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ON THE FIRST CRITICAL FIELD IN THE 3D GINZBURG-LANDAU
MODEL OF SUPERCONDUCTIVITY

CARLOS ROMAN

ABSTRACT. The Ginzburg-Landau model is a phenomenological description of super-
conductivity. A crucial feature of type-II superconductors is the occurrence of vortices,
which appear above a certain value of the applied magnetic field called the first critical
field. In this paper we estimate this value, when the Ginzburg-Landau parameter is
large, and we characterize the behavior of the Meissner solution, the unique vortexless
configuration that globally minimizes the Ginzburg-Landau energy below the first criti-
cal field. In addition, we show that beyond this value, for a certain range of the strength
of the applied field, there exists a unique Meissner-type solution that locally minimizes
the energy.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Problem and background. Superconductors are certain metals and alloys, which,
when cooled down below a critical (typically very low) temperature, lose their resistivity,
which allows permanent currents to circulate without loss of energy. Superconductivity
was discovered by Ohnes in 1911. As a phenomenological description of this phenom-
enon, Ginzburg and Landau [GL50] introduced in 1950 the Ginzburg-Landau model of
superconductivity, which has been proven to effectively predict the behavior of supercon-
ductors and that was subsequently justified as a limit of the Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer
(BCS) quantum theory [BCS57]. It is a model of great importance in physics, with Nobel
prizes awarded for it to Abrikosov, Ginzburg, and Landau.

The Ginzburg-Landau functional, which models the state of a superconducting sample
in an applied magnetic field, assuming that the temperature is fixed and below the critical
one, is

1 1 1
G, A) =5 [ IVaul? + 55—l + 5 /R H — Ho?.

Here

e O is a bounded domain of R?, that we assume to be simply connected with C?
boundary.

o u : Q) — C is called the order parameter. Its modulus squared (the density of
Cooper pairs of superconducting electrons in the BCS quantum theory) indicates
the local state of the superconductor: where |u|? ~ 1 the material is in the super-
conducting phase, where |u|*> ~ 0 in the normal phase.
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e A:R3 — R3 is the electromagnetic vector potential of the induced magnetic field
H = curl A.

e V4 denotes the covariant gradient V — ¢ A.

o H, :R3>— R3is a given external (or applied) magnetic field.

e ¢ > ( is the inverse of the Ginzburg-Landau parameter usually denoted s, a non-
dimensional parameter depending only on the material. We will be interested in
the regime of small €, corresponding to extreme type-II superconductors.

A key physical feature of this type of superconductors is the occurrence of co-dimension
2 topological singularities called vortices, which appear above a certain critical value of
the strength of the applied field hey := || Hex|| 12(0,r8)- There are three main critical values
of hex or critical fields H,,, H.,, and H.,, for which phase transitions occur.

e Below H., = O(|loge|), the superconductor is everywhere in its superconducting
phase, i.e. |u| is uniformly close to 1, and the applied field is expelled by the
material due to the occurrence of supercurrents near 0€2. This phenomenon is
known as the Meissner effect.

e At H.,, the first vortice(s) appear and the applied field penetrates the supercon-
ductor through the vortice(s).

e Between H,., and H.,, the superconducting and normal phases coexist in the sam-
ple. As h. increases, so does the number of vortices. The vortices repeal each
other, while the external magnetic field confines them inside the sample.

e At H,=0 (5%), the superconductivity is lost in the bulk of the sample.

e Between H,., and H,.,, superconductivity persists only near the boundary.

e Above H., = O (5%), the applied magnetic field completely penetrates the sample
and the superconductivity is lost, i.e. u = 0.

The Ginzburg-Landau model is known to be a U(1)-gauge theory. This means that all
the meaningful physical quantities are invariant under the gauge transformations

u— ue®, A~ A+ Vo,

where ¢ is any real-valued function in H2_(R?®). The Ginzburg-Landau energy and its

loc
associated free energy
1 1
F(u, 4) = §/Q|VAU\2+ S5 (1= [ + | cunl 4]

are gauge invariant, as well as the density of superconducting Cooper pairs |u|?, the in-
duced magnetic field H, and the vorticity, defined, for any sufficiently regular configuration
(u, A), as

w(u, A) = curl(iu, V qu) + curl A,

where (-, ) denotes the scalar product in C identified with R? i.e. (a,b) = El’%‘”g This

quantity is the gauge-invariant version of the Jacobian determinant of u and is the ana-
logue of the vorticity of a fluid. For further physics background on the model, we refer to

[Tin96, DG9Y).
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The main purpose of this paper is to give a precise estimate of H., and to characterize
the behavior of global minimizers of GL. below this value in 3D. The analysis of H,., or

higher applied fields requires completely different techniques. The interested reader can
refer to [GP99, FH10, FK13, FKP13] and references therein.

The first critical field is (rigorously) defined by the fact that below H,., global minimizers
of the Ginzburg-Landau functional do not have vortices, while they do for applied fields
whose strength is higher than H.,. In the 2D setting, Sandier and Serfaty (see [Ser99,
SS00, SS03,SS07]) provided an expansion of the first critical field, up to an error o(1) as
€ — 0, and rigorously characterized the behavior of global minimizers of the Ginzburg-
Landau functional below and near this value. Conversely, in 3D much less is known. Very
recently Baldo, Jerrard, Orlandi, and Soner [BJOS13|, via a I'-convergence argument,
provided the asymptotic leading order value of the first critical field as e — 0 (see also
[BJOS12] for related results). In short, in a uniform applied field, they proved that if
(ue, A.) minimizes G'L.(u., A.) then there exists a measure jy such that

N(usa A6>

— pup ase—0
[Toge]

in weak sense (the precise type of convergence can be found in [BJOS13, Proposition 1]).
Moreover, there exists a constant H* such that if lim._, % < H* then py = 0, while

po # 0 if liminf. o @ > H*. This result gives H., up to an error o(|loge|) as e — 0
and agrees with previous work by Alama, Bronsard, and Montero [ABMO6] in the special

when € is a ball. An intermediate situation, when the superconducting sample is a thin
shell, was treated in [Conll].

Before stating our results, let us recall the three-dimensional e-level estimates for the
Ginzburg-Landau functional provided by the author in [Rom17]. These tools will play a
crucial role in this paper.

Theorem 1.1. For any m,n,M > 0 there exist C,eq > 0 depending only on m,n, M,
and OS2, such that, for any e < o, if (u., A.) € HY(Q,C) x H'(Q,R?) is a configuration
such that F.(u., Ac) < M|loge|™ then there exists a polyhedral 1-dimensional current v.
such that

(1) v./m is integer multiplicity,

(2) dve = 0 relative to €,

(3) supp(ve) C S,. € Q with |S,.| < C|loge|™?, where g(m, n) := 2(m +n),

C

~ Jloge[™’

1 1 1
(4) / |V A ue)® + (1= luc?)? + | curl A.> > |v|(Q) <log — — C'loglog —)
S,. 2e 3 €

(5) and for any v € (0,1] there exists a constant C., depending only on v and OS2, such
that

Fo(ue, Ag) + 1

e Ae) =l < O
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Here and in the rest of the paper, C’COF’V(Q) denotes the space of vector fields ® € C%7(Q)
such that ® x v = 0 on 0f2, where v is the outer unit normal to 9€2. The symbol * denotes
its dual space.

1.2. Main results. Throughout this article we assume that H,, € L2 _(R3 R3) is such

loc
that div H,, = 0 in R®. In particular, we deduce that there exists a vector-potential

A € HL _(R3 R?) such that

loc
curl Ay = Hey, divAee =0in R? and  Ae - v =0 on 9.

Let us define Hyex = h ! H,., and assume that this vector field is Holder continuous in
Q) with Holder exponent S € (0,1] and Hélder norm bounded independently of . In
particular, note that || Hoex|/z2(ors) = 1. It is also convenient to set Agex = hlAex.

We remark that the divergence-free assumption on the applied magnetic field is in accor-
dance with the fact that magnetic monopoles do not exist in Maxwell’s electromagnetism
theory.

The natural space for the minimization of GL. in 3D is H'(Q, C) x [Acx + Heun, where
Hew = {A € H. (R} R?) | curl 4 € L*(R* R*)}.

