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We derive a novel BPS bound from chiral perturbation theory minimally coupled to electrodynam-
ics at finite isospin chemical potential. At a critical value of the isospin chemical potential, a system
of three first-order differential field equations (which implies the second-order field equations) for
the gauge field and the hadronic profile can be derived from the requirement to saturate the bound.
These BPS configurations represent magnetic multi-vortices with quantized flux supported by a su-
perconducting current. The corresponding topological charge density is related to the magnetic flux
density, but is screened by the hadronic profile. Such a screening effect allows to derive the maximal
value of the magnetic field generated by these BPS magnetic vortices, being Bmax = 2, 04× 1014 G.
The solution for a single BPS vortex is discussed in detail, and some physical consequences, together
with the comparison with the magnetic vortices in the Ginzburg-Landau theory at critical coupling,
are described.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The phase diagram of the low energy limit of quantum chromodynamics (QCD) under non-trivial external conditions
(such as finite density, low temperatures and in presence of strong magnetic fields) is a very hard nut to crack (see
[1]-[4], and references therein). Not only analytic perturbative methods fail, but also lattice QCD may experience
some problems (see, for instance, Refs. [5]-[9]).

An extremely important region of the phase diagram corresponds to low temperatures, vanishing baryonic chemical
potential (µB = 0) and finite isospin chemical potential (µI ̸= 0) [10]-[21]. There are many reasons behind the
relevance of this sector. First, when µI ̸= 0 but µB = 0, there is no sign problem, so that detailed results on the
phase diagram are available in this region. Second, in the seminal paper by Son and Stephanov [10], it has been
shown that, at finite values of µI , a transition occurs from the hadronic phase to a superfluid phase and, eventually,
to a superconducting phase. It is expected that at low isospin density the ground state is a pion condensate [10], [22],
[23], while a Fermi liquid with Cooper pairing should appear at higher density. These results have been confirmed by
lattice studies and still offers many surprises, as we will see.

In particular, the analysis of the interplay between strong interactions and electromagnetic fields still exhibit diffi-
cult unsolved problems at low energies and temperatures. At these scales, the main role is played by the topological
solitons of QCD [24]-[27]. Topological solitons are characterized by a non-vanishing topological charge, which prevents
such classical configurations from decaying into the trivial vacuum. Especially taking into account the Cooper pairing
appearing at finite µI , it is clear that the most natural topological solitons that should appear are superconducting
vortices with quantized magnetic flux. Indeed, vortex-like solitons are expected both in superfluids and in supercon-
ductors. At finite density, many vortex-like solutions have been constructed numerically, and many of the following
references have been important sources of inspiration as far as the present work is concerned; [28]-[35].

Analytical results have also been obtained in Refs. [36]-[41]. However, these analytical solutions (which describe
inhomogeneous baryonic condensates with the shapes of tubes and layers) have been obtained at finite baryon density
but not at finite isospin density1 and, moreover, do not possess the required quantized magnetic flux characteristic
of vortices in superconductors. One of the most important open theoretical questions in this area appears when
we consider the situation in the Ginzburg-Landau (GL) theory. In such a theory, depending on the value of the
Higgs coupling, one can be in a type I or in a type II superconductor and, exactly at the transition, a remarkable
phenomenon appears. One can saturate a BPS bound for the free energy per unit of length of the vortices, where the
magnetic flux plays the role of the topological charge, and multi-vortices solutions (where the vortices can be placed
at arbitrary locations) appear [42].

Since µI is responsible for the Cooper pairing [10] (and so µI plays a similar role to the Higgs coupling), one would
expect that at a special value of µI it should be possible to saturate a suitable BPS bound (where the magnetic flux
is expected to be the corresponding topological charge) in such a way that multi-vortices solutions should appear.
Such a special value of µI should be a signal of a change of behavior from type I to type II (in which case flux tubes
can penetrate the superconductor). Despite all the efforts, such a BPS completion has not been found. In this paper
we will fill this gap.

We will work with chiral perturbation theory (χPT), which describes the low energy limit of QCD; see [43]-[50],
and references therein. As will be clarified in the following sections, the present novel results are well within the
range of validity of χPT. Hence, our starting point is the non-linear sigma model (NLSM) coupled to the Maxwell
theory in the case of SU(2) isospin global symmetry, which is one of the most relevant effective field theories [24],
[51]. The analysis of soliton crystals in χPT in presence of magnetic fields and/or at finite isospin chemical potential
is a very active topic (see [28]-[35], and references therein). The conditions allowing the appearance of topologically
stable non-homogeneous condensates, besides its intrinsic interest, are also relevant for the thermodynamics of dense
nuclear/quark matter [1]-[3]. Moreover, when the SU(2) valued scalar field is assumed to be homogeneous, and
the corresponding spatial fluctuations are neglected, many important physical effects are missed (see [52], [53], and
references therein).

Until very recently, the more common techniques (which allow to describe stable topological solitons such as
instantons, monopoles and vortices in Yang-Mills-Higgs and the abelian-Higgs models) did not work in the case of
the gauged χPT. The reason is that, at the level of the gauged NLSM, there is no obvious BPS bound to saturate for
static configurations. Indeed, the obvious bounds (where one would put, on the right-hand side, the baryonic charge
density or the magnetic flux density) cannot be saturated. On the other hand, the recent results in Ref. [64] have
shown that when the obvious BPS bound cannot be saturated, a novel less obvious BPS bound exist that can actually
be saturated and it has all the expected properties that a BPS bound should have. In the present paper, we will see

1 While, in the present case, we need vanishing baryonic density but non-vanishing isospin density.
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a quite remarkable manifestation of this phenomenon; we will find a novel BPS bounds for a special value of µI in
the gauged χPT which can actually be saturated by superconducting multi-vortices with quantized magnetic flux.

The reason why this bound has not been found before is very tricky. The topological charge density, which is needed
for the BPS completion, is not the magnetic flux density (as it happens in the GL case), but rather a magnetic flux
density dressed by the hadronic profile itself. Such a dressing screens the magnetic field Bz providing with a maximal
possible value for Bz. A further by-product of the present results is that the Landau-Peierls criteria is avoided. Also,
it is worth emphasizing that magnetized topological solitons are extremely relevant in many situations, such as heavy
ions collisions and neutron stars (see Refs. [5]-[9], and [54]-[56]).

