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A bstract

A two din ensional array of Jossphson jinctions in a m agnetic eld is considered. It is
shown that the dynam ics of the vortices in the array resem bles that of electrons on a two{
din ensional Jattice put In a m agnetic eld perpendicular to the lattice. Under approprate
conditions, this resemblance resuls in the fom ation of a quantum Hall uid of vortices.
T he bosonic nature of vortices and their long range logarithm ic interaction m ake som e of
the properties of the vortices’ quantum Hall uid di erent from those of the electronic one.
Som e of these di erences are studied in detail. Finally, it is shown that a quantum Hall

uid of vortices m anifests itself in a quantized H all electronic transport in the array.

1. Introduction

T hispaper discusses a quantized Halle ect QHE) state of vortices In a two din ensional
(2D ) array of Jossphson junctions. M otivated by the analogy between M agnus force acting
on a vortex moving In a two{dim ensional ideal uid and Lorenz foroe acting on a charge
In a magnetic eld, we study the transoort of vortices In a Jossphson junction array. In
particular, we focus on the case in which the charging energy ofthe array ism inin ized when
the num ber of C ooper pairs on each elem ent of the array is not an integer. W e nd that
for a certain range of param eters the vortices are expected to form a quantum Hall uid,

and the resistivity of the array is expected to show a QHE behavior. W hile som e of the
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properties of the quantum Hall uid fom ed by the vortices are sin ilar to those of the well
known Laughlin uid, form ed by electrons In QHE system s, we nd that the logarithm ic
Interaction between the vortices leads to Interesting m odi cations of other properties.

T he paper is organized in the llow ng way: in Section () we review the classical and
quantum m echanical analogies between the 2D dynam ics of charged particles under the
e ect of a magnetic eld and that of vortices in a 2D uid. These analogies, arising from
the analogy between M agnus and Lorenz forces, m otivate the Introduction ofthe system we
analyze { a Jossphson jinction array in a m agnetic eld, and the study of a quantized Hall
e ect In that system . Section (2) is concluded w ith a precise fommulation of the problem
to be studied. In Section (3) we analyze the transoort of vortices in this array. W e show
that the dynam ics of the vortices can be m apped on that of charged particles under the
e ect ofam agnetic eld, a lattice{induced periodic potentialand a m utual interaction. The
m utual Interaction is com posed ofa logarithm ic "static" part aswellas a velocity {dependent
short ranged part. In Section (4) we analyze the quantized Halle ect associated w ith the
transport ofthe vortices, and its ocbservable consequences. In particular, we study the unigque
features of the QHE for logarithm ically Interacting particlks. Conclusions are presented in
Section (5).

T he possibility of Q uantum H all phenom ena in Jossphson junction arrays was recently
discussed in two other works, one of O dintsov and Nazarov [l]], and the other of Choi B].
T he regin e of param eters we consider isdi erent from the ones considered by these authors.

W e comm ent brie y on this di erence and its in plications in section ().

2. Transport of vortices in a Josephson junction array { introduc-
tion and m otivation

T he classical dynam ics of vortices n two{din ensional ideal uids is well known to re—
sem ble that of charged particles under the e ect ofa strong m agnetic eld [fl. An electron

In amagnetic eld is sub Ect to Lorenz foroe, whik a vortex in an ideal uid is sub fct to



M agnus force. B oth forces are proportional and perpendicular to the velocity. Two electrons
in a strong m agnetic eld encircle each other, and so do two vortices In an ideal uid. The
dynam ics of both are well approxin ated by an Ham iltonian that includes only a potential
energy V (X;y), where x;y are the planar coordinates, and forwhich x and y are canonically
conugate. This approxin ation is known as the quiding center approxin ation for the elec—
tronic problem , and as Eulerian dynam ics for the vortex problm . This close resem blance
naturally raises the possbility of analogies between transport phenom ena of electrons In a
m agnetic eld and those of vortices in ideal uids.

A vortex n a uid can be viewed as an excitation n which each uid particlke is given
an angular m om entum 1 relative to the vortex center []. Consequently, the velocty eld
v () of the uid satis es 5 v = zm—l, wherem isthemass ofa uid particke, and is
a curxve that encloses the vortex center. W hen the vortex center m oves w ith a velocity u,
and the uid is at rest far away from the vortex center, the vortex center is subct to a
M agnus foroe, given by Fy agnus = 2 Ina 2, where n is the num ber density ofthe uid far
away from the vortex core. Being both proportional and perpendicular to the velocity of
the vortex center, M agnus force cbviously resem bles the Lorenz foroe acting on an electron
moving In the x vy plne under the e ect of a magnetic eld B2. This Lorenz force is
given by Frorenz = %u 2, where u is the velocity of the electron. T hus, the rolk played
by the product §B In the Jatter case is played by the product 2 In in the omer. W hilke
the uid density plays a rok analogous to that of a m agnetic eld, a uid current plays a
role analogous to that of an electric eld. To see that, note that In a fram e of reference In
which the elctron is at rest, the foroe it is sub et to looks as if it arises from an electric

eld, given by 2u 2. Similarly, in a fram e of reference in which the vortex center is at
rest, the force it is subct to seem s to ardse from the m otion of the uid. Since the uid
current density is J = nu, In the vortex rest fram e theM agnus force isFy agnus = 2 I 2,
and J 2 plys a rok analogous to that of an electric eld. Thus, whik the uid density

a ects the vortex dynam ics in the sam e way a m agnetic eld a ects electronic dynam ics,



the uid current plays the ok ofan ekctric eld. M axwell's equation ¥ E + & = 0 is
then analogous to the continuity equation in the uid ¥ J+ % = 0. B1 @1

Quantum m echanics Introduces two new Ingredients to the analogies discussed above.
The rstisthe quantum ofangularm om entum 1, given by h (or altematively, the quantum
of vorticity, mﬂ) [11. The second is the quantization of the m agnetic ux, the integral of the
m agnetic eld overarea. T hisquantization ism ost clearly seen through the A haronov{B ohm
e ect []: the Aharonov{Bohm phase shift accum ulated by an electron traversing a closed
path in amagnetic eld is2 timesthe number of ux quanta it encircles. C om bining these
tw o ingredients together, one should expect a quantization associated w ith the integral of
the num ber density over area, ie., wih the number of particles. T his quantization should
m anifest itself n the phase accum ulated by a vortex carrying a single quantum of angular
m om entum , h, when i traverses a closed path In a uid. Indeed, as shown rst by A rovas,
Schrie er and W ilczek ], such a vortex does accum ulate a geom etric (Berry) phase E],
and this phase is 2 tines the number of uid particles it encircles. The analog ofa ux
quatum is then a single uid particle [L[1]. N ote that the analogy between vortex dynam ics
In a uid and electron dynam ics in a m agnetic eld does not depend on the uid being
charged, and is valid for neutral uids aswell

Quantum transport of2D electrons in am agnetic eld crucially depends on the electronic

1ling factor, the ratio between the density of conduction electrons and the density of ux
quanta. Fora very low lling factor, ( 1), electrons are expected to form a W igner lattice.
At higher 1lling factors, the quantized Hall e ect takes place [[2]l. Sin ilarly, we expect
transport of vortices in a uid to depend on a vortex " 1ling factor", the ratio between the
density of vortices and the density of uid particles. H owever, in continious two din ensional
uids this ratio isusually m uch an aller than one, and the vortices Indeed orm an A brikosov

lattice.

