arXiv.cond-mat/0404327v1 [cond-mat.supr-con] 14 Apr 2004

Superconductors are topologically ordered

T.H.Hansson'”?, Vadin Oganesyan' and S. L. Sondhi
tip epartm ent of Physics, P rinceton University, P rinceton, NJ 08544, U SA
2 Fysikum , Stockholn University, A IaNova, SE-106 91 Stockholmn , Sweden
D ated: M arch 22, 2024)

W e revisit a venerable question: what is the nature of the ordering in a superconductor? W e
nd that the answer is properly that the superconducting state exhibits topological order in the
sense of W en, ie. that while it Jacks a local order param eter, it is sensitive to the global topology
of the underlying m anifold and exhibits an associated fractionalization of quantum numbers. W e
show that this perspective uni es a num ber of previous observations on superconductors and their
low lying excitations and that this com plex can be elgantly summ arized In a purely topological
action of the \BF " type and its elem entary quantization. O n m anifolds w ith boundaries, the BF
action correctly predicts non-chiral edge states, gapped in general, but crucial for fractionalization
and establishing the ground state degeneracy. In all of this the role of the physical electrom agnetic
elds is central. W e also observe that the BF action describes the topological order in several other
physically distinct system s thus providing an exam ple of topological universality.

I. INTRODUCTION
A . G eneralities

T he notions of order and disorder are fundam ental to m odem condensed m atter physics. In theirm ost In uential
form , starting w ith Landau and now covered in textbooks E:], they involve ordering as the breaking of a sym m etry
characterized by a non—zero localorderparam eterw hich is the expectation valie ofa (generally tensor) localoperator,
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and disorder as the lack of such a broken symm etry,
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D isordered states include classicalgases and liquids, param agnets, the B ose gas above condensation, and the Ferm i
licuid. T he study of their instabilities to the m uch m ore num erous broken symm etry states hasbeen an Inm ensely
fruitful endeavor, as re ected eg. in the variety ofFem isurface instabilities that signalthe onset of order in ferm ion
system s. O rdered states such asN eelantiferrom agnets, super uids and the forest of liquid crystalphasesexhbit a rich
set of Interlinked properties that ollow from the broken sym m etry: G oldstone bosons, topological defects connected
to dissipation, generalized rigidity and long range forces due to the rigidity Q]. A 1l of these are captured elegantly in
the m athem atics of the sigm a-m odel Lagrangian,
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where the eld (¢) containsall uctuations of (¢) with its am plitude frozen® .

An in portant them e in current research in quantum condensed m atter physics, speci cally In the study of strongly
correlated system s, isthe exam ination ofsystem swhere this fram ew ork 2ilsto apply. T he breakdow n ofthe fram ew ork
is Interesting on both sides ofthe dichotom y. A re there disordered states that ailto be characterized by their lack ofa
localorderparam eter, ie. are not adiabatically connected to the canonicaldisordered states? A re there ordered states
that also fail to be su ciently characterized by the order param eters they do develop? In both cases, a related but
distinct question is the existence of states w ith fractionalized quasiparticles w hich m ust therefore necessarily fail the
test of continuiy. A hybrid possbility, ofgreat Interest in the context ofthe cuprates, is that ofaccessing conventional

1 0 f course in a continuum description, the am plitude must go to zero on som e lower dim ensional m anifold at the positions of the
topological defects.
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FIG.1: The = % Laughlin liquid lacks a local order param eter, but is sensitive to the topology —on a surface of genus g it
exhiits 39 ground states.

broken sym m etry states from unconventionaldisordered states| in this fashion circum venting the standard 1im itations
on the strength of the ordering as well as on the com petitiveness of various instabilities’ .

In this context the notion of \topological order" rst articulated by W en and collaborators In their studies of the
quantum H all states and the hypothesized chiral soin liquids, is especially im portant [ff, :_5, :§, -'_'/Z]. In these instances,
the states lack localorder param etersbut digplay a weak form oforder in which they are sensitive to the topology of
the underlying two din ensionalm anifolds. M ost strikingly they exhibit fractionalized quasiparticles. Further, all of
these properties are encapsulated in purely topological, C hem-Sin ons actions that play a role analogous to the sigm a
m odel in broken sym m etry states.

W hilke topological order has been generally nvoked in discussions of various exotic states, our contention in this
paper isthat it is, in fact, the proper characterization ofthe fam iliar superconducting state discovered by K am m erlingh
Onnes. Indeed, we nd that this point has been m ade early on, abeit w ithout elaboration, by W en himn self E]. n
this paper we willo er a fairly com plete treatm ent of this idea. Before tuming to a m ore precise statem ent of this
clain , we digress to list the set of properties a topologically ordered state can be expected to exhibit by appealing to
the exam ple ofthe = 1=3 fractionalquantum H all state.

B. TopologicalO rder in Q uantum H all States

A s an Instance of a topologically ordered state, the = 1=3 fractional quantum H all state exhibits the ©llow ing
relevant properties.

Tt does not develop a local order param eter, ie. all operators constructed from nite num bers of electron oper-
ators exhib it exponentially decaying correlations. It does develop a non-local, in nite particle, order param eter
but aswe shalldiscuss later this feature isnot com m on to all topologically ordered system s. W hen the problem
is exactly reform ulated as that ofa m atter eld coupled to a Chem-Sim ons gauge eld, there is no local gauge
Invariant order param eter i_é].

N evertheless, the system is sensitive to the topology of the underlying m anifold. Tt exhibits a ground state
muliplet on nite system s, separated from other states by an am ount param etrically larger than the intra-—
multiplet sp]ﬂ:t:ng, whose degeneracy increasesw ith the genus, g, ofthem anifold as 39, e.g. three states on the
torus Fig. IZh)

T he state supports fractionalized quasiholes and quaSJeJect:cons w ith charge e=3 which exhibit fractionalbraid-
ing statistics in which they acquire a phase e * =3 upon exchange am ong or betw een them selves. T he existence
ofthese quasiparticles is intin ately related to the intra-m ultiplet solitting of the ground states. T heir tunneling
around non-contractible loopsm oves the system around in the ground state m anifold and leads to the charac—
teristic O (e ) ground state splitting in a generic system of nite linear din ension L . Tn the special case of the

= 1=3 state at exactly that 1lling in a clean system , the solitting vanishes altogether.

2 In the cuprates there is evidence that the state above T is anom alous but also that the superconducting state is continuously connected
to the BCS state T he presence of m ore than one order param eter in regions of their phase diagram , as shown recently in a set of
experim ents b], raises the possibility that there are com peting instabilities of the high tem perature state. In the conventional Ferm i
Jicquid analySJs at weak coupling, one generally nds that one instability dom inates over all the others so the prospect of getting the
com petition from a non-Fem i liquid nom al state is attractive.



In the clean case one can identify a topological sym m etry algebra containing operators that m ove the system
between di erent m em bers of the ground state m ultiplet. These operators Insert ux through the various non
contractdble loops.

A 1l of the above can be encoded in a long wavelength, purely topological, Chem-Sim ons Lagrangian,
L= — a@a ja 4)

w ih k = 3. T he elem entary quantization of this action de nes a theory with a nite dim ensionalH ibert space
w ith the proper ground state degeneracies and its correlations in the presence of sources reproduce the quantum
num bers of the quasiparticles.

T he topological action further in plies the existence of boundary degrees of freedom on m anifolds w ith bound—
aries. In the case ofthe Laughlin quantum H all states, the boundary excitations form a chiral Luttinger liquid.

C. Thispaper

In this paper we w ill show that superconductors w ith a gap in their single particle spectrum exhibit appropriate
versions of all of the above properties: lack of a local order param eter, topological degeneracies and symm etry
algebra,’ fractionalization, description by a topological el theory and edge degrees of freedom , and hence are
properly described as being topologically ordered. In this discussion it w ill be crucial that superconductors are not
m ere super uids like *He and *H e but instead are charged super uids with dynam ic electrom agnetisn .

The clamm of topological order for superconductors m ight surprise som e fraction of our readers on at least two of
its com ponent pjeoes| that superconductors are not broken sym m etry states and that they exhibit quantum num ber
fractionalization. In fact, both ideas have been around for a whilk. The in possbility of nding a gauge Invariant
local order param eter for the state in the presence of ekctrom agnetic gauge elds has been understood for a long
tine i_19'] T he conventionalbroken sym m etry account, follow ing B ardeen, C ooper and Schrie er, holds for a neutral
system whose response functions are argued to be qualitatively sim ilar to the \screened" or \irreducible" response
functions of the charged system . T he point that the quasiparticles of a superconductor are electrically neutral, and
hence fractionalized, wasmade (only!) a decade back by Rokhsar and K ivelson and again they invoked the gauge

eld in an essentialway [11].

In the Pllow ng we will be able to add to these observations an account of degeneracies on closed m anifods, a
topological action, and an account of the edge states it predicts, to produce a uni ed portrai of topological order
which can then substitute for the lack ofa broken symm etry. A sbe ts a topic w ith an extensive scholarly literature,
w e have found that m uch ofwhat we have to say hasprecursors in the literature w hich we note at variouspoints in the
text. A subsidiary them e in this paper is that m ore than one system can exhibit the sam e topological structure and
hence be described by the sam e topological eld theory, and wew ill nd it nstructive to exam ine the correspondences.
In particular we w ill note that the standard Ising gauge theory, the short ranged RVB state, a bilayer quantum Hall
system w ith oppositely charged layers, and a U (1) lattice gauge theory coupled to a charge2 scalar, w ill give rise to
the sam e topological structure as the superconductor. Indeed, the last one on that list, studied in the sem nalwork
ofFradkin and Shenker [_Iz_i], lustrates our central points very elegantly.

In our discussion we will largely shy away from truly m icroscopic m odels of the superconducting state w ith the
electronic degrees of freedom exhibited explicitly, since that level of detail is not essential for our considerations.
Instead we shall study bosonic theories of the quantum G inzburg-Landau form . In eld theoretic term inology these
are the relativistic abelian H iggs m odels govemed by the Lagrangian,
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Here isacharge 2escalar eld representing the C ooperpair condensate, the covariant derivative iD = i@ 2eh
and the eld strength F  nvolve the physical electrom agnetic eld and the conserved current j wih charge e is

3 W e should note that the top?}ogjcal sym m etry operators are not expected to be universal everyw here in a topologically ordered phase
as shown by example in Ref. 9.



introduced to descrbe the gapped quastparticles or perhaps extemal charges * W e will use G reek and Rom an
indices to denote space-tin e vectors and spatial vectors respectively, and themetric g°° = 1 and gt = 1) In 3+1
din ensions, thism odel is a plausible description ofa gapped BC S superconductor w ith particle-hole sym m etry but it
has the topological features of interest even if the choice of a Lorentz invariant dynam ics is non-generic. A s an aside
we note that the situation is m ore com plicated for gapless superconductors, eg. the d-wave cuprates, where there
are gapless quasiparticles that m ust be incorporated in the e ective low energy theory. W e w ill retum to this in the
summ ary section.

In a nal sinpli cation, we will ocus mostly on L,y In 2+ 1 dimensions. This no longer describes a physical
superconductor since the electrodynam ics isnow that ofthe 2+ 1 din ensionalM axwellterm (for Instance a logarithm ic
potential between charges) which does not describe real electrom agnetisn even if the electron system is e ectively
two din ensional as is the case w ith superconducting In s’ The prin ary reason to exam ine this case nevertheless
is that the analysis is sin pler and m ore pedagogical than in 3+ 1 dim ensions while the essential features of the two
problem s are the sam e. T he chief sin pli cation is that the topological theory for a 3+ 1 din ensional superconductor
is a theory of particles and strings, while for 2+ 1 din ensions it is theory of particles only. Further, on m anifolds
w ith boundaries, the boundary theories of the 2+ 1 din ensionalm odels are 1+ 1 din ensional, which are even easier
to discuss. A secondary reason is that various theordies of strong correlation in 2+ 1 dim ensions give rise to the
denticalm athem atics of coupled m atter and gauge elds for physically neutral system s and our discussion w ill serve
to form alize the discussion of topological order In that context as well. W e should em phasize though, that whilke
the occurrence of topological order in this class of theordes is a fascinating question, especially w th regard to the
physics of the non-superconducting regions of the cuprate phase diagram , it has nothing to do w ith the topological
order in the superconducting phase itself. In all such m odels, the real electrom agnetic eld would eventually be
In portant to establish the topological order of the 3 dim ensional superconducting state| a statem ent which should
be selfexplanatory at the end of the paper.

