arXiv:2308.14757v1 [physics.gen-ph] 19 Aug 2023

Semi-classical understanding of flux quantization in superconductors

Kolahal Bhattacharya

St. Xavier’s College (Autonomous), Kolkata-700016 E-mail: kolahalbhattacharya@sxccal.edu

Abstract. Like electric charge, magnetic flux is also quantised. Theoretically, one can show that the flux quantum must be h/e, as observed in the quantum Hall effect. However, in the superconducting systems, the flux quantum is experimentally observed as h/2e. There is no fundamental explanation for the empirical result. In this article, we argue that this phenomenon is fundamentally linked to the nonlocality problem of the Aharonov-Bohm effect and present a new semi-classical explanation for the magnetic flux quantum in superconductivity. This work will also show why the flux quantum should be h/e in the case of the quantum Hall effect.

1. Introduction

In the first half of the last century, it was experimentally discovered that the magnetic field is expelled from a superconductor during its transition to the superconducting state when it is cooled below the critical temperature. This expulsion pushes off a nearby magnet. This phenomenon is known as the Meissner effect [1]. Later, it was also discovered that the magnetic flux, is quantized within the superconductors in the units of^h_{2e} [2] where h is Planck’s constant and e is electronic charge. This was shocking since in general the magnetic flux is quantized in the units of^h_e (see: Chapter 21 of [3]). The extra factor of^1_2 was a hint that somehow electrons form a pair in superconductors. This was quite surprising, due to the Coulomb repulsion between the electrons in the pair. At this point, the BCS theory provided a microscopic model of the pairing of electrons, taking into account their phonon-mediated interaction with the superconducting lattice. Several other unconventional superconductors, those for which BCS theory is not applicable, were invented by the end of the last century. Irrespective of whether or not a superconductor is conventional, it exhibits the Meissner effect [4]. For unconventional superconductors which are strongly correlated electron systems, presently there is no universally accepted mechanism of electron pairing.

Apart from the introductory chapters in classic popular texts [3], formal treatment of the topic can be found in the standard books [5–7]. These texts, as well as review articles [8,9] introduce the concept of Cooper pairs of electrons in superconductors. Such pairing can be achieved through the phenomenological Landau-Ginzburg model [10], or the microscopic BCS theory [11, 12], and can lead to the flux quantum of^h_{2e} . However, one must acknowledge that these models accept the pairing up of electrons in superconductors as an experimental fact. They do not explain why the flux would necessarily be quantized in the units of^h_{2e} (and not in the units of^h_e , say). Not only that, to the best of the knowledge of the author, there is no clear answer to the following question: what makes the magnetic flux equal to^h_e in some cases (e.g. quantum Hall effect), and^h_{2e} in the superconductors.

Four decades ago, Crawford [13] gave an “elementary” derivation of the magnetic flux quantum. But close inspection of his work shows that it is a mere justification of the quantization of magnetic flux, in the units of^h_q using the Meissner effect (where q is the electric charge). Unless one already knows about the electron pairs, his reasoning does not explain why the magnetic flux must be quantized in the units of h 2e in superconductors. Thus, on the fundamental ground, the empirical fact of electron pairing in superconductors remains an enigma even today. In this paper, we address this question and argue that the Meissner effect is intimately connected to the flux quantization in superconductors.

The phenomenon of flux quantization is related to the magnetic Aharonov-Bohm effect, which is an example of the nonlocal phenomena in quantum physics. A recent development [14] has presented a local explanation of the phenomenon in terms of a semiclassical theory of static curl-free fields, somewhat different from the standard QED. In this theory, one talks about the wavefunctions of the fields, different from the quantum states of the electromagnetic four potential A^μ. Apart from resolving the nonlocality problem of the Aharonov-Bohm effect, this paper also sheds light on quantization of magnetic flux. An interesting prediction of this theory is that wavefunctions of a conservative static field may exist in a region of space, even if the corresponding classical field vanishes. It is similar to vacuum fluctuations in QED, but perhaps they are not identical. In the regions devoid of classical fields in the Aharonov-Bohm effect, the wavefunctions of the field operate on the electrons as unitary phases.

In this paper, we show that the semi-classical theories of both the magnetostatic field ⃗H and the vector potential ⃗A are relevant in superconductors. It is possible to express wavefunctions of these fields which operate on the electrons. From this standpoint, we will try to throw light on flux quantization.

