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A bstract. { It is shown that the m agnetic energy ofa quantum current,contrary to the

classicalcase,is essentially negative. Since this result allows to escape a fam ous theorem by

Bloch,it can be expected that,underappropriate conditions,the ground state ofa quantum

conductorm ay becharacterized by a spontaneouscurrent.A sim ilaridea wassuggested,m any

yearsago,byHeisenbergand byBorn and Chengasapossiblem echanism forsuperconductivity.

Introduction. { Itiswell-known,from the study ofthe infra-red divergence problem in

relativistic Q ED,that a charged particle cannotbe separated from its classical�eld [1][2].

It is known also that the m otion ofa classicalparticle cannotbe described correctly,ifthe

interaction with the self-generated �eld isnottaken into accountproperly [3].

In thispaperwe analysethe e�ectsinduced by the self-generated classical(i.e.coherent)

�eld on a stationary current
owing in a m acroscopic quantum conductor. In particularwe

willestim atethe contribution to thetotalenergy ofthesystem due to the classicalm agnetic

�eld and to itsinteraction with the current.Theanalysiswillconcern explicitly two geom et-

rically di�erentm odels.In both caseswewillobtain therem arkableresultthatthem agnetic

energy associated to the currentisessentially negative. A com pletely di�erentresultwould

be obtained fora currentdueto a system ofclassicalcharged particles.Such a di�erencede-

scendsfrom thefactthat,in classicalm echanics,thekineticenergy ofa particleisexpressed,

in a naturalway,in term softhe velocity. W e rem ark thatthe velocity isessentially a clas-

sicalconcept.In quantum m echanicsthe velocity ofan electron correspondsto the following

operator

v = m
�1
[� i�hr + eAc(t;r)]; (1)

where A c isthe classicalvectorpotential. O wing to the presence ofA c,which depends on

theotherparticlesofthesystem aswellason theexternalenvironm ent,thevelocity v,given

by eq.(1),is essentially a collective operator. O n the other hand,the canonicalm om entum

is connected directly to the particle wave-length,which in turn is involved by a boundary
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condition like periodicity. Forthese reasonsitlooksm ore proper,in ouropinion,to analyse

a quantum m any-body system in term s ofthe canonicalm om enta and not in term s ofthe

velocitiesofthe particles.

As previously m entioned,in this paper we willobtain the resultthat the m agnetic self-

interaction energy ofa quantum current is essentially negative. This result m ay have un-

expected consequencesconcerning e.g. the ground state ofa system ofelectronssubject to

periodic boundary conditions. In fact,as it willbe discussed in the sequel,it is conceiv-

able that,underappropriateconditions,a physicalsituation corresponding to a spontaneous

current m ay be favoured with respect to a current-less situation. W e recallthat attem pts

to explain superconductivity in term s ofspontaneouscurrents have been m ade long ago by

Heisenberg [4]and by Born and Cheng [5]. Howeversuch theorieshave been ruled outby a

theorem by Bloch [6],owing to the lack,in ouropinion,ofa properanalysisofthe m agnetic

self-interaction.

TheSchr�odingerequation fora quantum system interacting with itsclassical�eld isgiven

by

i�h@tj i= H [A c]j i; (2)

where

H [A c]= H M �

Z

drA c � (jp +
1

2
jA ): (3)

W e have assum ed the Coulom b gauge. In eq.(3) H M represents the Ham iltonian for the

m atter,including the Coulom b interaction am ong charged particles. In the interaction term

the current-density operatorj hasbeen splitted into two contributions.The �rstone,which

willbe called canonicalcurrent,consistsof

jp(r)= � i�h
X

a
(qa=2m a)[�(r � ra)r a + r a�(r � ra)]: (4)

Thesecond contribution,involving the potentialA c,consistsof

jA (r)= �
X

a
(q

2

a=m a)na(r)A c(r); (5)

wherena(r)= �(r� ra)representsthedensity operatorforthea-th particle.A third contri-

bution dueto the spin m agnetization-density hasbeen neglected,forthe sakeofsim plicity.

