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By detem ining the type of all stationary points of the G bbs free energy functional for layered
superconductors in parallelm agnetic elds, we establish the classi cation ofall solutions to coupled
static sihe-G ordon equations for the phase di erences w ith respect to their stability. W e prove that
the only m Inin izers of the free energy are the M eissner solution (the "vacuum " state) and soliton

go_n_&_—rr_l at/0202293]. They are the actual equilbrium eld con gurations. W e present a topolog—
ical classi cation of these solutions. In contrast, previously proposed non-soliton con gurations
("isolated uxons", "triangular Josephson-vortex lattices", etc.) are absolutely unstable and unob—
servable: T hey are nothing but saddl points of the G bbs free-energy functional and are not even
stationary points of the H elm holtz freeenergy functional (obtained from the form er by a Legendre
transform ation). (P hysically, non-soliton con gurations violate conservation law s for the current
and the ux.) The obtained results allow us to explain dynam ic stability of vortex planes, noticed
in num erical sin ulations, and to provide a uni ed interpretation of the available experin entaldata.
W e hope that the paper will stin ulate interest in the sub jfct of specialists In di erent elds of
physics and in applied m athem atics.

PACS numbers: 745041, 74.80Dm , 0545Y v

I. NTRODUCTION

In thispaper, we present the solution ofthe problem ofequilbbrium vortex structure in layered superconductors and
stacked Josephson jinctions In the presence of a paralle], static, hom ogeneous extemalm agnetic eld H and provide
a uni ed interpretation ofthe available experinm entaldata. O ur approach consists in a rigorousm athem atical analysis
of the stability of all types of ux con g;ulmtjons, proposed In the literature, by m eans of exact variationalm ethods
rm icroscopic free-energy fanctionalsPe?

W ithin the fram ework of these m ethods, we have previously obtained a com plete classi cation ofallpossible static
soliton solutions to coupled sine<G ordon (SG ) equationg forphasedi erencesboth nin nite N = 1 ,N igthenumber
of superconducting (8) layers] layered superconductorsy® and. nite N < 1 ) Josephson—jinction stacks’ forH > 0.
Based on the fiindam ental argum ent of soliton physjcs‘!'lrt_’fbﬂ'g that topological solitons in nonlhear eld theories are
m Inin izers of the energy functionals (freeenergy functionals in our case),'io: we have identi ed these solutions w ith
equilbriim Josephson-vortex con gurations. Theirm agnetic eld has symm etry typical of plane defects, hence the
term "vortex planes". P hysically, a vortex plane can be regarded as a bopnd state of interlayer vortices (one vortex
per each insulating layer in the plane). In contrast to a deep-rooted belief% in an "analogy" w ith A brikosov vortices
In contihuum type-IT superconductors, the SG equations for H > 0 do not adm it static soliton solutions that can be
denti ed w ith an "isolated Josephson vortex" or a "triangular Josephson-vortex lattice".

Unfrtunately, a wide-spread m isunderstanding of the fact that equilbrium Josephson vortices are nothing but
static soliton solutions to the SG equations incurred a m isunderstanding of the exact m athem atical resuls of Refs.
:]:,:2[3 In the critical comm ent, Ref. :_[2_3, V.M .Krshov and L. N . Bulaevskii "disprove" the conclisions of Refs.
E,;Z by clin jng (In contradiction to the findam entals of soliton physics) that vortex-plane solitons "m axim ize the
free engrgy” .3 A cocording to Ref. :;g', the "instability" of vortex planes is "sim ilar to the instability of the lam inar
so]utjo.rﬂ‘g for type-TIT superconductors". R lfemating superconducting and nom al layers, envisaged by the lam inar
m odell? have nothing to do wih soliton physics and do not possess the property of topological stability: see a
proof In subsection V B of the present paper.] V.M .K rasnov and L.N .Bulaevskii insist on hypothetical "isolated

uxons", allegedly, having "lower energy" for H > 0 and characterized by a "m uch an aller length scale". No exact
m athem aticalde nition ofthe "isolated uxons" isgiven. W e have not found any de nition in the origihalpapers by
the critics of vortex planes, efther: For exam ple, it is claim ed in Refs. :_15,:_L§‘ that Josephson vortices "do not exist" in
single Josephson junctions w ith W 2 5 W isthe junction width, s isthe Josephson length). H owever, an exact,
closed-form ana]ytjcalsohtjoné‘ﬂ to the single static SG equation, appropriate for this case, clearly dem onstrates the
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existence of phase-di erence solitons for arbitrarily smallW , provided the external eld H is su ciently high. As
shown In Refs. lr_]:,:j, exactly these solitons account for the welkknown Fraunhofer pattem of the critical Josephson
current I. @ ) forw 2 5] 3

Furthem ore, the m anuscript Ref. G, although subm itted twice to Physical Review B (November 2000, August
2001), is still not published. In particulgy,gpe of the referees disputed the conclusions of Ref. B, because, In his
opinion, the soliton boundary conditiong8782 em ployed therein "overdeterm ined" the problem of the classi cation
of equilbbrium Jossphson-vortex con gurations. He argued that certain num erical sin ulations for the SG equations
had dem onstrated, aside from vortex-plane solitons, the existence of "singlevortex" solutions. A ccording to the
referee, these solutions had "low er free energy" than the vortex planes forgiven H . Asin Ref. :_l-%', no exact de nition
of such solutions was given.

It should be em phasized that the idea of an "analogy" between the Jossphson-vortex structure in layered super—
conductors and the Abrikosovyvprtex structure in continuum type-II supercopductors was not supported in Ref. :_1]_}
and subsequent publication8£92421 by any seriousm athem aticalargum ents£223 N either was it con 1m ed by djivect
experin ental observations of the equilbbrium Josephson—vortex structure in arti cial stacked junctionsat H > 02324
Unfrtunately, m ost theoretical e orts were constrained by the idea of an "apalogy' ~hence the use of m athem ati-
cally illom ulated m ethods, such as, eg., a "continuum -lin i approxin ation" £11429202% For nstance, the exact SG
equations for the phase di erences were not even derived in Refs. :_l;:,:_LQ', concemed w ith a "single Jossphson vortex"
atH > 0. @A sshown by Fan'd,'gz- equations of Ref. :_l-g have no physical solution.) Since the problem of the stability
of the proposed "vortex con gurations" (ie., whether they are actualpoints ofm inim a ofthe free-energy finctionals)
required the use of rigorous m athem aticalm ethods, it was not eyen_posed In Refs. :_1'1_},'_13,:_1'9,:_2'@,2'1_}

C onceming num erical sin ulations for the static SG equations292? there is an unjisti ed tendency to identify any
kink-type feature of the phase di erence w ith a "Josephson vortex", w ithout any analysis of its stability. In contrast
to the exact analytical m ethods of Refs. g.',:_i;_i%, the num erical approach does not provide any m eans tp-establish a
full set of necessary and su cient conditions of the m inin um of the freeenergy functionals. T ypically, 29 num erical
sim ulations start w ith an incorrectly form plated (ooth m athem atically and physically) boundary value problem that
does not m eet the criterion of uniqueness 2