We shall start our discussion by summarising the basic principles of the semiclassical model of the curl-free vector fields in section 2. Relevant examples are vector potential ⃗A in a region devoid of the magnetic field, or magnetic field ⃗H in a region devoid of free source current density ⃗J_{free}, for which ∇ × ⃗H = 0). When an electron, represented by ψ_e, is subjected to vector potential ⃗A in the absence of a magnetic field, the wavefunction ψ_A of ⃗A field operates on ψ_e. We shall show in section 3 that this electron satisfies the standard Schrödinger equation of a charge under the influence of a vector potential. In the following section 4, we will obtain the basis wavefunctions of the magnetic field ⃗H when H ≠ 0. Then, in section 5, we shall first express the basis wavefunction in terms of the vector potential, and then argue why the electrons must form a pair inside superconductors leading to a flux quantum of^h_{2e} .

2. Summary of semi-classical theory of magnetic fields

Under specific conditions, the vector potential ⃗A, or the magnetic field vector ⃗H become curl-free. One can express such a curl-free vector field ⃗F as a gradient of a scalar potential ⃗F = −∇U. Such a vector field satisfies a variational principle: δ ∫ Fds = 0, similar to the wave vector ⃗k in optics (see section 53 of [15]). It is understood that the integral is evaluated along a curve that is always superimposed with the direction of ⃗F. The similarity of the principle with Fermat’s principle of optics suggests the possibility of Hamiltonian formulation of the curl-free fields (similar to the Hamiltonian formulation of geometrical optics [16]) and subsequent quantization. This treatment shows that the momenta conjugate to the coordinates x, y and z are F_x, F_y and F_z respectively. Taken together, (x, y, z, F_x, F_y, F_z) constitute a phase space, every point of which represents a field point characterised by Hamiltonian H = 0.

Taking this further ahead, one can make a transition to the quantum domain, by requiring that the components of ⃗F are operators. These operate on the wave functions ψ_F of the field through the eigenvalue equation: F̂ψ_F = −iζ̄∇ψ_F = ⃗Fψ_F (1) -where ζ̄ =^ζ_{2π} is a scale factor which plays the role similar to that of the Planck’s constant. This factor has the dimension of U = − ∫ ⃗ F · d⃗s. The semi-classical aspects of ⃗F is manifested, if ζ ↛ 0, with respect to U (scalar potential), of the problem. In the source-free region, ψ_F satisfies:

ζ̄^2∇^2ψ_F + F^2ψ_F = 0 (2)

The scalar wave equation (Eq.(2)) is the differential equation of the wave function of the field ⃗F. The continuum structure of points in the classical phase space does not hold any longer, since ζ̄ ↛ 0 in the quantum domain. Thus, the configuration of a system can be best determined up to the minimum unit ζ̄ that denotes the area of an elementary cell in the phase space.

A non-normalisable basis solution of Eq.(2) is given by ψ_F = e^{i Ūζ} . This plane wave form of solution is valid even if F = 0 and is useful to explain the nonlocality problem in the Aharonov-Bohm effect as noted in [14]. However, in a region where F ≠ 0, a normalisable solution Ψ_F can be constructed by superposing several such plane waves with appropriate coefficients u(F): Ψ_F = ∫ u( ⃗F)e^{i Ūζ} d ⃗F. If in a region the magnetic field is zero, then ∇ × ⃗A = 0. So, a similar treatment would result in the wavefunction ψ_A of the vector potential which satisfies:

η̄^2∇^2ψ_A + ⃗A^2ψ_A = 0 (3) under the gauge condition ∇ · ⃗A = 0. It has been shown [14] that the wavefunction ψ_A has the form ψ_A = e^{−ie} ∫ Ads ℏ . A general normalisable solution of Eq.(3) is constructed as: Ψ_A = ∫ a( ⃗A)e^{−i e} ∫ ⃗ A·d⃗s ℏ d ⃗A. 3. Transformation of electron state in zero magnetic field

An electron wave packet ψ_e, under ⃗A is transformed as:

ψ_e → ψ^′_e = Ψ_Aψ_e = [∫ a( ⃗A)e^{−i e} ∫ ⃗ A·d⃗s ℏ d ⃗A ] ψ_e (4)

