
author's statement "It is important to remember that the laws of 
classical physics that we used in this paper always act, whether or 
not `quantum mechanics' also plays a role" is contradicted by the 
current understanding of superconductivity, and more importantly by 
experiments. 

It is also not clear what the author means by "conventional" theory of 
superconductivity. Quite generally, the dynamics of a superconductor 
with spatially varying fields (such as the magnetic field in the 
present context) can be described by the time-dependent Bogoliubov-de 
Gennes equations. These equations (which reduce to those originally 
introduced by BCS in the limit of homogeneous and time-independent 
systems) are discussed in standard textbooks and are thus part of the 
"conventional" theory of superconductivity. Instead, the author 
proposes an alternative interpretation of the Meissner effect based on 
a semiclassical approximation for the motions of electrons and holes. 
But this picture only makes sense in the normal phase, where the 
concept of a Fermi surface is well-defined. As soon as the temperature 
falls below the critical temperature, the Fermi surface becomes 
unstable due to the formation of Cooper pairs. The neglect of this 
basic phenomenon in the present analysis about the dynamics of 
electrons in a superconductor is quite dubious. 

Finally, the discussion about a transport of effective mass is totally 
obscure. In particular, the continuity equations (68) imply that the 
effective mass density and currents are time and space dependent 
fields, whereas they should not have such dependencies in view of 
their definition from Bloch states. Moreover, I do not see why the 
effective mass density should vanish for a full band: this is only 
true for the integral of the *inverse* effective mass (61) - not the 
integral of the effective mass itself (see, e.g., appendix I in the 
standard textbook of Ashcroft&Mermin, Solid State Physics). 
Incidentally, equation (67) only holds in 1D but is wrong in higher 
dimensions: depsilon/dk_i /( sum_j dv_j/dk_j) is not equivalent to 
depsilon/dv_i. 

In summary, the arguments advanced in this paper are fallacious or 
even wrong, and rely on studies previously published by the same 
author in different journals. Despite the vast literature on 
superconductivity, about 2/3 of the references actually come from the 
present author. For all these reasons, I cannot recommend this paper 
for publication.
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I recommend that this paper be rejected. 

The author believes that the modern theory of superconductivity fails 
to explain the dynamics of the superconducting transition; 
specifically, the process of expelling the magnetic field from the 
during cooling the system from the normal to the superconducting 
state. 

The logic of the authors is as follows. 

1. At a temperature slightly above the critical point, a 
superconductor is an almost perfect conductor. 

2. Being an almost perfect conductor, the system has to respect—with a 
reasonable accuracy—the Alfven’s theorem. 

3. The Alfven’s theorem implies the flow of the charge from the bulk 
towards cold walls. 



There is a profound flaw in this logic. What the author misses is the 
two-fluid behavior of superfluid/superconducting systems at finite 
temperature. The close-to-perfect conductivity on the approach to the 
critical comes from the (almost)superfluid component of the system, 
while the normal component stays absolutely normal, with a finite 
viscosity. Yet another crucial element of the picture is the tangle of 
vortices, each vortex carrying quantized magnetic flux. In the absence 
of the normal component, the vortices would move with the local 
velocity of the superfluid component, in perfect agreement with the 
Alfven’s theorem. In the presence of the normal component, the dynamic 
picture changes dramatically. The normal component interacts with the 
vortices, severely breaking the regime of Alfven’s theorem. 

In fact, the phenomenon explaining the cooling dynamics is the 
COUNTERFLOW: The normal component flows from the bulk towards the cold 
walls, dragging the vortices and thus purging the system from the 
magnetic field. The superfluid component flows from the walls into the 
bulk.




