PHYSICAL REVIEW D 107, 065007 (2023)

Solitonic self-sustained charge and energy transport

on the superconducting cylinder
Fabrizio Canfora,l’z’* Alex Giacomini,S’T Nicolas Grandi ,4’5‘1 Julio Oliva ,6‘§ and Aldo Vera®®!

"Universidad San Sebastidn, sede Valdivia, General Lagos 1163, Valdivia 5110693, Chile
2Centro de Estudios Cientificos (CECS), Casilla 1469, Valdivia 5090000, Chile
JInstituto de Ciencias Fisicas y Matemdticas, Universidad Austral de Chile,
Casilla 567, Valdivia 5090000, Chile
4Departamento de Fisica, UNLP, C.C. 67, 1900 La Plata, Argentina
>Instituto de Fisica de La Plata, CONICET, C.C. 67, 1900 La Plata, Argentina
6Departamem‘o de Fisica, Universidad de Concepcion, Casilla 160-C, Concepcion, Chile

® (Received 22 July 2022; accepted 22 February 2023; published 13 March 2023)

We present an exact time-dependent solution for a charged scalar field on a two-dimensional cylinder,
that can be interpreted as representing a long-standing excitation on a S-wave superconducting state, which
propagates along a nanotube constructed out of twisted bilayer graphene. The solution has a topological
charge characterized by an integer number, which counts the winding of the Higgs phase winds around the
cylinder. The resulting electric current generates its own electromagnetic field in a self-consistent way,

without the need of any external fields to keep it alive.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The charged scalar field in two space dimensions is a
very simple yet very useful quantum field theory. It has
been studied as a lower-dimensional toy model for quantum
electrodynamics [1], as a constructive laboratory to inves-
tigate the properties of solitonic solutions in gauge field
theories [2], and most importantly, in the condensed matter
realm, as the effective Ginzburg-Landau theory describing
a two-dimensional S-wave superconductor [3].

In the last context, the charged scalar represents the
degrees of freedom of the superconducting condensate. The
homogeneous solution with a nonvanishing scalar expect-
ation value is interpreted as the superconducting state, since
it spontaneously breaks the U(1) charge invariance. Static
inhomogeneous solutions then represent excitations; a well
known example of which is the Nilsen-Olesen vortex [4],
which depicts an Abrikosov vortex on the superconducting
background [5].
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Understanding the dynamics of such excitations requires
the inclusion of time derivatives in the scalar field equations
of motion. First order time derivatives result in the time-
dependent Ginzbug-Landau theory [6,7]. This model is
noninvariant under time reversal and then it results in
dissipation. Alternatively, a Lorentz covariant approach has
been suggested, in which the dynamics corresponds to
(2 + 1)-dimensional scalar electrodynamics [8]. It has the
advantage of being consistent with the covariance of
Maxwell equations, as well as providing a finite penetration
depth for the electric field [9]. Dissipation due to non-
condensed electrons can then be included through a
Rayleigh dissipation function [10].

Recently, unconventional high T, superconductivity has
been observed in twisted bilayer graphene [11], when the
twist is adjusted at the so called “magic angle” ~1.1° at
which the fermionic dispersion relation develops a flat
band [12,13]. It is not clear yet what the symmetry of the
resulting wave function is. It has been argued that single
[14] and multilayer [15] graphene might form S-wave pairs,
of which some experimental evidence has been found [16].

In the present paper, inspired in the above consider-
ations, we explore the solutions to (2 + 1)-dimensional
scalar electrodynamics. We are interested in long-standing
time-dependent configurations. Hence, the ansatz must be
chosen in such a way as to minimize all possible sources of
dissipation. We find a traveling nonlinear wave that moves
along the noncompact direction of a cylinder, at the speed
of light. We interpret it as an excitation propagating in the
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superconducting state of a nanotube constructed out of
twisted bilayer graphene.

A particularly interesting problem is whether the energy
and charge transport can be self-sustained. In other words,
is an external field necessary to keep these excitations
alive, or is it enough to consider the electromagnetic field
generated by the excited charges themselves? Such a
question is notoriously difficult (see [17-19] and references
therein) since it entails to consider the backreaction of the
excitations on the electromagnetic field and vice versa. Our
construction shows that, at least in the present setting, the
second possibility is a viable option.

The paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II we define our
model and parametrize the fields. In Sec. III we investigate
the decoupling conditions which minimize dissipation. In
Sec. IV we write the explicit solution and Secs. Vand VI are
dedicated to the study of its transport and topological
properties. In Sec. VII we discuss some specific examples.
In Sec. VIII, we analyze the stability of a special type of
perturbations. Finally, in Sec. IX we discuss our findings.

II. THE MODEL

The effective degrees of freedom of a relativistic S-wave
superconductor are described in a Lorentz covariant way
by standard scalar electrodynamics in 2 4+ 1 dimensions
[8,10], which couples a charged scalar field ¥ to
the electromagnetic field A, minimally, according to the
action

S = —/ d%,/—g((D,}P)*D“‘P
2 QxR

1
+ (P -2 + EFWF””>, (2.1)

where the system is defined in a spatial manifold €, being
D, =0, —ieA, the covariant derivative, e the scalar
electric charge, y its coupling constant, and v its vacuum
expectation value.
We parametrize the scalar in the most general way, as
¥ = helC, (2.2)
where the factor of e in the exponent is introduced for later
convenience. Regarding the gauge field, we use a “Clebsch
representation” of the form
A, = 0,N+ A0, F, (2.3)
in terms of the “Clebsch potentials” A, 4, and F. In 2 + 1
dimensions this decomposition is completely general and
does not restrict the fields in any sense. Of course the
gradient part 9, A can be adjusted to any desired value by a

gauge transformation, but we leave that for later after
deriving the equations of motion.

Since the parametrization is not restrictive, we can safely
plug it into the action and then obtain the equations of
motion by varying h, G, A, 4, and F. To do that, we need
the expressions for the gauge curvature and the covariant
derivative

F,, = 0,40,F — 9,00,F, (2.4)

DY = (aﬂh + ieh(aﬂG - Jd,A— /w,,F))efeG, (2.5)
which, together with Eqs. (2.2) and (2.3), result in the
rewritten form of the action

S=3 / Pxy=g <—(ah)2 — ¢2(0G — OA — A0F)*I?
QxR

- g (h? = 12)? + (04 - OF)? — (aA)Z(aF)z) . (26)

This can be varied with respect to the different fields, to
obtain the equations of motion of the system. We start with
the scalar phase G, obtaining the equation
((0,G - 9,A - /IdﬂF)hz) =0. (2.7)
Notice that the same equation can be obtained by varying
with respect to A. Then, we can choose the gauge A = G

and, replacing it into the action, the remaining equations
take the form

#((0F)?,A — (04 - OF)a,F) — €2Ah*(9F)> = 0, (2.8)

Oh — e*ha*(0F)* —y(h*> = 1*)h = 0, (2.9)

0 ((0A- 0F)d,A — ((04)* + ezhzﬂz)éﬂF) =0, (2.10)
while Eq. (2.7) simplifies to

a"(hz/wﬂF) =0. (2.11)

Equations (2.8)—(2.11) constitute the full set of equations of
motion of the system.

III. LONG TERM BEHAVIOR

In the above Egs. (2.8)—(2.11) the electromagnetic
variables F' and A are coupled among them and to the
scalar one h. This means that any amount of energy stored
on any of the fields will get distributed among all the
degrees of freedom as the system evolves. In any realistic
situation, each variable is coupled to an external dissipative
channel. This implies that the energy will then flow out of
the system through all of them. If one waits long enough,
it is reasonable to expect that one should be left with a
configuration in which all the possible dissipative processes
have already happened. Thus, the ansatz describing such
configuration must minimize the coupling among the
different dissipative channels; this happens when the
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different degrees of freedom of the gauge and scalar fields
are decoupled. In that case, the energy stored on any degree
of freedom dissipates only through the corresponding
channel, resulting in less dissipation overall.

These intuitive arguments lead to the following consis-
tent ansatz. First of all, one needs to impose the “force free”
conditions 04 - F = oh - 0F = 0 and the “lightlike” con-
dition (0F)? = 0, since in this way two degrees of freedom
(the gauge field and the amplitude of the scalar field) get
decoupled. Then, the additional condition d((04)?) - oF =
0 must be imposed for consistency. In this way, the full set
of coupled field equations is reduced to the decoupled pair

(3.1)
(3.2)

Oh —y(h* —*)h = 0,
OF =0,

where we assumed (04)> + e2h?2> # 0. These equations
must be solved together with the constraints

(0F)? =0, (3.3)
94+ OF =0, (3.4)
oh - oF = 0, (3.5)

d((92)?) - OF =0, (3.6)

to obtain a full solution of the system.

