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A bstract

W e study the possible penetration ofa static m agnetic �eld in an idealized sam ple of

m any layers supporting a two dim ensionalcharged chiralquantum 
uid,to see whether

there is a kind ofM eissner e�ect. This is a non standard problem since the quantum


uid is incom pressible having a gap in its spectrum . W e �nd that the system shows

an interm ediate behaviourbetween superconducting and non-superconducting 
uids,the

m agnetic�eld being screened ornotdepending on itsorientation relativeto the layers.
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1.Introduction.

Thestudy ofthephysicalpropertiesofnon-conventionalquantum 
uidsappearsto bein-

teresting and prom ising,even ifa preciseand detailed com parison with a realexisting sys-

tem isnotattem pted.In particular,attention hasbeen devoted topossiblenon-relativistic

quantum 
uidslivingin atwo-dim ensionalspace,asafram ework ofm odelswhich could be

related to layered superconductors(seeforinstance references[1],[2],[3]in particularfor

them agneticpropertiesofrealisticlayered superconductors).A generalapproach consists

in introducing the problem by m eans ofan e�ective lagrangian,�a la Landau-G inzburg,

representing an universality classwhich should sum m arizetherelevantdegreesoffreedom

ofsom e underlying m icroscopic theory notexplicitly speci�ed. A particularly interesting

class,which ispeculiaroftwo space dim ensions,involvessom ehow a Chern-Sim onsgauge

�eld,breaking parity and tim e reversalinvariance,describing a non-relativistic quantum


uid which m akesa chiraldistinction between som eleft-and right-handed behaviour(ref-

erences[4],[5],[6],[7]).

Hereweconsidera particularuniversality classofthatkind characterized by thefact

thatthespectrum ofthe
uid (beforeconsidering itcharged and coupled toan electrom ag-

netic�eld)hasa gap.Thischiralquantum 
uid waspresented and extensively studied in

ref[7](itturned outthatitisform ally sim ilarto an e�ective lagrangian used to describe

theFractionalQuantum Halle�ect[8],[9],[10],[11].In ourcasehowever,thephysicalcon-

text,theinterpretation and therangeoftheparam etersarequitedi�erent).Itisofcourse

veryinterestingtostudy thebehaviourofthe
uid when itischarged and can carry electro-

m agneticcurrents,in orderto com parewith thebehaviourofsuperconductors.Therefore

here we addressourselvesm ore speci�cally to a rathercrucialissue.Due to the factthat

thisquantum 
uid hasa gap in thespectrum and itislikean \incom pressible" 
uid,does

itpossesstheproperty ofscreening am agnetic�eld likeasuperconductor(M eissnere�ect)

does? Since there is a gap,the standard m echanism sim ilar to the Higgs m echanism in

�eld theory looksim possible. There isno m asslessG oldstone boson which can provide a

\m assterm " fortheelectrom agnetic�eld,thusresulting in a �nitepenetration length.In

fact,in ourcase,apartfrom thecollectivem odesrepresenting theoveralluniform m otion

ofthe
uid,therearenotthelinearly dispersing com pressionalm odes,which arefound in

m ean �eld treatm entsof
uidsrelated to fractionalstatistics,see in particular[12],[13],

[14],[15],[10],(fora possible di�erenttreatm ent,see appendix A of[7]and [16]).

One can m ake this question m ore precise for the peculiar quantum 
uid we are in-

vestigating.Indeed,the reason why there isa gap isdue to the factthatitiscoupled to

a Chern-Sim onsgauge �eld ~A C S.This�eld isdeterm ined by the constraintthatits�eld

strength ~r ^ ~A C S is proportionalto the density 
uctuation �� ofthe 
uid (see section

2 for the form ulation ofthe e�ective theory). Since the 
uid is non-relativistic there is
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conservation ofthe totalnum ber ofparticles,thatis
R
�� = 0,consistently with the fact

that ~r ^ ~A C S is\exact",i.e. itisa totalderivative. Itisbecause ofthe CS gauge �eld

that the G oldstone theorem is evaded and that the U (1) phase invariance breaks down,

butthere isa gap in the spectrum .

Next,when considering the coupling with an electrom agnetic �eld,the sum (~A C S +

e~A em ) ofthe two gauge �elds willappear in the covariant derivative. As observed in

particularin reference[17],itlookslikethererem ainsan unbroken U (1)sym m etry,because

ofa sim ultaneousgauge transform ation ofboth ~A C S and ~A em which cancelsin the sum .

A \m ass" for the electrom agnetic �eld,and thus the M eissner e�ect,is recovered in the

e�ective theory ofreference [17]by m eans ofa term which separately breaks the gauge

invariance for ~A C S, due to the condensation ofthe \spinon pair" com ponent. In our

e�ective theory,instead,we considera one-com ponentquantum 
uid and therefore there

isno such a term .The dynam icsistherefore quitenon standard.

In practice,we can putthe question in the following way. The term possibly giving

a \m ass" to the electrom agnetic �eld,which in the standard case would be proportional

to (e~A em )2� (where � is the 
uid density),is now (~A C S + e~A em )2�. Therefore,there is

the possibility that no \m ass" and no screening ofthe m agnetic �eld is obtained,ifthe

con�guration

~A
C S = � e~A

em (1:1)

isenergeticallyfavourite.(Toavoid possibleconfusion with theliteratureon theHalle�ect,

we rem ind thatin references [8],[9],[10],[11],the relation (1.1)im plem entsthe \�lling"

relation,theC S �eld being proportionalto thetotaldensity and theelectrom agnetic�eld

representing the strong,�xed,space-independentm agnetic �eld ofthe Halle�ect. In our

caseinstead,theC S �eld strength isproportionaltothedensity 
uctuation,and thespace

dependence ofthe m agnetic �eld is not a priorigiven,but has to be determ ined by the

variation oftheham iltonian).

