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Abstract

We consider vortex dynamics in self-dual Chern-Simons Higgs systems. We
show that the naive Aharanov-Bohm phase is the inverse of the statistical phase
expected from the vortex spin, and that the self-dual configurations of vortices
are degenerate in energy but not in angular momentum. We also use the path
integral formalism to derive the dual formulation of Chern-Simons Higgs systems
in which vortices appear as charged particles. We argue that besides the elec-
tromagnetic interaction, there is an additional interaction between vortices, the
so-called Magnus force, and that these forces can be put together into a single
‘dual electromagnetic’ interaction. This dual electromagnetic interaction leads to
the right Aharanov-Bohm phase. We also derive and study the effective action
for slowly moving vortices, which contains terms both linear and quadratic in the

vortex velocity.
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1. Introduction

Recently, several studies of self-dual abelian Chern-Simons Higgs systems in
2+1 dimensions have appeared.[1’2] These self-dual models have a specific sixth-
order potential which has degenerate symmetric and asymmetric vacua. There is
a Bogomol'nyi-type bound on the energy functional, which is saturated by con-
figurations satisfying certain first-order equations. These self-dual configurations
consist of topologically stable vortices in the asymmetric phase, and nontopolog-
ical solitons in the symmetric phase. These solitons carry both electric charge
and magnetic flux, resulting in nontrivial spin, and can be regarded as anyons, or

particles with fractional spin and statistics.”

While attention has been paid to the statistics of vortices in the asymmetric
phase,[4’5] there are many aspects of vortices which still need to be understood
clearly. One aspect is the spin-statistics for vortices. Another is the dynamics
of slowly moving vortices in self-dual systems. In this paper, we study various

questions related to vortices in Chern-Simons Higgs systems.

Let us start first with considering the angular momentum of nontopological
solitons and vortices. One striking fact is that for a given charge or magnetic
flux, the angular momentum of nontopological solitons without any vorticity in
the symmetrics phase has the opposite sign compared with that of topological

® The spin-statistics theorem implies that the

vortices in the asymmetric phase
spin of a particle is directly related to the statistics of that particle. The statistics
of elementary charged particles ?and nontopological solitons are determined by
the Aharanov-Bohm phase due to electric charge and magnetic flux. Since vortices
could have the same charge and magnetic flux but opposite spin compare with
nontopological solitons, the statistics of vortices cannot be explained by the naive

Aharanov-Bohm phase. This is the first puzzle we will consider.

A self-dual configuration of n vortices appears to be completely specified by the
vortex positions, that is, by 2n real parameters.[l’2] As we will see, all configurations
of given number of vortices are degenerate in energy but not in angular momentum.
For a system of two vortices, total angular momentum decreases from four times
the vortex spin to twice the vortex spin as their separation increases from zero to

infinity. The influence of this change on the motion of vortices with small kinetic



energy is the second puzzle we shall consider.

In order to understand the statistics of vortices, we reformulate the original
theory in a way that makes the interaction between vortices manifest. This re-
formulation is called the dual formulation, where the massive vector boson in
the asymmetric phase is described by the Maxwell and Chern-Simons rather than
Chern-Simons and Higgs terms, and where vortices appear as charged particles.
The dual formulation has been derived many times in past using the equations of
motion or a lattice model'® We present here a clearer derivation using the path

integral formalism.

Some physical implications of the dual formulation of various three dimensional
field theories have been studied previously.m In the theory of a complex scalar field
with a global abelian symmetry, a vortex in a uniform charged background feels
the so-called Magnus force, which has more-or-less the same origin as the force
responsible for the curved flight of a spinning ball. The Magnus force on a curve
ball is proportional to its speed and is perpendicular to its direction, very much like
the Lorentz force. In the dual formulation, vortices are charged particles and the
background charge density becomes a magnetic field. The Magnus force on vortices
becomes a Lorentz force. The concept of the Magnus force is important for vortex
dynamics in superﬂuids.[S] One can also see the Magnus force for vortices in Maxwell
Higgs theories when there is a background electric charge density screened by the
Higgs field. While it is possible to see the Magnus force in the original formulation,

it appears more transparently in the dual formulation.

In Chern-Simons Higgs systems, vortices carry both magnetic flux and electric
charge. Because vortices feel the charge of other vortices, vortices also feel also the
Magnus force in the absence of a background charge. In the dual formulation both
the electromagnetic and Magnus forces are combined into a single ‘dual electro-
magnetic’ force. The Aharanov-Bohm phase in the dual formalism determines the

statistics of vortices and yields exactly what one expects given the vortex spin.

The total angular momentum of many overlapping vortices is equal to the vor-
tex spin times the square of the total vorticity. When vortices at rest are separated
from each other by a distance much larger than the vortex core size, one finds that

the total angular momentum is just the sum of the individual vortex spins. The



physical reason is that any gauge-invariant local field falls off exponentially to its
vacuum configuration as one moves away from any vortex. For self-dual vortex
configurations characterized by the positions of the vortices, the total energy is
just the sum of the individual vortex masses but the total angular momentum is a

function of the vortex positions.

The behavior of the total angular momentum could be understood as fol-
lows. Consider two noninteracting point anyons of spin s in nonrelativistic quan-
tum mechanics. Two separated anyons at rest have zero classical orbital angu-
lar momentum. Quantum mechanically, orbital angular momentum is given by
2s + 2h x integer, which in turn implies that the total angular momentum is
4s 4+ 2h x integer. Our vortices are extended objects and can overlap each other.
If we quantize the self-dual configurations of two vortices, there would be many
states whose orbital angular momentum varies from 2s to 2s + 2h x integer ~ 0
with the same energy. The average separation of two vortices in these states will

increase as the orbital angular momentum decreases.

We are also interested in how the position dependence of the total angular
momentum affects the classical dynamics of slowly moving vortices in self-dual
Chern-Simons Higgs systems. To understand the dynamics of vortices in general,
we derive the effective lagrangian for slowly moving vortices. We follow Manton’s
approach ) Wwhich means for ur case that for a given number of vortices, the field
configurations of slowly moving vortices are very similar to the field configurations
of vortices at rest and the effective action for slowly moving vortices is determined

by the characteristics of the self-dual configurations of vortices.

We approach the problem from the lagrangian point of view. We imagine
that the motion of slowly moving vortices is a generalization of the nonrelativistic
limit of the Lorentz transformation. This implies that the field configurations of
vortices in motion satisfy the field equations to first order in the vortex velocity.
We calculate the field-theoretic lagrangian, which then yields the effective action
for those vortices as a functional of the vortex positions and velocities. We show
that the orbital angular momentum for vortices at rest calculated from the effective

action is identical to that calculated from the field theory.