Let us also introduce the homogeneous Sobolev space H'(R?, R?), which is defined as the
completion of C§°(R?, R?) with respect to the norm ||V (- )||r2rsrs). We observe that, by
Sobolev embedding, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

(1.1) [ Al Lo (re r2) < Cl| VAl L2(gs r3)
for any A € H'(R? R3). Moreover, by [KS91, Proposition 2.4], we have
HYR3 R?) = {A e LS(R? R%) | VA € L*(R® R®)}.
It is also convenient to define the subspace
HL. _,:={Ae HY(R?R? | divA =0 in R*}.
In this subspace, one has

(1.2) [Allz = VAl L2@s rsy = || curl Al 2 s ).

Let us now define a special vortexless configuration that turns out to be a good ap-
proximation of the so-called Meissner solution, i.e. the vortexless global minimizer of the
Ginzburg-Landau energy below the first critical field, which, as we shall see, is unique
up to a gauge transformation. By recalling that any vector field A € H'(2,R3) can be
decomposed as (see Lemma 2.2)

A = curlBy+V¢, in
Baxv = 0 on 0f2
Voa-v = A-v on 0f2,
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we consider the pair (ug, hexAp), Where ug = e?40 and A is the unique minimizer (in
a suitable space) of the functional

1 1
J(A):—/|curlBA|2+—/ | curl(A — Age.)|?.
2 (9] 2 R3 ’

This special configuration satisfies the following properties:
[ ] GLE(U(), hoxAO) = thJ(Ao) and ‘UO‘ =11in Q.
e Hy = curl Aq satisfies the usually called London equation

CUI'12(H0 — HO,CX) + H(]XQ =0 in R3,

where yq denotes the characteristic function of 2.
e The divergence-free vector field By = By, € C2”(Q, R?) satisfies

—ABQ—I—BQ = HO,eX in Q
Byoxv = 0 on 0f).

This vector field is the analog of the function &y, considered by Sandier and Serfaty
in the analysis of the first critical field in 2D (see [Ser99, Ser99b, SS00,SS03]). We
shall see that Bj plays an important role in our 3D analysis.

In addition, this pair allows us to split the Ginzburg-Landau energy of a given configu-
ration (u, A). More precisely, by writing «' = uy'u and A’ = A — heAg, one can prove
that (see Proposition 3.1)

1
GL.(u, A) = h2 J(Ay) + F.(u', A") + 3 /

| curl A'|* — hex/ w(u', A') A By + Ry,
R3\Q

Q
where Ry = o(1), in particular, when h is bounded above by a negative power of |loge|.
Let me emphasize that one of the achievement of this paper is to find the right pair
(uo, hexAp) to split the energy, which then allows to implement (almost) the same strate-
gies as in 2D.

By combining this splitting with the optimal e-level estimates of Theorem 1.1, we find

1 1 1
GL.(u 4) 2 W2T(As) + gl02J) (1o 2 — Clogiog )

1
+—/ \curlA’\2—hCX/l/é/\Bo—i-o(l),
2 Jra\o 0

where v/ denotes the 1-current associated to (u', A’) by Theorem 1.1. By construction of

V. (see [Roml7, Section 5.2]), we can write

€
V= Z 2L,
iel.
where the sum is understood in the sense of currents, I. is a finite set of indices, and I’
is an oriented Lipschitz curve in €2 with multiplicity 1. Each of these curves, which are
non-necessarily distinct, does not self intersect and is either a loop contained in {2 or has
two different endpoints on 02. We will denote by X the class of Lipschitz curves, seen as
1-currents, described here.
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Inserting this expression in the previous inequality, allows us to heuristically derive the
leading order of the first critical field:

0 ._
2 Bolls

|logel,

where

1
1.3 Bylls :=su 7/F/\Bl.
( ) || 0” FE)I?_ |F‘(Q) 0 0

In Proposition 4.1, we compute this value in a special case.

We may now state our first result, that characterizes the behavior of global minimizers
of GL. below H Bl. In the 2D setting, an analogous result was proved by Sandier and
Serfaty (see [SS00, Theorem 1]).

Theorem 1.2. There exist constants g, Ko > 0 such that for any ¢ < g9 and hexy <
H? — Kylog |logel, the global minimizers (u., A:) of GLe in H'(Q, C) X [Aex + Heyn] are
vortexless configurations that satisfy

thJ(A(]) + 0(1) S GLE(UE, As) S thJ(Ao) and ||1 — ‘ue‘HLoo(Q’(c) = 0(1)

It is important to mention that in the proof of this theorem we use the fact that
solutions of the Ginzburg-Landau equations (see Section 2.3), in the Coulomb gauge,
satisfy a clearing-out result proved by Chiron [Chi05]. Roughly speaking, this states that
if the energy of a solution in a ball (with center in Q) intersected with € is sufficiently
small, then |u| is uniformly away from 0 in a ball of half radius intersected with €. The
proof given by Chiron relies on monotonicity formulas, and is very much inspired by
previous work by Bethuel, Orlandi, and Smets [BOS04]. The interested reader can refer

to [Riv95,LR99,LR01,BBO01,SS17] for results in the same spirit.

Our second result provides bounds from above and below for the first critical field in
3D.

Theorem 1.3. There exist constants g, Ko, K1 > 0 such that for any ¢ < g9 we have
HY) — Kylog|loge| < H., < H? + K;.

In particular, these inequalities show that indeed H? is the leading order of H., as
e — 0. Of course this agrees with the previously mentioned result by Baldo, Jerrard,
Orlandi, and Soner within their framework (i.e. when H .y is taken to be a fixed unit
vector). The author strongly believes that, as ¢ — 0,

H. = H} +0(1).

To prove this result, one needs to avoid the uncertainty of order O(log|logel) in the
lower bound for H., of Theorem 1.2. To accomplish this, it is crucially important to
characterize, near the first critical field, the behavior of the vorticity p(u, A) of global
minimizers of GL.. We plan to address this question in future work.

!The notation used here is explained in the preliminaries (see Section 2).
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Our next result shows that beyond the first critical field there exists a locally minimizing
vortexless configuration. A similar result was proved by Serfaty in 2D (see [Ser99b,
Theorem 1]).

Theorem 1.4. Let o € (0, %) There exists eg > 0 such that, for any e < €g, if hexy < 7%
then there exists a vortezless configuration (ue, Ac) = (ugul, hexAg + AL) € HY(Q,C) x
[Aex + Hl o] with AL - v =0 on 0Q, which locally minimizes GL. in H' (2, C) X [Aey +
Heun). In addition, it satisfies the following properties:
(1) h2 J(Ao) + o(1) < GLe(ue, As) < W2 J(Ag) and ||1 — |ue|| L) = o(1).
(2) The configuration (u., AL) satisfies
: il .
961[{)1,1;@ |uz — €| i ac) + ||A€]|Hdluv:O —0 ase—0.
(3) Up to a gauge transformation, (u., Ac) converges to (ug, hexAo). More precisely, we
have

Gel[ggw] ||u5 —e uOHHl(Q,(C) + ||Ae — heXAOHHclliV:O —0 ase—0.

Let us point out that in Remark 5.1 we explain why we require o < é

Our last result concerns the uniqueness, up to a gauge transformation, of locally mini-
mizing vortexless configurations.

Theorem 1.5. Let a,c € (0,1). There exists g > 0 such that, for any e < €, if hex <
e~ then a configuration (u, A) which locally minimizes GL. in H'(,C) x [Aex + Hewrl)
and satisfies |u| > ¢ and F.(u',A") < &% for some § > 0, is unique up to a gauge
transformation.

Remark 1.1. The assumption that F.(u', A’) < &' for some § > 0 plays a crucial
role in the proof of this result. In Proposition A.2, we prove that if a € (O, i) then thus
condition is implied by the other assumptions of this theorem provided that G L.(u, A) <
G L. (ug, hex Ao) = h2 J(Ay), i.e. uniqueness holds without assuming that F.(u', A’) < g!+°
for some 0 > 0 if the Ginzburg-Landau energy of the vortexless local minimizer is below the
energy of (ug, hexAo). We observe that this condition is satisfied by the locally minimizing
solution of Theorem 1.4.

Let us also note that if o > i then the strateqy of the proof of Proposition A.2 fails. For
this reason, we are able to guaranty the uniqueness of the locally minimizing vortexless
configuration of Theorem 1.4 only if a < i.

