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A bstract

Salient features of vortex dynam ics in superm edia are sum m arized. R ecent exam ples are: the
dem onstration of prom inent role of topology In vortex dynam ics; the solution to the Hall anom aly
w hich once bothered Bardeen, de G ennes and m any others; the uni ed m icroscopic treatm ent of
both transverse and frictional forces on m oving vortex. T he findam ental dynam ical equation of
vortex m atter can now be casted into the elegant form of quantum dissipative dynam ics of Leggett.
Togetherw ith the K osterlitz-T houless transition, we have nally reached a coherent picture on both
therm odynam ic and dynam icalroles played by vortices. T he key historical progresses are discussed
w ith a broader perspective, to m ove Into the post high T. superconductor era, the quantum era.

R eferences m entioned in the text and given at the end, though very incom plte, along w ith a
list ofa few outstanding open problem s, m ay provide a reader a usefulguidance and an interesting
perspective.

Puzzle:

By 1999 K opnin and V Inokur reached the conclusion that the anom alousH alle ect can be com pat-
ble wih the M agnus force, though the present author reached the sam e conclusion 4 years earlier
but was not cited by them . By 2001 B latter and G eshkenbein and their cow orkers reached the
conclusion that in discussion of vortex Interference e ect only the vortex velocity part of M agnus
force is needed, though again sam e conclusion was reached by the presented author 5 years earlier
but was not cited by them . It is, however, very com forting that those in portant physics have been
explored by very di erent groups of abl physicists.

T he puzzle here is not on their nability to cite relevant prior works, for an analysis of such
behaviors the readers are referred to the K irby-H oule article in Nov. (2004) P hysics Today. Instead,
the puzzl ison their ability tom aintain K opnin, 2001; B Iatter and G eshkenbein, 2003) that there
is reduced and/or sign—reversed transverse force w ithout giving any discussion on the contradiction

to their own as well as other related works.
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I. FUNDAMENTAL VORTEX DYNAMICSEQUATION

A . Fundam entalequation for vortex m atter

A 11 the fundam ental features regarding to vortex dynam ics are already present In two
din ensions. The generalization to three dim ensions is straightforward. A fter long and
strenuous e orts by Ao, Geller, N 1u, Rhee, Tang, Thouless, W exler, Zhu, and m any others,
elegant form ulation of vortex dynam ics and its proper physical understanding have appar-
ently been reached.

In two dim ensions, the findam ental equation ofm otion for a vortex reads:
z
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Here r is the vortex position vector, 2 is the unit vector perpendicular to the plane; ¢ (¥)
isthe super uid density at the vortex, the P Janck constant h, and the vorticity g, which isan
Integer. The cuto frequency ! . w illbe chosen to be Jarger than any characteristic frequency
in the problem . A 1l other tem s, the potential V , the transvers force, the frictional foroe,
and the noiss, w ith be explained below .

Ao and Thouless (1993, ) and Thouless, Ao, N1 (1996, []) are two m ost in portant
theoretical progresses during 1990’s in the understanding of vortex dynam ics. They have
been served as the light houses in the navigation through the vortex dynam ics rough water.
Tomy knowledge Ao and zhu (@ o and Zhu, 1999 {]) is the best place to get Into vortex
dynam ics in the form ulation ofEq.(l) from am icroscopic point ofview . T he general physics
behind such equation, system plus environm ent, in the context of dissjpative quantum dy-—
nam ics can be found, forexam ple, in Leggett (1992) or in Feynm an and Vemon Ann. Phys.
1963).

The welkknown lnear friction case isa special case ofEq.(1):
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Tt isthe O hm ic case that s = 1 In the soectral function, the cuto frequency goesto in nite

(!<! 1 ),thePlanck constant is zero h = 0) or the high tem perature lin it.

B. Nonlinear Schrodinger equation

T he m ost physically transparent and m athem atically elegant way to derive Eq.(1) is to
from the nonlnear Schrodinger equation NLSE): Every temtm In Eq.() can be ocbtained
from NLSE . For topological quantities, such as the M agnus force, NLSE is su cient. But
som e contributions to friction, such as the core and extended quasiparticlke states, have to
be calculated from m icroscopic theordes. T he advantage of starting from NLSE is that the
connection to hydrodynam ics and to quantization is direct. For exam ple, for the neutral
case, s = 2, a superohm ic case according to Leggett’s form ulation of dissipative dynam ics,
whilke forthe charged case, s = 1 , that is, there isa gap, the C oulom b gap, In the elem entary
excitations.