To close the issue of the equilbbrium Josephson-vortex structure in layered supgroonductors and stacked, Jipctions,
we determ ine analytically (oy m eans ofexact m ethods ofthe calculus ofvan'atjonlﬁ'f and soliton physic@478228) the
type ofall stationary points ofthe exact m icroscopic G bbs free-energy fiinctional? generating the static SG equations.
O ur consideration applies to an arbitrary num ber of superconducting layers N , including the casesN = 2 (@ sihgk
Junction) and N ! 1 (an in nite layered superconductor). As a resul, we obtain a com plete classi cation of all
nontrivial solitions to the SG equations, considered in the literature (poth analytically and num erically), w ith respect
to their stability. A s could be expected from the generalargum ents of soliton physics, the only m inin izeyrg of the free—
energy flinctional are the M eissner solution (the "vacuum " state) and soliton vortex-plane solutions®?+ The latter
represent the actual equilbrium Josephson-vortex con gurations forH > 0. In contrast, non-soliton con gurations
eg. "isolated uxons", "trangular Josephson-vortex lattices", etc.) are absolutely unstable: They are nothing
but saddle points of the G bbs freeenergy functional and are not even stationary points of the Helm holtz free—
energy fiinctional (obtained from the form erby a Legendre transform ation). P hysically, non-soliton solutions violate
conservation law s for the current and the ux, aswas st noticed in the case of an In nite layered superconductor
N =1)inReks 14

In section IT, we clarify a relationship between the correct form ulation of the boundary value problem to the SG
equations and a full set of necessary and su cient conditions of the m inim um of the G bbs free-energy functional.
T he proof of the stability ofthe M eissner solution and vortex-plane solitons is given in sections ITT, IV . In section ITT,
we establish that the su cient condition ofthem inin um ofthe G bbs free-energy finctional consists in the vanishing
of the surface variation of the corresponding Helm holtz freeenergy fiinctional, which, in tum, yields conservation
law s for the ux and the Intralayer current. In subsection IV A, we derive the soliton boundary conditions directly
from the conservation law for the ux, which provides the sought proof of the stability of the M eissner solution and
vortex-plane solitons. The m ain physical and m athem atical properties of these solutions are discussed in subsection
IV B . In,subssetion IV C, we analyze the obtained results from the point of view of general theory ,af topological
defctPeu P29 and explain dynam ic stability of vortex planes, established in num erical sin ulations398162

Som e in portant physical and m athem atical issues, related to the m ain results of the paper, are discussed in
section V . In subsection V A, we present a rigorous analytical description of unstable solutions ("isolated uxons",
"triangular Josephson-vortex lattices", etc.), proposed in previous theoreticalpublications and num erical sin ulations.
In subsection V B, we draw a com parison w ith the Abrikosov vortices in type-IT superconductors. In subsection V C,
we analyze the available experin ental data from the point of view of the stable vortex-plane con gurations.

In section V I, we sum m arize the obtained resuls, system atize our critician of previous approaches and m ake som e
concliding rem arks. In Appendix A , we give a list ofm athem atical form ulas, relevant to them ain text. In A ppendix
B, we establish a relationship to the variational principle of Refs. hjd for in nite layered superconductors.



T hroughout the paper; we adhere to the din ensionless notation of Ref. -_?'1 T he geom etry of the problem is that

of gqures 1,2jnRef.l_3':The superconductor occupiestheregion 0 x N 1] [ L y LI (1 <z<1),

where 2L, = W ; the layering axis (the caxis) is x; the axis y is along the layers; the extemalm agnetic eld is along
the axisz: H = (0;0;H 0). The phase di erence between two successive S-layers is denoted as "n 'no1
(0= «n 0),with n= 0;1;:::N 1 being the S-layer num ber. The caxis extemal current is not considered:
I= 0.

II. THE FORMULATION OF THE PROBLEM

In Ref. -'_3, we have derived the coupled static SG equations or the phase di erences , by m inim izing the exact
m icroscopic G bbs freeenergy finctiona? En; nsA;H Jwih respect to £, and A (£, is the reduced m odulus of
the order param eter In the n-th S-layer, A is the vector potential). In the lim i r (T) 1, H He (M) is
the param eter of the Interlayer coupling, H ., is the upper critical eld], when £, = 1, the SG equations appear as
solubility conditions for the M axw ell equations In the gauge

A = D;A &;y);0]: @)

The SG equations read:e

F L 11X .
Tyz=—2 G "(Mym)sin 5, (v); n= 1;::5N 1; @)

m=1

where G ! (n;m) is a Jacobian matrix with elements G ' ;n) = 2+ 2 @ = 1;::5N 1), G '@+ L;n) =
G 'mn+1)= 1@O=1;::4N 2),andG@;m)=0HrhH mI> 1.

The requiream ent thatthe local eldH, y) v 1 x<n,n= 1;::;N 1) beequalto theapplied oneaty= L
has led to the conditions

o =2, N1 3)
= ;o on=1;:::; ;
dy dy
dn dn+1 d
( L)= (L) — (L) O0; n=1;::5N 2: @)
ay ay ay

[T he condition g—y ( L) 0 merely re ects the fact that the local eld is parallel to the applied one H 0. ] From
the requirem ent that the local eld be equalto the applied oneatx= 0,x= N 1, we have obtained

an W)=~ o) n=1;::5N 0 1k (5)

E quations (:_2:) and boundary conditions (B) are satis ed by functions of the type

n W)= o Y)+2 %y 6)
w here the constants Z,, can be arbitrarily chosen from the set 0; 1; 2;:::A s ispointed out in Ref;_:3, the xation
of the constants Z,, requires im position of boundary conditionson , aty = L. Based on general argum ents of

soliton physics that soliton solutions are m inim izers of corresponding energy fiinctionals, we have in posed In Ref. :_3’
standard soliton boundary conditionson .

A s it has tumed out, the only possble solutions, com patible w ith the requirem ent (:f!), are the M eissner solution
and the soliton vortex-plane solutions, for which 6'5) is satis ed autom atically and

Zn= Zin+1 Ny; n= 1;::5N 2; Ny = 0;1;2;::: (7)
- "
n g_G), with Ny, = 0 representing the topologically trivialM eissner solition. G iven that

215( 1 d (y)
Hy )= H G @;1)+ G ;N 1)]+— G ;m)———; @®)
2 dy

the eld H = H , corresponding to a concrete con guration , wih N, = Ny, is detem Ined by

d

— L)=&H: 9
dy( ) 9)



N ote that the rst, phase-independent, term in @_3:) is a contribution of the eld penetrating through the boundaries
x=0,x=N 1, and the second tem is a contrbution of the eld penetrating through the boundariesy = L.
Thematrix G (;m )is the inverse of G ! (;m ): for its properties, see A ppendix A .

In contrast to the above exact variationalm ethod, num erical sin ulation<t823 for ('j) start w ith the in position of
the boundary conditions

dq,
dy

( L)=2H; (10)

w ithout any regard to su cient conditions of the m Inimum ofthe G bbs freeenergy fiinctional. Such an approach is
based on an erroneousbelief that all solutions to (u?-) ClO) m Inin ize the freeenergy fiinctional. (M anifestations ofthis
belief are the naive "energ;y argum ents" ofRef. :12 appealing to "a di erence in the length scales", and calculations
by m eans of com binatoricd 429 of the "num ber of quastequilbriuim uxon m odes".) However, condiions ClO) do not
specify any boundary value problem for (_2) : By virtue of the sym m etry relations (u§ the in position of the boundary
condition on ; aty= L autom atically ensures the fill 1lm ent of the sam e boundary condition at y = L, whereas
the oonstan,ts Z, rem ain undetem ined. Thus, the "boundary valie problem " {ld) does not satisfy the criterion of
un:queness,. 3 which is a sign of the presence of unphysical (ie., unobservabl) solutions.