Finally, let us emphasize that this uniqueness result allows to conclude that the lo-
cally minimizing configuration of Theorem 1.4 is, indeed, up to a gauge transformation,
the unique global minimizer of the Ginzburg-Landau energy below the first critical field.
Therefore Theorem 1.4, in particular, provides a detailed characterization of the behavior
of the Meissner solution.

Thus, we prove that below the first critical field, up to a gauge transformation, the
Meissner solution is the unique global minimizer of GL.. Beyond this value, at least up
to hex = 0(5_%), a Meissner-type solution continues to exists as a local minimizer of the
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Ginzburg-Landau energy. This solution is unique, up to a gauge transformation, at least
up to hex = 0(5_5). Since this branch of vortexless solutions remains stable, in the process
of raising hey vortices should not appear at H,.,, but rather at a critical value of h, called
the superheating field Hg,, at which the Meissner-type solution becomes unstable. It is
expected that Hg, = O(e™'). The interested reader can refer to [Xial6] and references
therein for further details.

Outline of the paper. The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we
introduce some basic quantities and notation, describe two Hodge-type decompositions,
and present some classical results in Ginzburg-Landau theory. In Section 3 we define
the approximation of the Meissner solution, split the Ginzburg-Landau energy, and prove
Theorem 1.2. In Section 4 we present the proof of Theorem 1.3 and compute || By, in
a special case. Section 5 contains the proof of Theorem 1.4 and Section 6 the proof of
Theorem 1.5. Appendix A is devoted to prove some improved estimates for locally mini-
mizing configurations, that allow to obtain the uniqueness of the Meissner-type solution
of Theorem 1.4 for a < i, as a consequence of Theorem 1.5.

2. PRELIMINARIES
2.1. Some definitions and notation. We define the superconducting current of a pair
(u, A) € HY(Q,C) x H(Q,R?) as the 1-form

3
Jjlu, A) = (iu, dau) = Z(zu, Okt — i Agu)dzxy.

k=1

It is related to the vorticity p(u, A) of a configuration (u, A) through
p(u, A) = dj(u, A) + dA.

This quantity can be seen as a 1-current, which is defined through its action on 1-forms
by the relation

i, A) () = / lu, A) A 6.

Q
We recall that the boundary of a l-current 7T relative to a set ©, is the O-current JT
defined by

OT(¢) = T(d¢)
for all smooth compactly supported 0-form ¢ defined in ©. In particular, p(u, A) has zero
boundary relative to 2. We denote by |T'|(©) the mass of a 1-current 7" in ©.

2.2. Hodge-type decompositions. Next, we provide a decomposition of vector fields
in chrl-

Lemma 2.1. Every vector field A € H.1 can be decomposed as
A=curl B+ Vo,
where B,curl B € HL _, and ® € H2 (R?).
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Proof. First, let us observe that there exists a function ®; € H2_(R3 R?) such that

loc

A®, =divA € L} (R R?).

Second, we consider the problem
curl? B = curl A € L*(R3 R?)

divB = 0.
By observing that curl> B = —AB, [KS91, Theorem 1] provides the existence of a solution
B € Hj;,_, to this problem such that curl B € Hj;, _,.

Finally, by noting that
curl(A — V&, — curl B) = div(A — V&, — curl B) = 0,
we deduce that
A — V(I)l —curl B = V(I)Q

for some harmonic function ®, € HZ (R3 R?). By writing ® = ®; + ®,, we obtain the

loc

result. O

We now recall a decomposition of vector fields in H'(Q,R?). The proof of this result
can be found in [BBOO01, Appendix A].

Lemma 2.2. There exists a constant C = C(Q) such that for every A € H'(Q,R?) there
exist a unique vector field By € {B € H*(Q,R3) | div B = 0 in Q} and a unique function

dpa€{pe H Q)| [,0a =0} satisfying
A = curl By + V¢, in Q

Bisxv = 0 on 0f)

Voa-v = A-v on 0f)
and

| Ballt2ore) + |0allmze) < CllAlla rs)-

2.3. Ginzburg-Landau equations.
Definition 2.1 (Critical point of GL.). We say that (u, A) € H (2, C) x [Aex + Heun) 18
a critical point of GL. if for every smooth and compactly supported configuration (v, B)
we have

d
%GL[;(U + t’U, A + tB)|t:(] =0.
We now present the Euler-Lagrange equations satisfied by critical points of GL.. This

is a well-known result, but for the sake of completeness we prove it here.

Proposition 2.1 (Ginzburg-Landau equations). If (u, A) € H'(Q,C) X [Aex + Heun] is a
critical point of GL. then (u, A) satisfies the system of equations

1
—(Va)u = gu(l — |ul?) in Q
(GL) curl(H — He) = (iu,Vau)xq in R3
Vau-v = 0 on 0f2

[H—Hlxv = 0 on 09,
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where xq is the characteristic function of Q, [-] denotes the jump across O, Vau - v =
Z?Zl(ﬁju —iAju)vj, and the covariant Laplacian (V 4)?%is defined by

(VA)2U = (le —ZA)VAU
Proof. We have

d 1
LGt to, Ay = / (Vau, Vo) — = / (1w, 0)(1 — [u]?).
dt Q 52 Q

By noting that

(Vau, V av) = div(V 4u,v) — ((V.a)*u,v),
where (V u,v) = ((O1u —iAju,v), (Oou — iAsu, v), (Osu —iAsu, v)), and by integrating by
parts, we obtain

%GLE(U +tv, A)|j=0 = /aQ(VAu ‘) — /Q((VA)QU,U) — 6—12/9(11,1))(1 — |ul?).

Since this is true for any v, we find
1
(Va)u = 8—2u(1 —Ju*)in Q and Vau-v=0on o
On the other hand, we have

d
S GLL(u, A+ B) o = —/Q

By integration by parts, we get

d
%GL&-(U,A—F tB)‘t:() = —[2

(iBu, V qu) —i—/ (H — Hy) - curl B.

R3

(tu, Vsu) - B +/ curl(H — Hy) - B.

R3
We deduce that
curl(H — Hyy) = (iu, Vau)xq in R
By testing this equation against B and by integrating by parts over €2, we find
/(H—HCX) -curlB—/ ((H — Hex) X v) ~B—/(iu,VAu) -B=0.
Q o9 Q
Now, by integrating by parts over R3 \ Q, we get

/RB\Q(H—HCX).curlBJr/ (H = Ho) x v)- B =0,

O(R3\Q)
Thus
/ ([H— He] xv)-B=0,
B
which implies that [H — He| X v =0 on 0f2. O

Remark 2.1. By taking the curl of the second Ginzburg-Landau equation, we find
(2.1) curl?>(H — Hey) + Hyq = p(u, A)xa,

in the sense of currents. We will come back to this equation later on.
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2.4. Minimization of GL..
Proposition 2.2. The minimum of GL. over H'(Q,C) X [Acx + Heunl] s achieved.

Proof. Let {(ﬂn,fln)}n be a minimizing sequence for GL. in H'(Q,C) X [Ae +.chrl]~
Lemma 2.1 yields a gauge transformed sequence {(un, Ay)}, such that A, € [Aex+Hiy—o)-
In particular, we have that GL.(t,, A,) = GL:(u,, A,) and

||V(An — Aex)||L2(R3,R3) = || CU_I'l(An — Aex)||L2(R3,R3)'
Using the bound G L. (u,, A,) < C, where C is independent of n, we find that

||1 — |un|2||L2(Q’(C), ||VAnun||L2(Q7C3), and || curl(An — Aex)||L2(R3,R3)

are bounded independently of n. Therefore, by recalling (1.1), we deduce that A, — A
is bounded in H'(R3 R3). Because {u,}, is bounded in L*(Q) we find that {id,u,}, is
bounded in L?(2,C3). By noting that Vu, = V4, u, + iA,u,, we conclude that u, is
bounded in H'(,C).

We may then extract a subsequence, still denoted {(u,, A,)},, such that {(u,, A, —
Aex) }n converges to some (u, A — Ae) weakly in H'(Q,C) x Hyiv—o and, by compact
Sobolev embedding, strongly in every L9(Q, C) x L1(Q, R3) for ¢ < 6.

