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Abstract

Salientfeaturesofvortex dynam icsin superm edia are sum m arized. Recentexam plesare: the

dem onstration ofprom inentroleoftopology in vortex dynam ics;thesolution to theHallanom aly

which once bothered Bardeen,de G ennesand m any others;the uni�ed m icroscopic treatm entof

both transverse and frictionalforces on m oving vortex. The fundam entaldynam icalequation of

vortex m attercan now becasted into theelegantform ofquantum dissipativedynam icsofLeggett.

Togetherwith theK osterlitz-Thoulesstransition,wehave�nallyreached acoherentpictureon both

therm odynam icand dynam icalrolesplayed by vortices.Thekey historicalprogressesarediscussed

with a broaderperspective,to m ove into theposthigh Tc superconductorera,the quantum era.

References m entioned in the text and given at the end,though very incom plete,along with a

listofa few outstanding open problem s,m ay providea readera usefulguidanceand an interesting

perspective.

P uzzle:

By 1999K opnin and Vinokurreached theconclusion thattheanom alousHalle�ectcan becom pat-

iblewith theM agnusforce,though thepresentauthorreached thesam econclusion 4 yearsearlier

but was not cited by them . By 2001 Blatter and G eshkenbein and their coworkers reached the

conclusion thatin discussion ofvortex interference e�ectonly the vortex velocity partofM agnus

forceisneeded,though again sam econclusion wasreached by thepresented author5 yearsearlier

butwasnotcited by them .Itis,however,very com forting thatthoseim portantphysicshavebeen

explored by very di�erentgroupsofable physicists.

The puzzle here is not on their inability to cite relevant prior works,for an analysis ofsuch

behaviorsthereadersarereferred totheK irby-Houlearticlein Nov.(2004)PhysicsToday.Instead,

thepuzzleison theirability to m aintain (K opnin,2001;Blatterand G eshkenbein,2003)thatthere

isreduced and/orsign-reversed transverseforcewithoutgiving any discussion on thecontradiction

to theirown aswellasotherrelated works.
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I. FU N D A M EN TA L V O RT EX D Y N A M IC S EQ U AT IO N

A . Fundam entalequation for vortex m atter

Allthe fundam entalfeatures regarding to vortex dynam ics are already present in two

dim ensions. The generalization to three dim ensions is straightforward. After long and

strenuouse�ortsby Ao,Geller,Niu,Rhee,Tang,Thouless,W exler,Zhu,and m any others,

elegantform ulation ofvortex dynam icsand itsproperphysicalunderstanding have appar-

ently been reached.

In two dim ensions,thefundam entalequation ofm otion fora vortex reads:

m v

d2r(t)

dt2
= �r V (r(t))� 2��hqv�s(r)

dr(t)

dt
� ẑ�

Z
t

� 1

dt
0
�(t� t

0)
dr(t0)

dt0
+ �(t) (1)

with thecorrelation function

�(t)=
2

�

Z
1

0

d!
J(!)

!
cos(!t) (2)

and thespectralfunction

J(!)= �!
sexp

�

�
!

!c

�

(3)

Hereristhevortex position vector,ẑ istheunitvectorperpendiculartotheplane;�s(r)

isthesuper
uid density atthevortex,thePlanckconstant�h,and thevorticity qv which isan

integer.Thecuto�frequency !c willbechosen tobelargerthan anycharacteristicfrequency

in the problem . Allotherterm s,the potentialV ,the transverse force,the frictionalforce,

and thenoise,with beexplained below.

Ao and Thouless (1993,[3]) and Thouless,Ao,Niu (1996,[5]) are two m ost im portant

theoreticalprogresses during 1990’sin the understanding ofvortex dynam ics. They have

been served asthelighthousesin thenavigation through thevortex dynam icsrough water.

To m y knowledge Ao and Zhu (Ao and Zhu,1999 [6])isthe bestplace to getinto vortex

dynam icsin theform ulation ofEq.(1)from am icroscopicpointofview.Thegeneralphysics

behind such equation,system plusenvironm ent,in the contextofdissipative quantum dy-

nam icscan befound,forexam ple,in Leggett(1992)orin Feynm an and Vernon (Ann.Phys.

1963).

Thewell-known linearfriction caseisa specialcaseofEq.(1):

m v

d2r(t)

dt2
= �r V (r(t))� 2��hqv�s(r)

dr(t)

dt
� ẑ� �

dr(t)

dt
+ �(t) (4)
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ItistheOhm iccasethats= 1 in thespectralfunction,thecuto� frequency goesto in�nite

(!c ! 1 ),thePlanck constantiszero (�h = 0)orthehigh tem peraturelim it.