The existence of redundant solutions to 6'_2 )r (_lg) is already clear for physical reasons: This "boundary valie
problem " does not take any account of the necessity to ensure the continuity ofthe Iocal eld at theboundariesx = 0,
x =N 1. To understand at a rigorous m athem atical level w here the unphysical solutions com e from , we have to
consider all stationary points of the generating G bbs freeenergy functional, rew ritten via , and d—“ ? In this way,
we w ill derive a fi1ll set of necessary and su cient conditions ofthem Inim um directly from the vanatJonal mc:p]e
obtain an independent proof of the fact that the M eissner solution and the soliton vortex-plane SO]lJtJOHS'E are the
unigue m nin izers of the problem and establish the character of the instability ofunphysmlnon—so]:;ton solutions. In
our consideration, we w illem ploy the rst integralof d) that, taking account of (‘.lOn) has the form :3

% 1 2% I 1
s o )+ — G(n;m)mw
n=1 2n:1m:l dy
2H 2 X!
=7 & DL+ s 5 L); a1

n=1

where H ¢ is the superheating (penetration) eld ofa sem in nie 0 y < +1 ) Jossphson—junction stack, given by

Eqg. (_5;_2-3:).

III. THE NECESSARY AND SUFFICIENT CONDITIONS OF THEM INIM UM OF THE GIBBS
FREE-ENERGY FUNCTIONAL

r II
T he generating G bbs free-energy fiinctional for the SG equations (_2) has the fomm 2

d d X L
ni—H =F L;—H 4H r (T) n“(L)Z“( ); 12)
dy dy n=1
d
F nr nrH
dy
2 7L
2H 2 2 1K1 dn@dan
_ 4 . . n m
=r W 1) + G m dy—m—
(T) q2 (0N} ) (n;m) y ay ay

+ dyl cos, )P ; 13)



n= [0 G @l G @N 1) 14)

N ote that the functional @-2_;) ismeasured from the congdensation energy o = % . M oreover, the energy of the
extemal eld in the absence of the sam ple is subtracted LE -
Our task is to establish the necessary and su cient conditions of the m ninmum of (§2):

d
ni—H
dy
d d d
= n¥ ni—+ —H ni—;H 0 s)
dy dy dy

F irst, we observe that, In contrast to C_ij the finctional ('_1-3) is positive de nite

dn

F n;dy

iH 0; 1e)

since them atrix G (n;m ) is positive de nite: see Appendix A . T he absolute m ininum of (13) is achieved orH = 0,

n _ 0 @=1;2;::4N 1). Hence, the ﬁmctjonal:_f]_B) necessarily hasm inim a for any H 0. The st variations
of {1d), ¢3) are

I‘x 1
n;dn;H = F n;dn;H 4H r (T) n » @) » L); arn
dy dy . 2
dn
Fooni iH
dy
=r() dy sh » ) * G (ym)—— " @)
dy
n=1 1, m=1
I‘x 1
d a L) n (L)
+2d—y( L)r (T) n > : (18)

n=1

T he requirem ent that the volum e variation in C18) vanish yJe]ds the SG equations (2), as expected. O f gpecial interest
to us are surface vanatjons, ie., the last term s in dl? C18 T he requirem ent that these variations vanish determ ines
boundary conditionsto 6].) (Fora very clear discussion ofthe relationship betw een the surface variation and boundary
conditions, see R ef. -27., section IT.15.) In the derivation ofthe surface variation in 618), w e have used conditions (3),
(f!) that the Ibcal eld be continuous at the boundariesy = L. The requirem ent of the continuity of the local eld
at theboundariesx = 0,x= N 1 hasnotbeen so farem ployed. Recallour rem ark in section IT that the disregard
of this requirem ent is the reason for unphys:cal solutions to GL {ld) .

Ifwe sin ply enforoe the conditions Cl(] the surface variations in €17) and Cl8 cancel out: Thus, all solutions to

{10 are stationary points of the G bbs free-energy functional ¢12 H ow ever, under ClO the surface variation

in Cl8 does not vanish. Thereﬁ)re, not all solutions to (2), ClO are stationary points of Cl3 W e have to exam ine
conditions of the stationariy of C13) in m ore detail.

T he requirem ent that the local eld is xed at the boundariesx = 0,x= N 1 is equivalent to the requirem ent
that the vectorpotentialA is xed atx= 0,x= N 1. Considernow the total ux . In the gauge Q:), we have

b
= dy A N L;y) A ©O;y)]: (19)
L
O n the other hand,
zfxlzLdH . N N R 1) 00)
. y}'l HSZ n 2 4



where the rsttemm isthe ux penetrating through the boundariesx = 0,x= N 1, and the second tem isthe ux
penetrating through the boundariesy= L. W e willcall i the "Josesphson ux", 5. G iven that

AQiy)= AN  Liy)=0; @1)

we have

1
= g = n— dyi = n = 0: (22)
2
T hus, the continuity ofthe edatx= 0,x= N 1 in poses a constraint on the variations:

1
J= n dy = const 0: 23)

The result C2-3I is exactly what had to be expected.’ﬁ By virtue of the M eissner e ect, the ux s (@nd, of course,
) is stable against any am all perturbations, represented by variations , y) ! . )+ . (v). Equivalent form s
of 4), £3) are

n @)= . ( L); (24)

n @) n( L)=g¢g=oconst O: 25)

N ote that the existence of conserygdh physical quantities of the type of ; is a precursor to the existence of soliton
solutions in nonlinear eld theories?#@2€:228 T A ppendix B, we establish a relationship betw een the conservation of

s and the conservation ofthe intralayer current, which, in tum, establishes a relationship to the variationalprinciple
Prin nite N = 1 ) layered superconductors£e ) ) )

W hat willbe shown now is that all the stannary po:nts of 613:) are the unigque m inin izers ofboth C_lzj) and {_lj) .
F irst, we notice that high-order variations of (.'12 and Cl3 coincide: "F = " ,n 2. Thus, allthem inin izers of
{13) arem inim izers of {14). O n the other hand, the m inin izers of (12) cbeying £3) arem inin izers of {{3): From the
condition of the m inin um 615), we get

d d d
F n+ nj——+ —H F ,;—H 3
dy dy dy
n d n n
=F a+ ni + ;H F . ;H 0: 26)
dy dy dy

P hysically, this fact m eans the equivalence ofithe descr_ipg'on J'nhtenn s of the G bbs free energy and the Heln holz
free energy : Because of (2-3:) the functionalF n ;dd—y“; J F .o dy ;0 can be regarded as the Helm holz free-

energy ﬁmct:onaL] U sing the standard technique2 g i is straightforw ard to prove that all stationary po:nts of {lﬁ),
obeying {23), are m inin izers of {_12) and, thus, of C13 )]1. Indeed, et |, be the stationary point or ; = 5 and
corresponding H = H . In the vichity of , ,ie,for , = .+ nr We have the ollow Ing estin ate:

d
ni——;H
dy
2 % % 3
2% KT d d Ko d
r(r)4— G ym) dy—2 Wdn & 4 n— dyni(y)5
2 dy dy 2 dy
n=1m=1 L n=1 L

Br(l) g: 27)



Inequalities (_2-_7.) show that hasa lower bound in the vicinity of any stationary point n s Obeying {_2:%); hence,

n Isaminimizerof andF ,Q ED.