Let us now show that (u, A) is a minimizer of GL.. By strong L*(2,C) convergence,

limninf 11— |un?[ 200y = 11 = |ul*||z2(0.0)-

Also, by weak H'(R3 R3) convergence, we have
lim inf || curl(Ay, — Aex)||22(rs r8) = liminf [|[V (A, — Aex)|| 2 (r3 r3)
2 ||V(A — AeX)HLQ(RS’RS) = || CU_I‘l(A — AeX)HLz(RSRS).

Moreover, standard arguments show that

lim inf ||VAnunH%2(Q7C3) = lim inf HVunH%z(Q@) -2 / (Vi iAnun) + || Antin|| 20,09
n n QO
> [|Vaull 29

Hence
liminf GL.(u., Ac) > GL:(u, A).

3. GLOBAL MINIMIZERS BELOW H

3.1. An approximation of the Meissner solution. Next, we find a configuration
(ug, hexAg) With |ug| = 1 and which satisfies (2.1) with zero right-hand side. As mentioned
in the introduction, this turns out to be a good approximation of the Meissner solution,
the vortexless configuration which minimizes G L. below the first critical field.
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Let us consider a configuration of the form (e, heeAg) with ¢y € H*(Q) and Ay €
Agex + Hlo—o- Observe that, by using Lemma 2.2 and by letting ug := €%, we have
1 1
G L. (ug, hex Ag) :5/ (Vo — hex(curl By, + Va,)|* + 5/ |hex curl Ag — Hey|?
Q R3

2

1 h
_1 / V(6o — hexthag)|” + 12| curl Bag |2 + & [ | curl(Ag — Agex)|.
2 Q 2 R3

By choosing ¢g = hex®a,, We obtain

h2 h?
G L. (ug, hexAo) = SX / | curl By, |* + SX / |curl(Ag — Ao.ex)|> =: W2 J(Ap).
Q RS

We let Ay to be the minimizer of J in the space (Aqex + HYoo, || - ”Hiiro>’ whose
existence and uniqueness follows by noting that J is continuous, coercive, and strictly
convex in this Hilbert space (recall (1.1) and (1.2)). We also let Hy = curl Ay and here
and in the rest of the paper we use the notation By := By, .

One can easily check that, for any A € HL _,, we have

/ curl By - curl By + / (Hy — Hopex) - curl A =0
Q

R3
Because
/ curl By - Vo, = / By - curl Voyu —/ (By X V)4 =0,
0 0 a0
we have
(3.1) / curl By - A + / (Hyp — Hoex) - curl A =0
0 R3

Moreover, Lemma 2.1 implies that this equality also holds for any A € H .
Let us observe that, for any A € C§°(R?, R?), by integration by parts, we have

/ curl By - A +/ curl(Hy — Hyex) - A = 0.
Q R3

Therefore Ag satisfies the Euler-Lagrange equation

(3.2) curl(Hy — Hoex) + curl Byxyg = 0 in R®.

In addition, it is easy to see that the boundary condition [Hy — Hpex] = 0 on 0f2 holds.
By taking the curl of the previous equation, we find

curl®(Hy — Hoex) + Hoxa =0 in R3,
namely (up to multiplying by hey) (2.1) with p(ug, Ag) = 0.

On the other hand, by integration by parts, for any vector field B € C5°(2,R?), we
have

/ By - curl B + /(HO — Hjex) - curl B = 0.
Q Q
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Besides, for any function ¢ € C3°(Q2), we have
/(B() ‘l‘ (H() — H07ex)) . ng - —/ le(BO —l— (H() — H()7ex))¢ = O
Q Q

Then, given any vector field A € C§°(Q,R3), by taking B = B4 and ¢ = ¢4 in the
previous equalities, we find

/ (Bo + (Hy — Hyw)) - (curl By + Vors) = / (Bo + (Ho— Ho)) - A = 0.

Hence, the free-divergence vector field By weakly solves the problem

{—ABQ—I—BQ = HO,eX in Q

(3.3) Byxv = 0 on 0f).

Remark 3.1. Since we assume that || Hoex||cosrsy < C, by standard elliptic regularity
theory, we deduce that By € C2"(Q,R?) with ’|BOHC:2F’B(Q,R3) < C for some constant inde-
pendent of €. In addition, if the applied field is taken to be uniform in Q, i.e. if Hyex is
a fized unit vector in €2, then By depends on the domain € only.

3.2. Energy-splitting. Next, by using the approximation of the Meissner solution, we
present a splitting of G'L..

Proposition 3.1. For any (u, A) € H*(Q,C) x [Aex + Hewa], letting u = ugu’ and A =
hex Ao + A', where (ug, hexAg) is the approzimation of the Meissner solution, we have

1
(3.4) GLc(u, A) = h2 J(Ag) + F.(u/, A") + 5 / | curl A')? — hex/ p(u'; A" A By + Ro,
R3\Q Q
where F.(u', A") is the free energy of the configuration (u', A") € HY(Q,C) X Hey, i.e.

1 1
_ §A\VA,U’|2+@(1 — W22 + | curl AP

and
hgx 2 2
Ry = (Ju|* — 1)| curl Bo|*.
2 Ja
In particular, |Ry| < Ceh2 E.(|u|)2 with E.(Ju]) = / |V |ul|? + (1 — ul?)?.

Proof. One immediately checks that A’ € H.y. Since u' = ug'u = e "=?qy and ¢, €
H?(Q,C), by Sobolev embedding we deduce that v € H*(Q, C).

Writing u = ugu’ and A = he,Ag + A’ and plugging them into G L.(u, A), we obtain
1
GL.(u,A) = / |V artd — ihey curl Bou/|? + ( — |u'|?)?

‘ curl A/ + hex(HO - H07CX)‘2.

R3
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By expanding the square terms, we get

1 1
GL.(u,A) 25/ WV atd! | 4+ B2 | curl By|*[u/|* — 2hey (V artd', i) - curl By + 2—52(1 — |u')?)?
Q

1
+§ / |curl A'|? + h2 |Hy — Hoex|?® + 2hex curl A" - (Hy — Hy o).
R3
Observe that, by (3.1), we have

/ curl A+ (Hy — Hpex) = —/ A’ - curl By.
RS Q
Therefore, grouping terms and writing |v/|? as 1+ (|u/|> — 1), we find

1
GL.(u, A) = thJ(A0)+F€(u',A')—I-§/

|curlA’|2—hex/(j(u',A')—{—A’)-curlBo+R0.
R3\Q

Q
Then, an integration by parts yields

/Q (!, A) + A) - curl By = /

Q,u(u',A/) A By — / (j(u' A+ A") - (By x v).

o0

By using the boundary condition By x v = 0 on 052, we find (3.4). The inequality for Ry
follows directly from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. 0J

Remark 3.2. Let ¢ € C'fop’l(Q) be a 1-form. Observe that, by gauge invariance and by
integration by parts, we have

/U(uaA)/\tpz/p(u',A'+heXcurlBo)/\g0:/u(u',A’)Aap+hex(1—|u|2)curlBo-curlap.
Q 0 Q

Moreover, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields
1
i, A) = (e, Aoy < CheBe(Jul).
3.3. Proof of Theorem 1.2.

Proof. Proposition 3.1 yields
(3.5) GLc(ug, AL) > h2 J(Ag) + Fo(ul, AL) — hex/ p(ul, ALY A By + 0(5%),
Q

where (u., Ac) = (uul, hex Ao + AL).
Step 1. Estimating F_.(u., A). By minimality, we have

. inf L.(u,A) < GL. wAg) = 2 T(AL).
(3 6) (uvA)eHl(leél)X[Acx'i‘chrl] G (u’ ) - G (UO, h 0) heXJ( 0)

On the other hand, by gauge invariance, we get
F.(ul, AL) = F.(ue, Ac — hex curl By) < 2F(ue, A.) + 2F.(1, hex curl By)
< 2F.(u., A.) + Ch?

ex’
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which combined with (3.6) implies that F.(ul, AL) < M|loge|?>. We may then apply
Theorem 1.1 (with n large enough) to obtain

M%%%%JM%%M%E
Q

1 1 1
—[V1](£2) <log— — C'loglog —) — hCX/ V. A By + o(|loge|7?),
2 € € Q

where C' > 0 is a universal constant and . denotes the polyhedral 1-dimensional current
associated to the configuration (u’, AL) by Theorem 1.1. By noting that

(3.7) / VA By < [02(Q)||Boll..
Q
we find
Fu(uly AL) — hex / (i, AL) A By >
Q

1 1 1
310219 (108~ 2Bl s — Cloglog 1) + o logel .