The NSLE in both neutral and charged cases can be derived from m icroscopic theories.

The simple form of NLSE reads:
2
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W ith . @;t) = 3 ;) F the super uid density at tin e t and position r, m the e ectivem ass
of the Cooper pairs or bosons, o the chem ical potential determ ined the m ean super uid
density, and U, the e ective strength of the short range repulsive interaction. Phonons and
vortices are autom atically inclided in this form ulation. T he m acroscopic slow dynam ics of
NLSE is com plktely exhausted by dynam ics of phonons and vortices.

T he consistence 0of N LSE w ith m icroscopic theory for super uid Heliuim was pointed out
by Damn ircan, Ao, N1u (1996). Such connection was already in plicitly known to Feynm an
and to Anderson. NLSE can also be cbtained from K ohn’s density finctional approach.

Jossphson relation can follow s directly from this NLSE, as shown by Feynm an.

The short length scale in NLSE is the healing length or coherence length detem ined
by Uy, the In portant short length scale for a m acroscopic description. T he Introduction of
coupling to electrom agnetic eld is straightforward: the standard m inin um coupling. In this
case another length scale, the London penetration depth connected to the super uid density,

enters into the description. T herefore, the even the usualtwo types of superconductors, type



I and type II, can be e ectively described by NLSE .

There should be no confusion of NLSE w ih G rossP itaevskii equation (GPE): GPE is
about the o -diagonalpart, the condensate part ( rst clearly conceived by London in 1948),
which ishighly sensitive to the strength of the interaction am ong the uid particles, bosons
or ferm ions. Instead, NLSE is about the super uid density, which is always the total uid
density (or simple uid) at zero tem perature regardless of the interaction strength. For
exam ple, for a strongly Interacting bosons, such as He II, the condensate can be a an all
fraction of the super uid density at zero tem perature.

T he current description of BEC at zero tem perature is n a happy situation: at zero
team perature, the GPE and NLSE are aln ost identical, because the interaction is weak.
N evertheless, for the discussion of vortex dynam ics, physical it isthe NLSE not GPE which
one should use and kesp in m Ind to avoid confusions.

T he derivation of NLSE in superconductor from BC S theory was given by A itchison, Ao,
Thouless, Zhu (1995). T here has been a consideration am ount of conflision between N LSE
and tin e dependent G inzburg-L.andau equation (TD G L) tillthese days. TD G L isessentially
a GPE equation (and vice versa) in fermm ionic super uid: strictly it is about the condensate
fraction, not the super uid density. Again, at zero tem perature, there is no sim pl relation
between the gap function In TD G L and the super uid function . For example, the gap
can be exponentially sm allbut the super uid density w illbe the total free electron density.
O ne should not be surprised that TDGL can take a com plte di erent form from that of
N LSE . N evertheless, we have another happy situation in superconductors: near transition
team perature T, the super uid wavefunction was shown by G orkov to be proportional to
the gap function in TDGL.

In the present of weak disorder in superconductors, NLSE w ill retain its form ofEJg.(5),
w ith the sam e super uid density in plied by A nderson’s dirty superconductors theorem and
Justi ed by G reen’s function approach by m any others, but with a di erent e ective m ass
known to P jppard.

C. Vortexmassmy

Vortex m ass is perhaps the st exam ple of the acquiring m ass from the environm ent,

discussed m ore than 100 years ago. It is the rst exam ple of the renom alization of m ass.



However, i is also interesting to point out that it is perhaps the last experim entally tested
quantity in this category.

It is e ectively the m ass of the uid excluded by the vortex core, for the ideal incom -
pressble uid.

Thism ass can be calculated. T he hydrodynam ics case can be found In H Lam b’s classical
book. The superconductor case can be found, forexampl, n Han et al Han, Kin, Kin,
Ao, 2005).

In the slow dynam ics lin it the left hand side ofEqg.(l) is a higher order contrdution to
dynam ics. It m ay be negligble. Then the dynam ics would be dom inated by the Lorentz
force ke transverse force and/or the correlation function which contains the dissipation.