To strengthen @-]‘), wem Inin ize the right-hand side ofthe rst inequality w ith respect to dd; , Obtaining

K1 2H

d
G @m) — = . ©8)
m=1 dy m in
d
ni—2;H Br(T) ;: @9)
dy

Taking into account that , isa solution of @), m aking use of C_l-l:) and éé), we get:
d

d q
ni i ni iH
dy dy
2 3
% 1 L aRD g d d
= r@)4w 1 cos, @ + °? G m) dy r W &)y g2
dy dy
n=1 n=1m=1 1
N1
r({T)W 1 oos, @) 0: (30)
n=1
T he inequality rl;dd—y“;l-l 0 is a m anifestation of the M eissner e ect and had to be expected from general
! -1
therm odynam ic argum ents2d Relations ©0) Inm ediately yield
d d
F o onj——H Fnj——H
dy dy
N 1
r(T)W 1 cosp, L) +4Hr (T) g Hr(@T) g5: (31)

n=1

W e want to em phasize that inequalities ofthe ‘Icyplel.dg-.‘é)., {_51:) are typicalof soliton physics: T hey are used to establish
the existence and stability of soliton solitionsfBve224
N ote an altemative interpretation of the variationalprinciple

¥ 1 z

d n d n l
ni JH = F ,;,—50 4H r (T) no— dy = 0: (32)
dy dy

n=1

The edH i C_B-Z_;) can be considered as a Lagrangem ultiplier, in plying that variation can be perform ed w ithout any
restrictionson 4, (L), » ( L). In this case, the requirem ent tpat the surface variation vanish yields conditions
@'_3’), @) . Boundary conditionson , are uniguely detemm ined by {_22_5): see the next section. ThevalueH = H fora
concretem Inim izer ,; 5 should be found from the condition of themm odynam ic equilibrium

d
@ nigy iH

= 0: (33)
@ s
Indeed, n;dd—y“;H can be w ritten as
2 2 o 3
da w C s ! - 5
ni ;H = r(@)4w 1 ocosy, @ — dyn,W)sh 4, )
dy W



+2d—(L) H 5 (34)
dy

which by virtue of 33) inm ediately yields ().

In sum m ary, we have proved the ollow ing: The SG equations (-L) and relations Cl() ) ensure only the stannanty of
the G bbs freeenergy functional C_lZ T he necessary and su cient oondJrJons ofthem inimum ofboth (12) and 13)
(Which is the Helm holtz free-energy functional for H = 0) are given by (G), (4 and the constraint {_23) Solutions
to (’2 Q-d) that do not obey this constraint are absolutely unstable. T he character of this instability can be easily
established. Indeed, such solutions are not even stationary points of the Helm holtz free-energy fuinctional, therefore

2 = 2F need not have de nite sign. M oreover, the fiinctional (:LZ) is unbounded in the vicinity of these solutions.
T hus, they are nothing but saddle points of ClZ

Iv. THE PROOF OF THE STABILITY OF THE M EISSNER SOLUTION AND VORTEX-PLANE
SOLITONS

A . Boundary conditions on ,

Our ain now is to establish boundary conditions on , directly from the constraint C_Z-Z_’:) G iven that the SG
equations {_2), boundary conditions {_3), ('_4) and the constraint {_2-53.) represent a full set of necessary and su cient
conditions of the m inimum of the G bbs and Helm holz freeenergy functionals, we w ill obtain, in this m anner, the
sought proof of the stability of the M eissner solution and soliton vortex-plane solutions.

F irst, we observe that since a m inin izer of 612 ) s {13 must ensure the vanishing of both the surface and volum e
variations in Cl? and C18 it should necessarily belong to the class of functions that satisfy (fi), d), @fj and the
sym m etry relations (_é T hus, the variation of the surface tem s in C_lj and C_l§ is perform ed w ith respect to trial
functions that take only discrete valuesat y = 0:

n Q)= Z,; (35)

where Z, can be arbirarily chosen from the set 0; 1; 2;:::.T hese finctions can be subdivided into classes param —
eterized by an 1)-din ensional "vector"

Q= (Z17Z22;::52y 1) (36)
In view of C_B-g;),the requirem ent of the continuity of variations can bem et ifand only if
n 0)=0; (37)
which m eans that all the m Inin a of Cl-Z‘), Cl-j) are param eterized by the vector Q , and the variation of the surface
term s In 1}7 ) and QS) is performm ed w ith regpect to trial functions that belong to a certain class @é) M oreover, the
symm etry relations (u_d ) mply L, @)= n ( L).Combined wih klﬂ) this yields
n L) = n ( L)= 0: (38)

Now we combine {_ig‘p) w ith (:gi) to obtain

0; (39)

Cn
0 L = —
( L)+ %=

0: (40)
Since the nequalities in {_§§ ), Cfl-_') should hold forany Z,, hcluding Z,, = 0, we get

n( L) O0; , &) O:

M oreover, since forany xed set fc,gthesst £ , ( L)gmustbelong to a certain unigque class :(

Im_

)y

< . ( L) 0; (41)



2 3
1 d
2 Zn G<2 @Zp+1l); z,=4— dyni(y)5 = 0;1;2;:::; 42)
2 dy
L
where [u]j_sthe_jntegerpartofu. _
G iven (37), (3€), the boundary conditions {41) an
n O)= Zn; Zn,=0;1;2;::: 43)

togetherw ith (3) (-4) determ Jne, in principle, a com p]ete set of conditions forthem Inim izer of ClZ C_IZ_; T he solution
be]ong:ngto a certain class {36 ) Wih Z, as in C43) rst appearswhen all , ( L) = 0,and g = 2 Z, [see the
estin ates BO), C3]:) under these conditions, the density of the Josephson energy at the boundary is a m ininum ].
T hus, we are confronted w ith the standard:?'ﬁ":lnf :9 soliton boundary valie problem

n( L)=0; , O)= Zn; Z,=0;1;2;::z; 44)

plus the p,oundary conditions (:ff) To nd out what type of m inin izers can be realized in reality, we have to solve
Egs. 62)..-- N ote that N 2 relations -(%1) Jmphczlrjy Inpose N 2 conditions on N 1 oconstants 4. T herefore, as
shown in Refs. d,:17| the only solutions to (2 {44), com patible w ith (4), are those that satisfy ﬂ ie., the M eissner
solution and the soliton vortex-plane solutions:
2 3
/8

1 d )
Quv= WyNynNy; Ny= 94— ayS 2 W5 015050 45)

T he properties ofthese solutionsw illbe discussed in m ore detailin what follow s. Herewew ant to briefon the results
orH = 0241 ForH = 0,1, < 1 , there are no soliton solutionsat all (including the vortex planes), and the only stable
solution is the trivialM eissnersolution 1= ,= ::: §y 1 0. T he situation changesdrastically forH = 0,L = 1 :
The im position of soliton boundary conditions on , ( 1 ) autom atically ensures the ful lim ent of the boundary

dd“ ( 1)= 0Dby virtue ofEgs. :Q) them selves and som e elem entary theorem s ofm athem atical analysis.
A side from the vortex-plane solution with N, = 1 in @é) Where L, = 1 ), we have a variety of soliton solutions {_§§')
wih Z, arbirarily chosen from the set 0; 1. The fact that orH.=s .‘ 0,L=1 each , can "accomm odate" no m ore
than one vortex or anivortex is a generalization of the well-know na’ 28 result orthe single static SG equation and can
be easily proved by the use ofthe st integral Cll-) w ith the right-hand side equalto N 1.