How can the vortices " lling factor" be m ade larger? In this work we m ake the vortex

Iing factor larger by considering a lattice structure. A s is well known, all properties of



electrons on a lattice are nvariant to the addition of a m agnetic ux quantum to a lattice
plquette. Sim ilarly, when we consider vortex transport on a latticestructured uid, we

nd all properties to be nvariant to the addition of a singke uid particlke to a lattice site.
Tt is this perdodicity that allow s us to m ake the e ective lling factormuch larger than the
ratio between the density of vortices and the density of uid particles.

Based on the Hregoing general considerations, we study in this paper a Jossphson junc—
tion array in a m agnetic eld. Jossphson junction arrays were extensively studied in recent
years [13] [[4]. The array we consider is com posed of identical am all super{conducting dots
coupled by a nearest{neighbors Jossphson coupling E ;, and by a capacitance m atrix ¢.
For de nimess, we consider a square lattice of the superconducting dots. G eneralizations
to other lattices are straight forward. A perpendicular m agnetic eld induces vortices in
the con guration of the superconducting phase. W e denote the average num ber of vortices
per lattice plaquette by N, . Each of the dots carries a dynam ical num ber of C ooper pairs,
denoted by n; (forthe ith dot), aswellaspositive background charges. T he charging energy
of the array ism Inin ized for a certain set of values ofn;, which we denote by ny;;. (In our
notation, charge is always expressed In unisof2e, ie, n;;n,,; aredim ensionless.) W hile the
n;’s are operators w ith integer eigenvalues, ny,; are real param eters, that are closely related
to the chem icalpotential of the dots. In this work we consider the case iIn which for all sites

Ny;; = Ny . The Ham iltonian describbing the array is L4,

(2e)*X o1 X ]
H = i n)Cy @y n)+E; @ ocos(i A 4n) 1)

2 i3 hiji

w here ¥ nyi denotes a sum over nearest neighbors, n; is the num ber of C ooper pairs on the
i%th dot, ; is the phase of the superconducting order param eter on the ith dot, & is the
extemally put vector potential and the integral is taken between the sites i and j. A factor
sz_ce is understood to be absotbed in &. Thematrix ¢ ! is the nverse of the capacitance
matrix €. G enerally, the m atrix ¢ icludes elm ents coupling a dot to itsnearest neighbors,
to the substrate and to neighbors further away. The m atrix elem ents of both ¢ and €1t

are a function of the distance between the sites i and j. For short distances the electrostatic



energy is determ Ined by nearest neighbors capacitance only, and all other capacitances can
be ignored. The ij m atrix elam ent of C ! isthen (:2? Ibg¥; rjwhereC,, isthe nearest
neighbors capacitance [[4]. For large distances, the electrostatic interaction depends also
on capacitance to the substrate and capacitance to neighbors further away. The inverse
capaciance m atrix then decays w ith the distance. T hroughout m ost of our discussion we
assum e that the size ofthe array is an allenough such that the charging energy is determ ined
by nearest neighbors capacitance only. T hen, the charging energy involves one energy scale,

Ec 2Ce,2m . The e ect of other capacitances isbrie y discussed in section (3).

Since ourm ain interest in this study is focused on transport phenom ena of vortices, we
constrain ourselres to arrays In which Ey2E . In that regin e of param eters vortices are
m obilk enough not to be trapped w ithin plaquettes, but their rest energy is Jarge enough such
that quantum uctuations of vortex {antivortex pair production can be neglected. A rays
in which E;®E. were studied experin entally by van der Zant etal [[§], and were found
to show a magnetic eld tuned transition from an aln ost super conducting state to an
alm ost nsulating state. At weak m agnetic elds the density of vortices is low, and their
ground state is the Abrikosov lattice. The amray is then super{oonducting. T he transition
to the insulating state, at a crdtical value of the m agnetic eld, is Interpreted as caused by
a transition of the vortices from a lattice phase to a correlated super{ uid{like phase [L1l]
[3).

Asmentioned In section (1), QHE phenom ena in Jossphson jinction arrays were dis—
cussed in two recent preprints. The rst, by Odintsov and Nazarov fJ], focuses on the
regineE¢ E s, and discusses a quantum Hall uid ofC ooper{pairs. T he second, by Choi
Q], focuses on the regine E 5 E¢, and discusses a quantum Hall uid of vortices. The
quantum uid we discuss In this paper has som e sim ilarity to the one discussed by Chod
However, the di erence in the regim e discussed, as well as our detailed study of the e ect
of the logarithm ic vortex{vortex interaction, m ake som e of our conclusions di erent from
those of Choi.

D ue to the lJattice structure ofthe array, the spectrum and eigenstates of the H am ittonian



@) are m anifestly periodic w ith respect to n,, w ith the period of one C ooper{pair [, = 1).
T his periodicity is sim ilar to the periodicity of the spectrum of electrons on a lattice w ith
respect to the addition ofone ux quantum perplaquette. T hus, although the ratio between
the density of vortices and the density of charges In the system is very am all, the physically
m eaningfull ratio isthe ratio ofn, to (hy []) Where h,]isthe Jargest Integer am aller than
ny), and this ratio is not necessarily an all. Follow Ing this cbservation, we lim it ourselves
from now on to the case 0 n < 1.

Having describbed in detail the Jossphson junction array to be considered, we conclude
this section by form ulating precisely the question to be studied, nam ely, how do the physical
properties of the array depend on the ratio between the vortex density n, and the charge
density n,? W e start our exam ination of that question by deriving an e ective action for

the vortices In the array.

3. The e ective action for the vortices

The Ham iltonian ]) describes the Jossphson jinctions array in temm s of the sets of
variables fn;g;f ;g. In this section we derive an equivalent description ofthe array In term s
of the vortex density V°*, the vortex current J'°* and gauge elds the vortices interact
with. Our goals n attem pting to derive this description are three{fold. The st goalis
to verify the validity of our assertion that vortices are sub Ect to M agnus force, and that
n, plys a rok analogous to that of a m agnetic eld In electronic dynam ics. The second
goal is to study the m utual interactions between vortices. T he third goal is to estin ate the
m ass of the vortices. The rst two goals are relatively easy to achieve. E stin ating the m ass
of the vortex, however, tums out to be a harder task, which we are abk to handl only
approxin ately.

The e ective action for vortices In a Jossphson junction array was rst discussed by
E ckem and Schm id, who considered the H am iltonian @),with ny, = 0. M ore generally, the

e ective action for sihgularities in the phase con guration ofa com plex eld was discussed



In various other contexts in physics. A particularly convenient m ethod for the derivation
of such an action is the "duality transform ation", developed and used by Jose etal. [[4],
Berezhinskii [[7], Peskin [[§], Fisher and Lee [[3] and others. This m ethod was applied to
analyze the m otion of vortices In Jossphson jinction arrays (again, for the case ny, = 0) by
Fazio, G eigenm uller and Schon [2Q].

