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A bstract. { It is shown that the m agnetic energy of a quantum current, contrary to the
classical case, is essentially negative. Since this result allow s to escape a fam ous theorem by
B loch, it can be expected that, under appropriate conditions, the ground state of a quantum
conductorm ay be characterized by a spontaneous current. A sin ilar idea was suggested, m any
years ago, by H eisenberg and by Bom and Cheng asa possblem echanisn for superconductivity.

Introduction. { It iswellknown, from the study of the nfra-red divergence problem n
relativistic Q ED , that a charged particle cannot be separated from is classical eld [{1.:] i_zl].
Tt is known also that the m otion of a classical particle cannot be described correctly, if the
Interaction w ith the selfgenerated eld is not taken into account properly E_B:].

In this paper we analyse the e ects lnduced by the selfgenerated classical (i.e. coherent)

eld on a stationary current owing in a m acroscopic quantum conductor. In particular we
w ill estin ate the contribution to the totalenergy of the system due to the classicalm agnetic

eld and to its interaction w ith the current. T he analysis w ill concem explicitly two geom et—
rically di erent m odels. In both caseswe w ill obtain the rem arkable resul that the m agnetic
energy associated to the current is essentially negative. A com pletely di erent result would
be obtained for a current due to a system of classical charged particles. Such a di erence de—
scends from the fact that, in classicalm echanics, the kinetic energy of a particle is expressed,
In a naturalway, In tem s of the velocity. W e rem ark that the velocity is essentially a clas—
sical conogpt. In quantum m echanics the velocity of an electron corresponds to the ollow ing
operator

v=m ' [ ihr + eA.(r)]; @)

where A . is the classical vector potential. O wing to the presence of A ., which depends on
the other particles of the system aswellas on the external environm ent, the velocity v, given
by eg.(1), is essentially a collective operator. O n the other hand, the canonicalm om entum
is connected directly to the particle waveZlength, which in tum is lnvolved by a boundary
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condition like periodicity. For these reasons it looks m ore proper, In our opinion, to analse
a quantum m any-body system in tem s of the canonicalm om enta and not In tem s of the
velocities of the particles.

A s previously m entioned, in this paper we will cbtain the result that the m agnetic self-
Interaction energy of a quantum current is essentially negative. This result m ay have un—
expected consequences conceming eg. the ground state of a systam of electrons sub fct to
periodic boundary conditions. In fact, as it will be discussed in the sequel, it is conceilv—
able that, under appropriate conditions, a physical situation corresponding to a spontaneous
current m ay be favoured with respect to a current-ess situation. W e recall that attem pts
to explain superconductivity in tem s of spontaneous currents have been m ade long ago by
H eisenberg 54] and by Bom and Cheng E] However such theordes have been ruled out by a
theorem by B loch [d], ow Ing to the lack, in our opinion, of a proper analysis of the m agnetic
self-interaction.

T he Schrodinger equation for a quantum system interacting w ith its classical eld is given
by

iheji=H RCIJ &5 @)

w here

L1
HRA:J=Hy drA . 1&]+§]A)1 3)
W e have assum ed the Coulomb gauge. In eq.(3) Hy represents the Ham iltonian for the
m atter, ncluding the Coulom b interaction am ong charged particles. In the interaction tem
the current-density operator j hasbeen splitted into two contributions. The rst one, which
w illbe called canonical current, consists of

X
@)= i a(qa=2ma)[ C mBlratra @ »Bk @)
T he second contribution, nvolving the potential A ., consists of
X
B () = L mma)na @) A @); ®)
wheren, (r)= (¢ 1) representsthe denSJi:y operator for the a-th particle. A third contri-

bution due to the spin m agnetization-density has been neglected, for the sake of sin plicity.
The chssical potential A . is solution to the M axw ell equation

r Be c?@&Esc= o'c’h J0et I L, (6)
w ith the transverse electric eld given by

Erc= @A c: (7)

Both eg.(6) and eq.(7) can be obtained, in the fram ew ork ofQ ED , by use ofthe coherent-state
form alism fj].
In thispaperwe lim it ourselves to consider the interaction ofthe system w ith the classical
eld, neglecting any residual interaction w ith the quantum eld (uncoherent photon em ission
and reabsorption). In this approxin ation, a sin ple expression for the conserved total energy
ofthe whole system (m atter plus chssical eld) can be given, in the fom :
Z

E=h H R i+ (0=2) dr (E..F+BF): @®)
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Tt can be veri ed easily that E is conserved. In fact, by di erentiating both sides ofeq.(8)
w ith respect to tim e, we obtain, In the absence of em ission of radiation,

E_ ih JH R LH B I '+Z dI@Ac f h ¥3F Ja)Jd )
at = n J clr cllJ 1 et 3:[3" )l 1
Ec
O@@t + OCZr Bc 0C2r Cg. Bc)g: 0C2 ds CEC Bc): O;

where eg.s (2) and (6) have been used.
The second term in the rh.s. of eq.() represents the (positive) energy of the classical
eld. By a sin ple calculation, this term can be cast in the fom

Z Z Z

1
50 dr(ﬁ?cf+c2j3cf>=5 drA. h ¥+ d)j it o drE..f @0

I

o 2 1
drpf+ > o ds @ Bo);

4 dt?
where egqs (6) and (7) have been used. In the absence of a signi cant em ission of coherent
radiation the last tetmm can be neglected, for a nite system . By use of this result we obtain
from eq.(8)

z z , Z
_ o1 . o d .

