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By determ ining the type ofallstationary points ofthe G ibbs free energy functionalfor layered

superconductorsin parallelm agnetic�elds,weestablish theclassi�cation ofallsolutionsto coupled

static sine-G ordon equationsforthephasedi�erenceswith respectto theirstability.W eprovethat

the only m inim izers ofthe free energy are the M eissner solution (the "vacuum " state)and soliton

vortex-planesolutions[S.V.K uplevakhsky,Phys.Rev.B 60,7496 (1999);ibid.63,054508 (2001);

cond-m at/0202293]. They are the actualequilibrium �eld con�gurations. W e present a topolog-

icalclassi�cation of these solutions. In contrast, previously proposed non-soliton con�gurations

("isolated 
uxons","triangularJosephson-vortex lattices",etc.) are absolutely unstable and unob-

servable:They are nothing butsaddle pointsofthe G ibbsfree-energy functionaland are noteven

stationary pointsofthe Helm holtz free-energy functional(obtained from the form erby a Legendre

transform ation). (Physically,non-soliton con�gurations violate conservation laws for the current

and the 
ux.) The obtained resultsallow usto explain dynam ic stability ofvortex planes,noticed

in num ericalsim ulations,and to providea uni�ed interpretation oftheavailableexperim entaldata.

W e hope that the paper willstim ulate interest in the subject of specialists in di�erent �elds of

physicsand in applied m athem atics.

PACS num bers:74.50.+ r,74.80.D m ,05.45.Y v

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

In thispaper,wepresentthesolution oftheproblem ofequilibrium vortex structurein layered superconductorsand

stacked Josephson junctionsin thepresenceofa parallel,static,hom ogeneousexternalm agnetic�eld H and provide

a uni�ed interpretation oftheavailableexperim entaldata.O urapproach consistsin a rigorousm athem aticalanalysis

ofthe stability ofalltypesof
ux con�gurations,proposed in the literature,by m eansofexactvariationalm ethods

form icroscopicfree-energy functionals.1,2,3

W ithin thefram ework ofthesem ethods,wehavepreviously obtained a com pleteclassi�cation ofallpossiblestatic

soliton solutionstocoupled sine-G ordon (SG )equationsforphasedi�erencesboth in in�nite[N = 1 ,N isthenum ber

ofsuperconducting(S)layers]layered superconductors1,2 and �nite (N < 1 )Josephson-junction stacks3 forH > 0.

Based on thefundam entalargum entofsoliton physics4,5,6,7,8,9 thattopologicalsolitonsin nonlinear�eld theoriesare

m inim izers ofthe energy functionals (free-energy functionals in our case),10 we have identi�ed these solutions with

equilibrium Josephson-vortex con�gurations. Theirm agnetic �eld hassym m etry typicalofplane defects,hence the

term "vortex planes".Physically,a vortex plane can be regarded asa bound state ofinterlayervortices(one vortex

pereach insulating layerin theplane).In contrastto a deep-rooted belief11 in an "analogy" with Abrikosov vortices

in continuum type-IIsuperconductors,the SG equationsforH > 0 do notadm itstatic soliton solutionsthatcan be

identi�ed with an "isolated Josephson vortex" ora "triangularJosephson-vortex lattice".

Unfortunately,a wide-spread m isunderstanding ofthe fact that equilibrium Josephson vortices are nothing but

static soliton solutionsto the SG equationsincurred a m isunderstanding ofthe exactm athem aticalresultsofRefs.

1,2,3. In the criticalcom m ent,Ref. 12,V.M .K rasnov and L.N.Bulaevskii"disprove" the conclusions ofRefs.

1,2 by claim ing (in contradiction to the fundam entals ofsoliton physics) that vortex-plane solitons "m axim ize the

free energy".13 According to Ref. 12,the "instability" ofvortex planesis "sim ilarto the instability ofthe lam inar

solution14 fortype-IIsuperconductors". [Alternating superconducting and norm allayers,envisaged by the lam inar

m odel,14 have nothing to do with soliton physics and do not possess the property oftopologicalstability: see a

proofin subsection V.B ofthe presentpaper.] V.M .K rasnov and L.N.Bulaevskiiinsiston hypothetical"isolated


uxons",allegedly,having "lowerenergy" forH > 0 and characterized by a "m uch sm allerlength scale". No exact

m athem aticalde�nition ofthe"isolated 
uxons" isgiven.W ehavenotfound any de�nition in theoriginalpapersby

thecriticsofvortex planes,either:Forexam ple,itisclaim ed in Refs.15,16 thatJosephson vortices"do notexist" in

singleJosephson junctionswith W � 2�J (W isthejunction width,�J istheJosephson length).However,an exact,

closed-form analyticalsolution3,17 to thesinglestaticSG equation,appropriateforthiscase,clearly dem onstratesthe

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0208511v1
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0202293
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existence ofphase-di�erence solitonsforarbitrarily sm allW ,provided the external�eld H is su�ciently high. [As

shown in Refs. 1,2,exactly these solitons account for the well-known Fraunhofer pattern ofthe criticalJosephson

currentIc(H )forW � 2�J.]

Furtherm ore,the m anuscript Ref. 3,although subm itted twice to PhysicalReview B (Novem ber 2000,August

2001),is stillnot published. In particular,one ofthe referees disputed the conclusions ofRef. 3,because,in his

opinion,the soliton boundary conditions5,6,7,8,9 em ployed therein "overdeterm ined" the problem ofthe classi�cation

ofequilibrium Josephson-vortex con�gurations. He argued thatcertain num ericalsim ulationsforthe SG equations

had dem onstrated,aside from vortex-plane solitons,the existence of"single-vortex" solutions. According to the

referee,thesesolutionshad "lowerfreeenergy" than thevortex planesforgiven H .Asin Ref.12,no exactde�nition

ofsuch solutionswasgiven.

Itshould be em phasized thatthe idea ofan "analogy" between the Josephson-vortex structure in layered super-

conductorsand the Abrikosov-vortex structure in continuum type-IIsuperconductorswasnotsupported in Ref. 11

and subsequentpublications18,19,20,21 by any seriousm athem aticalargum ents.1,2,22 Neitherwasitcon�rm ed by direct

experim entalobservationsofthe equilibrium Josephson-vortex structurein arti�cialstacked junctionsatH > 0.23,24

Unfortunately,m ost theoreticale�orts were constrained by the idea ofan "analogy",hence the use ofm athem ati-

cally ill-form ulated m ethods,such as,e.g.,a "continuum -lim itapproxim ation".11,18,19,20,21 Forinstance,theexactSG

equationsforthe phasedi�erenceswerenoteven derived in Refs.11,18,concerned with a "singleJosephson vortex"

atH > 0.(Asshown by Farid,22 equationsofRef.18 have no physicalsolution.) Since the problem ofthe stability

oftheproposed "vortex con�gurations"(i.e.,whetherthey areactualpointsofm inim a ofthefree-energy functionals)

required the useofrigorousm athem aticalm ethods,itwasnoteven posed in Refs.11,18,19,20,21.

Concerning num ericalsim ulationsforthe static SG equations,16,25 thereisan unjusti�ed tendency to identify any

kink-typefeatureofthe phasedi�erence with a "Josephson vortex",withoutany analysisofitsstability.In contrast

to the exact analyticalm ethods ofRefs. 1,2,3,the num ericalapproach does not provide any m eans to establish a

fullsetofnecessary and su�cientconditionsofthe m inim um ofthe free-energy functionals. Typically,25 num erical

sim ulationsstartwith an incorrectly form ulated (both m athem atically and physically)boundary value problem that

doesnotm eetthe criterion ofuniqueness.26

To closetheissueofthe equilibrium Josephson-vortex structurein layered superconductorsand stacked junctions,

wedeterm ineanalytically (by m eansofexactm ethodsofthecalculusofvariations27 and soliton physics4,6,7,8,9,28)the

typeofallstationarypointsoftheexactm icroscopicG ibbsfree-energyfunctional,3 generatingthestaticSG equations.