In our derivation ofthe e ective action, we ollow Fazio, G eigenm uller and Schon R{]by
applying the duality transform ation to obtain an e ective action for vortices on a lattice.
The action resulting from the duality transom ation Eq. @) below) describes the vortices
asbosons on a lattice interacting w ith an extemally put vector potential, aswellasw ih a
dynam ical vector potential. The extermally put vector potential, which we denote by K **F,
satis es # K**= 2 hn,. The interaction w ith the dynam ical vector potentialm ediates a
vortex {vortex interaction, com posed oftwo parts. The rst part is the fam iliar Jogarithm ic
Interaction. Its strength is proportional to the Jossphson energy E ;. The sscond part,
Induced mostly by the charging energy of the array, is a short ranged velocity {velocity
interaction. T he Jatter m akes the vortices m assive, since it includes a self interaction tem ,
quadratic in the vortex velocity. However, the m ass de ned by this Interaction is a "bare
m ass", that does not take into account the periodic potential exerted on the vortices by the
lattice. G enerally soeaking, the periodic potential changes the bare m ass into an e ective
band mass. In an attem pt to estin ate the band m ass we write the continuum Im it of
the vortices action. In the contihuum Jlanguage, vortices are m assive particles Interacting
w ith an external vector potential, with a periodic Jattice potential and w ith one another.
O ur analysis of this rather com plicated dynam ics follow s the way the dynam ics of electrons
on a lattice is analyzed. W e start by neglecting vortex {vortex interactions. W e are then
faced w ith a singke particke problem , In which a m assive vortex interactsw ith a static vector
potential R ***, and w ith a periodic Jattice potential. T hisproblem is identicalto the problem
of an electron under the e ect of a uniform m agnetic eld and a lattice periodic potential,
whose solution is well known. W hen n, 1 the e ect of the periodic potential can be

acoounted for by changing the "barem ass" to an e ective m ass. W e lim it ourselves to this



case, and estin ate the resulting e ective m ass. Then, we incorporate the vortex{vortex
Interactions back into the action.

Before tuming into the details of the derivation sketched in the last paragraph, we pause
to de ne a notation. W e denote 3{vectors by bold{faced ltters, and their two spatial
com ponents by vector arrow s. T he electrom agnetic potential isthen A = @A(;A;Ay) =
A g;A). W enumber array sitesby a subscript 1. T he bond connecting a site i to itsneighbor
on the right side is denoted by the subscript i;x. Sin ilarly, the bond connecting the ith
site to the site above it is denoted by the subscript i;y. The di erence operator 7, a
discretized version of ¥, is de ned accordingly. W hen operating on a scalar , orexam ple,
the x{com ponent of 7, is ; where j is the neighbor to the right side of 1.

O ur derivation of the e ective action starts by considering the partition fiinction

Z Z
7 =tre 8 = D fni,g Df ige LS (fn; Ogif 1 () 2)

R hop i
where the action S (fn; t)g; £ ; (©)g) odt i ;hn; (®©—=@® H (fnt)g;£ ;(t)g) and the

Ham iltonian isgiven by (). T he path integralisto include allpaths satisfyingn; ( ) = n; (0)
and ;)= ;( ). The vadabls n; are integers and therefore the path integral has to be
perform ed stepw ize P1]. W e lin it ourselves to zero tem perature, ie., =1 .
The rst step ofthe derivation fllow s closely previous works R(], and is therefore given
In Appendix A . Using the Villain approxin ation and the duality transfom ation m ethod,
the path integral over the charge and phase degrees of freedom , n; and 4, is transfom ed
to a path integral over a 3{com ponent integer eld J}°* descrdbing the vortex charge and
density, and a 3{com ponent realgauge eld K ;, to which J{°* is coupled. This gauge eld
describes the charge degrees of freedom , to which it is related through its derivatives. T he
eld strengths associated w ith this gauge eld, ﬁ @ Kj; are the Cooper{pairs current
and density on the i'th site. In term s 0of J'°F and K, and in a gauge in which ¥ K = 0 the

action is given by,
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where ™ K®t= 2 hn,. Thisaction describes the vortices asbosons on a lattice, interacting
w ith an extemally put gauge eld R ** whose spatial curl is a constant, given by 2 hn,,
and w ith a dynam icalgauge eld K . A s expected from the sin ilarity between M agnus and
Lorenz forces, a m oving vortex is a ected by the Cooper{pairs on the dots in the sam e
m anner a charged partick isa ected by am agnetic eld. M oreover, the Jossphson currents
between thedotsa ect the vortices in the sam eway an electric eld a ects charged particks.
The last three temm s of the action inclide the s=lf energy of the eld K. They are simply
understood once the relation between K and the Cooper{pairs currents and densities is
taken into account. The rst two are the kinetic energy of the Jossphson currents (the
transverse part of that current is ="K ,, and <K is the Iongitudialpart). The last tem
is the charging energy (the net charge on the ith dot is ﬁ ~ Kj). The transverse part
of the current satis es a two dinensional Gauss law ~?K, = 4 °E; Y and mediates a
Jogarithm ic Interaction between the vortices. T he excitation spectrum ofR is the soectrum
of longitudinal oscillations of the C ooper{pairs, ie., the plasn a spectrum of the array.
Ournext step isa fom ulation ofthe continuum lin it ofthe action ). W hen doing that,
two points should be handled carefully. The rst is the periodic potential exerted by the
lattice on the vortex. This potential was studied in detailby Lobb, Abraham and T inkham
B7]. Since Currentsdo not ow unifomm ly w ithin the array, the energy cost associated w ith
a creation of a vortex depends on the position of its center w ithin a plaquette (ie., on the
precise distribution of the currents circulating its core). This energy cost is periodic w ith
respect to a lJattice spacing of the array, and is independent of the sign of the vorticiy.
T he origin of this potential can be visualized using the analogy w ith 2D electrostatics. ITn
that analogy, a vortex is analogous to a charge In a two{din ensional world. A vortex on

a lattice is then analogous to a charge In a two din ensional world in which the dielctric
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constant varies periodically with positHon. T he electrostatic energy of such a charge varies
periodically w ith position, too, and is ndependent of the sign of the charge. This energy
cost can then be Interpreted as a perodic potential exerted by the lattice on the vortices.
T he characteristic energy scale for that potential isE ;. Its am plitude and functional form
were studied in Ref. PJ]. The am plitude was ound to be 02E ; and 005E ; for square and
triangular lattices, respectively.

A convenient way to incorporate the periodic dependence of the vortex potential energy
on the position of the vortex core w ithin a plaquette is by replacing the Jossphson energy
E; i the action @) by a periodically space dependent function s (¢), that is non{zero only
along lattice bonds. The period of 5 () is cbviously the lattice spacing. The energy cost
involved with the Jossphson currents then becomes drg—— [E Ko 5D)* + ® @iD)?),
and that energy cost con nes the currents to the lattice bonds. The e ect of the spatial
dependence of ;5 (¢¥) on the Interactionsm ediated by K ;K is discussed below .

T he second point to be handled carefully when transform Ing to a a continuum action is
the short distance cut{o on the capacitancem atrix. T hem odelw e em ploy doesnot attem pt
to describe statics and dynam ics of C ooper{pairs w thin superconducting dots. Thus, is
continuum version should not allow for excitations of K at wavelengths shorter than the
lattice spaing. This constraint is taken into account by introducing a high wave{vector
cut{o to the capacitance m atrix, as it was done in Ref. [@].

Taking into account the two points discussed above, the continuum lim it of the action

@) is
R R (
S = dt de [V @D T K@D+ 1T @b Kl + R (@)]

)
+ 1 — [ K, 550)2 + & @1)?] “)

8 2 5 )

h i h i

2 R R R o0« Q1 o~ 0
+5%57 dt dr & K@ Cle 4 RaSh

W hen the elds K ;R are integrated out they m ediate m utual interactions between
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vortices and self interactions of a vortex w ith itself. The spatial dependence of 5 (¥) does
not signi cantly a ect mutual interactions between vortices whose distance ismuch larger
than one lattice spacing. It does, however, potentially a ect the self Interaction.