W e consider here the case of ~A em corresponding to a static m agnetic �eld,and the

problem ofitspenetration in thebulk ofasam plem adeofastack ofm any two-dim ensional

layers,where the quantum 
uid lies(see �gure 1a-b). In ref[7]we already discussed this

problem ,�nding a di�erentbehaviourdepending on the orientation ofthe m agnetic �eld

relative to the layers.Nam ely ifthe �eld isorthogonalto the layers’plane,case of�gure

1a,the system behaveslike a type IIsuperconductorwith a �nite penetration length. In

thecaseof�gure1b,when the�eld isparallelto thelayers,instead thepenetration length

growswith som efractionalpowerofthesam plesize.Thusin thiscasethereisnoM eissner

e�ect,strictly speaking,in agreem entwith generalconsiderations.

In thestudy donein reference[7]wehaveincluded in theenergy com putation also the

electrostatic e�ects,arising from the factthatlocally ��6= 0. W e im agine ofcourse that

thelayerwherethe
uid liesprovidesauniform background thatneutralizesthecharge,so
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thatthe
uid isglobally neutral.Butassum ing thatthebackground chargecannotm ove,

there are locally electrostatic e�ectswhere ��6= 0. These e�ectsarise in particularin the

con�guration ofequation (1.1),due to the factthat�� isproportionalto~r ^ ~A C S. The

resulting additionalenergy helpsin disfavouring thecon�guration (1.1).

Howeveritcan welloccurthat,in m ore realistic cases,the background-neutralizing-

charge isnot really �xed and that itcan in in som e way com pensate the localexcess of

electrostatic charge so that the system rem ains locally neutral. Thus it is im portant to

reconsidertheproblem .

Here we discussthe centralissue ofthe screening ofthe m agnetic �eld,by assum ing

that there are no additionalelectrostatic term s in the energy. Therefore we exam ine

whetherthereareintrinsicm echanism swhich would energeticallydisfavourthepenetration

ofthe m agnetic�eld.

Our result is that,even in this case,the pattern rem ains qualitatively the sam e as

said above,nam ely we �nd screening,i.e. �nite penetration ofthe m agnetic �eld,in the

con�guration of�gure1aand in�nitepenetration in thecon�guration of�gure1b,although

with som e im portantquantitativedi�erences.

W e have sum m arized in section 3 the m ain physicalreasons for these results,while

section 2 sum m arizestheform ulation ofthee�ectivetheory.Sections4 and 5 contain the

m oreprecise and quantitativeanalysis.

In conclusion,we�nd thatachiralquantum 
uid,oftheuniversalityclassdescribed in

section 2,besideshaving otherinteresting propertiesdiscussed in [7],behaveswith respect

to a staticm agnetic�eld asa \quasi-superconductor",thatisin a way which issom ewhat

interm ediate between superconducting and non-superconducting 
uids. Thiscould open

new prospectives in the scenario ofthe layered quantum 
uids and the possible realistic

system s.

Figure 1
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2.T he e�ective theory.

The theory which we discuss in this paper is described by the following non-relativistic

e�ective lagrangian density in two space and one tim edim ensions:

L = i�
�
@0� �

1

2m

�
� ~D �

�
�2 �

ĝ

m
(��)2 (2:1)

here �(~x;t) is a non relativistic com plex �eld which plays the r̂ole oforder param eter,

related to the density by

� = j�j2 : (2:2)

W ewillcom m enton thepossiblevaluesofthedim ensionlessconstantĝ in thenextsection

(in reference [7]weused g=
ĝ

m
).

W e assum e,asitisproperfora non-relativistic theory,a �xed totalnum ber ofparticles

N ,thatiswe keep �xed N =
R
d2x�.

~D isthe covariantderivative ~D = ~r � i~A C S and ~A C S isa Chern-Sim ons gauge potential

related to the m atterdensity 
uctuation by the constraintequation:

~r ^ ~A
C S =

2�

k
�� �� = � � �0 �0 � < � > : (2:3)

k is a dim ensionless num ber which we consider to be ofthe order offew units. As a

consequence oftheconservation ofthenum berofparticleswehave consistently:
Z

d
2
x~r ^ ~A

C S = 0 : (2:4)

Itisseen thatthe sm alldeform ationshave the spectrum

E (p)=

r

E2 +
1

4m 2
(~p4 + 16ĝ�0~p

2) (2:5)

whereE= 2�

m k
�0 isthegap.Thewholespectrum ,including thevortex excitations(seealso

reference [18]),and otherrelevantproperties,in particularthe chiralfeatures,have been

discussed in ref[7].

Now we are going to study the possible propertiesofthe system ofscreening an external

m agnetic �eld. Since this is essentially a three dim ensionalphenom enon we suppose to

build up a m ultilayered bulk ofm any two dim ensionalthin �lm sseparated by a spacing d

(see �gure 1).