B . N onlinear Schr�odinger equation

The m ostphysically transparentand m athem atically elegantway to derive Eq.(1)isto

from the nonlinear Schr�odinger equation (NLSE):Every term in Eq.(2) can be obtained

from NLSE.Fortopologicalquantities,such asthe M agnusforce,NLSE issu�cient. But

som e contributionsto friction,such asthe coreand extended quasi-particle states,have to

be calculated from m icroscopic theories. The advantage ofstarting from NLSE isthatthe

connection to hydrodynam ics and to quantization is direct. Forexam ple,for the neutral

case,s = 2,a superohm ic case according to Leggett’sform ulation ofdissipative dynam ics,

whileforthecharged case,s= 1 ,thatis,thereisagap,theCoulom b gap,in theelem entary

excitations.

The NSLE in both neutraland charged casescan be derived from m icroscopic theories.

Thesim pleform ofNLSE reads:

i�h
@ (r;t)

@t
= �

�h2

2m
r

2
 (r;t)� �0 (r;t)+ U0j (r;t)j

2
 (r;t) (5)

W ith �s(r;t)= j (r;t)j2 thesuper
uid density attim etand position r,m thee�ectivem ass

ofthe Cooper pairs orbosons,�0 the chem icalpotentialdeterm ined the m ean super
uid

density,and U0 thee�ectivestrength oftheshortrangerepulsiveinteraction.Phononsand

vorticesareautom atically included in thisform ulation.The m acroscopic slow dynam icsof

NLSE iscom pletely exhausted by dynam icsofphononsand vortices.

TheconsistenceofNLSE with m icroscopictheory forsuper
uid Helium waspointed out

by Dem ircan,Ao,Niu (1996). Such connection wasalready im plicitly known to Feynm an

and to Anderson.NLSE can also beobtained from Kohn’sdensity functionalapproach.

Josephson relation can followsdirectly from thisNLSE,asshown by Feynm an.

The short length scale in NLSE is the healing length or coherence length determ ined

by U0,theim portantshortlength scale fora m acroscopic description.The introduction of

couplingtoelectrom agnetic�eld isstraightforward:thestandard m inim um coupling.In this

caseanotherlength scale,theLondon penetration depth connected tothesuper
uid density,

entersintothedescription.Therefore,theeven theusualtwotypesofsuperconductors,type
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Iand typeII,can bee�ectively described by NLSE.

There should be no confusion ofNLSE with Gross-Pitaevskiiequation (GPE):GPE is

abouttheo�-diagonalpart,thecondensatepart(�rstclearly conceived by London in 1948),

which ishighly sensitiveto thestrength oftheinteraction am ong the
uid particles,bosons

orferm ions. Instead,NLSE isaboutthe super
uid density,which isalwaysthe total
uid

density (for sim ple 
uid) at zero tem perature regardless ofthe interaction strength. For

exam ple,for a strongly interacting bosons,such as He II,the condensate can be a sm all

fraction ofthesuper
uid density atzero tem perature.

The current description ofBEC at zero tem perature is in a happy situation: at zero

tem perature,the GPE and NLSE are alm ost identical,because the interaction is weak.

Nevertheless,forthediscussion ofvortex dynam ics,physicalitistheNLSE notGPE which

oneshould useand keep in m ind to avoid confusions.

Thederivation ofNLSE in superconductorfrom BCS theory wasgiven by Aitchison,Ao,

Thouless,Zhu (1995).There hasbeen a consideration am ountofconfusion between NLSE

and tim edependentGinzburg-Landau equation (TDGL)tillthesedays.TDGL isessentially

a GPE equation (and viceversa)in ferm ionicsuper
uid:strictly itisaboutthecondensate

fraction,notthesuper
uid density.Again,atzero tem perature,thereisno sim plerelation

between the gap function in TDGL and the super
uid function  . Forexam ple,the gap

can beexponentially sm allbutthesuper
uid density willbethetotalfreeelectron density.

One should notbe surprised thatTDGL can take a com plete di�erent form from thatof

NLSE.Nevertheless,we have anotherhappy situation in superconductors: neartransition

tem peratureTc thesuper
uid wavefunction  wasshown by Gorkov to beproportionalto

thegap function in TDGL.

In thepresentofweak disorderin superconductors,NLSE willretain itsform ofEq.(5),

with thesam esuper
uid density im plied by Anderson’sdirty superconductorstheorem and

justi�ed by Green’sfunction approach by m any others,butwith a di�erente�ective m ass

known to Pippard.

C . Vortex m ass m v

Vortex m ass is perhaps the �rst exam ple ofthe acquiring m ass from the environm ent,

discussed m ore than 100 yearsago. Itisthe �rstexam ple ofthe renorm alization ofm ass.
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However,itisalso interesting to pointoutthatitisperhapstheleastexperim entally tested

quantity in thiscategory.

Itis e�ectively the m ass ofthe 
uid excluded by the vortex core,forthe idealincom -

pressible 
uid.

Thism asscan becalculated.Thehydrodynam icscasecan befound in H Lam b’sclassical

book. The superconductorcase can be found,forexam ple,in Han etal(Han,Kim ,Kim ,

Ao,2005).