The classicalpotentialA c issolution to the M axwellequation

r � Bc � c
�2
@tE ? c = �

�1

0
c
�2
h j(jp + jA )j i? ; (6)

with the transverseelectric�eld given by

E ? c = � @tA c: (7)

Both eq.(6)and eq.(7)can beobtained,in thefram eworkofQ ED,by useofthecoherent-state

form alism [7].

In thispaperwelim itourselvesto considertheinteraction ofthesystem with theclassical

�eld,neglecting any residualinteraction with thequantum �eld (uncoherentphoton em ission

and reabsorption).In thisapproxim ation,a sim ple expression forthe conserved totalenergy

ofthe wholesystem (m atterplusclassical�eld)can be given,in the form :

E = h jH [A c]j i+ (�0=2)

Z

dr(jE ? cj
2
+ c

2
jB cj

2
): (8)
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Itcan beveri�ed easily thatE isconserved.In fact,by di�erentiating both sidesofeq.(8)

with respectto tim e,weobtain,in the absenceofem ission ofradiation,

dE

dt
= �

i

�h
h j[H [A c];H [A c]]j i+

Z

dr
@A c

@t
� f� h j(jp + jA )j i (9)

� �0
@E c

@t
+ �0c

2
r � Bc � �0c

2
r � (Ec � Bc)g = � �0c

2

I

ds� (E? c � Bc)= 0;

where eq.s(2)and (6)havebeen used.

The second term in the r.h.s. ofeq.(8) represents the (positive) energy ofthe classical

�eld.By a sim ple calculation,thisterm can be castin the form

�0

2

Z

dr(jE ? cj
2
+ c

2
jB cj

2
)=

1

2

Z

drA c � h j(jp + jA )j i+ �0

Z

drjE ? cj
2

(10)

�
�0

4

d2

dt2

Z

drjA cj
2
+
1

2
�0c

2

I

ds� (Ac � Bc);

where eq.s (6)and (7) have been used. In the absence ofa signi�cantem ission ofcoherent

radiation the lastterm can be neglected,fora �nite system .By use ofthisresultwe obtain

from eq.(8)

E = hH M i�
1

2

Z

drA c � hjpi+ �0

Z

drjE ? cj
2
�
�0

4

d2

dt2

Z

drjA cj
2
: (11)

W e notice the absence ofany contribution due to jA . W e notice also the factor of1=2,as

wellasthe m inussign,in the second term in the r.h.s. ofeq.(11). In stationary conditions,

eq.(11)reads

E = EM + EF = hH M i�
1

2

Z

drA c � hjpi; (12)

where the Coulom b gauge isunderstood. The analysisofthe physicalcontentofeq.(12),in

particularofthe m inussign in the r.h.s.,can be sim pli�ed ifthepotentialA c isexpressed in

term softhecanonicalcurrentjp and notin term softhetotalcurrentappearing in ther.h.s.

ofthe M axwellequation (6).Thisresultwillbe obtained explicitly fortwo m odels.

Firstm odel.{ The�rstm odelconsistsofahollow cylinderwith acurrent
owingaround

it. Let L be the height,R the inner radius,a the thickness and let us assum e,in orderto

sim plify the calculations,a � R � L. Letusassum e an uniform canonicalcurrent,
owing

around the cylinder,given by

hjpi= � en(�hp=m )= � en(�h�=m R); (13)

where n isthe (constant)electron density. W e observe that� isrelated to the totalorbital

angular m om entum �hM ofthe electrons by the relation � = M N �1 ,where N = 2�RaLn

representsthe totalnum berofelectronsinvolved in the process.

From eq.(6)weobtain the following expression forthe m agnetic
ux � B

�B ’ � he
�1
�[1+ (2=


2
aR)]

�1
’ � he

�1
�; (14)

where 
 isgiven by
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 =
p
e2n=�0m c

2: (15)

For copper e.g. 
�1 ’ 1:8 � 10�8 m (in the theory ofsuperconductivity 
�1 is known as

penetration depth [8]). The last expression in eq.(14),corresponding to the case in which


2aR � 1,isindependentofgeom etricaldetails.Thefollowing relation

hjA i’ � (e
2
n=2�Rm )� B (16)

has been used in the derivation ofeq.(14). Eq.(14) gives an expression for the 
ux � B in

term sof�,i.e.in term softhe totalangularm om entum M = �N .