The techniques introduced in Refs. [36]-[41], allowed the construction of analytical solutions describing multi-
solitons at finite density for both in the NLSM as well as in the Skyrme model minimally coupled to the Maxwell
theory (see, for details, Refs. [57]-[63]). However, in such an approach, the electromagnetic field (although self-
consistently generated by the non-homogeneous condensates) has necessarily the electric components of the same
order as the magnetic components. Therefore, in all the situations in which the magnetic field dominates, this
framework must be modified. This is the aim of the present paper, in which the technique introduced in [64] will be
used to derive a novel BPS bound that can be saturated for magnetized configurations.

This paper is organized as follows: In Section II the gauged χPT will be introduced together with the Ansatz for
the matter fields. In Section III we derive a novel BPS bound from the gauged χPT. In Section IV we construct
magnetized vortex solutions from the BPS equations and we discuss its main physical properties. In Section V we
show in detail the case of a single vortex. Section VI is devoted to the conclusions. In the Appendix we will provide
with mathematical arguments supporting the existence of such BPS multi-vortices configurations.

II. PRELIMINARIES

The gauged χPT (up to order O(p2)) [49], is described by the action

I[U,A] =
1

4e2

∫
M

d4x
√
−g (KTr [LµLµ]− FµνF

µν) , (1)

Lµ = U−1DµU = Lj
µtj , Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ , tj = iσj .

Here U(x) ∈ SU(2) is the pionic field, Aµ is the Maxwell potential and σi are the Pauli matrices. The coupling K is

a positive constant given by K = ( efπ2 )2, being fπ the pions decay constant and e the electric charge. Here we will

use fπ = 93MeV and e =
√
4πα = 0.303. In our convention c = 1 and ℏ = 1. In Eq. (1), Dµ denotes the covariant

derivative, defined as

DµU = ∇µU +AµUÔ , Ô = U−1 [t3, U ] , (2)

being ∇µ the partial derivative.2 The isospin chemical potential can be introduced to the model through the covariant
derivative in the following form

DµU → D̄µU = DµU + µI [t3, U ]gµt , (3)

where µI is the value of isospin chemical potential. It is important to point out that critical values for the isospin
chemical potential have been derived from effective models (such as the Skyrme model or ladder-QCD) showing
different phase transitions (see, for instance, Refs. [65]-[68]). In the next section, we will compute a critical value
for µI in χPT that allows the formation of a topologically stable inhomogeneous condensate made of magnetized
multi-vortices.3

The electromagnetic current obtained from Eq. (1) is given by

Jµ = −K

2
Tr(ÔLµ) . (4)

The pionic field in the exponential representation is written as

U = cos(α)1+ sin(α)nit
i , (5)

ni = {sinΘ cosΦ, sinΘ sinΦ, cosΘ} ,

2 Note that in some references a normalization factor 1/2 is used in front of Aµ in Eq. (2).
3 In this section we will not include the pions mass since this chiral limit illustrate the emergence of this phenomenon in a very neat way.
The inclusion of the pions mass will be discussed in Section IV.
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where α = α(xµ), Θ = Θ(xµ), Φ = Φ(xµ) are the three degrees of freedom of the U field, and 1 denotes the 2 × 2
identity matrix. In terms of this parametrization, the covariant derivative DµU in Eq. (2) reads

Dµα = ∂µα , DµΘ = ∂µΘ , DµΦ = ∂µΦ− 2Aµ . (6)

Hence, one can see that the scalar degree of freedom Φ(xµ) plays the role of the phase of the complex Higgs field in
the GL theory (while α and Θ are not affected by the covariant derivative).

Since we are interested in multi-vortices (with quantized magnetic field along the third spatial direction) in χPT
minimally coupled to the Maxwell theory, the natural Ansatz is

α = α(x1, x2) , Φ = Φ(x1, x2) , Θ =
π

2
, (7)

Aµdx
µ = A1 dx1 +A2 dx2 , Ai = Ai(x1, x2) , (8)

which leads to a magnetic field in the x3 direction. This choice is very convenient since, as it will be clear from the
following computations, the combination sin(α)nit

i, plays the role of the complex Higgs field ϕ in the GL free energy:

sin(α)nit
i ∽ ϕ ,

while the choice of the gauge potential is forced by the requirement to have a magnetic field along x3.

III. A NOVEL BPS BOUND FORM χPT

In this section, for simplicity, we will assume a flat metric in Cartesian coordinates, but our results can be obtained
in the same way using arbitrary coordinate systems, as we will see in the next section.

When one replaces in Eq. (1) the Ansatz defined in Eqs. (5), (7) and (8), (taking into account the non-trivial
isospin chemical potential in Eq. (3)) one obtains the lagrangian density L, which will play the role of free energy
density 𭟋, that is

𭟋 = −L =
1

e2

[
K

2

{(−→
∇α
)2

+ sin2(α)
(−→
DΦ

)2}
+
1

2
(B⃗2)− 2Kµ2

I sin
2(α)

]
, (9)

where we have denoted (−→
∇α
)2

=

2∑
i=1

(∂iα)
2
,
(−→
DΦ

)2
=

2∑
i=1

(DiΦ)
2
.

In order to derive a BPS bound from Eq. (9), it is convenient to rewrite the free energy density as follows:

e2𭟋 =
K

2

{(−→
∇α
)2

+ sin2(α)
(−→
DΦ

)2}
+
1

2
(B⃗2) + 2Kµ2

I cos
2(α)− 2Kµ2

I . (10)

One can see that the above expression would be positive definite if one could eliminate the last constant term. From
the viewpoint of the differential equations, the constant term is certainly not important (and one could simply drop
it). However, such a term is telling us something physical: in the present case, the appropriate thermodynamical
potential is not the free energy F , but rather the Gibbs free energy G

G = F + PV , F =

∫
d3x𭟋 , G =

∫
d3xG , (11)

being V the volume and P the pressure fixed by the chemical potential, namely P = 2Kµ2
I . Thus, the Gibbs free

energy density G reads

e2G =
K

2

{(−→
∇α
)2

+ sin2(α)
(−→
DΦ

)2}
+
1

2
(B⃗2) + 2Kµ2

I cos
2(α) , (12)

so that

G

L
=

∫
dx1dx2G . (13)

Eq. (13) has to do with the fact that we are interested in superconducting vortices whose Gibbs free energy does
not depend on the third direction. From now on, we will work with G since it is a positive definite quantity, and it
simplifies the discussion of the boundary conditions.
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A. Boundary Conditions and flux quantization

The requirement to have a finite Gibbs free energy per unit of length gives rise to boundary conditions that are
close analogs of the boundary conditions used for vortices in the GL theory.

