
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
20

14
88

v4
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.s
up

r-
co

n]
  4

 F
eb

 2
00

4

A m arginalrem ark on m assless neutralboson,in U(1)� U(1)superconductors

Egor Babaev
Institute for TheoreticalPhysics, Uppsala University Box 803, S-75108 Uppsala, Sweden

W e m ake som e rem arks on m assless neutralboson in two-avour Abelian Higgs m odel. N ote

added:this rem ark was m erged with journalversion ofcond-m at/0111192 on a referee request.

The two-gap superconductivity appears being a very

interesting phenom enon [1]-[6]both from experim ental

and theoreticalpointsofview.

Also,thetwo-gap superconductivity wasargued to oc-

curin liquid m etallic hydrogen and deuterium [6].

A two-gap superconductorcan be described by a two-

avour (denoted by � = 1;2) G inzburg-Landau func-

tional:
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4.Theterm �[	�
1
	 2+ 	

�
2
	 1]= 2�j	1	 2jcos(�1�

�2) describes interband Josephson e�ect [3]. G L func-

tionalm ay aslo contain other term s which we drop in

orderto keep thisdiscussion assim ple aspossible.

M uch insight into two gap superconductivity can be

gained by theequivalencem apping between thetwo-gap

G L m odeland aversion ofFaddeevnonlinearO (3)-sigm a

m odelin interaction with avector�eld [7]which isan ex-

tension ofthem odel[8]which earlierwasfound beingrel-

evantin particlephysics[10,11](seealso a rem ark [12]).

Based on equivalence m apping in [7]it wasshown that

two-band superconductorsallow knotted solitonscharac-

terized by a nontrivialHopfinvariant. The existence of

self-stablized �nite-length defectsisoneoftheuniquefea-

turesoftwo-gap superconductorwhich,asitwasfound

laterhasonly a counterpartin ferrom agnetic tripletsu-

perconductors[12].

In the London lim it [9]in a sim ply-connected space

the m odelconsists ofdecoupled m assless neutralO (2)

and charged O (2)Bose �elds. In [9]were discussed sev-

eraltypes ofvortices allowed in the London lim it - in

particularfractionaluxvorticesand com positeone-ux-

quantum vortices (for an extended discussion see a fol-

lowup paper[15],seealsorem ark[13]).In thisrem arkwe

m akea connection with a di�erentform alism to describe

these vortices.

From (1)followsthe equation forsupercurrent
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Insight into the physicalroots ofthe presence in the

system ofaneutralm asslessboson can begained by con-

sideringsim plesttopologicaldefectsin thissystem .Such

a defectcorrespondsto thesituation when only phase�1
changes2� around thecorewhilethephaseofthesecond

condensaterem ainsconstant.In thatcasewehavefrom

(2):
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From thisexpression itfollows[9]thatthisvortex carries

the following fractionalm agneticux
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where�0 =
2�

e
isstandard ux quantum .

Let us m ake som e connections with the results in [9]

using m ore traditionalnotations than that used in [9].

Further exploring the solution for the vortex (�� 1 =

2�;�� 2 = 0)wecan writethe vectorpotentialas

A =
r� ez

jrj
jA (r)j (5)

wherer m easuresdistancefrom thecoreand ez isa unit

vectorpointingalongthecore.Them agnetic�eld isthen

given by

jB j=
1

r

d

dr
(rjA j) (6)

Theequation (2)can then be rewritten as
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Forsuch a vortex the solution forvectorpotentialis
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Indeed them agnetic�eld vanishesexponentiallyfrom the

vortex coreatthecharacteristiclength scaleofm agnetic

�eld penetration length � =

h

e
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[9]:
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Also in contrast to the Abrikosov vortex [14], besides

fractionalization ofm agnetic ux such a vortex also fea-

tures neutralvorticity. This,in particular,can be seen

by substituting the solution (7)into (1). At the length

scaleslargerthan m agnetic�eld penetration length from

the vortex core it givesthe following expression for the

energy density:
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Thus the energy per unit length ofthe vortex (�� 1 =

2�;�� 2 = 0) is divergent. This is due to the fact that

such a topologicalcon�guration necessarily induces in

two-gap system a neutralsuperow. Indeed the expres-

sion (9)is equivalentto the energy density in a neutral

system with a vortex in in a neutralphase �eld �1 with

e�ective sti�ness
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Let us rem ark that this procedure is equivalentto that

used in [9]with the only di�erence that in [9]�rst the

variables were separated into a neutraland a charged

�elds(theLondon lim itofthegeneralprocedure[7]),and

then therewerefound thesolutionsforthevortices,while

in the presentation in thispaper�rstthe solution found

in [9]is substituted in (1) and then the divergent part

associated with neutralvorticity extracted from both ki-

netic term sin (1).

Itdisplaysin a transparentway the rootsofthe pres-

ence in the system ofa m asslessneutralboson: a topo-

logically nontrivialcon�guration (�� 1 = 2�;�� 2 = 0),

besides currentin the �eld \1" also necessarily induces

currentin thecom ponent\2".Albeitin such acon�gura-

tion therearenogradientsof�2 howeverthetwoconden-

satesarenotindependentbutareconnected bythevector

potential.Adm ixtureofoppositely directed superow of

thecom ponent\2"which necessarilyaccom paniessuch a

vortexin two-gap system ,leadstosituation when twosu-

perowspartially com pensatetheinduced by each other

m agnetic�eld which leadstotheexistenceofthee�ective

neutralsuperow in thesystem .From (1)itisseen that

when wecan notneglecttheterm 2�j	1	 2jcos(�1 � �2)

wedealwith sine-G ordon vortices,theregim ewith �nite

� is relevant for two-band superconductors like M gB2

wheretwo condensatesarenotindependently conserved.

In conclusion:earlieritwasshown thatthe m odel(1)

is dualto Faddeev m odelwhich consists ofa unit vec-

tor�eld with O (3)sym m etry and a m assive vector�eld

which arecoupled by Faddeev term .In theLondon lim it

thesevariablesdecouple.Butin a non-sim ply-connected

space (zero of the order param eter in the vortex core

m akesthespacebeingnon-sim ply-connected)even in the

London lim itthese �eldsrem ainstopologically coupled.

W hich results in the fractionalization ofm agnetic ux.

So in the London lim itin a non-sim ply-connected space

the system m ay be viewed astopologically coupled neu-

traland charged O (2)bosons.In thisbriefnotewem ade

som e explanatory rem arkson the physicalroots ofthis

e�ect.
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N otes added: W e callreader’s attention to long

range interacting pancake vorticesand BK T transitions

which have been considered in connection with High-

Tc layered superconductors in [16], the author thanks

G .Blatter for pointing that out. T his eprint w as

m erged on a referee request w ith journalversion

ofR ef. [9]
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