In the slow dynam icslim itthelefthand side ofEq.(1)isa higherordercontribution to

dynam ics. It m ay be negligible. Then the dynam ics would be dom inated by the Lorentz

forceliketransverseforceand/orthecorrelation function which containsthedissipation.

Thism ay explain the di�culty in experim entalm easurem ent ofvortex m ass: Forslow

dynam ics,it’scontribution isofhigherorder,and forarelativefastdynam ics,thedissipative

e�ectbecom eslarge.Hence,a very precisem easurem entshould beneeded in orderto have

reliable num ber on the vortex m ass. This im plies that a di�erent type ofexperim ental

design,otherthan thoseto m easurethepotential,transverse force,and friction,isneeded.

D . Vortex potentialV (r) and its gradient

The potentialincludes allthe contributionswhich are notdependenton the vortex ve-

locity.M oreprecisely,allthepositionaldependence in thisterm isinstantaneous.

Itcontainsa term com ing from the
uid velocity generated by othersvortices,including

those from the im age ofthe vortex under consideration. It’s gradient has the form ,the

super
uid velocity partoftheM agnusforce:

FM agnus;vs = 2��hqv�s(r)vs(r)� ẑ (6)

Ifthere is no other term s such as pinning in r V ,trapping potentialin in BEC,and no

frictionalforceand noise,thisterm togetherwith thetransverseforceistheknown M agnus

forcein 
uid dynam ics.Itm akesthevortex m oving along thesuper
uid 
ow stream line.

Som e fam ous results have obtained from this term which describes the vortex-vortex

interaction:

a)Criticalvelocity.Feynm an (1954),Anderson (e.g.,Basicnotionsofcondensed m atter

physics,1984),Leggett(Physica Fennica,1973). The m eaning ofcriticalvelocity is�rm ly
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placed on thetopology,notofLandau criticalvelocitytypeofquasiparticlewith notopology.

Thereis,however,anotherhappysituation.In m anycasesthenum ericalvaluesofcritical

velocity dueto Landau and dueto topologicalconsideration arethesam e,or,very closeto

each other,though in generalithasbeen shown by Anderson and by Leggettthatthere is

no relation between them .

b)Abrikosov vortex lattice:vortex form lattices.

Thisforce leadsto logarithm ic interaction in neutralcase and a shortrange (on the scale

ofLondon penetration depth)in the charged case.An equilibrium lattice structure alm ost

followsim m ediatethisway.

c)Kosterlitz-Thoulesstransition:theunbinding ofvortex-antivortex pairs.

Thistransition isextrem ely im portantin the understanding ofthe topologicalstability of

condensed phase,and resulting in the nam e ofKosterlitz-Thouless-Halperin-Nelson-Young

transition.

d)Quark con�nem entand asym ptoticfreedom .

Kosterlitz-Thoulesstransition isalso an elem entary (2D)illustration ofthe quark con�ne-

m ent(Thephasesofquantum chrom odynam ics:from con�nem enttoextrem eenvironm ents.

JB Kogutand M A Stephanov.Cam bridgeUniversity Press,2004).

E. Transverse force: the vortex velocity part ofM agnus force

Thistransverseforceisthesecond term attherighthand ofEq.(1),identicalin form to

theLorentzforce:

FM agnus;dr=dt= �2��hqv�s(r)
dr(t)

dt
� ẑ (7)

It’sderivation from m icroscopic theory (Ao and Thouless,1993)isone ofthe nontrivial

applicationsofBerry phaseto obtain im portantphysicalresults.Thetopologicalstructure

ofa vortex had been discussed by London (1948),Onsager(1949),and Feynm an (1954).

The�rstm acroscopic derivation ofEq.(7)wasgiven by Nozieresand Vinen (1966).See

also Fetter,PR 163,1967.

Itisanotherexpression fortheJosephson-Anderson relation.Anderson,RM P,1966;M E

Fisherand Langer,PRL,1968.

Thefulldetailed m icroscopicderivation in superconductorswasgiven by Aoand Zhu (Ao

and Zhu,1999),including both thecontributionsfrom thevortex coreand extended states,
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aswellasin both clean and dirty lim its.Thefeasibility ofsuch derivation isguaranteed by

theAnderson’sdirty superconductortheorem .

Thisforcehasrich physicsconsequencesin addition to theJosephson-Anderson relation,

forexam ple:

a)turbulence(Onsager,1949);

b)anom alousHalle�ectin superconductor(Ao,1995;Kopnin and Vinokur,1999);

c)vortex interference (van W ees,1990;M PA Fisher,1991;Ao and Zhu,1995);

d)quantum Halle�ectin Josephson junction arrays(Zhu,Tan,and Ao,1996);

e)vortex processing in BEC (Lundh and Ao,2000)

f)interference e�ect(Ivanov,Io�e,Geshkenbein,Blatter,2001)

Experim entalevidences are num erousto supportthe above theoreticalproposals. Itis

clearthatby 1999 theoretically thereexistsan agreem entthattheanom alousHalle�ectis

consistentwith thetransverse forceasgiven by Eq.(7).

