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We show that the gauge-invariant kinetic equation of superconductivity provides an efficient
approach to study the electromagnetic response of the gapless Nambu-Goldstone and gapful Higgs
modes on an equal footing. We prove that the Fock energy in the kinetic equation is equivalent to the
generalized Ward’s identity. Hence, the gauge invariance directly leads to the charge conservation.
Both linear and second-order responses are investigated. The linear response of the Higgs mode
vanishes in the long-wave limit. Whereas the linear response of the Nambu-Goldstone mode interacts
with the long-range Coulomb interaction, causing the original gapless spectrum lifted up to the
plasma frequency as a result of the Anderson-Higgs mechanism, in consistency with the previous
works. The second-order response exhibits interesting physics. On one hand, a finite second-order
response of the Higgs mode is obtained in the long-wave limit. We reveal that this response,
which has been experimentally observed, is attributed solely to the drive effect rather than the
widely considered Anderson-pump effect. On the other hand, the second-order response of the
Nambu-Goldstone mode, free from the influence of the long-range Coulomb interaction and hence
the Anderson-Higgs mechanism, is predicted. We find that both Anderson-pump and drive effects
play important role in this response. A tentative scheme to detect this second-order response is
proposed.

PACS numbers: 74.40.Gh, 74.25.Gz, 74.25.N-, 74.50.+r

I. INTRODUCTION

tromagnetic responses of the NG mode and Higgs mode

The collective excitation in the superconducting states
has been the focus of study in the field of superconduc-
tivity for the past few decades. Two types of collec-
tive modes emerge with the generation of the supercon-
ducting order parameter A: the gapless phase model 14
and gapful amplitude mode 24 1? which correspond to
the fluctuation of phase and amplitude of the order pa-
rameter, respectively. Specifically, through the general-
ized Ward’s identity, Nambu first revealed the existence
of a collective gapless excitation in the superconducting
states.t It is understood later that this gapless excita-
tion is described as a collective phase mode of the or-
der parameter? and corresponds to the gapless Goldstone
bosons in the field theory by the spontaneous break-
ing of the continuous U(1) symmetry.24 After that, the
phase mode is further proved by obtaining the effective
Lagrangian of the order parameter via the path inte-
gral method,”1% and is now referred to as the Nambu-
Goldstone (NG) mode.£ 14 The counterpart of the phase
mode is the amplitude mode 24121712 which is referred
to as the Higgs mode due to the similarity of the Higgs
bosons in the field theory.2? 22 Particularly, a gapful en-
ergy spectrum wy = 2|A| of the Higgs mode in supercon-
ductors is predicted in the long-wave limit.14-12:17:19

Since the elucidation of the existence of the collective
modes in superconductors, a great deal of theoretical
efforts have been devoted to their electromagnetic re-
sponse. Nevertheless, the theoretical studies of the elec-

in the literature so far are separated by either fixing the
amplitude or overlooking the phase of the order param-
eter. Moreover, due to the spontaneous breaking of the
U(1) symmetry by the generation of the order parame-
ter, it is established!211°13 that the gauge transforma-
tion in the superconducting states contains the super-
conducting phase 6 of the order parameter, in addition
to the standard electromagnetic potential 4, = (¢, A).
Nambu pointed out!®1! via the generalized Ward’s iden-
tity that the gauge invariance in the superconducting
states is equivalent to the charge conservation. Since
the charge conservation is directly related to the electro-
magnetic properties, the gauge invariance is necessary for
the physical description. Nevertheless, a complete gauge-
invariant theory for the electromagnetic response of both
collective modes is still in progress.

Specifically, with the fixed amplitude of the order pa-
rameter, via the Gorkov’s equation,2? it is first revealed
by Ambegaokar and Kadanoff? that the NG mode re-
sponds to the electromagnetic field in the linear regime.
Nevertheless, this linear response of the NG mode inter-
acts with the long-range Coulomb interaction,? causing
the original gapless energy spectrum lifted up to the high-
energy plasma frequency as a result of Anderson-Higgs
mechanism.2? However, for the gauge-invariant approach
in Ambegaokar and Kadanoff’s work,? in order to ob-
tain the NG mode, an additional condition of the charge
conservation is required.2* This seems superfluous since
as mentioned above, the presence of the gauge invari-
ance directly implies the charge conservation4:211 After
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that, the Anderson-Higgs mechanism of the NG mode
in the linear response is further discussed within the di-
agrammatic formalism.1:2:0:11.14.15 However, due to the
difficulty in treating the nonlinear effect in the diagram-
matic formalism or the Gorkov’s equation, the nonlinear
response of the NG mode is absent in the literature.

The electromagnetic response of the Higgs mode has
recently been focused in the second-order regime. This
is inspired by the recent experiments,222? from which
it is realized that the intense THz field can excite the
oscillation of the superfluid density in the second-order
response. This oscillation so far is attributed to the ex-
citation of the Higgs mode based on the observed reso-
nance when the optical frequency is tuned at the super-
conducting gap.28 28 Theoretical description for this re-
sponse has been based on the Bloch22 22 or Liouville2¢ 39
equation derived in the Anderson pseudospin picture.4!
The second-order term A2 naturally emerges in these
descriptions,22 39 causing the pump of the quasiparti-
cle correlation (pump effect) and hence the fluctuation
of the order parameter A. Then, it is claimed that
the Higgs mode is excited. Recently, this description
is challenged.42 46 Firstly, the symmetry analysis*? from
the Anderson pseudospin picture implies that with the
particle-hole symmetry, the excited fluctuation of the or-
der parameter by the pump effect is the oscillation of
its phase. This suggests that the pump effect excites
the NG mode rather than the Higgs mode. Secondly,
the Bloch223% or Liouville2¢ 3?2 equation fails in the lin-
ear response to describe the optical conductivity since
no drive effect (i.e., linear term) is included.43:45 Thus,
these descriptions are insufficient to elucidate the com-
plete physics. Most importantly, with the vector poten-
tial alone, the gauge invariance is unsatisfied in the Bloch
or Liouville equation in the literature.43-46