W e are interested in stationary situations,and therefore we look for tim e independent

con�gurationsdescribed by the ham iltonian

H =

Z

d
3
x

�
1

2m d

�
�
�
~r � ie~A

em � i~A
C S

�
�
�
�2 +

1

2

�
~B
2 + ~E

2
�
+

ĝ

m d
(��)2

�

: (2:6)

Here ~B and ~E are them agnetic and electric �eld,respectively.
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3.Q ualitative description and sum m ary ofthe
results.

Beforegoing into com putationaldetails,letusdiscusstheessentialpointsofthem agnetic

�eld penetration problem ,assum ing thatthereisno electrostatic�eld.In a y-independent

con�guration, like in �gure 1,AC S = A C S
y (x) and A em = A em

y (x) being the only non-

vanishing com ponents ofthe gauge �elds,the phase of� can be taken to be a constant,

conventionally zero,otherwiseitwould contributean additionalpositiveenergy (ofcourse

itwillplay a r̂oleinstead in thevortex con�guration ofsection 4.2).Letuslook �rstatthe

linearized form ofthe equationscom ing from the variation ofthe ham iltonian (dropping

higherderivativesterm swhich areirrelevantforthediscussion ofzero m odes):

� @
2

xA
em +

e�0

m d
(A C S + eA

em )= 0

�
2ĝ

m d

�
k

2�

� 2

@
2

xA
C S +

�0

m d
(A C S + eA

em )= 0

(3:1)

Oneseesim m ediately thatthereisin principlea zero m ode,corresponding to thecon�gu-

ration ofequation (1.1).Thusif(1.1)could becom petitivewith thestandard con�guration

itwould spoilthescreening oftheexternalm agnetic�eld.Howeverto understand itsrel-

evance,one has to take properly into account the boundary conditions and to see how

the allowed m odesofA C S can actually im plem ent(1.1).In the following subsections,we

willanalyze,in a ratherqualitative way,the con�guration (1.1)in the two geom etriesof

�gure 1a-b. A m ore quantitative study is developed in sections 4 and 5. Ofcourse af-

terdiscussing whetherornotthe con�guration ofequation (1.1)isenergetically favourite

throughoutthewholesam ple,westillhaveto�nd theoptim um con�guration and describe

itsspacedependence.W ewilldiscussitin detailin thefollowingsectionsusing variational

m ethods,to be m oregeneralthan the linearized approxim ation.

3.1. M agnetic �eld orthogonalto the layers’plane.

Letusstartdiscussing thecaseof�gure1a,nam ely thatwith ~B orthogonalto thelayers’

plane. W e suppose that the externalm agnetic �eld points in the direction ofpositive

z-axis,and penetrates in the bulk in the x direction (see �gure 1a). W e further assum e

thatthem atterdistribution isuniform in they and in thez directionsand wecan choose

the electrom agneticand Chern-Sim onsgauge �eld pointing in they direction:

~A
em = (0;A em

;0)

~A
C S = (0;A C S

;0)
(3:2)
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and,in the gauge ~r �~A em = ~r �~A C S = 0,depending only on x. W ith these choices the

ham iltonian (2.6)becom es(Lx;y;z being the sam ple’ssizesin thevariousdirections):

H

LyLz

=

Z

dx

�
1

2m d

�

j@x�j
2 +

�
�eA

em + A
C S

�
�2�

�

+
1

2
~B
2 +

1

2
~E
2 +

ĝ

m d
(��)2

�

; (3:3)

In thisway wehave

A
em = xB �� =

k

2�
@xA

C S
: (3:4)

From (3.4),using (1.1),we get

�� = �
ke

2�
B (3:5)

on every pointinside each layer.

Ofcourse,the system isoverallelectrically neutral,therefore the supportoverwhich the

quantum 
uid liesin each layeractsasthe neutralizing background. Ifwe suppose that

the neutralizing background charges are �xed,so thatthe 
uctuation ofcharged m atter

�� cannotbelocally neutralized,then wehavean electric�eld,insideeach layer,given by

the equation

~r �~E =
e

d
�� (3:6)

here
��

d
isthethreedim ensionalm atterdensity (werem ind thatsince�� isuniform in the

z direction,the z com ponentof ~E isalwayszero,thus ~E ise�ectively two dim ensional).

Recallingequation (2.3),~r ^ ~A C S = 2�

k
��,weseethat~E and ~A C S aredualtwodim ensional

vectorsthatis

E i =
ke

2�d
�ijA

C S
j i= x;y : (3:7)

Thism eansthatthe electric�eld contribution in (3.3)can berewritten

1

2
~E
2 =

k2e2

4�2d2
(~A C S)2 : (3:8)

Thereforealso when (1.1)holdswerecover,through thiselectrostaticterm ,a \m assterm "

for the electrom agnetic �eld � (~A em )2. This case has been extensively studied in [7]

with the conclusion that the quantum 
uid behaves,in this con�guration,as a type II

superconductor.

Here we are interested in the case when the background charge structure is not so

rigid,and we allow the system to neutralize,in som e way,the 
uctuation ��. Thus,we

analyze the behaviourofthe system dropping the ~E 2 term in the ham iltonian (3.3). W e

can takeinto accounttheenergy which isspentby thesystem forneutralizing thecharge


uctuations,while retaining the sam e form for the e�ective ham iltonian,by considering
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valuesforthe constant ĝ ofequation (3.3)ratherlargerthan the onespreviously consid-

ered in reference [7]
�
there,considerations based on anyon m ean �eld theory suggested

ĝ= �(1� 1

k
)
�
.

