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Abstract

We study the inhomogeneous abelian Higgs model with a magnetic impurity.

The vacuum configuration of the symmetry-broken phase is not simply the constant

Higgs vacuum but is a nontrivial function of spatial coordinates, satisfying the Euler-

Lagrange equations. The vacuum of zero winding number has zero magnetic flux but

its non-zero magnetic field depends on spatial coordinates. The corresponding vacuum

energy is negative for weak coupling (λ < 1), zero for critical BPS coupling (λ = 1),

and positive for strong coupling (λ > 1) by an over-, exact-, and under-cancellation

of the huge positive impurity energy. This distinct vacuum energies are consistent

with classification of the type I and II superconductivity in dirty conventional su-

perconductors. Non-BPS vortex configurations are also obtained in the presence of

inhomogeneity. Their rest energies favor energetically vortex-impurity composite in

conventional type II superconductivity, consistent with imperfect diamagnetism. The

delta function limit of Gaussian type impurity suggests the formation of vortex-lattice

composite which elucidates flux-pinning in the context of inhomogeneous field theory.
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1 Introduction

Quantum field theories are written in terms of the fields and the coupling constants including

off-shell contributions and have played a prominent role for describing the fundamental forces

in microscopic level, e.g. quantum electrodynamics and unified description of electroweak

interaction. On the other side, classical field theories were introduced ahead as the effective

theories derived from the Newton’s second law. Hence there does not exist any generic

reason that the propagation speed and the couplings are defined as constants. Their spatial

dependence seems natural and is not excluded except for the media of constant quantities

such as constant tension and mass density. Rather, some classical phenomena are described

more accurately when the couplings are allowed to be externally given functions of spatial

coordinates, which reflect the environments, e.g., the description of seismic wave propagation

in different media. In the basis of these observations on emergent phenomena in diversified

subjects, it is manifest and even timely that the study of classical and quantum field theories

including the couplings with time and spatial dependence are necessitated.

Inhomogeneous field theories have been studied in the following directions. Janus Yang-

Mills theories with a position-dependent gauge coupling have been studied with the control

of holography [1, 2, 4, 3, 5, 6]. In three and four dimensions, mass-deformed Aharony-

Bergman-Jafferis-Maldacena(ABJM) and super Yang-Mills theories allow supersymmetry-

preserving inhomogeneous mass deformations which are originated by irregular form fields

on the branes [7, 8, 9, 10]. Field theoretic side has been examined by use of simple

supersymmetric field theories in (1+1)-dimensions [11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18]. Inho-

mogeneous abelian gauge theories have been studied with aiming at condensed matter sys-

tems [19, 20, 21] and recently inhomogeneous vacua of zero energy are found within the

BPS limit [22, 23, 24].

If the proposed inhomogeneous field theory is an efficient language describing physical

phenomena, it must possess practicality and tractability. To be specific, validity of the

proposed inhomogeneous field theory can be judged by experimental tests and, before, such

testable field theoretic quantities are calculable in spite of complicated inhomogeneous part.

The preceding guidelines enforce the study of non-supersymmetric inhomogeneous field the-

ories involving electromagnetism. In accordance with these, we consider the abelian Higgs

model with spatial inhomogeneity introduced with the magnetic impurity term. Charac-

teristic propagation speed vp is explicitly written in order to describe both nonrelativistic

regime (vp ≪ c) and relativistic regime (vp ∼ c), and quartic scalar coupling is arbitrary

λ ≥ 0. Though the inhomogeneous abelian Higgs model of consideration governs dynamics

of a massive charged matter with another kind of the dispersion relation of acoustic phonon

in superconducting state, it is unclear to describe a realistic sample of slab shape showing
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conventional superconductivity [25, 26]. Nonetheless, this toy model shares some quanti-

ties, e.g. the London penetration depth and the correlation length, and characters such as

category of type I and type II superconductors [27]. It can predict the common properties of

conventional superconductivity of s-wave order parameter. We shall discuss these aspects

in the current work.

Since numerical analysis is heavily used in addition to analytic method, cylindrically

symmetric Gaussian type inhomogeneity expressed by two dimensionless parameters for its

size and depth is employed and the cylindrically symmetric vacuum and vortices are ex-

plored by solving the Euler-Lagrange equations for static non-BPS configurations as done

in homogeneous case [28]. The cylindrically symmetric symmetry-broken vacuum solutions

are obtained as the configurations of zero vorticity without carrying U(1) charge, magnetic

flux, and spin. Their energy is negative for weak quartic scalar coupling (λ < 1), zero for

critical coupling (λ = 1), and positive for strong quartic scalar coupling (λ > 1) irrespective

of existence of localized inhomogeneous part. Since it is always much lower than the positive

impurity energy added by inhomogeneous part, the obtained new inhomogeneous vacuum

solutions are understood as the consequence of energy-decreasing modulation through non-

linear interactions. For various size and depth parameters, the vacuum solutions are found

and their characteristic properties are computed. We derive a loose energy lower bound

obeyed with arbitrary localized inhomogeneity and all the numerically obtained non-BPS

inhomogeneous vacuum solutions fulfill this bound.

Subsequently, cylindrically symmetric topological vortex solutions are obtained in the

inhomogeneous abelian Higgs model with arbitrary quartic scalar interaction. Its rest energy

is computed for a single vortex of unit vorticity, and has, in comparison to the homogeneous

case, increased value for weak quartic scalar coupling (λ < 1) and decreased value for

strong quartic scalar coupling (λ > 1). This provides a plausible explanation of energetically

favorable production of a vortex attached to the inhomogeneous region and its delta function

limit supports a composite of vortex-lattice, which leads to imperfect diamagnetism in type II

superconductors [25, 29]. For various size and depth parameters, inhomogeneous topological

vortices are studied and their characteristic properties are computed. Interaction between

multiple inhomogeneous topological vortices are examined in some limited cases with keeping

cylindrical symmetry.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we introduce the abelian

Higgs model including a magnetic impurity term with arbitrary quartic scalar coupling and

discuss some properties. In section 3, non-BPS inhomogeneous vacuum solution of non-zero

energy is obtained for the Gaussian inhomogeneous part of various size and depth parameters

including delta function limit. Section 4 devotes to finding inhomogeneous topological vortex

solutions with their rest energy and interaction. We conclude in section 5 with discussions.
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2 Abelian Higgs Model with Inhomogeneity

If the sample of interest is assumed to possess translational symmetry along the z-axis,

the fields depend only on time t and spatially planar variables x = (x1, x2) = (x, y) but

are independent of z coordinate. These systems, e.g. condensed matter samples, are also

assumed to include irregular impurity and hence inhomogeneity is introduced in the vacuum

expectation value v. Field theoretic description of these samples begins by defining the

action

S =

∫
dt

∫
d2x

∫
dz

[
− ϵ0c

2

4
FµνF

µν −DµϕDµϕ− λ
g2

2ϵ0c2ℏ2
(|ϕ|2 − v2(x))2 + s

g

ℏ
σ(x)B

]
,

(2.1)

where ϕ is a complex scalar field, field strength tensor Fµν consists of electric field (E)i = cFi0

and magnetic field (B)i = ϵijkFjk/2 (i = 1, 2, 3) with notation (B)3 = B, and the gauge-

covariant derivative is

D0ϕ =
1

vp
Dtϕ =

1

vp

( ∂

∂t
+ i

g

ℏ
vp
c
Φ
)
ϕ, Diϕ =

( ∂

∂xi
− i

g

ℏ
Ai

)
ϕ. (2.2)

Here vp is the propagation speed of the complex scalar field and has mostly nonrelativistic

value but can take the light speed vp → c for a relativistic motion. Note that σ(x) stands for

the inhomogeneous part depending on planar coordinates due to impurities, which couple

to magnetic field along the z-axis. The magnetic impurity term is introduced first

∆BL = s
g

ℏ
σ(x)B (2.3)

as a supersymmetry-preserving inhomogeneous term in relativistic abelian Higgs model of

critical quartic scalar coupling λ = 1 [19, 20], and s = ±1 is introduced for the purpose of

later analysis. Accordingly, v in the scalar potential is given by the sum of constant value

v0 and inhomogeneous part

v2(x) = v20 + σ(x), (2.4)

where σ(x) is assumed to vanish at spatial infinity

lim
|x|→∞

σ(x) = 0. (2.5)

Dynamics of the U(1) gauge field Aµ is governed by the Maxwell’s equations

∇ ·E =
ρ

ϵ0
, (2.6)

∇×B − 1

c2
∂E

∂t
=

1

ϵ0c2

(
j + s

g

ℏ
∇× σ

)
, (2.7)
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where σ = (0, 0, σ), and the charge density ρ and the current density j called the supercur-

rent density in condensed matter physics are assisted by spontaneous breakdown of U(1)

symmetry

ρ =
j0

c
= i

g

ℏcvp
(
ϕ̄Dtϕ−Dtϕϕ

)
, (j)i = ji = −i

g

ℏ
(
ϕ̄Diϕ−Diϕϕ

)
. (2.8)

Euler-Lagrange equation of the complex scalar field is

DµDµϕ = λ
g2

ϵ0c2ℏ2
(|ϕ|2 − v2)ϕ. (2.9)

In this work, we are interested in some static neutral objects. The Weyl gauge A0 =

Φ/c = 0 is naturally chosen and the corresponding electric field is zero by the Gauss’ law

(2.6). Translation invariance along the z-axis dictates ∂3ϕ = ∂3A
i = 0 and, consistently,

turning off the z-component of gauge field A3 = 0 leads to D3ϕ = ∂3ϕ = 0 and (B)1 =

(B)2 = 0. Hence spatial indices i, j, · · · are assumed to run only planar components, i.e.

i, j, · · · = 1, 2 without 3 from now on. The scalar equation (2.9) for static configurations

becomes

∇2|ϕ| = g2

ℏ2
(Āi)2|ϕ|+ 1

ξ2v20
(|ϕ|2 − v2(x))|ϕ|, (2.10)

where the complex scalar field is written in terms of amplitude and phase as ϕ = |ϕ|eiΩ, the
unitary gauge also called the London gauge in superconductivity is chosen

Āi = Ai − ℏ
g
∂iΩ, (2.11)

and the correlation length is introduced

ξ =

√
1

λ

ϵ0c2ℏ2
g2v20

. (2.12)

The Ampére’s law (2.7) takes the form of a London equation for planar components i = 1, 2,

added by an inhomogeneous term from magnetic impurity (2.3)

ϵij∂jB = − 1

λ2
L

Āi

(
|ϕ|
v0

)2

+ s
ℏ

2gv20

1

λ2
L

ϵij∂jσ, (2.13)

where the London penetration depth is introduced1

√
2λL =

√
ϵ0c2ℏ2
g2v20

. (2.14)

1According to the convention in condensed matter physics, the London penetration depth is not
√
2λL

(2.14) but λL. Throughout this work, we will call
√
2λL the London penetration depth in order to let the

BPS limit as the limit of the unit Ginzburg-Landau parameter
√
2λL/ξ = 1.
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If the complex scalar field stands for a Cooper pair, charge is g = −2e and rest energy is√
2λ/ϵ0 gv0 = 2mec

2 in tree level, whose value is known to be affected by band structure

and quantum corrections.

If the relativistic limit is taken vp → c, the model of our consideration becomes the

relativistic inhomogeneous abelian Higgs model with the magnetic impurity term involving

a single characteristic speed c [20, 23]. In it, introduction of two length scales, the correlation

length ξ (2.12) and the London penetration depth
√
2λL (2.14), are analogous to existence

of two mass scales, the Higgs mass mH and the gauge boson mass mAµ , respectively, which

become degenerate at the critical quartic scalar coupling λ = 1

mHc
2 =

√
2λ

ϵ0
gv0 and mAµc

2 =

√
2

ϵ0
gv0. (2.15)

The energy E per unit length along the z-axis is read from the action (2.1)

E =
E∫
dz

=

∫
d2x (−T t

t ) =

∫
d2xT00

=

∫
d2x

[
ϵ0
2
(E2 + c2B2) +

1

v2p
|Dtϕ|2 + |Diϕ|2 + λ

g2

2ϵ0c2ℏ2
(|ϕ|2 − v2)2 − s

g

ℏ
σB

]
, (2.16)

and the energy flux density −T i
t = cT i

0 consists of four terms, the first Poynting vector

term, the second and third terms from nonrelativistic matter of the complex scalar field,

and the fourth impurity term

−T i
t = ϵ0c

2ϵijEjB − (DtϕDiϕ+DiϕDtϕ) +

(
1− vp

c

)
Φji − s

g

ℏ
σ(x)ϵijEj. (2.17)

In the relativistic limit of vp → c, the third term disappears and then the relativistic

energy flux density is recovered. Recall that the U(1) gauge field follows the Lorentz boost

transformation but the complex scalar field ϕ does the Galilean boost transformation. Since

time translation symmetry is unbroken even in the presence of inhomogeneity σ(x) ̸= 0, the

energy conservation holds trivially for static objects

∂µT
µ
t = 0. (2.18)

Momentum density T t
i = T 0

i /c is

T t
i = ϵ0ϵijE

jB − 1

v2p
(DtϕDiϕ+DiϕDtϕ)−

(
1− c

vp

)
ρAi. (2.19)

Comparison of the momentum density T t
i (2.19) and the energy flux density T i

t (2.17)

shows the following characters. The first electromagnetic term is equal as a consequence

of Lorentz symmetry. The second term has the same form but different coefficient 1/v2p
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due to Galilean boost symmetry of the matter described by a nonrelativistic complex scalar

field with propagation speed vp. In the relativistic limit vp → c, the coefficient of the third

term disappears as expected by the recovery of the Lorentz symmetry. Though the ratio

c/vp becomes much larger than unity in nonrelativistic regime vp ≪ c, the aforementioned

discussion may suggest smallness of scalar amplitude which implies possible compensation

of large factor c/vp in nonrelativistic regime. Generic difference surviving in the relativistic

limit is given by the fourth impurity term of the energy flux density

lim
vp→c

(
cT t

i +
1

c
T i

t

)
= s

g

ℏc
σ(x)ϵijE

j. (2.20)

Once spatial inhomogeneity σ(x) ̸= 0 is introduced, breakdown of spatial translation sym-

metry is manifest. The stress components T i
j for static configurations are calculated as

T i
j =

[
ϵ0c

2

2
B2 − |Dkϕ|2 − λ

g2

2ϵ0c2ℏ2
(|ϕ|2 − v2)2

]
δij +DiϕDjϕ+DjϕDiϕ, (2.21)

and the momentum conservation is modified as

∂µT
µ
j = s

g

ℏ

[
B + λ

g

ϵ0c2ℏ
(|ϕ|2 − v2)

]
∂jσ. (2.22)

In the presence of spatially inhomogeneous part σ, the right hand side of (2.22) is non-

vanishing except for static BPS solutions satisfying the Bogomolny equation as discussed

in [23] and thus the momentum is not conserved in general. This non-conservation of the

momentum has been expected since the translation symmetry was explicitly broken by the

spatially inhomogeneous part σ(x) (2.4)–(2.5). Since we are interested in the static config-

urations which are electrically neutral ρ = 0 without production of the electric field E = 0

and chose the Weyl gauge condition Φ = 0, the momentum density is shown to be zero and

any object of our interest is spinless

J =

∫
dz

∫
d2xJ =

∫
dz

∫
d2x ϵijxiT

t
j = 0, (2.23)

where J and J denote angular momentum and its density, respectively.