IV. THE SUPERCONDUCTING CYLINDER

The next step is to specify the space-time geometry
Q x R in which our fields propagate. We choose a cylinder
topology with planar metric

ds* = —dt* + dz* + dg?, (4.1)
where the coordinate ¢ = ¢ + L, goes around the cylinder,
while —L./2 < z < L_/2 runs along it (the case of a very
long cylinder corresponds to L, — +o0). We can change to
lightlike coordinates z, = (z £ 1)/ /2 obtaining

ds* = 2dz, dz_ + d¢?, (4.2)
which implies in the equations of motion
20,0_h+ 0:h —y(h* —1*)h =0, (4.3)
20,0_F 4+ 0,F =0, (4.4)
and in the constraints
2(0,F)(0_F) + (0,F)* =0, (4.5)
04 A0_F + 0_A0 F + 9,40,F = 0, (4.6)

0, ho_F +0_ho, F +9,hd,F =0,  (4.7)

0. (01)2) (0F) + 0_((92)2)(0- F) + 0,((92))d, F = .

(4.8)

The lightlike condition in the first line can then be solved
by first choosing 9,F = 0 and then imposing 0, F = 0 or
d_F = 0. The force free conditions in the second and third
lines then imply that A and /4 should depend on the same z;
variable as F. With these choices, the condition on the last
line as well as the equation of motion for F are automati-
cally satisfied. We are then left with only one equation of
motion, the one for 4, which now reads

05h —y(h* —v*)h = 0. (4.9)
This equation corresponds to a quartic oscillator, and can be
integrated once to get the first-order relation

4 —1\2
R (m-2 4.1
( V) 4 \m+1)° (4.10)

where the integration constant in the right-hand side was
conveniently parametrized in terms of a new number m.
This can reduced to quadratures, as

dh
/ %(hZ—ﬁ)z_w(’”‘l)z:iﬂ“”‘%)’ (#.11)

m+1

where ¢, is a new integration constant. The remaining
integral can be performed explicitly.
For the particular case m = 1 we get the solution

h = vtanh (v\/g((p - (po)>,

where an overall & sign was removed by a gauge trans-
formation. Is evident that this function approaches the
vacuum value at ¢ — =£oo. This implies that the natural
boundary condition, namely that the Higgs field matches its
vacuum value at the boundary of the sample, can only be
satisfied in an infinite plane.

If m # 1 the solution can be written in terms of the Jacobi
elliptic sine function as

2m y
h—y,/l_’_msn(u,/l+m((p—(p0),m>, (4.13)

where again an overall & sign was gauged away. In this
expression, in order to have a real 4 we need a positive
value for m. Since the solution is invariant when m — 1/m,
we only need to consider 0 < m < 1. According to the

(4.12)
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constraint d, h = 0 or d_h = 0, the integration constants m
and ¢, are arbitrary functions of z_ or z,, respectively.
These will be restricted further as we impose physically
meaningful boundary conditions on the obtained solution.

If the solution is defined on a tube, then the value of /()
must differ from the value (¢ + L,) by a gauge trans-
formation, i.e., by a phase. Since / is real, the only possible
phase is an overall sign =+, implying a periodic or
antiperiodic solution. This imposes

/YL, = 2n\/(1 + m)K(m), (4.14)
where n € Z is an arbitrary integer and K(m) is the
complete elliptic integral of the first kind. Then m is fixed
to a constant value independent of z.. For the model
parameters satisfying v,/yL, > zn, this equation has a
nontrivial solution; see Fig. 1. The solution is periodic for n
even and antiperiodic for n odd.

If instead we want to define the solution on a ribbon
extending from ¢, to ¢, + L,, we need to impose that the
Higgs field reaches its vacuum expectation value at the edges
h(po) = £h(py + L,) = v. It has to do it smoothly, thus
we also need to satisfy ' (¢,) = +h'(¢y + L,) = 0. This is
just a particular case of the (anti)periodicity conditions
discussed in the previous paragraph, and imposes the same
quantization condition for m. However, since the overall

factor satisfies \/2m/(1 + m) < 1 for the allowed range of
m, the value of & is never v, implying that the solution
cannot exist on a ribbon.