Thismay explain the di culty n experim ental m easurem ent of vortex m ass: For slow
dynam ics, it's contribution is ofhigher order, and for a relative fast dynam ics, the dissipative
e ect becom es large. Hencoe, a very precise m easuram ent should be needed In order to have
reliable number on the vortex mass. This Inplies that a di erent type of experim ental
design, other than those to m easure the potential, transverse foroe, and friction, is needed.

D . Vortex potentialV (r) and its gradient

T he potential includes all the contributions which are not dependent on the vortex ve—
locity. M ore precisely, all the positional dependence in this temm is nstantaneous.

It contains a tetm com Ing from the uid velociy generated by others vortices, lncluding
those from the in age of the vortex under consideration. It’s gradient has the fom , the

super uid velocity part of the M agnus force:

Fy agnusyvs 2 hg, ¢ (@)vs(r) 2 (6)

If there is no other temm s such as pinning In r V, trapping potential n n BEC, and no
frictional force and noise, this temm together w ith the transverse force is the known M agnus
foroe in uid dynam ics. It m akes the vortex m oving along the super uid ow stream Iline.
Som e fam ous results have cbtained from this termm which describes the vortex-vortex
Interaction:
a) Crtical velocity. Feynm an (1954), Anderson (e4g., Basic notions of condensed m atter
physics, 1984), Leggett (P hysica Fennica, 1973). The m eaning of critical velocity is m Iy



placed on the topology, not of Landau critical velocity type ofquasiparticle w ith no topology.

T here is, how ever, another happy situation. In m any cases the num erical values of critical
velocity due to Landau and due to topological consideration are the sam e, or, very close to
each other, though in general it has been shown by A nderson and by Leggett that there is
no relation between them .

b) Abrikosov vortex lattice: vortex form lattices.
T his force Jeads to logarithm ic Interaction in neutral case and a short range (on the scale
of London penetration depth) in the charged case. An equilbrium lattice structure alm ost
follow s In m ediate thisway.

c) K osterlitz-T houless transition : the unbinding of vortex-antivortex pairs.
T his transition is extrem ely in portant in the understanding of the topological stability of
condensed phase, and resulting In the nam e of K osterlitz-T houlessH alperin-N elson-Y oung
transition.

d) Quark con nem ent and asym ptotic freedom .
K osterlitz-T houless transition is also an elem entary (2D ) illustration of the quark con ne—
m ent (T hephasesofquantum chrom odynam ics : from con nem ent to extram e environm ents.

JB Kogut and M A Stephanov. Cambridge University P ress, 2004).

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

T his transverse force is the second temm at the right hand ofEq.(l), identical n form to

the Lorentz force:
dr (t)

dt

(7
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Tt's derivation from m icroscopic theory @ o and Thouless, 1993) is one of the nontrivial
applications of B erry phase to obtain in portant physical resuls. T he topological structure
of a vortex had been discussed by London (1948), O nsager (1949), and Feynm an (1954).

The rstm acrosoopic dervation ofEqg.(7) was given by N ozieres and V inen (1966). See
also Fetter, PR 163, 1967.

It is another expression for the Jossphson-A nderson relation. Anderson, RM P, 1966; M E
F isher and Langer, PRL, 1968.

T he fulldetailed m icroscopic derivation in superconductorswas given by Ao and Zhu @A o
and Zhu, 1999), including both the contributions from the vortex core and extended states,



aswellas in both clkan and dirty lin its. The feasibility of such derivation is guaranteed by
the A nderson’s dirty superconductor theoram .

T his force has rich physics consequences in addition to the Jossphson-A nderson relation,
for exam ple:

a) turbulence (O nsager, 1949);

b) anom alous Halle ect In superconductor A o, 1995; K opnin and V inokur, 1999);

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

d) quantum Halle ect n Jossphson junction arrays (Zhu, Tan, and Ao, 1996);

e) vortex processing in BEC (Lundh and A o, 2000)

f) nterference e ect (vanov, Io e, G eshkenbein, B Jatter, 2001)

E xperim ental evidences are num erous to support the above theoretical proposals. Ik is
clear that by 1999 theoretically there exists an agreem ent that the anom alousHalle ect is
consistent w ith the transverse force as given by Eq.(7).

