, in
units of g/m2

S and e/m2
S , respectively.

ential equations to be solved. But it should be stressed
that, besides the parity-invariance of the model and dif-
ferent field content (for instance, we have two gauge fields
instead of only one), our vortex solution has zero angular
momentum, instead of a non-zero and fractional value as
reported in Ref. [23]. The charge and g-current densities
display a similar behavior, vanishing at the origin, attain-
ing their maximum value at a finite distance and decay-
ing asymptotically to zero. We remark that an equivalent
situation occurs when we consider the case m = 1, n = 0.
We were not able to find numerical solutions for m = 0

or n = 0 with F+ 6= F− and A 6= 0, β 6= 0. It seems that,
at least in this simple scenario with vanishing m or n,
there is a natural trivialization of a sector. One might
wonder if this trivialization is somehow a consequence of
taking the Ki parameters all equal to 1, since they rep-
resent quotients between mass scales appearing in our
physical system, but it does not seems to be so. In fact,
in Sec. IVD, we will consider a few numerical solutions
for different values of Ki, and in all cases we obtained
similar scalar and gauge profiles, exhibiting the trivial-
ization property reported above.

B. m=n=1

Now, let us search for solutions with m = n = 1. In
this case, looking to Eq. (20) we immediately see that
Q = 2πµ

g and G = 2πµ
e . This vortex has a non-trivial

angular momentum given by J = 2πµ
eg , differently from

the previous solution. We report this vortex in Fig. 3.
Notice that we obtained a posteriori a simplified solu-

tion where A = a, α = β, and F− = 1. For the scalar
profiles, it is important to remember that the exponential
part of φ± involves m ± n. Therefore, the fact that F−

gives us a constant and F+ displays a typical 2-vortex be-
havior is an indication that the true winding numbers are
given by m+n and m−n, instead of m and n separately.



8

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
-0.4

-0.2

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0��

1.0

ms r

F+

F-

A

α

Figure 3. Vortex solution for m = n = 1. The scalar profile
F+ is shown in solid black, F− in dashed black, and the gauge
profiles a and α in red and blue respectively, as functions of
x = mS r. Notice that here we have A = a and α = β. The
relevant parameters here are F+2 = 0.28684863, F−0 = 1,
A2 = a2 = −0.10644717, α1 = β1 = −0.36047370.

One can wonder again whether the trivial behavior of
the gauge profiles is due to the choice of coefficients. Un-
like the previous case, the answer is affirmative, at least
with respect to the variation ofK2 governing the relation-
ship between different gauge couplings. In fact, starting
from the degenerate case and varying K2, the solutions
for profiles A and a as well as α andβ are not degenerate
anymore; however, the scalar profiles do not present any
appreciable qualitative change. Varying K1 and K3, we
will find a behavior similar to the ones described in the
last case, as depicted in Sec. IVD.
Given the solution, we can plot its electric and mag-

netic fields in Fig. 4. The case m = n = 1/2 does not
present any appreciable qualitative change in comparison
with the solution presented here, except by the scalar
profile near the origin, that displays a typical 1-vortex
behavior, and by its lowest value of energy and angular
momentum (J = πµ/2eg). The energy hierarchy of our
solutions will be shortly discussed in the next subsection.

C. m=2, n=1

Finally, we will consider the case m = 2 and n = 1.
Here, we readily obtain Q = 2πµ

g and G = 4πµ
e . Notice

that we also have a non-vanishing angular momentum
given by J = 4πµ

eg . In this case, we expect to see a totally

novel result, since there are no simplifications in conse-
quence of the choice of m and n.

The numerical solution obtained in this case is given in
Fig. 5. As one can see, this time there is no degeneracy
in the profiles, being all of them non-trivial. In the scalar
profiles, notice that F− displays a behavior near the ori-
gin characteristic of a 1-vortex, and F+ of a 3-vortex.