The contents of this paper are as follow. In Sec. 2, we briefly review vortex



configurations in self-dual Chern-Simons Higgs systems. We analyze the total an-
gular momentum of vortices at rest and present the result of a numerical analysis
for two vortices at finite separation. In Sec. 3 we present the dual transformation of
Chern-Simons Higgs theories in the path-integral formalism. Here we include ex-
ternal currents and fields in the transformation. In Sec. 4, we study various aspects
of the dual formulation. We relate the statistics of vortices to the Magnus force.
We also discuss the effect of external currents and fields in the dual formulation.
In Sec. 5, we derive and study the effective lagrangian of slowly moving vortices.
In Sec. 6, we conclude with some remarks. In appendix A, we present the dual
formulation of the theory of a complex scalar field with a global abelian symmetry
and discuss the Magnus force. In appendix B, we present the dual formulation
of Maxwell Higgs theories. In appendix C, we derive the effective lagrangian for
slowly moving vortices of self-dual Maxwell Higgs systems using the dual formu-
lation of appendix B. This effective lagrangian has been studied in detail both

numerically and analytically by various authors!"”



2. Model

We consider the theory of a complex scalar field ¢ = fe’ /v/2 interacting with
a gauge field A, whose kinetic term is the Chern-Simons term. The lagrangian for

the theory is given by
K 1 1
L= Audy Ay + 5 (0, )+ 5 F2(0,0 + A2 = U(f). (2.1)
Self-dual models arise when the potential has the form,

U(f) = o5 (7 = 2, 22

Gauss’s law constraint obtained from the variation of Ay is given by
KFi2 + (0 + Ag) = 0, (2.3)

where dot denotes the time derivative. Gauss’s law implies that the total magnetic
flux U = [ d? Fj and the total electric charge Q = [ d?rf2(0 4+ Ag) are related
by

kU = —Q. (2.4)
For the self-dual models the energy functional can be written as

z&:/ﬁ%{§ﬂ+§@f¢qﬁwﬁ+AﬁP+%fmé+Awiiwﬂ—W%P}

2K
+ m,Q,
(2.5)

where my, = v? /2 is the mass of charged particles in the symmetric phase. As the

integral in Eq.(2.5) is positive, there is a bound on the nergy functional,
E > m,lQl. (2.6)

This bound is saturated by the configurations satisfying

=0,

Oif T € f(9;0 + Aj) =0, (2.7)
; Lo o

(9—|—A():|:2H(f v7) =0,

and Gauss’s law (2.3). In the remainder of this section, we will consider only the
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positively charged configurations.

If there are vortices of unit vorticity at points ¢y, a = 1, ,,n, the phase variable

can be chosen to be

0=> Arg(F— ), (2.8)

a=1

which satisfies €;;0;0,0 = 27>, 6(F—,). Eq.(2.7) implies that the total magnetic
flux is given by W = —27n for this configuration. Eqgs.(2.3), (2.7) and (2.8) imply
that the f field satisfies

92 1n f2 — if2(f2 —0%) =47 (7~ G). (2.9)

K2

Assuming that vortices are not overlapping, we can analyze the behavior of the f

field near @,. In the complex coordinate of positions, Eq.(2.9) implies

Inf?=In|z = qa|* + c+b1(2 — qa) + ba(z — qa)* + b3(2 — ¢a)®
+ba(z = ga)* 01" — ) +03(5" —a0)® + 83" = a2 (210

2
el =l + (= — 00)°),

+ bz — @)t -

where real ¢[q,] and complex b;[¢,] are defined with respect to ¢, and functions of

the positions of other vortices.

In addition to magnetic flux and energy, there is angular momentum which
characterizes a given configuration. The angular momentum functional J = [ dzzzeijriT 0J
is given by

J = /d%ezjri [f0;f + F2(0 + Ao)(9;60 + A;)]
(2.11)
= —/dzreijri [fﬁjf — kF12(0;0 + A;)]

with Gauss’s law (2.3).

Any rotationally symmetric solution with vorticity n in the cylindrical coordi-
nate (7, ¢) would be given by the ansatz, f(r),0 = ny, and 4; = €17 (a(r)—n)/r.
There are two finite energy solutions of Eq.(2.7) with this ansatz. When f(o0) = 0,



the solution becomes a nontopological soliton with vorticity n. In this case we can
have a(00) = —a where a > n + 2. When f(co) = v, a(oo) = 0 and the solution

becomes overlapped vortices. The total magnetic flux of this ansatz is
U =-27(n+ a). (2.12)

The angular momentum of the solution can be calculated from Eq.(2.11),[2] leading

to

J = nr(a® —n?). (2.13)

Since we have used just Gauss’s law, Eq.(2.13) is applicable to theories with more
general potential than the self-dual one (2.2). Nontopological solitons in the sym-
metric phase have the energy per charge identical to that of elementary charged
particles, implying that they are at the verge of instability. Vortices in the asym-

metric phase are however stable for the topological reasons.

In the symmetric phase elementary particles have spin s, = 1/47x and non-
topological solitons has spin spQ2 — @n. Since total charge would be quantized in
integers , the Qn part would be an integer. The statistics of elementary charged
particles and nontopological solitons is given by the phase change of the wave
function for two identical objects when they are rotated by 180 degrees counter-
clockwise wise around the center of mass, which will be e27i5Q” and is identical
to the half of the Aharanov-Bohm phase, ¢?Y@/2. On the other hand, vortices
of unit voticity would carry spin s, = —mk and the correct statistics would be

. . 2 . .
e2mise — ¢=2m5Q° which cannot be the naive Aharanov-Bohm phase.

The self-dual configurations of vortices seem to be parameterized only by the
positions ¢,. Energy is independent of vortex positions and so the derivative of
fields with respect to vortex positions would become 2n zero-modes of the self-
dual equations. For self-dual configurations, the total angular momentum (2.11)

becomes

J = fi/d27”€ij7”i(8j9 + Aj)Flz. (2.14)

From Eq.(2.3), we know that F}5 vanishes at points ¢,’s because f? vanishes there.