It is also clear by 2001 that in order to consider the transverse e ect on vortex m otion
In Jossphson junctions arrays, Eq.(7) is the only transverse force responsible for various
quantum e ects. No other transverse e ects Introduced by various authors are needed In

such discussions.

dr %)
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F . Frictional force 1 at° t )

For2 s 0, ifoneperfom the usuale ective energy calculation w ith constant vortex
velociy, In nite vortex m ass correction w illbe resuled:
Fors= 2,thee ective m ass correction w ill diverge algorithm ically w ith system s size, a fact
elegantly discussed by D uan and Leggett (1995) and con m ed by N i1, Ao, Thouless (1996)
via a dynam ical and m any-body wavefiinction consideration.

From the m icroscopic derivation, one contribution to s = 1 was rst found by Bardeen
and Stephen (1965) from the vortex core in the dirty lin it. s= 1 was also found by Ao and
Zhu (1999) from the extended state contribution. Such contrlbutions are the O hm ic type:
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For s < 0O the systam is them odynam ically unstable. For s > 2, vortex m ass renom al-

ization due to (@) and (t) is nite. The diverging m ass encountered here (2 s 0) is



closely related to those diverging quantities n non-Fem i liquid theory.

The regine s 0 also m akes the adiabatic consideration of vortex m otion possibl,
though in the regine 2 s 0 a strict Landau quasiparticle type picture ( nite e ective
m ass etc) is not valid.

T he very existence of this friction force im plies, in addition to the e ective m ass, that
vortices can be independent variables: it w ill not necessary m ove along the super uid ow
stream line, and can cut through the stream lnes. Thus, the vortex m otion can generate
dissipation, even when the uid is \super", a common know ledge now In super uid and

superconductors, after several N obel prizes.

G . N oise

T he noise is related to the friction by the uctuation-dissipation theorem , derivable from
m icrosocopic theordies:

2t h!
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and h i= 0. Here superscript denotes the transpose. For sim plicity we have assum ed the
friction m atrix to be a constant m atrix. N o anisotropic frictional e ect w illbe considered
here.

Such an expression can be derived either starting from NLSE or from m icroscopic theories:
we already m entioned that the vortex-phonon interaction correspondsto s= 2 and core and
extended states contributions corresoond to s= 1.

In the zero h or high tem perature lim i, we have fors= 1,
ht) Oi=2kT ¢ 9 (10)

This corresponds to Eq.(4).

II. SOME HIGH AND LOW POINTS

Here are snapshots on the progress in vortex dynam ics, em phasizing on super uids and

superconductors.



A, P re-high T, superconductor era (< 1989 )

Vortices were not In Landau’s original form ulation of two uid m odel of Helum II. In
fact, Landau mitially opposad the existence of the vortices. This \absence of vorticity"
m Ight be the origin of confiising on vortex dynam ics from the theoretical side.

1965, B ardeen and Stephen. M icroscopic calculation of vortex friction on core con-—
trbution in the dirty lin it {1]. An elegant paper perhaps has not been w idely read, though
w idely cited. The m isunderstanding on the origin of fidction still exists.

1966, N ozieres and V inen. M acrosoopic derivation of M agnus foroe B]. Very
Insightfiil paper. A . Fetter’'s 1967 PR paper is also helpoil

1976, N oto, Shinzaw a, M uto. Summ arizing the Hall anom aly experin ents in super—
conductors: the Halle ect is usually am all and often change signs, in an apparent contra—
diction to the transverse force as given by Eg.(7) ifusing the lndependent vortex dynam ics
m odel to calculate the Halle ect.

Sin ilar e ect hasbeen ocbserved In super uids.

This \anom alous" e ect m ight be the origin of confusing on vortex dynam ics from the
experin ental side.

1976, K opnin and K ratsov. In regoonse to the smallHalle ect in the m ixed state,
relaxation tin e approxin ation was conceived by Kopnin and K ratsov to derive the core
friction contrlbbution w ith vanishing sm all transverse force In the dirty 1im it.

In the hindsight, this approxin ation is not applicable in this case. The physical and
m athem atical reasons for such a Invalid approxin ation have been discussed at least since
1940's. In particular, R . Kubo had extensively discussed such approxin ation (Statistical
physics, M .Toda, R .Kubo, and N . Saito, v.l and 2, second edition, 1992). See also Zubarev
of B ogolitbov school N onequilbbrium statistical them odynam ics, D .N . Zubarev, 1974) for
appropriate tin e scales in the problam .