B. The M eissner solution and soliton vortex-plane solutions

_TI range of the existence of the so]utJons, Ramnm eterized by d45), is determm ined by the boundary valie problem
1), @3) with allZ, = N,) and relation {45) 241
0 H < Hy He; forN, = 0; 406)
S
Hﬁv ., HZ H <Hy,; forN,= 1;2;::3; 47)

where H g has the m eaning of the superheating eld of the M eissner state N, = 0) forL < 1 #Hg > Hg for
L < 1,andHg Hg). The lower bound in Cfl-ﬁ_;), @) is detem ined by the exact upper bound in {_51:) At
H =supH = Hy,,whenall , ( L)= if, ( L)= , there is instability of the saddlepoint type (see the end
of section ITI).N ote that both thep{[.ejssner solution NNy, = 0) and the vortex-plane solutions N ., 1) autom atically
satisfy the symm etry relations () 27
Tt is instructive to verify the general inequalities BO), {3]1) M athem atically, i is su clent to do this only for H

equal to the lower bounds In Cflé C_élj) By continuity argum ents, the result will be valid in the whole eld range.
For the M eissner solution the veri cation is trivial. ForN 1, we em ploy the exact expression

N 1% 1 z
.d n;H =r(@T) 2 G @m;m) dyMM; 48)
dy dy

n=1lm=1
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where H H2

= ( L)y=2 H§ , HZ;

s!

foralln: 49)

Combining Egs. Cfl-g‘), {_4?), we get exactly the lower bound In {_5]_‘1) .
A s is em phasized In Ref. -_3, the obtained solutions are valid for any N, lncluding the cases N = 2 (@ singlke
Junction) and N = 3 (a double—junction stack). ForN = 2;3,we haveqder:iyed in Ref.:_3 exact, closed-form analytical

expressions.) The solutionsw ith N, larepuresoJJtonsonlyatH = H2 B HZ,when j, ( L)=sh , ( L)=

0 [ (v) isthe density ofthe Josephson current'? for f, = 1]. In the rest ofthe J:eglons.Cﬂ we have solitons "dressed"
by theM eissner eld. In the case 0ofN = 2 (the sihgle junction), O wen and ScalapJnoB4I called these regionsthe "N, to
N + 1 vortex m ode". Because the principle of superposition does not apply to the nonlnear Egs. C_Z ), the M eissner
and the vortex-plane elds cannot be separated from each other.] It is clear that the vortex-plane solutions forN > 2
are a direct generalization of ordinary vortices in single junctions.

O f special nterest is the overlap of the regions @-é), ('_4-2:) forN, =N, andN, = N, + 1. Asa result, the obtained
solutions cover the whole eld range 0 H < 1 , asthey should. M athem atically, the overlap is related to the fact
that the solution w ith N, = N cannot be continuously transform ed into the solution with N, = Ny + 1 by changmg
H , as is always the case for solitons. For the single jinction, the overlap was rst established num erically in Ref. :34
and discussed qualitatively in Ref. ._35 T he overlap practically vanishes forHy Hs .G iven that allH y, decrease
when W = 2L increasest the overlap is stronger r largeW and can involve severalneighboring states. P hysically,
the actualequilbrium state is the one that corresoonds to the absolute m inim um of the G bbs free energy for given
H . The rest of the allowed states are m etastable. In view of the abovem entioned discontinuity, a transition from
the state w ith N, = N, p-the state w ith Jower G Ibs free energy N, = N + 1 will necessarily be a phase transition
of the rst-order type®2B9 T particular, the lower critical eld H o, is detem ined from the requirem ent that the
Sjbbs free energy of the state N, = 1 be equal to that of the M eissner state N, = 0) and satis es the relation

HZ HZ2<Ha<Hg.

C . Topological considerations and stability in the dynam ic regim e

T he stability ofthe M eissner solution and vortex-plane solitons can be better understood, ifwe 1A ei:he.obtamed
results from the generalpoint of view of the stability of topological defects in continuum m edia 202 'L'EEE To this
end, we consider the density of the G bbs free energy C12 at theboundariesy= L.

Because of the general symm etry relations 4), valid for any solution to {d), (L0), the density of the Josephson

energy isequalaty= L andy= +L: )
1 ws, ( L)=1 s, FL); n 1 x<n; n= 1;2;::5N 1: (50)

Taking into account C_l-]_:) , we conclude that also the density of the total free energy is equalat the boundariesy= L
and vy = + L and thus corresponds to the degenerate equilbrium ("vacuum ") state, unperturoed by topologicaldefects
(solitons). M athem atically, the boundary of the interval L vy L can be considered as a 0-din ensional sphere:
s0=f L;+Lg. G ven that con gurations , and , + 2 Z, @, = 0; 1; 2;::3) are physically indistinguishable,
wecan X thevalues , ( L) asin :f4_}L) and regard the functions

n FL)+ 5 (L)

n (+L) 5 = Zn (51)

n
|

as contiuous m aps of the boundary ito the additive group of the integers, Z: S° !" Z. (Z is the group of the
degeneracy ofthe eunJJb]::um state orthe order—param eter space ) T he fact ofthe existence oftopo]ognca]Jy.r}qthJal

o M ), where the ndex "0" stands for the boundary S° and M is the orderparam eter space:

0o 2)= Z: 52)
Note that ¢ M ) ism erely the set of disconnected com ponents of the space M .] Because of the boundary conditions
‘4) all , atH > 0 realize the samemappmg 21 = Zo= :1::= Zy 1 Z . The extermal eld H > 0 breaks the
symmetry , ! n [see the second term in {12) 1. Therefore, only the values Z Ny = 0;1;2;:::are allowed, w ith

N, = 0being the "vacuum ", M eissner state. In thisway, we arrive at the natural topological classi cation éfl-!_i:) ofthe
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m inin izers of C_l-2_;) . Ow ing to the continuity conditions C_gé_i @7‘ variation in C_l-]'), I_l-§') isallowed only w ith respect

to trial fuinctions £ , g that have the sam e end points , ( L) and the m iddl point , (0) asthem nin izer , ,
ie, f ngarrhomotopicto , and belong to the sam e class @5): hence the stability of |, against continuous
perturbations.