O urconsideration appliesto an arbitrary num berofsuperconducting layersN ,including the casesN = 2 (a single

junction) and N ! 1 (an in�nite layered superconductor). As a result,we obtain a com plete classi�cation ofall

nontrivialsolutionsto theSG equations,considered in theliterature(both analytically and num erically),with respect

to theirstability.Ascould beexpected from thegeneralargum entsofsoliton physics,theonly m inim izersofthefree-

energy functionalare the M eissnersolution (the "vacuum " state)and soliton vortex-plane solutions.1,2,3 The latter

representthe actualequilibrium Josephson-vortex con�gurationsforH > 0. In contrast,non-soliton con�gurations

(e.g.,"isolated 
uxons","triangular Josephson-vortex lattices",etc.) are absolutely unstable: They are nothing

but saddle points ofthe G ibbs free-energy functionaland are not even stationary points ofthe Helm holtz free-

energy functional(obtained from theform erby a Legendretransform ation).[Physically,non-soliton solutionsviolate

conservation lawsforthe currentand the 
ux,aswas�rstnoticed in the case ofan in�nite layered superconductor

(N = 1 )in Refs.1,2.]

In section II,we clarify a relationship between the correctform ulation ofthe boundary value problem to the SG

equations and a fullset ofnecessary and su�cient conditions ofthe m inim um ofthe G ibbs free-energy functional.

Theproofofthestability oftheM eissnersolution and vortex-planesolitonsisgiven in sectionsIII,IV.In section III,

weestablish thatthesu�cientcondition ofthem inim um oftheG ibbsfree-energy functionalconsistsin thevanishing

ofthe surface variation ofthe corresponding Helm holtz free-energy functional,which,in turn,yields conservation

lawsforthe 
ux and the intralayercurrent. In subsection IV.A,we derive the soliton boundary conditionsdirectly

from the conservation law forthe 
ux,which providesthe soughtproofofthe stability ofthe M eissnersolution and

vortex-planesolitons. The m ain physicaland m athem aticalpropertiesofthese solutionsare discussed in subsection

IV.B.In subsection IV.C,we analyze the obtained results from the point ofview ofgeneraltheory oftopological

defects4,5,6,7,8,9,29 and explain dynam ic stability ofvortex planes,established in num ericalsim ulations.30,31,32

Som e im portant physicaland m athem aticalissues, related to the m ain results of the paper, are discussed in

section V.In subsection V.A,we presenta rigorousanalyticaldescription ofunstable solutions("isolated 
uxons",

"triangularJosephson-vortexlattices",etc.),proposed in previoustheoreticalpublicationsand num ericalsim ulations.

In subsection V.B,wedraw a com parison with theAbrikosov vorticesin type-IIsuperconductors.In subsection V.C,

weanalyzethe availableexperim entaldata from the pointofview ofthe stablevortex-planecon�gurations.

In section VI,wesum m arizetheobtained results,system atizeourcriticism ofpreviousapproachesand m akesom e

concluding rem arks.In Appendix A,wegivea listofm athem aticalform ulas,relevantto them ain text.In Appendix

B,weestablish a relationship to the variationalprinciple ofRefs.1,2 forin�nite layered superconductors.
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Throughoutthe paper,we adhere to the dim ensionlessnotation ofRef. 3. The geom etry ofthe problem is that

of�gures1,2 in Ref.3:The superconductoroccupiesthe region [0 � x � N � 1]� [� L � y � L]� (� 1 < z < 1 ),

where 2L = W ;the layering axis(the c-axis)isx;the axisy isalong the layers;the externalm agnetic �eld isalong

the axisz: H = (0;0;H � 0). The phase di�erence between two successive S-layersisdenoted as�n � ’n � ’n� 1

(�0 = �N � 0),with n = 0;1;:::;N � 1 being the S-layernum ber. The c-axisexternalcurrentis not considered:

I = 0.

II. T H E FO R M U LA T IO N O F T H E P R O B LEM

In Ref. 3,we have derived the coupled static SG equationsforthe phase di�erences�n by m inim izing the exact

m icroscopic G ibbs free-energy functional2 
[fn;�n;A ;H ]with respectto fn and A (fn is the reduced m odulus of

the order param eter in the n-th S-layer,A is the vector potential). In the lim it r(T) � 1,H � H c2 [r(T) is

the param eterofthe interlayercoupling,H c2 is the upper critical�eld],when fn = 1,the SG equationsappearas

solubility conditionsforthe M axwellequationsin the gauge

A = [0;A (x;y);0]: (1)

The SG equationsread:3

d2�n (y)

dy2
=

1

�2

N � 1X

m = 1

G
� 1

(n;m )sin�m (y); n = 1;:::;N � 1; (2)

where G � 1 (n;m ) is a Jacobian m atrix with elem ents G � 1 (n;n) = 2 + �2 (n = 1;:::;N � 1),G� 1 (n + 1;n) =

G � 1 (n;n + 1)= � 1 (n = 1;:::;N � 2),and G� 1 (n;m )= 0 forjn � m j> 1.

Therequirem entthatthelocal�eld H n (y)(n� 1� x < n,n = 1;:::;N � 1)beequalto theapplied oneaty = � L

hasled to the conditions

d�n

dy
(� L)=

d�n

dy
(L); n = 1;:::;N � 1; (3)

d�n

dy
(� L)=

d�n+ 1

dy
(� L)�

d�

dy
(� L)� 0; n = 1;:::;N � 2: (4)

[The condition
d�

dy
(� L)� 0 m erely re
ectsthe factthatthe local�eld isparallelto the applied one H � 0.]From

the requirem entthatthe local�eld be equalto the applied oneatx = 0,x = N � 1,wehaveobtained

�n (y)= �N � n (y); n = 1;:::;N � 1: (5)

Equations(2)and boundary conditions(3)aresatis�ed by functionsofthe type

�n (y)= � �n (� y)+ 2�Zn; (6)

where the constantsZn can be arbitrarily chosen from the set0;� 1;� 2;:::Asispointed outin Ref.3,the �xation

ofthe constants Zn requiresim position ofboundary conditions on �n at y = � L. Based on generalargum entsof

soliton physicsthatsoliton solutionsare m inim izersofcorresponding energy functionals,we have im posed in Ref. 3

standard soliton boundary conditionson �n.

Asithasturned out,the only possible solutions,com patible with the requirem ent(4),are the M eissnersolution

and the soliton vortex-planesolutions,forwhich (5)issatis�ed autom atically and

Zn = Zn+ 1 � Nv; n = 1;:::;N � 2; Nv = 0;1;2;::: (7)

in (6),with N v = 0 representing the topologically trivialM eissnersolution.G iven that3

H n (y)= H [G (n;1)+ G (n;N � 1)]+
�2

2

N � 1X

m = 1

G (n;m )
d�m (y)

dy
; (8)

the �eld H = �H ,corresponding to a concretecon�guration
�
��n
	
with N v = �N v,isdeterm ined by

d��

dy
(� L)= 2�H : (9)
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Note thatthe �rst,phase-independent,term in (8)isa contribution ofthe �eld penetrating through the boundaries

x = 0,x = N � 1,and the second term is a contribution ofthe �eld penetrating through the boundariesy = � L.

The m atrix G (n;m )istheinverseofG � 1 (n;m ):foritsproperties,seeAppendix A.

In contrastto the above exactvariationalm ethod,num ericalsim ulations16,25 for(2)startwith the im position of

the boundary conditions

d�n

dy
(� L)= 2H ; (10)

withoutany regard to su�cientconditionsofthe m inim um ofthe G ibbsfree-energy functional.Such an approach is

based on an erroneousbeliefthatallsolutionsto (2),(10)m inim izethefree-energy functional.(M anifestationsofthis

beliefarethe naive "energy argum ents" ofRef.12,appealing to "a di�erence in the length scales",and calculations

by m eansofcom binatorics16,25 ofthe"num berofquasi-equilibrium 
uxon m odes".) However,conditions(10)do not

specify any boundary valueproblem for(2):By virtueofthesym m etry relations(6),theim position oftheboundary

condition on
d�n

dy
aty = � L autom atically ensuresthe ful�llm entofthe sam eboundary condition aty = L,whereas

the constantsZn rem ain undeterm ined. Thus,the "boundary value problem " (10)doesnotsatisfy the criterion of

uniqueness,26 which isa sign ofthe presenceofunphysical(i.e.,unobservable)solutions.