W e begin by observing thatfrom equation (3.5)we see thatthe cancellation (1.1)cannot

hold everywhereon thetwo dim ensionalspace.In factifthiswerethecasewewould have

Z

dx
��

d
=

k

2�d

Z

dx ~r ^ ~A
C S = �

ke

2�d

Z

dxB = �
ke

2�d
LxB (3:9)

which being di�erentfrom zero violatestheconservation ofthenum berofparticles.

Thus,there m ust be som ewhere an additionalm issing density ��
M
. Actually,it willbe

concentrated on theedgeofthesam ple,otherwiseA C S would haveajum p and (1.1)would

no longerhold afterwards:

��
M
=

ke

2�
B Lx�(x � Lx): (3:10)

Noticethat Z

dx
��

M

d
=

ke

2�d
LxB (3:11)

which exactly com pensate (3.9):
R
(��+ ��

M
)= 0.

W e see that��
M
isvery large since itisproportionalto Lx which ism acroscopic.There-

fore a very large energy com es,for instance,from the term in the ham iltonian which is

proportionalto
R
(��

M
)2. Thus,we foresee that the con�guration ofequation (1.1) will

be severely energetically disfavourite,and thatthe quantum 
uid willessentially behave,

in the con�guration of�gure 1a,asa standard superconductor. Thisiscon�rm ed in the

detailed analysisofsection 4. (Itcan also be that��
M
,so to speak,disappears because

the 
uid undergoes locally a kind ofphase transition. But ifthe 
uid is stable this too

would costenergy,and theconclusion would bethe sam e).

3.2. M agnetic �eld parallelto the layers’plane.

Letusnow turn to the second case in which the externalm agnetic �eld isparallelto the

layers,that is points in the x direction and penetrates the bulk in the z direction (see

�gure 1b). Here we suppose uniform ity ofthe m atterdistribution along y. Again we can

choosethegauge�eldspointing in they direction asin (3.2).W ith theseassum ptionsthe

gaugeelectrom agnetic �eld is

A
em = � zB (3:12)

and,if(1.1)holds,

�� =
k

2�
@xA

C S = 0 : (3:13)
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Equation (3.13)holdseverywherebutattheborderofthesam ple.In fact,wetakeform ally

theusualboundary condition that ~A C S iszero atin�nity (thatisoutsidethesam ple)and

from equations(1.1)and (3.13)itisconstantinside each layer,i.e.independentof(x;y):

A
C S = � eA

em (z)�(x)�(Lx � x): (3:14)

�(x)being theusualstep function = 0 forx< 0,= 1 forx> 0.Therefore we have:

�� = �
ke

2�
A
em (z)

�
�(x)� �(Lx � x)

�
: (3:15)

Noticethatnow notonly ��= 0 insideeach layer,butalso
R
dx

��

d
= 0,astheconservation

ofthe totalnum berofparticlesrequires.

Notice also that the totalam ount of
uid accum ulated at each border ofevery layer is
R
dx

��

d
= � ke

2�
zB which rem ains�niteforLx ! 1 .

W e see thusthat�� isnotm acroscopically large and therefore we expectthatitscontri-

bution to the energy willnotbelarge.

In reference[7]wehaveanalyzed thiscon�guration includingtheelectrostaticenergy which

ariseswhen �� isnotneutralized by the background.In thiscase the electrostatic energy

com es from the attraction ofthe two opposite charges accum ulated at the boundaries.

This gives a relatively weak e�ect, because the two boundaries are far apart,and the

con�guration ofequation (1.1)rem ainsenergetically favourite.

W e willsee that is even m ore so here, when we assum e, like in section 3.1, that the

background neutralizesalso locally ��,and accordingly we forgetthe electrostatice�ects.

In section 5.we analyze thiscase in som e detailand con�rm thatthe con�guration (1.1)

isindeed favourite and �nd a penetration length lz,in the z direction,to be ofthe order

of

lz �
�
Lx�

�1=2
(3:16)

whereLx isthesam plesizein thedirection ofB (weassum eLy�
> Lx)and � isthethickness

oftheborderregion wherethechargeisaccum ulated
�
werem ind,from reference [7],that

includingtheelectrostatice�ectone�ndslz� (Lxd
2)1=3� (logarithm iccorrections)

�
.Thus,

in thiscaseitistruethatthesystem behavesdi�erently from an ordinary superconductor,

where lz is�nite forLx ! 1 .Noticehoweverthatstill lz
L x

! 0 forLx ! 1 .
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4.Screening of the m agnetic �eld orthogonal
to the layers.

4.1. Edge penetration.

Herewe takeasa starting pointthe ham iltonian (3.3)dropping,assaid,theelectrostatic

term :

H

LyLz

=

Z

dx

�
1

2m d

�

j@x�j
2 + jeA em + A

C Sj2�

�

+
1

2
~B
2 +

ĝ

m d
(��)2

�

: (4:1)

W e im agine thatthe region where the m agnetic �eld isdi�erentfrom zero is,in absence

ofthe sam ple,the interval� s� x� Lx.The total
ux ofthe m agnetic�eld is�xed thus:

�

Ly

� (Lx + s)� BM =

L xZ

�s

dx ~B = �xed : (4:2)

Then werede�nethezero oftheenergy subtracting theconstantquantity �1

2

R
dx ~B 2

M ,so

thatwe can rewritethe second term in (3.3)as:

1

2

Z

dx
�
~B
2 � ~B

2

M

�
=
1

2

Z

dx
�
~B � ~B M

�2
: (4:3)

Therefore thenew ham iltonian is;

H

LyLz

=

Z

dx

�
1

2m d

�

j@x�j
2 + jeA em + A

C Sj2�

�

+
1

2

�
~B � ~B M

�2
+

ĝ

m d
(��)2

�

: (4:4)

Now we suppose thatthe sam ple isplaced with an edge atthe origin ofthe x coordinate

and thatitslength in the x-direction isLx.W e im agine thatthe sam ple ism uch sm aller

than the region where the m agnetic�eld isdi�erentfrom zero,thatiss� Lx.