Very recently, we extend the nonequilibrium 7y-Green-
function approach (; are the Pauli matrices in the
particle-hole space), which has been very successful in
studying the dynamics of the semiconductor opticst? and
spintronics,#® into the dynamics of superconductivity.
The equal-time scheme in this approach, corresponding
to the instantaneous optical transition?” in optics and the
nonretarded spin precession?® in spintronics, can natu-
rally be applied into the conventional s-wave supercon-
ducting states thanks to the BCS equal-time pairing.2”
To retain the gauge invariance, the gauge-invariant 7q-
Green function is constructed through the Wilson line?.
Then, a gauge-invariant kinetic equation (GIKE) is de-
veloped for the electromagnetic response of the supercon-
ductivity. As a result of the gauge invariance, both the
Anderson-pump and drive effects mentioned above are
kept. By following the previous approaches,619:25-39
i.e., overlooking the NG mode (lifted up to the plasma
frequency by the long-range Coulomb interaction), it is
shown by the GIKE#3 46 that instead of the well-studied
Anderson-pump effect in the literature,22 3?2 the second
order of the drive effect dominates the second-order re-
sponse of the Higgs mode. Moreover, in a latest paper,48

we further show that both superfluid and normal-fluid
dynamics are involved in the GIKE, beyond the Boltz-
mann equation of superconductors in the literature®4-26
which only includes the quasiparticle excitations. Par-
ticularly, the equal-time scheme in the GIKE makes it
very easy to handle the temporal evolution and micro-
scopic scattering in the superconducting states, in con-
trast to the conventional Eilenberger transport equation
in superconductors which is derived from 73-Green func-
tion and restricted by the normalization condition.2? 53
Consequently, in addition to the well-known clean-limit
results such as the Ginzburg-Landau equation near T,
and the Meissner supercurrent in the magnetic response,
from the GIKE, rich physics by the microscopic scatter-
ing has been revealed.2¢ Specifically, we find there exists a
friction between the normal-fluid and superfluid currents
and due to this friction, part of the superfluid becomes
viscous. Therefore, a three-fluid model with the normal
fluid and nonviscous and viscous superfluids is proposed.

In this work, we show that the GIKE developed
before?3 46 also provides an efficient approach to study
the electromagnetic response of the collective modes in
the superconducting states. We first demonstrate that
the generalized Ward’s identity by Nambul® is equiv-
alent to the Fock energy in the GIKE. With the com-
plete Fock term, the gauge invariance in the GIKE di-
rectly leads to the charge conservation, in contrast to the
previous Ambegaokar and Kadanoff’s approach? where
an additional condition of the charge conservation is re-
quired to obtain the NG mode. In addition to the Fock
term in our previous GIKE,*6 the Hartree one (i.e., the
vacuum polarization) is also added in the present work.
Then, both linear and second-order responses are inves-
tigated. Differing from the previous studies in the lit-
erature with either the fixed amplitude?? 1%:12 or over-
looked phasel619:25-39.43°46 f the order parameter, in
the present work, the gapless NG and gapful Higgs modes
are calculated on an equal footing. Consequently, the
contributions from the phase and amplitude modes to the
fluctuation of the order parameter, which are ambiguous
in the Anderson pseudospin picture as mentioned above,
can be directly distinguished in our GIKE approach.

Specifically, the linear response of the NG mode
from our GIKE agrees with the previous results in
the literature.22:812°1% The linear response of the NG
mode interacts with the long-range Coulomb interaction,
causing the original gapless energy spectrum inside the
superconducting gap effectively lifted up to the high-
energy plasma frequency far above the gap as a result
of Anderson-Higgs mechanism.2? Consequently, no effec-
tive linear response of the NG mode occurs. The origin
of the plasma frequency is addressed. The second-order
response of the NG mode to the electromagnetic field,
which is hard to deal with in the previous approaches in
the literature, 2271012715 exhibits interesting physics in
contrast to the linear one. Specifically, in the second-
order regime, we find that the NG mode also responds
to the electromagnetic field. Both the Anderson-pump



effect and the second order of the drive effect play im-
portant role. Particularly, in striking contrast to the lin-
ear response above, it is very interesting to find that the
second-order response of the NG mode decouples with
the long-range Coulomb interaction, and hence maintains
the original gapless energy spectrum inside the super-
conducting gap, free from the influence of the Anderson-
Higgs mechanism.%? The origin of this decoupling is re-
vealed. A tentative scheme to detect the second-order
response of the NG mode is also proposed.

As for the Higgs mode, we find that the Higgs mode
also responds to the electromagnetic field in the linear
regime but this response vanishes in the long-wave limit.
A finite response of the Higgs mode in the long-wave
limit is obtained in the second-order regime. By fur-
ther comparing the Anderson-pump and drive effects,
we show that the widely considered pump effect in the
literature2232:43-46 makes no contribution at all. Only
the second order of the drive effect contributes to the
second-order response of the Higgs mode, and exhibits
a resonance at 2w = 2A, in consistency with the exper-
imental findings.26 28 Consequently, the experimentally
observed second-order response of the Higgs mode is at-
tributed solely to the drive effect rather than the pump
effect widely speculated in the literature.2232:43-46 The
pump effect only contributes to the second-order response
of the NG mode as mentioned above.

This paper is organized as follows. We first present
the Hamiltonian and introduce the GIKE of supercon-
ductivity in Sec. II A and B, respectively. Then, we
show in Sec. IT C that the generalized Ward’s identity
by Nambu is equivalent to the Fock energy in the GIKE.
The demonstration of the charge conservation from the
GIKE is addressed in Sec. IT C. We perform the analyti-
cal analysis for the electromagnetic response of the Higgs
and NG modes in the linear and second-order regimes in
Sec. III. We summarize in Sec. IV.

II. MODEL

In this section, we first present the Hamiltonian of the
conventional superconducting states and the correspond-
ing gauge structure revealed by Nambu.t1d Then, we in-
troduce the GIKE of the superconductivity and prove the
charge conservation from the GIKE.

A. Hamiltonian

In the presence of the electromagnetic field, the
Bogoliubov-de Gennes (BdG) Hamiltonian of the con-
ventional superconducting states is written as

= [N

[gpfeA(m)m —l—e(b(:v)]m +2($)}¢($)= (1)

with the Fock energy in the BCS pairing scheme:

oy _ [ hotpe() A ””)>
Y(z) = ( |A(x)|e—i0(:c) po — pr(z) ) (2)

Here, () = [{4(x), wl(:v)]T is the field operator in the
Nambu space; & = p?/(2m) — u with m and p being
the effective mass and chemical potential; p = —ihV;
up stands for the Fock field; |A| and 6 represent the
amplitude and phase of the order parameter, respectively.
Due to the spontaneous breaking of the U(1) symme-
try by the generation of the superconducting order pa-

rameter A, the gauge transformation in superconductors
reads: 15 1113

eA, — eA, —0ux(x), (3)
O(z) — 0(x)+ 2x(x), (4)

with the four vector 0, = (9, — V).