W ith this som ew hat elaborate preamble we now tum to the technical content of the paper. In the next section,
we brie y review why a superconductor cannot be characterized by a broken symm etry, ie. why there is no gauge
Invariant local order param eter. In section ITT we discuss the nature of the excitations In a charged superconductor,
and why they are fractionalized. From these we deduce the form ofthe topologicalB F action, which we then rederive
from a path Integral form ulation of the abelian H iggsm odel. This action in plies a ground state degeneracy which
we discuss in Section IV. In Section V we digress to consider other problem s that are also descrbed by the BF
theory: the lattice Z , gauge theory, a bilayer quantum H all system , the resonating valence bond RV B) state and the
Fradkin-Shenker problem . In Section VIwe tum to the edge structure in plied by the BF action In 2+ 1 dim ensions
aswellas In 3+ 1 dim ensions. T he last section sum m arizes ourm ain resuls and som e technical details connected to
edge actions are in an appendix.

II. NO LOCAL ORDER PARAMETER

The textbook G Inzburg-Landau description of a gapped superconductor invokes a charge 2e complex scalar
eld, the \superconducting order param eter", that m easures the condensation of C ooper pairs and is related to
the underlying electron eld by an appropriate expectation value, () = h «®) 4 ®)i. This eld ism inimally
coupled to the electrom agnetic vector potential A and the dynam ics of the two coupled elds are then xed by the
G nzburg-Landau di erential equations. These equations are, obviously, a ne description of superconductors w ith
an all uctuations. At issue In the context of this paper is whether (¢) isa localquantity.
To see that it isnot, let us rephrase the question in the context ofthe abelian H iggsm odel ("5')') . The EulerLagrange
equations for L, absent sources are of the G nzburg-Landau form , although now extended to Inclide a precessional
dynam icsat T = 0. W e expect the Eulerlagrange equations to give a usefiil account if the uctuations are an allin

4 Note that in spite of the relativistic form we norm alize the kinetic termm such that j # has the din ension of density. T his w illhelp to
stream line our notation w ith that usually used in discussing superconductivity. In the non-relativistic 1 it this m odelbecom es a tin e
dependent G inzburg-Landau theory. Thism odelwould exhibit the M eissner e ect with a London penetration length 1 com ing from
the gradient term . T he D ebye screening due to the Coulomb eld would, however, only be generated because of the scalar potential,
and the corresponding screening length would be given by p 6 r . In the relativistic m odel both electric and m agnetic screening
em anate from the gradient tem , and the two screening lengths are equal. A lthough this is not true in real system s, it sin pli es our
argum ents and helps to highlight the conceptual points. T he generalization to a real non-relativistic m odel is left for the reader.

5 The results presented in this paper are probably valid for thin charged superconducting In s anyway. In this case we have pow er law
rather than exponential decay of screening charges and currents, which appears su cient to de ne a appropriate scaling lim it and thus
allow for a description in tem s of a topological eld theory.



the ordered phase and the elds involred develop non-zero expectation values. N aively, we would lke to develop a
nonzero expectation valie but this is not possible since i transform s non-trivially under the U (1) gauge sym m etry,

® ! e % @ i A @®!A @+ ®;
and E litzur's theorem lid] assures us that such quantities average to zero even In the \broken symm etry" phase.
The solution to the ‘oonundrum of what underlies the G Inzburg-L.andau description is the non-local quantity rst
Introduced by D J'racl;LZj]. Tt is easiest to w rite it In operator fom ,
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where E ) (¢) isthe classicalelectric eld corresponding to a point charge at the origih, ie. ¥ Eo= (@®),and andA
are quantum eld operators. A partial ntegration show s that the gauge transform ation ('§) leaves the com bination p
nvariant. T he operator p hasa naturalinterpretation as the creation operator ofa charged particle togetherw ith
a ooherent states ofphotons describing the accom panying Coulomb eld which extendsout to In niy. In the Coulomb
gauge ¥ A = 0,the Coulomb el is described entirely by the scalar potential, A%, and p reducesto alone. So
In this gauge the D irac order param eter appears local, as can be checked by w riting E'¢; (¢) as a gradient and again
Integrating by parts. A superconductor is then characterized by o -diagonal long range order n p . Kennedy and
K ing have given a rigorousproofofthis statem ent using a covariant generalization of (:§), and a lattice reqularization,
for a non-com pact abelian H iggsm odel in two orm ore spatial din ensionsf_l-é_}'].

T heir proof also show s that this non—local order param eter cannot be used as one uses a local order param eter.
P recisely, one nds that the tem poral correlator of p decays algebraically to is asym ptotic value. W ih a local
order param eter this would be a signature of G oldstone bosons. In fact, the A nderson-H iggsm echanian forbids any
such bosons in the actual spectrum , which show s that a description based on p does not have the character of the
standard sigm a m odel.

W hile we are on the sub Fct of non-local characterizations of the superconductor, a second possbility, follow ing
"t Hooft, is to classify phases by ©cussing on observables inspired by the behaviour of the gauge sector® Here the
candidates are W_ilson loops, and their duals, which correspond m athem atically to the insertion of singular gauge
transform atjonsﬂ_lé]. P hysically, these dual variables ask a din ension dependent question. In 3+ 1 din ensions, In a
superconducting phase w ith non-com pact electrodynam ics, "t H ooft’s operator is a loop whose area law decay attests
to the con nem ent of test m agnetic m onopoles by the Abrikosov ux tube that gets stretched between them . Tn 2+ 1
din ensions the t'H ooft operator , acts at a point and becom es a nom nally local eld, , creating a vortex. T his
yields a disorder param eter, which vanishes in the superconductor and has a nite expectation valie in the nom al
phase of the abelian Higgs m odel. In words, the nom al phase is identi ed as a condensate of vortices while the
superconductor exhibits a gap to their creation.

In both ofthe above characterizationsthe restriction to non-com pact gauge eldsisnotaccidental. In a com pact 3+ 1
din ensional gauge theory there are m onopoles that obstruct the construction of p and its covariant generalizations
so that even a nonlocal order param eter In the goirit ofD irac is not possib]e[_l]']. The essential di culy is that the
D irac quantization condition is not com patible w ith having a realvalied current as in (:_6) . It iseven easierto seewhat
goes w rong w ith the t'H ooft construction once dynam icalm onopoles are pem itted. For exam ple in 3+ 1 din ensions,
w ithout them , the potential energy of two static test m onopoles separated by a distance r in a superconductor w ill
be linear r where isthe energy per unit length ie. the tension of the Abrikosov ux lne. In the presence of
dynam icalm onopoles ofm ass M , the linear con nem ent w ill breakdown at a distance rg 2M = where i willbe
energetically preferable to create a m onopole-antim onopole pair from the vacuum to break up the ux line. This is
the exact m agnetic analog of electric screening of static electric test charges In a con ning relativistic theory w ith
m assive charged particles.

W hile this discussion w ill certainly be germ ane w hen we discuss som e com pact gauge problem s related to ourm ain
them e, readers interested solely in superconductorsm ay suspect that they can do w ithout it altogether. W hile this
is true In practice, it is probably not true as a m atter of principle! W hilke M axwell electrodynam ics and indeed even
the standard m odel have no m onopolks, they do occur In m ost attem pts at further uni cation, eg. In various grand
uni ed m odels, w ith m asses expected to be in the 10'°  10° G eV rangefl8]. W ith such m asses they w ill give rise to
a \screening length" that we can estim ate, for superconductors w ith G inzburg-Landau param eter = 1 (so that the
coherence length and the penetration depth are the sam e), as being of the sin ple form
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® A sim ilar construction, but for gauge elds alone, was given earlier by Fradkin and Susskind @5;]



For a good old fashioned superconductor this yieldS nonopole  10°km or about 70AU which is therefore literally
astronom ical’ Tt follow s then that for sam ples of this size there really won'’t be an order param eter which m akes it
all the m ore in perative to develop an altemative characterization of the order in the superconducting state| a task
to which we now tum!

ITII. EXCITATIONS,FRACTIONALIZATION AND TOPOLOGICAL FIELD THEORY

H aving established that a local order param eter description is not feasble for superconductors, we willnow (suc—
cessfully) attem pt to construct a topological order description in tem s of a topological eld theory. W e will start
w ith the low energy excitations of the superconducting state and exam ne their quantum num bers and topological
Interactions. By encoding these in a topologicalactions In 2+ 1 and 3+ 1 din ensions we w ill inductively arrive at the
desired description. Subsequently we deduce the sam e topological action In 2+ 1 dim ensions from the path integral
for the abelian H iggsm odeland close by noting that including leading irrelevant term s beyond the topological action
com pletes the low energy description of the superconductor, m uch as it does for the quantum Halle ect.

A . Excitations and Fractionalization

T he Iow energy excitations ofa superconductor are the quasiparticles form ed by breaking up a C ooper pair, vortices
or vortex lines in 2 and 3 spatialdin ensions respectively, and a set of collective m odes w hich together form a m assive
photon in our relativistic setting.

To review their properties in the context of (E), wewrite In amplitude and phase vardiables, = P ~d’ and Pcus
deep i the ordered phasewherem ? 0. Herewe can set the am plitude equalto its classicalvalue, " = m?= , and
ignore its rem aining m assive uctuations to rew rite ("5')') as
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w here the dots indicate the neglected density uctuations. If furthemm ore the m odel is de ned on a topologically
trivialm anifold, and we disregard vortices, wemay send A ! A 2—16@ ’ In a regular gauge transfom ation that
de nes uniary gauge, thus obtaining the follow ing e ective low energy Lagrangian,

2
m
+ 7SA2 er j ©)

w here the screening m ass, m ¢ is related to the London penetration length by m g = . = '

T he Lagrangian 6_5’1) is that of a m assive abelian gauge eld coupled to a conserved current. In the absence of the
current it yields the gapped collective m odes of the supemonductor| the absence of a gaplessm ode is the A nderson—
H iggsm echanian .

In the presence of a current, the classical equation ofm otion is a relativistic version of the London equation,

@F =3 miA =3 +J.; (10)
where we identi ed m?A  as the screening current in the medim . Form?2 6 0 (I0) inplies@ A = 0, ie. the
screening current is conserved, and the equation ofm otion sin pli es to,

@+m?a =3 ; a1

from which it follow s that all classical elds and currents are exponentially screened over the length 1. Thisisa
consequence ofthe M eissnere ect and should be contrasted w ith the case ofan ordinary m etal, where only the charge
and the longitudinal part of the current are screened. T hat the screening lengths for both com ponents are the sam e
is special to our Lorentz invariant settjng| in general, they willbe di erent.

7 A naive estjm'ape of the corresponding tunneling probability based on the Schwinger formula comm only used in QCD string

44
phenom enology E;LQ.], gives a string life tim e e 10 wherein the units are evidently unin portant! A better estim ate requires con—
sideration of the instanton path which we defer to the future.