Notice that the solution (4.13) changes sign n times as
the variable ¢ goes around the tube. This can be made
explicit by writing

h = |hle!,

(4.15)

2n /1 +m K(m)

60
50F
40F

30F

20F

10&

1 1 1 1 " m
0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

FIG. 1. From bottom to top, the profiles of the expression
4n+/(1 4+ m)K(m) as a function of m for growingn = 1,2, ..., 7.
The horizontal line represents an arbitrary value of the combi-
nation v,/yL of the model parameters. This shows that the

equation v,/yL = 2n+/(1 + m)K(m) has a nontrivial solution

for v\/yL > mn.

where [---] stands for the integer part. The exponent is
then a discontinuous function, which jumps as ¢ grows.
However, a smooth overall phase for the Higgs field ¥ can
be obtained by choosing the function G in our ansatz (2.2)
in the form

nrp| nng
M —————. 4.1
eG + {L(p ] L, (4.16)

With this form of G, the number 7 is measuring the winding

of the Higgs phase around the cylinder.
The full solution of the system then reads
F=F(z4), (4.17)

1= /I(Zi’ 60),

2m y
h_y,/l+msn<y,/1+m((p—¢0),m), (4.19)

G =" _ {_ﬂ _ e,
Llﬂ

(4.18)

(4.20)

where m is quantized as in Fig. 1 with n € Z, and the
functions F(z+), @o(z+), and A(z4,@) are chiral but
otherwise completely arbitrary, being determined by the
initial conditions.

V. CHARGE AND ENERGY TRANSPORT

The electric current of the above solution can be written
as twice the coefficient of the gauge potential A0, F in the
action, and it takes the form

Ji = —ezhz/wiF, (51)

(5.2)

implying J, = £J, = +£J.. Here and along this section,
the top (respectively bottom) signs represent the solution
that depends on z, (respectively z_). The above result
implies in particular that, in order to have a well defined
current, the function A(z.,¢) has to be periodic in the
variable ¢.

We can also calculate the electromagnetic field strength,
which reads

F,i =0,A0.F = —a,/,(JZ/ezhz), (5.3)
Fip=F =0, (5.4)

or in other words
E. =0, -B=+E,=F,,. (5.5)
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This results on a vanishing total magnetic flux ®z on the
cylinder, as the integral

J
Oy = /Q B = / dodzo, (ﬁ)
Jz @+L
= / %

vanishes in virtue of the periodicity of J,/e*h?.

Effective electric conductivities can be defined as quo-
tients of the electric current components divided by the
electric field ones. This results in an infinite effective direct
conductivity o,, = J_./E., and an effective Hall conduc-
tivity with value

®

:O’

(5.6)

6., =J./E,=F ¢®h*/d,logA. (5.7)

Finally, the components of energy momentum tensor
read

T:ti = —€2h2/12(aiF)2 - (aih)2 - in(ﬂ’ (58)
1 Y
Tiy = 2 (‘)rph)z + 4 (h* =12, (5.9)
1 Y
Top= =5 @2+ 507 222 (5.10)
T, = —0,hd.h, (5.11)

which results on an energy density T, =T,y — T,
implying that for a finite tube of length L. the total energy
is finite. Notice that T',,, is minus the constant (4.10), while
T, is minus the Lagrangian in (2.6) evaluated on the
restrictions (3.3) and (3.4) with G = A.

It is important to notice that the field strengths, the
electric current, and the energy momentum tensor, are all
periodic in ¢, even in the case when £ is antiperiodic.

VI. TOPOLOGICAL CHARGE AND A BPS-LIKE
BOUND

Since our solutions are characterized by an integer n
which is a winding number, we may wonder whether it is
related to some topological charge. If we write the standard
form of the topological charge for 2 + 1 scalar electrody-
namics as

Q:i/d‘I‘/\d‘P*:i/ WA AP, (6.1)
Q 0Q

where Q is now our cylinder and dQ are the two circles at
the cylinder ends, we get the explicit expression

0= / do <lpaq,l}'*|Z:L_z + ‘Ifa(,,lpﬂzz_ﬁ)

= 2nx. (6.2)
Then we see that our solutions are topological in nature,
being characterized by a topological charge.

An interesting point is that the charge O was obtained
from the same expression that would result in the
topological charge of an Abrikosov-Nielsen-Olesen vor-
tex. Thus, our solutions may in principle be continuously
deformed into such a vortex, without changing the value
of Q.