Itisalso clearby 2001 thatin orderto considerthe transverse e�ecton vortex m otion

in Josephson junctions arrays,Eq.(7) is the only transverse force responsible for various

quantum e�ects. No othertransverse e�ects introduced by variousauthors are needed in

such discussions.

F. Frictionalforce �
R
t

� 1
dt

0
�(t� t

0)
dr(t0)

dt0

For2� s� 0,ifoneperform theusuale�ectiveenergy calculation with constantvortex

velocity,in�nitevortex m asscorrection willberesulted:

Fors= 2,thee�ectivem asscorrection willdivergealgorithm ically with system ssize,a fact

elegantly discussed by Duan and Leggett(1995)and con�rm ed by Niu,Ao,Thouless(1996)

via a dynam icaland m any-body wavefunction consideration.

From the m icroscopic derivation,one contribution to s = 1 was�rstfound by Bardeen

and Stephen (1965)from thevortex corein thedirty lim it.s= 1 wasalso found by Ao and

Zhu (1999)from theextended statecontribution.Such contributionsaretheOhm ictype:

�

Z t

� 1

dt
0
�(t� t

0)
dr(t0)

dt0
! � �

dr(t)

dt
(8)

Fors < 0 the system istherm odynam ically unstable. Fors > 2,vortex m assrenorm al-

ization due to �(t)and �(t)is�nite. The diverging m assencountered here (2 � s � 0)is

7



closely related to thosediverging quantitiesin non-Ferm iliquid theory.

The regim e s � 0 also m akes the adiabatic consideration ofvortex m otion possible,

though in the regim e 2 � s � 0 a strictLandau quasiparticle type picture (�nite e�ective

m assetc)isnotvalid.

The very existence ofthisfriction force im plies,in addition to the e�ective m ass,that

vorticescan be independentvariables:itwillnotnecessary m ove along the super
uid 
ow

stream line,and can cut through the stream lines. Thus,the vortex m otion can generate

dissipation,even when the 
uid is \super",a com m on knowledge now in super
uid and

superconductors,afterseveralNobelprizes.

G . N oise �

Thenoiseisrelated to thefriction by the
uctuation-dissipation theorem ,derivablefrom

m icroscopictheories:

h�(t)��(t0)i=
�h

�

Z
1

0

d!J(!)coth

 

�h!

2kB T

!

cos(!(t� t
0)) (9)

and h�i= 0.Heresuperscript� denotesthetranspose.Forsim plicity wehaveassum ed the

friction m atrix to be a constantm atrix. No anisotropic frictionale�ectwillbe considered

here.

Such anexpression canbederived eitherstartingfrom NLSE orfrom m icroscopictheories:

wealready m entioned thatthevortex-phonon interaction correspondstos= 2and coreand

extended statescontributionscorrespond to s= 1.

In thezero �h orhigh tem peraturelim it,wehavefors= 1,

h�(t)��(t0)i= 2kB T ��(t� t
0) (10)

Thiscorrespondsto Eq.(4).

II. SO M E H IG H A N D LO W P O IN T S

Here are snapshotson the progressin vortex dynam ics,em phasizing on super
uidsand

superconductors.
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A . P re-high Tc superconductor era ( < 1989 )

Vortices were notin Landau’s originalform ulation oftwo 
uid m odelofHelium II.In

fact,Landau initially opposed the existence ofthe vortices. This \absence ofvorticity"

m ightbetheorigin ofconfusing on vortex dynam icsfrom thetheoreticalside.

1965,B ardeen and Stephen. M icroscopic calculation ofvortex friction on core con-

tribution in thedirty lim it[1].An elegantpaperperhapshasnotbeen widely read,though

widely cited.Them isunderstanding on theorigin offriction stillexists.

1966, N ozieres and V inen. M acroscopic derivation of M agnus force [2]. Very

insightfulpaper.A.Fetter’s1967 PR paperisalso helpful.

1976,N oto,Shinzaw a,M uto.Sum m arizing theHallanom aly experim entsin super-

conductors: the Halle�ectisusually sm alland often change signs,in an apparentcontra-

diction to thetransverse forceasgiven by Eq.(7)ifusing theindependentvortex dynam ics

m odelto calculatetheHalle�ect.

Sim ilare�ecthasbeen observed in super
uids.

This\anom alous" e�ectm ightbe the origin ofconfusing on vortex dynam icsfrom the

experim entalside.

1976,K opnin and K ratsov. In response to the sm allHalle�ectin the m ixed state,

relaxation tim e approxim ation was conceived by Kopnin and Kratsov to derive the core

friction contribution with vanishing sm alltransverse forcein thedirty lim it.