This screening has igportant consequences for the quantum num bers of the quasiparticlkes, as pointed out by
K ivelson and R okhsar ELZL-]| they do not carry a classicalcharge. To see this, consider constructing a w avepacket w ith
the quasiparticlk at rest .n a given fram e. In that fram e the scalar potential is the only non-zero com ponent of A  and
it decays to zero on the scale of 1 . By Lorentz transform ing we obtain the potentials for a quasiparticle in m otion
and still nd that all com ponents of A are exponentially attenuated beyond 1 .Asno eldsare generated beyond
the screening length, the quasiparticle is classically neutral at long wavelengths. Again we should note that life is
m ore com plicated when the longiudinal and transverse screening lengths are di erent. In the extrem e case of the
m etal, where the transverse screening length is n nite, a m oving charge w ill give rise to a dipolar pattem of current
back ow that w ill decay only algebraically at long distances @-g'] For real superconductors this dipolar pattem w i1l
be cuto at the scal of the London length, while the longiudinal currents and potentials w i1l decay on the scale
of the Thom asFem ilength. In our problem the two parts are screened identically and hence there is no residue of
the dipolar pattem whatsoever. T his vanishing of the charge of the quasiparticles is an instance of quantum num ber
fractionalization in that the fundam ental electrons are charged. If the electrons carry spin then the quasiparticles do
too and hence are spinons l_l]_;] but this is not central. For exam ple, In a p-wave superconductor of spinless ferm ions
there would be no change in the underlying fractionalization. Instead the p]:oper form ulation is that the quasipartickes
retain a quantum , Ising charge, which we w ill discuss in the next subsection 8

T his analysis has used the equation of m otion ClO) which deals w ith expectation values and has sidestepped the
In portant question ofde ning operators for which the vanishing charge is a sharp observable @2:_] To our know ledge,
there isn’t a rigorous analysis of this question for the abelian H iggsm odel. T here is however a m ore carefiill account
of the expectation value question by Sw ieca {_23] (for a rigorous version, see Ref. :_2-4) . Sw ieca proves the follow Ing: A
theory in m ore than 3 space-tim e din ensions, w th a m ass gap and an identically conserved current, ie. a current
satisfying @ F = J , has no charged states In the spectrum . This theorem is directly applicable to our m odel
Lagrangian 6'_5) if we take the total current j . = j + J,c In C_l(_)') as the dentically conserved current. Swieca’s
proof, which isbased on Lorentz Invariance of the current form factor, and locality of the electrom agnetic eld, isnot
obviously applicable to a non relativistic theory, and it would be interesting to establish such an extension.

F inally, we note that in w riting ('_Ei) w e explicitly ignored vortices and vortex loops/lines. T hese form the rem aining
low energy excitations. A vortex carryinga ux is also fractionalized in a sense that is sharpest form odels w ith a
lattice electrodynam ics as they exhibit vorticesw ith 2 ux astheir prin ary excitations when decoupled from m atter.

W e tum now to em bedding these excitations In a topological action.

B. BF theories

At issue n w riting dow n a topologicalaction are the topological interactions am ong the excitations, i.e. interactions
w hich depend upon the topology ofthe eld con gurations (or particle worldlines) but not on the m etric. A way to
om alize this isby the idea ofthe topologicalscaling lin it in which we exam ine the system at scale R and keep those
pieces ofthe correlation finctionsthatare0 R%) asR ! 1 at xed ooup]jngsi_z_ﬂ]. T his lim it is to be contrasted w ith
the W ilsonian scaling lin it in which the coupling constants are tuned so as to keep the ratio ofR to the correlation
length xed. W hilke the latter keeps all inform ation except at the lattice scale, the form er keeps only the topological
\braiding" nfom ation.

Am ong the quasiparticles, vortices and plasm ons there is one non-trivial interaction in this lin ji:| nam ely, a topo—
logicalphase ariseswhenever a quasipartick is transported around a vortex or viceversa F ig. -fi) T his can be read
o from the venerabl explicit solution of the B ogohubov—de G ennes equations for a vortex [,'26- but m ore m odem
discussions of how it arises are enlightening [27., 28]

T he presence of this Interaction is why we were careful to refer to the clhssical neutrality of the quasiparticles in
the past section. Further, this interaction has the feature that it only detects quasiparticle num berm odulo 2 so that
quasiparticles carry an Ising charge under it thus explaining our com m ent to this e ect in the last subsection. T his
sensitivity of the superconductor to paﬂjc]e num berm odulo 2 hasbeen describbed as an Ising gauge invariance of the
superconducting state previously [_2]].

T his topological Interaction can be readily written into a eld theory. W e rst consider the 2+ 1 din ensional case
w here both quasiparticles and vortices are particles so we can proceed in close analogy to the bosonic Chem-Sin ons
theory for the quantum Halle ect and attach ux and charge to the particles in such a way that the Berry phases

-

® Readers fam iliar w ith the work of the Santa B arbara group E],'] should note that their discussion does not involve the physical electro—
m agpetic eld and is thus physically quite di erent from that of [1_1:] and ours. For us the superconducting phase is fractionalized while
in i_Zl:] it is the non-superconducting phase that is fractionalized.
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FIG.2: Topological interactions In a superconductor: quasiparticles encircling vortices (d = 2) or threading vortex loops
(d= 3) pick up a phase at an aritrary distance.

(or in the quantum Hall case, the exchange phases) appear as an Aharonov-Bohm e ect. W e de ne a uni charge
quasiparticle current j , and a vortex current j , and couple them to electric and m agnetic gauge potentials via the
Lagrangian,

Leure= 273 b3y : 12)

A sin ple calculation show s that In order to get a phase when m oving a j quantum around a J quantum we need an
action for the gauge potentials, which is ofthe \BF " type|_2§i]

1
Ler = — b £9; 13)

where £% = @ a @ a . Putting the parts together we have the topological action,

1
Liop = — b@a aj by : 14)

T he topological nature of Ly, is clear from the equations ofm otion,
1
3 = @a =~ £@ (15)
1 1
i = = @eb= — £, 16)

which show that the gauge invariant eld strengths are fully determm ined by the currents, just as in a Chem-Sin ons
theory. T hese equations both have a very direct physical interpretation as we shall see Jater. _

Two comments are In order. The rst concems the symm etry properties of the Lagrangian C_lé_il) Under the
parity transform ation (x;y) ! ( X;y) the two potentials transform as (&j;ax;ay) ! (@7 &ray) and (p;bib) !
( bib; B), while under tim e reversal the transform ations are, @p;axs;ay) ! (@; &; &) and (yp;b;b) !
( libyiby), respectively. T he unusual transformm ation properties of the potentialb follow s from that of the vortex
current. It is easy to check that the BF action is invariant underboth P T and CP T . Second, in the Lagrangian {_iﬁi)
both currents are Integer valued. T his quantization is naturally encoded by requiring that the gauge eldsa andb
be com pact. In the continuum thism eans that they transform as

ai ! oait @ 4

bi !' bi+@ p; 17)

w ith gauge functions a=b T 2 . This com pactness w ill also be evident In our rederivation of the BF action
from the m icroscopic theory in the next section.

Tuming to the case of 3+ 1 dim ensions, we have essentially the sam e construction, but w ith the di erence that the
vortices are now strings, and the vector potentialb is an antisym m etric tensor, b . In form language, the action still
has the structure BF , and w ritten out in com ponents it readsf_z-@', 3-9'],

1
Lgrp = — b @a : (18)



T he gauge transform ations ofthe b eld are given by
b ! b +@ @ 19)

w here is a vector valued gauge param eter. The m inin al coupling of the b potential to the world sheet, ofthe
strings is given by the action,

Z Z

d&® ;x )
Svort = dd b = dd ——— b ; (20)

ac ;)
where ( ; ) are tin e and space like coordinates on the worldsheet. This is a direct generalization of the coupling of

a to the world line, , ofa soinon,
Z Z
dx

Ssp = dx a = d d—a : (21)

Combining these elem ents we get the topologicalaction for the 3+ 1 din ensional superconductor,
Z
Step = d'XLpr + Sep+ Svort @2)

T he proof that this action indeed gives the correct braiding phases can be ﬁ)und eg. in Ref. ,30 and a discussion of
this action in the context of superconductivity has appeared before In Ref. .3]1 m ore on which later.

C. The 2+ 1 BF theory from the abelian H iggs m odel

P reviously we induced the BF action {_ié) from our know ledge of the low energy excitations and their topological
interactions. W e now gain additional insight into its form by deriving i from the Lagrangian for the abelian H iggs
m odel {:3) by explicitly ncluding the vortices we neglected before.

An (anti)vortex at position # is a solution of the classical equations of m otion where the phase, ’ of the eld
winds ( )2 along any closed curve encircling #. T he generalization to higher w inding num bers and to m ultivortex
con gurations is obvious. For well ssparated points, one can also de ne con gurationswih N , vorticesand N  anti
vortices, although only N . N is topologically conserved. Away from the vortex cores, the solutions again look
like a pure gauge, but w ith the Im portant di erence that the @ ’ term In (ir_é) cannot be rem oved by a regular gauge
transform ation. Instead we split the phase eld as’ = ~+ where ~ is a fnction of the vortex positions, ¥, , and

is the uctuating quantum eld. W e can now perform the regular gauge transformation A ! A 2—16@ . If
we consider a xed vortex con guration fy,;q,gwhereq, = 1, we can w rite the corresponding quantum partition
function in tem s of an Euclidean path JntegralBZ],

Z R
. . dBrLE
Z2[iftynicmgl= DR D0 Je @3)

w ith
2 m 2 1 .
Lg = -F +—2(A -a ) €A j + Ly 5 (24)
e

where we introduced the notation a = %@ ~and use themetric + + +). Here Ly y includes both the potential
tem s, density derivative tem s, and an explicit dependence on the vortex positions. T he gauge eld isnow m anifestly
m assive, and w ith the potentialin 6'5), so isthedensity eld j J. In the e ective low energy description the only e ect
ofthe density uctuations that w illbe retained is the presence of a vortex current,

Z

&)= @& day ‘& wm(): @5)

where y, ( ) param etrize the (Euclidean) world Iines of the vortices. It w illbe convenient to param etrize the vortex
current w ith a gauge potentialb as,

J &)= @a (26)



10

T he nom ahzat:cpjssuch thgtaumi: charge~= 2 (x) is associated w ith a fundam ental vortex in the charge 2e
scalar ed, ie. d&x~=1 dx a—li d = 1. Ignoring the density uctuations, and hence L; 5, we can now
rew rite £3) as
Z 1 R Z R
3 2 4
ZGi31= DRBRPRI B ~- e@alk “°% "Y- pppple TP, @7)
w here
R | Z R |
e drLess _ D P&]e d’rLg (28)
and
1, L2 1, , L
LEZZF +T(A —-a ) eA by + — b@a : 29)
e

The gaugepotentialb isa Lagrangem uliplier that Im posesthe delta finction constraint in C_Z-]') . The rem aining steps
In deriving the low energy Lagrangian Lere isto shiftthe eldA ! A + %a , perform the G aussian integration over
themassive A eld and nally doing a derivative expansion. To lowest order, and after rotating back to M inkow ski
space, we get, Less = Ligp + O 2), ie. the previously derived topologicalaction. W e shall retum to the higher
order corrections below .

A though this derivation was for 2+ 1 dim ensions, essentially the sam e argum ent can be given to derive the 3+ 1
din ensional action C22.

T he physical signi cance of the potentials a and b is now revealed: from (24- ) above it is clear a is nothing but the
topologicalpart of the usualvector potentialA , ie. the part which is a pure gauge everyw here except at the location
of the point vortices as expressed by the constraint in {27)

Equat:on {lé ) expresses screening of the extemal current, since db is just the dual form of the screening current
Jsc In ClO) Also from writing o = Heby = @EL it Pllowsthatb; = i3EJ., ie. the potentialb is essentially the

elds associated w ith the screening clouds induced by the extemal electric sources. Since the total eld is zero, this
still begs the question to how there can be any long range e ect related to the bpotential. Put di erently, how doesa
m oving vortex detect a stationary charge, given that the electric eld is exponentially screened? A particularly clear
explanation hasbeen given by Reznik and Aharonov, who showed that although the expectation value of the electric

eld is exponentially screened inside the superconductor, there is an unscreened \m odular" or Z , part that give rise
to the topological phase [_2-§] W e will retum to thisbelow in the discussion of the ground state degeneracy.

In sum m ary, there are three com plam entary w ays to understand the topologicalB F action for the superconductor:

1. It encodes the correct braiding phases of charges and vortices.

2. & relates the current of correctly nom alized pointlike vortices in the condensate to the topological nontrivial
part of the vector potential.

3. It in plem ents local screening of extermal electric currents.

Tt should now also be clear that the topological action (r_l-ﬂ:)_ could have been derived from any of these conditions.
For Instance, starting from the condition of local screening C_lé), the BF action is obtained sim ply by Introducing the
potentiala as a Lagrangem ultiplier eld.