The existence of redundant solutions to (2), (10) is already clear for physicalreasons: This "boundary value

problem "doesnottakeany accountofthenecessity to ensurethecontinuity ofthelocal�eld attheboundariesx = 0,

x = N � 1. To understand ata rigorousm athem aticallevelwhere the unphysicalsolutionscom e from ,we have to

considerallstationary pointsofthe generating G ibbsfree-energy functional,rewritten via �n and
d�n

dy
.3 In thisway,

wewillderivea fullsetofnecessary and su�cientconditionsofthem inim um directly from thevariationalprinciple,

obtain an independentproofofthe factthatthe M eissnersolution and the soliton vortex-planesolutions1,2,3 arethe

uniquem inim izersoftheproblem and establish thecharacteroftheinstability ofunphysicalnon-soliton solutions.In

ourconsideration,wewillem ploy the �rstintegralof(2)that,taking accountof(10),hasthe form 3

N � 1X

n= 1

cos�n (y)+
�2

2

N � 1X

n= 1

N � 1X

m = 1

G (n;m )
d�n (y)

dy

d�m (y)

dy

=
2H 2

H 2
s

(N � 1)+

N � 1X

n= 1

cos�n (L); (11)

where H s isthe superheating (penetration)�eld ofa sem iin�nite (0 � y < + 1 )Josephson-junction stack,given by

Eq.(A8).

III. T H E N EC ESSA R Y A N D SU FFIC IEN T C O N D IT IO N S O F T H E M IN IM U M O F T H E G IB B S

FR EE-EN ER G Y FU N C T IO N A L

The generating G ibbsfree-energy functionalforthe SG equations(2)hasthe form 3




�

�n;
d�n

dy
;H

�

= F

�

�n;
d�n

dy
;H

�

� 4H r(T)

N � 1X

n= 1

�n

�n (L)� �n (� L)

2�
; (12)

F

�

�n;
d�n

dy
;H

�

= r(T)

2

4
2H 2

H 2
s

W (N � 1)+
�2

2

N � 1X

n= 1

N � 1X

m = 1

G (n;m )

LZ

� L

dy
d�n (y)

dy

d�m (y)

dy

+

N � 1X

n= 1

LZ

� L

dy[1� cos�n (y)]

3

5 ; (13)



5

�n = � [1� G (n;1)� G (n;N � 1)]: (14)

Note that the functional(12)is m easured from the condensation energy 
0 = � N W

2
. M oreover,the energy ofthe

external�eld in the absenceofthe sam pleissubtracted.33

O urtask isto establish the necessary and su�cientconditionsofthe m inim um of(12):

�


�

�n;
d�n

dy
;H

�

= 


�

�n + ��n;
d�n

dy
+
d��n

dy
;H

�

� 


�

�n;
d�n

dy
;H

�

� 0 (15)

First,weobservethat,in contrastto (12),thefunctional(13)ispositivede�nite

F

�

�n;
d�n

dy
;H

�

� 0; (16)

since the m atrix G (n;m )ispositivede�nite:see Appendix A.The absolutem inim um of(13)isachieved forH = 0,

�n � 0 (n = 1;2;:::;N � 1). Hence,the functional(13)necessarily hasm inim a forany H � 0.The �rstvariations

of(12),(13)are

�


�

�n;
d�n

dy
;H

�

= �F

�

�n;
d�n

dy
;H

�

� 4H r(T)

N � 1X

n= 1

�n

��n (L)� ��n (� L)

2�
; (17)

�F

�

�n;
d�n

dy
;H

�

= r(T)

N � 1X

n= 1

LZ

� L

dy

"

sin�n (y)� �
2

N � 1X

m = 1

G (n;m )
d2�m (y)

dy2

#

��n (y)

+ 2
d�

dy
(� L)r(T)

N � 1X

n= 1

�n

��n (L)� ��n (� L)

2�
: (18)

Therequirem entthatthevolum evariation in (18)vanish yieldstheSG equations(2),asexpected.O fspecialinterest

to usaresurfacevariations,i.e.,thelastterm sin (17),(18):Therequirem entthatthesevariationsvanish determ ines

boundaryconditionsto(1).(Foraverycleardiscussion oftherelationship between thesurfacevariation and boundary

conditions,seeRef.27,section II.15.) In the derivation ofthe surfacevariation in (18),wehaveused conditions(3),

(4)thatthe local�eld be continuousatthe boundariesy = � L.The requirem entofthe continuity ofthe local�eld

attheboundariesx = 0,x = N � 1 hasnotbeen so farem ployed.[Recallourrem ark in section IIthatthedisregard

ofthisrequirem entisthe reason forunphysicalsolutionsto (1),(10).]

Ifwe sim ply enforce the conditions(10),the surface variationsin (17)and (18)cancelout:Thus,allsolutionsto

(2),(10)are stationary points ofthe G ibbs free-energy functional(12). However,under (10),the surface variation

in (18)doesnotvanish. Therefore,notallsolutionsto (2),(10)are stationary pointsof(13). W e have to exam ine

conditionsofthe stationarity of(13)in m oredetail.

The requirem entthatthe local�eld is�xed atthe boundariesx = 0,x = N � 1 isequivalentto the requirem ent

thatthe vectorpotentialA is�xed atx = 0,x = N � 1.Considernow the total
ux �.In the gauge(1),wehave

� =

LZ

� L

dy[A (N � 1;y)� A (0;y)]: (19)

O n the otherhand,

� =

N � 1X

n= 1

LZ

� L

dyH n (y)= H W (N � 1)
H 2
s � 1

H 2
s

+

N � 1X

n= 1

�n

�n (L)� �n (� L)

2�
; (20)
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wherethe�rstterm isthe
ux penetrating through theboundariesx = 0,x = N � 1,and thesecond term isthe
ux

penetrating through the boundariesy = � L.(W e willcallitthe "Josephson 
ux",�J.) G iven that

�A (0;y)= �A (N � 1;y)= 0; (21)

wehave

�� = ��J =

N � 1X

n= 1

�n

1

2�

LZ

� L

dy
d��n (y)

dy
=

N � 1X

n= 1

�n

��n (L)� ��n (� L)

2�
= 0: (22)

Thus,the continuity ofthe �eld atx = 0,x = N � 1 im posesa constrainton the variations:

�J =

N � 1X

n= 1

�n

1

2�

LZ

� L

dy
d�n (y)

dy
= const� 0: (23)

The result(23)isexactly whathad to be expected:33 By virtue ofthe M eissnere�ect,the 
ux � J (and,ofcourse,

�)isstable againstany sm allperturbations,represented by variations� n (y)! �n (y)+ ��n (y). Equivalentform s

of(22),(23)are

��n (L)= ��n (� L); (24)

�n (L)� �n (� L)= cn = const� 0: (25)

Notethatthe existenceofconserved physicalquantitiesofthetype of�J isa precursorto theexistence ofsoliton

solutionsin nonlinear�eld theories.4,5,6,7,8,9,28 In Appendix B,weestablish a relationship between theconservation of

�J and theconservation oftheintralayercurrent,which,in turn,establishesa relationship to thevariationalprinciple

forin�nite (N = 1 )layered superconductors.1,2

W hatwillbe shown now isthatallthe stationary pointsof(13)arethe unique m inim izersofboth (12)and (13).

First,we notice thathigh-ordervariationsof(12)and (13)coincide:�nF = �n
,n � 2.Thus,allthe m inim izersof

(13)arem inim izersof(12).O n theotherhand,them inim izersof(12)obeying (23)arem inim izersof(13):From the

condition ofthe m inim um (15),weget

F

�

�n + ��n;
d�n

dy
+
d��n

dy
;H

�

� F

�

�n;
d�n

dy
;H

�

� ��J

= F

�

�n + ��n;
d�n

dy
+
d��n

dy
;H

�

� F

�

�n;
d�n

dy
;H

�

� 0: (26)

[Physically,thisfactm eansthe equivalence ofthe description in term softhe G ibbs free energy and the Helm holtz

free energy:Becauseof(23),the functionalF

h

�n;
d�n

dy
;�J

i

� F

h

�n;
d�n

dy
;0

i

can be regarded asthe Helm holtz free-

energy functional.] Using the standard technique,28 itisstraightforward to prove thatallstationary pointsof(12),

obeying (23),are m inim izersof(12)[and,thus,of(13)]. Indeed,let
�
��n
	
be the stationary pointfor�J = ��J and

corresponding H = �H .In the vicinity of
�
��n
	
,i.e.,for�n =

��n + ���n,wehavethe following estim ate:




�

�n;
d�n

dy
;�H

�

� r(T)

2

4
�2

2

N � 1X

n= 1

N � 1X

m = 1

G (n;m )

LZ

� L

dy
d�n (y)

dy

d�m (y)

dy
� 4�H

N � 1X

n= 1

�n

1

2�

LZ

� L

dy
d�n (y)

dy

3

5

� � 4�H r(T)��J: (27)
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Inequalities(27)show that
 hasa lowerbound in the vicinity ofany stationary point
�
��n
	
,obeying (23);hence,

�
��n
	
isa m inim izerof
 and F ,Q .E.D.