Time variation of the transformed state is given by: iℏ ∂ψ^′_e ∂t = iℏ [∫ a( ⃗A)e^{−i e} ∫ ⃗ A·d⃗s ℏ ∂ ∂t ( −i e ∫ ⃗ A · d⃗s ℏ ) d ⃗A ] ψ_e + iℏΨ_A ∂ψ_e ∂t = Ψ_A ( iℏ ∂ψ_e ∂t )

(5) Here we can drop the first term, taking into account the fact that the partial temporal derivative of ∫ ⃗ A·d⃗s is zero, as far as magnetostatics is concerned. On the other hand, by expressing the normalized electron wavefunction as ψ_e = ∫ c(⃗k)e^{i(⃗k·⃗r−ωt)}d⃗k, the kinetic term of the transformed state is given by: − ℏ^2 2m ∇^2ψ^′_e = − ℏ^2 2m ( ∇^2Ψ_Aψ_e + 2∇ψ_A · ∇ψ_e ) + Ψ_A ( − ℏ^2 2m ∇^2ψ_e )

=⇒ Ψ_A ( − ℏ^2 2m ∇^2ψ_e ) = − ℏ^2 2m ∇^2ψ^′_e + ℏ^2 2m ( − e^2 ⃗A^2 ℏ^2

Ψ_A ) ψ_e + ℏ^2 2m 2(−ie) ⃗AΨ_A ℏ · (i⃗k)ψ_e = 1 2m [ −ℏ^2∇^2ψ^′_e − e^2 ⃗A^2ψ^′_e + 2eℏ( ⃗A · ⃗k)ψ^′_e ] (6) Let us note that: −iℏ∇(Ψ_Aψ_e) = −iℏ∇Ψ_Aψ_e − iℏΨ_A∇ψ_e = −iℏ −ie ⃗A ℏ (Ψ_Aψ_e) − iℏ(i⃗k)(Ψ_Aψ_e) =⇒ 2e ⃗A · ^⃗pψ^′_e = −2e^2 ⃗A^2ψ^′_e + 2eℏ ⃗A · ⃗kψ^′_e (7) From Eq.(6) and Eq.(7), we find that:

Ψ_A ( − ℏ^2 2m ∇^2ψ_e ) = 1 2m [ −ℏ^2∇^2ψ^′_e + e^2 ⃗A^2ψ^′_e + 2e ⃗A · ^⃗pψ^′_e ]

= 1 2m [ −ℏ^2∇^2ψ^′_e − ieℏ 0 (∇ · ⃗A)ψ^′_e − 2iℏe ⃗A∇ψ^′_e + e^2 ⃗A^2ψ^′_e ]

= 1 2m [ (^⃗p + e ⃗A)^2 ] ψ^′_e (8)

Hence, from Eq.(5) and Eq.(8), we find that the transformed state follows the following equation: iℏ ∂ψ^′_e ∂t = 1 2m (^⃗p + e ⃗A)^2ψ^′_e (9)

This exercise shows that the semi-classical theory of magnetostatic fields is consistent with standard formalism.

4. wavefunctions of non-zero magnetic field

If in a region, the magnetic field is non-zero, but the source current ⃗J_{free} is zero, we have ∇ × ⃗H = 0. So, one has δ ∫ H ds = 0 when the integral is evaluated along a curve superimposed with the local direction of the magnetic field. Hence, one can develop the semi-classical description of the magnetic field. The wavefunctions ψ_M of the magnetic field is seen to satisfy an equation similar to Eq.(1):

κ̄^2∇^2ψ_M + ⃗H^2ψ_M = 0 (10)

Clearly, the wavefunction ψ_M has the form ψ_M = e^i ∫ ⃗ H·d⃗s κ̄ . This can be expressed in an alternative form which is more useful for our future discussion.