Consider the action associated wih a singlk vortex. A s discussed above, due to the
soatialdependence of 5 (¥), the Interaction of the vortex w ith K ( yields a periodically space
dependent potentialenergy RJ]. The coupling to K results in a kinetic energy. To see that,
note that the vortex current corresponding to a m oving vortex whose center is at #; (t) is
IV = & () (@ #@)). Substituting this expression in the action @), we nd the part of
the action that depends on the vortex velocity, #, and the gauge eld it interactswih, K,

to be
R
i d=@® K @D

R (R 1 2 e R R oh~ i'\l " 0 !
+dt degr B+ 5y de ' K@p Cle £ F Kehy

©)

The gauge eld K can be integrated out, w ith the resulting e ective action for the vortex
velocity # being non{lcal n tine. However, as pointed out by Eckem and Schm id [[4]
and by Fazio et.al. R{], the tin e non {locality can be neglected as long as the characteristic
frequencies involved In #, () are an aller than the Jossphson plagn a frequency %p 8E;E. .
T his neglect is possble due to the gap in the excitation spectrum of K, a gap that m akes
the tin e non {locality short ranged P3]. H aving neglected the tim e non{locality, we nd the

e ective action for the vortex velocity # to be,

z 1 2
dtém bare®o (t) (6)
where m 1., the vortex bare m ass, is de ned by m pare % . [[4] Thus, the interaction of
the vortex wih K results in a kinetic tem .
Having integrated out both Ko and K we have tumed the single vortex action into

an action of a charged particke interacting w ith a periodic potential and a m agnetic eld
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2 hn,. For ny 1 the e ect of the periodic potential is to change the bare m ass into
an e ective band m ass. Since the Iowest band is the relevant one for bosons, the band
m ass is aways larger than the bare one P4]. The e ective band mass forn, = 0 was
studied both theoretically and num erically by G eigenmuller PJ] and by Fazio etal. (]
(s=e also references therein). W hik a qualitative estin ate of the m ass is easy to arrive at,
a quantitative determm nation depends on the precise details of the periodic potential, and
is therefore hard to obtain. Q ualitatively, the tight binding lim it, In which E; E¢, is
distinguished from theweak periodicpotentiallin i, n w hich the opposite condition applies.

In the fom er, the e ective band m ass is

s a

By
Mpna K EEl e Fc (7)
gEc

where 1, are numbers of order unity Q4] R3]. In the htter,

Es 5
Mpand  Mpare 1+ (E_) 8)
c

T he regin e of param eters we are interested in lies between the two lin its. It is therefore
reasonable to assum e that the band m ass is Jarger than, but of the order of, the bare one.
W e now tum to discuss the m any vortices con guration. A s we have argued above, the
discreteness ofthe array doesnot signi cantly a ect them utual interaction betw een vortices.
T herefore, for the study of this interaction we m ay replace ;s @) by E ;. Then, the action

@) can be written In m om entum space as

R R dg 11 vor — + V0T ext 1 .
S= dt o Y T @Kogt 17y K(q+Kq)+m[:gKoqf+ KoF]

o

+ %jﬁ RKqFC ' @

vor

where ¢ ;J(;OI;Kq;R'(fIXt;CA ! () are the Fourer transfom s of the corresponding quantities.

Them om entum space representation used in Eq. (§) is convenient for the integration ofthe

eld K . The integration out of the tim e com ponent, K ¢, yields a density {density interaction

R
between the vortices, of the form % dq%j DA 0¥ @3, whereq . W hen transfom ed

back to real space, this Interaction is
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Z Z
E; de (" @ Tn)bgr () 1) (10)

Sin ilarly, the integration ofK yields a current{current interaction between the vortices. In
the gauge we use, K4 has only transverse com ponents. It therefore m ediates an interaction
only between the transverse com ponent of the vortex currents. Integrating out K, and
neglcting again the slight non{locality In tin e, we nd that the current{current interaction
isgiven, n m om entum space, by

2 Z 2 Z

b dg
8 ¢! (@

';IOI‘ — d'})]Or ll
VT = e, 0T (L1)

where JJ° 3 J4°" is the transverse com ponent of J;**, and the integralover g is cut{o

atg= 2 . The current{current interaction is described in real space as,
Z z Z

h dr &’ dgP"t ) G0t &) qﬁeiq =) a2)
16E ¢ g

A spointed out In Ref. @], this current{current Interaction inclides both a self interaction
term , that assigns a m assm pare 0 €ach vortex, and a velocity {velocity Interaction between
di erent vortices. T he form er was discussed in the context of a single vortex. The latter is
short ranged. For large ssparations, it is Inversly proportional to the square of the distance
between the Interacting vortices.

Eags. {L0) and {3) both neglkcted the e ect of the lattice structure of the array on the
vortex {vortex interactions. Sin ilar to the com m on practice in the analysis of electrons on a
lattice, we assum e that the soke e ect of the Jattice is to m odify the single vortex m ass from
the bare m ass m .. to the e ective band m assm 9. The current{current interaction in
Eqg. ) Includes a s=lf interaction that assigns a m assm e to each vortex. To acoount for
the m odi cation of the m ass by the lattice, we add another kinetic term to the action, of
the form M 5 dr&(’f)2 w here M Mpand  Mpare - A logether, then, the e ective vortices

2 VOr (p) 14

action becom es,

14



( .
R R h Jvor (r)Z . 1
gver ( Vor) — dc dr M + fgver (f) Kext (f)

2 VOT ()

> R _R DR . o
de dr  dglI"™ ) Gl @)  gize® T 13)

16E ¢

)

FES () Rbo¥ TR )
Eq. {3) isa concise description ofthe dynam ics of the vortices, since the only dinam ical
elds it Includes are those of the vortices. Tt describes the vortices as Interacting particles
ofm assm pang and an average density n,, under the e ect ofa "magnetic eld" 2 hn,.The
vortices " lling factor” is then indeed 2—: .

The current{current interaction term in the action ) is som ew hat inconvenient for
calculations. Thus, in our analysis of the quantum Hall uid of vortices In the next section
we choose to reintroduce K, and consider the vortices as particles ofmassM  interacting
w ith a dynam ical vector potential K , as wellas w ith K *** and w ith one another.

W e conclude this section w ith a few ram arks regarding the dependence of its results on
the form ofthe capacitance m atrix. T he capacitance m atrix determ ines the barem ass ofthe
vortex (seeEgs. @) and (§)) and the form ofthe vortex current{current interaction (sseEq.
@3)). so far we considered a capacitance m atrix that inclides only nearest neighbors cou—
pling. T he nverse capacitance m atrix describbes then a two din ensionalC oulom b interaction
between Cooper{pairs on the superconducting dots. In Fourier space, it is proportional to
é . Inclusion of capacitances to the ground and/or capacitance between dots that are not
nearest neighbors result In a screening of that Interaction. Then, at anallqg, ¢1 @/ g ,
wih O < 2. This screening has two consequences. F irst, the kinetic energy cost in—
volred in a vortex m otion, ie., isbaremass, is a ected. Second, the excitation spectrum
of R becom es gapless. W e now exam Ine these consequences. Consider a vortex m oving in a
constant velocity v. As seen from Eqg. (§), a m oving vortex acts ke a source for the vector
potential K . The (inaghary tine) wave equation for K can be derived from Eq. @). In

Fourer space its solution is,
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Kog = vy

w here v, % is the transverse part of the velocity vector. T he longitudinal com ponent
ofK vanishes In the gauge we use. T he kinetic energy cost associated w ith the m otion ofa

vortex is the energy cost ofthe eds K and £ K it creates. It is com posed of two parts.

