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A bstract

W einvestigatepairinginstabilitiesin theFerm i-liquid-likestateofasinglespecies

ofanyons.W edescribetheanyonsasFerm ionsinteractingwithaChern-Sim onsgauge

� eld and considerthe weak coupling lim itwhere theirstatistics approachesthatof

Ferm ions. W e show that,within the conventionalBCS approach,due to induced

repulsive Coulom b and current-current interactions,the attractive Aharonov-Bohm

interaction isnotsu� cientto generatea gap in theFerm ion spectrum .
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The possibility ofsuperconductivity in anyon system sisofgeneralinterest. The

m ean � eld theory approach to system swith a single speciesofanyonsdeveloped by

Fetter,Hanna and Laughlin and otherauthors[1]argued thata � niteanyon density

induces a background statisticalm agnetic � eld and a Landau levelpicture ofthe

ground stateand theensuing energy gap and superconductivity em erged.There are

also alternativescenariosforanyon superconductivity wherethebackground statisti-

calm agnetic � eld isabsent,the ground state ofthe anyon system resem blesthatof

a Ferm iliquid and the superconductivity isrealized in the conventionalBCS m ode.

This occurs in a system which contains two species ofanyons ofopposite charges

with respect to the statisticalgauge � eld and which therefore have opposite frac-

tionalstatistics[2,3,4,5,6](wedenotethisas(+� )pairing).There,thestatistical

background m agnetic � elds canceland ithasbeen found thatthe Aharonov-Bohm

interaction isattractiveenough to generatethepairform ation.

Recently,it has been noted that system s with a single species ofanyons and a

Ferm i-liquid-likegroundstatearealsoofinterest[7].Anyonsaredescribed asFerm ions

interacting with a Chern-Sim onsgauge� eld so thatin theweak coupling lim ittheir

statisticsapproachesthatofFerm ions. The Ferm i-liquid state isachieved when the

m ean background statisticalm agnetic� eld iscancelled by an externalm agnetic� eld.

A pairing instability in such system s(which wedenote(++))hasbeen suggested as

an explanation oftheeven denom inatorstatesin thefractionalquantum Halle� ect.

Ithasbeen conjectured in [7]thatthe Aharonov-Bohm interactions(with coupling

constant 1=�)which give the Ferm ions fractionalstatistics are su� cient to drive a

superconducting pairing instability.In thisLetterwe shallshow thatthisisnotthe

case.W hen theback-reaction ofthegap in theFerm ion spectrum to theinteraction

potentialistaken into account,the BCS gap equation hasonly the trivialsolution.

W econcludethat,ifthereissuch an instability in thissystem ,itm ustoccuroutside
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oftheweak-coupling BCS scenario orelse bedriven by otherinteractions.Itisalso

worth noting thatin the physicalsystem s ofinterest � is sm all(forexam ple in [7]

� = 1=2�),andstrongcouplinge� ectscouldleadtothegapform ation(inthatscenario

therewould bea critical� wherepairing takesplace).In thatcase,we observe that

(aswaspreviously found forthe (+� )case [6])the coe� cientofthe Chern-Sim ons

term is renorm alized as � ! � � ‘=4�,where ‘ is the angular m om entum ofthe

Cooperpairwhich,because ofFerm istatistics,m ust be an odd integer. Thus,the

Hallconductivity and fractionalstatisticsofquasiparticlesand m agneticvorticesare

m odi� ed by the gap. Due to no-renorm alization beyond one loop argum ents[8]for

the Chern-Sim onsterm we expectthatthe latterresultisvalid beyond ourlarge �

perturbation theory.To getan even denom inatorHallconductance,2�k should bea

half-odd integer.

Itisinteresting to com parethe(++)case with the(+� )case whereithasbeen

shown [6]thatAharonov-Bohm interactionsdo lead to pairing and form ation ofan

energy gap,which even provestobeparam etrically largerthan thesim plestBCS gap.

Atthetreelevelthesecasesareequivalent:both contain only long-ranged Aharonov-

Bohm interaction (which m ightbe both attractive and repulsive,depending on the

angularm om entum ofthe anyon pair[4,6]). Bare Coulom b and m agnetic current-

current interactions are absent,but willbe generated by the radiative corrections.