Without changing the value of J, we can then subtract these points from the



integration in Eq.(2.14). Except at these points, Fia = 014y — Ay with A; =
A; + 0;0. Noting that

1 o

Eijrizzljeklakzzll = 82 {ETi(Aj)z — AZ'(T]AJ')} + (&AZ)(TJAJ), (2.15)

and A; being transverse from Eq.(2.7), we can write the angular momentum as a

boundary integration,m

J=—s| S bl §ar|e; dsri(Ag? - A0R A0 L (216)
S fai- e }

where the sum is over the positions of vortices and the line intergal is around a
small counter-clockwise circle around ¢,. There is no spatial infinity term in the
asymmetric phase. (For nontopological solitons the boundary at spatial infinity
contributes and this contribution does not depend on the position or shape of

solitons.)

Let us evaluate the integral in Eq.(2.16) at each vortex position ¢,. Near g,

we can put ¢ = ¢’ + eijlg and Eq.(2.16) becomes

‘ 1. - _ _
I= =k f e {32 - Ayaban |

| (2.17)
— /{Z%dlé@j {§€jkls(/_ll)2 _ Aj(ekllé/_lk)} .
We use Eqs.(2.7) and (2.10) to expand A; near g,
/L‘ = —Eijaj lIlf
(2.18)

1% :
= —€j {EjkW + b{ + O(la)} )

a

where b; = bi —ib?. We evaluate the integration in Eq.(2.17) with Eq.(2.18) to get

the total angular momentum as

J = —QW%Z% by [qu) — mK|n| (2.19)
a

with total voticity n. The first term of the right hand side of Eq.(2.19) represents

the orbital part and the second term represents the spin part.



There is only one length scale, v?/k, in the problem. As the distance between
vortices goes to infinity, the field around each vortex position would approach to
the rotationally symmetric ansatz exponentially, which with Eq.(2.10) means that
bi[qa)’s vanish exponentially with the mutual distance. Thus the total angular
momentum (2.19) would changes from s,n? to s,n as vortices get separated from
each other. The self-dual vortex configurations are degenerate in energy but not

in angular momentum.

Let us investigate briefly the self-dual configurations of two vortices by a nu-
merical analysis. Although the existence of multi-vortex solutions is proved,[”] no
exact analytic solutions is found. Fig. 1 and 2 show the magnitude of the scalar
field and the magnetic field at d = 6x/v?. In Fig. 3, we show the total angular
momentum as a function of the separation distance. Angular momentum decreases

from —4nk to —27k, supporting the argument in the previous paragraphs.
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3. Dual Formulation

Suppose we are interested in the calculating physical amplitude by using the
path integral formalism. For a generality we include an external gauge field Afj”t

and current J#. The lagrangian is then
K urp 1 2 1 2 ext\2 "
L= 7€ AL0LA, + 5(8Hf) + §f (Ou0 + Ap+ A = U(f) + A", (3.1)

The generating functional will be

Z =< Fle HT|[ >= /[df][d@] [dA) [ f(2)Tp exp{i/d3x£}\111, (3.2)

xr
where there is a nontrivial Jacobian factor because we use the radial coordinate
for the scalar field. The initial and final wave functions, ¥ give the necessary

boundary conditions.

A given field configuration in the path integral could contain vortices and
antivortices and the 6 field could be multivalued. We can in principle split the

field into two parts,

D

O(r,t) = 0(r,t) + n(Z,t), (3.3)

where the first term describes a configuration of vortices,
O(7,t) = (—1)*Arg(7 — a(1)) (3.4)
a

with vorticities (—1)® and locations ¢, (t), and the second term 7 represents single-

valued fluctuations around a given configuration of vortices. From the multi-valued

0, we can construct the vortex current,

1 _
KH(z) = %e’“’payalﬂ
dga

=Y (-1, %)52(77— qa(t)) (3.5)

1
=Y [ aresar - g o)

which satisfies the conservation law, 0,K* = 0. Integration over the ¢ variable

11



becomes
(d6) = [df)[dn] = [dg}][dn], (3.6)

which means that we sum over single-valued fluctuations around a given configura-
tion of vortices and then sum over all possible configurations of vortices, including

annihilation and creation of vortex pairs.

Let us now linearize the third term of the lagrangian (3.1) by introducing an

auxiliary vector field C*,

H f(x)expi / Ra [%ﬂ(@,ﬁ + A, + Afft)ﬂ
v (3.7)
= /[dC“] expz'/dS:E{ 2f2(C"“‘) + CHM(Ou0 + Oun + Ay + Aemt)}

where the nontrivial Jacobian is essential. As 7 is single-valued, one can integrate

over 7 in the standard way, leading to
/ [dn] exp [z / d%C”aun}: 5(0,C"). (3.8)

Now we introduce the dual gauge field H,, to satisfy

1
/[dC“]é(@MC’“‘)... = /[dC’“‘] [H,]o(CH — 2—6‘“’”8pr)... (3.9)

T
where the dots denote the integrand. There would be infinite gauge volume which
can be taken care of later, but there is no nontrivial Jacobian factor as the change

of variables is linear. By using the fact

%eﬂup(a 6)0, H = K" H,, (3.10)
T

up to a total derivative, we can integrate over C*, resulting in the lagrangian,

which is

1 1
L= - ——_-H> +H uK o+ S AL, (KA, + H)

1671 2f2 v

3.11
1 nvp ext o ( )
+5 ¢ Hy,0, A" + A J" + ..

where H,,, = 0,H, — 0,H,, and the dots indicate f-dependent terms.
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The exponent is quadratic in A, and so the integral over A, is easy. The

equation of motion for A, is
1

whose solution is formally

1
Ay =—— Vi 3.13
" ok M W (3.13)
where €770, V, = —J"/k. Rather than integrating over A,, we substitute A, in

the path integral by Eq. (3.13) and then the integration over A, becomes the

integration over V.

The resulting path integral becomes

2= [laagtam vl esvi [ e, (3.14)

where the dual transformed lagrangian is
_ 1 2 1 2

1 1
— g Hu T P H 0, A5 gewpvuayvp + VI,

P H,0,H, + H, K"
(3.15)

2Tk

There is no Jacobian factor in the measure. One can introduce the gauge fixing
terms for H, and V). The sign difference between the Chern-Simons terms of
the original and dual transformed theories will be crucial in understanding the
statistics of vortices. The original gauge field is separated into two pieces, H,
and V},. The vortex current K* becomes an electric current for the dual field H,.
External current is however coupled to both the dual gauge field H,, and reduced
gauge field V.