Let us consider a cylindrically symmetric example of inhomogeneous part σ as the Gaus-

sian function which is localized and convenient for numerical studies

σ(x) = σ(r) = −βv20e
−α2( r

λL
)2
, (2.24)

where r =
√

x2 + y2 and two dimensionless parameters α−1 and β control radial size from

the z-axis and depth of the Gaussian inhomogeneous part, respectively. Note that its shape

takes a Gaussian dip for β > 0 and a Gaussian bump for β < 0 with trivial homogeneous case

6



for β = 0. For tractability and compatibility with σ(r) (2.24), we focus on the cylindrically

symmetric configurations obtained under the ansatz

ϕ = |ϕ|(r)einθ, (2.25)

Ai = −ℏ
g
ϵijxj

A(r)

r2
. (2.26)

By substitution of the ansatz, the Euler-Lagrange equations (2.10) and (2.13) are reduced

to the ordinary nonlinear differential equations for scalar amplitude |ϕ|(r) and angular

component of the U(1) gauge field A(r)

d2|ϕ|
dr2

+
1

r

d|ϕ|
dr

=
1

r2
(A− n)2|ϕ|+ 1

ξ2v20
(|ϕ|2 − v2)|ϕ|, (2.27)

d2A

dr2
− 1

r

dA

dr
=

1

λ2
Lv

2
0

(A− n)|ϕ|2 + s
1

2λ2
Lv

2
0

r
dσ

dr
. (2.28)

With the ansatz (2.26), magnetic flux ΦB is expressed by the boundary values for static

cylindrically symmetric configurations

ΦB =

∫
d2xB =

∮
C∞

dl ·A (2.29)

=
2πℏ
g

[A(∞)− A(0)]. (2.30)

Attractive or repulsive nature of the net interaction between two distinct objects for

various values of quartic scalar coupling λ with turning off inhomogeneous part σ = 0 is

explained by the following qualitative argument. When the correlation length (2.12) is

larger than the London penetration depth (2.14) ξ >
√
2λL, the range of attractive scalar

interaction is longer than that of repulsive electromagnetic interaction and hence the net

interaction is expected to become attractive at large distance. When the correlation length

(2.12) is shorter than the London penetration depth (2.14) ξ <
√
2λL, the range of attrac-

tive scalar interaction is shorter than that of repulsive electromagnetic interaction and hence

the net interaction is expected to become repulsive at large distance. When the correlation

length (2.12) is equal to the London penetration depth (2.14) ξ =
√
2λL, the range of at-

tractive scalar interaction is equal to that of repulsive electromagnetic interaction and hence

the net interaction vanishes due to perfect balance at the critical quartic scalar coupling

λ = 1. Phenomenological implication of the net interaction is immediate in conventional

superconductivity [26, 25]. When correlation length is longer (shorter) than London pen-

etration depth ξ >
√
2λL (ξ <

√
2λL) in type-I (type-II) superconducting materials, it is

theoretically classified by the range of quartic scalar coupling λ < 1 (1 < λ), respectively.

In the case of equal length scale ξ =
√
2λL corresponding to the boundary between type-I

and type-II superconductivity [27], the BPS limit of λ = 1 is achieved field-theoretically.
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When the quartic scalar coupling λ of scalar self-interaction has the critical value λ = 1,

BPS limit is saturated even in the presence of inhomogeneity [20]. In addition to the ex-

pected inhomogeneous BPS vortices, the unique inhomogneous BPS vacuum of zero energy,

zero magnetic flux and zero spin is found by solving the Bogomolny equations [23]. Even

without cylindrical symmetry, existence and uniqueness of this inhomogeous BPS vacuum

are proven under appropriate finite square-integrable impurities [24].

In the presence of inhomogeneity with the magnetic impurity term (2.3), it is intrigu-

ing to explore the existence of the inhomogeneous non-BPS vacuum with the evaluation

of characteristic quantities, e.g. energy, net magnetic flux, and spin away from the crit-

ical quartic scalar coupling λ = 1 for BPS configurations. In addition, the affection of

this inhomogeneity to the interaction between the Abrikosov-Nielsen-Olesen vortices is also

worth studying. The so-called Bogomolny trick is devised for the analysis of some specific

field-theoretic models, e.g. the abelian Higgs model with the critical quartic scalar coupling

λ = 1 for derivation of energy bound [30]. Moreover, it is also applicable for the derivation

of a lower bound of the energy and even when the quartic scalar coupling is arbitrary [28].

When the inhomogeneity is turned on in the abelian Higgs model with the critical quartic

scalar coupling, the existence of a lower energy bound looks not to be guaranteed because

of the magnetic impurity term (2.3). Only after the introduction of an artificial sign s = ±1

of the magnetic impurity term, the trick for BPS bound works and leads to the conclusion

that the inhomogeneous abelian Higgs model in the critical quartic scalar coupling admits

either vortices for s = +1 or anti-vortices for s = −1 but not both [22, 23]. The freedom

to choose s = +1 accompanied with nonnegative vorticity n ≥ 0 without loss of generality

provides the lower bound of zero energy and such vacuum of zero energy is obtained as a

BPS configuration. Since we are interested in the inhomogeneous abelian Higgs model with

quartic scalar self-interaction involving the BPS limit of λ = 1, the similar logic is applicable

for the non-BPS cases and some useful lower energy bounds for classical configurations are

achieved as follows. When the quartic scalar coupling is not less than the critical coupling

λ ≥ 1, a lower bound of the energy per unit length along the z-axis is achieved

En(λ) =
∫

d2x

[
1

2
ϵ0E

2 +
1

v2p
|Dtϕ|2 + |(D1 + isD2)ϕ|2

+
1

2
ϵ0c

2
∣∣∣B + s

g

ϵ0c2ℏ
(|ϕ|2 − v2(x))2

∣∣∣2]
+ (λ− 1)

g2

2ϵ0c2ℏ2

∫
d2x (|ϕ|2 − v2(x))2 + s

gv20
ℏ

ΦB

≥ s
gv20
ℏ

ΦB

= 2πv20|sn|, (2.31)
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where the last equality holds for n = 0 inhomogeneous vacuum or n ̸= 0 vortices and anti-

vortices, and s is chosen as s = +1 (s = −1) with nonnegative (nonpositive) vorticity n ≥ 0

(n ≤ 0). When it is less than the critical quartic scalar coupling λ < 1, the terms of energy

are reorganized and another lower bound of the energy per unit length along the z-axis is

achieved again

En(λ)

=λ

∫
d2x

[
1

2
ϵ0E

2 +
1

v2p
|Dtϕ|2 + |(D1 + isD2)ϕ|2 +

1

2
ϵ0c

2
∣∣∣B + s

g

ϵ0c2ℏ
(|ϕ|2 − v2(x))2

∣∣∣2]
+ (1− λ)

∫
d2x

[
1

2
ϵ0E

2 +
1

v2p
|Dtϕ|2 + |(D1 + isD2)ϕ|2 +

1

2
ϵ0c

2
(
B − s

g

ϵ0c2ℏ
σ(x)

)2
]

+ sλ
gv20
ℏ

ΦB − (1− λ)
g2

2ϵ0c2ℏ2

∫
d2xσ2(x)

>sλ
gv20
ℏ

ΦB − (1− λ)
g2

2ϵ0c2ℏ2

∫
d2xσ2(x)

= 2πλv20|sn| − (1− λ)
g2

2ϵ0c2ℏ2

∫
d2xσ2(x). (2.32)

The last term in (2.32) is always negative for any inhomogeneous part σ(x) with λ < 1 and

thus it may imply that the energy per unit length along the z-axis En for inhomogeneous

vacuum can possibly be negative. For the Gaussian inhomogeneous part (2.24), the last line

of (2.32) is computed

En(λ, α−1, β) > 2πv20

[
λ|sn| − (1− λ)

β2

16α2

]
. (2.33)

The lower bounds (2.31) and (2.33) are given by the dashed red lines in Figure 4 for inho-

mogeneous vacuum of n = 0 in the next section, by those in Figure 18 for inhomogeneous

vortex of n = 1 in the subsection 4.1, and by those in Figure 27 for two inhomogeneous vor-

tices superimposed at the origin in the subsection 4.2. Notice that these rigorously proven

lower bounds and numerically found vacuum solutions given by the the blue solid curves

match exactly in the BPS limit of the critical quartic scalar coupling λ = 1.

We conclude this section by commenting on the possible origin of the magnetic impurity

term (2.3) in the action (2.1). Let us consider an abelian Higgs model of U(1)×U(1) gauge

symmetry with two complex scalar fields, ϕ and ϕ̃, and two gauge fields, Âµ and Ãµ, whose

Lagrangian density is

LU1U1 =− ϵ0c
2

4
F̂µνF̂

µν − ϵ0c
2

4
F̃µνF̃

µν −DµϕDµϕ−Dµϕ̃D
µϕ̃− λ

g2

2ϵ0c2ℏ2
(|ϕ|2 − v20)

2

− g2

2ϵ0c2ℏ2
(−|ϕ|2 + |ϕ̃|2 − ṽ20)

2, (2.34)
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where covariant derivatives are

Dµϕ =
(
∂µ − i

g

ℏ
Âµ + i

g

ℏ
Ãµ

)
ϕ and Dµϕ̃ =

(
∂µ − i

g

ℏ
Ãµ

)
ϕ̃. (2.35)

Notice that one scalar potential is in non-BPS case of arbitrary quartic scalar coupling λ

and the other scalar potential is in the BPS limit. After the energy density −T t
t is read for

static configuration and the heavy scalar and gauge fields, ϕ̃ and Ãµ, are integrated with

the help of BPS equations as done in the BPS case [20], it becomes

−T t
t =

ϵ0c
2

2
B2 + |Diϕ|2 + λ

g2

2ϵc2ℏ2
(|ϕ|2 − v20 − σ(x))2 + sλ

g

ℏ
σ(x)B

+ |(D1 + isD2)ϕ̃|2 +
ϵ0c

2

2

∣∣∣B̃ + s
g

ϵ0c2ℏ
(−|ϕ|2 + |ϕ̃|2 − ṽ20)

∣∣∣2 + · · · , (2.36)

where Diϕ = (∂i − igAi/ℏ)ϕ (2.2) with the help of Aµ = Âµ − Ãµ, · · · in the last line means

omission of the field-independent terms, and the last two absolute square terms vanish for

any static BPS solutions. The action corresponding to the energy density (2.36) depicts an

abelian Higgs model including a magnetic impurity term with the inhomogeneous part σ(x)

and is the same as the action of our consideration (2.1) except for the coupling constant

λg of the magnetic impurity term instead of g. Since a plausible coupling between an

externally given inhomogeneity σ(x) and the magnetic field B is the gauge coupling constant

g independent of the quartic scalar coupling λ, we focus on the action (2.1) throughout this

work. This analysis in non-BPS case also reconciles the property that the fixed sign of the

magnetic impurity term s = ±1 allows either a nonnegative winding sector or a nonpositive

winding sector but not both, which is strictly proved in the BPS limit [22, 23].

3 Inhomogeneous Vacuum of Nonzero Energy

In this section, we examine the coupled equations (2.27)–(2.28) for various quartic scalar

coupling λ and find inhomogeneous symmetry-broken vacuum solution with characteristic

quantities. According to the discussion in the previous section, we choose s = +1 with

nonnegative vorticity n ≥ 0 without loss of generality. We figure out λ-dependence of the

energy of inhomogeneous non-BPS vacuum, particularly the sign of it.

In homogeneous limit of σ(x) = 0, the constant scalar field ϕ = v0 with zero vorticity

n = 0 and zero magnetic field B = 0 is the configuration of minimum zero energy and

is identified as the symmetry-broken Higgs vacuum for arbitrary positive quartic scalar

coupling. Once inhomogeneity is turned on σ(x) ̸= 0, this constant configuration of ϕ = v0

and Ai = 0 can neither be a solution of the equations of motion (2.27)–(2.28) nor has zero

energy. It has rather positive impurity energy contributed purely by the inhomogeneous

10



part σ(x)

Ev0
σ =

λ

4λ2
Lv

2
0

∫
d2xσ2(x) > 0. (3.1)

When the inhomogeneous part σ is Gaussian (2.24), the impurity energy is computed

Ev0
σ = 2πv20λ

β2

16α2
> 0. (3.2)

On the other hand, for any nontrivial v(x) obeying the boundary behavior at spatial infinity

(2.5), ϕ = v(x) with Ai = 0 is evidently neither a solution of the equations of motion (2.27)–

(2.28) and has positive energy

Ev(x)
σ =

∫
d2x [∂iv(x)]

2 > 0. (3.3)

For the Gaussian inhomogeneous part (2.24), the computed impurity energy is independent

of the size parameter α−1 and depends only on the depth parameter β nontrivially

Ev(x)
σ = πv20

[
− π2

6
− β +

1

2
(Li1 β)

2 − Li1 β Li1(1 + β) + Li2

( 1

1− β

)]
, (3.4)

where it approaches to zero minimum value at β = 0 as expected and becomes singular for

β ≥ 1 that implies invalidity of the formula (3.4) of the deep Gaussian dips. Therefore,

static minimum energy configuration should be explored by solving the coupled nonlinear

Euler-Lagrange equations (2.27)–(2.28).

To be specific, we look for the case with cylindrical symmetry for which the Gaussian type

inhomogeneity (2.24) and the ansatz (2.25)–(2.26) are assumed. If we have a configuration

to be a candidate of the vacuum or a soliton, its energy per unit length along the z-axis of

each static configuration should be taken into account and favorably has a finite value. The

energy of static neutral objects is read from the energy expression (2.16)

E =

∫
d2x

[
1

2
ϵ0c

2B2 + |Diϕ|2 +
λ

4λ2
Lv

2
0

(
|ϕ|2 − v2(x)

)2 − g

ℏ
σ(x)B

]
(3.5)

= 2π

∫ ∞

0

dr

[
λ2
Lv

2
0

r

(dA
dr

)2

+ r
(d|ϕ|

dr

)2

+
(A− n)2

r
|ϕ|2 + λ

4λ2
Lv

2
0

r
(
|ϕ|2 − v2(x)

)2
− σ

dA

dr

]
, (3.6)

where the last equality holds for cylindrically symmetric configurations.