Writing hex = HY — Kolog |loge| with HY =

|log e|, we get
2|| Boll«

1 1
GL.(us, Al) > h2 J(Ay) + §|V;|(Q) (2]| Bol|« Ko — C) log log B + o(| loge|7?).
By using (3.6), we deduce that
1
of[Tog | ™) > [VL[(2) (2[|Bo]|. Ko — C) loglog —.
Therefore, by letting Ky := (2]|Byll«)'C + 1, we deduce that [/[(Q) = o(|loge|7?).

In particular, from the vorticity estimate in Theorem 1.1 and (3.7), we deduce that
hex Jo 1(ul, AL) A By = o(|loge|™"). Therefore, by combining this with (3.6) and (3.5), we
are led to

1
(3.8) Fo(ul, AL) + —/ |curl AL|* < o(|loge| ™).
2 ]R3\Q

In particular, we deduce that GL.(u., A.) = h2 J(Ap) + o(]loge| ™).

Step 2. Applying a clearing out result. To prove that (u., A.) is a vortexless
configuration we use a clearing out result. Let us define

ve:=e ¥, and X, := Al — Vo,

where . satisfies
Ap., = divAL inQ
Voe-v = Al-v  on 0.
This implies that X, is in the Coulomb gauge, i.e. it satisfies
{ divX, = 0 inQ

(3.9) X.-v = 0 on 0.
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Since the configuration (u., A.) minimizes GL. in H'(2,C) X [Aex + Heun), it satisfies
the Ginzburg-Landau equations (GL). By observing that the configurations (u., A.) and
(ve, Xe + hex curl By) are gauge equivalent in 2, we deduce that v. satisfies

1 .
{ _(VXg+hexCurlBO)2?‘}€ = ?UE(]- - |'U8|2) in
VXE—I—hCX curl BoUe "V = 0 on 0f).

Expanding the covariant Laplacian, and using (3.9) and curl By - v = 0 on 052, which
follows from By x v = 0 on 0f2, one can rewrite this problem in the form

(3.10) v, + i logele(x) - Vo. + [logelPd(w)e. = Zu(1—[of) inQ
Voe-v = 0 on 09,

where

 2(X. + hex curl By)

| X, + hex curl By|?
c(x) = :

| loge[?

and d(z) =

[Tog 2]

By Remark 3.1 and by standard elliptic regularity theory for solutions of the Ginzburg-
Landau equations in the Coulomb gauge, we have

(3.11) el oo @,r3); Vel Lo ,rsy s [|d]| oo o) [[ VA oo () < Ao

for some constant Ag > 0 independent of ¢.
In addition, by gauge invariance, we have

F(ul, Al) = F.(v., X.).
Since (v, X.) is in the Coulomb gauge, we have
E.(ve) := F.(v.,0) < CF.(ve, X)

for some universal constant C' > 0. We define a.(z) = 1 —d(z)e?|loge|? and observe that
- 1 1
B(v.) = _/ V0l + = (ae(2) — o) < Bu(v2) + O(e|loge]?).
2 Jq 2e
This combined with (3.8), implies that

(3.12) E.(v.) = o] loge|™).

Finally, from (3.9), (3.10), (3.11), and (3.12), we conclude that all the hypotheses of
[Chi05, Theorem 3] are fulfilled, and therefore

||1 — |u5|||Loo(Q7(c) = ||1 — |UE|||LOO(Q7(C) — 0 as € — O

This concludes the proof of the theorem. O
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4. THE FIRST CRITICAL FIELD

Let us recall that, given a fixed € > 0, the first critical field is defined as the value
H. = H. (¢) such that if hey < H., and (u., Ac) is a minimizer of GL. then |u.| > 0 in €2,
while if he, > H., and (u., A.) minimizes G'L. then u. must vanish in . We now prove
Theorem 1.3.

Proof. Theorem 1.2 immediately implies that
HY — Kolog|loge| < H,,.

It remains to prove that H. < HCO1 + K, for some constant K sufficiently large. Let
us assume towards a contradiction that h., = H (?1 + K and (u., A.) minimizes GL. in
HY(Q,C) x [Aex + Heynt)? and |u.| > 0.

Step 1. Estimating GL.(u., A.). We write (uc, A.) = (upul, hexAo + AL), where
(uo, hexAp) is the approximation of the Meissner solution. Since |ul| = |u| > 0, we
deduce that the 1-dimensional current v/ associated to (u’, AL) by Theorem 1.1 vanishes
identically, and therefore, by taking n large enough, we have

C
/ /
||M(UE7A€)||C%1(Q)* = m

The energy-splitting (3.4) then yields

1
GL:(uz, A) = h2, J(Ag) + F.(ul, AL) + 5/ |curl AL + o(| log e[ ™)
R3\Q)

> heyJ(Ao) + of|loge| ™).
But since (ue, A.) minimizes G L., we have
GLe(ue, Ac) < GLc(ug, hexAg) = h2J(Ay).
Combining these inequalities, we find

GL.(us, AL) = h2 J(Ay) + o] loge| ™).

Step 2. Definition of a vortex configuration. To reach a contradiction, we will show
that there exists a configuration (uj, Aj), whose vorticity concentrates along a curve in
X for which ||By||s is almost achieved, such that if hey > HY + K then GL.(uf, AS) <
G L (uc, Az), provided K > K; for some constant K; independent of e.

By definition of || Byl|. (recall (1.3)), there exists a Lipschitz curve 9. € X, seen as a
1-current, with multiplicity 1 such that 0. = 0 relative to 2 and

1 _
(4.1) m/gﬁa/\&): | Boll, + of|Tog 2| ).

2This in particular implies that (u., A.) satisfies the Ginzburg-Landau equations (GL) and therefore
Ue is continuous.
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From the proof of [ABO05, Theorem 1.1 (ii)], which in particular uses some results con-
tained in [ABOO03], we deduce that there exists v. € H'(Q, C) such that

(4.2) F.(ve,0) < 7|0:[(Q)] loge| + Cy
for some constant Cy > 0 independent of ¢, and
[pe(ve, 0) — 27”96”08’1(9)* = o(|loge|™),

where CS’I(Q) denotes the space of Lipschitz vector fields with compact support in €.
Arguing as in the proof of [JMS04, Proposition 3.2], we deduce that

(4.3 102, 0) = 20l g = ol ogel ).
Now we let (uj, A7) be define by
uj = ugve, A = hexAo.

Proposition 3.1 yields

(44) GLE(ui, Ai) = thJ(AO) + Fa(’Ua, 0) — hex / /L(’Ua, O) N BO + RO.
Q

From (4.1) and (4.3), we get

/ 1(0,0) A By = 2] Boll[9:1(Q) + o(| log e ).
Q

Inserting this and (4.2) into (4.4), we are led to
GL.(u5, AS) < B2 J(Ag) + 7|9 (Q)|loge| + Co — 27| Bo ||+ hex |9 (Q) + 0(hex| log e| ).

Step 3. Contradiction. Writing hex = H? + K with H = |loge|, we get

1
2|1 Boll.
GL.(uf, A7) < hg I (Ao) + 0] (Q)|loge| + Co — m[9-|(Q) (| log e| + 2|| Bo . I) + o(1)

= h2 J(Ag) + Cy — 27| Bo || K|9-](Q) + o(1).
Clearly ||Byll« > 0, which implies that there exists a constant C; € (0,1) such that
[9:](2) > C4, provided ¢ is small enough. If this is not the case, there exists a sequence

of Lipschitz curves 97 € X such that |[92](Q2) < 1/n and which satisfies (4.1). If V2 is a
loop contained in €2 then, by the Stokes’ theorem, we have

/ﬁ?ABog ‘CU.I'IB()|,
Q Sn

where S,, denotes a surface with least area among those whose boundary is 97, i.e. a
solution to the associated Plateau’s problem. By the isoperimetric inequality, we have

| curl Bo| < || curl Bo||po(,rs)Area(S,) < Cl972((Q)>.
Sn

On the other hand, if both different endpoints of 97 belong to d€2, we consider the geodesic
connecting the endpoints of 97 on 0, oriented accordingly to the orientation of ¥7. We
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then denote by 19? the loop formed by the union of ¥J. and this geodesic. Since By x v = 0
on 0, by Stokes’ theorem, we have

/19”/\B0§ ‘CU.I'IB()|,
Q Sn

where S,, denotes a surface with least area among those whose boundary is 15? Arguing
as above, we conclude that

/ | curl By| < || curl Bo|| poo(o,rsyArea(sS,) < CLength(97)? < C(0Q) 9" .
S”L

Therefore
1

[921(2)

but this is impossible, for n large enough, in view of (4.1).