Let us introduce the usual coordinate system to discuss boundary conditions for a single vortex at the origin of the
cylindrical coordinates:

ds2 = −dt2 + dr2 + r2dθ2 + (dx3)
2
.

In order for the integral in Eq. (13) to be convergent for large values of the two-dimensional radius, we must require

α →
r→∞

π

2
+ c1π , c1 ∈ N ,

−→
DΦ →

r→∞
0 ⇔

−→
A →

r→∞

1

2

−→
∂ Φ . (14)

On the other hand, close to the origin, regularity requires

α →
r→0

c2π , c2 ∈ N ,
−→
A →

r→0
0 . (15)

The condition in Eq. (15), from the viewpoint of the chiral field U in Eqs. (5) and (7), reads:

U →
r→0

±1 . (16)

In fact, Eqs. (15) and (16) must be satisfied at the locations of all the vortices as one can always choose a local
coordinates system where the position of the j−th vortex is the origin:

U →
r→rj

±1 , ∀ j = 1, .., N , (17)

where N is the total number of vortices and rj is the position of the j−th vortex.
On the other hand, one can derive the quantization of the magnetic flux in the usual way. The chiral field U in Eq.

(5) must be single valued:

U(r, θ) = U(r, θ + 2π) , (18)

and then, taking into account Eq. (7), one arrives at the conclusion that

Φ(r, θ) = Φ(r, θ + 2π) + 2nπ , n ∈ N , (19)

which is natural taking into account that Φ plays the role of the phase of the complex Higgs field in the GL theory
(see Eq. (6)). This implies that the following integral is an integer

1

2π

∮
Γ∞

−→
∂ Φ · d

−→
l = n , (20)

where Γ∞ is the circle at spatial infinity. It is worth emphasizing here that the above integral would be an integer
for any closed curve Γ enclosing all the points {rj}j=1,..,N , where sin(α) vanishes. On the other hand, the finiteness

of the Gibbs free energy requires Eq. (14). Consequently, due to the Stokes theorem, as in the case of the GL theory,
one obtains that n is exactly the magnetic flux, and it is quantized.

B. Improper gauge transformations

In order to derive a BPS bound, we rewrite Eq. (12) as

e2G =
K

2

(
(∂1α)

2 + (∂2α)
2 + sin2(α)[(D1Φ)

2 + (D2Φ)
2])

)
+
1

2
B2

z + 2Kµ2
I cos

2(α)

=
K

2

(
(∂1α+ sin(α)D2Φ)

2 + (∂2α− sin(α)D1Φ)
2

)
+
1

2

(
Bz − 2µI

√
K cos(α)

)2

−K sin(α)(∂1αD2Φ− ∂2αD1Φ) + 2µI

√
K cos(α)Bz .
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Note that, locally, we can gauge away the phase Φ as follows

Aµ → Âµ = Aµ +
1

2
∂µΦ , (21)

Φ → Φ̂ = Φ− Φ = 0 . (22)

However, it is very important to emphasize that Φ itself is a multi-valued function precisely due to the non-vanishing
magnetic flux (see Eqs. (19) and (20)). Therefore, Eqs. (21) and (22) do not define a proper gauge transformation.
In order to clarify which is the price to be paid (in particular, which extra terms do appear) when one performs a
gauge transformation with a multi-valued gauge parameter, let us consider the case of a single vortex (which will be
analyzed in more detail in Section V). The corresponding Ansatz is

α = α(r) , Ar = Az = 0 , Aθ = A(r) , Φ = nθ , (23)

where the cylindrical coordinates are

ds2 = −dt2 + dr2 + r2dθ2 + dz2 . (24)

The spatial coordinates {r, θ, z}, have the ranges

0 < r < ∞ , 0 ≤ θ < 2π , −∞ < z < ∞ .

As one can see from Eq. (6), the interaction between the matter field and the gauge field appears through the
combination ∂µΦ− 2Aµ. It is clear that with the Ansatz in Eq. (23), the conditions of regularity at the origin in Eq.
(15) reduce to

Aθ = A(r) →
r→0

0 , sinα(r) →
r→0

0 ,

which means, of course, that the origin is the position of the vortex. If one now performs the improper gauge
transformation in Eqs. (21) and (22) one would get

Âθ = A(r) +
1

2
n →

r→0

1

2
n , sinα(r) →

r→0
0 .

This is not an innocuous shift of the gauge potential since it introduces a singularity. This is most easily seen in
Cartesian coordinates, where

Φ = nθ = n arctan
(y
x

)
.

A gauge potential Aµ proportional to ∂µΦ with the Φ here above is nothing but the gauge potential of an Aharonov-
Bohm gauge field. As it is well known, such a gauge potential, despite being locally a pure gauge, it corresponds to
the magnetic field of a very thin solenoid along the z axis. Therefore, the magnetic field, BAB

z , associated with the
Aharonov-Bohm gauge field is

BAB
z = nδ(x, y) , (25)

where δ(x, y) is the Dirac delta at the position of the thin solenoid. This argument is true actually at the positions of
all the vortices. The reason is that, close to the position of any of the vortices present in the configuration, one can
choose a coordinate system with the origin at the position of such vortex and repeat this argument. Consequently, the
price to pay if one decides to “gauge away” the function Φ (which is convenient from the computational point of view)
in a configuration with N vortices is that one has to include explicitly in the magnetic field the “Aharonov-Bohm
contributions” from all the vortices:

BAB
z =

N∑
j=1

njδ (x− xj , y − yj) , (26)

(note that we have absorbed the factors of 4π in the nj in order to simplify the notation) which corresponds to a Φ
of the following form