Forthism odelthe m agneticenergy EF ,de�ned in eq.(12),isnegative:

EF ’ � (1=2)hjpi�B aL = � N
�h
2
�2

2m R 2
(1+

2


2aR
)
�1

’ � N
�h
2
�2

2m R 2
’ �

N �h
2
p2

2m
: (17)

Second m odel.{ Now letusconsiderasecond m odel,consistingofalong,thin cylindrical

conductor,with acurrent
owingalongit.LetL bethelength and �0 theradius,with �0 � L.

W e assum ean uniform stationary canonicalcurrent,
owing inside the conductor,given by

hjpi= � em
�1
n�hp; (18)

where �hp = N �1 �hP isthe canonicalm om entum perelectron (in thiscase the totalnum ber

ofelectronsisgiven by N = ��2
0
Ln).

Foraverylongconductorwem ayassum ethatA c isapproxim atelyorientedin thedirection

ofthe current(z-direction) and that it depends,approxim ately,on the distance � from the

axisofthe cylinderonly.Putting x = 
�,weobtain from eq.(6)

r
2
A c � �(x0 � x)Ac = �(x0 � x)�he

�1
p: (19)

Thesolution to eq.(19)hasthe form

A c = � �he
�1
p+ �(x0 � x)Aint+ �(x � x0)A ext; (20)

whereA int issolution to

d2A int

dx2
+
1

x

dA int

dx
� Aint = 0 (21)

and A ext issolution to

d2A ext

dx2
+
1

x

dA ext

dx
= 0: (22)

W eassum ethat,for�0 � � � L,thesolution ofeq.(22)m ustcoincidewith theexpression

forthe potentialgenerated by a currentiT 
owing through a one-dim ensionalwire

A w (�)’ 2
iT

4��0c
2

Z L =2

0

dz(�
2
+ z

2
)
�1=2

(23)

=
iT

2��0c
2
lnj

L

2�
+ (1+

L2

4�2
)
1=2

j’
iT

2��0c
2
ln
L

�
:

Taking into accountthe regularity ofA c forx = 0,aswellasthe continuity ofboth A c and

itsgradientacrossthesurfacex = x0,weobtain
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Fig.1 { PlotofeF versusx0,fora conducting wire.Thefunction eF representstheratio between the

totalcurrentiT and the canonicalone ip.The reduced radius x0 = 
�0 represents the radius ofthe

wire in unitswith 

�1

= 1,where 

�1

isthe penetration depth. Forcoppere.g. x0 = 1 corresponds

to a radius�0 ’ 1:8 � 10
�8

m .Correctionsdueto surface e�ectscan beexpected.Theplotisgiven

forL=�0 = 104,where L isthe length and �0 the radiusofthe conducting wire.

A int = � [iT =2��0c
2
x0I1(x0)]I0(x); (24)

where the I’s are m odi�ed Besselfunctions (im aginary-argum entBesselfunctions) [9]. W e

obtain also

A ext = �
iT

2��0c
2
[ln

x

x0
+

I0(x0)

x0I1(x0)
]: (25)

By a com parison ofeq.(20),forx > x0,with eq.(23)we obtain

iT = eF (x0)ip; (26)

with ip = ��2
0
hjpiand eF given by

eF = 2[x
2

0
ln(X L =x0)+ x0I0(x0)=I1(x0)]

�1
; (27)

where we have putX L = 
L. Physically eq.(26)isa consequence ofthe skin-e�ect. A plot

foreF versusx0 isgiven in Fig.1,forX L=x0 = 104.

According to eq.(12)the m agneticenergy EF isgiven by

EF ’ � (N �h
2
p
2
=2m )[1� eF (x0)]’ � (N �h

2
p
2
=2m ): (28)

The last expression in eq.(28) represents the asym ptotic lim it for x0 � 1 (bulk lim it). It

is independentofgeom etric detailsand coincideswith the r.h.s. ofeq.(17)obtained forthe

previous m odel. Such a coincidence ascribes a sort of universality to this result. In the

derivation ofeq.(28)the following identity

Z x0

0

dx xI0(x)= x0I1(x0) (29)

hasbeen used.
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Conclusions. { Let EM be the ground-state energy for a system ofelectrons,in the

absence ofcurrent. Let �E M be the variation for EM , corresponding to a translation in

m om entum space,assum ingthatsuch atranslation isallowed by theelectron state.According

to eq.(12),the corresponding variation forthe totalenergy ofthe system isgiven by

�E = E F + �E M : (30)

Since the m agnetic energy EF is negative,a physicalsituation,in which �E is negative,is

possible. In such a case the true ground state ofthe system would be characterized by a

spontaneouscurrent,assupposed in Ref.s[4]and [5].