In order to be the vacuum solution, topologically trivial sector of zero vorticity n = 0

is taken into account, which guarantees minimum energy in the BPS limit λ = 1 [23] and

is probably consistent with minimum energy for other non-BPS case by continuity of the

quartic scalar coupling λ. For the solution of cylindrical symmetry, finiteness of energy E and

11



regular behavior of the vacuum configuration assign the appropriate boundary conditions

at spatial infinity and at the origin, respectively,

lim
r→∞

|ϕ| = v0, lim
r→∞

A = 0, (3.7)

lim
r→0

d|ϕ|
dr

= 0, lim
r→0

A = 0. (3.8)

For small r, the fields are expanded up to a few terms as a part of power series

|ϕ|(r) ≈ v0

{
ϕ0 +

1

4
ϕ0(ϕ

2
0 + β − 1)

(r
ξ

)2

+
1

64
ϕ0

[
(ϕ2

0 + β − 1)2 + 2ϕ2
0(ϕ

2
0 + β − 1) +

16a20
λ2

− 8α2β

λ

](r
ξ

)4

+ · · ·
}
, (3.9)

A(r) ≈ a0

( r

λL

)2

+
a0ϕ

2
0 + α2β

8

( r

λL

)4

+
2λa0ϕ

2
0(ϕ

2
0 + β − 1) + ϕ2

0(a0ϕ
2
0 + α2β)− 8α4β

192

( r

λL

)6

+ · · · , (3.10)

where ϕ0 and a0 are two undetermined constants fixed by proper asymptotic behaviors.

Notice that the scalar amplitude |ϕ| increases for 1 − ϕ2
0 < β and decreases for 1 − ϕ2

0 >

β (0 < ϕ0 < 1) near the origin. The quartic scalar coupling λ does not appear explicitly

until the third order in power series expansion (3.9)–(3.10). Fields approach exponentially

the boundary values (3.7) for sufficiently large r

|ϕ|(r) ≈ v0

[
1− ϕ∞K0

(√2r

ξ

)]
, (3.11)

A(r) ≈ a∞
r

λL

K1

( r

λL

)
, (3.12)

where ϕ∞ and a∞ are undetermined constants.

Profiles of the scalar amplitude |ϕ|(r) are expected to connect smoothly the small r

behavior (3.9) and the larger behavior (3.11). Since the Euler-Lagrange equations for cylin-

drically symmetric vacuum solutions of n = 0 are given by the two coupled second order

nonlinear ordinary differential equations (2.27)–(2.28) and are not exactly solved in the

presence of Gaussian inhomogeneous part (2.24) for arbitrary quartic scalar coupling, we go

back to the BPS limit of critical quartic scalar coupling λ = 1 for tractable mathematical

analysis, which lefts a Bogomolny equation [23], a single second order nonlinear equation

∇2 ln |ϕ|2 = 1

λ2
Lv

2
0

[|ϕ|2 − v2(x)]. (3.13)

Let us predict possible scalar profile of the vacuum solutions before numerical analysis

by applying the Newtonian shooting analogy [31] to the equation (3.13). For cylindrically
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symmetric inhomogeneous vacuum solutions, the partial differential equation (3.13) becomes

an ordinary differential equation

d2

dr̃2
ln f(r̃) = −1

r̃

d

dr̃
ln f(r̃) +

[
f(r̃)− v2(r̃)

v20

]
, (3.14)

where r̃ = r/λL and f(r̃) = (|ϕ|/v0)2 are dimensionless rescaled quantities. If we think of r̃

as the time t and ln f as the position x of a hypothetical particle, the rewritten equation

d2x

dt2
= −1

t

dx

dt
− ∂U

∂x
(3.15)

can be interpreted as the Newton’s second law for one-dimensional motion of a particle of

unit mass subject to a friction with a coefficient inversely proportional to the time 1/t and

the force derived from the time-dependent effective potential U(x, t)

U(x, t) = −ex + (1− βe−α2t2)x, (3.16)

whose change along time is shown by the blue-, red-, and green-colored solid curves in Figure

1-(a) for positive β and Figure 1-(b) for negative β. Then the configuration of each vacuum

solution which we are looking for can be interpreted as the description of a motion. We

introduce the energy E of the particle of unit mass for convenient description of motion

E =
1

2

(dx
dt

)2

+ U(x, t). (3.17)

For a given effective potential U(x, t) (3.16) with fixed size parameter α−1(≥ 0) and depth

parameter β (β ̸= 0), we now argue the existence and uniqueness of a cylindrically symmetric

vacuum solution satisfying the conditions x(t = 0) = xv = ln[|ϕ|(r = 0)/v0] from a boundary

condition (3.8) and x(t = ∞) = x∞ = 0 from the other boundary condition (3.7).
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(a) (b)

Figure 1: The black trajectories including white balls stand for cylindrically symmetric

BPS vacuum solutions and the gray trajectories including gray balls stand for cylindrially

symmetric vortex solutions of nonzero vorticity n: (a) β > 0, (b) β < 0.

When depth parameter β is positive β > 0, the initial position xv+ should have a

negative value in order to stop finally at x = 0. If xv+ is chosen too close to zero on the

effective potential curve of the blue-colored curve in Figure 1-(a), say x∞
v+ < xv+ < 0, the

hypothetical particle passes zero at a finite time and diverges to positive infinity. If xv+ is

chosen too far from zero, say xv+ < x−∞
v+ < 0, its energy E (3.17) decreases too much and

has a smaller value than negative unity E < −1 at a finite time because of the dissipation

due to the friction and lowering of the time-dependent effective potential. This particle

stops at a maximum negative position at a finite time and turns back to negative infinity,

and hence it can never arrive at the hilltop at the origin x = 0 of the effective potential at

infinite time U(x, t = ∞) illustrated by the green-colored solid curve in Figure 1-(a). Thus,

by continuity of the initial condition xv+, there is an appropriate initial position xv in the

region x−∞
v+ < xv+ < x∞

v+ < 0 between the undershoot motions obeying x(t = ∞) = −∞
and the overshoot motions obeying x(t = ∞) = +∞, for which the particle stops initially

at the position x(t = 0) = xv+, moves monotonically to the right, and stops finally at the

destination x(t = ∞) = 0 on the hilltop U(x = 0, t = ∞) = −1 of the effective potential

U(x, t = ∞). This is the cylindrically symmetric symmetry-broken vacuum solution in the

BPS limit of critical quartic scalar coupling λ = 1 in the presence of a Gaussian dip (2.24)

of positive depth parameter β > 0, whose trajectory is illustrated by the black-colored solid

curve in Figure 1-(a).
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When depth parameter is negative β < 0, shapes of the effective potential change and its

peak position always appears at positive domain x > 0 as shown in Figure 1-(b). Neverthe-

less, its shapes have a single peak and common negative infinite values at spatial infinities

U(±∞, t) = −∞. Thus, according to the same argument based on the continuity, there

is a motion which stops at an appropriate positive initial position 0 < xv− = x(t = 0) at

initial time t = 0, moves monotonically to the left as time elapses, and stops finally at the

destination x(t = ∞) = 0 at the hilltop U(x = 0, t = ∞) = −1 of the effective potential

U(x, t = ∞). This is also the cylindrically symmetric symmetry-broken vacuum in the BPS

limit of critical quartic scalar coupling λ = 1 in the presence of a Gaussian bump (2.24) of

negative depth parameter β < 0, whose trajectory is illustrated by the black-colored solid

curve in Figure 1-(b).

In synthesis, for a given Gaussian inhomogeneous part of fixed size and depth parameters,

there exists a unique nontrivial symmetry-broken vacuum solution in the BPS limit of critical

quartic scalar coupling, which connects smoothly the boundary value of 0 < |ϕ|(r = 0) and

|ϕ|(r = ∞) = v0. For a Gaussian dip of positive depth parameter, the vacuum solution

increases monotonically with |ϕ|(r = 0) < v0, and, for a Gaussian bump of negative depth

parameter, it decreases monotonically with |ϕ|(r = 0) > v0. Though our proof is valid only

for the solutions in the BPS limit of critical quartic scalar coupling λ = 1, the behavior of

these vacuum solutions classified into two, one category of monotonically increasing solutions

for β > 0 and the other category of monotonically decreasing solutions for β < 0, are

probably kept for arbitrary quartic scalar coupling λ. They will be confirmed by numerical

works later in Figure 9. Note that the proof of existence and uniqueness of the vacuum

solutions in the BPS limit is made also without cylindrical symmetry under an appropriate

inequality on the amount of the inhomogeneous part σ(x) [24]. To be specific, the existence

and uniqueness of solution are proven with the mathematical rigor for arbitrary impurity

satisfying a upper bound condition on its L2(R2)-norm

∥σ∥22 =
∫

d2x σ2(x) <
2v40
π

. (3.18)

In the aspects of various experiments of samples with diversified shape of irregular impuri-

ties, the condition implies that the vacuum solutions are always guaranteed as long as the

total amount of the impurity is under control regardless of its shape. It is imperative to pro-

duce similar existence theorems for non-BPS system, which probably require sophisticated

methods even in modern mathematical theories of nonlinear partial differential equations.

Scalar amplitude |ϕ|(r) begins from a minimum value v0ϕ0 at the origin r = 0, increases

monotonically due to a Gaussian dip of depth parameter β = 1 > 0, and approaches

rapidly the constant vacuum expectation value v0 at spatial infinity r → ∞. As the quartic

scalar coupling λ increases, the correlation length ξ (2.12) decreases and hence the three
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curves in Figure 2 show more rapid increase near the origin and more rapid approach of

the boundary value v0 at large distance. In addition, dimensionless initial value ϕ0 = ϕ(r =

0)/v0 (0 < ϕ0 < 1) of scalar field at the origin also decreases. Those λ-dependent curves in

inhomogeneous abelian Higgs model are different from the λ-independent constant vacuum

v0 of the homogeneous abelian Higgs model, as shown by the three solid curves and the

horizontal dashed line of |ϕ|(r) = v0 in Figure 2.

Figure 2: Amplitudes of the complex scalar field for inhomogeneous vacuum solution of

various values of the quartic scalar coupling λ and for Gaussian inhomogeneous part with

fixed dimensionless size parameter α−1 =
√
20 ≈ 4.47 and depth parameter β = 1.

Every curve of both magnetic field B(r) and energy density −T t
t (r) begins with a nega-

tive value at the origin, increases to a positive maximum value at a finite radial variable

r, and decreases to zero at large distance as shown in Figure 3-(a)–(b). Thus, in (r, θ)-

plane, all of them form ring-shapes with a flip from negative to positive direction. As the

quartic scalar coupling λ increases, the corresponding minimum value decreases but the

maximum value slightly increases as shown in Figure 3-(a). Since the magnetic field B(r) is

a physical quantity of electromagnetism, the observed fact that the dimensionless positions

rBmax/
√
2λL of peak values of the magnetic field are almost independent of the quartic scalar

coupling λ is understandable. Notice that the positions rBmax of peak values are located
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near r ≈ α−1
√
2λL ≈ 4.47

√
2λL as stated in the caption of Figure 3-(a). Although such a

coincidence looks natural, it lacks a theoretical explanation yet.

(a) (b)

Figure 3: (a) Magnetic fields B with (λ, rBmax/
√
2λL) = (0.4, 4.43), (1.0, 4.36), (2.0, 4.31)

and (b) energy densities −T t
t with (λ, rmax(−T t

t )
/
√
2λL) = (0.4, 3.45), (1.0, 3.32), (2.0, 3.19)

of the inhomogeneous vacuum. Various values of the quartic scalar coupling λ are taken into

account for Gaussian inhomogeneous part with dimensionless size parameter α−1 =
√
20 ≈

4.47 and depth parameter β = 1.

For any obtained configuration, both charge density ρ (2.8) and angular momentum density

J (2.23) vanish everywhere by static condition without electric field and so do the electric

charge

∫
d2x ρ = 0 and spin J = 0 (2.23). It also does not carry magnetic flux ΦB = 0

(2.30) due to boundary values A(0) = 0 = A(∞) (3.7)–(3.8) but the magnetic field B does

not vanish but rather varies spatially in order to modulate the effect of externally introduced

inhomogeneity σ(x) ̸= 0 and to minimize its energy E0(λ) (3.6) as illustrated in Figure 3-(a).

We already know that, in the BPS limit of the critical quartic scalar coupling λ = 1

[20], the inhomogeneous BPS symmetry-broken vacuum configuration has exact zero energy

consistent with the BPS relation, E(λ = 1) = v20|gΦB|, even for arbitrary BPS configurations

without cylindrical symmetry [23, 24]. This exact cancellation means an amazing accurate

balance between the positive impurity energy from the inhomogeneity (3.2) and the lowered

negative energy from nontrivial nonlinear interaction. On the other hand, similar to the

magnetic field, the energy density also depends on the spatial coordinates and changes as

illustrated in Figure 3-(b). As the quartic scalar coupling varies from this critical value,
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the BPS bound does not hold anymore and hence the energy E0 of the minimum energy

configuration need not be zero, but depends on the parameters; one from the quartic scalar

coupling λ of the abelian Higgs model and two more parameters from the Gaussian inho-

mogeneous part, the size parameter α−1 and the depth parameter β. Therefore, the most

intriguing question to be addressed is the energy values of the obtained inhomogeneous

vacuum configurations. Specific energy values are evaluated through numerical works and

the numerical values of E0(λ, α−1, β) show that the vacuum energy is not left to be zero

but increases monotonically as the quartic scalar coupling λ increases as shown in Figure

4. Since the inhomogeneous vacuum energy is proven to be zero E0(λ = 1, α−1, β) = 0 at

the critical coupling λ = 1 for the BPS limit irrespective of arbitrary size parameter α−1

and depth parameter β [23], it is always negative E0(λ, α−1, β) < 0 for λ < 1 and positive

E0(λ, α−1, β) > 0 for λ > 1. It means that the added impurity lowers the vacuum energy in

weak coupling regime and grows in strong coupling regime. This change of inhomogeneous

vacuum energy
∂E0(λ, α−1, β)

∂λ

∣∣∣∣
σ(x)̸=0

> 0 including coupling dependence is contrasted to

the constancy of homogeneous vacuum energy
∂E0(λ, α−1, β)

∂λ

∣∣∣∣
σ(x)=0

= 0 independent of the

quartic scalar coupling.

Though the inhomogeneous vacuum energy E0(λ, α−1, β) is not computed analytically for

arbitrary quartic scalar coupling, it can be evaluated at an extreme limit λ → 0 in addition

to the critical value λ = 1 at the BPS limit [23]. In the limit without self-interaction λ → 0,

the correlation length ξ (2.12) diverges and the last self-interaction term vanishes in the

scalar equation (2.27). A reasonable approximation consistent with the numerical behavior

in Figure 2 is |ϕ| ≈ 0 whose substitution into the gauge field equation (2.28) explicitly

solves derivative of the U(1) gauge field
1

r

dA

dr
≈ σ(r)

2λ2
Lv

2
0

. Evaluation of a lower bound of the

inhomogeneous vacuum energy lim
λ→0

E0(λ, α−1, β) in the limit of no self-interaction results in

a negative finite value

lim
λ→0

E0(λ, α−1, β) ≈ − 1

4λ2
Lv

2
0

lim
λ→0

∫
d2xσ2(r) = − β2

8α2
v20. (3.19)

The obtained value diverges to negative infinity at two limits of negative infinite depth

β → ∞ or large size α−1 → ∞, lim
β→∞

α−1→∞

E0(λ, α−1, β) → ∞, and becomes trivially zero at

the other two homogeneous limits of zero depth β → 0 or zero size α−1 → 0 with vanishing

impurity, lim
β→0

α−1→0

E0(λ, α−1, β) → 0, consistent with expectation. When α−1 =
√
20 and

β = 1 for numerical works, the inhomogeneous vacuum energy in this limit has the value

lim
λ→0

E0(λ, α−1, β) = −2.5v20 (3.19).