1976, Sonin. Approxin ated calculation of additional transverse force due to phonons.
There is no clear interpretation of the additional force by Sonin, such as whether add or
subtract to the transverse force as given in Eq.(7) . The direct contradiction of such result
w ith V Inen’s experin ent has never been discussed.

T heoretically, NLSE gives a com plte description at zero tem perature: the super uid

density is the total uid density, there are vortices and phonons, and vortex and phonons



Interact. There isno additional contribution from phonons to the super (total) uid density.

B. H igh T. superconductor era (> 1989 )

1993, A o and T houless. Berry phase derivation ofthe M agnus force based on topology
and symm etry ofm any-body wavefinction J]. A nontrivial application of Berry’s m ethod.
T he topological agpect of vortex dynam ics was em phasized.

1993, Volovik. The absence of transverse force In the dirty lin i was Interpreted as the
cancellation between the topological contrbution from the core stated, the spectral ow,
and the topologicale ect of Berry phase.

T his isan erroneous conclusion. T he fact isthat there are tw o equivalent ways to com pute
the transverse force on am oving vortex: one from core regin e and one away from core. T hey
are equal according to Stokes theorem .

The spectral ow is independent of the in purity because of its topological nature, not
som ething continuously tunable by a non topologicalparam eters such asthe relaxation tin e.

Hence, two m istakes would not m ake it right.

1995, Kopnin and Lapatin; van O tterlo, Feigelm an, G eshkenbein, B latter.
R epeating the relaxation tin e approxin ation to Helium 3 by the st group author and ex—
tended to superconductor w ith under path integral form ulation by the sscond group authors.
Con m ed their old conclusion that there is no transverse force In the dirty lim it.

A galn, the m istake is the Invalidity of the relaxation tin e approxin ation.

1995, Feigelm an, G eshkenbein, Larkin, V inokur. Trying to dem onstration an
additional Berry phase tem from the vortex core to cancel the Berry phase com puted by
Ao and Thouless (1993).

T heir calculation is In clear violation of the basic requirem ent from quantum m echanics:
at the phase singularity the am plitude of the wave function m ust be zero. Hence, there is
no additional Berry phase temm as they clain ed.

H ow ever, since their result apparently reproduced w hat cbtained by K opnin and K rastsov,
by Volovik, and the results of their other collaborators based on erroneous approxin ation
schem es, they believe their cancellation should be right. Hence, they found that not only
the transverse force is usually an all, it occasionally changes signs, controlled by relaxation

tin e, etc.
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1995, A o. First explicit proposal that the lJarge transverse force is consistent with Hall
anom aly if vortex m any-body and pinning e ects are considered []. Several quantitative
predictions were m ade here.

Them ain conclusion is that, the anom alousHalle ect n them ixed state, the an allH all
angl and sign change, can be explained by the universal M agnus force derived from the
Berry phase. Thism ay not be a surprising result orpeople fam iliarw ith the Halle ect in
sam iconductors: there we see an all and zero H all angle, size changes, etc, and they are all
oconsistent w ith the universal Lorentz force.

1995, A o and Zhu. Vortex interference by controlling the num ber of particles in the
super uid enclosed by the vortex trafctory loop [7].

Since the transverse force is sin ilar to the Lorentz foroe, this is just another form of
Aharonov-Bohm e ect for vortices.

1996, Thouless, A o, and N iu. Extension of Berry phase form ulation to include the
friction []. No relaxation tin e approxin ation is needed. But a proper them odynam ical
Iim it is required: the dissipative energy has been carried out of the system , preferably to
In nite In an explicit m anner.

T his is a nontrivial extension ofBerry’sm ethod. M istakes have often been com m itted in
such an extension. T he discussions ofR . K ubo m entioned above aswell as those by Zubarev
are usefil here for a better understanding of physics.

1996 Zhu, Tan, and A o. Quantum Halle ect in Jossphson jinction arrays from the
view ofvortices B].

1997, Sonin. Same approxin ated calculation as his 1976 was repeated. It is clear
that even w ithin such approxin ation, the linear correction tem wanted by Sonin cannot be
rigorously cbtained. But thism athem atical ilnconsistency was com pltely ignored by Sonin
In order to generate result he wanted.