In the hindsight,this approxim ation is not applicable in this case. The physicaland

m athem aticalreasons forsuch a invalid approxim ation have been discussed atleast since

1940’s. In particular,R.Kubo had extensively discussed such approxim ation (Statistical

physics,M .Toda,R.Kubo,and N.Saito,v.1and 2,second edition,1992).SeealsoZubarev

ofBogoliubov school(Nonequilibrium statisticaltherm odynam ics,D.N.Zubarev,1974)for

appropriatetim escalesin theproblem .

1976,Sonin. Approxim ated calculation ofadditionaltransverse force due to phonons.

There is no clear interpretation ofthe additionalforce by Sonin,such as whether add or

subtractto the transverse force asgiven in Eq.(7). The directcontradiction ofsuch result

with Vinen’sexperim enthasneverbeen discussed.

Theoretically,NLSE gives a com plete description at zero tem perature: the super
uid

density isthe total
uid density,there are vorticesand phonons,and vortex and phonons
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interact.Thereisnoadditionalcontribution from phononstothesuper(total)
uid density.

B . H igh Tc superconductor era ( > 1989 )

1993,A o and T houless.Berry phasederivation oftheM agnusforcebased on topology

and sym m etry ofm any-body wavefunction [3].A nontrivialapplication ofBerry’sm ethod.

Thetopologicalaspectofvortex dynam icswasem phasized.

1993,Volovik.Theabsenceoftransverseforcein thedirty lim itwasinterpreted asthe

cancellation between the topologicalcontribution from the core stated,the spectral
ow,

and thetopologicale�ectofBerry phase.

Thisisan erroneousconclusion.Thefactisthattherearetwoequivalentwaystocom pute

thetransverseforceon am ovingvortex:onefrom coreregim eand oneawayfrom core.They

areequalaccording to Stokestheorem .

The spectral
ow isindependent ofthe im purity because ofitstopologicalnature,not

som ethingcontinuously tunablebyanon topologicalparam eterssuch astherelaxation tim e.

Hence,two m istakeswould notm akeitright.

1995, K opnin and Lapatin; van O tterlo, Feigelm an, G eshkenbein, B latter.

Repeating therelaxation tim eapproxim ation to Helium 3 by the�rstgroup authorand ex-

tended tosuperconductorwith underpath integralform ulation bythesecond group authors.

Con�rm ed theirold conclusion thatthereisno transverse forcein thedirty lim it.

Again,them istakeistheinvalidity oftherelaxation tim eapproxim ation.

1995, Feigelm an, G eshkenbein, Larkin, V inokur. Trying to dem onstration an

additionalBerry phase term from the vortex core to cancelthe Berry phase com puted by

Ao and Thouless(1993).

Theircalculation isin clearviolation ofthebasicrequirem entfrom quantum m echanics:

atthe phase singularity the am plitude ofthe wave function m ustbe zero. Hence,there is

no additionalBerry phaseterm asthey claim ed.

However,sincetheirresultapparentlyreproducedwhatobtainedbyKopninandKrastsov,

by Volovik,and the resultsoftheirothercollaboratorsbased on erroneousapproxim ation

schem es,they believe theircancellation should be right. Hence,they found thatnotonly

the transverse forceisusually sm all,itoccasionally changessigns,controlled by relaxation

tim e,etc.
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1995,A o.Firstexplicitproposalthatthelargetransverse forceisconsistentwith Hall

anom aly ifvortex m any-body and pinning e�ects are considered [4]. Severalquantitative

predictionswerem adehere.

Them ain conclusion isthat,theanom alousHalle�ectin them ixed state,thesm allHall

angle and sign change,can be explained by the universalM agnus force derived from the

Berry phase.Thism ay notbea surprising resultforpeoplefam iliarwith theHalle�ectin

sem iconductors: there we see sm alland zero Hallangle,size changes,etc,and they are all

consistentwith theuniversalLorentzforce.

1995,A o and Zhu. Vortex interference by controlling the num berofparticlesin the

super
uid enclosed by thevortex trajectory loop [7].

Since the transverse force is sim ilar to the Lorentz force,this is just another form of

Aharonov-Bohm e�ectforvortices.

1996,T houless,A o,and N iu. Extension ofBerry phase form ulation to include the

friction [5]. No relaxation tim e approxim ation is needed. Buta propertherm odynam ical

lim itis required: the dissipative energy hasbeen carried outofthe system ,preferably to

in�nitein an explicitm anner.

Thisisa nontrivialextension ofBerry’sm ethod.M istakeshaveoften been com m itted in

such an extension.ThediscussionsofR.Kubom entioned aboveaswellasthoseby Zubarev

areusefulherefora betterunderstanding ofphysics.