The magnetic and electric fields (as well as the g-
magnetic and g-electric) are shown in Fig. 6. For the

0 1 2 3 4 � 6 �

-0.1

0.0

0.1

0.2

ms r

B

Er

Figure 4. The magnetic (in red) and electric (in blue) fields
as functions of x = mS r for the m = n = 1 solution, in units
of e/m2

S. Notice that here we have B = b and Er = er.

0 1 2 3 4 � 6 �

-���

0.0

���

1.0

1��

2.0

ms r

F+

F-

�

a

α

β

Figure 5. Vortex solution for m = 2, n = 1. The scalar profile
F+ is shown in solid black, F− in dashed black; the gauge
profile A is shown in solid red, a in dashed red; the profile
α is shown in solid blue, β in dashed blue; all of them are
given as functions of x = mS r. The relevant parameters here
are F+3 = 0.07723697, F−1 = 0.66377069, a2 = 0.07718614,
A2 = −0.22754617, α1 = −0.27824800, β1 = −0.68551826.

first time, we observe an oscillating behavior in the elec-
tric and g-magnetic fields, and in particular, we see that
there is a finite distance where they vanish. Since it is not
clear which of the gauge fields (or which combination of
them) describes observable electromagnetic phenomena,
one should be careful before drawing any conclusion.

The case m = 1/2, n = 3/2 does not present any ap-
preciable qualitative change in comparison with the so-
lution presented here, except by the scalar profiles near
the origin, since F+ and F− display a behavior typical of
2-vortex and 1-vortex solutions, respectively.

At this point, armed with all these vortex solutions, we
can discuss their energy densities and highlight the mass
hierarchy between them. Let us first call attention to the
fact that we have been successful in finding finite-energy
configurations, as one can immediately see in Fig. 7.
From these energy densities, defining M(m,n) as the mass
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Figure 6. The magnetic (solid red) and electric (solid blue)
fields in units of e/m2

S; the g-magnetic (dashed red) and g-
electric (dashed blue) fields in units of g/m2

S. All of them as
functions of x = mS r for the m = 2, n = 1 solution.
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n=1/2, m=1/2

n=1, m=0

n=1, m=1

n=3/2, m=1/2

n=1, m=2

Figure 7. The energy density for the (m,n)-vortex solutions
in units of 1/v2 m2

S. In red, (1/2,1/2); in orange, (0,1); in
green, (1,1); in blue, (1/2,3/2); in purple, (2,1).

associated with the (m,n)-vortex, we obtained the follow-
ing mass hierarchy in units of v2 : M(1/2,1/2) ≈ 1.31 <
M(0,1) ≈ 2.27 < M(1,1) ≈ 2.92 < M(1/2,3/2) ≈ 3.87 <
M(2,1) ≈ 5.70. Interestingly enough, one can observe that
M(1/2,1/2)+M(−1/2,1/2) = 2M(1/2,1/2) > M(0,1). Remem-
ber that in the (±1/2, 1/2)-vortex, F± is 1-vortex scalar
profile, while F∓ lies in the vacuum, whereas in the (0, 1)-
vortex both of them are typical 1-vortex scalar profiles.
This suggests that there might be an attraction between
these vortices. However, to truly understand the interac-
tions between these vortices and conclusively assert this,
a more thorough analysis should be done elsewhere, along
the lines presented in Ref. [104], for example.

D. Vortex solutions for different Ki’s

In this section, we investigate the existence of vortex
solutions and their main properties upon varying the co-
efficients Ki. In the following, we will use as a reference
the case K1 = K2 = K3 = 1, already studied in the last
sections, and change each Ki by a factor of two keeping

0 1 2 3 4 5 6

-����

-0.20

-����

-0.10

-����

0.00

ms r

K1=1, K2=1, K3=1

K1=1/2, K2=1, K3=1

K1=2, K2=1, K3=1

K1=1, K2=1/2, K3=1

K1=1, K2=2, K3=1

K1=1, K2=1, K3=1/2

K1=1, K2=1, K3=2

Figure 8. The electric fields associated with m = 0, n = 1
solution in units of e/m2

S for different values of (K1, K2,K3).
In solid green, (1, 1, 1); in solid red, (1/2, 1, 1); in solid blue,
(2, 1, 1); in dashed red, (1, 1/2, 1); in dashed blue, (1, 2, 1); in
dotted red, (1, 1, 1/2); in dotted blue, (1, 1, 2).

the others fixed, to find different vortex solutions and
compare their main features.