B. Gauge-invariant microscopic kinetic theory

By adding the Hartree term (i.e., the vacuum polar-
ization) into our previous GIKE4¢ the new GIKE reads:

~ 2A2
Irpiti [(& +ed+um)r3+Er(R), p;;} +i [Z_m
;{eETg—(VR 2zeAT3) (R), akpk}

_é[(VR_QieArg)(VR 2ieArs)A(R )akakpk}
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Here, [, ] and { , } represent the commutator and
anti-commutator, respectively; R = (T, R) denotes the
center-of-mass coordinate; pj stands for the density ma-
trix in the Nambu space; on the right-hand side of

is added for the
completeness, whose explicit expression can be found in

Ref. 146; pp denotes the added gauge-invariant Hartree
field, written as

Eq. @), the scattering term Btpk‘

=Y Ve-rn(R), (6)
R

which is equivalent to the Poisson equation. n(R) is the
electron density. Vr_gr’ denotes the Coulomb potential
whose Fourier component Vg = €?/(¢%¢o). €o represents
the dielectric constant.

The Fock energy in the pairing scheme is written as

R)|e?®)
@D )

. . R) +
ZF(R):ng,T3ka3:( Ar() 4 e —ur(R) + 1o

[AR)[e 00

where g denotes the effective electron-electron attractive
potential in the BCS theory.3” Z{{ here and hereafter



represents the summation is restricted in the spherical
shell (|&x| < wp) defined by the BCS theory.” wp is the
Debye frequency.
The effective electric field E in Eq. (@), as a gauge-
invariant measurable quantity, is given by
eE = —Vg(e¢p+ pg + pr) — OreA. (8)
We emphasize that with the gauge structure [Eqgs. (8]
and (@)] revealed by Nambu,! Eq. (§)) is gauge invariant.
In Eq. (&), the third term provides the Anderson-pump
effect. The forth and fifth terms give the drive effect.
Both effects are kept here due to the gauge invariance. 4

1. Fock energy in GIKE

In this part, we show that the Fock energy in our GIKE
approach is equivalent to the generalized Wards identity

by Nambu.22 Specifically, as shown in Fig. O] the dressed
vertex function I';, reads::2

' [ dk
Tu(p+a,p) = v +a,p)—ig)y /2—;[73G(k+q)
k

F#(k + q, k)G(k)T3]a (9)

in which +,, represents the bare vertex function, i.e., four-
vector current v, = [73, (p + q/2)/m]; G(p) denotes 7o-
Green function; k, p, ¢ are four-vector momenta.

Substituting Eq. (@) into the generalized Ward’s iden-
tity 32, aulu(p+g¢,p) = 3G (p) — G (p + ¢)73, one has

nG ) =67+ o = S+ 00) = 30 - 93 [ GolraGl+0) 3 Ll + 4. DGR
Iz k Iz

= —qom3+ (2P +q) - ——ng/

[po—ﬁpTngng /_TBG 7] = [po+ a0 - 5"“‘73“92 /_TSG

Therefore, the Green function reads:

dk
Glp) = po—§p73+ng/—oTsG 7, (11)

in which the third term on the right-hand side is the
Fock energy. In a reverse way of the above derivation,
one can also prove the generalized Ward’s identity by in-
cluding the Fock energy in the Green function. Within
the equal-time scheme, the density matrix in the GIKE
reads: pf = —i [dko/(27)[r3G(k)73]. Hence, the Fock
term in GIKE [Eq. ([@)] is exactly same as that in Eq. (1))
above. Therefore, the Fock energy in our GIKE ap-
proach is equivalent to the generalized Ward’s identity
by Nambu.1:2

C. Charge conservation

In this part, facilitating with the complete Fock term,
we prove the charge conservation from the GIKE. Specif-
ically, we first transform Eq. (@) via a unitary transfor-

T3G k+q)

G(k)Ts]

FIG. 1: Diagrammatic formalism for the vertex function I',.
On the right-hand side of the equation, the first diagram cor-
responds to the bare vertex function (i.e., four-vector current);
the second one denotes the vertex correction from the pairing
potential.

mation py(R) = e"120(B)/2 p¢ (R)eim0(R)/2 and obtain
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with the gauge-invariant measurable superconducting
momentum pg and effective field peg written as

ps = VRO —2eA, (13)
oro P2
Heff = T+e¢+MH+NF+8 (14)

By expanding the density matrix as px = Z?:o PkiTis
each component of the Fock energy [Eq. (@)] after the
unitary transformation (EF =g Zk T3PkT3 = HoTo+UFT3+
|AlT1) reads:

li
9y ps = B, (15)
k
/
9> pa = —|A], (16)
k
/
9> me = 0. (17)
k

It is noted that Eq. (I8) gives the gap equation, from
which one can self-consistently obtain the Higgs mode.
We show in the following section that from Eq. (IT), the
NG mode, which has been overlooked in our previous
works, 2346 can be self-consistently determined.

The gauge-invariant charge density en and current j
read:46

en eZl—i—Tr (prT3) —ez 1+ 2pk3), (18)

T (0) () o

Then, from the 73 component of the GIKE [Eq. (I2)]:

e
|

k-V 1

5Tpk3+TRpk0 —2|Alpke=—(eE - 8k)PkO_Z
X {00k : [px2(VRVR —PsPs) |A| = px1i { VR, Ps }A]]},
(20)

considering the fact that the right-hand side of Eq. (20)
vanishes after the summation of k, one has

aT(ZPkS) + Vg (Z %pko) = 2|A|Z/Pk27 (21)

k k k

in which we have used the fact that the gap van-
ishes outside the spherical shell in the BCS theory,22:27
S lAlpke = 30, |Alpke. Consequently, since the right-
hand side of Eq. (ZI)) is zero because of Eq. (),
by looking into the charge density [Eq. [I8)] and cur-
rent [Eq. (I9)] expressions, one immediately obtains the
charge conservation:

Oren+Vgr-j=0. (22)

Therefore, in the GIKE approach, the charge con-
servation is naturally satisfied with the complete Foch

term [Egs. (I6) and (IT)], in contrast to the Ambe-
gaokar and Kadanoff’s approach? where an additional
condition of the charge conservation is required to ob-
tain NG mode. This is because that the Fock energy in
the GIKE is equivalent to the generalized Ward’s iden-
tity by Nambu 22 as proved in Sec.[[TB 1, and hence, the
gauge invariance in the GIKE directly leads to the charge
conservation.

IIT. ANALYTIC ANALYSIS

In this section, we perform the analytical analysis for
the electromagnetic response of the collective Higgs and
NG modes in the linear and second-order regimes. By
assuming the external electromagnetic potential ¢ =
do(w,q)et 1R and A = Ay(w,q)e™“! R the den-
sity matrix px and charge density en read:

_ 0 w _iwt—iq-R 2w 2iwt—2iq-R
Px = P+ pKe + pie , (23)
en = eng+ enwelwt iq-R + en2w621wt72zq~R, (24)

whereas the phase 6 and amplitude |A| of the order pa-
rameter are written as

0
|A| — AO 4 5|A|weiwt7iq~R + 6|A|2we2iwt72iq-R. (26)

oweiwt—iq»R + 92we2iwt—2iq-R7 (25)

Here, p, eng and A are the density matrix, charge
density and order parameter in equilibrium state, re-
spectively; pi:(%), en®(2)  g+(2) and §|A|“(*) denote
the linear (second-order) responses of the density matrix,
charge density, Higgs mode and NG mode, respectively.