Negativity of the inhomogeneous vacuum energy can be figured out from this attractive
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nature for weak quartic scalar coupling λ < 1. Similarly, positivity of the inhomogeneous

vacuum energy can be figured out from this repulsive nature for strong quartic scalar cou-

pling λ > 1. For the critical quartic scalar coupling λ = 1, vanishing net interaction under

inhomogeneity of arbitrary shape is a characteristic of the BPS limit and exact zero energy

of the inhomogeneous symmetry-broken BPS vacuum can be easily understood [23, 24]. The

resultant energy E0(λ, α−1, β)/2πv20 of the inhomogeneous vacuum in Figure 4 is compared

to be much smaller than the impurity energy Ev0
σ /2πv20 = β2λ/16α2 (3.2) added by inhomo-

geneous part σ (2.24) in the neighborhood of the critical quartic scalar coupling for fixed

size parameter α−1 =
√
20 and depth parameter β = 1

E0(λ, α−1, β)

2πv20
≪ Ev0

σ

2πv20
=

5

4
λ. (3.20)

The slope of the energy curve in Figure 4 is much smaller than 5/4 but becomes steeper as

the quartic scalar coupling decreases, that seems compatible with the upper bound 5/4.

In the inhomogeneous U(1) gauge theory away from the BPS limit, negativity of the

vacuum energy in weak coupling regime λ < 1 and positivity of the vacuum energy in strong

coupling regime λ > 1 are interpreted as an over-cancellation and a under-cancellation of

the added positive impurity energy due to Gaussian inhomogeneous part (3.2), respectively.

The non-zero energy of inhomogeneous vacuum relative to the zero energy of constant

Higgs vacuum is a measurable energy gap which is detected by an appropriately designed

experiment. It suggests that the types I and II of conventional superconductors can be

distinguished at the level of vacuum energies by the addition of impurities in some local

regions.
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Figure 4: Inhomogeneous vacuum energy for various values of the quartic scalar coupling

λ and for Gaussian inhomogeneous part with fixed size parameter α−1 =
√
20 ≈ 4.47 and

depth parameter β = 1. Dashed lines denote lower bound of the vacuum energy (2.31) and

(2.33) derived in section 2.

As the dimensionless size parameter α−1 in the Gaussian inhomogeneous part σ(r) (2.24)

increases with a fixed dimensionless depth parameter β = 1, the minimum value of the

scalar amplitude at the origin decreases and the size of r-dependent region becomes larger

independent of the quartic scalar coupling λ as shown in Figure 5-(a)–(b) (see also Figure

4-(a) in [23] for the critical quartic scalar coupling λ = 1).
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(a) (b)

Figure 5: Amplitudes of the complex scalar field for quartic scalar coupling (a) λ = 0.5 and

(b) λ = 1.5 for Gaussian inhomogeneous part with various values of the size parameter α−1

and fixed depth parameter β = 1.

The ring-shaped magnetic field B(r) is peaked at a finite radial position. The peak positions

of magnetic field obtained through numerical analysis seem to be almost independent of the

quartic scalar coupling λ but seems to be almost linearly related with size parameter α−1 of

the inhomogeneous part σ(r) (2.24) in unit of the London penetration depth
√
2λL (2.14)

as given in the caption of Figure 6. Comparison between the data of λ = 0.5 and λ = 1.5

with fixed size and depth parameters α−1 and β show that the peak positions are different

and seem to depend slightly on the correlation length ξ (2.12).
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(a) (b)

Figure 6: Magnetic fields B of the inhomogeneous vacuum for quartic scalar coupling (a)

λ = 0.5 with (α−1, rBmax/
√
2λL) = (1, 1.37), (4, 4.07), (7, 6.13) and (b) λ = 1.5 with

(α−1, rBmax/
√
2λL) = (1, 1.36), (4, 3.98), (7, 5.96) for Gaussian inhomogeneous part with

various values of the size parameter α−1 and fixed depth parameter β = 1.

Similar to the magnetic field, the energy density −T t
t involves an energy dip about the

origin and a positive ring-shaped bump irrespective of the values of size parameter α−1 as

in Figure 7-(a)–(b). The radial positions of positive energy peaks are almost proportional

to the size parameter α−1.
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(a) (b)

Figure 7: Energy densities −T t
t of the inhomogeneous vacuum for quartic scalar coupling

(a) λ = 0.5 with (α−1, rmax(−T t
t )
/
√
2λL) = (1, 1.05), (4, 3.14), (7, 4.83) and (b) λ = 1.5 with

(α−1, rmax(−T t
t )
/
√
2λL) = (1, 0.99), (4, 2.99), (7, 4.55) for Gaussian inhomogeneous part with

various values of the size parameter α−1 and fixed depth parameter β = 1.

When the quartic scalar coupling has the critical value λ = 1, the BPS bound is saturated

[20] and thus the energy of the inhomogeneous symmetry-broken vacuum has the minimum

energy whose value is strictly zero E0(λ = 1, α−1, β) = 0 independent of the size parameter

α−1 [23]. When it is smaller than the critical value λ < 1, e.g. λ = 0.5, the inhomogenous

vacuum energy is likely to be always negative E0(λ < 1, α−1, β) < 0 for every size parameter

α−1 and has a minimum value as shown in Figure 8-(a). Since the scale of net interaction

determined by the correlation length ξ relative to the London penetration depth
√
2λL, the

effect of such net interaction can possibly be maximized in the vicinity of the correlation

length ξ ≈ α−1
√
2λL. Therefore, net attractive interaction for λ < 1 lowers maximally the

inhomogenous vacuum energy about ξ ≈ α−1
√
2λL to make it have the minimum negative

value, e.g. minimum value E0(0.5, 3.6 < α−1 < 3.7, 1)/2πv20 ≈ −0.029 as shown in Figure

8-(a) and net repulsive interaction for λ > 1 raises maximally the inhomogenous vacuum

energy about ξ ≈ α−1
√
2λL to make it have the maximum positive value, e.g. maximum

value E0(1.5, 2.8 < α−1 < 2.9, 1)/2πv20 ≈ 0.018 as shown in Figure 8-(b).

It is the turn to evaluate the energy of inhomogeneous vacuum configuration in both

limits of zero and infinite size parameter. In the limit of zero size parameter α−1 → 0, the

Gaussian type inhomogeneous part σ(r) (2.24) becomes zero everywhere lim
α−1→0

σ(r) = 0 and

this disappearance of inhomogeneity lets the magnetic impurity term (2.3) vanish. Thus
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the trivial solution of constant symmetry-broken vacuum |ϕ| = v0 and A(r) = 0 leads to

null result lim
α−1→0

E0(λ, α−1, β) = 0. In the limit of infinite size parameter α−1 → ∞, the

Gaussian type inhomogeneous part σ(r) (2.24) becomes a new constant lim
α−1→∞

σ(r) = −β

and subsequently the configuration of minimum zero energy is nothing but the new constant

vacuum of |ϕ|(r) = v20(1 − β) and A(r) = 0. The corresponding energy including the

constant magnetic impurity term proportional to magnetic flux ΦB is computed to be zero

lim
α−1→∞

E0(λ, α−1, β) = 0 again. In both graphs (a) and (b) of Figure 8, each curve of

inhomogeneous vacuum energy E0(λ, α−1, β) approaches zero at both ends of α−1 = 0 and

α−1 = ∞.

(a) (b)

Figure 8: Inhomogeneous vacuum energy for quartic scalar coupling (a) λ = 0.5 and (b)

λ = 1.5 for Gaussian inhomogeneous part with various values of the size parameter α−1 and

a fixed depth parameter β = 1.

Typical profiles of the scalar amplitude |ϕ|(r) show monotonic behavior of rapid approach

of a boundary value at infinity |ϕ|(∞) = v0 (3.7) in Figure 9 for various values of depth

parameter β with a fixed size parameter α−1. The second term in power series expansion for

small r (3.9) decides increasing (decreasing) behavior for ϕ2
0+β−1 > 0 (ϕ2

0+β−1 < 0) near

the origin, irrespective of the quartic scalar coupling λ as in Figure 9-(a) for λ = 0.5 < 1 and

(b) λ = 1.5 > 1 (see also Figure 1 for the critical quartic scalar coupling λ = 1 in [23]). Thus

the initial value |ϕ|(0) decreases as positive depth parameter β increases but should be larger

than unity |ϕ|(0) = v0ϕ0 > 1 for negative β smaller than critical value β < 1−ϕ2
0 irrespective

of the quartic scalar coupling λ either. These two categories, one of monotonically increasing
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vacuum solutions from the values between zero and v0, 0 < |ϕ|(r = 0) < v0, and the other

of monotonically decreasing vacuum solutions of the values larger than constant vacuum

expectation value, v0 < |ϕ|(r = 0), are consistent with the expectation made by use of the

Newtonian shooting analogy stated after Figure 2 for the BPS case of critical quartic scalar

coupling λ = 1, and are valid even for arbitrary quartic scalar coupling λ. When the depth

parameter of Gaussian bump (2.24) decreases to negative infinity β → −∞, the initial

value can increase to positive infinity. Meanwhile, as the depth parameter of Gaussian dip

(2.24) increases to positive infinity β → ∞, the decrease of the initial value is limited by its

nonnegativity 0 ≤ ϕ0.

(a) (b)

Figure 9: Amplitudes of the complex scalar field for quartic scalar coupling (a) λ = 0.5 and

(b) λ = 1.5 for Gaussian inhomogeneous part with fixed size parameter α−1 =
√
20 ≈ 4.47

and various values of the depth parameter β.

Accordingly magnetic fieldB(r) also exhibits two qualitatively different behaviors. When

negative β is smaller than a critical value obeying ϕ2
0 + β − 1 < 0, magnetic field begins

with a positive maximum value at the origin B(0) = 2a0/λ
2
L > 0 (a0 > 0), decreases to a

negative minimum value by negative coefficient of the quartic term a0ϕ
2
0 < −α2β in (3.10),

and approaches rapidly zero from below zero as shown by the blue-colored solid curves of

β = −1 in Figure 10-(a)–(b). When β is larger than a critical value, magnetic field begins

with a negative minimum value at the origin B(0) = 2a0/λ
2
L < 0 (a0 < 0), increases to a

positive maximum value by positive coefficient of the quartic term −a0ϕ
2
0 < α2β in (3.10),

and approaches rapidly zero from above zero as shown by the red- and green-colored solid
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curves of β = 0.5 and 1.5 in Figure 10-(a)–(b). Nonetheless, magnetic flux ΦB (2.30) is left

to be zero for any inhomogenous symmetry-broken vacuum of any depth parameter β.

(a) (b)

Figure 10: Magnetic fields B of the inhomogeneous vacuum for quartic scalar coupling

(a) λ = 0.5 and (b) λ = 1.5 for Gaussian inhomogeneous part with fixed size parameter

α−1 =
√
20 ≈ 4.47 and various values of the depth parameter β.

Different from the profiles of magnetic field, energy density −T t
t always has negative min-

imum value of a dip around the origin and forms a ring-shaped bump of positive energy

density at a finite radius. Its depth and height deepen and become larger, respectively, as

depth parameter β increases. See Figure 11-(a)–(b) (and also −T t
t profiles for the critical

quartic scalar coupling λ = 1 in Figure 2 of [23]). Hence the aforementioned behavior of

energy density of the inhomogeneous vacuum is common irrespective of the quartic scalar

coupling λ.

26



(a) (b)

Figure 11: Energy densities −T t
t of the inhomogeneous vacuum for quartic scalar coupling

(a) λ = 0.5 and (b) λ = 1.5 for Gaussian inhomogeneous part with fixed size parameter

α−1 =
√
20 ≈ 4.47 and various values of the depth parameter β.

If the depth parameter β varies with keeping the size parameter α−1 a finite fixed value,

the inhomogeneous vacuum energy gradually changes as long as the quartic scalar coupling

is not critical λ ̸= 1. When it is smaller than the critical value λ < 1, inhomogeneous vacuum

energy has maximum zero energy E0(λ < 1, α−1, β = 0) = 0 in the homogeneous limit and

is always negative E0(λ < 1, α−1, β ̸= 0) < 0 that is consistent with attractive nature of

net interaction. As the depth parameter goes away further from the homogeneous limit of

β = 0, the negative inhomogenous vacuum energy gets smaller as shown in Figure 12-(a) of

λ = 0.5. When it is greater than the critical value λ > 1, inhomogeneous vacuum energy

has minimum zero energy E0(λ > 1, α−1, β = 0) = 0 in the homogeneous limit and is always

positive E0(λ > 1, α−1, β ̸= 0) > 0 that is consistent with repulsive nature of net interaction.

As the depth parameter goes away further from the homogeneous limit of β = 0, the positive

inhomogenous vacuum energy gets larger as shown in Figure 12-(b) of λ = 1.5. This

growing behavior of large absolute energy |E0(λ, α−1, β)| due to increasing absolute depth

parameter |β| seems to be related to the impurity energy Ev0
σ (3.2) induced by the Gaussian

inhomogeneous part (2.24), which is quadratically proportional to the depth parameter β,

Ev0
σ ∝ β2. The inhomogeneous vacuum energy E0(λ, α−1, β) is lowered or grown rapidly

for Gaussian dips of β > 0 (the right side of the blue-colored solid curves) in comparison

with Gaussian bumps of β < 0 (the left side of the blue-colored solid curves). This left-right

asymmetry of both curves in Figure 12-(a)–(b), smaller absolute energy for β < 0 and larger
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absolute energy for β > 0, implies that reduction of the impurity energy Ev0
σ (3.2) added by

the inhomogeneous part σ (2.24) is less excessive for Gaussian bump of negative β (β < 0)

through limitless growth of the scalar amplitude lim
β→−∞

|ϕ|(0) = lim
β→−∞

v0ϕ0 → +∞, and

much more excessive for Gaussian dip of positive β (β > 0) because of the lower bound of

the initial value of scalar amplitude |ϕ|(0) = v0ϕ0 ≥ 0. In infinite strength limits β → ∓∞
of the inhomogeneity of Gaussian bump (β < 0) and dip (β > 0) with keeping the size

parameter α−1 finite, the inhomogeneous vacuum energy is expected to diverge to positive

or negative infinite however physical relevance of these infinite energies seem is unclear.