The rst, 5 drg ZlE - K“Z , Is the kinetic energy cost of the lIongitudinal currents created by the
m otion of the vortex. The sscond, =% de wr R Cle #f K@) isthe
cost in charging energy. A m oving vortex induces voltage dropsbetween the superconducting
dots, and those resut in a charging energy cost, detem ined by the capacitance m atrix. T he

rst energy cost is proportional to v*, while the second is proportional to v?. Thus, the
bare m ass is determ ined by the charging energy. Transom ing Eq. ([4) to real space, and
substituting Into the expression forthe charging energy, we cbserve that the charging energy
is niteaslongas > 0, and diverges logarithm ically w ith the system size for = 0. The
gapless excitations of K, characteristic of < 2, play a role when vortices accelarate or
decelarate. Then, the coupling of the vortices to these excitations (the "spin waves" RQ))
becom es a weak m echanisn for dissipation of a vortex kinetic energy [[4]. For the present
context we note that the e ect ofa weak dissipative m echanisn on the quantized Halle ect

was studied by Hanna and Lee P§]. W hile som e properties of the e ect are a ected by such

a m echanisn , itsm ain features are not.

4. The quantum H all uid of vortices

4.1 G eneral discussion
In the previous section we established them apping ofthe vortex dynam ics In a Jossphson
Junction array on the problem of nteracting charged particles n a m agnetic eld. W e have

also identi ed the ratio 2* as the vortices lling factor. In this section we exam ine the

form ation of QHE uid state of vortices at approprate 1ling factors. W hilke so farwe have

am phasized the sin ilarities between the dynam ics of the vortices and that of electrons In
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amagnetic eld, in this section we m ust study the di erences between the two. W e begin
by a general discussion of two of the di erences. Then, we tum in the next subsection
to a detailed calculation, using the Chem Sin on Landau G Inzburg approach to the QHE,
developed by Zhang, Hansson, K ivelson and Lee B7].

The rstdi erence is In the statistics: while vortices are bosons, electrons are ferm ions.
Thisdi erence changesthe valuesofthe "m agic" 1ling factors, and elin inates the possibility
ofa QHE in the absence of Interactions. The 1lling factors at which bosons form quantum
Hall uidsare i, where p;q are integers, and one of them is even R§]. Fem i liquids of the
type discussed by Halperin, Lee and Read B3] form at lling factors i+, where n is an
Integer.

T he seoond di erence is In the interaction: the logarithm ic Interaction between vortices
is of Jonger range than the Coulomb interaction between electrons. T his di erence leads to
am odi cation ofthe quantized H all conductance, a m odi cation ofthe charge of Laughlin’s
quasiparticles, and, perhaps m ost Interestingly, to a m odi cation of one of the diagonal
elem ents of the linear response function. W hile for a short range Interaction these diagonal
elem ents vanish in the long wavelength low frequency Iim it (;! ! 0), re ecting the lack of
Iongitudinaldc conductance In the Q HE state, we nd that the logarithm ic interaction m akes
one of the diagonal elem ents non{zero. In fact, rather than describing nsulator{type zero
Iongitudinal response, as expected from a Q HE system , thiselem ent describes a longitudinal
response of the type usually associated w ith a superconductor. These consequences of the
logarithm ic interaction are allderived in detail in the next subsection, where we also study
the di erence between the linear response fiinction and the conductivity. In this subsection
we preceed the derivation by a discussion of a thought experin ent that m akes the ol of
the logarithm ic Interaction physically transparent. The thought experin ent we consider
was extensively used in the study of the Q uantized HallE ect, eg., by Laughlin [B0] and
Halperin 1], and was proved very usefiil in understanding various aspects of the e ect.

Consider a "oconventional" elctronic quantum Hall system , In which a disk shaped two

din ensional ekectron gas RDEG) is put In a strong m agnetic eld, and a thin solenoid
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threads the disk at its center. The ux through the solnoid is tin e dependent, and is
denoted by (). Ifthe ekectrons on the disk are in a QHE state, the current density at any

point is perpendicular to the totalelectric eld at that point. The tin e dependence of the

ux induces an ekctric eld in the azym uthal direction, given by Zerc ), where ¢ is the
soeed of light, and r is the distance from the center. D ue to the nite Hall conductance,
this electric eld induces a radial current, and, consequently, a charge accum ulation at the

center of the disk. The charge accum ulated at the center during the interval 0 < t< ty is

given by < ’;y ( (o) 0)) where ., isthedin ensionlessHallconductivity and h—: is
the ux quantum ). This charge accum ulation, in tum, creates a radialelectric eld. Now,
if the electrons Interact via a C oulom b Interaction, the radialelectric eld isproportionalto
r—lz , 1le., it decays faster than the azym uthalone. Then, faraway from the center the electric

eld ispredom inantly azin uthal, and the currents are predom inantly radial. H owever, ifthe
electrons interact via a logarithm ic interaction, both the radial and azym uthal com ponents
of the electric eld are inversly proportional to r, and thus their ratio is independent of r.
T he current then hasboth radial and azin uthal com ponents, and their ratio is independent
ofr, too. M oreover, the azym uthal com ponent of the current is proportional to the ux at
the center, and not to its tin e derivatire.

The two ocom ponents of the current and the charge accum ulated in the center can be
calculated using classical equations ofm otion, since in the absence of in purities, the classical
and quantum m echanical calculations coincide. Consider, therefore, the hydrodynam ical
equation ofm otion ofa uid of electrons In a m agnetic eld, whose electronic density and
velocity elds are denoted by () and v (¥), respectively. A ssum ng a uniform positive

background charge density — on the disk, this equation ofm otion is

Z

m o (ERer) = ©vE) B 2 Ve e (@) T) (r>+2—_ ®) 5)
r

w here »(r) is the com plete tin e derivative of the velocity eld, V. . is the electron {electron
Interaction potential, and we use a system ofunitswhere e= c= 1. The niial conditions

correspoonding to the scenario discussed In the previous paragraph are @®) =~ ,vE®) = 0
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and (= 0) = 0. Due to the circular symmetry of both Eq. ([5) and its initial and
boundary conditions, the current and density rem ain circularly symm etric when the ux
is tumed on, and the electron {electron interaction term can be w ritten as Veoe )0 ) (@©

R
where Q (r) ;s dr2 °( (® ) isthenet charge within a distance r from the origin, and

@Ve ¢ (r)

Veo e (r) Qr

. The oconservation of charge constraint im plies @-(r) = 2 r (v,
where v, is the radial com ponent of v. T he azym uthal com ponent of Eq. {[§) can therefore

be written as,
2 r ®Mv=—— ! & (16)

wih !, i— . For values of r far away from the center but not close to the edge the
density (r) ram ains approxin ately equalto all along the process, and thus Q (r) is r{
Independent. W ithin that approxin ation, and for such values of r, the azym uthal equation

can be Integrated and substituted in the radialone. T he latter then becom es,

120 e 1, 1 5
— —V,. @0 ) +-— v () a7
2 r m?2yr m r

Yr:

w here the last temm is the centrifugal force. Suppose now that the ux is tumed adiabat-
jcally on from zero to () I the nterval 0 < t< ty. Fortinest ty the velocity el is
purely azin uthaland v, = 0. Then, if the potential gradient ¥ V. . decays faster than %, o)

does also the azym uthal velocity v , and

Q= 18)

where = 7 0 isthe 1ling factor. If (tg) = ¢ then the charge accum ulated near the
origin is the charge of Laughlin’s quasiparticle, namely e .

However, In the case of a logarithm ic interaction, V. . () = V ogr,

Vo
2 mm h!c+ Vo

v =
19

Q= _01+\h]!Lc

19



T he azym uthal current is then indeed inversly proportionalto the distance from the origin,
and proportionalto the ux . In fact, the current is related to the vector potential created
by the solenoid, A%}, via a London {type equation

Vo

Fog=——0
m h!c+ Vo

¥ RS 20)

T hus, the Jongitudinal response of the electrons on the disk to the vector potential created
by the soknoid resam bles the longiudinal response of a two din ensional superconducting
disk in a sim ilar situation.
Two conclusions can be drawn from the above thought experim ent. F irst, for logarith—
m ically interacting particles, the charge of the Laughlin quasiparticke does not equal the
Iling factor, but depends on the Interaction. A nd second, the transverse part of the linear
response function, relating a transverse current to an extemally applied transverse vector
potential, resam bles that of a superconductor. Since this regponse function is proportional
to the transverse current{current correlation function, the latter should be expected to re-
sam bl a supeconductor, too. Both conclusions are substantiated in the next subsection,

and are applied to the study of the quantum Hall uid of vortices.