The density matrix in equilibrium state is given by43:46
L e (& Ao
0
=—- - = — 27
k=377 <Ek73+Ele 27)

with f, = 1—-2np(E)) and Ey, = /& + AZ. Here, np(x)
is the Fermi-distribution function. From Eq. [I6), A is
determined by

Ag = —gzk:lpﬂl Z (—fk> (28)

which is exactly the gap equation in the BCS theory.5”
eng from Eq. (I8) is written as

eno = e 3" (14+2) = 3 [2e0t+ 26 e (B (29

K K
consisting of the charge densities of the condensate38 61
26’1)]% = e(l — g—i) and Bogoliubov quasiparticles®® 62

2e—nF(Ek)

Then we show that the GIKE [Eq. (IZ)] provides an
efficient approach to study the electromagnetic responses
of the collective NG and Higgs modes.



A. Linear response

We first focus on the linear response in this part. From
Egs. (I3) and (I4), the linear responses of the supercon-
ducting momentum p% and effective field g are given
by

pY = —iqf” — 2eAy, (30)
Her = —5 +edo T HE + (31)

with the linear responses of the Hartree field 1% [Eq. (@)]
and Fock one p% [Eq. (I5)] written as

i = Vn® =20, 3 i, (32)
k

1y = 9> pis. (33)
k

We then investigate the linear responses of the NG mode
6“ and Higgs mode §|A|“.

1. NG mode

We address the NG mode in this part. In the long-wave
limit, we only keep the lowest two orders of q. In this
situation, the linear response of the density matrix pf can

2,2 Qv 2

We first discuss the situation without the Hartree and
Fock terms. In the low-frequency regime with w < 24,
one finds s, ~ 1 and g, ~ 2/3 (refer to Appendix [A]).
Hence, the linear-response equation of the NG mode

[Eq. B8)] becomes

w

=515 - enlisa(8) ] -Fraenn

Consequently, it is found that the collective NG mode
exhibits the gapless linear energy spectrum (i.e., wng =
qur/3) inside the superconducting gap, in consistency
with the previous works?2:2 711715 and Goldstone the-
orem with the spontaneous continuous U(1)-symmetry
breaking.®* Additionally, the NG mode responds to
the longitudinal electromagnetic field [right-hand side of
Eq. (B9)] in the linear regime, also in agreement with the
previous works.22:12:13

= jwepg — ?%stiq- eAy —

be solved from the GIKE. Substituting the linear solution
of p¥, into Eq. (7)), one has (refer to Appendix [A])

2,,2
. v 1
it (14 L2, )+ 1P

U, = sl (30)

with the dimensionless factors:

- S [ (2 - B2 (B2 40)] .
Zk (4E2—w2 Er fk)

==

Zk ( ,wz Ek fk)
b, = =0. 37
Zk (4E,§+W2E_ka) (&)

Here, we have taken care of the particle-hole symmetry to
remove terms with the odd order of £ in the summation
of k. Consequently, since b, = 0 [Eq. (B7)], it is obvious
that the linear response of the NG mode decouples with
that of the Higgs mode (6]A|“) due to the particle-hole
symmetry, in consistency with the symmetry analysis.42

Further substituting p% [Eq. (30)] and p& [Eq. (BI))]
into Eq. (34]), one obtains the linear-response equation of
the NG mode:

2,2 2,2
qv ¢0 v
3F — +W(NH+MF)(1+ 375%)- (38)

|
2. Role of Hartree and Fock fields

We next consider the role of the Hartree and Fock fields
in the linear response of the NG mode. Specifically, con-
sidering V;, > ¢ in the long-wave limit, the Fock field
can be neglected. Substituting the solution of pf; into
Eq. (82), the Hartree field reads (refer to Appendix [B):

i Foon, (é’;)} (40)

w _ Voq B R

HE = {8Ekfk

2
Tmw 3m
k

It is noted that the first term in the summation of
k denotes the contribution from the Bogoliubov quasi-
particles. The second one exactly corresponds to the
Meissner-superfluid density ps = >} 551 [Ag om, (— 2—2)],
related to the Meissner supercurrent, as revealed in our
previous work.46

At low temperature, the Bogoliubov quasiparticles
vanish, i.e., np(E;) &= 0, leaving solely the Meissner—

wp with

w2

__iq-eE¥
2

superfluid density. Then, one has p§; =



pse?

prn being the plasma frequency. Further sub-

stituting E¥ [Eq. ([8)] into %, the Hartree field is given
by

wpz

iqeBy  wl/w?
¢ 1-wi/w?’

Wi = (41)
with eEg = iq¢g — iwA being the external electric field.

Finally, considering the contribution of the Hartree
field [Eq. @I)], the linear-response equation [Eq. (B8])]
of the NG mode becomes

9 qQup\216¥  iwegy — wliq-eAg/q?
- ()T - wtjez 0042
Therefore, as seen from the right-hand side of Eq. [@2)), as
a consequence of the Hartree field (i.e., the vacuum polar-
ization), the longitudinal field experiences the Coulomb
screening. In this situation, multiplying by 1 —w?/w? on
both sides of Eq. [@2)), in the long-wave limit, one has

[0

‘aeA
(wQ—w)7:iwe¢o—w21qe 0

p 2 ’
q

(43)

exactly same as the previous work.2 Consequently, as
seen from Eq. [@3]), the linear response of the NG mode
interacts with the long-range Coulomb interaction, caus-
ing the original gapless spectrum of the NG mode effec-
tively lifted up to the high-energy plasma frequency as a
result of the Anderson-Higgs mechanism.2:2:6:14.15.40
With the high-energy plasma frequency (i.e., w < wy),
one finds 0¥ /2 = iq-eA/q?. As pointed out in the previ-
ous works, 2 this finite 8 from the unphysical longitudi-
nal vector potential does not provide any measurable ef-
fect, especially considering the fact that the longitudinal
vector potential does not even exist in either optical re-
sponse or static magnetic response. Moreover, this finite
6 cancels the unphysical longitudinal vector potential in

p¢ [Eq. BO):

w 2
Py _alacho) 4 o(“’—). (44)

2 q? w2
As a result, the gauge-invariant superconducting mo-
mentum p¢, which appears in the Ginzburg-Landau
equation, 2246 Meissner supercurrent®*4¢ and Anderson-
pump effect, 22394346 only involves the physical trans-

verse vector potential.