(a) (b)

Figure 12: Inhomogeneous vacuum energy for quartic scalar coupling (a) λ = 0.5 and (b)

λ = 1.5 for Gaussian inhomogeneous part with fixed radius parameter α−1 =
√
20 ≈ 4.47

and various values of the depth parameter β.

In this section, we have examined the abelian Higgs model of arbitrary quartic scalar

interaction in the presence of inhomogeneity of a Gaussian function and have found inho-

mogeneous symmetry-broken vacuum as the family of three parameters: One is the quartic

scalar coupling λ (0 ≤ λ) and two from the Gaussian inhomogeneity consist of a depth

parameter β (−∞ < β < ∞) and a size parameter α−1 (0 ≤ α−1). The inhomogeneous

vacuum energy E0(λ, α−1, β) is exactly zero E0(1, α−1, β) = 0 in the BPS limit of critical

quartic scalar coupling λ = 1 for arbitrary α−1 and β, negative E0(λ, α−1, β) < 0 in weak

coupling regime 0 ≤ λ < 1 of attractive net interaction, and positive E0(λ, α−1, β) > 0

in strong coupling regime λ > 1 of repulsive net interaction, as shown in Figure 4. With

fixed quartic scalar coupling λ ̸= 1 and depth parameter β, the inhomogeneous vacuum
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energy has an extremum value about the correlation length ξ = α−1
√
2λL, a minimum value

E0(λ,
ξ√
2λL

, β) in weak coupling regime 0 ≤ λ < 1 and a maximum value E0(λ,
ξ√
2λL

, β)

in strong coupling regime λ > 1 as shown in Figure 8. In both limits of zero and infinite

size parameter α−1 → 0 and α−1 → ∞, the inhomogeneous vacuum energies approach zero

lim
α−1→0

E0(λ, α−1, β) = 0 = lim
α−1→∞

E0(λ, α−1, β) due to the revival of homogeneous vacuum.

With any fixed quartic scalar coupling except unity λ ̸= 1 and a finite size parameter α−1,

absolute value of the inhomogeneous vacuum energy |E0(λ, α−1, β)| has an extremum value

for the case without inhomogeneity of zero depth parameter β = 0, and increases as absolute

value of the depth parameter |β| increases as shown in Figure 12-(a)–(b).

An intriguing limit of Gaussian type inhomogeneous part (2.24) is the delta function

limit which is taken by the zero size limit α−1 → 0 with keeping the ratio of size and depth

parameters constant η = β/4α2 as

σ(r) = −4ηα2v20e
−α2( r

λL
)2 ≡ −4πηλ2

Lv
2
0δα(r). (3.21)

The limit lim
α−1→0

δα(r) results in the two-dimensional delta function δ(2)(x) whose expression

is obtained from the two-dimensional Gauss’ law for a point charge at the origin

∇2 ln |x| = 2πδ(2)(x). (3.22)

When the Euler-Lagrange equations (2.27)–(2.28) are reexamined by use of the formula

(3.22) for the delta function impurity, the field behaviors near the origin vary significantly

from the leading order in comparison to both homogeneous and smooth inhomogeneous

Gaussian case

|ϕ|(r) = f0v0

( r

λL

)λη
[
1− λ

8(λη + 1)

( r

λL

)2

+ · · ·
]
, (3.23)

A(r) = − λη − f 2
0

4(λη + 1)

( r

λL

)2(λη+1)

+ · · · , (3.24)

where λη > 0 is chosen.2 The profile of scalar amplitude |ϕ| mimics that of a cylindrically

symmetric vortex with vorticity λη as in (4.3) and the U(1) gauge field (2.26) is singular for

nonzero λη at the origin. Numerical analysis is performed for two quartic scalar couplings,

e.g. λ = 0.5 and λ = 1.5. If the size parameter α−1 decreases to zero with keeping the ratio

η = β/4α2 a constant value η = 0.8, the minimum value of scalar amplitude at the origin

|ϕ|(0) decreases and approaches zero as shown in Figure 13−(a)–(b) and the minimum value

of A(rmin) at a radial distance rmin approaches the destined value−λη in (3.24), e.g. λη = 0.4

and λη = 1.2, with zero radial distance limit rmin → 0 as shown in Figure 13−(c)–(d).

2In the viewpoint of consistency between the coupled Euler-Lagrange equations (2.27)–(2.28) in this

delta function limit, the coupling of magnetic impurity term seems to favor λg in (2.36) derived from the

U(1)×U(1) gauge theory instead of our choice g in (2.3).
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 13: Scalar amplitude |ϕ| for two quartic scalar couplings (a) λ = 0.5 < 1 and (b)

λ = 1.5 > 1, and radial part of the U(1) gauge field for two quartic scalar couplings (c)

λ = 0.5 < 1 and (d) λ = 1.5 > 1 with a fixed ratio of size and depth parameter η = 0.8 and

various values of the size parameter α−1 = 0.4, 0.8, 2.0.

Magnetic field B near the origin is concentrated at the site r = 0 of a delta function

type impurity, e.g. lattice,

B(r) ≈ ℏ
g

[
λη

δ(r)

r
− f 2

0

2λ2
L

( r

λL

)2λη

+ · · ·
]
, (3.25)
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in addition to continuous distribution consisting of infinitely many expanded terms, which

satisfies the boundary condition A(0) = 0 (3.8) and A(∞) = 0 (3.7). A procedure to

singular limit is illustrated through numerical data. As the size parameter α−1 decreases as

0.4, 0.8, 2.0 with constant η = 0.8, the minimum value of magnetic field at the origin B(0)

decrease rapidly to negative infinity for both λ’s: (α−1, B(0)) = (2.0,−0.18), (0.8,−2.07),

(0.4,−9.49) for λ = 0.5 and (α−1, B(0)) = (2.0,−0.19), (0.8,−2.11), (2.0,−9.48) for λ = 1.5

as shown in Figure 14−(a)–(b). The corresponding magnetic flux (2.30) is nonzero and finite

ΦB =
2πℏ
g

λη, (3.26)

and λη plays effectively a role of continuous vorticity in a dirty superconducting sample.

Since the first delta function term in magnetic field (3.25) results in the exact magnetic flux

(3.26), spatial integration of all the other infinitely many expanded terms leads to null net

contribution to the magnetic flux through complete cancellation. Since the magnetic field at

the each location of impurity site is infinite value but has a finite magnetic flux as described

in (3.26), this penetration of the magnetic field at each delta function type impurity site,

e.g. lattice, can provide a field theoretic description of imperfect diamagnetism in dirty

superconductor [25].

(a) (b)

Figure 14: Magnetic field for quartic scalar coupling (a) λ = 0.5 and (b) λ = 1.5 for a fixed

ratio of size and depth parameter η = 0.8 and various values of the size parameter α−1.

Energy density −T t
t near the origin also consists of singular delta function pieces and
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continuous nonsingular part

−T t
t = v20

[
(λ− 1)η2λ2

L

(δ(r)
r

)2

− λη
δ(r)

r
+

λ

4λ2
L

+
2f 2

0λ
2η2

λ2
L

( r

λL

)2(λη−1)

+ · · ·
]
. (3.27)

Numerical data exhibits a procedure to singular limit. As the size parameter α−1 decreases

to zero with constant η = 0.8, the graphs in Figure 15−(a)–(b) show the development

of a singular dip of energy density at the origin as (α−1,−T t
t) = (2.0,−0.01), (0.8,−0.60),

(0.4,−8.57) for λ = 0.5 and a singular bump of energy density at the origin as (α−1,−T t
t) =

(2.0,−0.01), (0.8, 0.05), (0.4, 5.74) for λ = 1.5. Hence the first term proportional to (δ(r)/r)2

in the energy density (3.27) contributes dominantly to energy which is leading divergence.

This infinite energy is easily expected since the infinite impurity energy Ev0
σ (3.2) and Ev(x)

σ

(3.4) is peaked at the origin, is proportional to square of two-dimensional delta function,

and thus can not easily be tamed to be a finite value by local nonlinear interactions. Notice

that the sign of energy is determined only by the quartic scalar coupling, specifically by

the sign of λ − 1 in the first energy term in (3.27), in the delta function limit of our

consideration: Energy of this vacuum configuration of positive nonzero λη is negative in

weak coupling regime (λ < 1) and positive in strong coupling (λ > 1), that matches perfectly

with numerical data throughout this section and Figure 15−(c)–(d). At the critical quartic

scalar coupling λ = 1, from the energy density (3.27), the first leading divergent term

vanishes and the second delta function term gives a negative energy −2πv20η related to an

effective vorticity λη = η. Suppose that the inhomogeneous vacuum is expected to have

zero energy according to the BPS bound even in the delta function limit. Then the net

contribution from spatial integration of all the other infinitely many expanded terms in

(3.27) must produce the positive energy 2πv20η for exact cancellation.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 15: Energy density −T t
t for quartic scalar coupling (a) λ = 0.5 and (b) λ = 1.5 for

a fixed ratio of size and depth parameter η = 0.8 and various values of the size parameter

α−1. Values of energy E0(λ, α−1, η = 0.8) for quartic scalar coupling, (c) λ = 0.5 and (d)

λ = 1.5, and various values of the size parameter α−1.

If a delta function bump of negative depth parameter β < 0 is considered, λη becomes

negative. Hence the scalar field diverges at the origin as |ϕ| ∼ r−|λη| and any regular solution

is forbidden.

All the non-BPS vacuum solutions of various values of the quartic scalar couplings λ,

33



obtained in this section, are connected continuously the BPS vacuum solutions of critical

quartic scalar coupling. Therefore, as long as the lower bounds (2.31)–(2.32) are satisfied,

nonexistence of such classical lower energy configuration disconnected from the BPS vacuum

solution is not guaranteed though unlikely. Nevertheless this nonexistence issue is extremely

difficult and far beyond the scope of the current work.

4 Vortices in the Presence of Inhomogeneity

Even in the inhomogeneous nonrelativisic abelian Higgs model, the manifold of Higgs vacua

keeps to be a circle S1 as long as the localized inhomogeneous part σ with lim
|x|→∞

σ = 0 (2.5)

is assumed. The winding between the circle of the U(1) Higgs vacua and the circle ∂R2 = S1

at spatial infinity |x| → ∞ is kept to be topological with the first homotopy Π1(S
1) = Z,

and thus topologically stable gauged vortices of finite energy are expected to be supported

even in the presence of inhomogeneity.

In this section, we turn on nonzero vorticity n = 1, 2, 3, · · ·, and consider n inhomogenous

topological vortices superimposed at the center of cylindrically symmetric inhomogeneous

part (2.24). Hence the ansatz (2.25)–(2.26) is valid and so are the equations (2.27)–(2.28).

Nonsingular behavior of the fields at the origin requires

lim
r→0

|ϕ| = 0, lim
r→0

A = 0, (4.1)

and finiteness of the energy fixes the boundary conditions at spatial infinity

lim
r→∞

|ϕ| = v0, lim
r→∞

A = n. (4.2)

Power series expansion of the fields is attempted near the origin

|ϕ|(r) ≈ v0ϕn0r
n

{
1− 4nan0 + λ(1− β)

4λ(n+ 1)

(r
ξ

)2

+
[4nan0 + λ(1− β)]2 + 16(n+ 1)a2n0 − 4(n+ 1)(n+ 2λ)(α2β − ϕ2

n0δn1)

32λ2(n+ 1)(n+ 2)

(r
ξ

)4

+ · · ·
}
, (4.3)

A(r) ≈ an0

( r

λL

)2

+
α2β − ϕ2

n0δn1
8

( r

λL

)4

− 8α4β − ϕ2
n0[12an0 + λ(1− β)]δn1 + 16ϕ2

n0δn2
192

( r

λL

)6

+ · · · , (4.4)

where the two undetermined constants ϕn0 and an0 have different values for different vorticity

n, quartic scalar coupling λ, and parameters α−1 and β of Gaussian inhomogeneous part
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σ(r) (2.24). The asymptotic solution of fields approaches the boundary value (4.2) with the

same exponential behavior for the scalar amplitude (3.11) and the gauge field

A(r) ≈ n− an∞
r

λL

K1

( r

λL

)
, (4.5)

where the constants ϕ∞ in (3.11) and an∞ in (4.5) are related to the constants ϕn0 and an0

near the origin for smooth connection of the fields.

Once a vorticity n also called the winding number is given, the magnetic flux is quantized

as ΦB =
2πℏ
g

n for any inhomogeneous topological vortex solution as the first Chern number

independent of the quartic scalar coupling λ and irrespective of the shape of inhomogeneous

part σ(x) (2.4)–(2.5). The inhomogeneous topological vortices are also spinless (2.23) as

long as any static configurations without carrying electric field are concerned. Contrary

to the aforementioned two quantities, energy per unit length along the z-axis E (3.5) is

not calculated analytically except for the BPS case of critical coupling λ = 1. When the

quartic scalar coupling has the critical value λ = 1, the correlation length and the London

penetration depth are equal ξ =
√
2λL. Non-perturbatively, the BPS bound is saturated

Eλ=1
n = nEλ=1

1 = 2πv20n which suggests non-interacting vortices at least in tree level because

of exact cancellation of attraction by the Higgs and repulsion by the gauge field. In addition,

this character is not spoiled by introduction of spatial inhomogeneity [20]. On the other

hand, once it has arbitrary value λ ̸= 1, all convenient BPS properties disappear in the

calculation of energy of both homogeneous and inhomogeneous vacuum configuration. Hence

analysis relies on numerical studies [28] and the introduced inhomogeneity with magnetic

impurity term (2.3) may induce the problem more complicated.

Before numerical analysis with arbitrary quartic scalar coupling, again we consider the

BPS limit of critical quartic scalar coupling and examine the Bogomolny equation for n

separated vortices at positions {xa | a = 1, 2, · · · , n} [23]

∇2 ln
|ϕ|2

n∏
a=1

|x− xa|2
=

1

λ2
Lv

2
0

[|ϕ|2 − v2(x)]. (4.6)

Application of the Newtonian shooting analogy, introduced for mathematical analysis of

existence and uniqueness of cylindrically symmetric inhomogeneous vacuum solution in the

section 3, is also relevant for cylindrically symmetric inhomogeneous vortex solutions of

vorticity n (n ≥ 1). With the help of the two-dimensional Gauss’ law (3.22) for delta

function, the Bogomolny equation (4.6) is rewritten as the Newton’s second law for one-

dimensional motion of a hypothetical particle of unit mass subject to an impact at initial

time t = r/λL = 0, a friction with a coefficient inversely proportional to the time 1/t, and
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the force derived from the time-dependent effective potential U(x, t) (3.16)

d2x

dt2
= 2n

δ(t)

t
− 1

t

dx

dt
− ∂U

∂x
. (4.7)

Once the impact of infinite strength δ(0) = +∞ is exerted to the particle at initial position

at negative infinity x(0) = ln[|ϕ|(r = 0)/v0] = −∞, this nonrelativistic particle moves

infinite distance during finite elapsed time t0 (t0 > 0) and reaches an appropriate negative

finite position x0 = x(t0) < 0 with an arbitrary positive velocity vin0 = dx(t0)/dt > 0.