42 A study ofthe vorticesQ HE state by the Chern Sim on Landau
G inzburg approach
In this subsection weuse the Chem Sin onsLandau G Inzburg approach to furtheranalyze
the properties of the quantized Hall uid ofvortices form ed at appropriate values of f—: .We
start by w riting a Landau {G inZburg action that describes the dynam ics of the vortices. W e
then perform a Chem {Sin ons singular gauge transfom ation that attaches an even num ber
of ctitious C ooper pairs to each vortex. T he resulting action, in which the order param eter
describes transform ed "com posite" bosons, is convenient for a saddle point analysis. W e
nd the uniform density saddle point that describbes a super uid of com posite bosons. By
expanding the action to quadratic order around that saddle point we calculate the regoonse

function of the vortices to an extemal probing eld. This response function, denoted by "
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is the ratio ofthe vortex density and current JV°* to an in nitesin alprobing eld K P applied
extemally to the system . Them atrix " is caloulated by adding an extemalprcbing edK P
to the Lagrangian, and integrating out all the other eldsto obtain an e ective Lagrangian

L°f in term s of KP only. The three com ponents of JV°F are then given by JVF = @@T“;ff ,

and the elem ents of " are

@JVOI @ @ o
= —5 = —5-sL¥K") @1)
ex” K”=0 @K " K" KP=0

T he physicalm eaning of ", aswellasthe in portant distinction between the response to K P
and the regponse to the total eld KP + K, are discussed after the calculation is presented.
The Landau{G Inzburg action that describes the properties of the vortices as they were

found In section (3) is,

( h 21

~ R R ~ ~ 1 e~ ext ~ 4% 1
Sie (;K)= dt  drh” @ "+ —jdht K K)f+82EJK‘
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The elds ~;K®*%;K alldepend on r and on t. For the brevity of the expressions we om it
this dependence whenever this om ission does not lad to confusion. The eld 7, the order
param eter for the vortices, satis es bosonic com m utation relations.

R estricting our derivation to the "fiindam ental" fractions 1, where isan even number,
our rststep i analysing the action @2) isthe Chem Sim on singular gauge transfom ation,

In which the eld " (;t) is transform ed to
R
(1) = o I ETENT gy @3)
where argr  #) is the angle the vector ¥  # form s with the x axis. Since is an even

Integerthe eld has the sam e statisticsas 7, ie., bosonic. Note that j7 @;£)j= J @0 3.

T he sihgular gauge transform ation shifts the phase ofthe eld. D enoting the phass of (7)
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by (), the Chem{Sin ons transformm ation am ountsto ¥ (x;t) = & ™ @&;t) %a(r;t) where

R
a ;) h dro%ﬁ;) 3~ @%t)F. The Chem{Sinons eld a has a gauge freedom , which
g .

we X below. W ritihg (¢;t) n, @;t)et ®Y, the above Landau{G inZourg finctional

becom es

(
R h

R
Ste y; ;Kja)= dt  drin, e  3)+ 3~ hF K K+ af+

~P
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e (g
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+:55F K®F'le HE K]
W hike the Euler{Lagrange equations of m otion for the orignal eld ~ required isphase to
bemultply valued (for a m nin ization of the kinetic energy), the equations ofm otion for
the transformed eld allow for a solution in which the m agntiide and the phase of the

eld are constant. Tt is straight forward to see that the action @4)) ism inin ized when,

n, @t = 0, @5)
¥ o@EmH=0 (26)
a@;t) = R (x) 7)
K @t=0 @8)

Thism ininum of the action describes a state in which the vortex density is constant on
the average and the Chem{Simons eld a cancels K ®** on the average. W e now expand
the action around these m inInum values. A round the saddle point the phase is singly

valued, and thus we can choose a gauge In which = 0 identically, and the eld is real
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. _ P_— .
W ritng, then,n, = A, + n,, = N, + p% anda= R**+ a,we nd thatthe quadratic

deviations from the exterm um point @){ @) are described by the follow ing action,

R R . n h® (& n 1 > i
Ste ( ny;K;a) dt drfia, n,+ 5= K+ af+ =+ R + aQal

2M M Ny 8 2E g 4 h
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R R R 0N 2 ~
+ dt dr a&’ E; nnlog¥ FinE)+ ;550 K@) e HE K

29)

For the calculation ofthe conductivity m atrix and the correlations functions, we In agine
coupling the vortices to an In nitesin al3{vectorprobing eld K . N aturally, linear response
functions are m ore conveniently described in Fourier space. T hus, we w rite the action £9)

In the presence of the probing eld K*, in Fourier space, as

K enKP RQR dg : p ny p
Swe ( K;aiKP) $ 5% i@+t Ki@) n( @+a-RP@+R@+ a@)]j

2 . Ny ! . ; i
o av(q)f +t 5 R @+ 7 2 @aa @

#
+229n@f+ ;51 R@id¢'l @

30)

where g ! . W e choose the Coulomb gauge forKP, ie., g RKP(g) = 0. Thus, the probing
eld becom es a 2{com ponent vector. Since the three com ponents of JV°* are constrained by
the conservation of vorticity, JV°* is e ectively a two{oom ponent vetor, too, and isa
2 2matrix. The ndices and take the values 0 (for the tin e com ponent) and ? (for
the com ponent perpendicular to §). The integration of the elds n,;K;a is easily carried

out, since 3Q) is quadratic n all elds. The resulting e ective Lagrangian is,

(Kg)zh |2 , 1 D)2 .
ef f Py _ 2 2Mh .nv + 2hEJ + 8 l\/}llqnv + ng]zO) ]_Cﬁ(%)KI::
L&) = M 12, 42, n’q! (1)
D ny + D t+2h + 4 nyD
n # 1
whereD 2 h 2+ — r 11()+ .hthelmtofg! ! Oand Brd @ = CponP
h iihZ Dr 2E 4
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Eq. [2]) expresses them atrix elem ents of " in term s of second derivatives ofthise ective
Lagrangian w ith respect to K and K5 . Each of the four com ponents of the m atrix
warrants a short discussion. F irst, the transverse com ponent of the vortex current and the
transverse com ponent of the gauge eld KP are related, n the limit ;! ! 0, by

2 E,D
4 2h E;+ 2 h? 2D

K® (32)

vor
J, =

T his London {type of relation was anticipated by Eq. @0J). &t is characteristic of supercon—
ductors, and is very di erent from the insulating behaviour characteristic of the diagonal
com ponents of the response functions n QHE system s. This di erence results from the
static vortex {vortex interaction being of a long range. D efering the discussion ofthe e ect
ofEq. {37) on the longiudinal conductivity to a later stage, we now point out itse ect on
the vortex current{current correlation function. By the uctuation{dissipation theorem ,
hIY 07 = I 52 (@)
@33)
TP (LRI, = Re 4, (@)
where P denotes the principal part of the integral, and the sscond line is an application
of K ram ers{K ronig relations @]. For an insulator, Re (g!) / ! ? when ! ! 0. This
is also the case or QHE system s w ith short range interactions [B3]. For a superconductor
ReA(q; ') approachesa constant n the ! ! 0 limn it. Aswenow see, S0 isalso the case fora

QHE system in which the nteractions are logarithm ic. In the particular problem we study,

this constant is EJEJZDhZ 7T -
Second, we note that the com pressibility ofthe vortex uid vanishesinthelm itg;! ! O,
as is m anifested by the absence of low frequency poles in the density {density correlation
function. Like is electronic analog, the quantum Hall uid of vortices is inocom pressible.
T hird, the H all com ponent of the linear regponse function isgiven, n the Iim it ;! ! O,
by,
ig

S T E— 34)
£Es 42 h
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Ifthe vortex{vortex Interaction was of shorter range, the lIong wavelength Iim itof (,; would
satisfy ¢, = % , seam Ingly dem onstrating the quantization of the Hall conductivity B7]1.
W e further comm ent on the di erence between the two expressions below .