C

—
n

[ nm<cio <
Q

Hence
GL.(uf, A]) = h2.J(Ao) + Co — 27C4|| Bo || K + o(1).
By choosing K := (21C} || Byl«) ' Co + 1, we deduce that, for any K > K;
GL.(u5, A5) < B2, J(A) — 1+ o(1) < GL.(u., A.)
This contradicts the fact that (u., A.) globally minimizes G L.. Thus
H., < H) + K.
O

The proof of the upper bound hints that, slightly above the first critical field, vortices
will be located close to Lipschitz curves in X for which ||Bg||. is (almost) achieved. Let
us now study this quantity in a special case.

Proposition 4.1. Consider the special case Q = B(0, R) and Hyex = 2 in B(0, R). Then,
if S1 denotes the vertical diameter seen as a 1-current with multiplicity 1 and oriented in
the direction of positive z axis, we have

1 1 (R 3 1 Rginhr
Byll, = — By = — By(0,0,2) - 2dz==(1— — dr ) .
I Boll QR/QSI/\ 7 2R _R 0(0,0,2) - 2dz 2( smhR/o r T)

Moreover, Sy is the only curve in X achieving the mazimum in (1.3).
Proof. We follow some ideas from [ABMO06].

Step 1. Explicit computation of By. When 2 = B(0, R) and Hy«, = 2 in B(0, R), the
solution to (3.3) can be explicitly computed (see [Lon50]). By using spherical coordinates
(r,0,¢), where r is the Euclidean distance from the origin, # is the azimuthal angle, and
¢ is the polar angle, we have

3R inh 3R 1472 .
By = " L B <coshr — SH; r) coS qbf—m (coshr — _I;T sinh r) sin pp—cZ,
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1+ R?

3
h S hR—
where ¢ SR snh R (cos R

not depend on the azimuthal angle and therefore it is constant along 6.

sinh R). In particular, we observe that By does

Step 2. Dimension reduction. Let I' € X with fB(O R) ' AN By > 0. We will project it
along the azimuthal angle onto B(0, R)?P" := {(x,2) € R? | 2% + 2? < R?, 2 > 0}. For
this, we consider the map ¢ : B(0, R) C R3 — B(0, R)** defined by

and we let
F2D =To q.
It is easy to check that O'yp = 0 relative to B(0, R)?P,

/ P/\BQ = / FQD/\B(), and |F2D|(B(0,R)2D’+) < |P|(B(0,R))
B(0,R) B(0,R)?P>+

Therefore
1

1
TBON I'NBy < 7/ I'sp A By,
|P|(Q) /B;(O,R) 0 |F2D|(Q) B(0,R)2D-+ 2 0

Even though I'sp does not necessarily belong to X, we can decompose
Fop = Z I,
icl
where the sum is understood in the sense of currents, [ is a finite set of indices, and
I'; € X for all ¢ € I. In particular,

/ Top A By < Y |T|(B(0, R)*™7)|| Boll. = [Tan|(B(0, R)*™ )| Byl
B(O,R)2D'+ iel
We deduce that in order to compute || By||. it is enough to consider Lipschitz curves I' € X

contained in B(0, R)?"* with fB(O » IABy > 0. From now on we consider I of this form.

Step 3. Application of Stokes’ theorem. If I' has both endpoints on 9B(0, R) N
dB(0, R)?*, we then define T as the loop formed by the union of I' and the curve lying
on 9B(0, R) N 9B(0, R)** which connects the end points of I' oriented accordingly to
the orientation of I'. Since By x v =0 on 0B(0, R), the Stokes’ theorem yields

(4.5) / F/\BO:/ f/\BO:/ curl By - 9,
B(0,R)2D:+ B(0,R)2D:+ St

where S is the surface enclosed by T'. Of course if T is a loop contained in B(0, R)?P-*
then the Stokes’ theorem gives

/ FABoz/ curl By - 9,
B(0,R)?P:+ Sr

where Sr is the surface enclosed by I'.
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An explicit computation gives

(4.6) curl By - g =

- :
(coshr _ o T) sin ¢ >0 in B(0,R)*.

r r

2sinh R

In what follows we use the notation

3R sinh r
f(r) = Suh (coshr— . ) .

Step 4. Estimate for curves with endpoints on 9B(0,R) N 9B(0, R)*®*. For
a,b € [0,7] with a <7 — b let us define

Sap ={(r,¢) | 0<r <R, a<¢<m—0b}

We let ¢1, ¢2 be the maximum angles for which Sp C Sy, 4, From (4.5) and (4.6), we
deduce that

R pr—g2
/ I'ANBy < / curl By -y = / / f(r) sin pdpdr
B(0,R)2D-+ Sy .6 0 Jo

R
= (cos ¢ + cos @)/0 f(r)dr

On the other hand, by definition of ¢q, @2, Sr intersects the rays {(r,¢1) | 0 < r < R}
and {(r,¢3) | 0 <r < R}. Since the endpoints of I' belong to B(0, R) N dB(0, R)?"*, a
simple geometric argument shows that

|F‘(B(07 R>2D’+> Z d((R7 ¢1)7 (R7 ¢2))

The law of cosines yields d((R, ¢1), (R, ¢2)) = Ry/2(1 — cos(m — ¢1 — ¢)). Hence

1 COS (1 + COS ¢ha fOR f(r)dr
I'N B .
IL|(B(0, R)?P:) /B(O,R)2D,+ A Bo = \/2(1 — cos(m — ¢y — b)) R

We now estimate the right-hand side of this inequality. Let us observe that

COS (1 + €OS Py = 2 cOS (@) COS (@)

and
sl =01 = cos(orton) = o (P52 ) i (A2 ) =200 (2722 )1

Using 0 < @ < 3, we deduce that

coS ¢ + €os ¢ = os <¢1 - ¢2)
\/2(1 — cos(m — @1 — ¢2))
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with equality if and only if ¢1 = ¢. Therefore

R R -
1 / FABOSM:§ 1_‘1 /smhrdr
‘F| (B(O, R)2D’+) B(O,R)QD# R 2 SlIlh R 0 T

B 1
2R Jpo,r)

S1 A By.

Besides, from the previous computations we easily deduce that the inequality is strict if

T8,

Step 5. Estimate for loops in B(0, R)*®*. Let us define 0 < ry < R as the minimum
radius such that

Sy © B(0,r9) .

In particular, SpN(0B(0,7r9) NAB(0,7r9)?P+) # (). We can then use the estimate provided
in the previous step and conclude that

1 3 1 "0 ginh r
I'ANBy<-{(1-— dr ) .
|F‘(B(0, R)2D,+) /3(073)2D,+ 0= 2 ( sinh To /0 T 7“)

One can check that the function R — Smt 7 OR smhr 7 s strictly decreasing in [0, 00) and
therefore
1 3 1 " sinhr
'NBy<=|1- dr | .
‘F|(B(O,R)2D’+) /;(O,R)QDﬁ 0 2 ( SiIlhR/O r T)
This concludes the proof of the proposition. O

5. A MEISSNER-TYPE SOLUTION BEYOND THE FIRST CRITICAL FIELD

In this section, we present the proof of Theorem 1.4.

Proof. Step 1. Existence of a locally minimizing vortexless configuration. Let
us introduce the set

U= {(u, A) € HY(Q,C) X [Aex + How] | Fo(u/, A') < &
where v’ = uy'u and A’ = A — he Ay, Consider a minimizing sequence { (@m fln)}n eU.
Lemma 2.1 yields a gauge transformed sequence {u,, A}, € [Aex + Hi—ol, that in

i

particular satisfies F.(ul,Al) = Fe(ﬂ’n,fl’n) < £5. In addition, by gauge invariance, we
can take this sequence to satisfy A -v = 0 on 9€2. Then arguing as in Proposition 2.2, we
deduce that (up to subsequence) {(u,, A, — Acx) }, converges to some (u, A — Aey) weakly
in H'(Q,C) x H} _,. Arguing again as in Proposition 2.2, we find

F.(u';A") <liminf F.(u), Al) and GL.(u,A) <liminf GL.(u,, A,).