Disappearance of the delta function term for the impact reduces the equation (4.7) to the

previous equation (3.15) for the motion between time t = t0 > 0 and t = +∞.

Consider first positive depth parameter β > 0 as illustrated by the three colored solid

curves in Figure 1-(a). If the velocity vin0 is chosen to be too large, the hypothetical particle

passes zero at a finite time and diverges to positive infinity. If vin0 is chosen too small, its

energy E (3.17) decreases too much and has a smaller value than negative unity E < −1 at a

finite time because of the dissipation due to the friction and lowering of the time-dependent

effective potential U(x, t). Hence it cannot arrive at the hilltop U(x = 0, t = ∞) = −1 at

the origin x = 0 of the effective potential at infinite time U(x, t = ∞) (3.16). Thus, by

the continuity of the velocity vin0 at time t0, there is a motion between these overshoot and

undershoot motions, which starts at negative infinity at initial value x(0) = −∞, increases

monotonically with slowing velocity, and arrives at the destination at infinite time x(∞) = 0

as illustrated by the gray-colored solid curve in Figure 1-(a). This unique motion corresponds

to the cylindrically symmetric vortex solution of vorticity n whose monotonically increasing

profile of scalar amplitude connects from |ϕ|(0) = 0 to |ϕ|(∞) = v0.

Consider second negative depth parameter β < 0 as illustrated by the three colored

solid curves in Figure 1-(b). If the velocity vin0 at time t0 is chosen to be larger than a

critical value vtop0 , the particle passes the hilltop of the effective potential at a finite time

and diverges to positive infinity at infinite time x(+∞) = +∞. Since the motion with

x(t0) = x0 and vin0 = vtop0 corresponds to the motion which stops at the hilltop x(t1) = xtop

of the time-dependent effective potential at a finite time t1(> t0), all such motions with

x(t0) = x0 and vin0 < vtop0 proceed to positive infinity at infinite time lim
t→∞

x(t) = +∞ along

the right decreasing side of the effective potential whose hilltop gradually moves to the

left. When the velocity vin0 is smaller than but close to vtop0 , the particle turns near the

hilltop of the effective potential at a finite time. Even if the turning point xturn on the

left increasing side of the effective potential U(x, t) (3.17) is located to close to the hilltop,

the particle stays near xturn for sufficiently large time to make the time-dependent friction

with coefficient 1/t weak enough. Meanwhile the hilltop of the time-dependent effective

potential moves to the left faster than the motion of the turned particle. Then the particle

turns again to the right and moves to positive infinity at infinite time lim
t→∞

x(t) = +∞
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along the decreasing right side of the time-dependent effective potential U(x, t). If the

velocity vin0 is smaller than another appropriately chosen critical value vbottom0 smaller than

vtop0 , the particle turns at a negative position on the left side of the effective potential at

a finite time xturn < 0 and goes back to negative infinity at infinite time lim
t→∞

x(t) = −∞
along the decreasing left side of the time-dependent effective potential U(x, t). Thus by

the hilltop U(x = 0, t = ∞) = −1 position of the time-dependent effective potential at

infinite time xtop(t = ∞) = 0 and continuity of the velocity vin0 at time t0, there exists an

appropriate velocity vin0 in the region vbottom0 < vin0 < vtop0 between the discussed overshoot

and undershoot motions. This corresponds to the motion that the particle starts at negative

infinity at initial time x(0) = −∞, increases monotonically to the positive turning point at

a finite time tturn, 0 < x(tturn) = xturn < xtop, moves back along the left decreasing side of

the effective potential U(x, t) (3.16), and stops finally at the hilltop x(t = ∞) = 0 of the

effective potential at infinite time U(x, t = ∞). This motion is energetically obtained only

under the condition that particle energy E = U(xturn, tturn) for the particle stopped at the

turning position xturn at time tturn is exactly equal to the total power loss by the friction∫ ∞

tturn

dt
1

t

dx

dt
and potential change

∫ ∞

tturn

dt
1

t

dx

dt
= U(xturn, tturn)− U(0,+∞) = 1− exturn + (1− βe−α2t2turn)xturn. (4.8)

This unique motion illustrated by the gray-colored solid curve in Figure 1-(b) corresponds

to the cylindrically symmetric vortex solution of vorticity n in the BPS limit of λ = 1 in

the presence of a Gaussian bump (2.24) of negative depth parameter β < 0.

In the following two subsections, numerical works show that all the obtained cylindrically

symmetric vortex solutions are classified into two categories of positive and negative depth

parameter β irrespective of the size parameter α−1 and quartic scalar coupling λ including

its critical value λ = 1.

4.1 Rest energy of inhomogeneous vortex

First, topological vortex solutions of unit vorticity n = 1 are considered with the Gaussian

type inhomogeneous part (2.24). Numerical works show change of the scalar amplitude

profiles connecting the boundary values at the origin (4.1) and at spatial infinity (4.2) as in

Figure 16. Specifically, with a chosen set of size and depth parameters α−1 =
√
20 ≈ 4.47

and β = 1, the region of varying scalar amplitude is characterized not only by the length

scale ξ for homogeneous vortices but also by the competition between two length scale ξ and

α−1λL for inhomogeneous vortices. As the quartic scalar coupling λ increases, the correlation

length ξ (2.12) decreases and hence both the three solid and dotted curves in Figure 16 show
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more rapid increase from zero scalar amplitude near the origin and approach exponentially

the boundary value v0 at large distance irrespective of the presence of inhomogeneity.

Figure 16: Amplitudes of the complex scalar field of an n = 1 vortex for different values

of the quartic scalar coupling λ = 0.4, 1.0, 1.8 and for Gaussian inhomogeneous part with

fixed dimensionless size parameter α−1 =
√
20 ≈ 4.47 and depth parameter β = 1. The

homogeneous counterparts with zero depth parameter β = 0 are given by three dotted

curves for comparison.

The corresponding curves of magnetic field B(r) and energy density −T t
t (r) are shown in

Figure 17-(a)–(b). Inhomogeneity of the Gaussian bump of depth parameter β = 1 (2.24)

repels both magnetic field B and energy density −T t
t of larger distance, of which shapes are

drastically changed in comparison with those of n = 1 vortices in the homogeneous limit.

Thus they are distributed in wide region and every peak in these ring-shaped distributions

is located about the radius α−1λL. As the quartic scalar coupling λ decreases, the correla-

tion length ξ (2.12) increases and the distributions become growing and their peaks move

gradually outside.
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(a) (b)

Figure 17: (a) Magnetic fieldsB and (b) energy densities−T t
t of an n = 1 vortex for different

values of the quartic scalar coupling λ = 0.4, 1.0, 1.8 and for Gaussian inhomogeneous part

with fixed dimensionless size parameter α−1 =
√
20 ≈ 4.47 and depth parameter β = 1. The

homogeneous counterparts with zero depth parameter β = 0 are plotted as dotted curves

for comparison.

It is known that, in the BPS limit of critical quartic scalar coupling λ = 1 [20, 23],

the rest energy of an isolated vortex of unit vorticity n = 1 is unaffected for the variety of

inhomogeneous part σ(x) (2.4)–(2.5). The rest energy E1(λ,
√
20, 1) of a vortex is computed

by numerical works for various λ with a fixed Gaussian inhomogeneous part (2.24). When

λ increases, the rest energy of a single vortex increases and reproduces the rest energy of a

single BPS vortex E1(λ = 1, α−1, β) = 2πv20 at the critical quartic scalar coupling as shown

by the solid curve in Figure 18. Effect of Gaussian inhomogeneous part σ(r) (2.24) to the

rest energy of a single vortex is to reduce the amount of λ-dependence, i.e., the slope of

increasing rest energy of an inhomogeneous vortex of unit vorticity drawn by a solid curve

is smaller than that of a vortex of unit vorticity in homogeneous limit σ = 0 drawn by a

dotted curve. Thus the presence of inhomogeneous part σ(x) absorbs some residual interac-

tion due to the quartic scalar coupling away from the critical quartic scalar coupling λ and

makes additional or reduced energy to create a single vortex of unit vorticity less. The data

obtained in Figure 18 explains the following properties in the context of field theory: When

the quartic scalar coupling is less than the critical value λ < 1 corresponding to type I su-

perconductivity, the significantly increased rest energy of single vortex means the energetic

disfavor of vortex-impurity composite, the production of a vortex at the impurity site, in a
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dirty type I superconducting sample. This tendency is consistent with perfect diamagnetism

in conventional type I superconductivity. When the quartic scalar coupling is larger than the

critical value λ > 1 corresponding to type II superconductivity, the significantly decreased

rest energy of a single vortex means the energetic favor of vortex-impurity composite, the

production of a vortex at the impurity site, in a dirty type II superconducting sample. This

tendency is consistent with imperfect diamagnetism in conventional type II superconductiv-

ity. Obviously, the boundary between two type I and II criteria is given by the BPS limit

of nonrelativistic inhomogeneous abelian Higgs model with critical quartic scalar coupling

λ = 1 in which the rest energy of each vortex is unaltered by the inhomogeneous part and

even the interaction between two separated BPS vortices remains to be zero [23].

Figure 18: The energy of an n = 1 vortex for various values of the quartic scalar coupling

λ and for Gaussian inhomogeneous part with fixed size parameter α−1 =
√
20 ≈ 4.47

and depth parameter β = 1 is plotted by a solid curve in the unit of n = 1 BPS vortex

E1(λ = 1, α−1, β) = 2πv20. The homogeneous counterpart with zero depth parameter β = 0

is plotted by a dotted curve for comparison.

For two chosen values of quartic scalar coupling λ, one less than unity λ = 0.5 < 1

and the other larger than unity λ = 1.5 > 1, numerical data are computed for various size

parameters α−1 = 1, 4, 7 and the obtained results are summarized in the following graphs.
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Profiles of scalar amplitude |ϕ|(r) of an n = 1 topological vortex connect smoothly the

small r behavior (4.3)–(4.4) and the large r behavior (3.11) and (4.5), as shown in Figure

19. Change of the size parameter α−1, α−1 = 1, 4, 7 with keeping quartic scalar coupling

λ and depth parameter β = 1 induces shape change of inhomogeneous vortex solutions of

unit winding number n = 1, i.e., the radial distances of r-dependent region increase almost

proportional to the size parameter α−1. When the quartic scalar coupling λ varies, (a)

λ = 0.5 and (b) λ = 1.5, the correlation length ξ (2.12) is inversely proportional to its

square root however the α-dependent behavior is sustained.

(a) (b)

Figure 19: Amplitudes of the complex scalar field for two quartic scalar couplings, (a)

λ = 0.5 and (b) λ = 1.5 for Gaussian inhomogeneous part with various values of the size

parameter α−1 and fixed depth parameter β = 1. The homogeneous counterparts with zero

depth parameter β = 0 are plotted as dotted curves for comparison.

Both the magnetic fields and energy densities of the n = 1 vortex solutions are peaked at the

origin in homogeneous limit of β = 0 as shown by the dotted curves in Figure 20 and become

ring-shaped with a peak of radius about α−1λL in the presence of the inhomogeneous part

σ(r) with depth parameter β = 1 as shown by the solid curves in Figure 20. On dependence

of the quartic scalar coupling λ, its value of the magnetic field at the origin B(0) is negative

B(0) < 0 for λ = 0.5 and positive B(0) > 0 for λ = 1.5 for depth parameter β = 1

irrespective of size parameter α−1. In the BPS limit of critical quartic scalar coupling

λ = 1, the magnetic fields begins with zero B(0) = 0 at the origin for the depth parameter

β = 1 (see the expansion of the gauge field (4.52) near the origin and Figure 6 in Ref. [23]).

Therefore, with unit depth parameter β = 1, the value of magnetic field at the origin B(0)

41



is always negative for all λ < 1 and positive for all λ > 1 irrespective of size parameter

α−1. Since the expansion of A(r) near the origin (4.4) gives the magnetic field at the origin

B(0) =
2ℏ
gλ2

L

an0 and thus the sign of the coefficient an0 is also negative for all λ < 1 and

positive for all λ > 1 for depth parameter β = 1 and arbitrary size parameter α−1.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 20: Magnetic fields B for two quartic scalar couplings (a) λ = 0.5 and (b) λ = 1.5

and energy density −T t
t for two quartic scalar couplings (c) λ = 0.5 and (d) λ = 1.5 for

Gaussian inhomogeneous part with various values of the size parameter α−1 and fixed depth

parameter β = 1. The homogeneous counterparts of magnetic field and energy density with

zero depth parameter β = 0 are given by dotted curves for comparison.

When the quartic scalar coupling is less than the critical value λ < 1, e.g. λ = 0.5 in

Figure 21-(a), the rest energy of an n = 1 topological vortex is always smaller than that of

a unit BPS vortex E1(λ < 1, α−1, β) < E1(λ = 1, α−1, β) but the energy gap between the
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two decreases as the inhomogeneous region increase. When the quartic scalar coupling is

greater than the critical value λ > 1, e.g. λ = 1.5 in Figure 21-(b), the rest energy of an

n = 1 topological vortex is always larger than that of a unit BPS vortex E1(λ = 1, α−1, β) <

E1(λ > 1, α−1, β) but the energy gap between the two decreases as the inhomogeneous

region increase. It implies that the change of rest energy expressed by the energy gap

E1(λ ̸= 1, α−1, β) − E1(1, α−1, β) is induced by the effect of nonzero net interaction and is

reduced by the inhomogeneity whose size is parameterized in terms of α−1. The larger the

contamination by impurity becomes in a sample, the more the cancellation of net interaction

occurs for the rest energy.

(a) (b)

Figure 21: The energy of an n = 1 vortex E1(λ, α−1, 1) for various values of the size parameter

α−1 of Gaussian inhomogeneous part with fixed depth parameter β = 1 for two quartic scalar

couplings λ = 0.5 < 1 and λ = 1.5 > 1. The homogeneous counterpart with zero depth

parameter β = 0 is plotted by a dotted horizontal line and the energy E1(λ = 1, α−1, β) =

2πv20 of a BPS vortex is given by a dashed line for comparison.

For two chosen values of λ, one less than unity λ = 0.5 < 1 and the other larger than

unity λ = 1.5 > 1, numerical works of the n = 1 vortex solutions are performed for various

depth parameters β and the obtained results are summarized in the following graphs. When

depth parameter β is larger than a critical negative value, scalar amplitude of each n = 1

vortex is monotonically increasing from one boundary value |ϕ|(0) = 0 (4.1) to the other

boundary value |ϕ|(∞) = v0 irrespective of the value of the quartic scalar coupling as

illustrated by the dotted, red-colored and green-colored solid curves in Figure 22-(a)–(b).