D. The BF-M axwelltheory, P lasm ons and E lectrodynam ic R esponse

T hus farw e have derived a topologicalaction for the superconductorw hich inclides the physics ofthe quasiparticles
and the vortices. T here are how ever, two signi cant om issions in this description. T he plagn ons arem issing and so is
the de ning characteristic of the supemonductor| its electrodynam ic response. A s neither of these are topological in
nature, this is sensble. W e now show that both ofthese om issions can be rem edied by kesping the leading irrelevant

(out now non-topological) term s in the action beyond the BF tem . These can be guessed on symm etry grounds
alone but to get expressions for their coe cients we carry out the G aussian Integral over A in 29) and obtain the
M axwellBF Lagrangian, which after continuation back to M inkow ski space becom es,

2
E®2 a3 Dby : (30)

1 1
Leff = — b@a _(f(a))Z Z
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T he equations of m otion for the M axwellBF theory read,

. 1 e
3= - ear —— ef (31)
| 1
jJ = — @b + g@ f(a)
In the absence of currents, and in Landau gauge (@ a = @ b = 0), these can be combined to give
@ +mia =
@ +m3b = 0; 32)

w hich show sthat the spectrum now Incluidesthe plasn on m odes. W e note that an analogousargum ent in the quantum
Hallproblem Jeads to the M axwell-C hem-Sim ons Lagrangian and thence to the gapped collective m ode B3
The reader m ay wonder at the resemblance of the st of Egns. C_32_.) to Egn. C_l]_: ) wih j = 0. This is not
oojncjdental| in going beyond the topological scaling lim i we end up restoring the non-topologicalparts of the gauge
eld so that now a iseA at long wavelengths. T his is also clear from {_2-9) w hen we neglect derivative term s. W ith
this Insight we can now con m that the superconductor is, in fact, a superconductor. To this end we integrate out b
In the sector w thout quasiparticles or vortices (3 = 3§ = 0) to obtain

1
— %Y —m?aa 33
22 (£™) c2ms (33)
which upon variation gives the London equation and thus superconductivity® A tematively, we could have exp lic—
itly introduced a background electrom agnetic eld A  and derived the London Lagrangian ¢33) directly n A by
Integrating out both a and b .

Lem =

IV. THE GROUND STATE DEGENERACY

W e now retum to the analysis of the purely topological eld theory for the low energy excitations of the supercon—
ductor. Such a eld theory has no bulk degrees of freedom but w ill possess global degrees of freedom which w ill lead
to non-trivial ground state degeneracies on m anifolds of non-trivial topology. In this section we will rst derive the
degeneracies predicted by the BF theory and then understand them physically in the setting of the abelian H iggs
m odel.

A s em phasized in the Introduction, one of the halim arks of a topologically ordered state is a topology dependent
ground state degeneracy, and a corresponding topological symm etry algebra. Before analyzing the superconductor
i is nstructive to recall how the ground state degeneracy is m anifested in the sin plest fractional quantum Hall
setting, ie. a Laughlin state wih 1ling fraction = 1=@Qk+ 1) on a torus_B_i]. In this case the ground state has
a 1= degeneracy corresoonding to the number of lowest Landau lvel states for the center of m ass, and the sam e
degeneracy is obtained from an analysis of the topological Iow energy e ective action, given by the Chem-Sin ons
Lagrangian @) . Here the W ilson loops around the two cycles of the torus form a canonically conjugate pair, due to
the non-zero com m utator [a,;a, ]. The W ilson loopsm easure the m agnetic uxes through the holes in the torus, so
it follow s that the operators connecting the di erent ground states correspond to m agnetic ux \insertions".

In the superconductor the ground state degeneracy is again related to the possble values of the W ilson ]oops| n
this case for the gauge elds a and b appearing in the topological action. Here, however, there are two conjigate
pairs of variables (ax ;b ) and (x;a,) so we expect a squaring of the ground state degeneracy as com pared w ith the
corresponding quantum Hall case. M ore precisly, the ground state degeneracy is In both cases determ ined by the
possible ways to assign comm uting uxes to the \holes" in the surface.

A . G round state degeneracy from the BF theory

W e now form alize this argum ent, and show that, in the 2+ 1 din ensional case, the ground state degeneracy follow s
directly from the BF action d_lg) derived in the previous section. W e work on the torus Ly;Ly).

° That an Abelian H iggs m odel in the \London lin it" can be rew ritten in the dual fom , was to our know ledge 1rst exphcﬂ:ly pomted
out by Balachandran and Teotonio-Sobrinho who in reference |31' considered the 3+ 1 dim ensional counterparts to Egns. (}3) and (BG)
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In the absence of quasiparticles, the BF action can be w ritten In H am itonian form as,
Z

1 3 ij ij ij
S=— &'xf Jaby+ ap (70iby) + Iy ( PRsa5)g (34)

where the Poisson brackets are encoded in the st temm, the Ham iltonian is identically zero, and ag and by are
denti ed as Lagrange m ultipliers m plem enting the constraints,

Heioy = 0
Heiay = 0: 35)
O n the torus we can solve these constraints by setting
a; = @3 4+ ai=Li
by = @ p+b=L;; (36)

where a and b are spatially constant, and .., are periodic functions on the torus. Upon inserting these form s in the
action we nd that it reduces to

1 ..
L @isbi) = — Yaiby @37

which identi es a; and by as the physical degrees of freedom . The rem aining, gauge, degrees of freedom can be
elim inated by gauge xing, eg. by setting @;a; = @;b; = 0.
From B7) we obtain the canonical com m utation relations,

1 ) 1 .
bxi—b,]=1 ; bBy; —bel= i: (38)

Since these are two comm uting Heisenberg algebras, it naively looks lke there is a continuum of ground states
corresponding to di erent eigenvalues of eg. by and b, . This is however not the case, since the gauge elds are
com pact on account of the quantization of quasiparticle and vortex num bers, as noted previously. Com pactness
In plies that a; a+ 2 andb bi + 2 are angular variables. It follow s that we need instead to consider the
operators W ilson Ioops) A; = e and B; = € and their algebras,

AyBy+ByA,=0 ; AyBy+ByA,=0: 39

E ach ofthese hasa two din ensional representation (via two ofthe three Paulim atrices) whence we obtain a 2 = 4-
f©ld ground state degeneracy on the torus. It also follow s that B; can be Interpreted either asm easuring the b- ux or
nserting an a— ux, and vice versa for the A ;

B . G round state degeneracy in the abelian H iggs m odel

The above considerations have established a fourfold ground state degeneracy on the torus (and 49 on genus g
surfaces) but left their physical description obscure. Indeed, the argum ent beginning w ith quasiparticle and vortex
braiding is som ew hat Indirect. To com plete the analysis we now tum to a direct identi cation of the states in the
abelian H iggsm odel.

T he basic cbservation is our identi cation of the gauge elds In the last section. This indicates that In the basis
In which A ; are diagonal, the states di er by the am ount of m agnetic ux passing through the two holes. At the
outset it is in portant to em phasize that this is sourcelkess ux and better thought of as the (necessary) assignm ent of
eigenvalues to the W ilson loops. For ground states, the ux must be an Integer multiple of , the superconducting

ux quantum . In a theory where the findam ental charges are ¢, the ux isonly de ned modulo 2 , and we get two
states for each non-contractible loop. T he operatorsB; then m ove the system between these eigenstates. A s the states
are degenerate, we can just as well diagonalize the latter operators and the resulting states are characterized by even
and odd values of the ekctric ux.

M ore explicitly, consider the pOSItJOl’l eigenstates j (¥);A (¥)i of the gauge and scalar elds in the Ham iltonian
orm ulationipfthe abelian H iggsm odel @5 W e can de ne the action ofthe operator conjigate to the x W ilson loop
Ay=exp(l dxAy) on thetorusparametrizedby 0 x< L, and 0O y< L, by

®);E @i= £ © @8 @+ Zif @®)i 40)
e
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where ([Ly;y)= (;y)+ 2 !° Locally, the e ect ofthe ux insertion operator B, is jist a gauge transform ation;
how ever, it changes the sign of the gauge invariant observable, the W ilson loop A, . This isa globale ect, caused by
an in proper gauge transform ation, that does change the state. A nalogously, we can de ne the conjigate pairA ,, By

For the pure abelian H iggsm odelw ith only charge2 m atter we obtain four degenerate states on the torus corre—
soonding to the possbilities A ; = 1. C Jearly this construction generalizes to a # degeneracy on a closed surface
of genus g. A s the states are exactly degenerate, we can just as well choose the basis set to be elgenstates of the B;
nstead.

To clarify the m eaning of the latter representation it is useful to give an explicit representation for the operators
orthe choice @) =2 (@ x),

RL
ie *ax’a (xo;y)

e’ o (41)

Ax )
; Ly 0 0 2.0 0
_ dy’E « ; ~
By ®) = ele 0 y (xy)e d®r’ ()" () 42)

and the corresponding pair By (y) and A, (x); ~ (r) is the charge density operator. Both Ay (y) and By (X) are clearly
gauge invardant, and have singularities along the lines at y and x respectively!?

From the canonical equal tine commutation relations, BRi@;t);EJ %] = th @& £ and [ @;0); ;0] =
ih @t) @ 9 Pllowsthe comm utator algebra,

Axy)Byw) T Bye)Axy) = 0: @3)

which con m s that the operators B; create one m agnetic ux quantum . W e also see that BY(X) m easure the total
electric ux in the R=y direction in units of =e, so that the eigenstates de ned by B; = 1, which are symm et~
ric/antisym m etric linear com binations of the m agnetic ux states, have the JnterpretatJon of possessing even or odd
num bers ofelectric ux quanta In the two directions. F nally, it follow s from d43 that the W ilson loop A 4 (y) creates
one uni of electric ux in this direction t_lé w hich com pletes this dualdescription.

To explicitly construct the ground states which all have constant density, we m ust include the non trivialw inding
modesofthe’ eld,

A (F;t) =

|
b
G

44)

2
" it "o+ —n  x;
L
where n is the w Inding num ber vector. T he spatially constant phase ’ o, conjugate to the total num ber of particles,
can be absorbed by a spatially constant gauge transform ation. The Ham iltonian in a xed w lnding num ber sector is
easily obtained from @) and given by,

) m 2
(£)+ =@+ —ny)? @5)
where I = LE? isthe spatially constant electric ux which is conjigate to A ;,

[£iA4]=1" (46)

N aively there is a ground state for each w inding sector, and a gap to the plasn on m ode at hm 5. Because of gauge
nvariance we should however identify all winding num ber sectors which have the sam e value for the W ilson loops

A= eiq;i . For g = e there are four non-equivalent sectors corresponding to eigenvalies 1 for the operators A;.
The conjigate operators B; = €' * are precisely the \m odular electric eld" operators de ned by Reznik and
AharonovP8), and A ; and B satisfy the algebra {39) which allow s us to identify the potentiallby w ith the m odular
electric ed.

10 Here and in the ollow ing we really m ean the equivalence class of (¢) under the addition of finctions that are periodic on the torus
but we w illbe sloppy about this w ithout prejidice to our argum ent.

T he nature of these singularities are, however, quite di erent. The singularity of A x (y) correspond to the creation of a thin line
of electric ux, as discussed ﬁl the text, while the sinqularity in By (x) is only a gauge artifact. This follows from the relation,

in

By (1)By' (x2) = exp - &#r’ «

11

O x1) (%  x0)RyEx ®%y) #°)] ; and rem embering that # E  * is the generator of

local gauge transform ations. W e see that the apparent singularity at x of the operator By (x) can be moved by a regular gauge
transfom ation and thus has no physical signi cance.



14

C

FIG.3: A vortex tunnelling process Inserting a unit of m agnetic ux inside the torus. In this visualization it also leaves a
ux loop outside, but that iggnvisble to the electrons on the surface. T his process connects ground states labelled by opposite

valies of the W ilson loop ei c & e ¥ where y isthem agnetic ux threading C .

T hree closing com m ents are in order.

(1) A state wih de nite A ; necessarily has a uctuating electric ux present which m ight seem problem atic for
a superconductor which has an in nie conductivity. This is, however, not so. The crucial point, which is not
Inm ediately obvious when one thinks about classical background electric elds, is that the m atter couples to the
vector potential and not the electric eld and the fom er clearly hasno e ect.

(2) In the dual states, whilk there is a de nite parity of the electric ux, there still isn’t an average non-zero ux.
B esides, these states are linear com binations of states that do not possess a current by the argument in (1).