E=Myi - drAc Bi+ o dr £ - o F 132 dr A .f: 1)
W e notice the absence of any contrbution due to ja . W e notice also the factor of 1=2, as
well as the m Inus sign, in the second tem In the rhs. ofeq.(11). In stationary conditions,
eq.(11) reads

1
E=FEy + B = hy i > drA. hi; 12)

where the Coulom b gauge is understood. T he analysis of the physical content of eq.(12), in
particular ofthe m inus sign in the rh.s., can be sin pli ed if the potential A . is expressed in
tem s of the canonical current j, and not in temm s of the total current appearing in the rh s.
ofthe M axwellequation (6). This result w illbe obtained explicitly for two m odels.

Firstmodel { The rstm odeloonsistsofa hollow cylinderw ith a current ow ing around
. Let L be the height, R the Inner radius, a the thickness and let us assum e, n order to
sin plify the calculations, a R L. Let us assum € an uniform canonical current, ow ing
around the cylinder, given by

hjpi= en hp=m ) = enh =mR); (13)

where n is the (constant) electron density. W e observe that  is related to the total orbital
angular mom entum hM of the electrons by the relation = M N !, where N = 2 RaLn
represents the total num ber of electrons involved In the process.

From eg.(6) we obtain the follow Ing expression for the m agnetic ux 3

5’ he' L+ @=2ar)]'’ he! ; 14)

where isgiven by
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P
= &?n=gmcZ: 15)

For coppereg. ' ’ 18 10% m (I the theory of superconductivity ! is known as
penetration depth E]). The last expression in eg.(14), corresponding to the case in which
2aR 1, is Independent of geom etrical details. T he follow ing relation

hii’ ©@n=2 Rm) 3 ae)

has been used In the derivation of eq.(14). Eq.(14) gives an expression for the ux z In
tem sof , ie. In term s ofthe totalangularmomentum M = N .

For thism odel the m agnetic energy Er , de ned In eq.(12), is negative:

h® 2 2 n? 2 N h?p?
Ep / 1=2)hji galL= N 1+ ’ N ! :
8 =2hg 2mR2( ZaR) 2m R ? 2m

Secondmodel. { Now letusconsidera second m odel, consisting ofa long, thin cylindrical
conductor, w ith a current ow ingalong it. Let L be the length and ( the radius, wih o L.
W e assum e an uniform stationary canonicalcurrent, ow ing inside the conductor, given by

a7

hj,i= em 'nhp; 18)

wherehp= N !'hP isthe canonicalm om entum per electron (I this case the total num ber
ofekctrons isgiven by N = 2Ln).

Fora very long conductorwem ay assum ethatA . isapproxin ately oriented in the direction
of the current (z-direction) and that it depends, approxim ately, on the distance from the
axis of the cylinder only. Puttihg x = , we obtain from eq.(6)

r’Ac @& x)A.= (o x)he'p: 19)
T he solution to eq.(19) has the form

A= he1p+ (%o X)Aint + (x % )A exts (20)

where A ;¢ is solution to

i gm0 e1)

and A oyt is solution to

+ — = 0: 22)

W e assum e that, or | L, the solution ofeq.(22) m ust coincide w ith the expression
for the potential generated by a current iy ow Ing through a one-din ensionalw ire

i Z -5
Ao ()7 24 Tc2 dz (% + z%) 12 @3)
0 0
ip L L? |, i L
= In + 1+ — ! n—:
2 2 Bt Aty oo

Taking Into acocount the regularity ofA. orx = 0, aswell as the continuity ofboth A, and
its gradient across the surface x = xp, we obtain
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Fig.1l { Plot ofer versusxg, for a conducting w ire .T he function er represents the ratio between the
total current ir and the canonical one i, .T he reduced radius xo = o represents the radius of the
wire n unitswith ' = 1,where ' isthe penetration depth. For copper eg. xo = 1 corresponds
toaradius o’ 138 10 ® m . C orrections due to surface e ects can be expected. T he plot is given

orL= o = 10°, where L is the length and ¢ the radius of the conducting w ire.