The mass of vortices arises from the cloud of the f, H), fields surrounding them

is finite. The variation of Hy implies the Gauss’s law constraint,

1 1 2
ai(PHOi) - EHH + 472 K° + 2n St — %JO =0, (3.16)

which would dictate the cloud around vortices.
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The relation between the original fields and dual fields in the classical level can
be seen from the equations one would get from the lagrangians at each step. They

are related to each other by
1
FHOu0 + A+ AT = Cy, = o Cup0 HY, (3.17)

Another relation between the original and dual fields is given by Eq.(3.13). The
original U(1) charge is then given by

Q :/dzr{f2(é+AO+A8”)+J0}

1
I/d2r{%H12+JO} (3.18)

1
= /d27‘ {27TI<LKO + %&(FHQZ) + HFfzxt} ,

where the last equality comes from Gauss’s law (3.16). The second-to-last term
gives nonzero contribution to the charge for the configuration of nontopological
solitons in the symmetric phase where f field vanishes only on isolated points
and the spatial infinity. Note that the charge conservation in dual formulation is

satisfied by the topology of the field configuration, not by the field equations.
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4. Physical Consequences

We have obtained the dual formulation of Chern-Simons Higgs systems, which
could be useful in understanding the various physical aspects of the asymmetric
phase. In the dual formalism the interaction between vortices is more direct because
they appear as charged particles rather than topological objects. In addition, we
can see the interaction between vortices and external currents and fields more
directly. The dual transformation in general transforms the weak coupling into
the strong coupling and vice versa and has been widely used to understand the
phase structure of a given theory. (See Ref.[12] for a review.) If we try to quantize
vortices by the semiclassical method, the coupling between elementary particles
should be very small, or k > 1 for the method to be a good approximation. In
this case, vortices interact with each other strongly as one can see from the dual
formulation. However this aspect of the dual formulation would not be explored

in this paper. Let us now make a few observation about the dual formulation.
1) Massive vector bosons

There are two ways to describe a massive vector boson of spin one in three
dimensions: the Maxwell and Chern-Simons terms, or the Chern-Simons and Higgs
terms. This observation led to the original derivation of the dual transformation”

From Eqs.(3.1) and (3.15) with f = v we have two equivalent lagrangians,

K 1
L= ieN”PAMaVAp + 521214/3,
IS T
167202 M 8712k

(4.1)
Ly =

P H,0, H,.

Both describe a particle of mass m = v?/|x| and spin —x/|x]|
2) Quantum Magnus Phase

We know how a spinning baseball curves. Let us consider a two-dimensional
version. When a ball is moving to the negative x direction with clockwise rotation
in a fluid, the wind velocity (at the ball’s rest frame) on the positive y part is
faster than that on the negative y part, resulting in the pressure difference. The
net force on the ball is then pointing the positive y direction. The magnitude of

the force is proportional to the ball velocity and so this force is somewhat similar
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to an effective Lorentz force due to a constant magnetic field. When the moving
(8]

object is a vortex, it is called the Magnus force.

The simplest example in field theory is the theory of a complex scalar field
with a global abelian symmetry. When global vortices in this theory move in a
unform charge background, it feels this Magnus force. As one can see in appendix
A, the charge density appears as a uniform magnetic field and vortices as charged
particles in the dual formulation. The Magnus force is given exactly as a Lorentz

force.

When vortices in the asymmetric phase of a Maxwell Higgs theory interact
each other without any background charge, we know that there is no Magnus
force. As shown in appendix B, vortices again become charged particles in the
dual formulation. The background charge again appears as a uniform external
magnetic field in the dual formulation and vortices in such background would feel

the Magnus force.

Vortices in a Chern-Simons Higgs theory carry both magnetic flux and charge
around their core. When vortices are close to each other they would feel the
electromagnetic force, which leads to an Aharanov-Bohm phase in large distance.
Because vortices carry charge, there would be the Magnus force between vortices.
The Magnus force is like a Lorentz force in nature and would lead to an additional
Aharanov-Bohm phase. The total Aharanov-Bohm phase would then be a sum
of those from these two forces. As we have seen in the previous section, the dual
formulation of Chern-Simons Higgs theories has the dual gauge interaction between
vortices. Thus, one would say the original electromagnetic force and the Magnus
force come together as a single dual gauge force. Vortices are charged particles in
the dual formulation and so their statistics should be given by the Aharanov-Bohm
phase coming from the dual lagrangian (3.15). The Aharanov-Bohm phase is a long
distance effect and determined only by the Chern-Simons term. The sign of the
Chern-Simons term in the dual lagrangian is different from that of the original
lagrangian, which makes the real Aharanov-Bohm phase between vortices to be
exactly inverse of the naive Aharanov-Bohm phase in the original formulation.
This implies that the Magnus force is two times larger than and has the opposite

sign to the original electromagnetic force. The statistics from the dual Aharanov-
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Bohm phase is consistent with what we expect from the vortex spin. Although the
dual formulation has been discovered many times,m this aspect of vortex interaction

has not been noticed.
3) External Current and Field

We have derived the dual lagrangian which is valid even with external currents
and fields. Let us see first the effect of the external point charge. In the asymmetric
phase of a Maxwell Higgs theory, any charge will be completely screened and the
net total charge is zero. In the asymmetric phase of a Chern-Simons Higgs theory,
the charge of vortices cannot however be screened because Gauss’s law (2.3) or
(3.16) implies that total charge is nonzero when there is nonzero magnetic flux.
If there is no external field and vortex, there cannot be any net magnetic flux for
any finite energy configurations and so total charge is zero implying that external
charges are totally screened. For a given external point charge, the screening charge

will surround this charge with the length scale given from the Higgs mass.

What is the interaction between external currents and vortices? The dual
lagrangian (3.15) leads to the answer. Both of them are charged currents of the dual
gauge field and so there would be nontrivial phase when the external charge goes
around a vortex in a full circle. This phase is determined by the dual lagrangian
and is given by e 7@t with external charge Q. If the charge is fractional,
the phase is nontrivial because the Higgs field carries a unit charge and can screen
only integer charges completely. From Gauss’s law (3.16) we see that a uniform
external charge density is screened by a uniform dual magnetic field. A single
vortex moving on this background would feel the Magnus force which appears as

a Lorentz force.

What is the interaction between two external point charges? They are interact-
ing through two gauge fields H,, and V,,. In the large distance, the Aharanov-Bohm
phases due to two gauge interaction would cancel each other, and there is no non-
trivial phase between them. Since the screening charge has a finite core size, in a

short distance external charges would see the nontrivial statistics.

We can ask whether the external currents and fields could have a dynamical
origin. In Sec. 3 we have not used the conservation of external currents explicitly.

The key aspect is that external currents and the gauge field A, couple linearly.
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There seems to be two simple examples where external currents arise dynamically.