To strengthen (27),wem inim ize the right-hand sideofthe �rstinequality with respectto
d�n

dy
,obtaining

�
2

N � 1X

m = 1

G (n;m )

�
d�m

dy

�

m in

=
2�H

�
�n; (28)




�

�n;
d�n

dy
;�H

�

� � 2�H r(T)��J: (29)

Taking into accountthat
�
��n
	
isa solution of(2),m aking useof(11)and (28),weget:




�

�n;
d�n

dy
;�H

�

� 


�

��n;
d��n

dy
;�H

�

= r(T)

2

4W

N � 1X

n= 1

�
1� cos��n (L)

�
+ �

2

N � 1X

n= 1

N � 1X

m = 1

G (n;m )

LZ

� L

dy
d��n (y)

dy

d��m (y)

dy
� 4�H ��J

3

5

� r(T)W

N � 1X

n= 1

�
1� cos��n (L)

�
� 0: (30)

The inequality 


�
��n;

d��n

dy
;�H

�

� 0 is a m anifestation ofthe M eissner e�ect and had to be expected from general

therm odynam icargum ents.33 Relations(30)im m ediately yield

F

�

�n;
d�n

dy
;�H

�

� F

�

��n;
d��n

dy
;�H

�

� r(T)W

N � 1X

n= 1

�
1� cos��n (L)

�
+ 4�H r(T)��J � 4�H r(T)��J: (31)

W ewantto em phasizethatinequalitiesofthetype(29),(31)aretypicalofsoliton physics:They areused to establish

the existenceand stability ofsoliton solutions.4,6,7,8,9,28

Note an alternativeinterpretation ofthe variationalprinciple

�


�

�n;
d�n

dy
;H

�

= �F

�

�n;
d�n

dy
;0

�

� 4H r(T)

N � 1X

n= 1

�n

1

2�
�

LZ

� L

dy
d�n (y)

dy
= 0: (32)

The�eld H in (32)can beconsidered asa Lagrangem ultiplier,im plying thatvariation can beperform ed withoutany

restrictions on ��n (L),��n (� L). In this case,the requirem entthat the surface variation vanish yields conditions

(3),(4). Boundary conditionson �n are uniquely determ ined by (23):see the nextsection.The value H = �H fora

concretem inim izer
�
��n;��J

	
should be found from the condition oftherm odynam icequilibrium

@


�
��n;

d��n

dy
;�H

�

@��J

= 0: (33)

Indeed,


�
��n;

d��n

dy
;�H

�

can be written as




�

��n;
d��n

dy
;�H

�

= r(T)

2

4W

N � 1X

n= 1

2

41� cos��n (L)�
1

W

LZ

� L

dy��n (y)sin
��n (y)

3

5
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+ 2

�
d��

dy
(L)� 2�H

�

��J

�

; (34)

which by virtueof(33)im m ediately yields(9).

In sum m ary,wehaveproved thefollowing:TheSG equations(1)and relations(10)ensureonly thestationarity of

the G ibbsfree-energy functional(12).Thenecessary and su�cientconditionsofthe m inim um ofboth (12)and (13)

(which is the Helm holtz free-energy functionalfor H = 0) are given by (3),(4) and the constraint(23). Solutions

to (2),(10)thatdo notobey thisconstraintare absolutely unstable. The characterofthisinstability can be easily

established. Indeed,such solutionsare noteven stationary pointsofthe Helm holtz free-energy functional,therefore

�2
 = �2F need nothavede�nite sign.M oreover,the functional(12)isunbounded in thevicinity ofthesesolutions.

Thus,they arenothing butsaddle pointsof(12).

IV . T H E P R O O F O F T H E STA B ILIT Y O F T H E M EISSN ER SO LU T IO N A N D V O R T EX -P LA N E

SO LIT O N S

A . B oundary conditions on �n

O ur aim now is to establish boundary conditions on �n directly from the constraint (23). G iven that the SG

equations (2),boundary conditions (3),(4) and the constraint (23) represent a fullset ofnecessary and su�cient

conditionsofthe m inim um ofthe G ibbs and Helm holtz free-energy functionals,we willobtain,in thism anner,the

soughtproofofthe stability ofthe M eissnersolution and soliton vortex-planesolutions.

First,we observe thatsince a m inim izer of(12),(13)m ust ensure the vanishing ofboth the surface and volum e

variations in (17) and (18),it should necessarily belong to the class offunctions that satisfy (2),(3),(4) and the

sym m etry relations(6). Thus,the variation ofthe surface term sin (17)and (18)isperform ed with respectto trial

functionsthattakeonly discretevaluesaty = 0:

�n (0)= �Zn; (35)

whereZn can bearbitrarily chosen from theset0;� 1;� 2;:::.Thesefunctionscan besubdivided into classesparam -

eterized by an (N � 1)-dim ensional"vector"

Q = (Z1;Z2;:::;ZN � 1): (36)

In view of(35),the requirem entofthe continuity ofvariationscan be m etifand only if

��n (0)= 0; (37)

which m eansthatallthe m inim a of(12),(13)are param eterized by the vectorQ ,and the variation ofthe surface

term sin (17)and (18)isperform ed with respectto trialfunctionsthatbelong to a certain class(36).M oreover,the

sym m etry relations(6)im ply ��n (L)= � ��n (� L).Com bined with (14),thisyields

��n (L)= ��n (� L)= 0: (38)

Now wecom bine (15)with (6)to obtain

�n (L)� �Zn =
cn

2
� 0; (39)

� �n (� L)+ �Zn =
cn

2
� 0: (40)

Since the inequalitiesin (39),(40)should hold forany Zn,including Zn = 0,we get

�n (� L)� 0; �n (L)� 0:

M oreover,sinceforany �xed setfcng the setf�n (� L)g m ustbelong to a certain unique class(36),

� � < �n (� L)� 0; (41)
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2�Zn � cn < 2� (Zn + 1); Zn =

2

4
1

2�

LZ

� L

dy
d�n (y)

dy

3

5 = 0;1;2;:::; (42)

where[u]isthe integerpartofu.

G iven (37),(38),the boundary conditions(41)and

�n (0)= �Zn; Zn = 0;1;2;::: (43)

togetherwith (3),(4)determ ine,in principle,acom pletesetofconditionsforthem inim izerof(12),(13).Thesolution

belonging to a certain class (36) [with Zn as in (43)]�rst appears when all�n (� L)= 0,and cn = 2�Zn [see the

estim ates (30),(31): under these conditions,the density ofthe Josephson energy at the boundary is a m inim um ].

Thus,we areconfronted with the standard5,6,7,8,9 soliton boundary value problem

�n (� L)= 0; �n (0)= �Zn; Zn = 0;1;2;:::; (44)

plus the boundary conditions (4). To �nd outwhattype ofm inim izers can be realized in reality,we have to solve

Eqs.(2).3,17 NotethatN � 2 relations(4)im plicitly im poseN � 2 conditionson N � 1 constantsZn.Therefore,as

shown in Refs.3,17,the only solutionsto (2),(44),com patiblewith (4),arethosethatsatisfy (7),i.e.,the M eissner

solution and the soliton vortex-planesolutions:

Q v = (N v;N v;:::;N v); N v =

2

4
1

2�

LZ

� L

dy
d�n (y)

dy

3

5 = 0;1;2;::: (45)

Thepropertiesofthesesolutionswillbediscussed in m oredetailin whatfollows.Herewewanttobriefon theresults

forH = 0.3,17 ForH = 0,L < 1 ,therearenosoliton solutionsatall(includingthevortexplanes),and theonlystable

solution isthetrivialM eissnersolution �1 = �2 = :::�N � 1 � 0.Thesituation changesdrastically forH = 0,L = 1 :

The im position ofsoliton boundary conditions on �n (� 1 ) autom atically ensures the ful�llm ent ofthe boundary

conditions
d�n

dy
(� 1 )= 0 by virtue ofEqs.(2)them selvesand som e elem entary theorem sofm athem aticalanalysis.