Aime= BE=2 oFx%0L (K0)]1To &); ©4)

where the I's are m odi ed Bessel fiinctions (In aghary-argum ent Bessel fiinctions) [rQ:]. We
obtain also

i I
A= —2Z X, &) 25)
2 o xo %ol &Ko)
By a com parison ofeq.(20), or x > xg, wih eg.(23) we obtain
ir = e ®Xo)ips (26)
with i, = 3hjiand e given by
e = 25 (X =) + xoIo 0)=T1 o)1 " ; @7)
where we have put X, = L. Physically eq.(26) is a consequence of the skin-e ect. A plt
orep versusxg isgiven n Figl, ®rX =xo, = 10%.
A coording to eq.(12) the m agnetic energy Er is given by
Er ©  NHp'=2m)Ll e &)1’ N Hp'=2m): 28)

The last expression in eJq.(@8) represents the asym ptotic Iim it for xg 1 uk Imi).
is Independent of geom etric details and coincides w ith the rh.s. ofeq.(17) obtained for the
previous m odel. Such a coincidence ascrbes a sort of universality to this result. In the
derivation of eq.(28) the follow ing identity
Z
dx xTp ) = X011 (Xo) 29)
0

has been used.
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Conclusions. { Let Ey be the ground-state energy for a system of electrons, In the
absence of current. Let Ey be the varation for Ey , corresponding to a translation in
m om entum space, assum ing that such a translation isallow ed by the electron state. A ccording
to eq.(12), the corresponding variation for the total energy of the system is given by

E=Epf + Ey: (30)

Since the m agnetic energy Er is negative, a physical situation, In which E is negative, is
possbl. In such a case the true ground state of the system would be characterized by a
spontaneous current, as supposed n Refs 5_4] and E].

Tt can be dem onstrated that, as a consequence of eq.(28), the ground state of a system
of electrons In a perdodic potential, w ith periodic boundary conditions, is at kast degenerate,
up to nitesize e ects. In fact, ket j (i be the ground state of Hy and lkt Ey be the
corresponding eigenvalie. In the state j ¢i the total canonical m om entum , as well as the
total current, vanish. Let j % be the state cbtained from j o1 through a rigid translation in
m om entum space

X
%= explh 'p jrj]j 0is (31)

W e obtain

h “Hy j%=Ey + N @°p*=2m); (32)

and, according to eq.(28), E ’ 0. However this resul, since it holdsup to nitesize e ects
only, isnot su cient to allow a spontaneous current.

The possbility for E < 0 is investigated, for the sake of sin plicity, in the case of a
system ofB loch electrons In a conducting band. However a sin ilar analysis could be applied,
In principle, to m ore com plicated electron states. In this sin ple case we have

Z

Fy = V=8 °) dknk)"k) (33)

z z
p= W=8 °Nh) dknk)h 3 ihr )jyi= V=8 °Nh?) dknk)r «"k): (34)

N eglecting the m agnetic energy ofeq.(28), in the ground state one would obtain, forn k), the
zero-tem perature Fem iD irac distrdbbution fiinction

np k) mr("k)=2 (s "k)) (335)

and correspondingly p = 0 and vanishing current. H ow ever, ow ing to the negative valie ofEg ,
it m ay happen that the solution given in egq.(35) is unstable, when the m agnetic interaction
is sw itched on. In fact lt us consider the follow ing distribution fnction

nk)=nr k g9; (36)

obtained from nr through a shift of the argum ent. W e cbserve that the transform ation of
the distrdbbution finction given in eq.(36) represents a sort of energy-weighted translation in
mom entum space, not a rigid one as given in eq.(31). In this case we have
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mvqg dnp @" mVqg Q"
p= 2 ()= 3 "))’ 37)
8 °N h da" ek, 4 3N h @k,
and
vV z dny @" N h?
Ey = dk = —pg 38
" 16 3 o o) T m B ©8)
w here the parity of " (k) hasbeen used. Now eJ.(30) reads
E’ ©Nh’=2m)p@ p) (39)
and the condition for E < 0 consistsofp > g, ie.
Z
V=4 °N) dk (" ) @"=€k.)*> (h’=m); (40)
wherem is the physicalm ass of the electron.
In the sin ple case of a spherically sym m etric " we obtain from eq.(40)
ket fi"=dkjok, > bBF=m); (a1)
where the expression k; = 3 ?NV ! hasbeen used for the Ferm im omentum ky . This is

the condition for a superconductiviy a la H eisenberg iff]. F inite-size e ects could destroy the
superconductivity e.g. in the case ofa very am all ring, according to eq.(17), or of a very thin
w ire, according to eq.(28).

For a freeelectron gas In the buk lim it, the 1lh.s. and the rhs. ofeq.(41l) coincide. This
result indicates that, for such a system , the ground state isdegenerate, up to nie=sizee ects,
provided that the m agnetic self-interaction energy is taken into account properly.

REFERENCES

[l] Bloch F.and Nordsieck A .,Phys.Rev., 52 (1937) 54.

R] Chung V.,Phys.Rev.B , 140 (1965) 1110.

B] Jackson J.D ., ClassicalE kctrodynam ics, 3rd ed. (John W iley, New York) 1999.

[4] Heisenberg W ., Z.Naturforsch.a ,2 (1947) 185 ; 3 (1948) 65.

B] Born M .and Cheng K .C.,Nature, 161 (1948) 968 ;161 (1948) 1017.

] Bohm D .,Phys.Rev. 75 (1949) 502.

[7] M iglietta F ., arX ivguantph/0202049.

B] Ashcroft N.W .and M ermin N.D ., Solid State Physics (Saunders C ollege, P hiladelphia)

1976.
Abramow itz M .and Stegun I.A ., Handbook of M athem atical Functions (O over, New Y ork)
1965.

2