In static configurations, the presence of a topological
charge is often related to the existence of a Bogomol’nyi-
Prasad-Sommerfield (BPS) bound on the energy. A natural
question is whether something similar may exist for the
present time dependent solutions. To check that, we
evaluate the on shell action of the configuration

1 ]/
Son-shell = — / dz,dz_do (—2 (()(ﬂh)2 + 1 (h2 VZ)z) ’
(6.3)

which can be rewritten as

1 v 2
Son-shell = _E/ dz. dz_dg <0(/)h — S\/;(hz _ yz)) + P,

(6.4)

where s = +1 is a sign, and we have defined the magnitude
P according to

P= —s\/g/ dzdg(h* —1*)0,h.

In this expression, the integral in ¢ can be explicitly
performed, resulting in

__ Y h_2_2
P = s\/;/dz(3 u)h

this vanishes for periodic (n even) solutions, but not for
antiperiodic (n odd) ones. In this last case, the result has the
somewhat disappointing feature of being dependent on the
value of ¢ where the circle is closed ¢ ~ ¢ + L, which
makes it difficult to determine a proper physical interpre-
tation of P as a topological charge. However, we can write
the following BPS-like bound

(6.5)

. (66)

¢+L,
@

Son—shell < P, (6.7)

whose saturation implies the field equations, as expected
from a standard BPS bound. Indeed, the above bound is
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saturated when Eq. (4.10) is satisfied, for the particular case
m = 1. As we mention earlier, the corresponding solution
(4.12) does not satisfy the boundary conditions on a tube,
and can only be defined on an infinite plane.

In conclusion, the family of solutions we have found on
the tube satisfies the bound (6.7).

2rk
F(z.) = E
(z+) =alze + ) afsin ( L.

k=0

2rk
@o(z2) = agz. + Zak sin <

k?=

2nk
Mze) = abze + Zak sin ( I

where the coefficients a} and b} are periodic functions of ¢,
and can be decomposed according to

. [2xl B 2rl

vl 60) = E_ ail sin (L—(p> + ail cos (L—(p(p>,
27xl

E b}, sin <—(p> + b, cos (L—go)

With this expressions, we can plot the profiles of the
observable functions, namely the electric current J, the
energy density 7', and the electromagnetic field £ = F B,
for some simple examples, see Figs. 2—6.

In Fig. 2 we plot some simple configurations with
growing values of n, which implies a growing number
of maxima of the functions around the cylinder. In Fig. 3 we
draw some solutions with different values of k%, the linear
mode controlling the winding of the level curves around the
cylinder, the higher modes counting their oscillations along
it. Figure 4 shows configurations with different values of
k*, which controls the number of maxima of the functions
along the cylinder. Figure 5 shows the some profiles with
fixed k* for different values of /, which combines with n
to tweak the number of maxima around the cylinder.
Finally, Fig. 6 contains profiles with different values of
k', contributing to the number of maxima of the observable
functions along the cylinder.

VIII. STABILITY

We proved in Sec. VI that our solutions are characterized
by a topological charge Q = 2zn, in which n represents
the winding around the cylinder of the phase of the Higgs
field. This feature is a proxy for the overall stability of the
configuration, since a finite-energy deformation cannot
change the winding number. Then, if an instability exists,
it must drive the solution into a different one with the same

VII. SOME EXPLICIT EXAMPLES

In order to get some insight on the behavior of the
solutions, we need to specify an explicit form for the
arbitrary chiral functions F(zy) and ¢g(z.), and for
the function A(z.., ¢). We can write Fourier decompositions
for all of them, as

27kF
+ bf cos < Zi>,
> k LZ
2wk?
) +b‘,fcos< L Zi>,
+b cos 2k’
LZ Zi )

|
I

Min

Max

FIG. 2. Electric current J. (top) and energy density T,
(bottom) for n =1, 2, 3 from left to right, with nonvanishing
bg, Eéo, and ag . It is evident that, as expected, the number n
controls the number of maxima around the cylinder.
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Min Max

FIG. 3. Electric current J. (top) and energy density T,
(bottom) for nonvanishing af, by, and b4 from left to right,
with n = 3 and nonvanishing b}, and al. We see that af) regulates
the winding of the level curves around the cylinder, while k% is
counting their oscillations along z.

winding number, as for example the Abrikosov-Nielsen-
Olesen vortex.