N um erical sin ulations for tin e-dependent coupled SG equationshave revealed exoeonnalstabﬂJty ofvortex planes
n the dynamzc regine aswell: see gure 7 in Ref BO: gure 8 In Ref. B]J and gure 3 in Ref. 32- (T he authors of

In the absence of dissipation, the dynam ic SG equations, descr_ibmg an evolution ofthe system In thetine Jnterval
i t &, can be derived from a corresponding Lagrangian by use of a variational principle. T he requirem ent that
the surface variation vanish on the whole perim eter of the space-tin e boundary leads to the condiions L (v;4) =
n vite) = 0 and a generalization of the conservation law for the Jossphson ux 5,EQ. @-j):

x 1o, g X1 " Lt
J — n_ dy@ n (y’ ) - A n (Ll ) n ( 14 )= const; (53)
2 Qy

n=1

which m eans that the di erences , (L;t) n ( L;t) donot depend on t. Thus, by xing the boundary conditions
an ( L;t)att= § asin subsection IV A, we Xx the initial value ofthe ux 5 = 5 that willnot dq_alnge in the
course of the evolution of the system from t= t; to t= tr. The topological type of the solution [see Cfl@)] w ill not
change, either:
2 3
7L
Nv: 4i dy@ n (y’t)5 — n (I‘It) n ( th)
2 Qy 2

L

= const: 54)

A susualf€??2 this situation can be fom alized in tem s of the conserved topological current

N 1
j = 2—“@n;@j=0; (55)
n=1
where ; = 0;1;@ = (@Q;0@x); and is the antisym m etric symbolon two Indices, o1 = 10=1;with 5 =

R
dyjo being the topological charge.
L
A s should be clear from these results, tin edependent SG equations alone cannot describbe Jossphson-vortex pene—

tration, ie., an evolution of the system from the topologically trivialM eissner state, Ny, = 0,to a statewith N, & O.
Unfortunately, this in portant issue has not been realized in Ref. :12 that clain s to have "dem onstrated a dynam ic
process of vortex penetration” by m eans of num erical sin ulations for tin edependent SG equations.

V. DISCUSSION
A . Unstable solutions to the SG equations

A s isproved in section ITI, all non-topological, non-soliton solutions to (’2), {l-(i that do not m eet the requirem ent
of the ux conservation (,'23 are absolutely unstable: They are nothing but saddl points of the G bbs free-energy
functional ClZi), cannot be assigned any "free energy" and are therefore unobservable. Since the requirem ent of the
continuity of variations in C_lj) does not In pose on such solutions any constraints of the type (_3§), {_3j) they can
be continuously transformm ed into the stable M eissner solution or a vortex-plane solution, representing the actual
m inimum of g_lj) at a given H , by a serdes of In nitesinm al deform ations of , wihout a violation of the boundary
conditions ClO A clear illustration of such a transfom ation for non-topologicaldefects in a system ofplanar spins
see in Ref. 29, section IIB .]

Analytically, allunstable con gurations for H 0 can be obtained using the sym m etry relations 36), as solutions
to the boundary value problem

( L)=2H; o O)= 2Zn; Zn=0;1;2;::: (56)
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that violate topologicalboundary conditions, derived in subsection IV A .For exam ple, one can set in ¢56) Z,= 22 =

1i=Zy 1 Z and Increase H beyond the upper bound Hy, ofthe stability regions ¢46 C47 foragwven Ny, = Z.
By continuously increasing H beyond the stability region of the M eissner state, unstabl con gurationswih Z = 0,
Interpreted as "Jossgphson-vortex penetration”, were obtained in num erical sin ulations for static SG equations Ref.
'g:]_:, gure 7) and tim edependent SG equations Ref. :}-2_;, gure 2). Analogous instability for Z 1 is dem onstrated
by num erical sin ulations in the dynam ic regine H = const > 0, and an increasing transport current I > I. H )] In
Ref. ,32 e region IV In  gure 3 therein; region ITT oorrespondsto dynam ically stable vortex planes.

Unstabl solutions appearalso when notallZ, in {56) are equalto each other. T hus, an unstable "single Jossphson
vortex" corpresqnds to the choice Z; = 1, Zps1 = 0. Solutions of this type were obtained in several num erical
sin ulations29238¢ By way of illustration, we consider here only the cass H = 0. As is exp]aJned at the end of

subsection IV A, the only stable con guration or H = 0, L < 1 isthetrivialMeissner state | = , = :::=

N 1 0. Figure 5 in Ref. :_3_0, andy gures1l, 2 In 1E{ef. ._1_6 clearly show that the solutions presented therein, in
R

reality, are characterized by allZ, = Zi dy - (Y) = 0 and, thus, belong to the classQ, = (0;0;:::;0) of the
L

general topologicalclassi cation Cfl-lé') . By m eans of continuous deform ations, they can be transformm ed into the trivial
M eissner solution.

O ther unstable solutions, available in the literature, can be analyzed abnq the sam e lines. In particular, the
"triangular Josephson-vortex lattice w ith the period x, = 1", proposed in Ref. :_19', corresponds to the case Zogg = 2,
Zeven = 2 + 1.

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

A s the fom ation of a vortex-plane soliton involves only phase di erences between successive S-layers, i does
not a ect the topology of the layered superconductor. In contrast, the appearance of a linear R ') sihgularity of
the order param eter (r) = J (¥)jexp [’ (r)] is necessary for the form ation of an A brikosov vortex in continuum
type-II superconductors. T hus, in the presence of a single A brikosov vortex, the topology of the continuum type-ITl
superconductor changes from R 3 (the three-din ensional Euclidean space) to R 3=R ! = S!. Therefore, the notion of
the "vortex core™? is inherent (oth physically and m athem atically) to the Abrikosov vortex and is m eaningless in
the case of the vortex plane.

An isolated A brikosov vortex is itselfa stable ob gct, both topologically and energetically. (T he latter can be proved
by the use ofthe sam em athem aticalm ethods asthose em ployed in our section ITT: see, eg., Refs. -rj,:_i?'x,:g) T herefore, an
equilbriim state ofN ., Abrikosov vortices is determm ined by com paring the values ofthe G inzburg-Landau free-energy
ﬁmqt.'ional for di erent spatial con gurations, which yields the welkknown triangular lattice as the m ost favorable
onel% In contrast, the notion ofthe "Josephsonﬂvortex lattice" is senseless for layered superconductors: O ne can only
speak of N -soliton (vortex-plane) states, with N, = 0 representing the M eissner state, and each vortex plane being
a "Josephson vortex" itself.

In the case of extram e type-II superconductors, the linear singujarities, associated w ith A brikosov vortices, can be
easily Incorporated into the fram ew ork ofthe sim ple London m odel4 The resulting equation isa linear inhom ogeneous
partial di erential equation for the local eld. Owing to linearity, the local eld is a superposition of the M eissner
and vortex elds. A s isem phasized in subsection IV B, this is not the case for layered superconductorsbecause of the
nonlinearity of the SG equations {_2) . Unfortunately, this in portant issue was not understood in som e publications
concemed w ith Josephson-vortex penetration 2

A swe can see, there isno "analogy" between the A brikosov-vortex structure In gentinuum type-IT superconductors
and the Jossphson-vortex structure in layered superconductors In the naive sense Lt Instead, there is a m uch subtler
m athem aticalanalogy: T he topologicalclassi cation ofvortex con gurations In type-IT superconductors is isom orphic
to that in Jayered superconductors. A proof is straightforward. For the reasons explained above, the boundary of a
type-II superconductor is, in general, topologically equivalent to a one-din ensional sphere (@ circle) S'. The order
param eter space isM = U (1) (the symm etry group ofquantum electrodynam ics) . Topologically, U (1) = S'. Thus,
soliton solutions, in this case, realize nontrivialmaps ' ! S!. A Jhthe continuousmaps S' ! S' have a group
structure of the fiindam ental (or rst hom otopy) group 1 St go€d8 29 G iven that S’ = R=2 R is the additive
group of the real num bers), we can w rite