(3) Finally, it is worth em phasizing the in portance to our analysis of the distinction that the gauge potentialsA ; are
not observables, but the W ilson loops Af = &' are, where ge are the charges in the systam . N aively, we would be
led to consider states Ri Jyxinyiwih ny and ny superconducting ux quanta through the two holes. However
these states are not all distinct as far as the W ilson loops go and instead form equivalence classes upon addition of
2=q ux quanta in either hole. W e have analyzed the case of the standard superconductor where g= 1 and indeed
that is true m ore generally in nature. If however, fractionally charged m atter was present at a fundam ental level, the
ground state degeneracies would indeed be di erent. In such cases, consistently, the starting topological eld theory
would also be di erent since there would now be a larger set of braiding phases to encode.

C . Finite size e ects and tunneling

In the last section we were a little sloppy In our discussion for pedagogical purposes. T he ground states that we
discussed arise In tw o approxin atjons| the neglect of vortex creation/annihalation in the bulk and in the absence of
any other m atter, ie. we took the quasiparticle gap to be in nity. T his had the utility that ground states were now
exactly degenerate fora nite system , but now we can state the m ore general situation.

In the general setting wem ust consider (i) the sensitivity ofthe quasiparticle eld to the valuesofA ; orequivalently
processes in which two quasiparticles are created from the vacuum (the condenstate) and then tunnel and recom bine
across a non-contractible loop and (i) a sin ilar process in w hich vortex-antivortex pair is created from the vacuum
and then tunnels and recom bines across a non-contractble loop. A s reviewed in the introduction, such processes
are responsble for m otion in the ground state m anifold and lead to a lifting of the topological degeneracy for nite
system s.

T he tunneling process that is easiest to visualize is the vortex-antivortex tunneling process shown in F ig. 3 Here a
unit vortex-antivortex pair is created, they subsequently m ove around a cycl ofthe torus, and are nally annihilated.
D uring thisprocessthey w ill insert a unit ofm agnetic ux inside the torus, thus changing the value ofthe corresponding
A ; operator. T hus this process corresponds to a tunneling between the m agnetic ux states, and by iself it willm ix
them and lift their degeneracy by an am ount e Ui~ t where L; isthe length ofthe tunneling path, and « a constant
of order the screening length. Interested readers can nd a quantitative com putation of this process iIn Ref. ,’_3-5_:, for
the closely related Fradkin-Shenker system discussed below in Section V-B .

T he Interpretation of the quasiparticle tunneling process, shown in F ig. -4 ism ore subtle. N aively onem ight think of
this asthe chargespulling out an electric ux between them , but since the superconductor screens, this is not the case
on average. W hat is true instead, is that a quasiparticle that crosses a surface changes the parity (evenness/oddness)
ofthe uctuating electric ux through is path. Hence this process connects the electric ux states and by iself w i1l
m ix them and lift their degeneracy by an amount e it where . isa constant of order the coherence length.

The actual nite volum e ground state in the presence ofboth vortex and quasiparticle tunneling w illbe determm ined
by a com petition between the above two e ects. T hat the topological degeneracy is recovered exponentially fast n
the linear din ensions of the system is, as rem arked earlier, a halim ark of topological order.
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FIG.4: A quasiparticlepair tunnelling process changing the valie of the m odular ekctric ux, ei c P el * where g

is the surface electric ux crossing C .

D . G round state degeneracy in d= 3+ 1

Finally we present the extension of the discussion in Subsection A tod= 3+ 1. The action (_ig) can be reorganized
as
Z

1 .. L. ..
S= = d'x Faby + ag (F@iby) + 2oy (F@yax) ; @7)

which identi es the four constraints in the problem . A s by is antisymm etric, its independent com ponents can be
identi ed asc' = *by and hence the constraints rew ritten as

@c =0
ijk@jak = 0: 48)

O n the 3-torus, these are solved by setting

c (Cl+ ijk@j k)=L3=2
ax = (@ + @ )=L 3?2 (49)

where and are periodic finctions and we_I“lave thus separated the constant pieces of c and a. Upon substituting
these ©orm s in {47) we obtain the analog of {37),

L= Lda, (50)

w hich encodes three com m uting H eisenberg algebras and thence, upon taking account ofthe com pactnessofthe elds,
to 23 = 8 states.

V. OTHER REALIZATIONS OF THE BF THEORY

In this section we digress som ew hat from the m ain developm ent to exam Ine som e closely related system s. The
system s are related In that they too are characterized by topological order described by the BF theory| they allail
to exhibit Jocal sym m etry breaking, a pair of low energy \m atter" and \gauge" excitations w ith the sam e braiding
phaseof and the attendant ground state degeneracy . In a way this is an exam ple ofuniversality, but in a m uch m ore
lim ited sense than for critical point theorjes| for the topological scaling lin it kegps m uch m ore lim ited nform ation
than the W ilsonian one. O ur exam ples here are the Z, lattice gauge theory, the U (1) lattice gauge theory w ith
charge2 H iggs scalars, the short ranged resonating valence bond RV B) state, and a particular quantum Hallbilayer.
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A

FIG.5: Two of the ur ground states of the Z, lattice gauge theory at zero coupling, on the torus. They di er by the
insertion ofa Z; vortex (vison) through one of the holes of the torus| which is In plem ented by changing the sign on a string
ofbonds as shown. T he pair of states thus di er in the sign oftheW ilson Ioop ¢ “. The rem aining two states di er by vison
insertion in the other hole.

A . Z, lattice gauge theory

T he Z, lattice gauge theory, de ned by the H am iltonian,
X Y X
—_ z X .
H = K ij + j_j 4 (51)
P hiji Pg hiji

w here the sum s are over spatialplaquettes and links, hasbeen studied extensively, and iswellknown toéae a topo]ogjcal
theory in the ! 0 lmm i. In this lin i all plaquettes m ust be unfrustrated in the ground states, hiji P 13 = 1.
T here are four degenerate ground states on the torus of which two correspond to the con gurations (really their
equivalence classes under local gauge transform ations) shown in Fig. 5; the rem aining two are trivial extensions as
discussed in the caption. Clearly all plaquettes are nonfrustrated whilk the W ilson loops around the cycles di er
by signs In the various states. The operators that m oves between the di erent con gurations are singular gauge
transformm ations which are the Z,_ oounterparts of the B operator introduced in {40) T he conjigate, electric eld
states are discussed eg. In Ref. ',;36 T he excited states of the theory consist of Ising vortices or visons. If we now
couple fundam ental Ising m atter sources to the gauge eld,
X
Hy kl= Ci ;Cj (52)
hiji

it is easy to see that transporting a \particle" around the vison leadsto a phase, ie. the Z, gauge theory has the
sam e braiding phases t_3-§, :_éj] as the BF theory z_l-§) . W hen K is nite but large and the coupling to the m atter is
weak, the low energy theory is still the BF theory as we discuss explicitly next. For variety we w ill carry out the
relevant treatm ent entirely on the ]attjce| it is an interesting feature ofthis problem that this can be done.

1. The lattice BF action

A s the variables In C_S-]_:) are discrete, i ism ost convenient to work w ith a discretized time. To this end we begin
w ith the classicalZ, lattice gauge-m atter action
X Y X
S [icl= K ij Ci i35Gy ¢ (53)

P ;2P hiji

where ;5 is an Ising variable, and the sum s run over plaquettes and links on an Euclidian lattice. W e now rew rite
C53 In a form nvolring a lattice version ofthe BF action, by using the identity,

Q X o Q
e e Y= fR) R (54)
= 1

d— P
where 2™ = IhtanhK and f K ) = %sjnh(ZK ), or each plaquette, P , In the partition function 2, = e S

1]

This Introduces a set of Ising vardables, ;; de ned on the links of the dual lattice and, and the partition function can

be expressed as,
X P P

Spr [; W7 i3t

c isc
Ty, = e niji TEE

hiji

(55)

£ 357 13iCi9
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w here,
X Y
Spr = lZ @t i) @ ) : (56)
hiji Thiji

Here ?hiji denotes the plaquette on the orighal lattice pierced by the link i on the dualone. Except for shifts,
this term | which muliplies one gauge eld wih the ux ofthe other | is clearly the Ising lattice analog of the
continuum BF tem . T his piece of the action was derived by Senthiland Fjsher_]'], who also showed that by partial
di erentiation it can be expressed in the altemative fom ,
X Y
Spr = iZ T a ) ; 67

hiji ?hiji

which ism anifestly invariant under the gauge transform ation i3 ! v; 33vy where the v; s live on the sites of the dual
lattice. Because of this Invariance, we can now recognize C_5-§) as the restriction to vi = 1 gauge of the m anifestly
doubly gauge invariant action
X N
Zg, = e "7 pigi nisi o T (58)

£ 457 13iCiivig

Ifwenow specialize to argeK (ie. small 7),and small , we see that the BF tem dom nates as prom ised.

Finally, readers w ith an appetite for lattice m anipulations can convince them selves that the braiding phases are
correctly reproduced by the lattice BF action by considering the expectation values oftwo W ilson loops, one on the
originaland one on the dual lattice,

X Y Y

Spgr [ ]

W W ,i= e I k1 (59)

2
£ 137 159 hiji2 hk1i2 ~,

Expressihg 3= e7 @ ), and usig {57) orthe action, i iseasy to show that fora link present in the oop 1, the
sum over ;= 1 yields zero if there isnot a \w rong sign" dualplaquette is attached on the dual lattice. Sim ilarly,
for a link not present n 1, the dual plaquette m ust be unfrustrated. A s illustrated in Fjg.:_é, this in plies that a
dualloop W |, willpick up a m inus sign every tim e the curve ; wind around the curve ;. Clearly the dualofthis
argum ent, i.e. binding original plaquettes to the duallinkson ,, would give the sam e resul.

B. U (1) lattice gauge theory w ith charge—2 H iggs

In their in uential 1979 paper on gaugeH iggs system s on the lattice, Fradkin and Shenker {_l-%'] analyzed a U (1)
lattice gauge theory coupled to charge2 m atter and show ed that it exhibited a phase where the low energy degrees of
freedom reduced to those ofthe Z ; gauge theory discussed above, see F Jg-'j. C onsequently, when the low energy theory
is In isdecon ned phase, the gaugeH iggs system is also described by the BF theory. This system is pretty much a
truly lattice superconductor in that the gauge eld also liveson a lattice. H ow ever, the com pactness ofthe m icroscopic
gauge eld Introduces featuresthatm ake the characterization of its electrom agnetic response problem aU'c| there seem s
not to be a de nition of the electrical conductivity that w ill distinguish the decon ned phase of interest from the
con ned phase. This is related to the m assive character of the photon in both phases. N evertheless, the m odel has
other uses and has been extensively invoked in searches for spin liquids and theories of the cuprates _B-gi, :_S-j] w here
the starting problem can often be reform ulated asa U (1) theory coupled to m atter but where the gauge eld is now
generated by the m atter itself and is not related to findam ental electrom agnetiam . W e now review the reduction of
a lattice superconductor to a Z, gauge theory by a som ew hat di erent m ethod than used in the originalwork.

T he starting point is the follow ing lattice action,

Ko X Y X .
SI_U; ]: 7 I.Uij+ hﬁl] 5 [ iUij j+ h:C:]: (60)
P hiji2P hiji

T he gauge potential, A i3, is de ned on the Iinks, Ujj = e and the charge 2 scalar eld on sites, ;= el i, and the
two sum s are taken over plaquettes and links of the lattice respectively. Both A j5 and ; are angular variables de ned
on the interval [0;2 ], and in tem s of these the action takes the fom ,
X X
SRA; 1= Ko cos(E'p ) cos[i 5 2RA4]; (61)
P hiji
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FIG.6: . G eom etry for establishing the linking phase between W ilson loops on the direct and dual lattices, W
Ean. {?9)

and W in

1 2

w here Fp = Fijkl = Aij + Ajk Ay Ay, is the lattice eld strength of the p]aquettelP = (ljkl) . -
W hat is of relevance here is that on the Ky = 1 line In the phase diagram , F i. -j, the theory C_G(_)) becom es a
Z , gauge theory. To show this, we m ake the follow Ing decom position of the gauge potential,

1
A= E[aij"' 1 131 (62)

corresponding to Uiy = ije%aij ,;where iy isan Ising variable, and the range of the angular variabl a;; is again from
0to2 .W ethen use the follow ing identity,

Z Z
2 f()—1X 2 df(l[+ @ )] (63)
0 2 2 0 2 2
= 1
to rew rite the partition function as,
Yy %2 y %2 1Y X 0
7 = dAijd ke SPRij; x] = da-ljd kE e S [Biji ki ]: (64)
hijik O hijik O Mmi w= 1
In the ! 1 Il it it is convenient to use a unitary gauge where ; = 0 and the action fora takesthe fom,
X 1 Y X
Ski 1= Ko OOS(Efp) i cos(@iy) ; (65)
P hijiz2 P hiji

with fp is the lattice eld strength corresponding to a;j. The e ective Z , action isnow de ned as,
Z 5 0
e = dage ° B/ 1: (66)

and can be com puted in a perturbative expansion in 1= . To lowest nontrivial order we obtain,

X Y
S [icl= K ij (67)
hijizp P
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Z, deconfined

Confined X

0 K,

FIG.7: The phase diagram of the U (1) lattice gauge theory with a charge?2 Higgs scalar in d = 2+ 1 (after Ref. @2:) In
this work we are concemed w ith the eld theoretic description of the Z; decon ned phase (upper right portion of the phase
diagram ). The lled circles on the boundaries are phase transitions in the universality class of the indicated m odels in three
spatial dim ensions.

