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A bstract

W e study the possible penetration of a static m agnetic eld in an idealized sam ple of
m any layers supporting a two dim ensional charged chiral quantum  uid, to see whether
there is a kind of M eissner e ect. This is a non standard problem since the quantum

uid is incom pressble having a gap in is spectrum . W e nd that the systam shows
an intemm ediate behaviour between superconducting and non-superconducting uids, the
m agnetic eld being screened or not depending on its ordentation relative to the layers.
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1. Introduction.

T he study of the physical properties of non-conventional quantum  uids appears to be in-
teresting and prom ising, even if a precise and detailed com parison w ith a realexisting sys—
tem isnot attem pted. In particular, attention hasbeen devoted to possible non-relativistic
quantum uids living in a two-dim ensional space, as a fram ew ork ofm odelsw hich could be
related to layered superconductors (see for instance references [1], R1, B] in particular for
the m agnetic properties of realistic layered superconductors). A general approach consists
In introducing the problem by m eans of an e ective lagrangian, a la Landau-G inzburg,
representing an universality class which should sum m arize the relevant degrees of freedom
of som e underlying m icroscopic theory not explicitly speci ed. A particularly interesting
class, which ispeculiar of two space din ensions, involves som ehow a C hem-Sin ons gauge

eld, breaking parity and tin e reversal Invariance, describing a non-relativistic quantum

uid which m akes a chiraldistinction between som e left-and right-handed behaviour (ref-
erences @], Bl, ], [7]).

Here we consider a particular universality class of that kind characterized by the fact
that the spectrum ofthe uid (before considering it charged and coupled to an electrom ag—
netic eld) hasa gap. This chiralquantum uid was presented and extensively studied in
ref [7] (it tumed out that it is form ally sin ilar to an e ective Jagrangian used to describe
the FractionalQ uantum Halle ect 8], O], [L0], L1]. In our case how ever, the physical con—
text, the interpretation and the range of the param eters are quite di erent). It is of course
very interesting to study thebehaviourofthe uidwhen it ischarged and can carry electro—
m agnetic currents, In order to com pare w ith the behaviour of superconductors. T herefore
here we address oursslves m ore soeci cally to a rather crucial issue. D ue to the fact that
thisquantum uid hasa gap in the spectrum and it is like an \incom pressble" uid, does
it possess the property of screening am agnetic  eld like a superconductor (M eissnere ect)
does? Since there is a gap, the standard m echanian sin ilar to the H iggs m echanisn in

eld theory looks im possible. There is no m assless G oldstone boson which can provide a
\m ass term " for the electrom agnetic eld, thus resulting in a nite penetration length. In
fact, In our case, apart from the collective m odes representing the overall uniform m otion
ofthe uid, there are not the linearly dispersing com pressionalm odes, which are found in
mean eld treatments of uids related to fractional statistics, see in particular [12], 3],
[L4], [L5], 0], (for a possble di erent treatm ent, see appendix A of [/]and [16]).

O ne can m ake this question m ore precise for the peculiar quantum uid we are In—
vestigating. Indeed, the reason why there is a gap is due to the fact that it is coupled to
a Chem-Sinons gauge eldAC€S. This eld is detem ined by the constraint that its eld
strength # ~ A¢S is proportional to the density uctuation of the uid (see section
2 for the fom ulation of the e ective theory). Since the uid is non-relativistic there is
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conservation of the total num ber of particles, that is = 0, consistently w ith the fact

that # ~ &S is \exact", ie. it is a total derivative. It is because of the CS gauge eld
that the G oldstone theoram is evaded and that the U (1) phase nvarance breaks down,
but there is a gap in the spectrum .

N ext, when considering the coupling w ith an electrom agnetic eld, the sum K¢S+
el ®" ) of the two gauge elds will appear in the covariant derivative. A s observed in
particular in reference [L7], it Jooks like there rem ains an unbroken U (1) sym m etry, because
of a sin ultaneous gauge transform ation of both A°° and A*" which cancels in the sum .
A \m ass" for the electrom agnetic eld, and thus the M eissner e ect, is recovered in the
e ective theory of reference [17] by m eans of a term which separately breaks the gauge
invariance for A¢S, due to the condensation of the \spinon pair" com ponent. In our
e ective theory, Instead, we consider a one-com ponent quantum uid and therefore there
isno such a tem . T he dynam ics is therefore quite non standard.