Φ =

N∑
j=1

nj arg (z − zj) ,
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where z = x + iy, and zj is the position of the j−th vortex in complex coordinates (compare, for instance, with
the expression below Eq. (3.2) of Ref. [69]). Of course, this same result has been obtained in a more rigorous way
in the classic references [70] and [71] . In particular, the above expression corresponds to the typical sum over the
Dirac deltas, which appear in the mathematical literature (see, for instance, the right hand side of Eq. (3.3) in Ref.
[69]). Although the present argument is less rigorous than the one in the above mentioned references, it offers a very
intuitive physical picture: if one eliminates Φ with an improper gauge transformation, then the “Aharonov-Bohm
contributions” from all the vortices in Eq. (26) must be include

C. BPS completion

The elimination of Φ simplifies the derivation of the BPS bound. One can rewrite the free energy density as

e2G =
K

2

(
(∂1α+ sin(α)Â2)

2 + (∂2α− sin(α)Â1)
2

)
+
1

2

(
B̂z − 2µI

√
K cos(α)

)2

(27)

−K sinα(∂1αÂ2 − ∂2αÂ1) + 2µI

√
K cos(α)B̂z .

In order to obtain the sought BPS completion, we need to write the last two terms in the above equation as a total
derivative. This is only possible at the following special critical value for the isospin chemical potential

µc
I =

√
K =

efπ
2

= 14, 1MeV . (28)

In fact, quite remarkably, this particular value is well within the range of validity of χPT [16], allowing that

−K

∫
dx1dx2

[
sin(α)(∂1α Â2 − ∂2α Â1)− cos(α)B̂z

]
=

∫
dω , ω = cos(α)(Â1dx

1 + Â2dx
2) ,

where we have used that B̂z = F12 = ∂1Â2 − ∂2Â1. Thus, the free energy density is minimized when the following
first order equations are satisfied

∂1α+ sin(α) Â2 = 0 , (29)

∂2α− sin(α) Â1 = 0 , (30)

B̂z − 2K cos(α) = 0 , (31)

saturating the BPS bound.
It is interesting to note that, for small α, the above BPS system reduces exactly to the BPS system of multi-vortices

in critical superconductors. In fact, considering

|α| ≪ 1 , sin(α) ∼ α , cos(α) ∼ 1− α2

2
,

we obtain the well-known system

∂1α+ α Â2 = 0 ,

∂2α− α Â1 = 0 ,

B̂z −K(1− α2

2
) = 0 .

This fact explains why the boundary conditions at the positions of the vortices (where α is small) are the same as in
the GL case.

In order to solve the BPS system in Eqs. (29), (30) and (31), it is convenient to define the function H(α) =
ln (tan (α/2)). It follows that

Â1 =
1

sinα
∂2α = ∂2H(α) , Â2 = − 1

sinα
∂1α = −∂1H(α) .
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Using the above expression for the Maxwell potential, the first order equations in Eqs. (29), (30) and (31), can be
written as second order differential equation for H(α), namely,

∇2H = K tanh(H) +

N∑
j=1

njδ (x− xj , y − yj) , (32)

where the second term on the right-hand side corresponds to the “Aharonov-Bohm contributions” from all the vor-
tices.4 This equation (without the δ−like terms) can be obtained from the variation of the following effective action:

Leff(H) =
1

2
(∇⃗H)2 +K ln (2 coshH) . (33)

IV. MULTI-VORTICES AT CRITICAL VALUES

The novel BPS bound presented in the previous section presents many peculiar properties. In this section, we detail
the most important ones.

A. Strong magnetic field and finite isospin chemical potential

1. First, the topological charge density, which appears naturally in the BPS bound is not simply the magnetic flux
density, as one would naively expect; instead, it is a “dressed magnetic flux” modulated by the hadronic profile (this
possibility has been pointed out for the first time in Ref. [64]). The presence of the pions generates a screening effect
on the magnetic flux, tending to suppress the magnetic field of the vortices in the condensate.

2. The inhomogeneous condensate is stabilized by the topological charge as it happens for the usual GL vortices,
and, as in the GL theory, the possibility to have multi-vortices configurations at arbitrary locations appears at a
special value of the relevant parameter (which is the Higgs coupling in the GL case, while the isospin chemical
potential in the present case). From the viewpoint of differential equations, this could be enough. However, from
the physical viewpoint, the fact that these are topologically non-trivial minima of the Gibbs free energy (and not
of the free energy) means that they can be realized in actual experiments keeping the pressure fixed at the value
P = 2K(µc

I)
2 = 858.474 (MeV)4.

3. Unlike what happens in the GL theory, where the derivation of a bound on the maximal magnetic field requires
quite some work (see, for instance, Refs. [69]-[71]), the present novel BPS bound allows to find very easily the
maximum Bmax value for the magnetic field beyond which the condensate ceases to exist. Indeed, looking at Eq. (31),
one gets

Bmax = 2K = 2

(
efπ
2

)2

= 397, 03 (MeV)2 = 2, 04× 1014 G . (34)

Note that this maximum value for the magnetic field is of the order of what is expected for magnetars (∼ 1013 G to
∼ 1015 G).
4. The behavior of the electromagnetic field, the current and the energy density can be easily described thanks to

availability of the BPS equations. First, as we have point out above, the magnetic field only possesses component in
the z direction. This magnetic field is generated by a self-sustained current, given by

Jµ = 2K sin2(α)DµΦ . (35)

From Eq. (35) one can see that the current is not-null even when the electromagnetic field is suppressed. In fact,

there is a persistent current generated by the coupling with pions, given by J
(0)
µ = 2K sin2(α)∂µΦ.

4 The comparison between the above non-linear equation determining BPS superconducting vortices in χPT at finite isospin chemical
potential and the one characterizing superconducting vortices in the GL theory at critical coupling (together with a sketch of a proof of
the existence of solutions of Eq. (32) for any distribution of vortices) will be delayed in the Appendix.
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5. The stationary point of the free energy density 𭟋 can be determined through the variation of Eq. (10) with
respect to the field α, Φ and Aµ, leading to the following set of second order field equations

△α− sin(α) cos(α)

(
(D⃗Φ)2 − 4µ2

I

)
= 0 ,

△Φ− 2 ∇⃗ · A⃗+ 2 cot(α)∇⃗α · D⃗Φ = 0 , (36)

∂jF
ij − 2K sin2(α)DiΦ = 0 ,

where △ is the Laplacian operator. As expected, the first order BPS equations in Eqs. (29), (30) and (31) imply the
second order system in Eqs. (36). Moreover, one can check that the BPS equations also imply the field equations
obtained directly varying the action in Eq. (1) with respect to the U field and the spatial components of the Maxwell

potential A⃗.