Here for sim plicity we treat the penetration ofthe m agnetic �eld as ifit were uniform ,

ratherthan exponentially decaying,and we calllx the penetration length. Since we have

�xed thetotalvalue ofthe m agnetic
ux we have:

�

Ly

= (s+ lx)B = (s+ Lx)B M : (4:5)

Thisleadsto:

B =
s+ Lx

s+ lx
B M ’ B M ; (4:6)

and to:

B � BM =

�
s+ Lx

s+ lx
B M � BM

�

=
Lx � lx

s+ lx
B M : (4:7)
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Thatis:

1

2

L xZ

�s

dx
�
~B � ~B M

�2
’
1

2
B
2

M (Lx � lx): (4:8)

To check them eaningfulnessofwhatwearedoing,letusconsiderthecaseofthestandard

superconductor(~A C S = 0;�= �0)and see whathappensto thescreening.

The ham iltonian becom es:

H

LyLz

=
1

2

L xZ

�s

dx

�
~B � ~B M

�2
+
e2�0

2m d

lxZ

0

dx (A em )
2
: (4:9)

Noticethatsince A em = xB ,we haveforthesecond term in (4.9):

e2�0

2m d

lxZ

0

dxB
2
x
2 ’

e2�0

2m d
B
2

M

l3x

3
(4:10)

thatis,using (4.8):

H

LyLz

’
1

2
B
2

M

�

Lx � lx +
e2�0

m d

l3x

3

�

: (4:11)

M inim izing (4.11)with respectto thepenetration length lx we getthe standard value

lx =

s

m d

e2�0
: (4:12)

�0=d being thethree dim ensionalm ean density.So ourassum ptionsm akesense.

Substituting back in equation (4.11)we getthe value ofthe energy ofthe standard con-

�guration:

H

LyLz

=
1

2
B
2

M

�

Lx �
2

3
lx

�

: (4:13)

4.1.1. D etailed discussion ofthe con�guration ~A C S = � e~A em .

Com ing back to thestudy ofournon-standard quantum 
uid,aswesaid thereisa possi-

bility ofruining the screening ofthe m agnetic �eld by m eansofthe cancellation (1.1).If

thishappenswe have:

Z

dx
��

d
=

k

2�d

Z

dx ~r ^ ~A
C S = �

ke

2�d

Z

dxB = �
ke

2�d
LxB M (4:14)
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which isfarfrom being zero.

Thereforein ordertohavetheconservation ofthenum beroftheparticlesofthe
uid,som e-

where there m ustbe som e m issing 
uid density,thatwe willindicate as��
M
,accounting

forthe m ism atch.

Due to the conservation ofthe num ber ofparticles,it follows that
R
dx�� = 0,thus it

is not possible that (1.1) holds strictly,otherwise
R
dxB /

R
dx�� 6= 0. So we consider

a con�guration where (1.1) holds as m uch as it is possible that is everywhere but in a

sm allregion,say,ofthickness �. Thus we suppose that ��
M
is concentrated in a sm all,

m icroscopic,region � around x= x0,(aswe said in section 3.1,x0� Lx),thatis:

��
M
=

ke

2�
B M Lx

1

�
p
�
e
�

(x � x 0 )
2

�
2 (4:15)

in such a way that
Z

dx��
M
=

ke

2�
B M Lx : (4:16)

Letusestim atethe variouscontribution to theenergy in thiscon�guration.

First:
Z

dx
1

2m d

�
�@x�

�
�2 ’

1

2m d

Z

dx
(@x��M )

2

4��
M

=
1

4m d

ke

2�
B M

Lx

�2
; (4:17)

where �=
p
�0 + �� and thus@x�=

1

2

@x ��Mp
�0+ ��

’ 1

2

@x ��Mp
��M

.

Second:

ĝ

m d

Z L x

0

dx

�

�
ke

2�
B M + ��

M

� 2

=
ĝ

m d

�
ke

2�

� 2

B
2

M Lx

�
1

p
2�

Lx

�
� 1

�

: (4:18)

W e getthetotalenergy

H

LyLz

=
1

4m d

ke

2�
B M

Lx

�2
+

ĝ

m d

�
ke

2�

� 2

B
2

M Lx

�
1

p
2�

Lx

�
� 1

�

: (4:19)

W e see thatthe energy gets a contribution proportionalto B 2
M

L
2

x

�
. Therefore com pared

to theenergy ofthestandard con�guration,equation (4.13),weseethatthecon�guration

im plem enting the cancellation as in equation (1.1) has an energy which is larger by a

m acroscopic factor.

Thus,we can disregard the possibility thatthe con�guration (1.1)holdstrue throughout

the wholesam ple.
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4.1.2. A variationalanalysis.