The linear momentum of a particle of mass m and charge q moving at a constant speed v in a region of non-zero magnetic field is: ⃗p = m⃗v + q ⃗A. This implies: ∇ × ⃗p = m∇ × ⃗v + q∇ × ⃗A 0 = 2m⃗ω + q ⃗B =⇒ ⃗H = − 2m μ_0q

⃗ω (11)

where μ_0 denotes the permeability of the free space and ⃗ω is the angular frequency. Using this expression, we shall evaluate the integral ∫ Hds along a curve C aligned with the local direction of ⃗H, say the z direction. We assume that the motion of the charge produces a constant magnetic dipole moment: ⃗μ. If the velocity ⃗v of the particle locally makes an angle θ with the z direction, then ds = v cos θ dt. So, the integral can be expressed as: ∫ Hds = − ∫ 2m μ_0q ω ds = − ∫ || ⃗L|| μ_0||⃗μ|| dϕ dt v cos θ dt (12) = − v cos θ μ_0||⃗μ|| ∫ || ⃗L|| dϕ (13) -where in Eq.(12), we have used the well-known relation between angular momentum vector ⃗L and the magnetic dipole moment of the test current distribution ⃗μ, i.e. ⃗L =^{2m}_q ⃗μ. Now, the minimum value of κ̄ ≡ ∫ Hds occurs, if we set the minimum

6 allowed value of the action ∫ || ⃗L|| dϕ to be ℏ and cos θ = 1. Then, from Eq.(13), we see that κ̄ = −^{vℏ}_{μ0||⃗μ||} . Therefore, the wavefunction ψ_M can be expressed as:

ψ_M = Exp [ −i μ_0||⃗μ|| ∫ H v cos θ dt vℏ ] = Exp [ −i ∫ ⃗μ · ⃗Bdt ℏ ] (14)

One can easily identify this as the unitary time evolution operator of a magnetic dipole moment inside a magnetic field.

5. Flux quantization in superconductors

Now, let us note what happens in case of the electron pairs in the superconductors. To understand this aspect, we consider a chunk of superconducting material to which an external uniform magnetic field is applied, say in the z direction. Now, the temperature is gradually reduced below the critical temperature such that the magnetic field is expelled from the chunk and we have a superconductor. The electrons in this chunk are in the field of ⃗A. Since ∇ × ⃗A = 0, the electrons are subjected to ψ_A = ∫ a(A)e^{−i e} ∫ Ads ℏ dA. On the other hand, ⃗H = 0 in this chunk due to the Meissner effect. Though the electrons in this bulk superconducting region are not subjected to macroscopic magnetic field, these could experience the semi-classical wavefunction ψ_M of the same [14]. The expression of the basis wave function of ψ_M was obtained in the previous section.

If we assume that the dipoles, created due to the motion of the electrons, are aligned with the direction of the magnetic field (z direction), then ⃗μ · ⃗B = μB. Noting that ⃗μ =^1_2 ∫ τ r × ⃗J dτ, ⃗J = ρ⃗v and the charge by e = ρdτ, we see that ⃗μ = μẑ =^e_2 r × ⃗v =^1_2 e(xv_y − yv_x)ẑ. Hence, ⃗μ · ⃗B = μB =^1_2 e(xv_y − yv_x)B. Now, for uniform magnetic field ⃗A =^1_2 ⃗B × r. If we remove the vector notation, A =^1_2 Br, then ψ_M can be written as: ψ_M = Exp [ −i ∫_e 2 (xv_y − yv_x)^{2A}_r dt ℏ ]

= Exp −i ∫ eA (_{x·dy−y·dx} √_{x2+y2} )

ℏ

= Exp [ −i ∫ eArdϕ ℏ ]

= Exp [ −i ∫ eAds ℏ ] (15)

Hence, the effective wavefunction operating on the electrons in superconductors in the Meissner state is given by Ψ_{AM} = ψ_Aψ_M = ∫ a(A)e^{−2i e} ∫ Ads ℏ dA. Now, we impose the condition that the vector potential remains unchanged when we add a constant ⃗A_0 to it: i.e. ⃗A → ⃗A + ⃗A_0. Then we have:

a( ⃗A + ⃗A_0) = a( ⃗A) (16) e^{−i 2e} ∫ ( ⃗A+ ⃗A0)·d⃗s ℏ = e^{−i 2e} ∫ ⃗ A·d⃗s ℏ (17)

In fact, for the system we considered, the vector potential can be shown to be ∝^1_r in plane polar coordinates. Hence, the transformation by a constant vector potential ⃗A_0 implies a transformation within the same circle (of same radius). Thus, Eq.(16) means that for any such transformation ⃗A → ⃗A + ⃗A_0, the coefficient a( ⃗A) remains the same. This reasoning is applicable also in the case of the magnetic Aharonov-Bohm effect, where two ψ_A-s from disjoint paths of equal radius interfere [14].