The matter could be made of fermions, in which case A,J" would be replaced by
Lp =iy (0, +ieA )Y + ... (4.2)

where the dots denote the mass and Yukawa interaction terms. Or, the matter
field could be made of a simple gauge field, in which case the additional lagrangian

would be

Ly = e AW, + . (4.3)

where the dots indicate the kinetic terms for the W, field. The external field Azxt
can be made dynamical by replacing AZH in Eq. (3.1) by a gauge field W, with
some kinetic term. It is trivial to see how these dynamical degrees couple to the

dual gauge field, which we will not bother to write down.

One may wonder whether there is any dual formulation of Maxwell Chern-
Simons Higgs theories. One can follow the similar procedure as in Sec.3 and ap-
pendix B and will end with a dual formulation with two gauge fields even when
there is no external currents and fields. In the case where the f field is a constant, a
dual formulation with a single gauge field was obtained in Ref.[13], whose approach

is different from ours.

18



5. Low Energy Effective Lagrangian

We now consider self-dual systems with the specific potential (2.2). Vortices
at rest are described by the configurations satisfying the self-dual equation (2.7).
As they are degenerate in energy, there is no attractive or repulsive forces between
them even though there may be velocity-dependent forces. We are interested in
an effective action for slowly moving vortices, which as a nonrelativistic action
for interacting particles consists of terms quadratic and linear in velocity. The
linear term would represent the ‘dual magnetic’ interaction between vortices. The
effective action also should somehow take into account the fact that vortices are
not degenerate in angular momentum. If the kinetic energy of vortices is small
enough, there would be very small radiation and degrees of freedom except vortex
positions may be neglected. For this classical picture to be consistent, quantum
fluctuation should be very small, which means x > 1 and vortices interact with

each other strongly as argued in the previous section.

There are considerable works"” for the effective action for slowly moving vor-
tices in self-dual Maxwell Higgs systems. Their approaches are either geometrical
or numerical. Here we take somewhat different tactic which seems to work also in
the Maxwell Higgs case as shown in appendix C, where we use the dual formulation
even though the original formulation would work equally well. For self-dual Chern-
Simons Higgs systems, the dual formulation seems cumbersome for our present

purpose and we start from the original lagrangian (2.1).

Consider n vortices with uniform velocity @ and total mass M = wv?n. The
field configuration for this case can be obtained from that for vortices at rest by
a Lorentz transformation. We are interested in the slow motion or nonrelativistic
limit. The f field would transform trivially and the gauge field as vector would
have a correction linear in u. The gauge fields would satisfy the field equation to
first order in @. We can calculate the lagrangian L = [ d?r £ with this transformed

configuration and get the expected result L = M?/2 — M.

For the field configurations for the slowly moving vortices of a given trajec-
tory @,(t), we imagine a generalization of the nonrelativistic limit of the Lorentz
transformation. For the consistency, we will assume that there are first order cor-

rections to both scalar and gauge fields, and require that they satisfy the field
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equations to first order in the vortex velocities, ¢,(t). The zeroth order f field
would be f(7@,(t)) which satisfies Eq.(2.9). The zeroth order 6 field would be
6 =>,Arg(r— qu(t)). For a given zeroth order scalar field, the gauge field in the
same order can be obtained from Eqs.(2.3) and (2.7).

From the lagrangian (2.1), we get the field equations,

- aﬁf + (aue - Au)zf - U/(f) =0,
kFo + f2(6 + A()) =0, (5.2)
ke Foj + fz(ﬁiﬁ + A;) =0.

The field equation for the @ field can be obtained from the Jacobi identity for the
gauge field equations. We demand the field equations are satisfied to first order in
the vortex velocities by the first order corrections, Af, A, AA,. We choose the
gauge where Af = 0. From Eq.(5.2), we get the first order field equations,

ZAS + [AL — (0:0 + A)Af + 2 Ag(6 + AAy)
—2f(0i0 + Ai)) AA; — U"(f)Af =0,

keijO;AA; + f2(0 + AAg) + 2f AgAf =0,

reij(A; — 0jAAY) + FPAA; +2f(0:0 + A)Af =0,

where f, A, are given in zeroth order. We do not know at present moment the
solution Af, AA,, of Eq.(5.3) in terms of f explicitly. If there is a unique solution
of Eq.(5.3) for a given trajectory of the vortices, we have definite configurations
for slowly moving vortices of the self-dual Chern-Simons Higgs system. For the
vortices of unform motion, the solution of Eq.(5.3) is trivially given taking the

nonrelativistic limit of the Lorentz transformed fields.

We imagine the field sum in the path integral to be restricted to these config-

urations for slowly moving vortices. The field theoretic action for slowly moving
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vortices then becomes the effective action as a functional of these vortex trajec-
tories. There will be terms linear and quadratic in the vortex velocities, but no
terms which just depend on the vortex positions. We do not need to consider the
second order corrections to the fields to be consistent because their contribution
vanishes due to the field equations satisfied by the zeroth order fields. By using

Gauss’s law (2.3), let us write the lagrangian density (2.1) as

1. . .

L= §f2 — k0F9 + ngAiAj
1 2 1 2D 2 1 2 2 (54)

= 5(00f)" = 5 £ (0 + Ao)” = 5 F7(0i0 + Ai)” = U(f).

The zeroth order term in the effective action can be calculated trivially and
becomes negative of the rest mass. In Eq.(5.4) the last four terms can be put into
a sum of two squares plus the rest mass term as shown in Eq.(2.5) and so yields

only the second order terms. Thus the first order term AL is given by
AL = —KéFlg + geiinAj, (5.5)

where the fields are given in zeroth order. With Eq.(5.2), the second part of the
right-hand side of Eq.(5.5) is proportional to

. f?
2€iinAj = —Aiaiao In =
I

f? f?

= —0; {Azao In ﬁ} + (@Az)ﬁo In ﬁ,

with the obvious understanding of []. Since the zeroth order gauge efield is trans-

(5.6)

verse and the boundary terms lead to no contribution to the effective action,
Eq.(5.6) does not contribute to the effective action. With 6 = 37, €;;¢20; In |7 —qa|,
the first part of the right-hand side of Eq.(5.5) is proportional to

O0F12 = eijendl (05 In |7 — Ga| )0 Ay
= §'0:(A;0; |7 = Gal) — 4a05 (A0 n |7 = Gal) + 4 (9;4;)0; In |7 — Gl
— 4,05 (Ai0; |7 = Ga]) + 4. Ai0] In |7 — al,
(5.7)
where €€, = ;105 — 04051 is used and the sum over the indices a is assumed.