B. Inclusion of the pions mass

The present formalism can be applied even when the gauged χPT includes a pions mass term. As it has been
discussed many times in the literature, it is possible to introduce a mass term for the pions in many different ways;
see, for instance, [72]-[76]. The reason is that, if one write the chiral field as

U = σ1+ πit
i , σ2 +

3∑
i=1

(πi)
2
= 1 ,

the mass term for the pions in the lagrangian can be seen as an interaction potential for σ, namely, Lmass = V (σ),
and the mass of the pions mπ reads

m2
π = − ∂2V

∂σ2

∣∣∣∣
σ=1

.

It is worth emphasizing that it is impossible to distinguish between the potentials by just knowing the pion mass (as
it has been discussed in details in the above references). Here we will consider a mass term proposed in Refs. [72]
and [73],

Lmass = −2Km2
π

e2

(
1− 1

4
Tr[U ]2

)
, (37)

which has several benefits. Such a mass term, at the same time, supports domain walls solutions (hadronic layers)
and (for small pions field) gives the usual pions mass term. The appearance of hadronic layers at finite density is
confirmed both by numerical simulations and by astronomical observations (see [77]-[88], and references therein). For
the above reasons, there are very strong experimental evidence in favor of the mass term in Eq. (37).

Using the parametrization in Eqs. (5) and (7), the mass term in Eq. (37) reads

Lmass =
2Km2

π

e2
sin2(α) , (38)

and the free energy density in Eq. (10) becomes

e2𭟋 =
K

2

{(−→
∇α
)2

+ sin2(α)
(−→
DΦ

)2}
+
1

2
(B⃗2) + 2Kµ2

I cos
2(α) + 2Km2

π sin
2(α)− 2Kµ2

I

=
K

2

{(−→
∇α
)2

+ sin2(α)
(−→
DΦ

)2}
+
1

2
(B⃗2) + 2K

(
µ2
I −m2

π

)
cos2(α)− 2K

(
µ2
I −m2

π

)
. (39)

Consequently, the inclusion of the mass term for the pions manifests itself in a negative shift5 of the µ2
I :

µ2
I → µ2

I −m2
π .

5 It is worth noting that the isospin chemical potential and the pions mass always appear in the combination µ2
I −m2

π (see for instance
[16] and references therein). This is a further confirmation that the mass term in Eq. (38) is correct.
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Hence, all the results in the previous sections still hold provided the shift in the above equation is taken into account.
The critical value for the isospin chemical potential when the pions mass is taken into account reads

µc
I =

√
K +m2

π < 1.1mπ .

It is important to emphasize that, even with the inclusion of the mass term, our value for the critical isospin chemical
potential µc

I are within the range of validity of χPT (namely, 0.1mπ ≲ µc
I , < 1.1mπ). In fact, it is known (see [16],

and references therein) that χPT needs improvement starting from µI ∼ 1.3mπ.

V. A SINGLE VORTEX

In this section, we will study the case of a single vortex. This is great interest because it allows to explicitly show
many of the most important properties of our solution.

The starting point is the pionic field in Eq. (23) together with the metric in Eq. (24). The Gibbs free energy
density for a single vortex reduces to

e2G =
K

2r2
{r2(α′)2 + sin2(α)(n− 2A)2}+ 1

2r2
(A′)2 + 2Kµ2

I cos
2(α)

=
K

2r2
{rα′ + sin(α)(n− 2A)}2 + 1

2r2
{A′ + µ̄r cos(α)}2 −K

1

r
sin(α)(n− 2A)α′ − µ̄

1

r
cos(α)A′ ,

where we have defined µ̄2 = 4Kµ2
I . Now, we can follow the same steps presented in the previous sections in a

straightforward way. Integrating the last expression, we obtain the Gibbs free energy

G

L
=2π

∫
1

2e2r
{K(rα′ + sin(α)(n− 2A))2 + (A′ + µ̄r cos(α))2}dr

− 2π

e2

∫
{K sin(α)(n− 2A)α′ + µ̄ cos(α)A′} dr . (40)

The second term in Eq. (40) is a total derivative for the particular value of the isospin chemical potential presented

in the previous section, that is µ̄c = 2K ⇒ µc
I =

√
K. In fact, for this value

−K sin(α)(n− 2A)α′ − µ̄ cos(α)A′ = {K cos(α)(n− 2A)}′ .

It follows from Eq. (40) that the Gibbs free energy is minimized when the following BPS equations are satisfied

rα′ + sin(α)(n− 2A) = 0 , (41)

A′ + 2Kr cos(α) = 0 , (42)

where, also in this case, one can check that the above first order BPS system implies the second-order field equations
corresponding to the stationary points of the Gibbs free energy in Eq. (40).

The topological charge of this configuration reads

Q =
2π

e2

∫
{K cos(α)(n− 2A)}′dr =

2πK

e2
n . (43)

Note that, as we have pointed out in the previous section, the topological charge density of the vortices here presented
is different from the magnetic flux density (due to the presence of the term cos(α) in Eq. (43)). However, once the
boundary conditions are implemented, the topological charge is in fact proportional to the magnetic flux (times a
dimensional constant that depends on the couplings of the theory), as can be seen from Eqs. (20) and (43). Now,
if the solitons are confined in a finite volume, the topological charge and the magnetic flux may be different.6 This
more general case will be studied in a forthcoming paper.

Fig. 1 shows the behavior of the pionic profile α as well as the Maxwell potential characterized by the function A
for the single vortex with n = 1. To integrate the system in Eqs. (41) and (42) we have used the boundary conditions
in Eqs. (14) and (15), with c1 = 0 and c2 = 1. To obtain clearer plots, we have fixed the value of the coupling

6 For instance, if one analyzes this system on a finite sample, one does not necessarily need to require that cos(α) = 0 on the boundary.
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α(r)

A(r)

FIG. 1: Profiles α and A of the single vortex with n = 1.