Interestingly, at low temperature, it is observed above

that the emerged plasma frequency w, = y/Z ij origins

. . . 1ok%L A2
from the Meissner-superfluid density p, = >, 3_7212_(2)7
rather than the condensate eng = Y, 2evi. This is

in consistency with our previous conclusion?® that only
the Meissner-superfluid density, which is related to the
charge fluctuation on top of the condensate, is involved
in the electromagnetic response in the superconducting
states whereas the ground state condensate simply pro-
vides a rigid background.

3. Higgs mode

We next study the linear response of the Higgs mode.
Substituting the second-order solution of p}/; into the gap
equation [Eq. ([0)], one directly obtains (refer to Ap-
pendix

, w1 26 fe\] _ e pY)ce
wdlAl [5 _Zk: (4E,§ e E_k)} T om

) E¥ 462 2
s S [t )

k

where the particle-hole symmetry has been taken care of
to remove terms with odd order of ¢ in the summation
of k. ¢, is a dimensionless factor (refer to Appendix [Al).

The first term on the right-hand side of Eq. (&) van-
ishes since p% only involves the physical transverse vector
potential [Eq. ([@4)]. By using Eq. (28] to replace g, the
linear response of the Higgs mode is obtained:

iwd|Al® [1 . (L)Q] B (46)

270 mw

2 0 2
with u, = ¥,/ [ /5 (rta £ )

Consequently, from Eq. (), it is seen that the
Higgs mode exhibits the gapful energy spectrum (i.e.,
wyg = 24\¢), in consistency with the previous studies.t4:15
Moreover, the Higgs mode also responds to the electro-
magnetic field in the linear regime [right-hand side of
Eq. ({@G))]. Nevertheless, this linear response vanishes in
the long-wave limit, making it hard to be detected in the
optical experiment.

B. Second-order response

From above analytic investigations, one directly con-
cludes that neither the collective phase (NG) mode nor
the amplitude (Higgs) mode is detectable in the lin-
ear regime for the optical experiment. In contrast, we
show in this section that the second-order response of
the collective modes in superconductors exhibits differ-
ent physics.

Specifically, the second-order responses of the super-
conducting momentum p?* and effective field p2y from

Eqs. (13) and ([Id) are given by

poY = —2iq6*, (47)
Z-w92w + 2w 4 2w 4 (p:))Q (48)

2w
Hefr

It is noted that the last term on the right-hand side of
Eq. {3) is exactly the Anderson-pump effect.

The second-order responses of the Hartree field %’



[Eq. @)] and Fock one p2¢ [Eq. (I5)] are written as

pif = Vogn® =2Vo, Zplzc‘ga (49)
k

pE =g s (50)
k

Then, we investigate the second-order responses of the
NG mode 6?% and Higgs mode 6| A|*~.

1. NG mode

We address the NG mode in this part. The second-
order response of the density matrix pi* can also be ob-
tained from the GIKE in the long-wave limit. Substitut-
ing the solution of p% into Eq. (IT), one has (refer to

Appendix [C)

2,,2

2 .

. q°v . ) 2iw [ 92w

2) 2%(1 e w) .p2w 2 E w:_[_

et 1+ 575920 ) +14- P52 — 173

eE¥ eEY I, reE¥Y  pY\2

= pw). (= _Es 51

X(iw S) iw+2(iw 2)}’ (51)
with dimensionless prefactor:

S [ﬁ(%k% + 9¢,) (é—’;fk)] (52)

30 (et i)

Furthermore, with the solution of pﬁg, we find that
the second-order response of the charge density en?” =
e> 208 is zero (refer to Appendix [0), leading to the
vanishing second-order Hartree field y%° [Eq. [@d)] and
Fock one p2¢ [Eq. (E)].

Consequently, substituting p?* [Eq. @T)] and p2%
[Eq. ( 8)] into Eq. (1), the second-order response equa-
tion of the NG mode reads:

2,2 : w)2
o VR }egw:g[(ps) 92
[w (520 = g2..) m 8 3
eE¥ eEY [, reEY  pY\2
o pw) S et Bs 53
X(iw S) w Q(iw 2)}’ (53)

which exhibits different physics from the linear response.

Particularly, in the low-frequency regime (w < Ap),
one finds that sop, ~ 1/3, gow, = 2/3, (vefer to Ap-
pendix [A) and I, ~ —2/45 (refer to Appendix [(), and
hence, Eq. (B3]) becomes

(w2 _ @)(w ~ )", ( - ﬁ)ﬁ (54)
9 m 8 iw om
On the right-hand side of Eq. (54)), the first term exactly
comes from the Anderson pump effect whereas the last
two ones are attributed to the second order of the drive
effect. Both effects play important role in the second-
order response of the NG mode. Moreover, it is noted
that on the right-hand side of in Eq. (53), p¥ only in-
volves the physical transverse vector potential [Eq. ([@4])].
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As for the electric field B¢ = E«-ll + E«-L by the linear
response of the Hartree field p4; (i.e., the vacuum polar-
ization), the longitudinal electric field E« |l is suppressed
by the strong Coulomb screening whereas the transverse
one E“1 is not affected (refer to Appendix [B). There-
fore, the second-order response of the NG mode at low
frequency (w<wy) is determined by the transverse field.

Consequently, from Eq. (B4), it is very interesting to
find that due to the vanishing Hartree field, the second-
order response of the NG mode maintains the original
gapless energy spectrum (wxg = qur/3) inside the su-
perconducting gap, in striking contrast to the linear re-
sponse with the Anderson-Higgs mechanism. This can
be understood as follows. In the presence of the inverse
symmetry, no second-order current is induced, and hence,
due to the charge conservation, no charge density fluctu-
ation en?” is excited, effectively ruling out the Hartree
field p%’ = Vyn®* (i.e., the long-range Coulomb interac-
tion) in the second-order response. In addition, differing
from the linear response excited by the longitudinal field
solely, the second-order response of the NG mode is de-
termined by the transverse field as mentioned above, free
from the influence of the Coulomb screening.

We point out that thanks to the gauge-invariant elec-
tric field and superconducting moment on the right-hand
side of Eq. (54l), the second-order response of the NG
mode 6%* is a measurable quantity, differing from the lin-
ear response above. This term, which is hard to deal with
in the previous approaches,?2 71012715 hag Jong been
overlooked in the literature.