In practice, we can put the question in the ollow ing way. The term possbly giving
a \m ass" to the electrom agnetic eld, which in the standard case would be proportional
to @R )> (where isthe uid density), isnow XCS + eR® )2 | Therefre, there is
the possbility that no \m ass" and no screening of the m agnetic eld is obtained, if the
con guration

RCS = @ (1)

isenergetically favourite. (To avoid possible confusion w ith the literatureon theHalle ect,
we rem ind that in references B], O], [10], [11], the relation (1.1) im plem ents the \ 1ling"
relation, theCS eld being proportionalto the totaldensity and the electrom agnetic eld
representing the strong, xed, space-independent m agnetic eld ofthe Halle ect. In our
case Instead, theC S eld strength isproportionalto the density uctuation, and the space
dependence of the m agnetic eld is not a prori given, but has to be determm ined by the
variation of the ham iltonian).

W e consider here the case of " corregponding to a static m agnetic eld, and the
problem ofitspenetration in the bulk ofa sam plem ade ofa stack ofm any tw o-din ensional
layers, where the quantum uid lies (see gure la-b). In ref [7] we already discussed this
problem , nding a di erent behaviour depending on the ordentation of the m agnetic eld
relative to the layers. Nam ely ifthe eld is orthogonalto the layers’ plane, case of gure
la, the system behaves lke a type IT superconductor w ith a nite penetration length. In
the case of gure 1b, when the eld isparallelto the layers, instead the penetration length
grow sw ith som e fractionalpower of the sam ple size. T hus In this case there isno M eissner
e ect, strictly soeaking, in agreem ent w ith general considerations.

In the study done In reference [/]we have included in the energy com putation also the
electrostatic e ects, arising from the fact that locally & 0. W e In agine of course that
the lJayerw here the uid liesprovides a uniform badkground that neutralizes the charge, so
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that the uid is globally neutral. B ut assum ing that the background charge cannot m ove,
there are locally electrostatic e ects where 6 0. These e ects ardse in particular in the
con guration of equation (1.1), due to the fact that  is proportionaltof ~ A€S. The
resulting additional energy helps in disfavouring the con guration (1.1).

However it can well occur that, in m ore realistic cases, the background-neutralizing—
charge isnot really xed and that i can in in som e way com pensate the local excess of
electrostatic charge so that the system rem ains locally neutral. Thus it is in portant to
reconsider the problam .

Here we discuss the central issue of the screening of the m agnetic eld, by assum ing
that there are no additional electrostatic temm s in the energy. Therefore we exam ine
w hether there are Intrinsicm echanism sw hich would energetically disfavour the penetration
ofthem agnetic eld.

Our resul is that, even in this case, the pattem ram ains qualitatively the sam e as
said above, nam ely we nd screening, ie. nite penetration of the m agnetic eld, in the
con guration of gurela and in nitepenetration in thecon guration of gure lb, although
w ith som e in portant quantitative di erences.

W e have sum m arized in section 3 the m ain physical reasons for these results, whilke
Ssection 2 sum m arizes the form ulation ofthe e ective theory. Sections 4 and 5 contain the
m ore precise and quantitative analysis.

In conclusion, we ndthata chiralquantum uid, ofthe universality class described in
section 2, besides having other interesting properties discussed in [7], behaves w ith respect
to a staticm agnetic eld as a \quasisuperconductor”, that is in a way which is som ewhat
Intermm ediate between superconducting and non-superconducting uids. This could open
new prospectives in the scenario of the layered quantum  uids and the possble realistic
System s.

Figure 1



2.The e ective theory.

T he theory which we discuss in this paper is described by the follow ing non-relativistic
e ective lagrangian density in two space and one tin e dim ensions:
L=1i @ * D~ ° 9 ( ¥
2m m
here (¢;t) is a non relativistic com plex eld which plays the 0k of order param eter,
related to the density by

@:1)

=35 22)

W ew illcom m ent on the possbl values of the dim ensionless constant § in the next section
(n reference [7]weused g= ).
W e assum €, as it is proper ﬁﬁr a non-relativistic theory, a xed total num ber of particles
N ,that iswekesp xedN = d?x
D' is the covariant derivative ' = # £€5 and A°S is a Chem-Sim ons gauge potential
related to the m atter density uctuation by the constraint equation:

2

fAAvcs=? = 0 o < > 2:3)

k is a din ensionless num ber which we consider to be of the order of few units. As a

consequence of the conservation of the num ber of particles we have consistently:
Z

Exx *RCS =0 2:4)

It is seen that the sn all defom ations have the spectrum
r

1
E@)= E>+— @'+ 16§ op?) 2:5)
dm

where E= j—k o isthe gap. The whole spectrum , including the vortex excitations (see also
reference [18]), and other relevant properties, in particular the chiral features, have been
discussed in ref [7].