The qualitative e ect the logarithm ic interaction has on the transverse and Hall com —
ponents of the lnear response function raises the follow Ing question : does the conductivity
of the system we study have the properties of the conductivity m atrix ofa QHE system,
nam ely, zero longitudinal conductivity and quantized Hall conductivity? To answer this
question, we clarify the relation between the response function and the vortex conduc—
tivity m atrix. A sin ilar relation was discussed, in the context of the QHE, by Halperin
B11, Laughlin B4], Halperin Lee and Read P3]and Sinon and Halperin 3]. T he transport
of vortices in the array is probed by extemally applied (qumber) density and current of
C ooper{pairs, given, resoectively, by ﬁf KP, and ﬁf Kb 2—1hK“1‘" . Thematrix ~ is
de ned such that J%°*= K P . H ow ever, the vortices them selves contribute to the C ooper{
pair density and current, w ith the m ost trivial contribution being the circulation of current
around each vortex center. T he totalC ooper{pairdensity and current are therefore given by
the derivatives of a totalgauge eld, com posed ofthe probing eld KP and the eld induced
by the vortex density and current, denoted by K ¢ . T he Jatter is proportionalto the vortex

density and current JV°*. Thus, we can de ne a m atrix V such that

K¥d  vJger=v KP 35)
Consequently, the total ed isK™t= 1+ V )K P, and

JT= "1+ V) TR (36)

vor
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. The vortex conduc—
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Thus, thematrix (L+ V) ! relates K™t to the vector
J;IOI_‘

1

0
B
tivity matrix V", relating the vortex current ¢

J'\I/IOr
7 Z% to the total driving force vector
Jvor
0 1 ’
s 9 tot
B K
g ZhRTo Z% is then,
s
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where the lefim ost m atrix converts " to Ji™.
Eqg. (87) de nes the vortex conductivity m atrix in tem s of the m atrices “and V. The
matrix " isde ned by Egs. (}I] and (§I}. Thematrix V, relating JV°F to K ¢, is speci ed

by the action (30) to be

0 1
4 °E s
B 7 0 s
~ B &
V =B o (38)
B &
B
@ 0 - 1 A

Tt %qz@ @

T he upper kft elem ent describbes the eld K ( created by a vortex density V°*. The gradient
ofthat el isthe transverse current circulating around the vortex center. T he bottom right
elem ent descrdbes the eld K, created by a transverse vortex current J;°°, and is cbtained
from Eq. 80) by taking its derivative w ith respect to K, (q).

Substituting the m atrices "and V to Eqg. @),we nd, to leading oxder in g; !,

0 1
B ¥ C
AVOIr E
= B 8 (39)
: g
1 L
Inthelmitg;! ! 0 the diagonaltem s vanish, and the vortex current satis es
i
Jr= —2 (@Ko+ !KR) (40)
2 h

Eas. §9) and §Q) describe a quantized Halle ect: the current is purely perpendicular to
the total "driving force", and the H all conductivity is quantized. C ontrasting Egs. (83) and
B4) wih Eq. {0) we can nally summ arize the e ect of the logarithm ic interaction on the
linear response ofthe system : the dc conductivity, which istheq;! ! 0 regoonse to the total
driving force, has the usual form of the quantum H all conductivity, and isuna ected by the

Interaction. T he correlation functions, on the other hand, determ ined by the response to the
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externally applied driving force, are a ected by the interactions even In theqg;! ! 0 lin i,
w ith the m ost notabl e ect being on the transverse current{current correlation function.
W e conclude this section by relating the vortices conductiviy, caloulated above, to the
electric conductivity and resistivity, which are the quantities typically m easured In experi-
m ents. T he electric conductivity is the m atrix relating voltage drops (or, in the continuum
Iin it, electric elds) between superconducting dots to the electric Jossphson current ow ing
in the array. T he electrostatic potentialat a point ¥ is given by < 5 e HE K.
T hus, In Fourder space the g com ponent of the electrostatic potential is 1ihqé\ L( 9K, @
and the bngitudinalekctric ed is <€ ' ( 9K, (). Now, by deriving an equation of
m otion forK, from the action @), we see that a dc transverse vortex current J,* creates a

eld K, given by

Ty = j’; <C " QK. @ @1)
ie. a transverse vortex current J; induces a ongitudinal ekectric eld fJ’;’Cg . A sin ilar
argum ent regarding the relation of the Iongiudinal vortex current to the transverse electric

eld Jeadsto the conclusion that a vortex current J/°* createsan electric eld ?hz Jyy - The
Josephson charge current, on the otherhand, is 52 (o+ !K,), ie, i isproportional
to the "driving force" acting on the vortices. Thus, the m atrix relating the Jossphson
current to the electric eld is proportional to the m atrix relating the driving foroe acting on

the vortices to the vortex current, or, explicitly,

el _ 2 h vor
= 2o)? 42)

where © isthe electric resistivity m atrix ofthe array []. T his result can be sin ply concluded
from Eq. @(). The right hand side of that equation is the Jossphson current, divided
by 2e. The kft hand side is proportional and perpendicular to the electric eld. The

ekectric eld is then proportional and perpendicular to the Jossphson current, with the

D The quantum Hall uid ofvortices m anifests itself in

proportionality constant being 255 .

electronic properties of the array { the longitudinalelectric resistivity vanishes, and the Hall
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5. Conclusions

In the previous sections we presented a study of the transport of vortices in an array
of Josephson junctions described by the Ham itonian {]). In particular, we focused on a
quantum Hall uid fom ed by the vortices at appropriate values of 2—: . In this section we
sum m arize the results of this study, and comm ent on a few open questions.

O ur study was m otivated by the analogy between M agnus force acting on vortices and
Lorenz force acting on charges In a m agnetic eld. In this analogy, uid density plays a
role analogous to a magnetic eld, and uid current density plays a rok analogous to an
ekctric eld. Quantum m echanics extends the analogy further: a uid particke is found to
ply a rok analogous to that ofa ux quantum . This analogy m otivates the search for a
quantized Halle ect for the vortices. The vortices’ lling factor is identi ed w ith the ratio
of the vortex density to the uid density. This ratio is very am all for superconducting In s,
and it is this an allness that m otivates the study of the Jossphson junction array. D ue to
the periodicty ofthe spectrum ofthe Ham iltonian {l]) with respect to the param etern,, the

e ective lling factor becom es , which can bem ade of order unity.

T he dynam ics ofthe vortices in a Jossphson junction array was studied in section (3). Ik
is found to be that ofm assive nteracting charged particlesunderthee ect ofam agnetic eld
and a periodic potential. Them agnetic eld is2 hn, . The e ect ofthe periodic potential is
taken nto account in an e ective m ass approxin ation, changing them ass from a barem ass
to an e ective band m ass. The e ective m ass is exponentially large for E 5 E¢,and of
the orderof%};2 forE ;2 E( . Being interested in a phenom enon resulting from a m otion of
vortices, we obviously consider the latter regim e. T he m utual Interaction between vortices
consists of a velocity lndependent logarithm ic interaction, w hose strength is proportional to
E s, and a short ranged velocity {velocity Interaction.