2. Higgs mode

Substituting the solution of pi% into Eq. (€], in the
long-wave limit, one has (refer to Appendix [Cl)

w 6

2w
24| =Y .(55)

g - w? — E?

w w2 Agv3 87
€k [6|A|2“+ (5 - <)== ﬂpﬁg

By using Eq. (28] to replace g, the second-order response
equation of the Higgs mode in the long-wave limit reads:

sl (Ga) 1= E (5 - 5 o

with 0. 53 [ e300, (350)) 2 ()

Therefore, a finite response of the Higgs mode in the
long-wave limit is found in the second-order regime, dif-
fering from the vanishing linear response above. Fur-
thermore, this second-order response of the Higgs mode,
shows a resonance at 2w = 2Ag, in consistency with
the experimental findings.26 28 Particularly, we point out
that the right-hand side of Eq. (Bf) exactly comes from
the second-order of drive effect whereas the widely con-
sidered pump effect in the literature2? 324346 makes no
contribution at all.



Actually, it is noted that in the previous theoretical
studies 16712:25-39,43-46 the obtained fluctuation of the or-
der parameter JA?“ is directly considered as the ampli-
tude (Higgs) mode 6|A|*¥ since it is believed that the
phase (NG) mode is lifted up to the high-energy plasma
frequency. Then, it is considered that the Anderson-
pump effect, which can excite the fluctuation of the or-
der parameter §A%¥, contributes to the amplitude mode.
Nevertheless, this becomes ambiguous when the very re-
cent symmetry analysis by Tsuchiya et al.42 implies that
the pump effect excites the oscillation of the supercon-
ducting phase rather than the amplitude. Even though
not clearly stated, the obtained pseudospin susceptibili-
ties xy. # 0 and x,. = 0 [Eq. (25) in Ref. 42] in their
work clearly suggest that the induced pseudo field H, by
the pump effect in the Anderson pseudospin picture22 33
can only generate the fluctuation of the phase-related S,
rather than the amplitude-related S,. To resolve this
puzzle, the contributions from the amplitude and phase
modes to 6A?* in the previous workst619:25-39,43-46 3¢
be carefully examined.

In contrast, the GIKE provides an efficient approach
to calculate the phase and amplitude modes on an equal
footing. The results from the GIKE above suggest that
the fluctuation of the order parameter in the second-
order response actually consists of contributions from
both amplitude (Higgs) and phase (NG) modes, i.e.,
A% = §|A]*¥ 4 i#**Ag. From above analytic anal-
ysis, we conclude that the observed second-order re-
sponse of the amplitude mode 6|A[* in the recent op-
tical experiments?®2? is attributed solely to the drive
effect rather than the widely considered Anderson-pump
offect 25-39,43-46

In fact, the pump effect only contributes to the second-
order response of the NG mode 62, in which the drive
effect also plays an important role, as mentioned in
Sec. [ITB1l Consequently, all previous studies of the
Anderson-pump effect in the literaturel619:25-39.43°46 5¢_
tually calculate only one part of the second-order re-
sponse of the NG mode 62 rather than the Higgs mode,
supporting the latest symmetry analysis by Tsuchiya et
al#? from the Anderson pseudospin picture. Particu-
larly, we have revealed in Sec. [IIB1] that the second-
order response of the NG mode decouples with the long-
range Coulomb interaction, free from the influence of the
Anderson-Higgs mechanism,4? and is measurable. A ten-
tative scheme to detect this second-order response of the
NG mode is proposed in the following section.

3. Tentative scheme for detection

We propose a tentative scheme to detect the second-
order response 62¢ through the Josephson junction.
Specifically, for the optical experiment, in the long-wave
limit, the second-order response of the NG mode from
Eq. (B4) shows a spatially uniform but temporally oscil-
lating phase 6 = z,,e?*?, with 2z, = |6?*(¢ = 0)| denoting

the oscillating amplitude of 6. Therefore, as schemati-
cally illustrated in Fig.[2] in a Josephson junction, by sep-
arately applying two phase-locked continuous-wave opti-
cal fields with frequencies wy, and wgr (w;, = 2wg) to
the superconductors on each side of junction, an oscillat-
ing phase difference ; = 6, — 0 between the left and
right superconductors is induced, leading to the Joseph-
son current J = J.sinfy.84 Here, J. is the Josephson
critical current. Moreover, through the optical time delay
to choose 7/2 phase difference, one has the phase excita-
tions with 67, = 25 cos(2wrt) and O = [} sin(2wgt),
and then, a dc-current component in J is derived (refer
Appendix [DJ):

JY=2741(25 )ja (25

wR)v

(57)

with j,(2) being the n-th Bessel function of the first kind.

Consequently, a dc current is induced. Therefore, this
dc Josephson current provides a tentative scheme for the
detection of the second-order response of the NG (phase)
mode, especially considering the fact that the generation
of the Josephson current directly implies the phase fluc-
tuation. Moreover, to avoid influence from the optical
currents, one can choose the directions of the propaga-
tion and polarization of the applied optical fields to be
perpendicular to that of the junction, i.e., along z and y
directions in Fig. 2 respectively.

X

FIG. 2: Schematic to detect the second-order response of the
phase mode. Two continuous-wave optical fields with frequen-
cies wr, and wr = wr/2 are applied to the superconductors
on the two side of junction, leading to the excited phase 6,
(6r) of the left (right) superconductor. Then, by the phase
difference 04 = 01, — Or, the Josephson current J = J.sinfy
is generated.

IV. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

We have shown that the GIKE provides an efficient
approach to study the electromagnetic response of the
collective modes in the superconducting states. We prove
that the Fock energy is equivalent to the generalized
Ward’s identity by Nambu.l® Therefore, with the com-
plete Fock term, the gauge invariance in the GIKE di-
rectly leads to the charge conservation, in contrast to the



previous Ambegaokar and Kadanoff’s approach? where
an additional condition of the charge conservation is
required to obtain the NG mode. Differing from the
previous studies in the literature with either the fixed
amplitude?? 1212 or overlooked phasel619:25-39:43-46 f
the order parameter, in the present work, the gapless
NG and gapful Higgs modes are calculated on an equal
footing. Moreover, both linear and nonlinear responses
are investigated.

In the linear regime, we find that the Higgs mode re-
sponds to the electromagnetic field but this linear re-
sponse vanishes in the long-wave limit. As for the NG
mode, the results in the linear response by the GIKE
agree with the previous ones in the literature.2:2:6:12"15
Specifically, the linear response of the NG mode inter-
acts with the long-range Coulomb interaction, causing
the original gapless spectrum inside the superconducting
gap effectively lifted up to the plasma frequency far above
the gap as a result of the Anderson-Higgs mechanism.%?
Consequently, no effective linear response of the NG
mode occurs. In addition, we reveal that the emerged
plasma frequency at low temperature origins from the
Meissner-superfluid density rather than the condensate,
in consistency with our previous conclusion?® that only
the Meissner-superfluid density is involved in the electro-
magnetic response in the superconducting states whereas
the ground state condensate simply provides a rigid back-
ground. Therefore, neither the collective Higgs mode nor
the NG mode is detectable in the linear regime for the
optical experiment.