. P
whereK = K0(1+4i).w enow add a chargeg= 1 eld ;= ettt withtheaction S U; 1= ( 0=2) hiji[ iUi5 33.’+hx::].
D ecom posing the angularvariable as#; = %(sﬁ ¢ ) wehavethe identity, cos@#;: # Ay) = ¢ i35G oos% (i 5 a&j),
and integrating a;; and ;, gives the action
X
Su [ icl= Ci ijCj (68)
hiji

w hich describes the coupling of an Ising m atter eld. Combining @7_:) and d§-£_§') we regain the Z, lattice action {_5-3),
and hence, by the resuls of the previous subsection, the BF theory as the low energy, purely topological description
of the com pact lattice superconductor.

C. RVB State

T he short ranged RVB state of a quantum H eisenberg m agnet, rst proposed by A nderson |:§-8_:], isa liquid of spins
paired into local singlets. In the extrem e short ranged case the wavefiinction ism ade up sokly of con gurations i
In which each spin is paired w ith exactly one nearest neighbor spin. A prototypical liquid wavefiinction is then an
equal am plitude superposition

ji= i (69)

C

of such con gurations. The physics of the nearest neighbor problem is captured in the quantum din er m odel BQ
and fllow ing the dem onstration that the triangular lattice quantum dim erm odel supports a liquid phase ﬁ40] it has
becom e clear that this generalizes to other non-bipartite lattices.

This liquid, RVB, phase can be readily seen to kad to a 49 ground state degeneracy [41]. As shown in Fig.d, the
parity of the num ber of din ers crossing a non-contractible loop is Invariant under a localdin er dynam ics w hich thus
yields two distinct liquid states for each such loop. In tem s of our previous discussion for superconductors this is the
analog of the parity ofthe electric ux.
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Cy

Cy

FIG.8: Topology of din er coverings: T he num ber of dim ers crossing the non-contractible loop C; can only change by an
even num ber under a local din er dynam ics, e.g. the resonance m ove shown by the dashed lines changes the num ber by two.
Consequently, the ground states of the quantum din er m odel on the torus can be labelled, In the decon ned phase, by the
num ber of dim ers m odulo 2 crossing the non-contractible loops.

Vison

FIG . 9: The vison nvolves a string going out to in nity. A din er con guration ci is now weighted by ( 1)V ¢ ©  where N (o)
is the num ber of dim ers crossing the string.

T he excitations of the RVB state are spinons and visons (vortices). A spinon is an unpaired spin whilk a vison
nvolves a phase string Fig. 'Q:) . It isnot di cul to see that these gapped excitations have the fam iliar topological
Interaction w ith a m utualbraiding phase factorof 1 arises. It isalso an Instructive exercise to see that the tunneling
of spinons and vortices leads to the lifting of the ground state degeneracy. From all of this it ollow s then that the
RVB state again has a topological description by the BF action.

W hilke the pictures drawn above pertain to two dim ensions, recently it has been shown that the quantum dimer
m odelon the FC lattice exhibits an RVB phase [_42:] which is then characterized by the 3+ 1 dim ensional version of
the BF action. Finally, we should note that in the case of the RVB, the m icroscopic problem is that of a strongly
coupled gauge theory so a trivial reduction to the topological actions is not feasible, as it was for the weakly coupled
phases of the Z, gauge theory discussed above.

D . A quantum H all interpretation ofthe BF theory

F inally, we observe that the BF theory can be taken to describe a som ew hat unusualquantum Hall system .
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A cocording to W en and Zeeiflg:] the general form of the topological action for an abelian quantum Hall liquid is (in
an obvious form notation),

1 e
Lo = 4—K ;gatda’ + 2—tIAdaI aqt (70)

where K 17 Isa symmetricm atrix , and tt = 11 a vector, both with integer entries. This action leads to a ground
state degeneracy fetK § on a surface of genus g and the true elctrical charge, g, of a quasiparticle w ith charges 1z
w ith respect to the gauge eldsal isgiven by q=  e§K IJ1]J .

For quantum Hall system s the m atrix K is taken to be positive sem idom inant, corresponding to the lack oftime
reversal invariance. The form alisn can be extended, however, to tin e reversal invariant system s by expanding the
allbwed K m atrices. In ourcaseK 7 = 2 ¥ reproducesthed= 2 BF action. Asa check,on a torus etk § = 4! = 4
as derived before.

An alemative quantum H all representation is obtained by the transform ation,

al a=R+1L (71)

a®> b=R L
giving
l . ~
Lgp = —RAR LdL)+ JR+L)+3R L) (72)

ie. twodecoupled = =4 liquidsw ith opposite sense of tin e reversalbreaking. N ote that although the elem entary
quasiparticles acquire a e =% phase under exchange, the original charges and vortices carry charge w ith respect to
both layers (or, equivalently, can be thought ofas com posites of charges in the two layers). It is an elem entary exercise
to verify that the com bined B erry and exchange phases com e out correctly ifwe restrict ourselves to this sector of the
expanded problem .

E . Instantons and the nature of charge

In this section we have covered a diverse set of system s that give to the BF theory in their topological scaling lin it.
Evidently, aswem ove away from that lim it the di erences am ong the system s w ill reassert them selves. Here we w ish
to com m ent on one of these di erences, nam ely the nature of the charges in the various systenm s.

W e note that the BF theory om ally involvesa U (1) gauge eld and hence a coupling to U (1) currents. But this
ism isleading since n writing i we have really only encoded a nite am ount of Infom ation on braiding phases| n
particular these phases are insensitive to whether the quasiparticle and vortex currents are truly conserved or only
conserved m odulo 2. Am ong the system s we have considered, both currents are integer valued for the hypothetical
quantum Hallsystem . In the ordinary superconductor the vortex num ber is integer valued but quasiparticle num ber is
only de ned m odulo 2 since a pair of quasiparticles can alw ays disappear Into the condensate. In the Z , gauge theory,
both currents are evidently only de ned m odulo 2 and sihce the Fradkin-Shenker problem reduces to the form er the
sam e is true there.

T hese di erences are, of course, built into the m icroscopic actions. O £ interest here ishow they can be incorporated
In the U (1) description as we m ove beyond the topological scaling lin it. T he solution to this puzzl is that com pact
gauge eldspem i nite action instantons that break the corresponding U (1) down to Z 5.

For the a eld the Instantons are uni strength m onopoles that can create or destroy two Abrikosov ux lines
of strength 1=2e, as illustrated in Fjg.-r_é. T he strength of the tunneling w ill depend on m icroscopic details, which
determm ines the m agnitude of the Instanton action.

W e now also leam how to Incorporate the charge non-conserving e ects of C ooper pair breaking and form ation in
the context of BF theory — i sin ply am ounts to allow Ing m onopol con gurations in the dualgauge eld b! &t isan
Interesting technical challenge to actually derive this prescription directly from the path Integral form ulation of the
full abelian H iggsm odel.

Retuming to our original question it is now clear that the inclusion of instantons is the m echanism by which the
di erent conservation scenarios are distinguished beyond the topological scaling 1im it. T he quantum H all realization
Includes none, the ordinary superconductor inclides (on reasonable scales!) only the b m onopoles and the Z, gauge
theory and the Fradkin-Shenker problm require both a and bm onopols.
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FIG.10: Virtualvortex-antivortex uctuations represented as a space-tim e vortex loop. A Iso shown are two vortices annihi-
lating on a m onopole.

VI. EDGE STATES

Retuming to the topological order characteristics for quantum H all states listed in the introduction, we see that
we have found analogs of all of them in superconductors save one| these are \edge states" to which we now tum.
T he existence of edge states, ie. degrees of freedom Ilocalized near the boundary of a m anifold w ith a boundary,
can be deduced quite generally. To begin with, one can see qualitatively that fractionalization in the bulk in plies
that the m issing fractional quantum num bers of the quasiparticles m ust m igrate to the boundary and thence that
the boundary m ust support degrees of freedom capable of absorbing these quantum num bers. T his can be sharpened
once one has a topological eld theory in hand. W hile on closed m anifolds the topological eld theory has only global
degrees of freedom , In the presence ofa boundary it ceases to be purely topologicaland now exhibitsboundary degrees
of freedom .

From the quantum Halle ect we however know that the details of the boundary theory is, in general, not coded in
the bulk topologicalaction, but depends crucially on the nature of the con ning potential. For instance, a polarized
Laughlin state wih a sharp edge will have a single chiral edge m ode w ith a velocity given by the E B drift at
the edge. In a softer potential the edge can reconstruct giving pairs of counterpropagating m odes which in general
develop a gap.

W ith suiable boundary conditions, the topological eld theory does de ne the phase space of a m inin al theory
needed for current conservation. In the quantum Hall case it is the electric current of the bulk quantum liquid and
its associated quasiparticles. In the case of the superconductor there are two currents, described by the gauge elds
a and b corresponding to charge and vorticity respectively. T hus, from the know ledge of the quasiparticles in the
buk one obtains a listing of the di erent sectors of the edge theory| which correspond to the independent ways in
w hich quasiparticles n the buk can in uence the edge dynam ics. This further allow s identi cation of the operator
soectrum at the edge. W hat rem ains is the identi cation of the edge H am ittonian and while that can be constrained
on symm etry grounds there rem ain details that only m icroscopicscan 1lin.

T he choice ofboundary conditions forthe topological eld theory iscrucial-di erent choicesgive di erent dynam ics,
or even no dynam ics at all. In the quantum H all case the boundary conditions are well understood, at lest in the
sim plest cases, but to our know ledge there is no rigorous derivation from a m icroscopic approach. A brief review of
the quantum Hall case is given in the Appendix. In the case of the superconductor the situation is less clear. A
m icroscopic approach would be to study eg. the abelian H iggs m odel ﬁ) In the presence of a nterface, carefully
follow the steps keading to the topologicalB F action Q4 ) and deduce the relevant boundary conditions, which would
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depend on the nature of the interface. W e shall not take this route but rather, in the spirit of Section V-D , assum e
the kind ofboundary conditions used to analyze in m unocom petent quantum Hall system s. A discussion ofdi erent
boundary conditions in BF theories and the abelian H iggs m odel can be found in the work of Balachandran et. al
B1, 44.

A . BF theory on m anifold w ith boundary in d= 2

Asbrie y explained in the Appendi, the pertinent starting point is the Ham iltonian form (34) of the BF action,
which we now consider on a manifold with a boundary @ param etrized by x ;. Under the boundary conditions
a3 = 1’3 = 0, this action coincides with the covariant expression ([4) restricted to the same domain. The
constraints (35) are now solved by

l@
ai = ¢
2 a
1
b = E@i b7 (73)
where ., take arbitrary values at the boundary. Upon inserting these form s in the action we nd that it reduces to
Z
1 2
S = e d’x@ 2@ p (74)

d

which show s that the only degrees of freedom live at the edge and that their phase space is that of a one din ensional
boson w ith both chiralities present| from C_74_L) we can read o the canonical com m utation relations,

1
[ 2 &;0); 4—@1 p;D]=1 & y): (75)

The analysis thus far is m odi ed when there are quasiparticles and/or vortices present in the buk. Now the
boundary line integrals ofthe gauge elds are non-zero but quantized, so it is necessary to allow s the edge bosons to
w Ind along the edge. T heir w inding num bers,

1 1
Na=2_ dx@la

1 1
Ny = — dx @ p (76)
2

count the num bers ofvortices and quasiparticles in thebulk respectively. E quivalently, they count the screening charges
at the boundary so we can identify the edge vortex and quasiparticle densities as Zi@l a2 and Zi@l b respectively.
In tum thisidenties Y e ! »™ asthe edge vortex creation operatorand ;[ e ® *7? asthe edge quasiparticle
creation operator while C ooper pairs (valence bonds) and 2 vortices are created by e * @ and e * » respectively.