Now we are going to study the possible properties of the system of screening an extemal
m agnetic eld. Since this is essentially a three dim ensional phenom enon we suppose to
build up a m ultilayered bulk ofm any two din ensionalthin In s separated by a spacing d
(s qure l).

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

con gurations described by the ham ilttonian
Z
1 2 g

1
H= dJdx 3 # i@ mCS +§B2+E’2 +—d< f oo 26)
m m

Here B and E' are the m agnetic and electric eld, respectively.



3.Q ualitative description and sum m ary of the
resu lts.

B efore going into com putational details, et us discuss the essential points of the m agnetic

eld penetration problem , assum ing that there isno electrostatic eld. In a y-independent
con guration, lke n qure 1, X5 = AS S x) and A" = A" (x) being the only non-
vanishing com ponents of the gauge elds, the phase of can be taken to be a constant,
conventionally zero, otherw ise it would contribute an additional positive energy (of course
twillplay a &l instead in the vortex con guration ofsection 42). Let uslook rst at the
linearized form of the equations com ing from the variation of the ham ittonian (dropping
higher derivatives term s which are irrelevant for the discussion of zero m odes):

@iAem + %.(ACS+ eAem)= 0
2 (1)

j—i 25 @ZACS + m—(;(ACM eA®™ )= 0
O ne sees In m ediately that there is In principle a zero m ode, corresponding to the con gu-—
ration ofequation (1.1). Thusif (1.1) could be com petitive w ith the standard con guration
it would spoil the screening of the externalm agnetic eld. H owever to understand its rel-
evance, one has to take properly into account the boundary conditions and to see how
the allowed m odes of A®® can actually in plem ent (1.1). In the ©llow ing subsections, we
w ill analyze, in a rather qualitative way, the con guration (1.1) in the two geom etries of
gure la-b. A more quantitative study is developed in sections 4 and 5. O f course af-
ter discussing w hether or not the con guration of equation (1.1) is energetically favourite
throughout the whole sam ple, we stillhave to nd the optinum con guration and describe
its space dependence. W e w illdiscuss it in detail in the follow Ing sections using variational

m ethods, to be m ore general than the linearized approxim ation.

3.1.M agnetic eld orthogonal to the layers’ plane.

Let us start discussing the case of gure la, nam ely that w ithB orthogonal to the layers'
plane. W e suppose that the extemal m agnetic eld points in the direction of positive
z-axis, and penetrates in the buk in the x direction (see gure la). W e further assum e
that the m atter distribution isuniform in the y and in the z directions and we can choose
the electrom agnetic and C hem-Sim ons gauge eld pointing in the y direction:
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and, in the gauge ¥ A = # ACS = 0, depending only on x. W ith these choices the

ham iltonian (2.6) becom es (Ly,y;, being the sam ple’s sizes In the various directions):

Z
H 1 1 1
- ax g Fr ™ +acs? pliprilgr, 97 gy
L,L, Z2m d 2 2 md
In thisway we have
k

A" = xB =2—@XACS : (3:4)

From (3.4),using (1.1),weget

ke

= 2—B (3:5)

on every point inside each layer.

O f course, the system is overall electrically neutral, therefore the support over which the

quantum uid lies in each layer acts as the neutralizing background. If we suppose that

the neutralizing background charges are xed, so that the uctuation of charged m atter
cannot be locally neutralized, then we have an electric eld, inside each layer, given by

the equation

F E = (3:6)

Q.1 m

here - isthe three din ensionalm atter density we rem ind that since isuniform in the
z direction, the z com ponent of E' is always zero, thusE ise ectively two dim ensional).
Recallingequation 23),% "A€S = 2= weseethatl and A€ ° are dualtwo din ensional

k
vectors that is
ke

2q"
T hism eans that the electric eld contrdbution in (3.3) can be rew ritten

= i= x;y : (3:7)

i

- Q
n

1 k?e?

Tl ST (®CSH2 ., 38

> 1o &) (38)
T herefore also when (1.1) holds we recover, through this electrostatic term , a \m ass term "
for the electrom agnetic eld A" )2. This case has been extensively studied i [7]
w ith 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 behaviour of the system dropping the E? tem i the ham iltonian (3.3). W e
can take into account the energy which is spent by the system for neutralizing the charge

uctuations, whilk retaining the sam e form for the e ective ham ittonian, by considering
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values for the constant § of equation (3.3) rather larger than the ones previously consid—
ered In reference [7] there, considerations based on anyon mean eld theory suggested
g= @ 3) .

W e begin by observing that from equation (3.5) we see that the cancellation (1.1) cannot

hold everyw here on the two din ensional space. In fact ifthiswere the case we would have

N cs ke ke
dx#® "A"° = —— dxB =

_ — 1B (3:9)
d 2 d 2 d 2 d

which being di erent from zero violates the conservation of the num ber of particles.