Now we can get the first order term of the effective lagrangian from Egs.(5.5) and
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AL = / d*ri L = =275 4L Ai( ), (5.8)

where 02 In |7 — g,| = 276(7 — ¢,) is used and the boundary terms are dropped
as they make no contribution to the effective action. There is another way to see
that Eq.(5.8) is the only contribution from Eq.(5.7) even though many terms in
Eq.(5.7) seem singular at vortex positions. Because 6 ~ 1/6 and Fla ~ 62 with
5 =7 — G, 9F12 vanishes at vortex positions, which allows us to subtract these
points from the integration in Eq.(5.8). Then we can calculate the integration with

boundary contributions at vortex positions, getting the same result.

The second order term in the lagrangian would be

AoL = rKAAGAF9 + %Kfij (AAZAJ + AZAAJ)

1 1 1,
+ 52 = 5@AN)? = SU"(H(AS)?

1 o, 1 1 1
+ §f2(9 +AAp)® — §f2(AAi>2 + §(Af)2A(2) - §(Af)2(3i9 + A;)?
+ 2fAfA)(0 + AAg) — 2fAF(Di0 + A))AA;.
(5.9)
First note that eijAAiAj = eiinAAj up to a total time derivative, which does not
affect the effective action. We use Eq.(5.2) to remove U” and the Chern-Simons

part up to total derivatives. The resulting second order term is

Aol = % 2+ % 20+ AA)% + % FAHAA)?
+ FAFAQ(0 + AAg) + FAF(9:0 + A AA;

(5.10)

Hence, we have obtained the effective action for slowly moving vortices. From

Egs.(5.8) and (5.10), we can see that the effective lagrangian for slowly moving
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vortices is given by

Loyt = [ {3524 3710+ 807 + (24
+fAfANO + AAy) —|—fAf(8i‘9+Ai)AAZ’} (5.11)

27K Z QZAZ'((TQ).

Here f, A; are given by Eqs.(2.9) and (5.2) and functions of ¢,’s. Af and AA,
are given by the first order field equation (5.3) and is linear in velocity. The
effective lagrangian is made of the usual quadratic terms and the linear terms

which describes the magnetic interactions between vortices.

We made some reasonable assumptions to derive the effective action for slowly
moving vortices. A configuration for moving vortices is specified by f+ Af, A, +
AA,. The energy functional for this configuration consists of the rest mass and
terms linear and quadratic in the vortex velocities. From Eq.(5.3), One can easily
show that A\E = [ d2r/{eij0j [ApAA;], which vanishes. The quadratic terms in the
energy functional is not identical to the quadratic part of the effective lagrangian.

The difference is

NoFE — Ao = /d27‘ {fAfA()(é + AAg) + fAF(0:0 + A))AA;
(5.12)
F3OANP+ AN+ (A1H00 + A,

which does not seem to vanish. We believe that the quadratic part of the effec-
tive action is given by AsL rather than AsE because the linear part cannot be
obtain from the energy point of view. For uniformly moving vortices, the first
order correction (5.3) of the fields would be given by the nonrelativistic limit of
the Lorentz transformationed fields and the effective lagrangian becomes the total

kinetic energy of the system.

We can use Eq.(3.13) to express the linear term in terms of the dual gauge

field. As there is no external charge, we can choose the gauge where V,, = 0 and
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A, = —H,/2nk. The linear term (5.8) becomes then
AL =4, HilGa), (5.13)
a

which is exactly what we get from the dual formulation and need for the statistics
of vortices. The linear part (5.13) implies the ‘dual magnetic’ interaction between
vortices. In Sec. 4, we argued that dual magnetic interaction originates both or-
dinary magnetic and Magnus forces. This linear interacting terms (5.13) leads to
the statistical phase between vortices. In Ref.[14], Egs.(5.5) and (5.6) have been
examined to get the statistics of vortices at large separation but was not put into

a simple form as Eq.(5.8) or (5.13), let alone its physical meaning.

From Eq.(2.3) we can see the original gauge field strength Fjo vanishes at
7 = (y. This does not mean that the field strength felt by vortices vanish. The
reason is that the gauge field A, (7 g) as a function of ¢, when 7= ¢; is different
from that as a function of 7. From Eqs.(2.10) and (5.1), we can get the field
strength felt by the vortex at ¢,

. 0A;
Hi2(q) = —27meijﬁzi7
= —2%/@81)817(][2]“].

(5.14)

Similar consideration would apply as well to the cases studied in appendices A and
B.

There is an interesting check of the linear term. Let us consider the total

angular momentum of vortices from the low energy effective lagrangian (5.11),

. OL
Jorbit = D _ €ijla——
za: " Odt

| | (5.15)
= 27K Z €ijqsA5(qa) + O(dg)-
a
With Egs.(2.10) and (5.1), one can see that
Jorbit = —2TK Z o gl [(Ta] + O(qé)v (516>
a

which is identical to the orbital part in Eq.(2.19) for vortices at rest. Our effective
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lagrangian for slowly moving vortices is consistent with the field theory lagrangian.

Let us briefly study the dynamics of slowly moving two votices. First consider
two overlapped vortices with a small initial kinetic energy. The initial angular
momentum would be very close to 4s,. If they can escape from each other to
the spatial infinity, their angular momentum would be the sum of spins and orbital
angular momentum, 2s,+ugb, where ug is the asymptotic speed and b is the impact
parameter. As we can choose the kinetic energy, or ug, arbitrarily small, the angular
momentum conservation says that the impact parameter becomes arbitrary large,
which is impossible because the force is short ranged. Rather, we think that two
vortices are bound together by the mutual magnetic field. By turning around this
argument, one can also see that two vortices from the spatial infinity with very
small kinetic energy cannot make a head-on collision rather they will always veer

off from each other.