FIG. 2: Gibbs free energy density for a single vortex with n = 1, n = 2 and n = 3.

constants to K = 1
7 and fπ = 2. Fig. 2 shows the Gibbs free energy density of a single vortex for different values of

n.
Regarding the electromagnetic field self-sustained by the vortex, the magnetic field is in the z direction, given by

Bz = −A′

r
, (44)

while the current in the θ direction is

Jθ = 2K sin2(α)(n− 2A) . (45)
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FIG. 3: Magnetic field of the single vortex for for n = 1, n = 2 and n = 3.

Fig. 3 shows the magnitude of the magnetic field of the single vortex for different values of n.

VI. FINAL REMARKS

In the present manuscript, we have shown that, at a critical value of the isospin chemical potential, superconducting
multi-vortices configurations appear in gauged χPT. This has been achieved through the derivation of a novel BPS
bound in χPT minimally coupled to electrodynamics, which is saturated by these multi-vortices configurations. This
bound has not been discovered before because the topological charge density is not the magnetic flux density but
rather is a magnetic flux density “dressed” by the hadronic profile. Such a dressing discloses the screening effects
of the hadrons on the magnetic field, allowing us to derive an upper bound on the intensity of the magnetic field
itself. These configurations are supported by a persistent current, which does not vanishes when the Maxwell field is
suppressed, showing that the condensate has superconducting characteristics. These BPS vortices exist for a particular
value of the isospin chemical potential which is within the range of validity of χPT. The present results open many
interesting questions on which we hope to come back in a future publication. First of all, in the pioneering paper
[42], E. Weinberg, using in a very clever way the index theorem, was able to determine the dimension of the moduli
space of BPS multi-vortices in the GL theory at critical coupling. Then, there are two natural questions. The first is
whether the dimension in the present case is the same as in the GL theory (the arguments presented in the Appendix
suggest a positive answer). The second is whether the index appearing in the present case is related to the magnetic
flux density, or the dressed magnetic flux density. Another closely related direction of research is the remarkable idea
proposed by N. Manton (see [89]-[92], and references therein), according to which one can describe the dynamics of
BPS solitons in terms of the geodesics of the geometry of the moduli space. Hence, it is an extremely interesting issue
to analyze the geometry of the moduli space in the present case. On a more phenomenological side, the analysis of
the coupling of up and down quarks to these BPS multi-vortices is very relevant. We think that all the above open
questions deserve further investigation.
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Appendix A: On the existence of multi-vortices configurations

In this Appendix, we outline two mathematical strategies (which can be promoted to rigorous arguments, as it will
be discussed in a future publication) leading to the proof of the existence of multi-vortices configurations in the χPT
coupled to Maxwell at the critical value of the isospin chemical potential defined in the previous sections. Besides
the intrinsic importance to prove rigorously the existence of multi-vortices solutions, the first strategy presented in
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this Appendix shows in a very clear way the difference between the present case, in which the hadronic profile screens
substantially the magnetic field, and the usual GL case.

1. First Strategy

As it has been explained in the previous sections, the BPS equations in Eqs. (29), (30) and (31) are equivalent to
the master equation in Eq. (32) which is a semi-linear elliptic equation in two coordinates. Moreover, in the case of
multi-vortices in the GL theory at critical coupling, the BPS equations are equivalent to a single master equation,
which is also a semi-linear elliptic equation in two coordinates (see [70], [71], and references therein). The differences
between the two master equations only lie in the non-linear terms. Thus, let us write the two master equations in a
unified fashion:

∇2H = ΨI (H) +

N∑
j=1

njδ (x− xj , y − yj) , I = 1, 2 , (A1)

Ψ1 (H) = K tanh(H) , Ψ2 (H) = −1 + expH ,

where Ψ1 (H) corresponds to the BPS vortices in χPT presented in this paper while Ψ2 (H) corresponds to the BPS
vortices in GL theory at critical coupling. Now, we will describe a technique (which is quite standard in the theory
of non-linear elliptic equations; see Ref. [93]) based on the Banach-Caccioppoli theorem (see Ref. [94] and references
therein). The idea to use a strategy based on the Banach-Caccioppoli theorem is that it highlights a very important
difference between Ψ1 (H) and Ψ2 (H) which, physically, is related to the screening of the magnetic field from the
hadronic profile, which is stronger in χPT than in GL theory at critical coupling. The mathematical consequence is
that in the case of Ψ1 (H) one can apply directly the Banach-Caccioppoli theorem, while in the case of Ψ2 (H) the
existence and uniqueness parts require far more refined techniques (see [70], [71], and references therein).

Let us begin with the definition of an auxiliary linear problem:

∇2u = ΨI (V ) +

N∑
j=1

njPj , nj ∈ N , u|∂Ω = 0 , V ∈ X , N < ∞ , (A2)

Ψ1 (V ) = K tanhV , Ψ2 (V ) = −1 + expV , ∇2 =
∂2

∂x2
+

∂2

∂y2
, (A3)

where the functions Pj are defined as follows:

Pj (x, y) = Λ , (x, y) ∈ Ωj , Pj (x, y) = 0 , (x, y) ∈ Ω⧹Ωj , (A4)

measure (Ωj) =
1

Λ2
, Ωj ⊂ Ω ∀j = 1, .., N , Ωj ∩ Ωk = 0 for j ̸= k , (A5)

Pj ∈ L2 (Ω) ∀j = 1, .., N , (A6)

Ω = (0, a)× (0, a) . (A7)

The conditions in Eqs. (A4), (A5) and (A6) describe the functions Pj (where Ωj is a small circle of area 1
Λ2 around

the point of coordinates (xj , yj)). It is clear that when Λ is a large number, the Pj tend to be very peaked (xj , yj):
the idea to introduce the functions Pj is to define a limit in which, as Λ becomes bigger and bigger, Pj becomes
closer and closer to a Dirac delta. There are actually many different ways to represent the Dirac delta as the limit of
bounded (even smooth) functions. This issue will be discussed in more detail in a future publication.