Aside from the vortex-planesolution with N v = 1 in (45)(where L = 1 ),wehavea variety ofsoliton solutions(36)

with Zn arbitrarily chosen from theset0;� 1.ThefactthatforH = 0,L = 1 each �n can "accom m odate" no m ore

than onevortex oranivortex isa generalization ofthe well-known5,6 resultforthe singlestaticSG equation and can

be easily proved by the use ofthe �rstintegral(11)with the right-hand sideequalto N � 1.

B . T he M eissner solution and soliton vortex-plane solutions

The range ofthe existence ofthe solutions,param eterized by (45),isdeterm ined by the boundary value problem

(41),(43)(with allZn = N v)and relation (45):
3,17

0 � H < H0 � HsL ; for N v = 0; (46)

q

H 2
N v� 1

� H2
s � H < HN v

; for N v = 1;2;:::; (47)

where H sL has the m eaning ofthe superheating �eld ofthe M eissner state (N v = 0) for L < 1 (H sL > H s for

L < 1 ,and H s1 � Hs). The lower bound in (46),(47) is determ ined by the exact upper bound in (41). At

H = supH = H N v
,when all�n (� L)= inf�n (� L)= � �,there isinstability ofthe saddle-pointtype (see the end

ofsection III).Notethatboth theM eissnersolution (N v = 0)and thevortex-planesolutions(N v � 1)autom atically

satisfy the sym m etry relations(5).3,17

Itisinstructive to verify the generalinequalities(30),(31). M athem atically,itissu�cientto do thisonly forH

equalto the lowerbounds in (46),(47): By continuity argum ents,the resultwillbe valid in the whole �eld range.

Forthe M eissnersolution the veri�cation istrivial.ForN v � 1,weem ploy the exactexpression

F

�

��n;
d��n

dy
;�H

�

= r(T)�
2

N � 1X

n= 1

N � 1X

m = 1

G (n;m )

LZ

� L

dy
d��n (y)

dy

d��m (y)

dy
; (48)
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where �H �

q

H 2
N v� 1

� H2
s.Asshown in Ref.3,in thiscase

�
d��n (y)

dy

�

m in

=
d��n

dy
(� L)= 2

q

H 2
N v� 1

� H2
s; for alln: (49)

Com bining Eqs.(48),(49),wegetexactly the lowerbound in (31).

As is em phasized in Ref. 3, the obtained solutions are valid for any N , including the cases N = 2 (a single

junction)and N = 3 (a double-junction stack).(ForN = 2;3,wehavederived in Ref.3 exact,closed-form analytical

expressions.) Thesolutionswith N v � 1arepuresolitonsonly atH =

q

H 2
N v� 1

� H2
s,when jn (� L)= sin�n (� L)=

0 [jn (y)isthedensity oftheJosephson current
3 forfn = 1].In therestoftheregions(47),wehavesolitons"dressed"

by theM eissner�eld.In thecaseofN = 2(thesinglejunction),O wen and Scalapino34 called theseregionsthe"N v to

N v + 1 vortex m ode".[Becausetheprincipleofsuperposition doesnotapply to thenonlinearEqs.(2),theM eissner

and thevortex-plane�eldscannotbeseparated from each other.]Itisclearthatthevortex-planesolutionsforN > 2

area directgeneralization ofordinary vorticesin singlejunctions.

O fspecialinterestistheoverlap ofthe regions(46),(47)forN v = �N v and N v = �N v + 1.Asa result,theobtained

solutionscoverthe whole �eld range 0 � H < 1 ,asthey should. M athem atically,the overlap isrelated to the fact

thatthesolution with N v = �N v cannotbecontinuously transform ed into thesolution with N v = �N v + 1 by changing

H ,asisalwaysthe caseforsolitons.Forthe single junction,the overlap was�rstestablished num erically in Ref.34

and discussed qualitatively in Ref.35.Theoverlap practically vanishesforH N v
� H s .G iven thatallH N v

decrease

when W = 2L increases,3 the overlap isstrongerforlarge W and can involveseveralneighboring states.Physically,

the actualequilibrium state isthe one thatcorrespondsto the absolute m inim um ofthe G ibbsfree energy forgiven

H . The restofthe allowed states are m etastable. In view ofthe above-m entioned discontinuity,a transition from

the statewith N v = �N v to the state with lowerG ibbsfreeenergy N v = �N v + 1 willnecessarily be a phasetransition

ofthe �rst-order type.1,2,35 It particular,the lower critical�eld H c1 is determ ined from the requirem ent that the

G ibbs free energy ofthe state N v = 1 be equalto that ofthe M eissner state (N v = 0) and satis�es the relation
p
H 2
sL

� H2
s < H c1 < H sL .

C . Topologicalconsiderations and stability in the dynam ic regim e

Thestability oftheM eissnersolution and vortex-planesolitonscan bebetterunderstood,ifweanalyzetheobtained

results from the generalpointofview ofthe stability oftopologicaldefects in continuum m edia.4,5,6,7,8,9,29 To this

end,weconsiderthe density ofthe G ibbsfree energy (12)atthe boundariesy = � L.

Because ofthe generalsym m etry relations (6),valid for any solution to (6),(10),the density ofthe Josephson

energy isequalaty = � L and y = + L:

1� cos�n (� L)= 1� cos�n (+ L); n � 1� x < n; n = 1;2;:::;N � 1: (50)

Taking into account(11),weconcludethatalso thedensity ofthetotalfreeenergy isequalattheboundariesy = � L

and y = + L and thuscorrespondstothedegenerateequilibrium ("vacuum ")state,unperturbed by topologicaldefects

(solitons). M athem atically,the boundary ofthe interval� L � y � L can be considered asa 0-dim ensionalsphere:

S0 = f� L;+ Lg. G iven thatcon�gurations�n and �n + 2�Zn (Zn = 0;� 1;� 2;:::)are physically indistinguishable,

wecan �x the values�n (� L)asin (41)and regard the functions

 n (+ L)�
�n (+ L)+ �n (� L)

2�
= Zn (51)

as continuous m aps ofthe boundary into the additive group ofthe integers,Z: S0
 n

! Z. (Z is the group ofthe

degeneracyoftheequilibrium state,ortheorder-param eterspace.) Thefactoftheexistenceoftopologicallynontrivial

m apsofthistype,realized by soliton solutions,isoften expressed in term softhe"zeroth hom otopy group"4,5,6,7,8,9,29

�0 (M ),wherethe index "0" standsforthe boundary S0 and M isthe order-param eterspace:

�0 (Z)= Z: (52)

[Notethat�0 (M )ism erely thesetofdisconnected com ponentsofthespaceM .]Becauseoftheboundary conditions

(4),all n atH > 0 realize the sam e m apping : Z1 = Z2 = :::= ZN � 1 � Z. The external�eld H > 0 breaksthe

sym m etry �n ! � �n [seethe second term in (12)].Therefore,only the valuesZ � Nv = 0;1;2;:::areallowed,with

N v = 0 being the"vacuum ",M eissnerstate.In thisway,wearriveatthenaturaltopologicalclassi�cation (45)ofthe
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m inim izersof(12).O wing to the continuity conditions(36),(37),variation in (17),(18)isallowed only with respect

to trialfunctionsf�ng thathave the sam e end points�n (� L)and the m iddle point�n (0)asthe m inim izer
�
��n
	
,

i.e.,f�ng are hom otopic to
�
��n
	
and belong to the sam e class(45):hence the stability of

�
��n
	
againstcontinuous

perturbations.