1 8T = 1 R=Z)= (@)= Z; (57)
which should be com pared w ih C_S-gi) A s In the case of layered superconductors, the extemalm agnetic eld H > 0

breaksthe symmetry ’ ! ! . Thus, only the states param eterized by N, = 0;1;:::are possble, wih N, = 0 being
the "vacuum ", M eissner state.
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To gonclide this discussion, we have to clarify a typicalm jsunderstandjngy: conceming the role of the lam nar
model? in type-II superconductivity. In reality, the orderparam eter space of a continuum type-IT superconductor,
M = S!, precludes the existence of topologically stable plane defects, envisaged by the lam inar m odel. Indeed,
consider two points P1 = (Xg;a;20), P2 = Xo;bjzp) on the opposite sides of such a defect, In unperturbed regions
of the superconductor. Join these points by a continuous path, param eterized by a y b. The boundary of the
interval f;b] is a 0-din ensional sphere S? = fa;kgy, which leads us to a consideration ofthemapsS® ! S'. However,
the pertinent hom otopy group o S! is t_muaj,ﬂrééélﬁrgq ie.,

o ST =0; (58)

In contrast to c_éz_i) and {_5]‘) . Topological instability of the "lam Inar solution" hardly allow s one to expect that this
solution corresponds to any localm nimum of the G inZburg-Landau freeenergy functional. T herefore, a com parison
w ith unstable "isolated uxons"|-or "triangular Josephson-vortex lattices" in layered superconductors is m uch m ore
appropriate than the farfetchedtd "sin ilarity" to the vortex plane.

C . The interpretation of experim entaldata

E xperim ental observations of the vortex structure in layered superconductors-Gan be roughly subdivided into two
groups: (i) direct observations, allow ing one tq"wisualize" the ux djst:n:lbutjon'zg 2487 (#) indirect observations (ie.,
m easurem ents of c-axis transport propertjes,:z# 8889 m agnetization 2% and the upper critical eld%). Here, we present
an overview of these observations, show ing that all the experin ental data available up to now can be explained in
tem s of the stable vortex-plane con gurations. A detailed quantitative analysis can be done w ith the use of the
results of R efs. -].' ,2 '-3

Josephson— ux dJsU:bqun, characteristic of vortex planes for H > 0, was directly observed on arti cial low T
stacked junctions in Ref. 23 by low -tem perature scanmng electron m icroscopy) and in Ref. .24 oy polarized neutron

re ection). In particular, the double—jinction stack®? 1+ N = 3) has revealed the phasedi erence symm,etry 1 = o,
exactly as could be expected from the generalre]at:ons (5 for vortex planes. In both the experin ents2324 penetration
ofthe ux occuyred sin ultaneously and coherently Into all the Junctions, in ull agreem ent w ith the scenario for the
vortex planesf® M oreover, acoom panying m easurem ents ofm agnetization in Ref. 24 have shown typical oscillations
and hysteresis. The oscillations should be viewed as a m anifestation of a series of rst-order phase ttans:d:ons,
discussed in section IV 2 and Refs. .L,i w hereas the hysteresis is In plied by the overlap of the regions @6 ’ (4'/

W e draw attention to a possible application to high-T. superconductivity. O scillations ofm agnetzzatjon n parallel

elds, Interpreted as evidence of Josephson nature ofthe ux, have been reported or YBCO in Ref. AO A cocording
to Ref. 4d "the tem perature dependence of the m,agnetization contradicts the present theoretical expectations".

A's shown by our selfconsistent ca]ct,ua‘uons'1"'2 the oscillatihg behavior of the critical Jossphson current I, H )
(the Fraunhofer pattem) is a result of successive penetration of vortex planes and their pinning by the edges of.the
superconductor. O scillating I. # ) dependencies have been observed both on arti cial low -T,—stacked jmctJon£$
and high-T. Jayered superconductors BSCCO 2389 "Trregularities” of the dependence I, ® )23%4 such as, eg., mul
tivaluedness and aperiodicity, can be easily explained by the over]ap of the regions Mé C4j . Behavior of this type
was observed a long tin e ago on the smg]e Josephson jmctJon,_ i which con m ed the theoretical prediction of the
overlap for ordinary Josephson vortices £

The m ost "ancient" experin ental con m ation of the stability of vortex planes is provided by observations of the
"crossover" behavior ofH o, (T) in arti cial low -T. stacked jmctjonsfla' ForH Hep, the condition f, = 1, em ployed
In the derivation of Egs. (';), In no longer valid. How ever, periodic m odulations of £, (y), caused by the presence of
vortex planes and therefore identical in all the S-ayers, account or the cbserved behavior of H o, (T ) £2

Finally, we want tq com m ent on direct observations of non-equilbbrium isolated vortices in layered high-T. super—
conductors at H = 087 Asis explained at the end of subsection IV A, nontrivial ux con gurations cannot exist n
a layered superconductor w ith JdealpenodJCJty atH = 0,L < 1 . However, the presence of structuraldefects eg.,
stacking fauls, as is hinted In Ref. .'37) violates the condition of ideal periodicity and should stabilize energetically
an otherw ise unstable con guration. In this situation, we indeed expect to obtain non-equilbrium isolated vortiges,
because their selfenergy is lower and the caxis extent is an aller than those of vortex planesatH = 0, L < 1 £A
detailed m athem atical analysis of this case can be done on the basis of the results ofRef. :_3

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In brief, we have solved the problem ofthe classi cation ofallsolutions to (-'_2), ('.}-C_):) w ith respect to their stability. In
our consideration, we have em ployed exact m ethods of the calculus of variations, soliton physics and the exact resuls
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ofRef. d the expression brthe G bbs free-energy functional ClZ) the rst integral Cl]: and the solution to the soliton
boundary value problem (G), @ C44) In view of obviousm athem atical com plexity, the problem of the stability of
and was not even posed in any of these publications. o TTTomommTer

In full agreem ent w ith the fundam entals of soliton physics, we have proved that the only m inim izers of both the
G bbs and H elm holz free energy functionals are the M eissner solution (the "vacuum " state) and soliton vortex-plane
solutions. They represent the actual equilbriuim eld con gurations. The obtained results allowed us to explain
exoeptional stability of vortex planes, established in num erical sim ulations, and to provide a uni ed interpretation of
the experim entaldata available up to now .

In contrast, non-soliton con gurations ("isolated uxons", triangular Josephson-vortex lattices", etc.), proposed In
previous publications, tumed out to be absolutely unstable and unobservable: T hey are nothing but saddle points of
the G bbs freeenergy finctionaland are not even stationary points ofthe H elm holtz free-energy functional. P hysically,
these con gurations violate conservation law s for the ux and the current.