The second-order responses of both collective modes
exhibit interesting physics in contrast to the linear ones.
Specifically, in the second-order regime, a finite response
of the Higgs mode is obtained in the long-wave limit. By
looking into the source of the field, we find that the widely
considered Anderson-pump effect makes no contribution
at all. Instead, only the drive effect contributes. Particu-
larly, this finite second-order response of the Higgs mode
from the drive effect exhibits a resonance at 2w = 2Ag,
in consistency with the experimental findings.2% 28 Con-
sequently, the experimentally observed second-order re-
sponse of the Higgs mode?2 22 is attributed solely to the
drive effect rather than the Anderson-pump effect widely
speculated in the literature.25-32:43-46

In fact, we find that the Anderson-pump effect only
contributes to the second-order response of the NG mode,
in which the drive effect also plays an important role. In
addition, we further point out that in striking contrast
to the linear response, the second-order response of the
NG mode decouples with the long-range Coulomb inter-
action, and hence maintains the original gapless energy
spectrum inside the superconducting gap, free from the
influence of the Anderson-Higgs mechanism.2® The origin
of this decoupling can be understood as follows. On one
hand, in the presence of the inverse symmetry, no second-
order current is induced in the long-wave limit. Hence,
due to the charge conservation, no charge density fluctu-
ation is excited in the second-order response, ruling out
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the influence of the Poisson equation (i.e., the long-range
Coulomb interaction). On the other hand, differing from
the linear response excited by the longitudinal field solely,
we find that the second-order response of the NG mode
at low frequency (w<wp) is determined by the transverse
field, free from the influence of the Coulomb screening.
This second-order response, hard to completely deal with
in the previous approaches,?2 71012715 hag Jong been
overlooked in the literature. A tentative scheme to detect
this second-order response of the NG mode is proposed.
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Appendix A: Derivation of Egs. (84)) and (@5])

In this section, we derive Eqgs. (34) and (). Consid-
ering the long-wave limit, we only keep the lowest two
orders of q in our derivation. Then, the linear order of
the GIKE [Eq. (I2)] in the clean limit reads:

. . 1 k-
iwpy + 1 [EkTs + Aot pi] — g{TqTB,Pﬁ}
)

8
1 w ; w < W 0
+ 5 {eE“Ts + (iqd|A[“m1 — ipSTsAoT1), i }

+i [0|A[“T1 + s, i) — <[apy AoTsTr, OkOipi]

_ z’[qé:;s 73, T3pﬁ} —0, (A1)

whose components are written as

ity = "y — O (Sl A 1l + B o), (A2)
iwpits — 2805k = ity + 120GpY : Al (A3)
iwpir + 26k Pz = %pﬁl - i%Toqpéj : OOipis, (Ad)
iwpits + 2809 — 260t = (@OIAI — Sogin) L. (49)

Substituting pis [Eq. (A3)] and py; [Eq. (A4)] into
Eq. (AQ), one has

W . w w f]i? Z(1 : p:)
(4B} — w?)pity = iw (k6| A|Y — AOMeH)E—k t=
iNE &N
X Eppir — Toqps : OO Py — 5 2qp¥ : OkDiepds
k- q eE* -
o, A T 0 1 0@, (A6)

m W



in which Eq. (A2)) is used for pi,. Considering the fact:

Pkl

Dodiipys = + &0 +2— 8kpk1a (A7)
k
DoOkpys = Epﬁl + ExOk P s (A8)
Eq. (Af) becomes
1 . & , Ay
o = —5——= 9 1WI|A|Y = fr —iwpsy—
P2 4E,§—w2{ AY 7, e~ e g fr
iE}? w k23§k O¢, ik-q
- [T e e (S5 ) -2
k B+ (eEw - iwp?/Q){kagk
m w
i(q - ex) (P - ex) iq-py
§ RS g - L ) (A9)

Consequently, with >} p/y = 0 [Eq. (I7)] and eE¥ =
iwp¥ /2 +iqu, by taking care of the particle-hole sym-
metry to remove terms with the odd order of & in the
summation of k, Eq. (34) is obtained.

Particularly, at the low-frequency, i.e., w < Ag, the
dimensionless factor s, in Eq. (34]) becomes

Si [tz @ - FRO2)88A] S (240)
Zk(m By ) B >k (é_%fk)

=1. (A10)

Sw R~

Similarly, g, in Eq. (34)) at low frequency (w < Ag)
and low temperature [fy = 1 — 2np(Ex) ~ 1] reads:

_ Su[aeta(Bn)] S (23)
Su(i2h) ()

wa dx fOO dx
—wp (1_;’_12)5/2 ~ (1+I2) 5/2 -

=@
Dj|l> &

S ?s~w|:>m

(A1)

(1+x2)3/2

wl N

WD
—wp 1+12 (1+z2)3/2 f_

After sum over k in the BCS spherical shell to
Eq. (A4), one has

N w "og, ow 'iq-PS o
- WZ Pr1 = Z 28kPia — Z 1y P
K K K

By further using gap equation [Eq. (I6)] and the solution
of p¢s [Eq. (A9)], one obtains

(A12)

Z(U(S|A|w . 4 251@ w fk
;L iE i (GA1 6 — irdo) -
iE2 k20 o iq-pyér

- [FHareomy e (5 + T ) - T
Zk ak ( — iwp§ /2)&68& + eE } 0 }

o Px1
'iq-p‘: 0

— ) Al

Zk: am Pk1 (A13)
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Further, by using the particle-hole symmetry to remove
terms with the odd order of & in the summation of k,
Eq. (@8) is obtained. ¢, in Eq. {@H) is given by ¢, =
Zw — 300/(2g) with

3 &R (EROE, — 1+ 2610¢,,) + 2ER610¢, | pia
4F2 — w? ’

(A14)

Zw =

k

Appendix B: Derivation of Eq. (d0)

We derive the Hartree field [Eq. {@0)] in this part.
Generally, with the Hartree field (i.e., the vacuum polar-
ization), the plasma oscillation is involved, causing the
Coulomb screening to the longitudinal electromagnetic
field. Nevertheless, the transverse field is not affected.