1996 Zhu,Tan,and A o. Quantum Halle�ectin Josephson junction arraysfrom the

view ofvortices[8].

1997, Sonin. Sam e approxim ated calculation as his 1976 was repeated. It is clear

thateven within such approxim ation,thelinearcorrection term wanted by Sonin cannotbe

rigorously obtained.Butthism athem aticalinconsistency wascom pletely ignored by Sonin

in orderto generateresulthewanted.

The presentofphononsand the totalsuper
uid density isequalto the total
uid den-

sity atzero tem perature im plied in NLSE (Eq.(5))clearly suggestsSonin’sconcepthere is

com pletely wrong.

By a carefulanalysis,itshould be concluded thatwhatSonin discussed wasa di�erent

phenom ena otherthan whathe thought. Afterallitcannotproduce whathe wanted in a

m athem atically consistentm anner.

1997, Zhu, B randstrom , and Sundqvist. First direct con�rm ation oftransverse
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forceon vortex in superconductor[11].Thiselegantexperim entwasdonein thetradition of

directly m easuring theLorentzforceforelectron in them agnetic�eld (1890’s)and vortices

in super
uid (1960’s).

Itisvery surprising thatdespiteover30 yearscontroversieson thetransverse force,this

istheonly system atic experim entto directly m easuretheforcein superconductors.

1999,A o and Zhu. Detailed and m icroscopic im plem entation [6]offram ework devel-

oped in 1996 by Thouless,Ao,Niu.

TheresultsofBardeen and Stephen and ofNozieresand Vinen wereuni�ed and extended.

Detailed calculation showed how to obtain the vortex friction withoutthe relaxation tim e

approxim ation,consistentwith whatBardeen and Stephen did.

Itisinteresting tonotethatthereisnocontroversy atallon Eq.(6)(W exler,PRL,1997).

From the m acroscopic hydrodynam icalpointofview Eq.(6)and (7)are justthe two sides

ofsam ecoin.

Therm odynam ically,itwasdem onstrated byAoandZhuthatthereductionoftotaltrans-

verse from Eq.(7)as�ercely argued by Blatter,Feigelm an,Geshkenbein,Kopnin,Larkin,

Vinokur,Volovik,and others (their conclusions are allbased on uncontrolled approxim a-

tions)would lead to theviolation ofthesecond law oftherm odynam ics.

Tosum m arizewhatdoneby Aoand Zhu,theinvalidity ofrelaxation tim eapproxim ation

was carefully considered from both criticaland constructive points ofviews, from both

m acroscopicand m icroscopicpointsofviews:

a) An elem entary kinetic m odelwasdevised in Ao and Zhu (PRB 1999),adapted from

Kubo and others,to show how theseem ly sim pleuseofrelaxation tim eapproxim ation lead

to wrong result.

Theessenceofthedem onstration isthat,in thecalculation oftransportcoe�cients,there

areusuallytwodi�erentstartingpointsforsystem aticapproxim ation,thoughrigorouslythey

are equivalentin the linearregim e. The �rstone isto treatthe force asperturbation and

calculatetheresponsevelocity (current):

sm allforce =) velocity ;(I):

In thiscase there isusually a well-de�ned expression forthe force to begin with,and the

velocity-velocity (current-current) correlation is the one subjected to system atic approxi-

12



m ation.The well-known exam ple in thiscategory isthe conductivity.The relaxation tim e

approxim ation isusually OK,and onecan sim ply startfrom atypicalkineticequationssuch

astheBoltzm ann equation.

The second starting point is to treat the current,or velocity,as the perturbation and

calculatetheresponseforce.

sm allvelocity =) force ;(II):

This m ethod also has other nam es, such as the force-balance equation. It is the force-

force correlation subjected to system atic approxim ation. The well-known exam ple here is

the com putation ofresistivity. Unfortunately,the usualrelaxation tim e approxim ation is

problem atichere,docum ented overpast50 yearsin literature.

In thecaseofderivation ofvortex dynam icsm icroscopically,wedo NOT know thatform

oftheforceon am ovingvortexatbeginning:Itisprecisely thisforceneeded tobefound out.

Hence,we cannotuse the usualapproach ofstarting from using the force asperturbation.

W earecom pelled todealwith thesecond one,usingthevortex velocity astheperturbation.

This is what has been used by allofus: Thouless etal,Kopnin etal,van Otterlo etal,

and so on. Asitisknown in literature,one should avoid the problem atic relaxation tim e

approxim ation in thiscase.ButKopnin etal,van Otterlo etaletchavenot.

A sophisticated and cleardem onstration can be found in Kubo’sbook aswellasin the

book ofZuburev,m entioned above: there are severaltim e scales im portantatthe m icro-

scopic level,but not apparent at the m acroscopic level. One has to be carefully on the

lim iting procedure.Kubo him selfhad com plained abouttheblind and wrong use ofrelax-

ation tim eapproxim ation in transportproblem s,which appearsperiodically in literature.