Focusing first in the case m = 0, n = 1, the variation
of Ki led to qualitatively similar scalar and gauge pro-
files, and the trivialization property already highlighted
before. As one can see from Fig. 8, the electric field
qualitative behavior is the same for all the values con-
sidered: zero at the origin, attaining a finite non-zero
maximum value at some distance and decaying to zero
at large distances. Notice that by varying K1, there are
only small changes in the profile. By loweringK2, we can
observe a more pronounced decay and an improvement
in its maximum value. On the other hand, by increasing
K3 we observe a sensible increase at the absolute value
of the maximum electric field value, accompanied by a
more pronounced decay and a small shift in the position
where this maximum occur. For the g-magnetic field, the
qualitative behavior is also the same as we vary Ki: at-
tains a finite non-zero maximum value at the origin and
decays monotonically as we increase the distance going
to zero in the asymptotic limit. By increasing K1, we see
that the maximum value of the g-magnetic field dimin-
ishes, and this is compatible with the behavior observed
in Ref. [33]. Lowering K2 or increasing K3, we observe a
strong change in the maximum value of the g-magnetic
field as well as a more pronounced decay as we go far
from the origin. Lowering K1, increasing K2, or lowering
K3, as before, has the opposite effect, cf. Fig. 9.

Proceeding to the m = n = 1 solution, as already
highlighted in the main text, the degeneracy that we have
found is due to the equality of the couplings when K2 =
1. When we depart from this simpler case, we find vortex
solutions with A 6= a and α 6= β, naturally leading to
different magnetic and g-magnetic (as well as electric and
g-electric) fields, as one can see in Fig. 10. Upon varying
K1 and K3, we observed the same behavior as described
in the previous case.

Finally, we remark that in the case m = 2, n = 1 the
variation of the coefficients Ki did not lead to any sub-
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Figure 9. The g-magnetic fields associated with m = 0, n = 1
solution in units of g/m2

S for different values of (K1,K2, K3).
In solid green, (1, 1, 1); in solid red, (1/2, 1, 1); in solid blue,
(2, 1, 1); in dashed red, (1, 1/2, 1); in dashed blue, (1, 2, 1); in
dotted red, (1, 1, 1/2); in dotted blue, (1, 1, 2).
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Figure 10. The magnetic (B), g-magnetic (b), electric (Er)
and g-electric (er) fields associated with the m = n = 1 so-
lutions, for different values of K2. The solid lines refer to B
and Er; the dashed lines refer to b and er. B and b are shown
in the upper part; Er and er are shown in the lower part. In
green, K2 = 1; in red, K2 = 1/2; in blue, K2 = 2.

stantial difference from the cases already discussed here.
For completeness, it would be interesting to analyze what
happens in some limiting cases of this model, for instance,
when the CS terms or the Maxwell terms are absent. This
analysis is done in the next section.

V. VORTICES IN LIMITING CASES

In this section, we study two particular limits of our
model. First, we will briefly address the simpler case in
which we do not have a CS term, that is, µ = 0. From
a practical point of view, this can be achieved by set-
ting K1 = 0, and the conclusions in this part will come
straightforwardly. Notice that this scenario bears resem-
blance to the usual ANO vortex, since this is nothing but
a scalar QED with two gauge fields and two scalars with
different charges.
Second, we will analyze our model in the absence of

Maxwell terms, with the gauge kinetic part given solely
by the CS term. This allows us to solve the Gauss laws
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Figure 11. Vortex solution for m = 0, n = 1 in the pure
Maxwell limit. The scalar profile F is shown in black and the
gauge profile a in red, respectively, as functions of x = mS r.
The other profiles are identically zero.

and write the time components of the gauge fields as
functions of other quantities. This scenario, where the CS
term dominates and the Maxwell terms can be neglected,
could be seen as the low-energy regime of our model.
We remark that the results obtained in this section

could be inferred by looking at the behavior of magnetic
and electric fields when we changed the coefficient K1

while keeping the others coefficients fixed, since this in-
creases (or decreases) the importance of CS parameter
with respect to the other scales of the system. Although
it can give us a hint of what would happen in the limits
considered here, it is important to remark that the pas-
sage from the model considered to the pure CS limit is a
subtle one, as one can see for instance in Ref. [33], which
justifies a separate investigation of the latter.
Now, we briefly state the results for K1 = µ/mS = 0.