Num ericalsim ulationsfortim e-dependentcoupled SG equationshaverevealed exceptionalstability ofvortex planes

in the dynam ic regim e aswell:see �gure 7 in Ref. 30,�gure 8 in Ref. 31,and �gure 3 in Ref. 32. (The authorsof

Refs.30,31,32 em ploy theterm s"coherent","in-phase" or"phase-locked m odes" instead ofourterm "vortex planes"

that we prefer for physicalreasons.) Although a detailed analysis ofthe dynam ics ofvortex planes is beyond the

scopeofthispaperand willbe doneelsewhere,the resultsofRefs.30,31,32 can be explained already atthisstage.

In theabsenceofdissipation,thedynam icSG equations,describing an evolution ofthesystem in thetim einterval

ti � t� tf,can be derived from a corresponding Lagrangian by use ofa variationalprinciple.The requirem entthat

the surface variation vanish on the whole perim eterofthe space-tim e boundary leadsto the conditions��n (y;ti)=

��n (y;tf)= 0 and a generalization ofthe conservation law forthe Josephson 
ux � J,Eq.(23):

�J =

N � 1X

n= 1

�n

1

2�

LZ

� L

dy
@�n (y;t)

@y
=

N � 1X

n= 1

�n

�n (L;t)� �n (� L;t)

2�
= const; (53)

which m eansthatthe di�erences�n (L;t)� �n (� L;t)do notdepend on t.Thus,by �xing the boundary conditions

�n (� L;t)att= ti asin subsection IV.A,we �x the initialvalue ofthe 
ux � J = ��J that willnotchange in the

course ofthe evolution ofthe system from t= ti to t= tf. The topologicaltype ofthe solution [see (46)]willnot

change,either:

N v =

2

4
1

2�

LZ

� L

dy
@�n (y;t)

@y

3

5 =

�
�n (L;t)� �n (� L;t)

2�

�

= const: (54)

Asusual,5,6,7,8,9 thissituation can be form alized in term softhe conserved topologicalcurrent

j� =

N � 1X

n= 1

�n

2�
���@
�n; @�j� = 0; (55)

where �;
 = 0;1;@� = (@t;@x);and ��� is the antisym m etric sym bolon two indices,�01 = � �10 = 1;with �J =
LR

� L

dyj0 being the topologicalcharge.

Asshould be clearfrom theseresults,tim e-dependentSG equationsalonecannotdescribeJosephson-vortex pene-

tration,i.e.,an evolution ofthesystem from the topologically trivialM eissnerstate,N v = 0,to a statewith N v 6= 0.

Unfortunately,this im portantissue hasnotbeen realized in Ref. 12 thatclaim sto have "dem onstrated a dynam ic

processofvortex penetration" by m eansofnum ericalsim ulationsfortim e-dependentSG equations.

V . D ISC U SSIO N

A . U nstable solutions to the SG equations

Asisproved in section III,allnon-topological,non-soliton solutionsto (2),(10)thatdo notm eetthe requirem ent

ofthe 
ux conservation (23)are absolutely unstable: They are nothing but saddle points ofthe G ibbs free-energy

functional(12),cannotbe assigned any "free energy" and are therefore unobservable. Since the requirem entofthe

continuity ofvariations in (17) does not im pose on such solutions any constraints ofthe type (36),(37),they can

be continuously transform ed into the stable M eissner solution or a vortex-plane solution,representing the actual

m inim um of(12)ata given H ,by a seriesofin�nitesim aldeform ationsof�n withouta violation ofthe boundary

conditions(10).[A clearillustration ofsuch a transform ation fornon-topologicaldefectsin a system ofplanarspins

seein Ref.29,section II.B.]

Analytically,allunstable con�gurationsforH � 0 can be obtained using the sym m etry relations(6),assolutions

to the boundary value problem

d�n

dy
(� L)= 2H ; �n (0)= �Zn; Zn = 0;1;2;::: (56)
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thatviolatetopologicalboundary conditions,derived in subsection IV.A.Forexam ple,onecan setin (56)Z1 = Z2 =

:::= ZN � 1 � Z and increaseH beyond the upperbound HN v
ofthestability regions(46),(47)fora given N v = Z.

By continuously increasing H beyond the stability region ofthe M eissnerstate,unstable con�gurationswith Z = 0,

interpreted as"Josephson-vortex penetration",were obtained in num ericalsim ulationsforstatic SG equations(Ref.

31,�gure 7)and tim e-dependentSG equations(Ref. 12,�gure 2). Analogousinstability forZ � 1 isdem onstrated

by num ericalsim ulationsin the dynam ic regim e [H = const> 0,and an increasing transportcurrentI > Ic(H )]in

Ref.32:see region IV in �gure3 therein;region IIIcorrespondsto dynam ically stablevortex planes.

Unstablesolutionsappearalsowhen notallZn in (56)areequalto each other.Thus,an unstable"singleJosephson

vortex" corresponds to the choice Zl = 1,Zn6= l = 0. Solutions ofthis type were obtained in severalnum erical

sim ulations.16,25,30 By way ofillustration,we consider here only the case H = 0. As is explained at the end of

subsection IV.A,the only stable con�guration for H = 0,L < 1 is the trivialM eissner state �1 = �2 = :::=

�N � 1 � 0. Figure 5 in Ref. 30,and �gures 1,2 in Ref. 16 clearly show that the solutions presented therein,in

reality,are characterized by allZn =

"

1

2�

LR

� L

dy
d�n (y)

dy

#

= 0 and,thus,belong to the classQ v = (0;0;:::;0)ofthe

generaltopologicalclassi�cation (45).By m eansofcontinuousdeform ations,they can betransform ed into thetrivial

M eissnersolution.

O ther unstable solutions,available in the literature,can be analyzed along the sam e lines. In particular,the

"triangularJosephson-vortex latticewith theperiod xp = 1",proposed in Ref.19,correspondsto thecaseZodd = Z,

Zeven = Z + 1.

B . A com parison w ith A brikosov vortices in type-II superconductors

As the form ation of a vortex-plane soliton involves only phase di�erences between successive S-layers,it does

not a�ect the topology ofthe layered superconductor. In contrast,the appearance ofa linear (R 1) singularity of

the orderparam eter�(r)= j�(r)jexp[i’ (r)]is necessary forthe form ation ofan Abrikosov vortex in continuum

type-IIsuperconductors. Thus,in the presence ofa single Abrikosov vortex,the topology ofthe continuum type-II

superconductorchangesfrom R
3 (the three-dim ensionalEuclidean space)to R 3=R 1 = S1. Therefore,the notion of

the "vortex core"14 isinherent(both physically and m athem atically)to the Abrikosov vortex and ism eaninglessin

the caseofthe vortex plane.

An isolated Abrikosovvortexisitselfastableobject,both topologicallyand energetically.(Thelattercan beproved

by theuseofthesam em athem aticalm ethodsasthoseem ployed in oursection III:see,e.g.,Refs.7,8,9.) Therefore,an

equilibrium stateofN v Abrikosov vorticesisdeterm ined by com paringthevaluesoftheG inzburg-Landau free-energy

functionalfor di�erent spatialcon�gurations,which yields the well-known triangular lattice as the m ost favorable

one.14 In contrast,thenotion ofthe"Josephson-vortex lattice" issenselessforlayered superconductors:O necan only

speak ofN v-soliton (vortex-plane)states,with N v = 0 representing the M eissnerstate,and each vortex plane being

a "Josephson vortex" itself.