Thedi� erencebetween the(+� )and (++)casesstem sfrom di� erentback-reactions

ofthegap form ation on thee� ective interaction between anyons.

Since the (+� )pairsare neutralwith respectto the statisticalgauge� eld,their

presence in the ground state does not lead to a M eissner e� ect (i.e. generation of

a London m ass) for the statisticalgauge � eld. M oreover, since at zero tem pera-

ture allanyons are bound in pairs,there are no free charge carriers in the system ,

and therefore,no Debye screening. Thisin turn resultsin the factthatradiatively
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induced Coulom b and m agnetic current-currentinteractionsareshortranged (topo-

logically m assive),whereastheAharonov-Bohm interaction rem ainslongranged and,

therefore,dom inant[6]. In the equalcharge case,on the contrary,the form ation of

(++) pairs ofcourse leads to both Debye and M eissner screening,and allinterac-

tionsbecom e shortranged. Thusthe interaction which causesanyon pairing willin

turn becom pletely changed by thisvery pairing.NotethatthevaluesoftheDebye

and London m assesare de� ned only by the density ofthe free charge carrersin the

form ercase and thatofthe superconducting ferm ionsin thelatterone.Ifthere isa

gap in theFerm ionicspectrum thesetwo arede� ned by thedensity ofanyonsin the

system ,and forzero tem peraturehavenothing to do with them agnitudeofthisgap,

irrespectively how sm allitis.They can thereforehavean im portantin
 uenceon the

gap equation. The purpose ofthis paper is to consider a self-consistent picture of

thisfeedback.W ewilldem onstratethatforlargek (2�=k isthestatisticsparam eter)

thereisnogap in theFerm ionicspectrum ,contrary totheresultin [7].Forsim plicity

wewillconsiderthezero-tem peraturecase.

W estartwith thelagrangian

L = �
�

2
�
���

A �@�A � + 	 y

 

i@0 � A0 � �

 

� i
@

@x
� A

! !

	 : (1)

wherethestatisticalcoupling� istaken positiveand large,and �(k)isthe(quasi)par-

ticle (anyon) dispersion law below taken to be �(k) = k2=2m � �F . The tree-level

potentialhaspureAharonov-Bohm form and readsin theradiation gauge(@iA i= 0)

U(p;p0)=
2i

�m

"ijpip
0
j

(p � p0)2
= �

2i

�m

sin�
p

p0
+ p0

p
� 2cos�

; (2)

where p = p(cos�;sin�), p0 = p0(cos�0;sin�0), � = � � �0. This potentialleads

to the form ation ofbound pairs ofanyons with non-zero angular m om entum [4].
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Substituted into thestandard BCS gap equation

� p = �
1

2

Z
dp0

(2�)2
Upp0

� p0

q

�2
p0
+ j� p0j

2

; (3)

itgivesrise to the exponentially suppressed gap,which dependsnontrivially on the

m om entum [6]

� (p)= � ei‘�

2

4

 
p

pF

! ‘

�(pF � p)+

 
pF

p

! ‘

�(p� pF )

3

5 : (4)

Thelargestgap isachieved forP-wavepairing

� ’ �F e
�2��

: (5)

Taking into account the back-reaction ofthe gap on the renorm alization ofthe

potentialleads to drastic changes in these tree-level conclusions. In the case of

(+� )pairing itrem ovestheexponentialsuppression ofthegap [6]

� �
�F

�
; (6)

which dem onstratestheexistenceofa new universality classforthesuperconducting

orderparam eter.

Now wewillshow thatin the(++)casetheresultisquitetheopposite:theonly

solution oftherenorm alized gap equation is� = 0.