W e study now in som e detailthe penetration ofthe m agnetic �eld with a variational

approach ofthe fullham iltonian (4.4). This willallow us to go beyond the linearized

approxim ation,and to take into account possible im portant non-linear e�ects. Let us

m akethe following ansatz:

B = B 0e
��x ) A

em = �
B 0

�
e
��x

B M = B 0

A
C S =

2�

k

Z x

0

dx
0
��(x0)= � �

2�

k
�0xe

��x

�� =
k

2�
@xA

C S = � ��0(1� �x)e��x

� = �� + �0 = �0

h

1� �(1� �x)e��x
i

:

(4:20)

Note that
R
dx��= 0. The r̂ole ofthe param eter� isto leave free the value of�� atthe

edge.Thegoodnessofthisansatzcan bechecked directly on thestandard case(4.9)from

which we getback the correctvalue (4.12).

The num ericalanalysisindicatesthat�� �.Letusassum e itfordisplaying a som ewhat

sim pli�ed expression,verifying a posteriorithat�� � isindeed realized.One getsto the

following expression:

m d

LyLz

H =
2�eB 0�

2
0

k�2

1

�
� +

�
�2�30

2k2�3
+

1

4�
ĝ�

2

0 + ��0c(�)

�

�
2 +

e2�0B
2
0

4

1

�3
�
3m dB 2

0

4

1

�
:

(4:21)

Here

c(�)=
1

8

1Z

0

dx
(2� x)2e�2x

1� �(1� x)e�x
(4:22)

isa slowly varying function of�,which for� sm alltendsto a num beroforderofunit.W e

willconsideritasa constant.M inim izing thisexpression with respectto � we�nd

� = �
1

�
Q B 0 ; (4:23)

where Q =
4�ek�� 0

2�2�2
0
+ ĝk2�2�0+ 4k

2�4c
. Substituting back in (4.21) and m inim izing now with

respectto � we �nd:

lx �
1

�
=

s

m d

e2�0

s

1+
16�2�3

0

9m dk2�4
Q 2 +

4�2�0

3ek�2
Q : (4:24)
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W e see from equation (4.24)thatthe penetration length approachesthe standard one for

large ĝ,for which Q ! 0. W e recallagain that a large value of ĝ is expected because it

e�ectively represents the fact that the system m ust spend energy to rem ain electrically

neutralwhen ��6= 0.

Indeed this results have been con�rm ed through a num ericalm inim ization with respect

to � and � ofthe ham iltonian which isobtained from (4.4)using the ansatz (4.20),with

�=
p
�0 (corresponding to a coherencelength of� 10�A),forvariousvaluesofB 0.Already

for ĝ= 1:5 we getlx ’ 1:2� 103�A,and for ĝ= 10 we getlx ’ 9:8� 102�A (the standard value

equation (4.12)islx ’ 8:5� 102�A).W ehavealso num erically veri�ed thattaking � sm aller

increasesthe energy ofthe con�guration,con�rm ing that�� � asstated above. In fact,

for�! 1 we see thatQ � 1

c

�e�0
k�3 thus�! 0,and lx !

q
e2�0
m d

.W e see thusfrom equation

(4.21)thatthe value �! 1 form ally correspondsto the m inim alenergy. W e have taken

� atitsphysically reasonable m axim um value,thatis��
p
�0.

One can check that � is indeed sm allfor that value,for ĝ� 10 and B0�
<103 gauss one

gets��
< 10�2 (in allthesenum ericalcom putationswehavetaken m to bethem assofthe

electron,� 250�A
�1
,and �0= 4� 10�3 �A

�2
).

W e see thatthe penetration length isindependent ofthe value ofB 0 and that� ispro-

portionalto � B0 (thatis, ~A
C S hasthe sign opposite to ~A em ,asifthe system would like

the con�guration (1.1)asfarasitispossible).

4.2. Vortices.

In thissection westudy thepenetration ofthem agnetic�eld from m agneticvortices.The

starting pointwillbe thefollowing ham iltonian:

H

Lz

=

Z

d
2
r

�
1

2m d

�
�
�

�
~r � ie~A

em � i~A
C S

�

�

�
�
�
2

+
1

2
~B
2 +

ĝ

m d
(��)2

�

: (4:25)

W e look forsolutionsoftheform :

�(r;�)= f(r)ein� ; (4:26)

n isintegerand representthevorticity.

Substituting (4.26)in (4.25)we get:

H

Lz

=

Z

d
2
r

�
1

2m d

�
�
@rf)

2 +
1

r2

�
n � erA

em
� � rA

C S
�

�2
f
2

�

+
1

2
~B
2 +

ĝ

m d
(��)2

�

: (4:27)
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Finitenessof(4.27)requires:

f(0)= 0 ) ��(0)= � �0

lim
r! 1

�� = 0 ) lim
r! 1

f =
p
�0

lim
r! 1

A
em
� =

n

er

lim
r! 1

A
C S
� = 0 :

(4:28)

W e solve thisham iltonian in a variationalway with the following ansatz,which satis�es

(4.28):

erA
em
� = n

�

1� e
��

2
r
2
�

) B =
1

r
@r(rA

em
� )=

2n

e
�
2
e
��

2
r
2

rA
C S
� = �

�

k
�0r

2
e
��

2
r
2

�� =
k

2�

1

r
@r(rA

C S
� )= � �0(1� �

2
r
2)e��

2
r
2

f
2 = �0 � �0(1� �

2
r
2)e��

2
r
2

:

(4:29)

Notice that
R1
0

d2r��= 0,therefore there isno m issing ��
M
. Lateron,we willcom pare

thiscon�guration with a con�guration where~A C S = � e~A em and wewillneed ��
M
6= 0 like

in the discussion ofsection 4.1.1.