We will consider the case m = 0 and n = 1 with
K2 = K3 = 1 for definiteness, but we would have similar
results in the other examples. The vortex solution per se

does not exhibit any appreciable change in the profiles
F and a as one can see in Fig. 11. But now we have
α = 0, and this fact is the most striking difference that
appears in this regime. Since we do not have the CS
Gauss law constraint anymore, the electric field vanishes
and we conclude that the vortex is neutral, as expected.
The g-magnetic field in this regime is stronger in magni-
tude, but exhibit the usual profile, attaining a maximum
at the origin and decaying as we increase x, as one can
see in Fig. 12. This is in accordance with the already
known results (see for example Ref. [33]).
Proceeding to the more interesting scenario in which

we can neglect the Maxwell terms, the Gauss laws con-
straints become much simpler,

µb = e (ρ+ + ρ−) ,

µB = g (ρ+ − ρ−) . (39)

Without Maxwell terms, we are able to obtain A0 and a0
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Figure 12. The g-magnetic field in the pure Maxwell limit, in
units of g/m2

S, as a function of x = mS r. The magnetic field
as well as the electric and g-electric fields are zero here.

directly from the other fields. In fact, we can find:

eA0=Λ
[

eB
(

|φ+|2 − |φ−|2
)

−gb
(

|φ+|2 + |φ−|2
)]

ga0=Λ
[

gb
(

|φ+|2 − |φ−|2
)

−eB
(

|φ+|2 + |φ−|2
)]

, (40)

where we defined Λ ≡ µ/8eg|φ+|2|φ−|2 for convenience.
Plugging the ansatz, and writing in dimensionless vari-
ables using x = mS r and the coefficients Ki as before,
we obtain the following expressions for α and β:

α =
K1K2

2K2
3

1

F 2
+F

2
−

[

ȧ
(

F 2
+ + F 2

−

)

− Ȧ
(

F 2
+ − F 2

−

)

]

,

β =
K1K2

2K2
3

1

F 2
+F

2
−

[

Ȧ
(

F 2
+ + F 2

−

)

− ȧ
(

F 2
+ − F 2

−

)

]

. (41)

Now, we need only to plug these analytic expressions for
α and β in the differential equations (36), ignoring the
contributions coming from the Maxwell terms, and solve
them for given m and n. Notice that we need only to
care about the first four equations, since the last two are
already satisfied when we write α and β as above.
Although this is a legitimate path to be followed, we

simply solved the full set of differential equations in the
absence of Maxwell contributions, without using explic-
itly the CS constraint, stated here only for completeness.
In the following, we will exhibit the solution profiles and
also the electric and magnetic (as well as g-electric and
g-magnetic) fields associated with them. For all of them,
we considered K1 = K2 = K3 = 1 for simplicity.
The solution for the equations of motion in the pure

CS regime for the case m = 0, n = 1 is given in Fig. 13;
the electric and g-magnetic fields are shown in Fig. 14.
Notice that they are zero at the origin, attains their maxi-
mum value at a finite distance and decays asymptotically,
exactly as reported in Ref. [35], for example.
The m = n = 1 case gives very similar results, see

Figs. 15, 16. Remember that we are considering here the
particular case in which K2 = 1 and therefore we have
degenerate solutions, as we already discussed before.
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Figure 13. Vortex solution for m = 0, n = 1 in the pure
CS limit. The scalar profile F is shown in black; the gauge
profiles a and α are shown in red and blue, respectively, as
functions of x = mS r. The other profiles are identically zero.
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Figure 14. The g-magnetic (in red) and electric (in blue) fields
as functions of x = mS r for the m = 0, n = 1 solution in the
pure CS limit, in units of g/m2

S and e/m2
S, respectively.
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Figure 15. Vortex solution for m = n = 1 in the pure CS
limit. The scalar profile F+ is shown in solid black and F−

in dashed black; the gauge profiles A and α are shown in red
and blue, respectively, as functions of x = mS r. Notice that
here we have A = a and α = β.
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Figure 16. The magnetic (in red) and electric (in blue) fields
as functions of x = mS r for the m = n = 1 solution in the
pure CS limit, in units of e/m2

S. Notice that here we have
B = b and Er = er.
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Figure 17. Vortex solution for m = 2, n = 1 in the pure CS
limit. The scalar profile F+ is shown in solid black, F− in
dashed black; the gauge profile A is shown in solid red, a in
dashed red; the profile α is shown in solid blue, β in dashed
blue; all of them are given as functions of x = mS r.