T hus, there must be som ew here an additionalm issing density , . Actually, it will be
concentrated on the edge ofthe sam ple, otherw ise A€ *® would have a 3imp and (1.1) would
no longer hold afterw ards:

w = 2—BLx x L) : (3:10)
N otice that 7
N ke
dx = —L.B (3:11)
d 2 d

w hich exactly com pensate (3.9): 5 ( + ,)=0.

W e seethat |, isvery large since it is proportionalto L, which ism acroscopic. T here-
fore a very Jarg%energy com es, for instance, from the term in the ham iltonian which is
proportionalto ( )?. Thus, we Presee that the con guration of equation (1.1) will
be ssverely energetically disfavourite, and that the quantum  uid w ill essentially behave,
in the con guration of gure la, as a standard superconductor. This is con m ed iIn the
detailed analysis of section 4. (&t can also be that , , so to speak, disappears because
the uid undergoes locally a kind of phase transition. But if the uid is stable this too

would cost energy, and the conclusion would be the sam e).

3.2.M agnetic eld parallelto the layers’ plane.

Let usnow tum to the second case In which the extemalm agnetic eld is parallel to the
layers, that is points in the x direction and penetrates the bulk in the z direction (see
gure 1b). Here we suppose uniform iy of the m atter distribbution along y. A gain we can
choose the gauge eldspointing in the y direction asin (32). W ith these assum ptions the

gauge electrom agnetic eld is
A" = zB 3:12)

and, if (1.1) holds,
k



E quation (3.13) holdseveryw here but at the border ofthe sam ple. In fact, we take form ally
the usualboundary condition that A€S is zero at in nity (that is outside the sam ple) and
from equations (1.1) and (3.13) it is constant inside each layer, ie. Independent of (x;vy):

ACS = e (z) &) @, X): (3:14)

(%) being the usual step function = 0 orx< 0, =1 for x> 0. T herefore we have:

ke .
= 2—A z) &) G x): (3:15)
R
N otice that now not only = 0 Inside each layer, but also dx? = 0, as the conservation

of the total num ber of particles requires.

IF\{otjoe also that the total am ount of uid accum ulated at each border of every layer is
dx—= £°zB whith remais nite orL,! 1 .

W e see thus that is not m acroscopically large and therefore we expect that its contri-

bution to the energy w ill not be large.

In reference [/]wehave analyzed thiscon guration including the electrostatic energy w hich
arises w hen is not neutralized by the badkground. In this case the electrostatic energy
com es from the attraction of the 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) ram ains energetically favourite.

W e will see that is even more so here, when we assum e, lke in section 3.1, that the

background neutralizes also locally , and accordingly we forget the electrostatic e ects.
In section 5. we analyze this case in som e detailand con m that the con guration (1.1)
is Indeed favourite and nd a penetration length 1, in the z direction, to be of the order

of

1 Ly (3:16)

where L, isthe sam ple size In the direction ofB (weassumeL,> L,) and isthe thickness
of the border region w here the charge is accum ulated we ram ind, from reference [7], that
Including the electrostatice ectone ndsj] L, d?)=3 (logarithm ic corrections) . T hus,
in this case it is true that the system behavesdi erently from an ordinary superconductor,
where 1, is nite orL, ! 1 .Notice however that still;=! 0 forL,! 1 .



4. Screening of the m agnetic eld orthogonal
to the layers.

4.1. Edge penetration.

Here we take as a starting point the ham ittonian (3.3) dropping, as said, the electrostatic
tem :

=  dx LjE_ix ¥+ A + ACSH +}BZ+ 9 Y

— ( (4:1)
L,L, 2m d 2 md

W e in agine that the region where the m agnetic eld isdi erent from zero is, in absence
ofthe sam ple, the interval s x L. Thetotal ux ofthemagnetic eld is xed thus:

Z‘x
_ Ik+s) B = d&B= xed: “4z2)

=

S

R
Then we rede ne the zero of the energy subtracting the constant quantity % delﬁ , SO

that we can rew rite the second term in (3.3) as:
Z Z
1 5 5 1
> dx B By = > dx B By : 4:3)

T herefore the new ham iltonian is;

Z
1 1 2 g

= dx — + A" + ACS + =B By +— : (44

L g B T i > u = F (4:4)

Now we suppose that the sam ple is placed w ith an edge at the origin of the x coordinate

and that its length in the x-direction is L, . W e in agine that the sam pl ismuch an aller

than the region where them agnetic eld isdi erent from zero, that iss L.