Hence (u, A) € UN HY(Q,C) x [Aex + H}_,] satisfies A’ - v = 0 on 09 and minimizes
GL. over U.



ON THE FIRST CRITICAL FIELD IN 3D GINZBURG-LANDAU 23

Let us now prove that (u, A) € U. We consider, for § = §(¢) = ;3 and ¢ sufficiently
small, the grid &(b., Ry, d) associated to (u/, A’) by [Rom17, Lemma 2.1]>. In particular,
using the same notation as in this lemma, we have

lus| >5/8 on R(&(b., Ry, 9)),

Il = / e.(u, ANdH < CS2F.(u/, A') < Ce e,
R1(6(be,Ro,0))
2= / e.(u, ANdH? < CS ' FL(u/, A') < Ce™3es,

NR2(&(be,Ro,9))

Then, the 2D ball construction method (see [SS07, Theorem 4.1]) applied in the 2D
skeleton DR (B (b., Ry, 0)) of the grid implies that for each face w of a cube of the grid,
the collection of connected components S;,, of {z € w | |u(x)| < 1/2} whose degree is
different from zero is empty (see [Rom17, Section 4]). We thus deduce that the 1-current
V., which approximates well the vorticity u(u’, A’), vanishes identically in Q. Then, from
the proof of Theorem 1.1 (see [Rom17, Section 8]), we find

(e, Al e < COF.(ul, A') + (14 I+ I2) < C(6 + 0 ) Fu(u, A').

Let us now use Proposition 3.1. From the previous inequality and since o < %, we have

heX/ p(u', A A By
Q
On the other hand

Ry < Ceh? E.(|u|)2 < Ceh F.(u/, A")2 < Ce'"23 = o(e3).
The energy-splitting (3.4) then yields

(5.1) < Che(6 + 6 2 F.(u/, A') < Ce3F.(u/, A) = o(3).

1 2
GL.(u, A) = h2 J(Ap) + F.(u, A') + —/ |curl A'|? + o(e3).
2 Jra\a

But, since (ug, hexAg) belongs to U, we have
GLe(u, A) < GLc (o, hexAo) = b J (Ag).
We thus deduce that
(5.2) F.(u, A"+ 1/ |curl A'? = o(e3),
2 Jra\o
and therefore (u, A) € U provided ¢ is small enough.

Now, since U is open in H'(2, C) X [Acx + Heyrl], the minimizer (u, A) must be a critical
point of GL. and therefore satisfies the Ginzburg-Landau equations (GL). Arguing as in
the proof of Theorem 1.2, we deduce that (u, A) is a vortexless configuration and

11— |ull| L) = |1 = |[t/]||e(@,c) = 0(1) ase— 0.

3Though it is not explicitly written in the paper, if F.(u/, A’) < &7 with v € (0,1) then [Rom17, Lemma
2.1] holds for any clezl%7 < 6 < dg. The proof of this is exactly the same.
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We note that we have omitted in our notation the dependence on & of the minimizer
(u, A).

Step 2. Characterization of (u/, A"). Since A"- v =0 on 0f2, we have
(5.3) / Vil < / Va2 4 |AP? < CRGL, A < O
Q Q

for some universal constant C' > 0.
Observe that, using the Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality, we have

1
(5.4) / ' —u/|? < C’/ |Va/|?,  where v/ = — / o'
Q 0 € Jo

In addition, we have
[ =1 < [ - w
Q Q

/(1 — u'])? < /(1 — W ?)? < A2F(u, A) < 4TS
Q Q

We deduce that |1 — [¢/|]|120,c) < Cel*s. But o is a constant, thus v/ = e + O(e'*3)
for some 6. € [0,27]. By combining with (5.4) and (5.3), we find

and

(5.5) / I/ — e|2 < e,
Q
Thus
: r il
(5.6) eel[gl’gﬂ |u" —e“|lme) =0 ase—0.

On the other hand, from (5.2), we have || curl A/||%2(R3’R3) = 0(£3), which combined with
the fact that A’ = A — heAg € HY,_ implies that || A%, = o(e?).
div=0

In particular, by noting that (e%, he, curl By) is gauge equivalent to (1, hey curl By) in
Q) for any 0 € [0,2r], we deduce that (up a gauge transformation) the configuration
(u'; A" + hey curl By), which is gauge equivalent to (u, A) in Q, gets closer and closer in
the H'(Q2,C) x H'(Q,R3)-norm to (1, hex curl By).

Step 3. (u,A) globally approaches (ug, hexAp). Observe that, for any 0 € [0, 27|, we

have
/ |u_€i6u0|2 — / |u/u0 _6i6u0|2 :/ |u/ . ei0|2
Q Q Q

/|V(u—ei9u0)|2§/|Vu0|2|u'—ew|2+/|Vu'|2.
Q Q Q

From (5.6), we deduce that

and

inf |lu— e“ugl|r2c) —+ 0 ase— 0.
0e[0,27]
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Recall that ug = e¢==%0 and that A satisfies the Euler-Lagrange equation (3.2). Since
curl(Hy — Hoex) = curl®*(Ag — Apex) = —A(Ag — Apex), standard elliptic regularity theory
implies that ¢g = Ay — curl By € L*>(Q2). Therefore

/Q Vol — P < 2 Vol Byl — € Paerc.
This combined with (5.5) for 6 = 6., yields
/ IVuo|2u! — |2 < Ce 223,
Q

Since a < %, the right-hand side converges to 0 as ¢ — 0. Using once again (5.6), we
obtain

inf /\V(u—ei9u0)|2—>0 as ¢ — 0.
Q

0e[0,27]
Hence

inf ||u — €i€U0||H1(Q’(C) —0 ase—0.
0€(0,27]

Moreover, we have
|A = hexAoll gy = ||A’||1L-IdlivzO —0 ase—0.
We have hence shown that, up to a gauge transformation in R?, the solution (u, A)
gets closer and closer in the H'(Q,C) x H} _,norm to (ug, hexAp). In addition, up

to a (different) gauge transformation in 2, the solution approaches in the H'(£2,C) x
H'(Q,R3)-norm the configuration (1, ke, curl By). O

Remark 5.1. The assumption hee < ™% for a < % 15 needed to prove that

< o(F:(u, A));

heX/u(u',A/) A By
Q

see (5.1). If a > %, we are not able to show this, and our strategy to prove that (u, A) € U
then fails.

6. UNIQUENESS OF LOCALLY MINIMIZING VORTEXLESS CONFIGURATIONS

In this section we prove Theorem 1.5. We follow the same strategy as in [Ser99b, Section
2].

Proof. Since any pair (i, A) € H'(Q,C) X [Aex + Hew] is gauge equivalent to (u, A) €
H'Y(Q,C) x Hg,—o with A% -v =0 on 99, it is enough to prove the theorem in this gauge.

Let us assume towards a contradiction that there are two distinct locally minimizing
vortexless solutions (u;, A;) = (ugu}, hex Ao + A}) to (GL) with u; € H'(Q,C), |u;| > ¢
for some c € (0,1), A} € Hg—y, A} - v =0 on 09, and

Fo(uf, A}) < Ce"™ for j=1,2,

for some 0 > 0. As we shall see, this estimate is crucial to prove the theorem.
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Since |uj] = |u;] > ¢ > 0, we can write u} = 7;¢'% in Q for j = 1,2. Note that
the functions ¢g, g1, p € H?*(Q) can be extended to functions in H?*(R?). Therefore, for
Jj=1,2, (u;, A;) is gauge equivalent to (n;, A;) with

Aj = hex(Ag — Vo) + A — Vg,

Step 1. Estimating ||Aj||Loo(Q’R3). Let us show that, for j = 1,2, we have

(61) ||/~1j||L°°(Q,R3) S 0(5_1).

By gauge equivalence, (u}, hex(Ag — Vo) + Aj) solves (GL). Then, by standard elliptic
regularity theory for solutions of the Ginzburg-Landau equations in the Coulomb gauge,
we have

||heXA() curl B() + A;HLOO(Q’RB) S Chex and ||Vu;||LOO(Q7R3) S C€_1.