In the linear elliptic equation in Eq. (A2), u = u(x, y) is the unknown, while V = V (x, y) is supposed to be known.
For the moment, we will take as domain Ω a square of side a < K−1/2 in Eq. (A7) (then we will explain how to
obtain similar results in bigger squares).

The first technical step is to choose the function V (the “source term” of the auxiliary problem) in a suitable
functional space X in such a way that the solution u(x, y) of the auxiliary problem belongs to the same functional
space of the function V .

The second technical step is to define a mapping Φ such that for any Vk ∈ X the mapping Φ sends Vk into the
solution uk of the auxiliary problem in Eq. (A2) with V = Vk:

uk = Φ(Vk) | ∇2uk = ΨI (Vk) +

N∑
j=1

njPj , nj ∈ N , uk|∂Ω = 0 .
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The third technical step is to show that such a mapping is a contraction so that, due to the Banach-Caccioppoli
theorem, it possesses a unique fixed point. Then, it is trivial to see that such a fixed point is a solution of the original
non-linear problem in Eq. (A1).

a. First step

Here we need to put the basis to define such a mapping. The easiest choice is to assume that the functional space
X (to which the source V in Eq. (A2) belongs) is L2 (Ω):

X = L2 (Ω) ,

where L2 (Ω) is the space of square integrable function on Ω. Moreover, one observes the following. If

∇2u = f , u|∂Ω = 0 , f ∈ L2 (Ω) ⇒ u ∈ L2 (Ω) , (A8)

then (due to u|∂Ω = 0) one gets ∫
Ω

uf =

∫
Ω

u∇2u = −

[∫
Ω

(
∂u

∂x

)2

+

∫
Ω

(
∂u

∂y

)2
]

⇒

[∫
Ω

(
∂u

∂x

)2

+

∫
Ω

(
∂u

∂y

)2
]
≤ ∥f∥L2(Ω) ∥u∥L2(Ω) , (A9)

where we have used the Schwarz inequality (which will be used often in the following computations). Using the
obvious identity ∫ x

0

∂u

∂σ
(σ, y) dσ = u(x, y) ,

it follows that for any u(x, y) which solves the problem in Eq. (A8) one gets(
∥u∥L2(Ω)

)2
=

∫
Ω

u2dxdy =

∫
Ω

[∫ x

0

∂u

∂σ
(σ, y) dσ

]2
dxdy

⇒
(
∥u∥L2(Ω)

)2
≤
∫
Ω

(∫ x

0

(
∂u

∂σ
(σ, y)

)2

dσ

)1/2(∫ x

0

12dσ

)1/2
2

dxdy
def
= Υ . (A10)

It is possible to further bound from above Υ as follows:

Υ ≤ a

∫
Ω

(∫ a

0

(
∂u

∂σ
(σ, y)

)2

dσ

)
dxdy = a

∫ a

0

dx

[∫ a

0

dy

(∫ a

0

(
∂u

∂σ
(σ, y)

)2

dσ

)]

= a

∫ a

0

dx

[∫
Ω

(
∂u

∂x

)2

dxdy

]
dx = a2

∫
Ω

(
∂u

∂x

)2

dxdy ,

⇒
(
∥u∥L2(Ω)

)2
≤ a2

∫
Ω

(
∂u

∂x

)2

dxdy . (A11)

Hence, from Eqs. (A9) and (A11) it follows that

∫
Ω

(
∂u

∂x

)2

≤ a

(∫
Ω

(
∂u

∂x

)2

dxdy

)1/2

∥f∥L2(Ω)

⇒

(∫
Ω

(
∂u

∂x

)2

dxdy

)1/2

≤ a ∥f∥L2(Ω) , (A12)
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and this is true ∀ u which is a solution of the problem in Eq. (A8). Similarly, we get(∫
Ω

(
∂u

∂y

)2

dxdy

)1/2

≤ a ∥f∥L2(Ω) . (A13)

Moreover, from Eqs. (A11) and (A12) together with (A13), we also get

∥u∥L2(Ω) ≤ a2 ∥f∥L2(Ω) . (A14)

As it is well known (see, for instance, [93]) the problem in Eq. (A8) possesses an existence and uniqueness theorem:
∀f ∈ L2 (Ω) there is a unique u which solves the problem in Eq. (A8). One can also say that, actually, the solution
u actually belongs to a well-behaved subspace of L2 (Ω):

u ∈ W , W def
=
{
u ∈ W 2,2 (Ω) , u|∂Ω = 0

}
,

where W 2,2 (Ω) is the (2,2) Sobolev space on the domain Ω (for a definition of Sobolev space, see [93] and references
therein).

b. Second step

Here we define such a mapping. As a particular case of the problem in Eq. (A8), let us consider the problem in
Eq. (A2) with Ψ1 (V ) = K tanhV , where

V ∈ L2 (Ω) .

Thus, in this case,

f = K tanhV +

N∑
j=1

njPj ∈ L2 (Ω) .

The existence and uniqueness result for the problem in Eq. (A8) provides with the following:

∀V ∈ L2 (Ω) , ∃| u ∈ W ⊂ L2 (Ω) ,

which solves the problem in Eq. (A2) with Ψ1 (V ) = K tanhV . We are in a position to define a mapping Φ such that
for any V ∈ L2 (Ω) the mapping Φ sends V into the unique solution u of the auxiliary problem in Eq. (A2):

u = Φ(V ) | (A15)

∇2u = Ψ1 (V ) +

N∑
j=1

njPj , nj ∈ N , u|∂Ω = 0 , Ψ1 (V ) = K tanhV . (A16)

Let us consider now two different “sources” V1 and V2 together with the corresponding images under the mappings
u1 = Φ(V1) and u2 = Φ(V2). From the above definitions it follows that

∇2 (u1 − u2) = K (tanhV1 − tanhV2) ∈ L2 (Ω) , (u1 − u2)|∂Ω = 0 , u1 − u2 ∈ W .