Here for sin plicity we treat the penetration of the m agnetic eld as if it were unifom ,

rather than exponentially decaying, and we call 1, the penetration length. Since we have
xed the totalvalue of the m agnetic ux we have:

— = (s+ L)B = (s+ Ly)By : @:5)
LY
T his leads to:
s+ Ly
B = BM ! BM H (4:6)
s+ Lk
and to:
s+ L L
B By = By By = x7;*BM : @s7)
s+ Lk s+ L
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T hat is:
L) : 48)

2 12
ax B By ' -Bf i

To check the m eaningfiilness of what we are doing, lt us consider the case of the standard

superconductor B€5=0; = ;) and see what happens to the screening.
T he ham iltonian becom es:
2 x Zl
H 1 2 62 0 em 12
== dx B By + dx @ )" . (4:9)
L,L, 2 2md
0

N otice that sihce A" = xB , we have for the second term In (4.9):

e 0 % e’ 0 ];3(
dx B ?x* ’ B = (4:10)
2m d 2m d 3
0
that is, using (4.8):
H 1 &€ B
" B2 L, L+ ok, @:11)
LyL, 2 md 3
M inin izing (4.11) w ith respect to the penetration length 1 we get the standard value
S
md
= . 412
L Z . 4:12)

o=d being the three dim ensionalm ean density. So our assum ptionsm ake sense.
Substituting back in equation (4.11) we get the value of the energy of the standard con—

guration:

H 1, 2
T (413)

41.1. D etailed discussion of the con guration B¢S= &&*°m |

Com ing back to the study of our non-standard quantum uid, aswe said there is a possi-

bility of ruining the screening of the m agnetic eld by m eans of the cancellation (1.1). If

this happens we have:

— = ~“1.B 4:14
d 2d 2 d 2 a4 " @d4)

&

R
>

>t
Q
|
&
w
I



which is far from being zero.
T herefore in order to have the conservation ofthe num ber ofthe particlesofthe uid, som e~
w here there m ust be som e m issing uid density, that we w ill indicate as , , acocounting
for the m ism atch. R
D ue to the conservation of the number of partjclefsi, it b]]ovl{s that dx = 0, thus it
is not possible that (1.1) holds strictly, otherwise dxB / dx 6 0. So we consider
a con guration where (1.1) holds asmuch as it is possible that is everyw here but in a
an all region, say, of thickness . Thus we suppose that , is concentrated In a am all,
m icroscopic, region  around x= X3, (@swe said in section 3.1, x¢9 Ly), that is:

ke 1 (x_xg)?

w = 2_BM Lx—P=e : (4:15)

In such a way that
ke
dx , = 2—BM Ly : (4:10)

Let us estim ate the varous contribution to the energy in this con guration.

First: 7 7 ,
)

2md 2m d 4 Amdz oM Tz i
w here _P o+ and thus @ =%p@x u__ v %E’:ﬁ u
ot M
Second:
Z
8 Lxdx keB N 2_ g ke ZBZL 1 Ly 1. @18)
md g 2 " ’ md 2 u ox o Po= .
W e get the totalenergy
2
H 1 ke Ly g ke 5 1 Ly
= — — —+ — — BiL, p—— 1 : 419
L,L, 4md2 " 2 md 2 “7* 73 (4:19)
2
W e see that the energy gets a contribution proportional to BDZ4 Lx | Therebre com pared

to the energy ofthe standard con guration, equation (4.13), we see that the con guration
In plem enting the cancellation as in equation (1.1) has an energy which is lJarger by a
m acroscopic factor.

T hus, we can disregard the possibility that the con guration (1.1) holds true throughout
the whole sam ple.
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4.1.2. A variationalanalysis.

W e study now In som e detail the penetration of the m agnetic eld with a variational
approach of the full ham ittonian (4.4). This will allow us to go beyond the linearized
approxin ation, and to take into account possble im portant non-linear e ects. Let us
m ake the follow Ing ansatz:

B
B = Bgye * ) aem = 9 x
By = By
2 % x 2
cs _ 0 _
S W)= = oxe (420)
k
= —@,A°% = ol x)e *
2 h i
= + 0= o1 @ x)e
R
Notethat dx = 0. The r®k of the param eter is to leave free the value of at the

edge. T he goodness of this ansatz can be checked directly on the standard case (4.9) from
w hich we get back the correct value (4.12).