In the caseofextrem e type-IIsuperconductors,the linearsingularities,associated with Abrikosov vortices,can be

easilyincorporatedintothefram eworkofthesim pleLondon m odel.14 Theresultingequation isalinearinhom ogeneous

partialdi�erentialequation forthe local�eld. O wing to linearity,the local�eld is a superposition ofthe M eissner

and vortex �elds.Asisem phasized in subsection IV.B,thisisnotthecaseforlayered superconductorsbecauseofthe

nonlinearity ofthe SG equations(2). Unfortunately,this im portantissue wasnotunderstood in som e publications

concerned with Josephson-vortex penetration.36

Aswecan see,thereisno "analogy"between theAbrikosov-vortexstructurein continuum type-IIsuperconductors

and the Josephson-vortex structurein layered superconductorsin the naivesense.11 Instead,there isa m uch subtler

m athem aticalanalogy:Thetopologicalclassi�cation ofvortex con�gurationsin type-IIsuperconductorsisisom orphic

to thatin layered superconductors. A proofisstraightforward.Forthe reasonsexplained above,the boundary ofa

type-IIsuperconductoris,in general,topologically equivalentto a one-dim ensionalsphere (a circle)S1. The order

param eterspace isM = U (1)(the sym m etry group ofquantum electrodynam ics).Topologically,U (1)= S1.Thus,

soliton solutions,in this case,realize nontrivialm aps S1 ! S1. Allthe continuous m aps S1 ! S1 have a group

structure ofthe fundam ental(or�rsthom otopy)group �1
�
S1
�
.4,5,6,7,8,9,29 G iven thatS1 = R =Z (R isthe additive

group ofthe realnum bers),wecan write

�1
�
S
1
�
= �1 (R =Z)= �0 (Z)= Z; (57)

which should be com pared with (52). Asin the case oflayered superconductors,the externalm agnetic �eld H > 0

breaksthesym m etry ’ ! � ’.Thus,only thestatesparam eterized by Nv = 0;1;:::arepossible,with N v = 0 being

the "vacuum ",M eissnerstate.
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To conclude this discussion,we have to clarify a typicalm isunderstanding12 concerning the role ofthe lam inar

m odel14 in type-IIsuperconductivity. In reality,the order-param eterspace ofa continuum type-IIsuperconductor,

M = S1,precludes the existence oftopologically stable plane defects,envisaged by the lam inar m odel. Indeed,

consider two points P1 = (x0;a;z0),P2 = (x0;b;z0) on the opposite sides ofsuch a defect,in unperturbed regions

ofthe superconductor. Join these points by a continuouspath,param eterized by a � y � b. The boundary ofthe

interval[a;b]isa 0-dim ensionalsphereS0 = fa;bg,which leadsusto a consideration ofthem apsS0 ! S1.However,

the pertinenthom otopy group �0
�
S1
�
istrivial,4,5,6,8,9,29 i.e.,

�0
�
S
1
�
= 0; (58)

in contrastto (52)and (57). Topologicalinstability ofthe "lam inarsolution" hardly allowsone to expectthatthis

solution correspondsto any localm inim um ofthe G inzburg-Landau free-energy functional.Therefore,a com parison

with unstable "isolated 
uxons" or"triangularJosephson-vortex lattices" in layered superconductorsism uch m ore

appropriatethan the far-fetched12 "sim ilarity" to the vortex plane.

C . T he interpretation ofexperim entaldata

Experim entalobservationsofthe vortex structure in layered superconductorscan be roughly subdivided into two

groups:(i)directobservations,allowing one to"visualize" the 
ux distribution;23,24,37 (ii)indirectobservations(i.e.,

m easurem entsofc-axistransportproperties,25,38,39 m agnetization,40 and theuppercritical�eld41).Here,wepresent

an overview ofthese observations,showing that allthe experim entaldata available up to now can be explained in

term s ofthe stable vortex-plane con�gurations. A detailed quantitative analysis can be done with the use ofthe

resultsofRefs.1,2,3.

Josephson-
ux distribution,characteristic ofvortex planes for H > 0,was directly observed on arti�ciallow-Tc

stacked junctionsin Ref.23 (by low-tem peraturescanning electron m icroscopy)and in Ref.24 (by polarized neutron

re
ection). In particular,the double-junction stack23 (N = 3)hasrevealed the phase-di�erence sym m etry �1 = �2,

exactly ascould beexpected from thegeneralrelations(5)forvortexplanes.In both theexperim ents,23,24 penetration

ofthe 
ux occurred sim ultaneously and coherently into allthe junctions,in fullagreem entwith the scenario forthe

vortex planes.1,2 M oreover,accom panying m easurem entsofm agnetization in Ref.24 haveshown typicaloscillations

and hysteresis. The oscillations should be viewed as a m anifestation of a series of �rst-order phase transitions,

discussed in section IV.2 and Refs.1,2,whereasthe hysteresisisim plied by the overlap ofthe regions(46),(47).

W edraw attention to a possibleapplication to high-Tc superconductivity.O scillationsofm agnetization in parallel

�elds,interpreted asevidence ofJosephson nature ofthe 
ux,have been reported forYBCO in Ref. 40. According

to Ref.40,"thetem peraturedependence ofthe m agnetization contradictsthe presenttheoreticalexpectations".

As shown by our self-consistent calculations,1,2 the oscillating behavior ofthe criticalJosephson current Ic(H )

(the Fraunhoferpattern)isa resultofsuccessive penetration ofvortex planesand theirpinning by the edgesofthe

superconductor. O scillating Ic(H )dependencieshave been observed both on arti�ciallow-Tc stacked junctions25,38

and high-Tc layered superconductorsBSCCO .25,39 "Irregularities" ofthe dependence Ic(H ),25,38 such as,e.g.,m ul-

tivaluednessand aperiodicity,can be easily explained by the overlap ofthe regions(46),(47).Behaviorofthistype

wasobserved a long tim e ago on the single Josephson junction,42 which con�rm ed the theoreticalprediction ofthe

overlap forordinary Josephson vortices.34

The m ost"ancient" experim entalcon�rm ation ofthe stability ofvortex planesisprovided by observationsofthe

"crossover"behaviorofH c2 (T)in arti�ciallow-Tc stacked junctions.
41 ForH � Hc2,thecondition fn = 1,em ployed

in the derivation ofEqs.(2),in no longervalid. However,periodic m odulationsoffn (y),caused by the presence of

vortex planesand thereforeidenticalin allthe S-layers,accountforthe observed behaviorofH c2 (T).
1,2

Finally,we wantto com m enton directobservationsofnon-equilibrium isolated vorticesin layered high-Tc super-

conductorsatH = 0.37 Asisexplained atthe end ofsubsection IV.A,nontrivial
ux con�gurationscannotexistin

a layered superconductorwith idealperiodicity atH = 0,L < 1 . However,the presence ofstructuraldefects(e.g.,

stacking faults,asishinted in Ref. 37)violatesthe condition ofidealperiodicity and should stabilize energetically

an otherwise unstable con�guration.In thissituation,we indeed expectto obtain non-equilibrium isolated vortices,

because theirself-energy islowerand the c-axisextentissm allerthan those ofvortex planesatH = 0,L < 1 .2 A

detailed m athem aticalanalysisofthiscasecan be done on the basisoftheresultsofRef.3.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N S

In brief,wehavesolved theproblem oftheclassi�cation ofallsolutionsto(2),(10)with respecttotheirstability.In

ourconsideration,wehaveem ployed exactm ethodsofthecalculusofvariations,soliton physicsand theexactresults
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ofRef.3[theexpression fortheG ibbsfree-energyfunctional(12),the�rstintegral(11)and thesolution tothesoliton

boundary value problem (2),(4),(44)]. In view ofobviousm athem aticalcom plexity,the problem ofthe stability of

vortex con�gurationscould notbe solved by use ofinadequate m ethods,em ployed,e.g.,in Refs. 11,12,18,19,20,21,

and wasnoteven posed in any ofthese publications.

In fullagreem entwith the fundam entalsofsoliton physics,we have proved thatthe only m inim izersofboth the

G ibbsand Helm holtzfreeenergy functionalsaretheM eissnersolution (the"vacuum " state)and soliton vortex-plane

solutions. They represent the actualequilibrium �eld con�gurations. The obtained results allowed us to explain

exceptionalstability ofvortex planes,established in num ericalsim ulations,and to providea uni�ed interpretation of

the experim entaldata availableup to now.

In contrast,non-soliton con�gurations("isolated 
uxons",triangularJosephson-vortex lattices",etc.),proposed in

previouspublications,turned outto be absolutely unstableand unobservable:They arenothing butsaddlepointsof

theG ibbsfree-energyfunctionaland arenoteven stationarypointsoftheHelm holtzfree-energyfunctional.Physically,

these con�gurationsviolateconservation lawsforthe 
ux and the current.