Since

(6.2) IVl Lo rsy + IVl e rs) < 2/ VU] Lo (ors),

and he, = o(e™1), we find

(63) HA‘]‘HLOO(Q’RS) < Hhox curl By + A‘;‘HLOO(QJRS) + ||v¢jHLoo(Q’R3) < Ce .

We will now improve this estimate. By gauge equivalence, (n;, A;) solves (GL). In par-
ticular, the second Ginzburg-Landau equation in ) reads

CU.I'12(AJ‘ — on) = —7]]214)

This implies that div(n]?flj) = 0in Q. In addition, the boundary condition V 4 7; - v =0
on 0F, implies, in particular, that V¢, - v = 0 on 02. Therefore, ¢; satisfies the elliptic
problem

2
A(bj = —VT]JAj in €2

1j
Voj-v = 0 on 0.
Because n; > ¢ > 0, we deduce that, for any p > 1,
(6.4) 186511 e(2) < CllA; |l L ) IVl L) < Ce M IVl Loo,ms),

where the last inequality is obtained by using (6.3).
On the other hand, since A} -v =0 on 95, we have

HV“;H%%Q,@)’ HA;H%Z(Q,W) < CF.(u}, A}) < Celo,
This implies that
/Q|V?7j|2 +05|Vey|* = /Q [V < O,

In addition, by interpolation, for any p > 1, we have

1—-2 2
IVillrrs) < ClIVI i ps) V51| 220 ps)



ON THE FIRST CRITICAL FIELD IN 3D GINZBURG-LANDAU

Combining the previous two inequalities with (6.2), yields

142 148 34+5—p

IVnillers) < Ce™ Trer =Ce v
Combining with (6.4) for p =3+ ¢ > 3, we find

1G]y < Ce™lesrs = o(e™).
By an elliptic estimate and Sobolev embedding, we then obtain
IVl L) < o(e™).
Thus

||Aj||Loo(Q7]R3) S ||hex CLII'l B() + A;'||L°°(Q,R3) + ||V¢j||Loo(Q7R3) S Chex + 0(8_1) = 0(8_1).

Step 2. Energy estimate. Let us prove that
GLE b A GLE b A 121 A
(1, Av) + (72, As) _GL. (771+772 1+ 2) >0

Y =
2 2 2

First, observe that
IVanlP = [ Vni)* + 0|4
Q ! Q
We write Y = Yy + Y] + Y5 + Y3 with

1 m + M2 ?
Yo=§/|V771|2+|V772|2—/ ‘V (72 )' ,
Q Q

~ ~ |2
1 . . +\ |4 + A
Vimg [RAP AR - [ (DER) BT
2 Jo O 2

2
1/ 1 1 )2\’
Vo= (L [ 2y __/ L (mtm
=5 (g fa-mrea-mr) - o [ : ,

A+ A
curl ( 1+ 2) — H,
2
Note that, by convexity we have Yj, Y3 > 0.
On the other hand, arguing exactly as in the proof of [Ser99b, Lemma 2.5], we get

2

1 ~ -
Y; = —/ |curl Ay — He|* + | curl Ay — Hey|? —/
2 Ja Q

1 . s s .
6 L = 1AL A a1 - P
Q

— (m —m) (A — Ay) - <A1(2771 + 4dmp) + Ay (6m1 + 8772))

2_642/771 )

Let us prove that Y; + Y5 > 0. We consider three cases.

and

27
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o If 7, = 1, then

Yi+ Yy > / A7) Ar — As)? > 0.
Q
o If A, = A, then Y; > 0. Therefore

3
Vi+Ye>Yy > — —n)* > 0.
1+ Yy 2> Yy 2 6122 Q(771 2)

o If 1y # 1y and A; # A, then

1 B B B 2 . R . ~
Y, > E/ Im — mel?| Ay + A + 4n7 )Al — Az) — |m — 2| A1 — Az|(6]A1] + 14[Ay)).
Q

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have
[ b=l = (614, + 14142
Q
< 14(|| A1 || Lo orey + (| Al Lo re)) I — moll 2oy 1AL — AsllL2(rs),
which combined with (6.1), yields
/ I — m2|| Ay — Ao| (6] A1] + 14| As|) < o(e™ ) lIm — mell 2@l A1 — As | r2re.
Q

On the other hand,

9 N ~
(m —m2)* = ——lIm — mell2@) | A1 — Azl L2 re)-

1, - - 3
SRlAL — A2+ 2
/94”1| 1A e = 32¢

Hence, if ¢ is small enough then Y; + Y5 > 0.
We have thus proved that Y > 0.
Step 3. Contradiction. Assume without loss of generality that
GL:(m1, A1) < GLc(12, A).

From the previous step, we have

GL. (771 + 12 A+ 1212) - GLe(nlalel) + GLe(nz,th)

- ~
9 ) 9 9 = GLE(U27A2)-

A standard argument then shows that, for any ¢ € (0,1),
GL€ <t7}1 + (1 - t)T}2,tA1 + (1 - t)AQ) < GLE(TIQ, Ag),

contradicting the fact that (1, A,) is a local minimizer of the energy. Hence (1, 4;) =
(12, Ag). This concludes the proof. O
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APPENDIX A. IMPROVED ESTIMATES FOR LOCALLY MINIMIZING VORTEXLESS
CONFIGURATIONS

Proposition A.1. Let (u, A) € H'(Q,C) x H'(Q, R3) with u continuous and |u| > ¢ for
some ¢ € (0,1). Then
i, Az < CoF(u, A).

Proof. Let p € Cfop’l(Q, R3). By integration by parts, we have

[ty no= [ G a)+ ) -curt

Q Q

Since |u| > ¢ > 0, we can write u = |ule’®. A straightforward computation, shows that
j(u, A) + A= Vo + (1 = [u)A = (1 [u]*)(A = V¢) + V¢

Observe that, by integration by parts, we have fQ V¢ - curlp = 0. Then, from the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we deduce that

/(j(u,A) +A)- curlgp' < /(1 — |u)|A = V|| curl o] < C| curl | (o rs)eFx(u, A).
0 0

Hence
l1262t, A 03 gy < C=F(u, A).

With this estimate at hand, we prove the following result.

Proposition A.2. Denote (ug, hexAo) the approximation of the Meissner solution. Let
(u, A) = (uot’, hexAg + A') € HY(Q,C) X [Aecx + Heun] with u continuous and |u| > ¢ for
some ¢ € (0,1). If hey < e for some a € (O, i) and GL.(u, A) < GL:(ug, hexAg) then,
for any e sufficiently small, we have

1
F.(u',A") + = / |curl A’ < Ce't?
2 Jra\o

for some § € (0,1).
Proof. Let us first observe that, since GL.(u, A) < GL.(ug, hexyAg) = h2 J(Ag), we have
(A1) F.(u',A") < Ch2 < Ce™

for some constant C' > 0. We will now use Proposition (3.1) to improve this estimate. By
combining (3.4) with the GL.(u, A) < GL.(ug, hexAp), we find

2

From Proposition A.1 and E.(|u/|) < F.(u/, A"), we deduce that
(A.2)

1
FL(u, A) + 5 / |curl A’ < CeheFo(u/, A') + Ceh? F.(u', A2 < Ceh? F.(u', A')?.
R3\Q

1 1
F.(u' A + = / | curl A')? < hex/ p(u', A A By + Ceh? E.(Ju'])z.
R3\Q2 Q
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Inserting (A.1) and he, < e @ into (A.2), we get

F(u', A') + %/ |curl A')2 < '3 < Ce(1-20)(1+5)
R3\Q

By inserting this estimate into (A.2), we obtain
F.(u', A") + 1/ | curl A')? < Ce-20)(1+5+5),
2 Jra\o
Repeating this process a finite number of times, we are led to

Fs(u/7A/)_|_%/ ‘CU.l"lA/P < 08(1—205)(1-1-%4-%4_...4_%)

R3\Q
for some k € N. Since a < i and > 7 % = 2, we deduce that
"1
1-2 —>1
(1 - 2a) ; >

for any k sufficiently large. Hence
1
F.(u', A") + —/ |curl A'|* < Ce't0
2 Jrao

for some 6 > 0. O

As a consequence, from Theorem 1.5, we obtain the uniqueness of the Meissner-type
solution of Theorem 1.4 for a < i.
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