Meanwhile negative depth parameter β of the Gaussian dip is smaller than a critical value,

44



the slope parameter ϕn0 for the scalar amplitude (4.3) expanded near the origin becomes

large enough and passes v0 at a finite distance, reaches a maximum value max(|ϕ|) > v0, and

then decreases to the boundary value |ϕ|(∞) = v0 (4.2) irrespective of the value of quartic

scalar coupling as illustrated by the blue-colored solid curves in the Figure 22-(a)–(b).

(a) (b)

Figure 22: Amplitudes of the complex scalar field for two quartic scalar couplings (a) λ = 0.5

and (b) λ = 1.5 for Gaussian inhomogeneous part with various values of the depth parameter

β and fixed size parameter α−1 =
√
20 ≈ 4.47. The homogeneous counterpart with zero

depth parameter β = 0 is plotted as a dotted curve for comparison.

As negative depth parameter β of the Gaussian bump decreases, both the magnetic fields

and energy densities of the n = 1 vortices become sharply peaked at the origin, decreases to

a negative minimum value at finite radius, and then increases to zero at spatial infinity as

shown by the blue-colored solid curves in Figure 23. Contrarily, as positive depth parameter

β of the Gaussian bump increases, value of the magnetic fields and energy densities of the

n = 1 vortices have the minimum, get smaller and even become negative for sufficiently

large β at the origin, and then increases to the positive maximum value at finite radius

with further decreasing behavior to zero at spatial infinity as shown by the red- and green-

colored solid curves in Figure 23. These distribution behaviors of magnetic fields and energy

densities occur for arbitrary value of the quartic scalar coupling λ.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 23: Magnetic fields B for two quartic scalar couplings (a) λ = 0.5 and (b) λ = 1.5

and energy density −T t
t for two quartic scalar couplings (c) λ = 0.5 and (d) λ = 1.5 for

Gaussian inhomogeneous part with various values of the depth parameter β and fixed size

parameter α−1 =
√
20 ≈ 4.47. The homogeneous counterparts of magnetic field and energy

density with zero depth parameter β = 0 are given by dotted curves for comparison.

Note that the magnetic flux of these n = 1 vortices keeps to have a constant value ΦB =
2πℏ
g

irrespective of change of the depth (height) of the Gaussian dip (bump). Similar to the

inhomogeneous vacuum energy E0(λ, α−1, β), the rest energy of a unit vortex E1(λ, α−1, β)
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depends on the depth parameter β as long as the quartic scalar coupling is not critical

λ ̸= 1. When it is smaller than the critical value λ < 1, e.g. λ = 0.5 in Figure 24-(a),

the rest energy of n = 1 non-BPS vortex is always smaller than that of n = 1 BPS vortex

E1(λ < 1, α−1, β) < E1(λ = 1, α−1, β) = 2πv20 for every depth parameter β. When it is

larger than the critical value λ > 1, e.g. λ = 1.5 in Figure 24-(b), the rest energy of n = 1

non-BPS vortex is always greater than that of n = 1 BPS vortex E1(λ > 1, α−1, β) > E1(λ =

1, α−1, β) = 2πv20 for every depth parameter β. Numerical data indicate that absolute value

of the energy gap |E1(λ, α−1, β) − 2πv20| seems to have minimum value in the vicinity of

β = 1 with numerical validity

|E1(λ, α−1, β)− 2πv20| ≤ |E1(λ, α−1, β = 1)− 2πv20| (4.9)

for which the inhomogeneous part σ(r) (2.24) cancels exactly v20 at the origin, v2(r = 0) =

v20 + σ(0) = 0 (4.1). Different from the inhomogeneous vacuum solutions in relation with

extremum value at β = 0 in Figure 12, the extremum values by numerical analysis are

observed near β = 1 for n = 1 vortices and still lack reasonable explanation.

(a) (b)

Figure 24: The energy of an n = 1 vortex E1(λ, α−1 =
√
20, β) for various values of the depth

parameter β of Gaussian inhomogeneous part with fixed size parameter α−1 =
√
20 ≈ 4.47

for two quartic scalar couplings (a) λ = 0.5 < 1 and (b) λ = 1.5 > 1.

4.2 Interaction between inhomogeneous vortices

From now on, let us consider two vortices superimposed at the center of inhomogeneous

region. Numerical works for n = 2 vortices in the presence of the Gaussian inhomogeneous
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part show that the shapes of the scalar amplitude of n = 1 vortices and n = 2 superimposed

vortices are qualitatively the same for equal quartic scalar coupling and Gaussian inhomo-

geneity as shown in Figure 22 and Figure 25, respectively. Only about the origin, the scalar

amplitude grows linearly for n = 1 but is convex down for n = 2 as given in the leading

quadratic terms of power series expansion (4.3). As the quartic scalar coupling λ increases,

the correlation length ξ (2.12) decreases and so do the radii of the n = 2 vortices for both

homogeneous and inhomogeneous cases.

Figure 25: Amplitudes of the complex scalar field of n = 2 vortices for different values

of the quartic scalar coupling λ = 0.4, 1.0, 1.6 and for Gaussian inhomogeneous part with

fixed dimensionless size parameter α−1 =
√
20 ≈ 4.47 and depth parameter β = 1. The

homogeneous counterparts with zero depth parameter β = 0 are given by three dotted

curves for comparison.

For inhomogeneous vortices, the curves of magnetic field B(r) and energy density −T t
t of

n = 2 vortices in Figure 26-(a)–(b) are also similar to those of n = 1 vortices in Figure

17-(a) irrespective of various quartic scalar couplings. On the other hand, for homogeneous

vortices, the curves of energy density −T t
t of n = 2 vortices become ring-shaped as shown

in Figure 26-(b), which are different from those of n = 1 vortex with the peak at the origin

as shown in Figure 17-(b).
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(a) (b)

Figure 26: (a) Magnetic fields B and (b) energy densities −T t
t of n = 2 vortices for different

values of the quartic scalar coupling λ = 0.4, 1.0, 1.6 and for Gaussian inhomogeneous part

with fixed dimensionless size parameter α−1 =
√
20 ≈ 4.47 and depth parameter β = 1. The

homogeneous counterparts with zero depth parameter β = 0 are plotted as dotted curves

for comparison.

If two graphs in Figure 18 and Figure 27 are compared, the curves of the net energy of two

superimposed static vortices show almost the same pattern as those of the rest energy of an

isolated vortex of unit vorticity except for the values of the horizontal axis, 1.00 for n = 1

and 2.00 for n = 2. Similar to the case of vortex-impurity composite of unit vorticity n = 1,

the vortex-impurity composite of n = 2 is energetically disfavored for λ < 1 corresponding

to type I superconductivity while it is energetically favored for λ > 1 corresponding to type

II superconductivity.
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Figure 27: The energy of an n = 2 vortices for various values of the quartic scalar coupling

λ and for Gaussian inhomogeneous part with fixed size parameter α−1 =
√
20 ≈ 4.47

and depth parameter β = 1 is plotted by a solid curve in the unit of n = 1 BPS vortex

E1(λ = 1, α−1, β) = 2πv20. The homogeneous counterpart with zero depth parameter β = 0

is plotted by a dotted curve for comparison.

The net energy En = En(λ, α−1, β) of static n superimposed vortices obtained through

numerical works depends on the quartic scalar coupling λ and the shape of inhomogeneity

of Gaussian form (2.24) centered at the origin. When every pair of two vortices among the

n vortices are separated sufficiently, the interaction between any pair vanishes completely

and hence interaction between n superimposed inhomogeneous vortices can be measured

by the difference En − nE1. If every separated vortex is located in homogeneous region of

σ(x) = 0 at spatial asymptote, its energy E1 = E1(λ, α−1, β = 0) is not contaminated by

inhomogeneity of sufficiently localized impurities, e.g. the Gaussian type inhomogeneity

(2.24).

The simplest form of the interaction is that between two inhomogeneous vortices of unit

vorticity n = 1. Thus the obtained interaction energy E2(λ, α−1, β) − 2E1(λ, α−1, β = 0)

consists of both the interaction between the two vortices in homogeneous limit and the

maximized effect of inhomogeneity. Since it is difficult to separate the inhomogeneity effect
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and the interaction, we will consider only limited cases of two superimposed vortices on the

top of a single cylindrically symmetric Gaussian inhomogeneous part (2.24) and discuss the

interaction energy

E2(λ, α−1, β)− 2E1(λ, α−1, β) (4.10)

including impurity effect in what follows. The solid curve in Figure 28 says that the inter-

action energy E2 − 2E1 for two superimposed vortices is negative in weak coupling regime

λ < 1, zero in critical coupling λ = 1, and positive in strong coupling regime λ > 1 in the

presence of the inhomogeneity σ(r) of Gaussian shape (2.24). These three cases correspond

to attractive interaction, vanishing interaction in the BPS limit, and repulsive interaction

between the two superimposed inhomogeneous vortices, respectively. In strong coupling

regime (λ > 1), comparison of the solid and dashed curves implies possible tendency that

the amount of interaction energy is decreased by the inhomogeneity. This weaker repulsion

implies more probable generation of the vortex-impurity composite of larger vorticity at each

impurity site. Therefore, a dirty type II superconducting sample allows more penetration of

magnetic field and becomes less diamagnetic.

Figure 28: A graph of interaction energy E2 − 2E1 for various quartic scalar coupling λ with

fixed size and depth parameters α−1 =
√
20 and β = 1. Dashed curve denotes interaction

energy E2 − 2E1 of the homogeneous counterparts for comparison.
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When size parameter α−1 varies from small to large with keeping quartic scalar coupling

λ and depth parameter β, the radii of n = 2 superimposed vortices also increase as n = 1

vortex. Comparison of the size parameter α−1 to dependency of the quartic scalar coupling

λ, λ = 0.5 for Figure 29-(a) and λ = 1.5 for Figure 29-(b), exhibits competition of two

interaction scales.

(a) (b)

Figure 29: Amplitudes of the complex scalar field of n = 2 vortices for two quartic scalar

couplings (a) λ = 0.5 and (b) λ = 1.5 for Gaussian inhomogeneous part with various values

of the size parameter α−1 and fixed depth parameter β = 1. The homogeneous counterpart

with zero depth parameter β = 0 is plotted as dotted curves for comparison.

Similarity in the profiles of scalar amplitude between n = 1 and n = 2 inhomogeneous

vortices leads to the similar distribution of magnetic field B(r) and energy density −T t
t (r)

as shown in Figure 30-(a)–(d).
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 30: Magnetic fields B of n = 2 vortices for two quartic scalar couplings (a) λ = 0.5

and (b) λ = 1.5 and energy density −T t
t of n = 2 vortices for two quartic scalar couplings

(c) λ = 0.5 and (d) λ = 1.5 for Gaussian inhomogeneous part with various values of the

size parameter α−1 and fixed depth parameter β = 1. The homogeneous counterparts of

magnetic field and energy density with zero depth parameter β = 0 are given by dotted

curves for comparison.

The net energy of n = 2 superimposed inhomogeneous vortices is always smaller than

that of n = 2 BPS vortices for the quartic scalar coupling less than the critical value λ < 1,
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E2(λ < 1, α−1, β) < E2(λ = 1, α−1, β) and is always greater than that for the quartic scalar

coupling larger than the critical value λ > 1. As the size parameter α−1 increases from zero,

the corresponding energy gap |E2(λ, α−1, β) − 2(2πv20)| decreases from the largest energy

gap in the homogeneous limit shown by a blue-colored dots on the dotted horizontal lines

in Figure 31-(a)–(b), irrespective of the values of quartic scalar coupling λ (λ ̸= 1).

(a) (b)

Figure 31: The energy of an n = 2 vortex E2(λ, α−1, 1) for various values of the size parameter

α−1 of Gaussian inhomogeneous part with fixed depth parameter β = 1 for two quartic

scalar couplings (a) λ = 0.5 < 1 and (b) λ = 1.5 > 1. The homogeneous counterpart

with zero depth parameter β = 0 is plotted by a dotted horizontal line and the energy

E2(λ = 1, α−1, β) = 4πv20 of a BPS vortex is given by a dashed line for comparison.

The net energy E2 of n = 2 superimposed inhomogeneous vortices obtained through numer-

ical works consists of the rest energy of two n = 1 vortices and their 2-body interaction in

the presence of common cylindrically symmetric inhomogeneity σ(r) (2.24). Thus possible

interaction energy may be read as energy difference E2(λ, α−1, β)− 2E1(λ, α−1, β) in (4.10)

whilst contamination due to inhomogeneity cannot be extracted. The 2-body interaction

is always attractive for λ < 1, e.g. λ = 0.5 shown by the blue-colored curve, and more

repulsive for λ > 1, e.g. λ = 1.5 shown by the red-colored curve, than the homogeneous

case shown by the dashed horizontal line in Figure 32, irrespective of the size of inhomo-

geneous region. As size parameter α−1 increases, absolute value of the 2-body interaction

energy |E2−2E1| (4.10) seems to have decreasing tendency for both λ < 1 and λ > 1. Hence

the modulation effect to decrease interaction energy increases as the inhomogeneous region

grows.

54



Figure 32: Interaction energy E2 − 2E1 of n = 2 inhomogeneous vortices superimposed at

the center of inhomogeneity for quartic scalar couplings λ = 0.5 and λ = 1.5 and for various

size parameter α−1 with fixed depth parameter β = 1. Dashed horizontal line stands for

interaction energy of two homogeneous vortices for comparison.

When depth parameter β varies with keeping quartic scalar coupling λ and size parameter

α−1, the profiles of scalar amplitude of n = 2 inhomogeneous vortices in Figure 33 show

qualitatively the same behavior of those of n = 1 inhomogeneous vortices in Figure 22 except

for the more convex behavior near the origin, that is consistent with the leading behavior

of scalar amplitude |ϕ|(r) ∝ rn (4.3).
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(a) (b)

Figure 33: Amplitudes of the complex scalar field of n = 2 vortices for two quartic scalar

couplings, (a) λ = 0.5 and (b) λ = 1.5, for Gaussian inhomogeneous part with various values

of the depth parameter β and fixed size parameter α−1 =
√
20 ≈ 4.47. The homogeneous

counterpart with zero depth parameter β = 0 is plotted as a dotted curve for comparison.