To � nd the gap im proved potentialwe need to know the polarization operator

(herewith we willbe interested in the static lim it,when there isno energy transfer

through thegaugeline,and wewillrestrictourselvestothe� rstloop correction,asin

thelarge� lim itthecontribution ofhigherloopswillbesuppressed).In theradiation

gaugewe� nd [9]

1) � 00(q)= im
2�
,foralljqj< 2pF . Indeed,in the case ofthe single charge plasm a

the Debye screening doesnotdepend on whetherornotthe Ferm ionsare bound in

thepairs.
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2)� ij(q)= � i� (q)�ij :� (q = 0)= �F
4�
�ij.Thenonzero valueof� ij(q = 0)indicates

the appearance ofthe m agnetic London m assofthe statisticalphoton (M eissneref-

fect).NotethatthisLondon m assdoesnotdepend on thevalueofthegap,exhibiting

thusa nonanalytic behavior,asforthe case ofthe absentgap � (q = 0)= 0. This

isofno surprise,since weknow thatthevalueoftheLondon m assisdeterm ined by

the density ofsuperconducting Ferm ions,and atzero tem perature allFerm ionsare

superconducting howeversm allthegap.W hen q= jqjincreases� (q)decreases,and

forlarge q � � =vF itapproxim ately equals� (q)’ (� �F
qvF

+
q2

24�m
)�ij,where the last

term in thebracketsisthem agneticresponseofthenorm alm etal.

3) � 0i(q = 0)= ‘

4�
"ijqj,where ‘ isthe angularm om entum ofthe pair. Thisleads

to the sam e renorm alization ofthe Chern-Sim ons coupling as those � rst found in

[6]�ren = � � ‘=4�,but it is worth recalling that now,after the form ation ofthe

BCS pairs,theAharonov-Bohm interaction isshortranged,and thisrenorm alization

doesnotlead to a considerable enhancem entofthe Aharonov-Bohm attraction and

in whatfollowswewillneglectitin thelarge� lim it.Sincethereisno correctionsto

the Chern-Sim onsterm in the ordinary free plasm a,forq � � =vF � 0i decreasesto

zero.

Thefullgaugepropagatorisin them atrix notations

D
�1 = D

�1
0
� P ; (7)

whereD 0 isthebarepropagator,theonly nonzero com ponentofwhich is

D 0i=
1

�

"ijqj

q2
; (8)

and P isthepolarization operator.So,

D 00 = iD 0 ; D 0 =
�

�2q2 + m �

2�

;
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D ij = � iD1

 

�ij �
qiqj

q2

!

; D 1 =
m =2�

�2q2 + m �

2�

;

D 0i= D 2"ijqj ; D 2 =
1

�q2 + m �

2��

: (9)

ThebehaviorofthefunctionsD 0;1;2 isdepicted on Fig.1.Note,thatfor

q�
< q0 ’

�
�

�2�F

�1=3

;pF (10)

the propagators D 1;2 increase with increasing q. This very unusualbehavior ofa

propagatorwould beforbidden in therelativisticcase,and isa nete� ectofthe� nite

density ofanyons,presence ofthe gap in theirspectrum ,and the form ofthe bare

gauge propagator(dom ination ofthe Chern-Sim onsterm in it). Itm akesthe m ost

im portantregion ofthe transferred m om enta q2 = (p � p0)2 in thegap equation (3)

tobeq’ q0,asopposed tothestandard casewherethisregion wasq’ (�
�F
)pF � q0.

Note,thatdespiteallourinteractionsareshortranged in thesense,thatallD iare

� nite(and non-zero)atq= 0,them agneticinteraction stillcontainsthefactorof1=q2

from the tensor structure D ij = iD 1

�

�ij �
qiqj

q2

�

(this is a rem iniscent ofthe gauge

sym m etry oftheoriginallagrangian (1)).Therefore,thecorresponding potentialfor

thecurrent-currentinteraction in the‘-wavepairing (cf.(2,4))

UM (p;p
0)=

i

m 2
pipjD ijcos‘� =

1

m 2
D 1

p2p02sin�2cos‘�

p2 + p02 � 2pp0cos�
; (11)

is� nitewhen p0! p (p0! p;� ! 0).

Thetwo othersinteractions,Coulom b

UC = � iD00cos‘� = D0cos‘�

and Aharonov-Bohm ,

UA B = �
2ipi

m
D 0iisin‘� = �

2

m
D 2

pp0sin� sin‘�

p2 + p02 � 2pp0cos�
;
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vanish in this lim it,and are,therefore,subdom inant with respect to the current-

currentinteraction.