T he present of phonons and the total super uid density is equalto the total uid den-
sity at zero tem perature in plied In NLSE (Eg.(5)) clkarly suggests Sonin’s concspt here is
com pltely wrong.

By a careful analysis, it should be concluded that what Sonin discussed was a di erent
phenom ena other than what he thought. A fter all it cannot produce what he wanted in a
m athem atically consistent m anner.

1997, Zhu, B randstrom , and Sundgvist. First direct con m ation of transverse

11



foree on vortex in superconductor f11]. T his elegant experin ent was done in the tradition of
directly m easuring the Lorentz force for electron in them agnetic eld (1890’s) and vortices
in super uid (1960's).

It is very surprising that despite over 30 years controversies on the transverse force, this
is the only system atic experin ent to directly m easure the force In superconductors.

1999, Ao and Zhu. D etailed and m icrosocopic in plem entation ] of fram ew ork devel-
oped in 1996 by Thouless, Ao, N 1.

T he resuts of B ardeen and Stephen and ofN ozieres and V nen were uni ed and extended.
D etailed calculation showed how to obtain the vortex friction w ithout the relaxation time
approxin ation, consistent w ith what B ardeen and Stephen did.

It is Interesting to note that there isno controversy at allon Eq.(6) W exlr, PRL,1997).
From the m acroscopic hydrodynam ical point of view Eqg.(6) and (7) are just the two sides
of sam e conn.

T hem odynam ically, it wasdem onstrated by A o and Zhu that the reduction oftotaltrans-
vere from Eqg.(7) as ercely argued by B latter, Feigeln an, G eshkenbein, K opnin, Larkin,
V inokur, Volovik, and others (their conclusions are all based on uncontrolled approxin a—

tions) would lead to the violation of the second law of thermm odynam ics.

To sum m arize what done by A o and Zhu, the Invalidity of relaxation tin e approxin ation
was carefully considered from both critical and constructive points of views, from both
m acroscopic and m icroscopic points of view s:

a) An elem entary kineticm odelwas devised in Ao and Zhu PRB 1999), adapted from
K ubo and others, to show how the seem Iy sim ple use of relaxation tin e approxin ation lead
to wrong result.

T he essence of the dem onstration isthat, in the calculation oftransport coe cients, there
areusually two di erent starting points for system atic approxin ation, though rigorously they
are equivalent in the lnear regine. The rst one is to treat the force as perturoation and
calculate the response velocity (current):

sm all force =) velocity ; () :

In this case there is usually a wellde ned expression for the force to begin with, and the

velocity-velocity (current-current) correlation is the one sub fcted to system atic approxi-
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m ation. The wellknown exam ple in this category is the conductivity. T he relaxation tin e
approxin ation isusually OK , and one can sim ply start from a typicalkinetic equations such
as the Bolzm ann equation.

T he second starting point is to treat the current, or velociy, as the perturbation and

calculate the resoonse force.

sm allvelocity =) force; (II) :

This method also has other nam es, such as the forcebalance equation. It is the force-
force correlation sub fcted to system atic approxin ation. T he wellknown exam ple here is
the com putation of resistivity. Unfortunately, the usual relaxation tin e approxin ation is
problam atic here, docum ented over past 50 years n literature.

In the case of derivation of vortex dynam icsm icroscopically, we do NO T know that fom
ofthe force on am oving vortex at beginning: Tt isprecisely this force needed to be found out.
Hence, we cannot use the usual approach of starting from using the force as perturbation.
W e are com pelled to dealw ith the second one, using the vortex velocity as the perturbation.
This is what has been used by all of us: Thouless et al, Kopnin et al, van O tterlo et al,
and so on. As i is known in literature, one should avoid the problam atic relaxation tin e
approxin ation in this case. But K opnin et al, van O tterlo et aletc have not.

A sophisticated and clear dem onstration can be found in Kubo’s book as well as in the
book of Zuburev, m entioned above: there are several tin e scales in portant at the m icro—
soopic level, but not apparent at the m acroscopic lkevel. One has to be carefully on the
Iin iting procedure. K ubo hin self had com plained about the blind and w rong use of relax—
ation tin e approxim ation in transport problem s, which appears periodically in literature.