A complete perturbative analysis of the obtained sol-
utions is beyond the scope of the present paper, since it
would involve five coupled linear partial differential
equations on a nontrivial background. Nevertheless, in this
section we analyze a special type of perturbations which
have both interesting physical meaning and allow some
analytic control; those that preserve the decoupling proper-
ties of our ansatz. Such perturbations are defined by the
following small deformations of our ansatz functions

F(z1) = F(zs) + €6F (z4),

(8.1)

h(p) = h(p) + e5h(p), (8.2)

Min Max

FIG. 4. Electric current J, (top) and energy density T,
(bottom) for nonvanishing b, b%,, and b%, from left to right,
with n = 4 and nonvanishing b and af. Notice that k* counts the
number of maxima along z.

where ¢ is a small dimensionless parameter. These pertur-
bations are very likely to be the smallest energy perturba-
tions of the present exact solutions. The reason is that it
takes “a little effort” to perform an angular deformation of 4
(see, for instance, the discussion of the hedgehog ansatz
[20,21]) as compared to deformations on 4 depending also
on the other coordinates. For this reason the linear operator
that determines the spectrum of these perturbations plays a
very important role.

The linearized field equations are obtained expanding to
the first nontrivial order in e. They read

0.Fo,6F =0, (8.3)

—28h + y(3h2 — 12)8h = 0, (8.4)

where h and F are the background solutions.
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Min Max

FIG. 5. Electric current J. (top) and energy density T,
(bottom) for nonvanishing b?%,, b%,, and b%; from left to right,
with n = 4 and nonvanishing b{ and afj. Here [ combines with n
to control the number of maxima around the cylinder.

As far as the equation for the perturbation OF is
concerned, since F' only depends on one of the two light
cone variables z; we get that the solution for 0F must
depend on the same light cone variable

SF = 6F(z.). (8.5)

Thus, imposing reasonable boundary conditions in the
z-direction, one gets a Fourier expansion for §F with real
frequencies, so that the perturbation is always well-
behaved.

Regarding the perturbation 6k, if we take

Sh = ,h, (8.6)

Min Max

FIG. 6. Electric current J (top), energy density T, (center),
and electromagnetic field £, = F B (bottom) for nonvanishing
b, bY, and bf from left to right, with n = 4 and nonvanishing b
and b?,. We see that k* combines with K* to control the number
of maxima along the cylinder.
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where /1 is the background solution satisfying Eq. (4.9),
then oh satisfies identically the corresponding linearized
field equation in Eq. (8.3). Moreover, from Eq. (4.10) it is
clear that we can choose the integration constant m close
enough to one, in such a way that d,h never changes sign;
this implies that 64 has no node. In other words, we have a
nodeless zero mode of the linearized field equations.
Standard arguments in quantum mechanics then suggest
that all the other eigenvalues are positive.

Although the above arguments are not a complete proof
of the stability, they suggest that the family of analytic
solutions constructed here have interesting physical
properties.

IX. DISCUSSION

We have found exact solutions to 2 4 1 scalar electro-
dynamics, that represent solitonic configurations propagat-
ing along a cylinder. The solutions are topological in
nature, being indexed by an integer number that counts
the winding of the Higgs phase around the cylinder. They
are continuously connected to Abrikosov-Nielsen-Olesen
vortices. Even if a partial perturbative analysis does not
show instabilities, our solutions may in principle relax into
vortices via some instability channel we had not consid-
ered, or through external dissipation.

There is both a charge density and an electric current
along the cylinder, which are equal (up to a sign) and have
arbitrary shapes on the cylinder surface. The current is self-
sustained since there is no need for an external field to keep
it alive. There is no electric current around the cylinder, nor
electric field along it. As time runs, the profile moves as a
whole along the cylinder, at the speed corresponding to that
of the light in the model.

We would like to interpret our solutions as long standing
excitations on a superconducting nanotube. As these
configurations are independent of the value of the coupling,
they can describe both type I and type II superconductors.
For this interpretation to work, we need that (1) the
superconducting condensate has an S-wave symmetry
[14-16], (2) the matter dynamics can be considered
relativistic [8—10], and (3) our two-dimensional fields have
to be embedded into a three dimensional setup (this can be
done by solving Maxwell’s equation in vacuum and then
imposing at the tube radius a suitable set of boundary
conditions, that in cylindrical coordinates read B, = B,
E, =0, E, = +F,,). If these hypotheses are fulfilled, the
device could in principle be constructed out of twisted
bilayer graphene, by compactifying one direction on a
certain number of its moiré periods of around ~13 nm.
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