On the other hand, Eq.(17) leads to a flux quantization condition, as shown below. Collecting the argument of the cosine part of both sides of the Eq.(17), we find that: ( 2e ∫ ( ⃗A + ⃗A_0) · d⃗s ℏ ) = ( 2e ∫ ⃗ A · d⃗s ℏ ) + 2kπ ............where k ∈ N =⇒ 2e ∫ ⃗A_0 · d⃗s = k 2π h 2π = k h =⇒ ∫ ⃗A_0 · d⃗s = k h 2e (18)

The above exercise demonstrates that in superconductors under the Meissner state, the magnetic flux is quantized in the integral multiples of^h_{2e} . This in turn, implies that charge must be quantized in the units of 2e. It can be achieved through the model proposed in the BCS theory.

6. Discussions

The quantized nature of the magnetic flux in the units of^h_e has been pointed out by many authors in past [3, 13]. However, the connection between the usual flux quantum and the flux quantum in superconductivity (^h_{2e} ) was not very clear on a fundamental ground. The present article uses a simple semi-classical approach to bridge this gap. From this discussion, we find that the result will continue to hold irrespective of type-I, or type-II superconductors, as long as it is in a Meissner state. Elsewhere, it has been argued that the BCS theory cannot explain the Meissner effect [17,18]. In this context, we comment that if one accepts the flux quantum and possible mechanisms behind it (e.g. the BCS theory), then the present work clearly shows why the magnetic field must be zero inside superconductors.

This work also shows why the observed magnetic flux quantum should be^h_e (and not^h_{2e} ) in say, the integer quantum Hall effect. In this case, the magnetic field is not zero. So, one can have a semi-classical wavefunction ψ_M (leading to one of the factors), but not ψ_A due to a non-zero magnetic field.

7. References

[1] Walther Meissner and Robert Ochsenfeld. A new effect when the superconductivity occurs. natural sciences, 21(44):787–788, 1933.

[2] Bascom S Deaver Jr and William M Fairbank. Experimental evidence for quantized flux in superconducting cylinders. Physical Review Letters, 7(2):43, 1961.

[3] Richard P Feynman, Robert B Leighton, and Matthew Sands. The Feynman lectures on physics:

volume III: quantum mechanics. 1965.

[4] JE Hirsch. The origin of the meissner effect in new and old superconductors. Physica Scripta, 85(3):035704, 2012.

[5] AC Rose Innes and EH Rhoderick. Introduction to superconductivity. Pergamon Press, 1980. [6] Vladimir Z Kresin and Stuart A Wolf. Fundamentals of superconductivity. Springer Science & Business Media, 2013.

[7] Michael Tinkham. Introduction to superconductivity. Courier Corporation, 2004. [8] RG Sharma. A review of theories of superconductivity. Superconductivity, pages 109–133, 2015. [9] Ibrahim Olanrewaju Alade, Md Safiqur Rahaman, and Talal F Qahtan. A comprehensive review of superconductivity research productivity. Journal of Superconductivity and Novel Magnetism, pages 1–17, 2022.

[10] Vitaly L Ginzburg and Lev D Landau. On the theory of superconductivity. In On Superconductivity and Superfluidity, pages 113–137. Springer, 2009.

[11] Leon N Cooper. Bound electron pairs in a degenerate fermi gas. Physical Review, 104(4):1189, 1956.

[12] John Bardeen, Leon N Cooper, and John Robert Schrieffer. Theory of superconductivity. Physical review, 108(5):1175, 1957.

[13] Frank S Crawford. Elementary derivation of the magnetic flux quantum. American Journal of Physics, 50(6):514–516, 1982.

[14] Kolahal Bhattacharya. Demystifying the nonlocality problem in aharonov-bohm effect. Physica Scripta, 2021.

[15] Lev Davidovich Landau. The classical theory of fields, volume 2. Elsevier, 2013. [16] Vasudevan Lakshminarayanan, Ajoy Ghatak, and K Thyagarajan. Lagrangian optics. Springer Science & Business Media, 2002.

[17] JE Hirsch. Bcs theory of superconductivity: it is time to question its validity. Physica Scripta, 80(3):035702, 2009.

[18] JE Hirsch. Explanation of the meissner effect and prediction of a spin meissner effect in low and high tc superconductors. Physica C: Superconductivity and its applications, 470:S955–S956, 2010.