In the center of mass frame of two vortices, their positions are given by ¢] =
—q/2,4> = ¢/2. The scalar field configuration would be symmetric under the
inversion, that is, f(7: @) = f(—7 ), which with Eq.(2.10) means that bi[7]] =
—by [2]. There is a rotational symmetry of the effective action under the rotation

of ¢, which implies that

S

1 = (B1(q) + 2 x ¢B2(q), (5.17)

where ¢ = |7] and (£ % §)" = €;j¢’. Eqs.(2.19) and (5.17) imply that the total angu-
lar momentum for two vortices at rest is J = —27wkqB1(q) —27k. The linear action
(5.13) for two vortices in the center of mass frame becomes A1L = —27kd’ A; ().
The magnetic field felt by the reduced one body would be then

2wk d(gB1)

q dq
14J(g) (5.18)

q dq

Hiz(q) =

The magnitude of the angular momentum decreases with the separation between
vortices. The sign of the magnetic field is then opposite to the sign of the angular

momentum, which in turn leads the direction to which the vortex trajectories
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bends. When the vortex spin is positive, or, x < 0, vortices in a two vortex
system turn right. For the negative spin, vortices turn left. From this one can
easily obtain a qualitative pictures of the dynamics of two vortices which are either
bounded closely or starting and ending at the spatial infinity. However, the detail

pictures seem to be complicated and will not be pursued here.

Somewhat similar behavior has been observed numerically in another kind
of self-dual system with global charge and topology in three dimensions""”  Our
approach may shed some light on the physical understanding of the interaction

between those solitons.

Finally, let us consider the meaning of the effective lagrangian (5.11). We do not
have any geometric derivation of the quadratic term, but we can take the quadratic
term as a metric on the moduli space, the space of the self-dual configurations of
vortices. The linear term could be interpreted as a magnetic field in the moduli
space. Vortices are then moving along geodesics determined by the metric and
magnetic field. Vortices carry spin and may feel the spin connection of the metric
on the moduli space. Since the spin connection could be interpreted as a sort of
the gauge field, the linear term in our effective lagrangian may be interpretable as
the spin connection, making the effective action fully geometric. To see this, we

need a better understanding of the quadratic part of the effective action.

26



6. Conclusion

We understand now various aspects of vortex dynamics in Chern-Simons Higgs
systems. We have the dual formulation in the path integral formalism, where the
interaction between vortices manifests. The statistics of vortices comes from the
Aharanov-Bohm phase of the dual gauge interaction, which combines the usual
electromagnetic and Magnus forces. In the dual formulation, we included the
external field and current, which could be dynamical. In self-dual models we
studied the properties of static vortices and presented an effective action for slowly

moving vortices.

There seems to be some interesting directions to take from here. One direction
is to find the further use of the dual formulation. We can ask whether the per-
turbative expansion is possible in the dual formulation. For vortices moving on a
curved surface whose typical length scale is much larger than the size of vortices,
there could be an force on vortices via spin connection because vortices carry spin.
Maybe our approaches would shed some light on that. It would be also interesting
to find whether there is a dual formulation of the nonrelativistic limit of the theory
in the symmetric phase. Another is to understand better the effective action for
slowly moving vortices and its dynamical consequences. Besides the statistics, we
have not studied the quantum aspects of vortex dynamics. Quantum aspects of

vortices in the field theoretic and effective action levels need further investigation.

Acknowledgment

This work is supported in part by the Korea Science and Engineering Foun-
dation (Y.K.), the NSF under Grant No. PHY89-04035, Dept. of Energy (Y.K
and K.L.), the NSF Presidential Young Investigator Award (K.L) and an Alfred
P. Sloan Fellowship (K.L.). K.L. would like to thank the organizers of the Cosmic
Phase Transition Workshop at ITP, U.C. Santa Barbara, the Center for Theoret-
ical Physics of Seoul National University, and Aspen Center for Physics where a

part of this work was done.

27



APPENDIX A.

Here we derive the Magnus force in the simplest example. Consider the theory
of a complex scalar field in three dimensions with a global U(1) symmetry. The

lagrangian is given by

L =18,0> = U(9). (A1)

The generating functional is
Z =< FleTH|[ >= / dg][dg*]e ] 4w (A..2)
With ¢ = fe' /v/2, the lagrangian becomes

L= %(@Lf)Q + %ﬂ(aue)? —U(f). (A..3)

The conserved current for the global abelian symmetry is j,, = f 2@9. Suppose
we are interested in the minimum energy density configuration for a given uniform
charge density jO = pg. The phase becomes # = wt with a constant w and the f
field is fixed by the minimizing the energy density,

U (1) = 37a0h + V(P (A.4)

There could be a global vortex with this background. The ansatz will be
f(r) and @ = wt + np. These vortices carry logarithmically divergent energy and

quadratically divergent angular momentum when the charge density is non-zero.

Let us consider the motion of vortices and antivortices with some background
charge. For example, one is imagining some bosonic superfluid or (Q-matter. In
the same way as in Sec. 3 we introduce an auxiliary field C* to linearize the
second term of the lagrangian (A.3). Separate the phase 6 into a part for vortex

configurations and a part for single-valued fluctuations as in Eq.(3.3). Integrate
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over the fluctuation to get a new gauge field H, for C*. After some further steps

similar as in Sec.3, we arrive at the dual formulation of the generating functional,

7= / (df)dH, g ] 22, (A.5)
where
1 1

with K* given in Eq.(3.5). There is no Jacobian factor in measure as in Sec. 3.
In the dual formulation the Goldstone boson is described by the massless vector
field with the Maxwell kinetic term. Vortices become charged particles and the

logarithmically divergent self-energy comes from the divergent Coulomb energy.

In the dual formalism, the conserved current for the global symmetry becomes
gt = fzaue = ijpal/Hp- (A?)

The uniform charge density background becomes a uniform magnetic field back-
ground. Vortices moving on a uniform charge background would feel the Magnus

force as a Lorentz force in the dual formulation.

Let us now do a little bit of fluid dynamic approach to the Magnus force
to figure out the direction. For the positive w and n, the momentum density
flow TV = — [d?r| fOif + f200;0] around the vortex is clockwise, resulting in
the negative angular momentum density. Let us consider a vortex moving to the
negative x axis. This is very similar to the case where the 2-dimensional baseball
moving in the same direction with the same rotation, feeling the net Magnus force
in the positive y direction. This direction of force is exactly that of the Lorentz

force one would get from the dual lagrangian (A.6)
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APPENDIX B.