Onem ay ask a natural question why exactly the unstable con gurations were previously proposed as the "equilib—
rim state", whereas the actualm Inin izers of the free energy (Vortex-plane solitons) were neglected. W e think that
the answer lies In the follow Ing:

i) the hypothesis ofan "analpgy" w ith the A brikosov-vortex structure in type-IT superconductors, acogpted w ithout
any m athem atical j1sti cation 23 o

ii) the absence of an exact m athem aticalde nition of the "Josesphson vortex". In Refs. :_L]_J';'_lg:, "isolated Josephson
vortices" were discussed w thout any consideration ofthe SG equations. T he fact that Josephson vortices are nothing
but static solitons ofthe SG equationswas not realized in subsequent publications, either. For exam ple, the existence
of Josephson vortices in the case W 2 ; wasdenied In Refs. ii,ié, which is refuted by ourEgs. @j), valid for any
W ; ‘-
iil) obviousm athem aticalm, isfakes in the treatm ent ofthe Law renceD oniach m odet? ©rin nite N = 1) layered
superconductors. T he neglect?324£92% of the surface variation in the variational principke for the Law renceD oniach
functional resulted in a loss of the conservation law s for the current and the ux, aswas rst pointed out in Ref. :;:,'g}
Soliton solutions are a corollary of these conservation law s;

i) the absence of any investigation of analytical properties of the coupled static SG equations forH > 0, W < 1 .
Pertinent soliton solutions were obtained in our papers: In the exactly solvable casesN = 1 R I@@,I,gﬂ), N = 2;3
Refs. 3,:17‘ and in the generalcase2 N < 1 Refa '3 Standard m ethods of soliton physicd @7 @428 o5y ell as
advanced m ethods of the calculus of variations and of the theory 0f di grential equations, em ployed in our analysis,
were com pletely disregarded in previous theore‘ucalpub]Jcat:ons'la'fLE%’Q()"QlI

v) the absenceg gf any . attem pts to analyze the stabﬂ;ty of the proposed "vortex" con gurations, both In theoret—
ical pub licapion<t 5494927 #} and num erical sin ulations9 D ynam ic stability of vortex planes, noticed in num erical
sin ulations298%82 was not understood and neglkected; , -

vi) the neglect of direct experin ental cbservation®324 of the Josephson—vortex structure at H > 0: T hese cbser—
vations have clearly revealed that exactly the vortex planes (not "isolated uxons" or "triangular lattices") are the
actualequilbriim eld con gurations; '

vii) long-tem dommann ofthe sub fctive point of view s % and the absence ofany pluralisn ofopinion. A sa resuk,
the critical rem ark <3 are neglkcted, w hereas the attem pts to clarify the situation w ithin the ﬂam ew ork ofa rigorous
m athem at:calapproadl_']'ﬁ are inm ediately attacked!? w ith the use of nappropriate m ethods®3

W e hope that this paper will nally convince both theorists and experin entalists, specializing in the eld of
weak superconductiviy, of the necessity to give up the old, unsound theoretical prejudices: T he wealth of m agnetic
properties of layered superconductors (poth low —and high-T.) cannot be understood w ithout the solitons. O ne should
also think oprSSJbJe practical applications of the vortex-plane solitons, eg., in subm illin eterw ave generators, as is
proposed in Ref. '32 G ven the rolke of the singke SG equation j.di erent elds of physics (Qquantum optics;t the
Skym e and the Thirring m odels in elem entary particlke phys:csf"ﬂ‘_‘ the theory of dislbcations and m agnetism , et
alone the Josephson e ect, in condensed m atter physics,t etc.), we expect that our exact resuls for the couplkd SG
equations (incliding the singk one as a particular case) may nd applications in these eldsaswell.

The coupled SG equations forH > 0,W < 1 have not been studied in m athem atical literature, either. O ur exact
analytical results for the static case constitute only the st step in thisdirection. T he next stage should be analytical
properties of tim e-dependent equations. O ur paper m ay stin ulate interest in this problem of specialists in applied
m athem atics as well.
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APPENDIX A:THE PROPERTIES OF THE MATRIX G (n;m)

T he explicit orm ofG (;m ) is
" #
1 ) ) n m N N m + N n( m rn)
Gmhm)= g—— I ™7 = S ; A1)
2 1+ +
w here
r
2 2
=1+ — 1+ —: 2
> 2 Aa2)
T he follow ing properties of G (n;m ) are obvious:
G @;m)=G @m;n); ®a3)
G ;N m)=G N n;m): @ 4)
Thematrix G (n;m ) is positive de nite, since all its eigenvalues ey are positive:
2
ej—_zj; = & - ; 3= 1;2;::5N 1 (A 5)
2+ 2 2cosg?
O f In portance are the sum m ation rules:
%X 1 1
Ghm)= S0 G@m;l) GO;N 1]
m=1
1 n o4 N +n n N n
=1 5 S ;1 n N 1; @A 6)
2 a - 3
K ix 1 ) B 4 2 1+ T 1 N l5 N 1.
G(rllm)__z N 1 1+ N 2H2! (A7)
n=1lm=1 s
where
2 a 3 32
2
2 1+ 7 1 N 1
He= 41 5
(I} 1) 1+ N
3 1
r——— Rl i
N DN X, , @kt 1)7
> 4 . 241 O O @®8)

II

is the superheating (penetration) eld ofa sem iin nite 0 y< 1 ) layered superconductort
APPENDIX B:A RELATIONSHIP TO THE VARIATIONAL PRINCIPLE FOR INFINITE LAYERED
SUPERCONDUCTORS (N =1)

l‘
T he intralayer currents for £, = 1 are given by2
d’ 4 )
Jo ¥) = ——— 2A @;y)
dy
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1
=4—[Hn ) Hn+1 )1, n=0;1;::5N 15 B1)
whereH, (y)= Hy (y) H .Using the second relation in Z'B:l),we get
PX 1
Jn )= 0; ®2)
n=0
which is the conservation law for the total intralayer current. M oreover, in view of @) and @& 3), ®&4),
Hy (Y)ZHN n(y): B3)
Hence,
Jn(Y)= gy nl(y): B4)
Using the rst relation n @1), we wrie
7L
dy Un ) & 1 )]
L
7L
= ., @) a (L) dyR n;y) A @ 1;v)]; n=1;2;::5N 1: B5)

L

T he second tem on the right-hand side of @23) isthe ux between the S-layersn andn 1.W e can therefore rew rite

B35 using @):
7L
dyUn v) & 1 @WI=HW G n;1)+ G ;N 1]
L
2% 1
+ . @) n ( LHE G ;m) [ @) n ( L)} n=1;2;::4N 1: B 6)
m=1

In view ofthe ux-conservation conditions G'Z-Q:), the variation of the right-hand side of @:G) vanishes, hence

L @)= & 1) n=1;2;::5N 1 B7)
C om bined w ith the current-conservation law é:Z), relations (1-_3:’2) yield:
b ¢)=0; n=0;1;::4N 1; B8)
w hich m eans that partial intralayer currents are also conserved.
C onsider the case N 1. Forn satisfying the condition ' n N 1 1, we can proceed to the Iim it
N ! 1 in the second relation B 1), cbtaining
a’ )
5= 2 on iy = 0 ®9)
dy

T his is exactly the result derived for the n nite N = 1 ) layered superconductor in Refs. -'!4',:2: by m eans of an exact
variationalprinciple, based on the use of the conservation law for the total intralayer current.

! S.V .Kuplvakhsky, Phys.Rev.B 60, 7496 (1999).
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