In view of the m apping of the dynam ics of the vortices on that of m assive interacting
charged particles in a m agnetic eld, the existence of a quantum Hall uid phase is to
be expected. In Section (4) we exam Ine som e of the properties of that phase, but we leave

unexplored som e other In portant propoerties. M ost notable am ong the latter are the regim e
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ofvortices 1ling factors at which the quantum Hall uid is the lowest energy state, and the
energy gap for excitations above that uid.

O ur study ofthe quantum Hall uid isperfomm ed by m eans of the Chem Sin on Landau
G nzburg approach to the quantum Halle ect. W hen 2—: = 1 wih beihg an even integer,

the vortices Landau{G inzZburg action is found to have a saddle point corresponding to a

quantum Hall uid. By hierarchical construction such saddle points can be found for 2+ =

Qo

4

w ith p;g being one even and one odd integer. T he properties of the vortices quantum Hall

V)]

uid are studied w ithin a quadratic expansion of the action around the corresponding saddle
point. W e nd that the vortices conductivity m atrix show sa typicalQ HE behavior, ie., zero
diagonalelem ents and quantized non {diagonalelem ents. However, we ndtheg;! ! 0lin it
of the current{current correlation fiinctions in the ground state to be di erent from those of
a typical quantum H all state, due to the long range logarithm ic interaction. In particular,
the transverse current{current correlation function is predicted to bahave lke that of a
superconductor, rather than an insulator. For large arrays (larger than an e ective London
penetration length) the vortex{vortex interaction is screened. Then, both the conductiviyy
m atrix and the correlation functions are expected to behave, in the dc lim it, lke those ofa
typical quantum Hall state.

A necessary ocondition for the quantum Hall uid to be the lowest energy state is pre—
sum ably that the ground state at ny, = 0 and n, & 0 (In nite 1ling factor) is a super uid
of vortices, ie. an nsulator. The cbservation, by van der Zant et. al E], of a m agnetic

eld tuned transition points at the regin e of param eters in which this condition is satis ed,
nam ely, E 5 Ec and 03> n, > 0:15. In this regin e of param eters we expect the quantum
Hall uid to be the ground state at large 1ling factors, and the A brikosov lattice to be the
ground state at small 1ling factors. This expectation is based on the phase diagram of a
two din ensional electron gas. For the latter, if the ground state at zero m agnetic eld isa
Fem i liquid, then the ground state at large 1ling factors (#02) is the quantum Hall uid

and the ground state at low 1ling factors isthe W igner lattice.
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Appendix A { TheV illain approxin ation and the duality transfor-
m ation

T he starting point of this appendix is the expression of the partition fiinction as a path
integral over the phase and number sets of variabks £ ;g;fn;g, Eq. @). Using the V illain
approxin ation and the duality transfomm ation we transform that path Integral to a path
Integral over an Integer 3{com ponent vector eld JV°*, describing the vortex density and
current, and a real 3{com ponent vector gauge eld, K . The action in temtm s of JV°* and K,
to be derived below, is given by Eq. (3). The fllow ing derivation ©llow s the m ethod of
Fazio etal R(]

In the V illain approxin ation the In agihary tin e Integral is done in discrete steps, where
the size of each step, denoted by o, is of the order of the nverse Jossphson plaan a fre-
quency !s h' P 8E;E.; . Each tertm 1 the Jossphson energy part of the path integral
is approxin ated by a Vilain form Wwe put h = 1 throughout the appendix, and restore is
valie In the nal fomul),

Py

Viy=

0Eg (i35 A 4512 Vij)z

SIS

0Eg (@ cos( i3 A i3))

e 1 e

43)

Pi 0o
=Pl q 0 Rd--e ;S—J+ipij0(ij
Vij= 1 2 Eg plj

Rij+ 2 Vij)

This approxin ation is valid orE; ¢®1, and gets better as E ; ¢ gets larger. However, it
retains the m ost In portant feature of the Jossphson energy, the periodicity w ith respect to

, orallvalues ofE ; . A logether, then, the approxin ation we discussholds forE; > Ec .
The signi cance ofthe eld v; can be understood by noting that © v; describes the density
of vortices ]. As for the real variable p;j, as shown below, it describes the Jossphson
current along thebond ij. Since the Jossphson energy Includes a sum over all lJattioe bonds,
theV illain approxin ation introduces a variable p;; to each latticebond. Thus, we can regard
p as a vector de ned for each Jattice site, such that py, corresponds to the bond i;x and pj,
corresoonds to the bond i;y. Sin ilarly, the di erence 5, the jntegmlRij E dland the
variables vi; can be regarded as vectors ~ ;, A; and v;.

Next we apply the Poisson resumm ation form ula to the n; dependent part of the action.

30



By doing that we m ake the n; variables real num bers rather than Integers and add a time

com ponent to the integer{valued vector eld v;. T he partition function then becom es,

P R R R
Z= f,0g DInidg DIfpi®g D Mg
( h
R P . (26)2P &1
exp ,dt  jing(a+ 2 vy) > 30y n)Cy My 1) 44)
.)
P 2 1

iyt (s Ait 20w

w here the path integral should be perform ed stepw ize P]. For the brevity ofthis expression
we om itted the explicit tin e dependence of n;; i;pi;v; In the stepw ize integrated action.
This form allow s us to understand the physical signi cance of p. The only A {dependent
term in the action is ig A;. The derivative of the Lagrangian w ith respect to A is the
current. Thus, p; is the Jossphson current ow Ing through the site i.

T he path integral over the phase variables ;(t) can now be perform ed. The phasse ; at
the site 1 is coupled to the charge n; (via the term in; —) and to the vector p at the site i
and its nearest neighbors. The Integration over ; yields conservation of charge constraint

on the integration over nj;p;, n the fom

~

e + p=0 (45)

where thede nition n; io h; &+ o) n)]Imakesthedi erence operator a 3{vector.
T he constraint @) is nothing but a discretized form ofa two dim ensional conservation
of charge equation. Like the latter, it can be solved by de ning a 3{vector eld K that

satis es,
Ky =2 p; 46)

where p; (4;Pix 7Py ) - The three com ponents of K; are real, lke those of p;. The
de nition @4) ofK; is not unique and it becom es unique only when a gauge is xed. The

partition function is, of course, independent of that gauge. T he constrained path integral
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over p; is replaced now by path Integrals overK ;, constrained by the gauge condition. Here
we choose to work in the Coulomb gauge, n which ¥ K = 0. In that gauge the partition

function becom es,

P R R R N NERPS
Z= 4o DIKigexp ,dt = 4 Ki)Cy ( K5)

i3

P P i
L ( (R2+ K )+ 1 4 K + K=Y @ %Ai)

ig8 2E

@7)

whereK*** isde nedby ~ K*t= 2 n,.W earenow one step away from having an e ective
action for the vortices. T he ram aining step is an Integration by parts ofthe last term in the

action in (47). A fter perform ing that integration, the ©llow ing action is obtained:

n

vor R P r ( VOr : VOr ext
S = 0 dt i l( i HI)KOi-I_ :I.Ji K(j_+ K )
48)
e P &1y~ 1 2 2 °
toomr Ki)Cyy ( K5+ g2 (C K)™+ (K 1))
w here the vortex 3{vector current J'°* is de ned as J"°* = v, the average density of

vortices is given by n, = % and the value of h has been restored. Equation {4§) is the

starting point of the discussion in section (3).
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