Onem ay putitin following way:Itistherelaxation tim eapproxim ation which needsto

bejusti�ed here:Boltzm ann recognized thislonglongtim eago.Itarisesfrom theinteraction

between di�erentpartsofthe whole system . Here,in the contextofvortex dynam ics,the

friction ofvortex directly com esfrom theinteraction ofvortex with thequasiparticles,and

can and have been calculated withoutthe relaxation tim e approxim ation. Ifone wantsan

expertunderstanding ofthisissue,Leggett’sform ulation ofdissipative quantum dynam ics

and Kubo’sbook aream ong the m ustreadings.W em ay sum m arize whathasbeen known

in transporttheory in thefollowing table:

13



(I):forceascause (II):velocity ascause

physicalapplications: deriving Drudeform ula; deriving vortex dynam ics;

exam ples application ofBoltzm ann equation; Berry phasecalculation;

velocity-velocity correlation force-forcecorrelation

question ofvalidity of usually OK usually problem atic

relaxation tim eapproxim ation

references condensed m atterphysicsbooks; Kubo’sbook;

Green functionsapproaches Zubarev’sbook

b)A therm odynam icaldem onstration wasalso deviseto show thatthechangein super-


uid kinetic energy m ust com e from the transverse force on the m oving vortex,since the

entropy ofsuper
uid is zero. Any reduction ofthe m agnitude ofthis transverse force,as

would bethecaseforthepresentrelaxation tim eapproxim ation,willviolatethesecond law

oftherm odynam ics. Thisgivesa therm odynam icalreason to abandon the relaxation tim e

approxim ation in thiscase.

c) A fullm icroscopic derivation ofthe transverse was provided in Ao and Zhu (PR B

1999).Itwasa detailed im plem entation oftheform ulation developed by Thouless,Ao,and

Niu (PRL,1996). It is very im portant to point out that this m icroscopic form ulation is

sim ilarto whatused by Kopin etal,by van Otterlo etal,and by m any others. The only

m ajor di�erence is the absence ofrelaxation tim e approxim ation in the context ofvortex

dynam icsin Ao and Zhu.

Itwas found thatthere are m any contributions to the vortex friction: core states,ex-

tended states,etc. The contribution ofcore states is due to the m ixing ofcore levels by

im purity scattering underan appropriate tim e scale. Thism ixing contribution to friction

hasbeen known fora long tim e,rem iniscentto Thouelssenergy,atleastsince 1980’s,and

hasbeen m adevery clearand explicitin therecentstudy ofchaoticcontribution to friction.

1999, K opnin and V inokur. The com pactibility oflarge transverse force in Eq.(7)

with Hallanom aly wasargued [12],though no citation to Ao and/orThouless.

Experim entofZhu etalon transverse forcewascited by Kopnin and Vinokur.

It is very com forting that the sam e result obtained by Ao four years earlier on Hall

anom aly wasreached by a very di�erentgroup ofablephysicists.
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Atleastaslate asin 1999,one m ay be able to conclude thatthe Hallanom aly iscom -

patiblewith thelargetransverse force.

2001, Ivaon, Io�e, G eshkenbein, B latter. Vortex interference and its e�ect in

Josephson junction arrays were discussed solely based on Eq.(7) [13],with no citation to

Ao and/orThouless. There ishoweverno presence ofothertransverse forcesdiscussed by

Geshkenbein,Blatter,and othersin theirearlierworks. Indeed,such additionaltransverse

forcesarenotneeded,either.

Even ifthose authorsstillbelieve in the existence ofotherextra transverse forces,from

theprofessionalpointofview they should statethateitherthe extra forcesarenotneeded

or they do not exist in this situation. Those authors should also state that there is an

alternativetheory by Ao and Thouless,and by othersthatno such extra forcesatall.

Again,itisvery com forting sam ephysicsexplored a few yearsearlierwasdoneby a very

di�erentgroup ofable physicists. NO othertransverse forces,such asdiscussed by kopnin

etal,by van oterrloetal,by Feigelm an etal,by Volovik,etc,on a m oving vortex isneeded.

Sum m ary:W em ay beableto concludethatthecontroversy on thetransverse forceof

Eq.(7)m ay be�nally behind us.Thereisno reduction from Eq.(7).

C . Post high Tc superconductor era ( > 1998 )

The posthigh Tc superconductors era study is m arked by Bose-Einstein condensation,

topologicalcontrolled quantum com putation,quantum turbulence,etc. Itisthe explicitly

exploration ofquantum behaviors ofvortices,hence the quantum era. It looks that we

have �nally,by 1999 ifearlierorby 2001 iflater,reached a �rm understanding on vortex

dynam ics,in theform given by Eq.(1),and in particularthetransverseforcein theform of

Eq.(7).

However,itappearsthatrestofusarealltoo naive.