T he num erical analysis indicates that . Let us assum e it for displaying a som ew hat
sim pli ed expression, verifying a posteriori that is indeed realized. O ne gets to the
follow Ing expression :

d 2 eBy 21 23 1 2 B2 1 3mdB?1
n H = 00~ 4 70+—g§+ oc( ) 2+eOO— n SR
L,L, k 2 2k? 3 4 4 3 4
421)
Here 7
1 @ xFe?*
c()= = dx 422)
8 1 1 x)e

0

isa slow Iy varying function of ,which for am alltendsto a number oforderofuni.W e
w ill consider it as a constant. M Inin izing this expression w ith respect to we nd

1
= —QBo; (423)

4 ek 0
2 2 2+4gk2 2 o+ 4k2 ‘c

respect to we nd:

where Q =

. Substituting back In (421) and m inim izing now w ith

1 md 16235 , 42, ]
= o ) 1+ - 7Q%+ o Q¢ (424)




W e see from equation (4 24) that the penetration length approaches the standard one for
large ¢, Prwhich Q ! 0. W e recall again that a large value of § is expected because it
e ectively represents the fact that the system must soend energy to rem ain electrically
neutralwhen & 0.
Indeed this results have been con m ed through a num erical m inin ization w ith respect
to and ofthe ham iltonian which is obtained from (4 .4) using the ansatz (4 20), w ith
_P "o (corresponding to a coherence length of 1@ ), for various values of B o . A Iready
Prg=15wegetl’ 12 T®,and org=10weget L’ 98 FA (the standard valie
equation (4.12) isL’ 85 FA).W ehave also num erically veri ed that taking am aller
Increases the energy of the con guration, con m ing %]at as stated above. In fact,

or ! 1 wesethatQ 1-°2 thus ! 0,and L ! € 9 | e see thus from equation

k 3 m
(4 21) that the value ! 1c form ally corresponds to the m CJ}njm alenergy. W e have taken
at its physically reasonable m axim um value, that is P 0.
One can check that is indeed am all for that value, r ¢ 10 and By< 10> gauss one
gets <10 2 (in allthese num erical com putations we have taken m to be the m ass of the
clctron, 25A ,and ,=4 16Aa ).
W e see that the penetration length is independent of the value of By and that is pro—
portionalto By (that is, €% has the sign opposite to A" , as if the system would like

the con guration (1.1) as far as it ispossbl).

4.2 .V ortices.

In this section we study the penetration ofthem agnetic eld from m agnetic vortices. T he
starting point w illbe the follow ing ham itonian:

H 1
= dr — ¥ iwe™  gCS +§Bz+—( Y o 4 25)

W e ook for solutions of the fom :

@ )= f@e” ; (426)

n is integer and represent the vorticity.
Substituting (426) in (4 25) we get:

H 1 1 2 1
— = Fr —— @ f)°+ = n erd™ s “f2 4 Ipl4 : (427
L, and ) r? 2 md( 7 ( )
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F initeness of (4 27) requires:

£fO0)=20 ) 0)y= o
mo =0 ) amr="T,
o 428)
AT T
limn ACS =0

r! 1

W e solve this ham iltonian in a variationalway w ith the follow Ing ansatz, which satis es
(428):

1 2n
erA™ =n 1 e * ) B= e @)= = 25 °F
r e
A€ = — rle e
- k 429)
2_2
=2—}@r(rACS)— 0@ *rfle 't
= 5 o0 e T
R,
N otice that d?r = 0, therefore there is no m isshg , . Later on, we w ill com pare

0
this con guration wih a con guration where®©5 = &°" and wewillneed , 6 0 like

in the discussion of section 4.1.1.

N otice also that in this case, di erently from the case treated in the previous section the
value of at the origin is xed to zero by the requirem ent of nite energy, see equation
427), so there isno param eter.

W ith this ansatz we get, supposing , to be later veri ed:
H 0 on 0 2 2 2m dI'l2 2 Og
— ——+ n“lo + + : 4:330
L, 2md k ? g2 2 e o 22 ( )

M inim izing (4.30) with respect to 2 one nds easily:
2 _ & o

= : 431
2m d ( )

T herefore w e recover the penetration length we had found in [7] studying the case including
the electrostatic interaction: s
1 = 1 2m d 432)
& o
N otice that this penetration length is independent of§.
M inim iIzinhg (430) wih respect to we nd:
2_ 6 0o Go
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w hich corresponds to a coherence length:

S
1 2kn? )
 12n o+ k o4

N, =

(4:34)

N otice that, as is reasonably expected, the radius r, ofthe vortex decreases w ith increasing
§. A1l these resuls have been con m ed through a num ericalm Inin ization w ith respect
to and ofthe exact ham iltonian with various values of §. N otice that the resuls for
the vortices agrees fairly wellw ith those for the edge penetration.

In particular or§= 2 wehaverr, & andl 116RA,whercasor§=10wehaver, @&
and the sam evalue of; corresponding to the value ofequation (4.32) . N otice that these
results con m that as stated above.