The case m = 2, n = 1 presents a more complicated
behavior, but it is reminiscent of the solution presented
in the main text, as expected. In fact, the solutions are
shown in Fig. 17 and the electric and magnetic (as well
as g-electric and g-magnetic) fields are shown in Fig. 18.
In particular, we still have non-trivial solutions for all
profiles and an oscillating behavior for the fields.

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

In this work, we considered a parity-invariant Maxwell-
Chern-Simons U(1) × U(1) model coupled with charged
scalars in 2+1 dimensions, and investigated the existence
of topological vortices in this scenario. We described the
main features of the model and discussed general proper-
ties of topological configurations that could be present in
it. Using an appropriate ansatz and the equations of mo-
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Figure 18. The magnetic (solid red) and electric (solid blue)
fields in units of e/m2

S ; the g-magnetic (dashed red) and g-
electric (dashed blue) fields in units of g/m2

S. All of them as
functions of x = mS r for the m = 2, n = 1 solution in the
pure CS limit.

(n,m) (1, 0) (1, 1) (1, 2)

E(1/v2) 2.27 2.92 5.70

J(eg/2πµ) 0 1 2

Φ(e/2π) 0 1 2

χ(g/2π) 1 1 1

Table I. Physical properties of topological vortices for different
values of n and m.

tion, we obtained the relevant differential equations and
solved them numerically. We explicitly analyzed three
examples that are representatives of the possible solu-
tions and showed explicit vortex configurations for each
case, describing their main properties such as the elec-
tric and magnetic fields related with each particular solu-
tion. We observed the usual expected behavior for vortex
configurations, namely: spatially localized configurations
with finite energy. Near the origin, the scalar profiles be-
have as φ±(r) ≈ r|n±m|, however when m ± n = 0, φ±

remain constant in their vacuum solution. The electric
and g-electric fields both vanish at the origin and asymp-
tote to zero, while in the intermediate region they acquire
a maximum absolute value which increases as the ratio
K2 = e

g decreases or K3 increases. The magnetic and

g-magnetic fields, despite also asymptoting to zero, only
vanish at the origin when K1 ∝ µ → ∞, that is to say, in
the pure CS limit of the model. The physical properties
of the solutions found are summed up on the Table I.

We therefore conclude that there are vortex solutions
in this novel class of parity-invariant Maxwell-CS models.

There are many directions to be explored, for exam-
ple, it would be interesting to analyze the quantization
of the CS parameter, as well as studying this model in
a more general manifold. A thorough investigation con-
cerning the interaction between these vortices, answer-
ing the question whether they attract or repel, would
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also be enlightening. The role of monopole operators in
this model should be understood, and the possibility of a
theory dual to the one presented here could lead to inter-
esting developments. Furthermore, the product structure
of the angular momentum and the presence of two gauge
potentials lead us to speculate about a relation between
these charged vortices and Dirac monopoles, in the spirit
of Refs. [105–107]. It is of utmost importance to improve
this model allowing the proper investigation of its quan-
tum aspects, to study more general potentials leading to
different spontaneous breaking patterns, and also to dis-
cuss suitable condensed matter systems that allow this
class of models to be experimentally realized.

An immediate development of this work consists in
finding a Bogomoln’yi lower bound for the energy, whose
saturation gives rise to first order equations leading to
self-dual vortices. In fact, this was done quite recently,

see Ref. [108]. Once this has been accomplished, the in-
vestigation of a supersymmetric extension of this model
becomes natural, since it is well-known that self-duality
and supersymmetry are intimately related [38–45]. This
is work in progress, and the results will be reported soon.
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