It can be dem onstrated that,as a consequence ofeq.(28),the ground state ofa system

ofelectronsin a periodicpotential,with periodicboundary conditions,isatleastdegenerate,

up to �nite-size e�ects. In fact, let j 0i be the ground state ofH M and let EM be the

corresponding eigenvalue. In the state j 0i the totalcanonicalm om entum ,as wellas the

totalcurrent,vanish.Letj 0ibe the state obtained from j 0ithrough a rigid translation in

m om entum space

j 
0
i= exp[i�h

�1
p �

X

j
rj]j 0i: (31)

W e obtain

h 
0
jH M j 

0
i= EM + N (�h

2
p
2
=2m ); (32)

and,according to eq.(28),�E ’ 0.Howeverthisresult,since itholdsup to �nite-size e�ects

only,isnotsu�cientto allow a spontaneouscurrent.

The possibility for �E < 0 is investigated,for the sake ofsim plicity,in the case ofa

system ofBloch electronsin a conducting band.Howevera sim ilaranalysiscould beapplied,

in principle,to m orecom plicated electron states.In thissim plecasewehave

EM = (V=8�
3
)

Z

dk n(k)"(k) (33)

and [8]

p = (V=8�
3
N �h)

Z

dk n(k)h kj(� i�hr )j ki= (m V=8�
3
N �h

2
)

Z

dk n(k)r k"(k): (34)

Neglecting them agneticenergy ofeq.(28),in theground stateonewould obtain,forn(k),the

zero-tem peratureFerm i-Diracdistribution function

nF (k)� nF ("(k))= 2�("F � "(k)) (35)

and correspondinglyp = 0 and vanishingcurrent.However,owingtothenegativevalueofEF ,

itm ay happen thatthe solution given in eq.(35)isunstable,when the m agnetic interaction

isswitched on.In factletusconsiderthe following distribution function

n(k)= nF (k � ez q); (36)

obtained from nF through a shift ofthe argum ent. W e observe that the transform ation of

the distribution function given in eq.(36)representsa sortofenergy-weighted translation in

m om entum space,nota rigid oneasgiven in eq.(31).In thiscasewehave
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p = �
m V q

8�3N �h
2

Z

dk
dnF

d"
(
@"

@kz
)
2
=

m V q

4�3N �h
2

Z

dk �("� "F )(
@"

@kz
)
2

(37)

and

�E M = �
V q2

16�3

Z

dk
dnF

d"
(
@"

@kz
)
2
=
N �h

2

2m
pq; (38)

where the parity of"(k)hasbeen used.Now eq.(30)reads

�E ’ (N �h
2
=2m )p(q� p) (39)

and the condition for�E < 0 consistsofp > q,i.e.

(V=4�
3
N )

Z

dk �("� "F )(@"=@kz)
2
> (�h

2
=m ); (40)

where m isthe physicalm assofthe electron.

In the sim ple caseofa spherically sym m etric " weobtain from eq.(40)

k
�1

F
jd"=dkjk= kF > (�h

2
=m ); (41)

where the expression k3F = 3�2N V �1 has been used for the Ferm im om entum kF . This is

thecondition fora superconductivity �a la Heisenberg [4].Finite-sizee�ectscould destroy the

superconductivity e.g.in thecaseofa very sm allring,according to eq.(17),orofa very thin

wire,according to eq.(28).

Fora free-electron gasin the bulk lim it,the l.h.s.and the r.h.s.ofeq.(41)coincide.This

resultindicatesthat,forsuch asystem ,theground stateisdegenerate,up to�nite-sizee�ects,

provided thatthe m agneticself-interaction energy istaken into accountproperly.
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