Substituting 4.32) and (4.34) n (430) we nd the energy of the con guration of one

vortex :
md + n®+ 9 oxy
e or2 2

H 0 on 0

I 4

2 2
+ n“ lo
L, 2m d k & g

(4:35)

421. TheBc%= &°" con guration w ith rotational sym m etry.

W e now discuss, like in section 4.1 .1, the possble cancellation (1.1) In the caseofa con g-
uration which has a rotational sym m etry, and the ux ofB is given, like for the vortices
case discussed above. W e w ill com pare it with the standard vortex con guration of the
previous section. Follow ing the discussion done there, it isunavoidablk am isshg , .W e

suppose to have a xed value ofthem agnetic ux.

Z
) 2
B)= drB = —N : (4:36)
e
T herefore
g k ° ke k
(S e
&Fr = Fre ~RCS = - &FrB = > RSB = kN ; @37

where R ¢ is the radius of the sam ple, supposed to be a disk.
So to have conservation of the number of particlesweneed a , ofthe fom :
kN 1 «rp?

M = —e ? ; 4:38
2 Ro_p_ ’ ( )

w here the thickness is supposed to be m icroscopic. N ote that

&Fr , = kN: (4 39)



W etake , concentrated at a m acroscopic distance from the vortex core, say at the edge
of the sam ple, that is at r= Ry. Othermw ise, if it were concentrated at some di erent
point, say at r= ry, then A°° would have a jimp of - at r= 1y, due to the fact that
€. @A°S)=2-r ,and would no longer cancel eA®™™ for r> ry, contrary to our hypothesis
that the cancellation holds throughout the m acroscopic size of the sam ple.

Let usestin ate them ost relevant contributions to the energy f—z com ing from the presence
of , .Wewrte:

H H H H
—= — + — + — : (4:40)
L, L, . L, , L,
We nd rst
H 1 ? 1 2 @ ) 1 kN
- = &rp Fr — Fr—r = = . (4:41)
L, ;, 2md 8m d " 8md 2
Second : A )
H _ k “N? k?®N?
2 _9 Fr( y= 9 P- X N7 —— (4:42)
L, , md d 2 R, R2
Thid: Z
H 1, , 2?%N°7
— =- d&rB’= ———: (4:43)
L, ; 2 e€ R}

W e can distinguish two cases.

a) N =1 (or faw units). Then the m ost relevant energy contribution due to ,, comes

from 2 " since the other tw o pieces are suppressed, at least, by the ﬁctor%,with Rg

LZ
m acroscopic. This energy (or 2 %) is less or equal to the free energy of the standard

con guration (4.35). Therefore fora small ux, that is for a very sn allm agnetic eld, the
con guration whereA©® cancels eA®" ispossbly favourite.

b) Now we suppose B m acroscopic, n other words B is xed in the m acroscopic lim it
Rg! 1 . Therefore from equation 4.37) N BRS !' 1 . In this case the con guration

where A°S cancels eA*" gets them ost relevant energy from ;- _, nam ely from the piece
proportional to NTZO . Therefore, for this con guration

2 3
2Ry

H g P— ke .
— — B“— + lessin portant : (444)

4

L, 4m d 2
W e have to com pare it with the energy of the standard vortex con guration, equation
(4.35) multiplied by N , that is:
H
— r c—2 BR?; (4:45)
L, 2m d

where ¢ is of the order of Orf,, ie. a nitenumber. Shoe®e 1 1, clearly the standard
con guration, oralso a con guration ofm any standard vortices, is energetically avourite.
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5.W eak screening ofthem agnetic eld parallel
to the layers.

In this chapter we put our attention to the con guration in which the eldB isparalklto

the Jayers’' plane (see gure 1b) and study the screening e ects in absence ofthe electrostatic
interaction, as discussed in the previous chapter.

W ih considerations very sim ilar to those m ade at the beginning of section 4.1 we get, in

this con guration, to the ham iltonian:

m—@‘d (G

’

§—= dxdz ——— @ “fo e +ﬁje@ﬁm+z&Cs i +%CB By )%+
o)

here ¢, is a constant accounting for the Jossphson coupling between the layers.