2001,K opnin. In 2001 Kopnin stillpresented the situation asbased on hiserroneous

theory ofvanishing transverseforcein thedirty lim it[14].Thereisnocitation toAoand/or

Thouless.

It appears that he has never consulted the discussion by R.Kubo on the invalidity of

relaxation tim eapproxim ation in certain approach,including hiscase.No discussion on his
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violation ofsecond law oftherm odynam icsasdem onstrated by Ao and Zhu in 1999.

2003,B latter and G eshkenbein. In 2003 Blatterand Geshkenbein m isled the com -

m unity by system atic suppressing theliteratureon theexistence oftransverseforceand by

em phasizing theirworkson thevanishing oftransverse forcein thedirty lim it[15].

Therearesom equestionsherebeforem oving on.

Should the new era start from erroneous results which has been dem onstrated? Let’s

put aside the question on Kopnin,Vinokur,Blatter,Geshkenbein system atic om ission to

relevantpriorwork. W hatisthe logic behind Kopnin aswellasBlatterand Geshkenbein

that when they need the transverse force,it is there,and when they don’t,they sim ply

announcethatitwould notexist?

III. FU T U R E

First ofall,it seem s that the research com m unity deserves explanations (none so far)

from Kopnin,Vinokur,Blatter,Geshkenbein,and theircollaborators,on theirinconsistent

behaviorsregarding to the use ofEq.(7),the transverse force.Thisisscience. Researchers

deserve honestanswers.

Itisdi�cultto predictwhatwillbe the exciting resultscom ing outofBEC,quantum

com putation,and quantum turbulence and otherrelated �elds. Here Iwould ratherfocus

on theunsolved problem salong them oretraditionalline.Theirsolutionswillundoubtedly

help usunderstand otherproblem s.

treatm ent ofboundary layer. On the phenom enologicalleveloftwo 
uid m odel,it

would benicetofurtherextend theresultobtained by Thouless,Geller,Vinen,Fortin,Rhee

(2001)(Also,Rhee,PhD Thesis,2003,University ofW ashington).The approach willvery

likely be based on a m ethod on the treatm entofboundary layer. Thiswillnotonly gain

an understanding on vortex dynam ics,itm ay also lead to a new insighton boundary layer

problem in general.However,thism ay bea ratherhard problem .

m icroscopic derivation offundam entalequation in bosonic super
uid.Though

m athem aticalfram ework to calculate the transverse force and friction on a m oving vortex

has been set up by Thouless et al(Thouless,Ao,Niu,1996),and such a calculation has

been perform ed forsuperconductors(Ao and Zhu,1999),strangely enough there isno full
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range calculation yetforbosonic super
uid even based on Bogoliubov theory. There isan

apparent di�culty due to the existence ofboth infrared and ultraviolet divergences built

into the conventionalapproxim ation. In calculation ofthe friction and transverse force,

a consistent consideration ofalldegrees offreedom is needed,because ofthe topology of

vortex.

Hence,oneneedsto develop a consistentm icroscopic super
uid theory at�nitetem per-

aturesbased on Bogoliubov form ulation.Therestofcalculation on vortex dynam icswould

strongly resem ble whathasbeen done by Ao and Zhu (1999). A m ajordi�erence m ay be

thatthereisnow nolocalized corestates.Iexpecttoseeaprogresssoon alongthisdirection,

and Iwould bedelighted tohearitassoon aspossible(E-m ail:aoping@u.washington.edu).

phonons and quasiparticles.Forferm ionicsuper
uid,thedi�erentbetween phonons

and quasiparticleswho carry supercurrentisasclearasbluesky.Thisisnotso in bonosic

super
uid.W eknow thatphononsexistin both superand norm alphases,butsupercurrent

existsonly in one phase. Even in superphase,the receiverofPackard can getphononsin

Helium II,not supercurrent. A clear understanding ofthis issue m ay deepen our under-

standing ofthe m icroscopic theory ofbosonic super
uid,and m ay help understand som e

issuesin quantum tuubulence,too.

m easurem ent oftransverse force and friction.Thereisno doubtthatm oreprecise

as wellas further m easurem ents on both transverse force Eq.(7) and friction Eq.(8) are

needed,forboth bosonicand ferm ionicsuper
uids.Such experim entsreally requirecourage

and talent: Courage to initiate experim ents and talent to design good experim ents. This

has already been dem onstrated [9,10,11]. It is surprising that how little has been done

experim entally to testthefundam entalvortex equation.

Though itisim possiblein thisshortnotetogiveacom pletereferencelist,Idohopethat

theworksm entioned in thetextshould givea readera usefulguidanceto literaturewith an

interesting perspective.From m y own pointofview,agood entry pointtohavean overview

m ay be Ao and Zhu (1999)[6]. Som e ofadditionalrelevant com m ents on the theoretical
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sidem ay befound in Ref.[[16,17]].
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