Notice also thatin thiscase,di�erently from the case treated in the previoussection the

value of�� atthe origin is�xed to zero by the requirem entof�nite energy,see equation

(4.27),so there isno � param eter.

W ith thisansatzwe get,supposing �� �,to be laterveri�ed:

H

Lz

’
�0�

2m d

�
6n��0

k�2
+ n

2 log
�2

2�2
+
2m dn2�2

e2�0
+
�0ĝ

2�2

�

: (4:30)

M inim izing (4.30)with respectto �2 one�ndseasily:

�
2 =

e2�0

2m d
: (4:31)

Thereforewerecoverthepenetration length wehad found in [7]studyingthecaseincluding

the electrostaticinteraction:

lx =
1

�
=

s

2m d

e2�0
: (4:32)

Noticethatthispenetration length isindependentofĝ.

M inim izing (4.30)with respectto � we �nd:

�
2 =

6��0

nk
+
ĝ�0

2n2
; (4:33)
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which correspondsto a coherence length:

rv =
1

�
=

s

2kn2

12n��0 + k�0ĝ
: (4:34)

Noticethat,asisreasonably expected,theradiusrv ofthevortex decreaseswith increasing

ĝ. Allthese resultshave been con�rm ed through a num ericalm inim ization with respect

to � and � ofthe exactham iltonian with variousvaluesofĝ. Notice thatthe resultsfor

the vorticesagreesfairly wellwith thoseforthe edgepenetration.

In particularfor ĝ= 2 wehaverv� 8�A and lx � 1167�A,whereasfor ĝ= 10 wehaverv� 6�A

and thesam evalueoflx
�
corresponding to thevalueofequation (4.32)

�
.Noticethatthese

resultscon�rm that�� � asstated above.

Substituting (4.32) and (4.34) in (4.30) we �nd the energy ofthe con�guration ofone

vortex:
H

Lz

’
�0�

2m d

�
6n��0

k
r
2

v + n
2 log

m d

e2�0r
2
v

+ n
2 +

ĝ�0r
2
v

2

�

: (4:35)

4.2.1. T he ~A C S = � e~A em con�guration w ith rotationalsym m etry.

W enow discuss,likein section 4.1.1,thepossiblecancellation (1.1)in thecaseofa con�g-

uration which hasa rotationalsym m etry,and the 
ux ofB isgiven,like forthe vortices

case discussed above. W e willcom pare it with the standard vortex con�guration ofthe

previoussection.Followingthediscussion donethere,itisunavoidablea m issing ��
M
.W e

suppose to have a �xed valueofthem agnetic 
ux.

�(B )=

Z

d
2
rB =

2�

e
N : (4:36)

Therefore
Z

d
2
r�� =

k

2�

Z

d
2
r~r ^ ~A

C S = �
ke

2�

Z

d
2
rB = �

ke

2�
�R

2

0B = � kN ; (4:37)

where R 0 istheradiusofthesam ple,supposed to be a disk.

So to have conservation ofthe num berofparticleswe need a ��
M
ofthe form :

��
M
=

kN

2�R 0

1

�
p
�
e
(r� R 0 )

2

�
2 ; (4:38)

where the thickness� issupposed to be m icroscopic.Notethat

Z

d
2
r��

M
= kN : (4:39)
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W etake��
M
concentrated ata m acroscopicdistancefrom thevortex core,say attheedge

ofthe sam ple,that is at r = R 0. Otherwise,ifit were concentrated at som e di�erent

point,say at r= r0,then ~A C S would have a jum p of N

r
at r= r0,due to the fact that

@r(rA
C S)= 2�

k
r��,and would no longercanceleAem forr> r0,contrary to ourhypothesis

thatthecancellation holdsthroughoutthem acroscopic size ofthe sam ple.

Letusestim atethem ostrelevantcontributionstotheenergy H

L z

com ingfrom thepresence

of��
M
.W e write:

H

Lz

=

�
H

Lz

�

1

+

�
H

Lz

�

2

+

�
H

Lz

�

3

: (4:40)

W e �nd �rst
�
H

Lz

�

1

=
1

2m d

Z

d
2
rjD �j2 ’

1

8m d

Z

d
2
r
(@r��M )

2

��
M

=
1

8m d

kN

�2
: (4:41)

Second: �
H

Lz

�

2

=
ĝ

m d

Z

d
2
r(��)2 =

ĝ

m d

�
p
�

�
k

2�

� 2
N 2

R 0�
�
k2

�

N 2

R 2
0

�

: (4:42)

Third: �
H

Lz

�

3

=
1

2

Z

d
2
rB

2 =
2�2

e2

N 2

�R 2
0

: (4:43)

W e can distinguish two cases.

a) N = 1 (or few units). Then the m ost relevant energy contribution due to ��
M
com es

from
�
H

L z

�

1
,since theothertwo piecesaresuppressed,atleast,by thefactor 1

R 0
,with R 0

m acroscopic. Thisenergy (for�2 � 1

�0
)islessorequalto the free energy ofthe standard

con�guration (4.35).Thereforefora sm all
ux,thatisfora very sm allm agnetic�eld,the

con�guration where~A C S cancelse~A em ispossibly favourite.

b) Now we suppose B m acroscopic,in other words B is �xed in the m acroscopic lim it

R 0 ! 1 . Therefore from equation (4.37)N � B R20 ! 1 . In this case the con�guration

where ~A C S cancelse~A em getsthem ostrelevantenergy from
�
H

L z

�

2
,nam ely from thepiece

proportionalto N
2

�R 0
.Therefore,forthiscon�guration

H

Lz

’
ĝ

4m d

p
�

�
ke

2�

� 2

B
2
R 3
0

�
+ lessim portant: (4:44)

W e have to com pare it with the energy ofthe standard vortex con�guration,equation

(4.35)m ultiplied by N ,thatis:

H

Lz

’ c
�0�

2m d
B R

2

0 ; (4:45)

where c isofthe orderof�0r
2
v,i.e. a �nite num ber. Since

R 0

�
! 1 ,clearly the standard

con�guration,oralso a con�guration ofm any standard vortices,isenergetically favourite.
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5.W eak screening ofthem agnetic�eld parallel
to the layers.