It is not hard to see that In a sector with N ,_, odd g:a picks up a factor of 1 upon circling the edge and hence

exhibits the correct braiding. F inally, one technicalpoint isworthy ofnote. T he quantization conditions {jg‘i) and the
set of operators identi ed here are not those of a com pact boson of any speci ed radiis. W hilke this is in portant for
a detailed understanding of the spectrum , it w ill not m atter ©r the rest of our discussion 1?

W e tum now to the Ham iltonian, where the true nature of the currents, discussed In the last section, becom es
In portant. Ifa and bare truly U (1) eldsthen the edge H am iltonian m ust conserve vortex and quasiparticle num ber
and we conclude that i takes the fom

Z
BH= oo 2@ 0Pt 2@ o) a7)
e 2 2
plus higher gradient corrections. T he quadratic crosstem is ruled out by tim e reversal Invariance. In this case the
edge is gapless and exhbits Luttinger liquid behavior.

12 Aswe were nishing this paper there appeared R ef. 'I4_15l_ which also notes this point as a special case in the course of a m ore general
analysis of BF theories in 2+ 1 dim ensions. T heir point of departure, how ever, could not be m ore di erent!
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For all our rem aining cases however both charges are not conserved. At a mininum Cooper pair cre—

ation/annihilation is allowed so that we m ust add the termm
Z

H,= dxlg—za(eia+eia) G cos( a) (78)
e
to H . For the Fradkin-Shenker problem , the RVB state and the Z , gauge theory we also need to add the dualprocess

of vortex pair creation/annihilation,
Z

Hy = dxl%(eib+eib) g cos( p) : (79)
e

The resulting theory H + H, + Hy is a dual sineG ordon m odel w ith one of the cosines being generically the m ost
relevant operator. It ©llow s then, that the edge is generically gapped.

B. BF theory on m anifolds w ith boundary in d= 3

W e now retum to the action @]‘) and the constraints @é) but now on am anifold w ith a boundary. In the line w ith
the discussion in d = 2 we now w rite the solution to the constraints as

& = ijk@j =132
ax = @ =L°7 80)
w here the boundary values of y and are now unconstrained. T he action now takes the form
Z

L @ ey .

7€
1 3
— dIx—@12 &) (81)

e

where on the rst line the subscript n Indicates the nom alto the bounding surface and on the second we have taken
the latter to have localcoordinates (1;2) . Evidently this is the sym plectic structure ofa scalar eld w ith ES @ 2 @ q)
playing the role of the conjigate m om entum ,

1
[ ®D;—@ 2 & 1)EF/]l=1 & y): (82)

S

Unlkeind= 2+ 1 wherethetwo edge eldsenter symm etrically, we see that they have di erent characterind= 3+ 1.
T he analysis of sectors is m ore com plex for this reason. The presence of quasiparticles in the bulk leads to the
quantization
Z
1 14,2
N = — dx"dx“ @ 2 & 1) : (83)
e

W ith vortex lines rst consider the situation ofthe in nite cylinder. H ere the line integral
lZ 1
N, = — dx~ @, 84)
e
around the circum ference w ill count the num ber of vortex lines running parallel to the cylinder axis. Sectors w ih
N, 6§ 0 arem anifestly locally stable but they are at in nie energies relative to the ground state. For generic bounded
geom etries, the situation is m ore com plicated: vortex lines in the buk will have to exit the surface at two points
w hich then de ne vortices In the eld . W hile one can form ally de ne sectors of the edge theory w ith an arbitrary
num ber of such vortex/antivortex pairs, since the buk dynam ics w ill force the vortex lines to m ove about, the actual
problem can no longer be studied purely at the edge, so a edge/bulk separation is no longer possble .
Tuming now to the edge \vertex" operators, w e note that the quasiparticle creation operator & increasesN

by one. The existence of such a local operator is to be expected, eg. In the RVB problem one can see that a spinon
created in the buk leads to the creation of a spinon at the boundary and the latter is equally a local ob Ect. For

2 R

vortex lines ket us restrict ogrselves to the case of the cylinder. Here Y go T generates shifts between di erent

a

values of N, where (= % dx® @1 » @ ;). This operator is non-local, again as one expects.
T he conserving H am iltonian is now
Z
V- A%
H = dx! dx? é(r )2+ ?Z(r @2 &1 ; ®85)
e

and the addition of quasiparticle and vortex line creation/annihilation again generically gives rise to gaps.



25

FIG .11: W eakening the indicated row ofplaquettes produces as set of low energy edge states (Section VI).At a critical value
of these couplings a \topology changing phase transition" ensues.

C . G apless edges and topology changing phase transitions

A swe have noted above, except in the case w here both quasiparticle and vortex currentsare truly U (1) currents, the
edges w illbe gapped for generic values of the coupling constants. T here are special values of the couplings, how ever,
forwhich the edges are gapless. T his gaplessness arises because In both d = 2 and d = 3 the tw o perturbations break
the U (1) symmetry down to Z, In dualways and an Ising transition separates the two phases obtained when just
one of perturbations dom inates. In d = 2 this is well understood to happen along the line g; = g, and the resulting
theory is the fam iliarM a prana ferm ion ofthe critical Ising m odel. In d = 3, while an exact solution is evidently not
feasble, general sym m etry argum ents again indicate that the critical theory is that of the Ising m odel

T here are tw o settings In which the critical Ising theory arises naturally in BF system s. F irst, it arises on a single
edge if the m icroscopic m odel has an additional symm etry. Such a lattice modelin d = 2 has been constructed by
W en Iflg'] and exhibits a gaplessM aprana ferm ion at the edge| w e direct the reader there for the details. Currently
we do not know ofa m odelofa continuum superconductor that has this feature.

T he second setting is that of the \topology changing phase transition" rst discussed by W en and N i [5] n the
context of the quantum Hall e ect and then by Senthil and F isher f47| In their nvestigation of Z , gauge theories
of correlated system s| they are also responsble for the nom enclature. Here the idea is that we construct a closed
m anifold by sew ing up am anifold w ith two boundaries, for speci city consider taking a cylinder and sew ng it up
nto a torus Fig. :lL) T he ground state degeneracies before and after sew ing are di erent, so as a function of the
strength of the coupling there m ust be a phase transition along the way. In the BF problem the disconnected edges
are gapped and hence the cylinder exhibits a two-fold degeneracy from the one closed, non-contractible loop. The
fully connected edgesm ust give rise to a further two-f©ld degeneracy and hence we m ay expect an Ising transition en
route® For the Z, gauge theory, this can be seen explicitly [471] by tuning the strength of a line of plaquettes. For
superconductors the details are not readily worked out but the general argum ents apply just aswell.

To round out this discussion, we now review how the topology changmg phase transition appears from the per-
spective of the BF theory. Retuming to our favorite Lagrangian B4) and param etrizing the cylinder with (X;y), y
periodic, we now w rite,

ap = @ 4
a; = a’=L,+ @, , 86)
13 As an aside we note that for the = 1=2 bosonic quantum H all state the two fld degeneracy is reaghed from a phase w ith gapless

edges and hence the transition should be expected to be of the K osteritz-T houless type, as shown in b This will also be the case In
the quantum H allbilayer of Section V-D .
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and
b = @ p
b, = K=L,+ @ 87)
where ,_, are perjodic in x, alone. These lead to the Lagrangian
Z Z Z
_ b 2 a2 2 2
L= . Ax® (mu  —1) t o Ax® (py 1)) T X (=ul@2 o =102 p1) g (88)
2 2

w hich exhibits the sym plectic structure of the two bosons on the upper (u) and lower () edges. The addition of
quasiparticle/vortex pair creation on each edge w ill then gap both.

B ringing the edges together w ill generate couplings between them by tunneling processes involring C ooper pairs
and pairs of vortices. Q uasiparticle tunneling w ill be a higher energy process w hile fractional vortices cannot tunnel
across a gap | the sam e argum ent exclides quasiparticle tunneling in the quantum Halle ect version ofthis problem .
G enerically these processes w ill not be of equal strength and so the sew ing of the torus w ill proceed in stages. For
concreteness ket us take the Josephson coupling to be the larger of the two. T he corresponding term

c0s( pu 1)
w il drive an Ising transition past which it will set
b x; 0
b= L, + 57
and hence reduce ('_8-6_3) to
by Z Z
a
L= d(an —)+ —+ @ J(mu  —a1) 89)
L, br

which is now the theory of a singl boson running along the cut. T he growth of the rem aJang coupling w ill freeze
—au —1 and via a second Ising transition will lead to the purely topological action (_74 This is the transition
studied in @71

VII. RELATED W ORK

The fundam ental observation at the heart of our work is the topological interaction between superconducting
vortices and quasiparticles. This has a venerablk history in the condensed m atter ]ji:eratlue| it is present In the
solution of the Bogoluibov-de G ennes equations in the presence of a vortex where one sees a halfinteger shift in
angular m om entum for quasiparticle states well beyond the penetration depth or coherence length Qé Tts m odem
form ulation by G oldhaber and K ivelson [22 buil on the analysis of quasiparticle fractionalization by K ivelson and
Rokhsarfl]: referred to In the Introduction as well on the earlier work of Reznik and A haranov l28 In the high
energy theory literature this Jnteractjon is central to the \discrete gauge theory" work starting w ith that of K rauss

and W ilczek 27 ] reviewed in Ref. .48

T he particular om ulation used in this paper, that of topological order, brie y appeared in W en’s early work i_é]
and wih a comm ent on the excitation spectrum that overlooked the dual role of the quasiparticles. Interestingly,
B alachandran and collaborators 1_3-1:] considered the problem ofw riting a topological eld theory forthe superconductor
In 3+ 1 dim ensions, as well the in plications for edge structure. W hile our conclisions, independently reached, about
the BF action in d= 3+ 1 are identical, our discussion of edge structure is quite di erent and prim a facie som ew hat
disconnected from the concems in the earlier work. The ground state degeneracy and its lifting by tunneling are
them esm issing from this prior work.

Finally i is also worth repeating that the topological order discussed here for the superconducting state w ith
electrom agnetic interactions is di erent from the topological order discussed for states obtained by disordering an
uncharged superconductor [_51‘1] W hilke the m athem atics is sin ilar, the physicalm eanings of the gauge elds are quite
di erent.
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V III. SUMMARY AND CLOSING REM ARKS

In this paper we have revisited the notion of ordering in a gapped superconductor. W e nd that the low eneryy,
topological, physics of such superconductors ts conveniently into the paradigm of topological order exem pli ed by
quantum Hall states. M athem atically, the topological BF action captures this physics In all din ensions and we
have used that to discuss ground state degeneracies and edge structure. K egping the leading operators beyond the
topological 1m it recovers the m ore fam iliar electrodynam ics of the superconducting state. W e have also exam ined
physically distinct system s, such as the short ranged RVB state, which share the sam e topological eld theory and can
be considered m em bers of a \topological universality class". T here are two obvious directions in which this analysis
can be extended. F irst, gapless superconductors w ith gapless quasiparticles can be given a low energy description by
the action

1
L=- ba by aj +Lg: (90)

which generalizes C_l-é_b') by keeping the dynam ics Ly, of the gapless quasiparticle current j . This is no longer a
purely topological action but we expect that its detailed analysis w ill capture the low energy physics of gapless
superconductors {_55_5 . It is also interesting to explore the connection between this formulation and the \quantum
order" idea ofW en EO], who hasproposed that the pro ective construction of interacting quantum states from m ean—

eld states is a way to classify them . For superconductors, the mean eld state can be taken to be the standard
neutral BC S state tensored w ith the classical state In which the electrom agnetic eld given by the London equation
A = J. A profction enforcing G auss’s law will then yield a state that presum ably has the correct physics of
the com bined m atter- eld system . Such a construction can accom m odate both gapped and gapless superconducting
states.