Letusstress thattaking into accountthe back-reaction ofpairing onto the po-

tentialbetween anyonsresultsin weaking oftheattractivepartofthepotential,and

appearing ofthestrong repulsive part.So weconclude,thatthegap should be sup-

pressed even strongerthatitwasatthetreelevel(see(5))and theratio � =�F isthe

sm allestparam eterin thetheory.

Itcan beseen thatparam etrically theRPA im proved gap equation reads[9]

� =

8
<

:
�
� 2=3�

1=3

F

�4=3
�

� 4=3

�4=3�
1=3

F

+
�

�

9
=

;
log

�
�F

�

�

; (12)

wherethe� rstterm in thecurly bracketsisthecontribution ofthem agneticcurrent-

current interaction,the second one is that ofthe Coulom b interaction (these two

com e from the sm allm om entum transfer in the gap equation (3),jp � p0j� q0) ,

and thelastoneisthecontribution oftheAharonov-Bohm interaction (itcom esfrom

the large m om entum transfer in the gap equation,jp � p0j� q0 for which it has

essentially thebareform ).W esee,thatonly thetrivialsolution � = 0 satis� es(12),

provided theconstraint� �
< �F e

�2�� isful� lled.Therefore we conclude,thatwithin

thesim plestBCS picturethereisnopairingin theFerm iliquid ofanyonsofthesam e

charge.

It also seem s unlikely that for pairing at large angular m om enta ‘ the system

m ightbecom e superconducting dueto the Kohn-Luttingere� ect[10].Indeed,aswe

showed,them ostim portantregion ofthetransferred m om entum in thegap equation

(3)isq � q0,where the netinteraction isrepulsive,whatm akes the im proved gap

equation (12)to haveno non-trivialsolutions.To sm earoutthisrepulsion oneneeds

very largeangularm om enta,

‘�>

 
�2�F

�

!
1=3

; (13)
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which look im plausible.

Theargum entspresented above,ofcourse,do notruleoutthegeneralpossibility

ofthe superconductivity in these system s. There m ightbe other,m ore com plicated

m echanism s of pairing , like gapless superconductivity [11]. Besides that, as we

m entioned above,forrealphysicalsystem sthe valueofthestatisticsparam eter� is

rathersm all,sothesesystem scorrespond tothestrongcouplingregim e.Forexam ple,

for� � 2� thestatisticsofanyonsisclosetothatofbosons,and thesystem ofequally

charged anyonsin thiscase willbehave like theXY m odel,forwhich thelong-range

orderexists[12].Alltheseshould bea subjectoffurtherinvestigations.

TheauthorsaregratefultoD.Eliezer,S.Yu.Khlebnikov,P.C.E.Stam p and N.W eiss

fornum erousvaluablediscussions.
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FIG U R E C A PT IO N

a)ThebehaviorofthepropagatorD 00(q)= iD 0(q):

1)q� q0, D 0 ’
2�

m

2)q0 � q� q2, D 0 ’
1

4�2m

�

�F

p3
F

q3

3)q2 � q�
< pF , D 0 ’

1

24��2m

b)ThebehaviorofthepropagatorsD ij(q)= � iD1(q)
�

�ij �
qiqj

q2

�

,D 0i(q)= D 2(q)"ijqj:

1)q� q1, D 1 ’
4�

�F
, D 2 ’

16�2

p2
F

2)q1 � q� q0, D 1 ’
1

�F

2�F
�

q

pF
, D 2 ’

1

p2
F

16���F
�

q

pF

3)q2 � q�
< pF , D 1 ’

1

4��2�F

p2
F

q2
, D 2 ’

1

�p2
F

p2
F

q2

M axim alvaluesD 1(q0)�
1

�F

�
�F
��

�
1=3

, D 2(q0)�
1

p2
F

�
�2�F
�

�
1=3

Thevaluesofthecrossoverm om enta are:q0 �
�

�F
�2�

�
1=3

pF , q1 �
�
�F
�

�

pF ,

q2 �
�
�F
�

�
1=3

pF .
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