The aforementioned slight variation of scalar amplitude of n = 2 vortices about the origin

does not affect the characteristic shapes of magnetic field B(r) in Figure 34-(a)–(b) and

energy density −T t
t (r) of the red- and green- colored curves in Figure 34-(c)–(d) in compar-

ison with those of n = 1 vortices in Figure 23-(a)–(b). On the other hand, the blue-colored

curves of energy density −T t
t in Figure 34-(a)–(b) have ring shapes with a positive local

minimum at the origin and show qualitative difference from those of n = 1 vortices in Fig-

ure 23-(a)–(b), which have a global maximum at the origin. These two different shapes of

magnetic field depending on depth parameter β can be reconciled by the behavior of gauge

field near the origin (4.4) whose expansion results in the subleading term of magnetic field

as

B(r) =
ℏ
g

1

r

dA

dr
≈ ℏ

gλ2
L

[
2an0 +

1

2
(α2β − ϕ2

n0δn1)
( r

λL

)2

+ · · ·
]
. (4.11)

For the vortices of unit vorticity n = 1, magnetic field becomes convex when β > ϕ2
10/α

2,

and, for those of n ≥ 2, it becomes convex when β > 0.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 34: Magnetic fields B of n = 2 vortices for two quartic scalar couplings (a) λ = 0.5

and (b) λ = 1.5 and energy density −T t
t of n = 2 vortices for two quartic scalar couplings (c)

λ = 0.5 and (d) λ = 1.5 for Gaussian inhomogeneous part with various values of the depth

parameter β and fixed size parameter α−1 =
√
20 ≈ 4.47. The homogeneous counterparts

of magnetic field and energy density with zero depth parameter β = 0 are given by dotted

curves for comparison.

The total energy of the two vortices superimposed on top of the Gaussian inhomogeneity

also depend on depth parameter β for any quartic scalar coupling λ except for the critical
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value λ = 1 of the BPS case. It is smaller than that of two BPS vortices E2 = 4πv20 for

λ < 1 and greater for λ > 1 at every value of the depth parameter β as shown in Figure

35-(a)–(b). The absolute value of the energy gap |E2(λ, α−1, β) − 4πv20| has the smallest

value in the vicinity of β = 1 similar to the case of a single vortex as in Figure 24. As

already discussed for n = 1 vortices, the extremum value near β = 1 for n = 2 vortices lacks

reasonable explanation. Nevertheless, if it is found, the explanation is possibly common.

(a) (b)

Figure 35: The energy of an n = 2 vortex E2(λ,
√
20, β) for various values of the depth

parameter β of Gaussian inhomogeneous part with fixed size parameter α−1 =
√
20 ≈ 4.47

for two quartic scalar couplings (a) λ = 0.5 < 1 and (b) λ = 1.5 > 1.

For given quartic scalar coupling, e.g. λ = 0.5 < 1 or λ = 1.5 > 1, the interaction

energy E2 − 2E1 (4.10) is plotted for various depth parameter β with a fixed size parameter

α−1 =
√
20 as shown in Figure 36. Though extraction of sole effect to 2-body interaction due

to inhomogeneity is impossible for these n = 2 inhomogeneous vorticees superimposed at the

center of inhomogeneity, the interaction of the two superimposed inhomogeneous vortices

is always attractive for λ = 0.5 < 1 as shown by the blue-colored curve and repulsive for

λ = 1.5 > 1 as shown by the red-colored curve. As the depth parameter β increases absolute

value of interaction energy |E2 − 2E1| decreases for every non-unity quartic scalar coupling

λ ̸= 1.
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Figure 36: Interaction energy E2 − 2E1 of two inhomogeneous vortices superimposed at the

center of inhomogeneity for quartic scalar couplings, λ = 0.5 and λ = 1.5, and for various

depth parameter β with fixed size parameter α−1 =
√
20 ≈ 4.47. Dashed horizontal line

means zero interaction energy of two BPS vortices for comparison.

Since the main tool of this paper is numerical computation, it is timely to comment on

the accuracy here. In the BPS limit of critical quartic scalar coupling λ = 1, exact values

of the energy En(1, α−1, β) = 2πv20|n| is obtained analytically irrespective of the shape of

inhomogeneous part σ(x) (2.4) if localized (2.5). Maximum errors

∣∣∣∣En(λ = 1, α−1, β)

2πv20|n|
− 1

∣∣∣∣
of the numerical data are estimated to be of order O(10−4) for inhomogeneous vacuum,

O(10−3) for n = 1 vortex, and O(10−4) for n = 2 superimposed vortices.

If the values of the net energy of n = 3 inhomogeneous vortices superimposed at the

origin are evaluated for two typical cases of quartic scalar couplings λ = 0.5 and 1.5, fixed

size parameter α−1 =
√
20, and fixed depth parameter β = 1, numerical data imply that

interaction among the three vortices is again attractive E3−3E1 = −0.187(2πv20) < 0 for λ =

0.5 < 1 and repulsive E3−3E1 = 0.096(2πv20) > 0 for λ = 1.5 > 1 as expected. Nevertheless,

additional effect of mutual interaction among more than mutual two vortex interaction can

possibly be discussed by excess interaction energy of three overlapped vortices E3 − 3E1
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subtracted by the sum of three 2-body interaction energies 3(E2 − 2E1)

(E3 − 3E1)− 3(E2 − 2E1) = E3 − 3E2 + 3E1. (4.12)

Though the sign of the value of the proposed 3-body interaction (4.12) are flipped as E3 −
3E2 + 3E1 = 0.0139(2πv20) > 0 for λ = 0.5 < 1 and E3 − 3E2 + 3E1 = −0.00174(2πv20) > 0 for

λ = 1.5 > 1, existence of the net 3-body interaction is not feasible because their absolute

values of excess energy are too small to conclude in comparison with numerical error.

In inhomogeneous field theories, interaction between two objects, e.g. two vortices,

involves the affection of inhomogeneous part to each object in addition to the interaction

between the two objects. Therefore, the two objects need to be separated and irregularity

of inhomogeneous part without cylindrical symmetry is required for systematic study of two

inhomogeneous objects [28, 32].

When Gaussian type inhomogeneous part (3.21)–(3.22) takes the delta function limit,

the field behaviors of the vortices of vorticity n near the origin vary

|ϕ|(r) = f0v0

( r

λL

)n+λη
[
1− λ

8(n+ λη + 1)

( r

λL

)2

+ · · ·
]
, (4.13)

A(r) = − λη − f 2
0

4(n+ λη + 1)

( r

λL

)2(n+λη+1)

+ · · · , (4.14)

where n+λη ≥ 0. The U(1) gauge field becomes singular at the origin not because of vortic-

ity n but because of nonzero effective vorticity λη. Then the corresponding magnetic field

B possesses both a delta function type singular configuration and a continuous distribution

B(r) ≈ ℏ
g

[
λη

δ(r)

r
− f 2

0

2λ2
L

( r

λL

)2(n+λη)

+ · · ·
]
. (4.15)

The magnetic flux (2.30) carried by the vortex-impurity composite consists of two contri-

butions, one from n vortices and the other from delta function type impurity, e.g. lattice,

of continuous strength λη,

ΦB =
2πℏ
g

(n+ λη). (4.16)

Energy density near the origin also consists of singular delta function pieces and continuous

nonsingular part. Interaction energy of this vortex-impurity composite, e.g. vortex-lattice

composite, in a dirty superconducting sample of nonzero λη is attractive but increased in

weak coupling regime (λ < 1) and positive but decreased in strong coupling regime (λ > 1).

The obtained results with the aforementioned discussions on energetics in relation with

Figure 18 may provide a plausible field theoretic elucidation of possible flux-pinning at every

lattice site, that is related to imperfect diamagnetism in conventional type II superconducting

samples [25, 26]. If a delta function bump of negative depth parameter β < 0 is considered,

n + λη can become negative. Hence the scalar field diverges at the origin as |ϕ| ∼ r−|n+λη|

and no regular solution is allowed.
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5 Conclusions and Discussions

We have studied the abelian Higgs model with a magnetic impurity term for spatial inhomo-

geneity. Quartic scalar coupling does not have only the critical value λ = 1 for the BPS limit

but also arbitrary value λ ̸= 1 for realistic phenomena. The propagation speed vp of com-

plex scalar field can be either nonrelativistic or relativistic. Meanwhile we take into account

only static configurations, the obtained results are applicable at both regimes. Cylindri-

cally symmetric vacuum and vortex solutions are found by solving numerically the coupled

Euler-Lagrange equations in the presence of Gaussian type inhomogeneity controlled by the

two dimensionless parameters, the size parameter α−1 and depth parameter β, including

the limit of delta function.

Once inhomogeneity is introduced, the Higgs vacuum of constant scalar field ϕ = v0 and

trivial gauge field can be neither a solution nor the minimum energy configuration. For a

given set of the fixed quartic scalar coupling and the fixed size and depth parameters of

the Gaussian inhomogeneous part, a cylindrically symmetric nontrivial solution with zero

vorticity is identified as the electrically neutral symmetry-broken vacuum since the added

positive impurity energy is lowered maximally through the spatial modulation of the scalar

and gauge fields by nonlinear interaction. Magnetic field and energy density of the vacuum

configuration depend on spatial coordinates but its magnetic flux is left to be zero. As

the three parameters consisting of the quartic scalar coupling and the two size and depth

parameters vary, profiles of scalar amplitude, magnetic field, and energy density change

accordingly. The energy of the obtained vacuum solution is strictly zero in the BPS limit

of the critical quartic scalar coupling λ = 1 for arbitrary localized inhomogeneous part

and, away from the BPS limit, is proportional to the quartic scalar coupling. Therefore,

in weak coupling regime 0 ≤ λ < 1, the sign of vacuum energy becomes negative due to

an over-cancellation of the positive impurity energy, and, in strong coupling regime λ > 1,

it becomes positive due to a under-cancellation of the positive impurity energy irrespective

of the shape of Gaussian inhomogeneous part. This negativity or positivity of the vacuum

energy in inhomogeneous abelian Higgs model of arbitrary quartic scalar coupling relative

to the zero energy of constant Higgs vacuum in the homogeneous abelian Higgs model

is a measurable energy gap detected by experiments. It suggests that the types I and II

of conventional superconductors can be distinguished by its vacuum structure through an

addition of some impurities in local regions. In the two-dimensional delta function limit from

a Gaussian dip, the solution of nonsingular scalar profile possesses a component of infinite

magnetic field and energy density concentrated at the site. The corresponding configuration

can be interpreted as an inhomogeneous vacuum with an infinitely thin string-like impurity,

e.g. lattice, which carries continuous magnetic flux. Its energy is finite while its sign is
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negative for weak coupling (λ < 1), zero for critical coupling (λ = 1), and positive for

strong coupling (λ > 1). Thus this non-zero magnetic flux penetrating the superconducting

sample at each lattice site can explain field-theoretically the imperfect diamagnetism of dirty

superconductors.

The impurity-driven vortex configurations are modulated by inhomogeneity through

nonlinear interactions, pushing the vortex profiles outward and resulting in ring-shaped

magnetic fields and energy densities. Although the local quantities are modified by the

quartic scalar coupling and the inhomogeneity, the electrical neutrality and the quantized

magnetic flux remain identical to the homogeneous case. Numerical results show that vor-

tex energy includes an impurity contribution, matching the rest energy of an isolated vortex

at the BPS limit λ = 1. It gives insights on diamagnetism in the type I and II supercon-

ductivity: When the quartic scalar coupling is weak (λ < 1), the increased rest energy

compared to the homogeneous case energetically disfavors vortex-impurity composite. It is

consistent with the perfect diamagnetism observed in conventional type I superconductivity.

Conversely, for strong coupling (λ > 1), the decreased rest energy compared to the homoge-

neous case energetically favors vortex-impurity composite. This explains consistency of the

imperfect diamagnetism in conventional type II superconductivity. As the inhomogeneous

part increases its size and depth in strong coupling regime (λ > 1), the positive interaction

energy between two superimposed vortices decreases and this energetics dictates two inho-

mogeneous vortices less repulsive. This weaker repulsion implies more probable generation

of the vortex-impurity composite of larger vorticity at each impurity site. Therefore, a dirty

type II superconducting sample allows more penetration of magnetic field and becomes less

diamagnetic. In the delta function limit of Gaussian inhomogeneous part, the vorticity n of

the vortices shifts to nonnegative n+λη and carries the magnetic flux ΦB = 2πℏ(n+λη)/g.

Interaction energy of this vortex-impurity composite, e.g. vortex-lattice composite, in a

dirty superconducting sample of nonzero λη is attractive but increased in weak coupling

regime (λ < 1) and positive but decreased in strong coupling regime (λ > 1). This provides

a plausible field theoretic elucidation of possible flux-pinning at every lattice site, that is

related to imperfect diamagnetism in conventional type II superconducting samples. The

feasibility of the interaction between two vortices can only be achieved after the study of two

separated vortices located at two separated inhomogeneous sites. Three-body interaction

remains inconclusive and awaits further accurate numerical studies.

For non-critical scalar couplings λ ̸= 1 in the abelian Higgs model, introduction of inho-

mogeneous part with magnetic impurity term shows a universal tendency to reduce the net

interaction effect irrespective of attractive or repulsive nature. This universal tendency of

decreasing interaction effect is consistent with our daily experiences and is clearly related to

usual observations of the blunt signals due to impurities in contaminated condensed matter
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samples in comparison with the theoretically expected clean signals in the assumed pure

samples. To establish the proposed universality of this tendency, this plausible explanation

on the basis of energetics in the context of inhomogeneous field theories should be tested in

numerous samples in comparison to the theoretical predictions. Along this direction, theo-

retical studies for the various shapes of inhomogeneous functions, other than the Gaussian

type with a limit of delta function, are important, that include the exponential decay, e.g.,

a hyperbolic tangent, or the power decay, e.g., a Lorentzian type, as the impurity functions

in controlled manner. To accumulate the compared data for diversified impurities, defects,

disorders, etc., by doping, imperfect growth of samples, junctions of heterogeneous materi-

als, etc, it may also be necessary to make other couplings, e.g. the quartic scalar coupling,

inhomogeneous.

An abelian gauge field of electromagnetism is considered in the current work. It would

be beneficial to gain more wisdom by taking into account alternative kinetic terms or by

extending gauge symmetry. For the former, the Chern-Simons term is the first candidate

for planar physics [33, 34, 35, 22] with various shapes of the sextic scalar potential for

non-BPS cases, which is applicable to the fractional quantum Hall effect [36] or anyon

superconductivity [37]. For the latter, extension to U(1)N or non-abelian gauge symmetry

is natural as in the Janus theory [1, 2, 4, 3, 5, 6] and in the mass-deformed ABJM theory

[7, 8, 9, 10]. Particularly, the U(1)×U(1) gauge theory is intriguing in relation for a possible

origin of the inhomogeneity and the magnetic impurity term.

Two final comments on experiments and tractability are in order. The inhomogeneous

abelian Higgs model of our consideration is not enough to be the field theory of conventional

superconductors of an s-wave order parameter, which contain some impurities, but several

intriguing nonperturbative properties induced by the localized impurities, e.g., a delta func-

tion type for lattice, have been figured out. The achieved nonperturbative properties may

shed light toward the field theoretic description of contaminated condensed matter samples,

e.g. dirty superconductor. In comparison to the homogeneous field theory, a field theoretic

introduction of inhomogeneity through the change of a constant coupling to the correspond-

ing x-dependent function was naively expected to lead to the significant increase of difficulty

in the calculations, however it is not the case at least in the tree level except for increase

of the amount of tedious numerical computation due to increase of the number of classified

cases in order to explain diversified realistic phenomena. This observation suggests a hint

on tractability of inhomogeneous field theories.
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