Second, as In the work on the Hall e ect, our abelian analysis suggests the prospect of nding \non-abelian
superconductors" or \non-abelian RVB states" w hose physics is captured by non-abelian generalizations ofthe abelian
BEF theory. This could proceed via the non-abelian BF theory discussed in the literature or (n d= 2+ 1) by the
quantum Hall bilayer construction discussed in Section V-D . W e note that the latter possibility has also been out
forward by Freedm an et. al El‘l] from a point of departure very di erent from our own but w ith the sam e e ect of
accomm odating P and T invariant states w ithin the Chem-Sin ons class of topological eld theories. W e also note
that H iggs phases of non-abelian Yang-M ills theories are known to exhibit topological interactions based on discrete
non-abelian groups [48] and there is also a condensed m atter construction of such discrete non-abelian gauge theories
based on Josephson junction arrays E)Z] An analogous surxvey of these system s from the topological order view point
could well prove useful.
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APPENDIX A:THE QUANTUM HALL SYSTEM W ITH A BOUNDARY

Here we review the derivation of the edge action for abelian quantum H all states specializing, for sim plicity, to the
Laughlin fractions = 1=k. W e begin with the topological action and include background gauge elds that allow
com putation of the electrom agnetic response. A Iso including a quasiparticle current, j, we have the follow ing dual
Chem-Sin ons theory,

k e )
L=—ada+ —adA Ja: A1)
4 2
Integrating out the a eld we get
e? e 1
L= —AdA+ —-JA —7J=73; A2)

4 k k k~d
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where the rsttem givesthe quantum Hallconductance, y = ¢&=h, the second show s that the quasiparticles have
charge e, and the third encodes the statistical interaction m aking them = anyons. For the follow ing analysis
we shalltake j= 0. .

On a closed surface of genus g the analysis of I_A_],') proceeds along the lines discussed in Section IV and yields a
H ibert state of k9 states which are the degenerate ground states of the quantum Hall uid. W e now consider how
the analysis proceeds for a bounded region that has a one din ensionalboundary @ | the edge of the system .

A proper speci cation requires that we pick a boundary condition E'_7:, :_L-(_i], and, as discussed in the text, this should
follow from them icroscopicphysics. In the present case, there are severalw ays to establish that the boundary supports
a gapless chiraledgem ode. W e now show how this feature is reproduced by taking ag = 0 at the boundary.f_‘/:]

1. The edge action

W ith this choice, and the absence ofbackground elds, the action corresponding to @: _i') can be reorganized as,
Z

S = &Fx By aar + 2a0b] : @3)

4
to exhbit ag asa Lagrange m ultiplier eld that im poses the constraint b= 0. This can be solved as

1
aj = E@j (A4)

and on substituting thisback in @ 3) we nd that

Z
1

d? 5
Tk, x@Q @ A5)

S =
w here we have chosen to param etrize the edge by the co-ordinate labelled 1.

W e see, consequently, that for a bounded region the action depends only upon the eld at the boundary, ie.
the only physical degrees of freedom live at the boundary. T he rem aining degrees of freedom are purely gauge ones
and should be elin nated by a suitable choice of gauge for the a eld. Further, we see that the physical degrees
of freedom are those of a chiralboson since the action {_A_a) speci es the canonical com m utation relations of such a
boson. T he connection to m icroscopics is transparent for a circular droplet in sym m etric gauge| the excitations have
only m om entum of only one sign. Absent an edge con ning potential, these states can be thought of as degenerate
ground states as indeed they appear n our choice of a theory w ith a vanishing H am iltonian when ag = 0. For the
altemategchirality breaking, boundary condition, ap + va; = 0 the sam e analysis yields the nonvanishing H am iltonian
H= 2L &x @ )?. Alematively we keep the boundary condition ag = 0 and jist add the above Ham iltonian

4k @
asan allowed term in an e ective edge action.

a. Including background gauge elds

Ifwe now consider the response of the system to background (extemal) electrom agnetic eldsA ,we are kd to the
background gauge invariant action (we seste= 1),

Z
k 5 2
Sk;A]l= T d’x ada+ EadA ; @A 6)
w hich can be rew ritten in the equivalent fom

Z Z

Sk;Al K Px ada+ 2nda + — dx Boar Aragl @7
JAl= — X — — X
2 X 2k . 0d1 130

from which it is easy to see, by fiinctional di erentiation w ith respect to the background eld, that we have coupled
the Jatter to the buk current

1
o= - €2 ®8)
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and the edge current

" 1 1

.1
kage = 5731 i lage= 730 ¢ @9)
W e can now analyze this action w ith the sam e boundary condiions on the a elds, ie. ag = 0. Then,
Z
Ao K 3., i 13 1y 21 13 .
S@;Al= 4— d’x asay + 2ag ( @iaj+ E @j_Aj)+ E( Asay t ai@jAO)- A 10)

T he constraint now takes the orm  “@; @4 + %Aj) = 0 which has the solution

1
aj= Byt ) @11)
To m aintain background gauge invariance we require that ! when Ay ! A+ @
Substituting thisback in 4 10) we nd that it reduces to
Z Z
1 3 1 2
S= — d’'r A Q@A e d“rDg D71 + A(@y A; @ A1l2)
4 k 4k ,

w hich yieldsboth the bulk electrodynam ics response captured in the Chem-Sin onstem and the coupling ofthe edge
degree of freedom to the background eld. In the above, D (- @=1  &-1. One can check directly that the above
form is background gauge invariant and that the equation of continuity of current is obeyed at the boundary when
the edge current is included. ie. the anom aly cancelsg A gain, or the altemate boundary condition, ap + va; = 0 the
sam e analysis adds the gauged Ham iltonian H = ;% . d*r 01 )?.
Letus nally comm ent on background eldsin the case ofthe superconductor. W hen electrom agnetisn isdynam ical,
a background eld can only be introduced as a technical device to calculate current correlation fiinctions. In som e
m odels of strongly correlated 2d electron system s there are electrically charged particles coupled to bona de 2D gauge
elds. For exam ple we could consider holons obtained by rem oving the electron from a site occupied by and RV B
soinon. In this case one can Introduce a background electrom agnetic eld as in the quantum Hall case and calculate
resoonse functions. A 1so, a background eld corresponding to b can be introduced as a technical device to calculate
vortex current correlation flinctions.

[l1P.M .Chakin and T . L. Lubensky, P rinciples of C ondensed M atter P hysics, C am bridge, 1995.
R] See, eg.P.W .Anderson, Basic N otions of C ondensed M atter P hysics, Ben am in/Cum m ings, 1984.

[B] SeeK .M cE Iroy et. al. ,'E:qn_d_—rr_l §1:_/94_1()_4_O(_)f; and references therein.

4] X G .W en,Phys.Rev.B 40, 7387 (1989); Int.J.M od.Phys.B 4, 239 (1990).

Bl X A .Wenand Q .Ni1,Phys.Rev.B 41, 9377 (1990).

b] X -G .Wen, Mt.J.M od.Phys.B 5, 1641 (1991).

[7] X 6 .W en, Advances In Physics 44, 405 (1995).

B1 O ne non-local operator w ith algebraic correlations was identi ed by S.M .G irvin and A . H .M acD onald, Phys.Rev. Lett.
58,1252 (1987) and used to exactly reform ulate the dynam icsby S~ .Zhang, T .H .Hansson and S.K ivelson, Phys.Rev.
Lett. 62, 82 (1989).A second such operator due to N .Read, Phys.Rev. Lett. 62, 86 (1989) actually condenses and has
been given a eld theoretic in plem entation In R .Rajram an and S.L. Sondhi, Int.J.M od.Phys.B 10, 793 (1996).

Pl R .M ocessner, S.L.Sondhiand E . Fradkin Phys.Rev.B 65, 024504 (2001).

[10] S.Elitzur, Phys.Rev.D 12, 3978 (1975).

[11] S.A .K ivelson and D . S.Rokhsar, Phys.Rev.B 41, 11693 (1990).

[12] E.Fradkin and S.H . Shenker, Phys.Rev.D 19, 3682 (1979).

131 P.A .M .Dirac, Can.J.Phys. 33, 650 (1955).

[l4] T .Kennedy and C .K ing, Phys.Rev. Lett. 55, 776 (1985).

[15] E.Fradkin and L. Susskind, Phys.Rev.D 17, 2637 (1978).

[l6] G ."tHooft, NucLPhys.B 138, 1, (1978); ibid B 153, 141, (1979).

[L7] J.Frohlich and P.A .M archetti, Phys.Rev.D 64, 014505 (2001).

[18] See eg. S.W einberg, The Quantum Thory of F ields, vol IT, C am bridge U niversity P ress (1996).
[19]1 B.Andersson, G . Gustafson, G . Ingelm an and T . Spstrand, Phys.Rep. 97, 31 (1983).

R0] See eg. chapt.3 in D . P ines and P .N ozieres, T he T heory of Q uantum Liquids, A ddison-W esely, 1989.
R1]1 L.Balnts,M .P.A .Fisherand C .Nayak, Int.J M od.Phys.B 12, 1033 (1998).

R2]1 A .S.Goldhaber and S.A .K ivelson, Phys. Lett.B 255, 445 (1991).

R3] J.A .Swieca, Phys.Rev.D 13, 312 (1976).


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0404005

R4]1 D .Buchholz and K . Fredenhagen, NucL Phys.B 154, 226, (1979).

5] J.Frohlich and T .K erler, NucL Phys.B 354, 369 (1991).

R6] P.G . de G ennes, Superconductivity ofM etals and A lloys, A ddison-W esley, 1989.

R71L.M .Kraussand F .W ilczek, Phys.Rev. Lett. 62, 1221 (1989).

P81 B.Reznik and Y .Aharonov, Phys.Rev.D 40, 4178 (1989).

R91M .Blau and G . Thom pson, Ann.Phys. 205, 130 (1991).

BO]M .Bergeron, G .W .Semeno and R.J.Szabo,NucL Phys.B 437, 695, (1995).  _ ________._
B1] A .P.Balachandran and P. Teotonio-Scbrinho, Int. J.M od.Phys., A 8, 723 (1993), bgp_—t;h_ 92_0_511_6
B2] K .Bardakciand S. Samuel, Phys.Rev.D 18, 2849 (1978).

B3] S.C.Zhang, Int. Joum.M od.Phys.B, 6,25 (1992).

B4]1F.D .M .Haldane, Phys.Rev.B 64, 2529 (1985)

B5] A .Vestergren, J.Lidm arand T . H . Hansson, E:qn_d_—rr_l gt_/QéO_Z;‘S@q

B6] R .M ocessner, S.L.Sondhiand E .Fradkin Phys.Rev.B 65, 024504 (2001).
B7]1 T .Senthiland M .P.A .Fisher,, Phys.Rev.B 62, 7850 (1999).

B8] P.W .Anderson,M at.Res.Bull. 8, 153 (1973).

B9]1 D .S.Rokhsarand S.A .K ivelson, Phys.Rev. Lett. 61, 2376 (1988).

[A0] R .M oessner and S.L. Sondhi, Phys.Rev. Lett. 86, 1881 (2001).

A1] N .Read and B .Chakraborty, Phys.Rev.B 40, 7133 (1989); X .G .W en, Phys.Rev.B 44, 2664 (1991).

[A2] R .M oessner and S.L. Sondhi, Phys.Rev.B 68, 184512 (2003).
B3] X .G .Wenand A .Zee, NucLPhys.B 15, 135 (1990).
4] A .P.Balachandran, L. Chandar and E . E rcolessi, hep/th 9411164.

[45] S.Gukov, E .M artinec, G .M oore and A . Strom inger, arX Jvhep—th/0403225

[49] T .H .Hansson, V .0 ganesyan and S.L.Sondhi, work in progress.
B0] X -G .W en, Phys.Rev.B 65, 165113 (2002).

30


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9205116
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0402566
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0403225
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9511201
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0307511
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0302104