By first substituting pys [Eq. (A3])] and then substitut-
ing p¢, [Eq. (A2))], into Eq. (82), the Hartree field reads:

Wi = 2‘/‘12[
_ _2_qu{(k-q) [eE“ -@pﬁg} +O(q2)}

Pko}

" m w
— V‘IU?Z?ﬂE [zk:aEkfk—zk:%aEk(gﬂ (B1)

In the superconducting state with kgT<wp (T denotes
the temperature), one has 9g, fr = —20g,nr(Er) = 0
when [€;| > wp. Therefore, the first summation on
the right-hand side of Eq. (Bl can be restricted inside
the spherical shell. Moreover, the second one is also re-
stricted inside the spherical shell, considering the fact
that the gap vanishes outside the spherical shell in the
BCS theory.2327 Then, Eq. [@0) is obtained.

With Eq. (0), the linear electric field E* from Eq. (8)
becomes:

q(q-Ef) wp/w?

EY — E¥ .
o+t q? l—wg/aﬂ

(B2)

Therefore, it is noted that the longitudinal electric field

w,
experiences the Coulomb screening, i.e., E®ll = PE:;)W
whereas the transverse one does not (E“+ = EBJ’L), as
pointed out above.

Appendix C: Derivation of n**, Egs. (51I)) and (53]

We derive Egs. (5I)) and (G5 in this part. Considering
the long-wave limit, we only keep the lowest two orders of
q in our derivation. Then, the second order of the GIKE



[Eq. (I2)] in the clean limit reads:

. . Tk
2iwpts +i (€75 + AoT1, pi‘”] — Z{Tqm, pﬁw}
2w 0

S
am 7'3,7’3/’1(}

+ i [SAPT + s, ] — i
1 . :
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7
+ g[PfPZ)AOTl —2qp2¥ Ao7371, Ok Ok pie]

1 . w (3}
+ E{eEwﬁ —ip¥ AosT1, Okpi} + O(¢°) = 0, (C1)

in which we have used the fact that §|A[“ Eq (Im)
Ea ED). t, [Fa. (D), i, [Ea. GD). s o D)

are the quantities in the first order of q. Components of
Eq. (CI)) can be written as

. w Zk w w w w W w
2iwpyy = 2 mqpi3—3k'(€E pics+A0ps pite+eE> piiy
+2iqpyi 5| A[*), (C2)
. w w k w A iwia 8 0
2Mp12(3 _ 2A0p12<2+2l me20+Z oqp : kOkPx1
—(eE¥-0k)po, (C3)
. 2w 2w 0
. JAN : OOl
2prl2cni1 _ q l;:n pkl 2£ w 1209Ps 5 k kpk?)7 (04)
2iwprs = 26kpig —200prs + (ErSI A — Ao Zw)fi
AO w_w 0
—Ao(py - O)pio— ——P5 Py 1 OOpis- (C5)
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Then, by first substituting Eq. (A2]) and then substi-

tuting Eqs. (C3) and (C4) into Eq. (CH), pi% can be
obtained:

w 1 . w w .
s = W{4lw(ﬂgﬁpﬁl — 0| A* pi3) — 2iw o

(eE® —iwp?) - Ok eE - Oy
w P

X k3 T

iq - p2¥Erpi
w m
al%p?cB
2

|} + 0, (©6)

— Ao fila- ex) (P2 - ex) (BodEpf + Exdpia) +

22,k -q eE™ - Oypl,
m w

X iw(py - ex)® —

in which Eq. (C2) is used for pf%. With the help of
Egs. (A7) and (AR), by considering eE?* = jwp?” +

12
2iqu24, Eq. (C6) becomes

w 1 - w w
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i
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W 1w m
2w6£k (fkﬂﬂl) k-qk- pgw 0
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Then, with Y p2% = 0 [Eq. (I7)], via taking care of
the particle-hole symmetry to remove terms with the
odd order of & in the summation of k, Eq. (&) is ob-
tained. Particularly, in Eq. (B]), the dimensionless factor
lo [Eq. (52)] at low frequency and low temperature reads:

_ Du[enctvou(g)] N (3 -o%)
) 3Ek(El?Ek) - 321(%

w 22
ff‘fD d$[(1+z2)5/2 - (1+6m2)7/2] 2
~ TS (C8)

9
+Zm o Pl

2w
[ (C7)

3wa 1_,_12 1+.2)3/2

Following the derivation of the linear u%; above, by
substituting pf% [Eq. (C3))] into the second-order Hartree
and Fock fields [Egs. (@9) and (B0))], one has

w w g w 2V +9g kq w
Wi+ i = (Vag + 5)n* === Z[(m>pi0}

B o)

m w

_ 2V +g(qa-E*)
2imw? 2
. k3
with pgo = 3L Zk Og, fk-

second-order electric field eE?* = 2iq(u% +u
into Eq. (C3)), one obtains

(pQ + ps) ) (CQ)

Further substituting the

) [Eq. @)]

¢*(2Vaq + 9)(pq + ps)
2mw?

p3 = (i3 + ) ? . (C10)

Therefore, one immediately finds the vanishing p2¢, p2¢,
eE%% and n2“’

After the summation of k in the BCS spherical shell
to Eq. (C4)), one comes to

- " ow ! 2w riq - Py o
— 20y pii =D 2k — o Pl
k k k

Considering the long-wave limit (¢ = 0), the second term
on the right-hand side of Eq (CT1)) vanishes. Then, sub-
stituting the solution of pi% [Eq. (CT)] which is s1mphﬁed

(C11)



at ¢ = 0 into Eq. (C11)), one obtains

2w 0 2w 0
{2 o — 018 iy
k

(5w e (G
S ) e (- en) el

By further using the gap equation [Eq. (I6)] and taking
care of the particle-hole symmetry to remove terms with
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the odd order of & in the summation of k, one directly
obtains Eq. (B3)).

Appendix D: Derivation of Eq. (57))

L

For excitation with 0y = 2z,

cos(2wrt) and O =
22 sin(2wgt) in Fig. B the de-current component in the
induced Josephson current J = J.sin(f;, — fr) can be

obtained through a time average:

1 (T T
/ J== / Jelsin(zk cos2wit) cos(zf sin2wgt) — cos(z5, cos2wrt) sin(zf sin2wgt)]
0 0

Jc{{ -2 Z(—l)"jM,l(zuL)L) cos[(2n — 1)2th]}{j0(sz) +2 Z Jom(zE) cos[(2m)2wrt] }

m=1

_ {jo(z“L)L) +2 Z (—1)mj2m(z£L) cos[(2m)2th]}{2 ngn_l(sz) sin[(2n — 1)2th]}}

= 2Jc Z Z (_1)n+1 |:j2n—1 (Z£L ).72m (ZER)6(2n71)wL,(2m)wR} .

Particularly, for the weak phase excitation (small z! and
2®), only the lowest two orders of the Bessel function are

n=1

important, and then, Eq. (57) is obtained.
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