Then, from Eq. (A14), it follows that

∥u1 − u2∥L2(Ω) ≤ a2 ∥K (tanhV1 − tanhV2)∥L2(Ω)

⇒ ∥u1 − u2∥L2(Ω) ≤ Ka2 ∥tanhV1 − tanhV2∥L2(Ω) = Ka2
(∫

Ω

|tanhV1 − tanhV2|2 dxdy
)1/2

. (A17)

Then, using the elementary result from calculus (namely, the mean value theorem) that for any continuous differen-
tiable function h(x) we have

h(x)− h(y) = h′(z) (x− y) , h′(z) =
dh

dz
, z ∈ (x, y)

⇒ |tanhV1 − tanhV2| =
1

cosh2 (z)
|V1 − V2| ,

1

cosh2 (z)
≤ 1 ∀z ∈ R , (A18)
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for some z. Consequently, from Eq. (A17) together with the mean value theorem (and taking into account that the
derivative of the hyperbolic tangent is always less than or equal to 1 in absolute value) we get

∥u1 − u2∥L2(Ω) ≤ Ka2
(∫

Ω

|V1 − V2|2 dxdy
)1/2

. (A19)

c. Third step

Here we prove that the mapping defined in Eqs. (A15) and (A16) is a contraction thanks to Eq. (A19). Indeed,
from the definition in Eqs. (A15) and (A16) together with Eq. (A19) we obtain that

∀ V1 , V2 ∈ L2 (Ω) ,

∥Φ (V1)− Φ (V2)∥L2(Ω) ≤ Ka2 ∥V1 − V2∥L2(Ω) . (A20)

Consequently, if we take Ka2 < 1, we see that the mapping defined here above is a contraction so that, due to the
Banach-Caccioppoli theorem, it possesses a unique fixed point:

∃|V ∗ such that Φ (V ∗) = V ∗ . (A21)

If we explicitly write the condition to be a fixed point of the mapping defined in Eqs. (A15) and (A16), we see that
V ∗ satisfies the following equation:

∇2V ∗ = Ψ1 (V
∗) +

N∑
j=1

njPj , nj ∈ N , V ∗|∂Ω = 0 , Ψ1 (V
∗) = K tanhV ∗ ,

namely, the fixed point V ∗ of the mapping defined here above is the solution of the sought non-linear elliptic differential
equation. Note that such simple argument would not work in the case of the BPS vortices in the GL theory. The
reason is that, in the GL case, Ψ2 (V ) = −1 + expV , and if we follow the same procedure, when we apply the mean
value theorem we would get

|expV1 − expV2| = (exp z) |V1 − V2| ,

for some z. However, unlike what happens with the Ψ1 (V ) = K tanhV , which characterizes the BPS vortices in
χPT introduced in the present work, |exp z| is not less than or equal to one. This is the reason why the proof of
existence and uniqueness of BPS multi-vortices in the GL case requires very refined techniques (see Refs. [70] and
[71]). This technical difference is related to the fact that, in the case of χPT, the hadronic profile screens considerably
the magnetic field.

It is worth emphasizing that the above argument is not complete. First of all, one should define properly the limit
of Λ → ∞ in order to obtain Pj → δ(x − xj , y − yj). This issue appears to be within the reach of usual techniques
in functional analysis (see Refs. [93] and [94]). Secondly, the smoothness of the solution must be improved, as we
would like V ∗ to be smooth, far from the positions of the vortices. The usual “bootstrap arguments” or “elliptic
regularity theory” in Sobolev spaces (which have been already used in the GL case: see [69]-[71]) appear to work in
the present case as well without much change. Thirdly, we would like to eliminate the constraint Ka2 < 1 on the size
of the domain Ω allowing domains of generic sizes. This can be certainly be achieved using more refined inequalities
in functional analysis (see [95] and references therein).

It is important to remark here that the idea of the present paper is not to give a fully rigorous proof of the existence
and uniqueness (for this a separate more mathematical paper is necessary) but to provide with sound evidences that
such BPS multi-vortices configurations do exist. In the present work we have discussed (in this Appendix) not only
strong mathematical arguments in favor of the existence of such BPS configurations but also (in the main text) we
have constructed numerical solutions for the single vortex case.

2. Second Strategy

The first strategy (which has been presented here above) is interesting since it emphasizes how the physical prop-
erties, which has been discussed in the main text (such as the hadronic screening of the magnetic field) manifest
themselves in the possibility of using the contraction theorem directly. However, the easiest and fastest strategy to
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prove rigorously that such multi-vortices exist is actually to follow exactly the same steps of [70]. A direct analysis
reveals that many of the steps can be repeated without change in the present case. In particular, we can start from
our main equation

∇2H = K tanh(H) +

N∑
j=1

njδ (x− xj , y − yj) . (A22)

Then, the functions u0 and g0 in Eqs. (3.2) and (3.4) of Ref. [70] can be introduced in the present case as well in
order to take care of the Dirac deltas. More precisely, one can choose (the constant parameters appearing in) u0 in
such a way that its Laplacian cancels exactly the sum over the Dirac deltas, leaving the smooth function g0 only.
Then, (as in Eq. (3.5) of [70]) the new unknown v can be defined as follows:

H = u0 + v .

If the above expression is replaced into Eq. (A22) one arrives at

∇2v = g0 +K tanh(u0 + v) .

The above equation for v can be derived by the following action

Seff(v) =
1

2
(∇⃗v)2 + g0v +K ln (2 cosh(u0 + v)) , (A23)

to be compared with Eq. (3.7) of Ref. [70]. The most important step in the analysis of Ref. [70] is the proof that the
action in his Eq. (3.7) is a convex functional. In particular, in Eq. (4.28) of [70] a fundamental role is played by the
strict convexity of the non-linear part of the action (the exponential in that case). On the other hand, one can observe
that the term K ln (2 cosh(u0 + v)), in Eq. (A23), is a strict convex function of its argument as well. Moreover, there
are many technical steps of Ref. [70] which actually do not depend on the explicit form of the non-linear term in the
action in his Eq. (3.7): such steps can be imported directly to the present situations. At last, there are steps (such
as the inequalities in Eqs. (4.6) and (4.7) of [70]) which can be easily generalized to the present case thanks both to
Eq. (A18) discussed in the first part of the Appendix and to the fact that ln (2 coshX) is well approximated by |X|.

The above sketchy arguments show that the strategy of Ref. [70] can be adapted to the present case, leading to a
rigorous proof of the existence of multi-vortex solutions. We will come back to this issue in a future publication.
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