In thischapterweputourattention to thecon�guration in which the�eld~B isparallelto

thelayers’plane(see�gure1b)and studythescreeninge�ectsin absenceoftheelectrostatic

interaction,asdiscussed in thepreviouschapter.

W ith considerationsvery sim ilarto those m ade atthe beginning ofsection 4.1 we get,in

thiscon�guration,to the ham iltonian:

H

Ly

=

Z

dxdz

�
1

2m d

�
�
�@x�

�
�2+ c

J

�
�@z�

�
�2
�

+
1

2m d

�
�
�eA

em + A C S

�
�
�
2

�+
1

2
(B � BM )2+

ĝ

m d
(��)2

�

;

(5:1)

here c
J
isa constantaccounting forthe Josephson coupling between thelayers.

W e study the possible screening starting from the con�guration in which we have the

cancellation (1.1)inside thesam ple,thatis:

A
C S(x;z)= � eA

em (z)
�
�(x)�(Lx � x)

�
: (5:2)

Thisyields(seesection 3.2):

��(x;z)=
k

2�
@xA

C S = �
ke

2�
A
em
�
�(x)� �(Lx � x)

�
: (5:3)

Here,asin chapter4,wesupposethatthe
uid density iscon�ned in a m icroscopicregion

ofthickness� so we approxim atethe�-functionswith

�(x)’
1

p
��

e
� x

2

�
2 : (5:4)

Therefore wehave:

��(x;z)= �
ke

2�

1
p
��

�

e
� x

2

�
2 � e

�
(L x � x )

2

�
2

�

A
em (z): (5:5)

Keeping this con�guration, let us assum e that the m agnetic �eld penetrates in the z

direction within a length lz and let us estim ate it. W e begin by estim ating the various

contributions to the energy in this con�guration disregarding the term s proportionalto

e
�

L
2
x

2�2 ’ 0.First:

1

2m d

Z

dxdz
�
�@x�

�
�2 =

1

4m d�0

1
p
2�

�
ke

2�

� 2
1

�3

Z lz

0

dz

�

A
em (z)

�2
; (5:6)

where we used the factthat@x�=
1

2

@x (��)p
��+ �0

’ 1

2
p
�0
@x(��).
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Second:

c
J

2m d

Z

dxdz
�
�@z�

�
�2 =

c
J

8m d�0

1
p
2�

�
ke

2�

� 2
1

�

Z lz

0

dz

�

@zA
em (z)

�2
: (5:7)

Third:

ĝ

m d

Z

dxdz(��)2 =
ĝ

m d

1
p
2�

�
ke

2�

� 2
1

�

Z lz

0

dz

�

A
em (z)

�2
: (5:8)

Fourth:
1

2

Z

dxdz(B � BM )2 =
1

2
B
2

M Lx(Lz � lz); (5:9)

�
here to get(5.9)wehave used argum entssim ilarto thosethatled to (4.8)

�
.

Now putting italltogether,and using the factthatA em (z)= � zBM ,wearriveat:

H

Ly

=
1

m d

1
p
2�

�
ke

2�

� 2
1

�

�
1

4�0�
2
+ ĝ

�

B
2

M

l3z

3
+

c
J

8m d�0

1
p
2�

�
ke

2�

� 2
1

�
B
2

M lz+

+
1

2
B
2

M Lx(Lz � lz): (5:10)

M inim izing equation (5.10)with respectto lz we �nd:

lz ’

r
Lx



; (5:11)

where 
 = 2

m d

1p
2�

�
ke

2�

�2 1
�

�
1

4�0�
2 + ĝ

�
.

Thism eansthatwhen them agnetic�eld isparallelwedo nothavescreening in theusual

sense because lz ! 1 for Lx ! 1 . But we have a \quasiscreening" in the sense that
lz
L x

! 0.

Substituting thisresultback in (5.10),we�nd theenergy ofthe con�guration:

H

Ly

=
1

2
B
2

M LxLz �
1

3
B
2

M (Lx)
3=2(
)�1=2 : (5:12)

Letuscom parethisresultto theenergy ofthestandard con�guration.Thatis,letustake

A C S = 0 and �=
p
�0;then theham iltonian becom es:

H

Ly

=
1

2
B
2

M Lx

�
e2�0

3m d
l
3

z + Lz � lz

�

; (5:13)

which ism inim alforthestandard value(4.12)ofthepenetration length.Thevalueofthis

m inim alenergy is:
H

Ly

=
1

2
B
2

M Lx

�

Lz �
2

3
lz

�

: (5:14)

Com paring this equation with equation (5.12) we see that (5.14) is always greater than

(5.12)forLx m acroscopic.So thecon�guration (1.1),in thegeom etry asin �g1bisalways

favourite.
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