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

cancellation (1.1) inside the sam ple, that is:
ACS x;z)= @A™ (z) &) @ x) : 52)

T his yields (see section 32):

k (O ke em
(x;z)=2—@xA = 2—A (%) (L. X) (5:3)

Here, as In chapter 4, we suppose that the uid density iscon ned in a m icroscopic region

ofthickness so we approxin ate the —functionsw ith

1 x2
x) p—e % : b54)
T herefore we have:
ke 1 22 Lx x?
®X;z)= —p— e ? e E A () : (5:5)

2

Keeping this con guration, let us assum e that the m agnetic eld penetrates in the z
direction wihin a length 1, and let us estin ate it. W e begin by estim ating the various
contributions to the energy in this con guration disregarding the tem s proportional to

L2

e 227 0. First:

Z 2 Z
! axaz e, ? L o1 X dz AT () (5:6)
— z = — —  — z z ; :
2m d * imd o 2 2 3, ’
where we used the fact that @, = 282/ slg, ( )



Second:

7 2 Gy 1 ke o 2
dxdz @, = — - dz QA" (2) (5:7)
m 8md o 2 2 0
Third: 7 2 7,
g g 1 ke em z
= dxdz( Y= —p— — = dz A" (z) 5:8)
md md 2 2 0
Fourth: Z
1 2 1 5
> dxdz (B By )* = EBM Ly @, 1) (5:9)
here to get (5.9) we have used argum ents sim ilar to those that led to (4.8) .
Now putting it all together, and using the fact that A®" (z)= zBy , we arrive at:
2 3 2
H 1 1 ke "1 1 +gB2]Z+ G 1 ke 1]3212+
Ly mdf2_2 4 4 2 o3 8md0f2_2 M
1,
+§BM Lx (Lz ;—) : (5:10)
M inin izing equation (5.10) wih respect to L, we nd:
r___
Ly
L’ — (6:41)
2

Thism eans that when the m agnetic eld isparallelwe do not have screening in the usual

sense because L ! 1 forL, ! 1 . But we have a \quasi screening" in the sense that

L
=1 o0.

Substituting this resul back in (5.10), we nd the energy ofthe con guration:

H 1 1 - -

= 5Bulxl. By ©)7T7() T (5:12)
y

Let us com pare this result to the energy ofthe standard con guration. T hat is, let us take

A®S=0and =p_o;then the ham iltonian becom es:

H 1 2 620
= B L
M7 3ma

T+L, 1 ; (5:13)

which ism inin al for the standard value (4.12) ofthe penetration length. T he value ofthis
m inin alenergy is:
B _lpgzg, 1, 21 . 5:14)
Ly 2 3
C om paring this equation w ith equation (5.12) we see that (5.14) is always greater than
(5.12) forLy m acroscopic. Sotheocon guration (1.1),in thegeometry asin g lbisalways

favourite.

19



A cknow ledgem ents. W e would like to thank A rturo Tagliacozzo for usefiil com —
m ents on our previous work, which have stim ulated the present paper.

R eferences.

[L]W E.Lawrence, S.D oniach, in \P roceedings of the X IT Intemational C onference
on Low Tem perature Physics" (E .Kanda, Ed.), p.361, A cadem ic P ress, Tokio, 1971.

RIL N .Bulaevskii, Int. J.M od. Phys. B4 (1990), 1849.

B]JR .Clem, Phys. Rev. B43 (1991), 7837.

4]J.M archRussell, F.W ilczek, Phys. Rev. Lett. 61 (1988), 2066.

BIB .I.Halperin, J.M arch-Russell, F.W ilczek,Phys. Rev. B 40 (1989), 8726.
61X G.Wen,F.W ilczek, A .Zee,Phys. Rev. B39 (1989), 11413.

[71P .Donatis, R.Iengo,Nucl Phys. B FFS]415 (1994), 630.

B]S.LC.Zhang, T H.Hansson, S. K ivelson, Phys. Rev. Lett. 62 (1989), 82.
©O]D H.Lee, SLC.Zhang,Phys. Rev. Lett. 66 (1991), 1220.

[L0]D H.Lee,M P A .Fisher, Int. J.M od. Phys. B5 (1991), 2675.
L1]S.C.Zhang, Int. J.M od. Phys. B 6 (1992), 25.

[l2]A L.Fetter,C B.Hanna, R B.Laughlin,Phys. Rev. B39 (1989), 9679.

[31]Y H.Chen, F.W ilczek, EW itten, B.I. Halperin, Int. J.Mod. Phys. B3
(1989), 1001.

[l4]A L.Fetter,C B.Hanna, R B.Laughlin,Phys. Rev. B 40 (1989), 8745.
[5]X G .W en, A .Zee,Phys. Rev. B41 (1990), 240.

[l6]R . Iengo, K . Lechner,Nucl Phys. B 384 (1992), 541.

L7]1X G .W en, A Zee,Phys. Rev. Lett. 62 (1989), 2873.

[l8]P .D onatis, R . Iengo, Phys. Lett. B 320 (1994), 64.

20