O nem ay ask a naturalquestion why exactly theunstablecon�gurationswerepreviously proposed asthe"equilib-

rium state",whereasthe actualm inim izersofthe free energy (vortex-plane solitons)were neglected. W e think that

the answerliesin the following:

i)thehypothesisofan "analogy"with theAbrikosov-vortexstructurein type-IIsuperconductors,accepted without

any m athem aticaljusti�cation;11

ii)the absenceofan exactm athem aticalde�nition ofthe "Josephson vortex".In Refs.11,18,"isolated Josephson

vortices"werediscussed withoutany consideration oftheSG equations.ThefactthatJosephson vorticesarenothing

butstaticsolitonsoftheSG equationswasnotrealized in subsequentpublications,either.Forexam ple,theexistence

ofJosephson vorticesin thecaseW � 2�J wasdenied in Refs.15,16,which isrefuted by ourEqs.(47),valid forany

W ;

iii)obviousm athem aticalm istakesin thetreatm entoftheLawrence-Doniach m odel43 forin�nite(N = 1 )layered

superconductors.The neglect15,19,20,21 ofthe surface variation in the variationalprinciple forthe Lawrence-Doniach

functionalresulted in a lossoftheconservation lawsforthecurrentand the
ux,aswas�rstpointed outin Ref.1,2:

Soliton solutionsarea corollary oftheseconservation laws;

iv)theabsenceofany investigation ofanalyticalpropertiesofthecoupled staticSG equationsforH > 0,W < 1 .

Pertinentsoliton solutionswere obtained in ourpapers: in the exactly solvable casesN = 1 (Refs. 1,2),N = 2;3

(Refs.3,17),and in the generalcase2 � N < 1 (Ref.3).Standard m ethodsofsoliton physics4,5,6,7,8,9,28 aswellas

advanced m ethodsofthe calculusofvariationsand ofthe theory ofdi�erentialequations,em ployed in ouranalysis,

werecom pletely disregarded in previoustheoreticalpublications;15,19,20,21

v)the absence ofany attem pts to analyze the stability ofthe proposed "vortex" con�gurations,both in theoret-

icalpublications11,18,19,20,21 and num ericalsim ulations.16 Dynam ic stability ofvortex planes,noticed in num erical

sim ulations,30,31,32 wasnotunderstood and neglected;

vi)the neglectofdirectexperim entalobservations23,24 ofthe Josephson-vortex structure atH > 0: These obser-

vationshave clearly revealed thatexactly the vortex planes(not"isolated 
uxons" or"triangularlattices")are the

actualequilibrium �eld con�gurations;

vii)long-term dom ination ofthesubjectivepointofview11 and theabsenceofany pluralism ofopinion.Asaresult,

thecriticalrem arks22 areneglected,whereastheattem ptsto clarify thesituation within thefram ework ofa rigorous

m athem aticalapproach1,2 areim m ediately attacked12 with the use ofinappropriatem ethods.13

W e hope that this paper will�nally convince both theorists and experim entalists, specializing in the �eld of

weak superconductivity,ofthe necessity to give up the old,unsound theoreticalprejudices:The wealth ofm agnetic

propertiesoflayered superconductors(both low-and high-Tc)cannotbeunderstood withoutthesolitons.O neshould

also think ofpossible practicalapplicationsofthe vortex-planesolitons,e.g.,in subm illim eter-wavegenerators,asis

proposed in Ref. 32. G iven the role ofthe single SG equation in di�erent �elds ofphysics (quantum optics;7 the

Skyrm e and the Thirring m odels in elem entary particle physics;5,6,7 the theory ofdislocations and m agnetism ,let

alone the Josephson e�ect,in condensed m atterphysics,7 etc.),we expectthatourexactresultsforthe coupled SG

equations(including the single oneasa particularcase)m ay �nd applicationsin these �eldsaswell.

Thecoupled SG equationsforH > 0,W < 1 havenotbeen studied in m athem aticalliterature,either.O urexact

analyticalresultsforthestaticcaseconstituteonly the�rststep in thisdirection.Thenextstageshould beanalytical

properties oftim e-dependentequations. O ur paper m ay stim ulate interest in this problem ofspecialists in applied

m athem aticsaswell.
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A P P EN D IX A :T H E P R O P ER T IES O F T H E M A T R IX G (n;m )

The explicitform ofG (n;m )is

G (n;m )=
1

2�

q

1+ �2

4

"

�
jn� m j

�
�n

�
�m � N � �N � m

�
+ �N � n (�� m � �m )

�� N � �N

#

; (A1)

where

� = 1+
�2

2
� �

r

1+
�2

4
: (A2)

The following propertiesofG (n;m )areobvious:

G (n;m )= G (m ;n); (A3)

G (n;N � m )= G (N � n;m ): (A4)

The m atrix G (n;m )ispositive de�nite,sinceallitseigenvaluesej arepositive:

ej =
�2j

�2
; �j =

�
q

2+ �2 � 2cos
�j

N

; j= 1;2;:::;N � 1: (A5)

O fim portancearethe sum m ation rules:

N � 1X

m = 1

G (n;m )=
1

�2
[1� G (n;1)� G (n;N � 1)]

=
1

�2

�

1�
�� n + �� N + n � �n � �N � n

�� N � �N

�

; 1 � n � N � 1; (A6)

N � 1X

n= 1

N � 1X

m = 1

G (n;m )=
1

�2

2

4N � 1�
2

q

1+ �2

4
� �

�

1� �N � 1

1+ �N

3

5 �
N � 1

�2H 2
s

; (A7)

where

H s =

2

41�
2

q

1+ �2

4
� �

�(N � 1)

1� �N � 1

1+ �N

3

5

� 1

2

�

r
(N � 1)N

2

2

6
4

[N
2
]� 1

X

k= 0

�
2
2k+ 1 cos

2� (2k+ 1)

2N

3

7
5

� 1

2

(A8)

isthe superheating (penetration)�eld ofa sem iin�nite (0 � y < 1 )layered superconductor.3

A P P EN D IX B :A R ELA T IO N SH IP T O T H E VA R IA T IO N A L P R IN C IP LE FO R IN FIN IT E LA Y ER ED

SU P ER C O N D U C T O R S (N = 1 )

The intralayercurrentsforfn = 1 aregiven by3

Jn (y)=
d’n (y)

dy
� 2A (n;y)
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=
1

4�
[H n (y)� Hn+ 1 (y)]; n = 0;1;:::;N � 1; (B1)

whereH 0 (y)= H N (y)� H .Using the second relation in (B1),weget

N � 1X

n= 0

Jn (y)= 0; (B2)

which isthe conservation law forthe totalintralayercurrent.M oreover,in view of(5)and (A3),(A4),

H n (y)= H N � n (y): (B3)

Hence,

Jn (y)= � JN � n� 1 (y): (B4)

Using the �rstrelation in (B1),wewrite

LZ

� L

dy[Jn (y)� Jn� 1 (y)]

= �n (L)� �n (� L)�

LZ

� L

dy[A (n;y)� A (n � 1;y)]; n = 1;2;:::;N � 1: (B5)

Thesecond term on theright-hand sideof(B5)isthe
ux between theS-layersn and n� 1.W ecan thereforerewrite

(B5)using (8):

LZ

� L

dy[Jn (y)� Jn� 1 (y)]= H W [G (n;1)+ G (n;N � 1)]

+ �n (L)� �n (� L)+
�2

2

N � 1X

m = 1

G (n;m )[�m (L)� �m (� L)]; n = 1;2;:::;N � 1: (B6)

In view ofthe 
ux-conservation conditions(24),the variation ofthe right-hand side of(B6)vanishes,hence

�Jn (y)= �Jn� 1 (y); n = 1;2;:::;N � 1: (B7)

Com bined with the current-conservation law (B2),relations(B7)yield:

�Jn (y)= 0; n = 0;1;:::;N � 1; (B8)

which m eansthatpartialintralayercurrentsarealso conserved.

Considerthe caseN � 1.Forn satisfying the condition
�
�� 1

�
� n � N � 1�

�
�� 1

�
,we can proceed to the lim it

N ! 1 in the second relation (B1),obtaining

Jn (y)=
d’n (y)

dy
� 2A (n;y)= 0: (B9)

Thisisexactly the resultderived forthe in�nite (N = 1 )layered superconductorin Refs.1,2 by m eansofan exact

variationalprinciple,based on the useofthe conservation law forthe totalintralayercurrent.
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