Here we present the path integral derivation of the dual transformation for a

Maxwell Higgs theory in three dimensions. The lagrangian for a complex scalar
field ¢ = fe'?/\/2 coupled to the gauge field Ay is

1 1
L=— 5k + (8uf)2 + 5 F20u0 + Au+ AT = U()) + Ap”, (B
where J# is the external current and AZH is the external gauge field. As in Sec.3,
we introduce the vortex current K* and integrate over the fluctuation part of the

¢ field, resulting in a dual gauge field H,. The effective lagrangian becomes
=Y. -v ! ——H., + H K" — L p
_5( /Lf) - (f) 167 2f2 + 42 inZ (B 2)
1 1 B

In order to treat Fj,, and A, to be independent from each other, we introduce
an vector field IV, so that

14 EuldA,J5(E 9,4, - 2,4,))-.

_ / (dF, )[dA,J[AN,] exp{i / e 4W6WPN Fyp— (A, — 3,4} .
(B..3)
The F),, integration is just a gaussian integral and so trivial. The A, integration

leads to a factor

1 14
8(5=€""0, N, — I, (B..4)

which is consistent only if the external current J# is conserved explicitly. Thus,
unlike to Sec. 3 the external current could have a dynamical origin only for the

case when A, J# is replaced by
Ly = e""PA,0,W, + kinetic terms. (B..5)

The external gauge field can be made dynamical by simply replacing Afft by, for
example, W), in Eq.(B.5)
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Let us consider a single-valued scalar field ¢ such that
N, =N, +9,(, (B..6)

where
P9, N, = 21 J* (B..7)

and 9,N, = 0. A uniform external electric charge density corresponds to a uniform
magnetic field in the vector potential Np. If we put Np = pf for a point current
of unit charge, ( becomes multivalued with shift 27, which can be absorbed into
(. This allows an interpretation that point external charges of integer charge are

vortices in the ¢ variable.

Putting together, the generating functional after the dual transformation be-

Z = / (df)[dH ][ dg"][dC)5 (08, N, — 2 J") exp / BLp), (B..8)

where
1

2
~ Sz i + K

Lo = 500 - U(f)

2

) ) ' (B..9)
+ W(HF‘ + Ny +0,0)* + EEWHHF,S;”?

with K* given in Eq.(3.5). There is an obvious abelian gauge symmetry in the
dual lagrangian. The point external currents of integer charge could appear as
vortices in the { variable. The massive vector bosons of spin 1 are described by

the Maxwell Higgs terms in both formalisms.

If there is a uniform electric charge density background, we know that there
should be a uniform charge density background of the opposite charge carried by
the Higgs field to have a finite Coulomb energy. In the dual formulation, there is
a uniform external magnetic field carried by N, » which should be balanced by the
unform magnetic field of the opposite sign carried by H, for a finite energy density
as one can see in the dual lagrangian (B.9). In the dual formulation vortices moving
on the uniform charged background are equivalent to charged particles moving on
a uniform external magnetic field and vortices feel the Magnus force as an effective

Lorentz force.
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APPENDIX C.

Here we study the effective lagrangian for slowly moving vortices in self-dual
Maxwell Higgs systems in the dual formulation of appendix B. The self-dual model
is fixed by choosing the potential,

U(f) = < (f? = v?)2 (C.1)

The energy functional of the dual lagrangian (B.9) can be rewritten as

1
E:/ {f+ 2f2 12+ (H+N+8C)
2

(8 / :l: 872

H()z) (Ho 4+ No + 0o¢ T w(f* - U2))2} (C..2)

2rf

+m0v’n )

where the vorticity n = [ d?>rK° appears because of Gauss’s law,

( Ho;) + €*(Hy + 0o¢) + 47K = 0. (C..3)

12
The energy is bounded, £ > 7v?|n|. As there is no external charge and field, we
choose the gauge where Nu = 0 and ¢ = 0. The energy bound is saturated by the
configurations satisfying f = 0, H; = 0,

Hy = +n(f? —v?),

C.4
Hoy; = F70; f2, (€4

and Gauss’s law (C.3). Two equations in Eq.(C.4) are consistent to each other.

Egs.(C.3) and (C.4) can be put together into an equation for f,

FInf?—e*(f2—0%) =4r Y 6(i" = Ga)- (C..5)

Let us try to derive the low energy effective lagrangian in the dual formalism.

We know how the fields transform under the nonrelativistic limit of the Lorentz
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transformation of all vortices. The scalar field will be invariant but there is a
nontrivial correction AH,, to the gauge field. The gauge field satisfies the Maxwell

equation in the first order of vortex velocity Ja,

1
8”(ﬁ

H"M) 4+ 2 H" + 472 KF = 0. (C..6)

For slow moving vortices with vortex positions ¢;(t), we assume that the fields
transform like a complicated version of the Lorentz transformation. The scalar field
would be given simply as f(7; @ (t)). There would be a correction to the gauge
field linear in the velocity. We require that the Maxwell equation is again satisfied
to first order in velocity. Note that the velocity of vortices would appear explicitly

in the Maxwell equation by the current K* = >"_ ¢%0(7 — ).

In zeroth order, only Hy is nonzeros as one see from Eq.(C.4). The first order
part of Eq.(C.6) is

(fga A}]O) + €2AH0 = O
(C..7)
- 80(f28 iHo) + €50 (fQAHu) + 2AH; = An° K.

The first part of Eq.(C.7) implies that AHy = 0. For the second part of Eq.(C.7),
we apply both 0; and €;0;, leading to

O AH; = w0y f2,

o%( 2AH12) — e2AHy = 47° Zeuqaﬁ T — qa)- (C.8)

f

As we know the divergence and curl of AHj;, in principle we can find A H; explicitly.

Before we consider the effective action, let us ask whether the f field satisfies
its field equation to first order in the vortex velocity. One can be easily convinced

that the first order correction Af can be put to be zero consistently.

We now the field configuration of slowly moving vortices for a given trajectory.

Let us calculate the field theory action from Eq.(B.9) for these configurations. The
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zeroth order term is minus of the rest mass. There is no first order term. The
second becomes the effective action for slowly moving vortices. The field equation

(C.8) is essential in this derivation. The effective lagrangian is

Lo 1. 1 e?
Legt(Ga, @) = /d27" {§f2 + W(AHQ)Q + W(AHZ')2} : (C..9)

Let us see what happens in the original formulation. The field equations in the

intermediate lagrangians imply

PO, H, = 2m f2(0M0 + AM),

) (C..10)
€upHP = 2me”Fy,,

which implies that
e? .
_271' AHZ = eijAj

= 8180 lIlf — Eijaje

(C..11)

in the Ag = 0 gauge. With this identification, our effective lagrangian (C.9) can
be shown easily to be identical to that of Samols’ in Ref.[10].
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FIGURE CAPTIONS

1) Plot of the f field in unit of v on the z — y plane for two vortices of mutual

distance d = 6 with spatial distance unit v?/x
2) Plot of the magnetic field Fio in unit of v*/4x? on the z —y plane with d = 6

3) Plot of the total angular momentum in unit of —7x as a function of mutual

distance d.
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