Onem ay put it In ollow ing way: Ik is the relaxation tin e approxin ation which needs to
be justi ed here: Boltzm ann recognized this long long tin e ago. Tt arises from the interaction
between di erent parts of the whole system . Here, in the context of vortex dynam ics, the
friction of vortex directly com es from the interaction of vortex w ith the quasipparticles, and
can and have been calculated w ithout the relaxation tin e approxin ation. If one wants an
expert understanding of this issue, Leggett’s form ulation of dissipative quantum dynam ics
and K ubo’s book are am ong the m ust readings. W e m ay sum m arize what has been known

In transport theory in the follow Ing table:
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(D : orce as cause (ID) : velocity as cause

physical applications: deriving D rude form ula; deriving vortex dynam ics;
exam ples application of Bolzm ann equation;| Berry phase calculation;
velocity-velocity correlation force-force correlation
question of validity of usually OK usually problem atic

relaxation tin e approxin ation

references condensad m atter physics books; Kubo’s book;

G reen functions approaches Zubarev’s book

b) A them odynam ical dem onstration was also devise to show that the change in super-
uid kinetic energy must com e from the transverse force on the m oving vortex, since the
entropy of super uid is zero. Any reduction of the m agnitude of this transverse force, as
would be the case for the present relaxation tin e approxin ation, w ill violate the second law
of them odynam ics. This gives a them odynam ical reason to abandon the relaxation tin e
approxin ation in this case.

c) A fullm icroscopic derivation of the transverse was provided In Ao and Zhu PR B
1999). k was a detailed in plem entation ofthe form ulation developed by T houless, A o, and
N1 PRL, 1996). It is very im portant to point out that this m icroscopic form ulation is
sim ilar to what used by K opIn et al, by van O tterlbo et al, and by m any others. The only
m apr di erence is the absence of relaxation tin e approxin ation In the context of vortex
dynam ics in Ao and Zhu.

It was found that there are m any contributions to the vortex friction: core states, ex—
tended states, etc. The contrbution of core states is due to the m ixing of core levels by
In purity scattering under an appropriate tin e scale. Thism ixing contribution to fidction
has been known for a long tin e, ram niscent to T houelss energy, at least since 1980's, and

hasbeen m ade very clear and explicit in the recent study of chaotic contribution to frdction.

1999, Kopnin and V inokur. The com pactbility of large transverse force n Eq.(7)
w ith Hall anom aly was argued f12], though no citation to A o and/or T houless.

E xperim ent of Zhu et alon transverse force was cited by K opnin and V lnokur.

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

anom aly was reached by a very di erent group of able physicists.
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At Jeast as Jate as in 1999, one m ay be abl to conclude that the Hall anom aly is com —
patdbl w ith the large transverse force.

2001, Ivaon, Io e, G eshkenbein, B latter. Vortex Interference and its e ect In
Jossphson junction arrays were discussed sokly based on Eq.(7) {13], with no citation to
Ao and/or Thouless. There is however no presence of other transverse forces discussed by
G eshkenbein, B latter, and others in their earlier works. Indeed, such additional transverse
forces are not needed, either.

Even if those authors still believe in the existence of other extra transverse forces,from
the professional point of view they should state that either the extra forces are not needed
or they do not exist in this situation. Those authors should also state that there is an
altemative theory by A o and T houless, and by others that no such extra forces at all.

A galn, i is very com forting sam e physics explored a few years earlier was done by a very
di erent group of ablk physicists. NO other transverse forces, such as discussed by kopnin
et al, by van oterrlo et al, by Feigeln an et al, by Volovik, etc, on a m oving vortex is needed.

Summ ary: W em ay be abl to conclude that the controversy on the transverse force of
Eqg.(7) may be nally behind us. There isno reduction from Eqg.(7).

C . Post high T, superconductor era (> 1998 )

The post high T, superconductors era study is m arked by BoseE Instein condensation,
topological controlled quantum oom putation, quantum turbulence, etc. Ik is the explicitly
exploration of quantum behaviors of vortices, hence the quantum era. It looks that we
have nally, by 1999 if earlier or by 2001 if Jater, reached a m understanding on vortex
dynam ics, In the form given by Eqg.(l), and in particular the transverse force in the form of
Eqg.(7).

However, it appears that rest of us are all too naive.

2001, Kopnin. In 2001 K opnin still presented the situation as based on his erroneous
theory ofvanishing transverse force in the dirty Iim it fl4]. T here isno citation to A o and/or
Thouless.

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

relaxation tin e approxin ation In certain approach, including his case. N o discussion on his
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violation of second law of them odynam ics as dem onstrated by Ao and Zhu in 1999.

2003, B latter and G eshkenbein. In 2003 B latter and G eshkenbein m islked the com —
m unity by system atic suppressing the literature on the existence of transverse force and by
em phasizing their works on the vanishing of transverse force in the dirty lin it {L3].

T here are som e questions here before m oving on.

Should the new era start from erroneous results which has been dem onstrated? Let's
put aside the question on K opnin, V inokur, B latter, G eshkenbein system atic om ission to
relevant prior work. W hat is the logic behind K opnin as well as B Jatter and G eshkenbein
that when they need the transverse force, it is there, and when they don’t, they sinply

announce that i would not exist?

ITT. FUTURE

First of all, it seem s that the research community deserves explanations (none so far)
from K opnin, V Inokur, B latter, G eshkenbein, and their collaborators, on their lnconsistent
behaviors regarding to the use of Eq.(7), the transverse foroe. This is science. R essarchers
deserve honest answers.

It is di cukt to predict what w ill be the exciting results com ing out of BEC, quantum
com putation, and quantum turbulence and other related elds. Here I would rather focus
on the unsolved problem s along the m ore traditional Iine. T heir solutions w i1l undoubtedly
help us understand other problanm s.

treatm ent of boundary layer. On the phenom enological kevel of two uid m odel, it
would be nice to further extend the result obtained by T houless, G eller, V inen, Fortin, Rhee
(2001) (A Iso, Rhees, PhD Thesis, 2003, University of W ashington). T he approach w ill very
likely be based on a m ethod on the treatm ent of boundary layer. This will not only gain
an understanding on vortex dynam ics, it m ay also lead to a new insight on boundary layer
problm in general. However, thism ay be a rather hard problem .

m icroscopic derivation of fundam ental equation in bosonic super uid. Though
m athem atical fram ework to calculate the transverse force and friction on a m oving vortex
has been st up by Thouless et al (Thoulss, Ao, N1, 1996), and such a calculation has
been perfom ed for superconductors A o and Zhu, 1999), strangely enough there isno full
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range calculation yet for bosonic super uid even based on Bogolitbov theory. There is an
apparent di culty due to the existence of both nfrared and ultraviolt divergences built

Into the conventional approxin ation. In calculation of the friction and transverse force,
a oonsistent consideration of all degrees of freedom is needed, because of the topology of
vortex.

Hence, one neads to develop a consistent m icroscopic super uid theory at nite tem per—
atures based on Bogoliubov form ulation. T he rest of calculation on vortex dynam ics would
strongly resemble what has been done by Ao and Zhu (1999). A mapr di erence m ay be
that there isnow no localized core states. Iexpect to see a progress soon along this direction,
and Iwould be delighted to hear it as soon aspossiblke E -m ail: acping@ uwashington &du).

phonons and quasiparticles. For ferm ionic super uid, the di erent between phonons
and quasiparticles who carry super current is as clear asblue sky. This isnot so in bonosic
super uid. W e know that phonons exist in both super and nom alphases, but supercurrent
exists only in one phase. Even iIn super phase, the receiver of Packard can get phonons In
Helium II, not supercurrent. A clear understanding of this issue m ay despen our under-
standing of the m icroscopic theory of bosonic super uid, and m ay help understand som e
issues in quantum tuubulence, too.

m easurem ent of transverse force and friction. There isno doubt that m ore precise
as well as further m easurem ents on both transverse force Eq.(7) and fidction Eq.(@8) are
needed, forboth bosonic and ferm jonic super uids. Such experin ents really require courage
and talent: Courage to hnitiate experim ents and talent to design good experim ents. This
has already been dem onstrated [, 10, 11]. Tt is surprising that how little has been done
experin entally to test the fiindam ental vortex equation.

Though it is In possible in this short note to give a com plete reference list, I do hope that
the worksm entioned in the text should give a reader a ussful guidance to literature w ith an
Interesting perspective. From my own point ofview , a good entry point to have an overview

may be Ao and zhu (1999) []. Som e of additional relevant comm ents on the theoretical
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side m ay be found in Ref.[[1§, 17]].
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