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In the strong coupling Bose-Einstein Condensation (BEC) regime the superconductors have two
characteristic temperatures: T ∗- onset of fermion pairing and Tsc- onset of superconductivity, such
that Tsc < T ∗. In the present article, we consider time dependent Ginzburg-Landau theory of su-
perconductors with slab geometry and show that applied electric field, in the temperature interval
(Tsc, T

∗), Bose condenses the Cooper pairs thereby increasing the superconductor critical temper-
ature TE

sc > Tsc. Important consequence is the fact that arbitrary temperature within the interval
(Tsc, T

∗) is a critical temperature of superconductor transition if an appropriate electric field is ap-
plied. This means that if we set the temperature of the system within the above mentioned interval
and increase the applied electric field the system undergoes an electric field induced transition to
superconductor. We also show the existence of critical value of the applied electric field at which
T ∗ = TE

sc. This means that although the system is in BEC regime, away from the BCS one, we can
apply an electric field that moves the system to a state with TE

sc = T ∗, characteristic of BCS regime.
The results indicate that applied electric field experiments are a suitable tool to identify the BEC
regime of the superconductors. The experiment can determine T ∗ as a temperature below which
the electric field Bose condenses the Cooper pairs, while above it the electrons screen the field and
it cannot penetrate.

The superconductivity is a consequence of attractive
interaction between fermions. This causes the pairing
of fermions. The fluctuations of bosonic Cooper-pairs
drive the system to Bose condense and to onset of su-
perconductivity. The system has two characteristic tem-
peratures: T ∗-onset of fermion pairing and Tsc-onset of
superconductivity. The temperature-attraction constant
g diagram is illustrated schematically in (Fig.1).

In the weak constant regime the electron pairs are
large, overlapping and the superconductivity is well
described by Bardeen, Cooper and Schrieffer (BCS)
theory1. The critical temperature Tsc is equal to T ∗

(Tsc = T ∗), and as a function of constant g has a form
Tsc ∝ e−const/g. In strong coupling regime the electron
pairs are small, tightly bound, Tsc < T ∗, which means
that fermion pairs form before the onset of superconduc-
tivity. In temperature interval (Tsc, T

∗) the Schafroth
idea for superconductivity2 is useful. He claims that
the onset of superconductivity could be thought of as
Bose condensation of ideal charged Bose gas, and the ex-
pression for the critical temperature follows that of an
ideal Bose gas (BEC theory). There are theoretical ar-
guments that system of Fermi pairs behaves as a Bose
gas whose particles (bound states) form a condensation
at low temperature3.

The first experimental realization of BEC-BCS
crossover was achieved in ultracold atomic gases4–7. The
BCS-BEC crossover has been extensively studied in con-
densed matter physics8–26. Special efforts are made to
establish the existence of Cooper pairs above critical tem-
perature and in this way to verify the BCS-BEC crossover
in the system. It was pointed out that the evolution of
the system from weak to strong coupling superconduc-
tivity is smooth10.

Of particular interest are 2D superconductors. The
onset of superconductivity in 2D requires an existing

FIG. 1: Schematic phase diagram of BCS-BEC crossover.
The curve Tsc is superconductor critical temperature as a
function of attraction constant-g. The curve T ∗ shows the
critical temperature of fermion pairing as a function of g.
gcr is the critical value of the BCS-BEC transition , al-
though the crossover is characterized by interval rather then
point. Weak coupling superconductivity is well explained
by Bardeen, Cooper and Schrieffer (BCS) theory, while the
strong coupling superconductivity rely on Bose Einstein Con-
densation (BEC) theory of fermion pairs formed above Tsc

but below T ∗ (BOSONIC regime).

of electron pairs28. In 2D superconductors BCS-BEC
crossover is smooth15, occurs at weak coupling and can
be used weak coupling theory29. The likely existence of
pre-formed pairs in two rather different materials, a high-
temperature cuprate superconductor and strontium ti-
tanate, are highlighted recently30. The experiments with
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underdoped copper oxide Bi2Sr2CaCu2O8
31,32 show

that the pseudogap does reflect the formation of pre-
formed pairs of electrons. Crossover behavior from the
BCS limit to the BEC limit realized by varying carrier
density in a two-dimensional superconductor, electron-
doped zirconium nitride chloride is reported in33. The
small size of cuprate pairs is an additional argument sup-
porting BCS-BEC scenario34.

Contrary to the above arguments there are claims35

suggesting that quantum critical behavior is presented
so that T ∗ actually vanishes under the superconducting
dome. This is inconsistent with a BCS-BEC picture in
which T ∗ is necessarily larger than Tsc.

There are a number of signatures of BCS-BEC
crossover25. Controversies in the interpretation of exper-
imental results indicate that a new type of experiment
is needed. We propose to study superconductors by ap-
plying an electric field. In the present paper we show
that applying electric field on superconductors in Bose-
Einstein Condensation regime below T ∗ the Cooper pairs
Bose condense and the superconducting critical temper-
ature Tsc increases. This result can serve as proof of the
existence of fermion pairing above the critical tempera-
ture, i.e for the existence of BEC regime. An arbitrary
temperature within the interval (Tsc, T

∗) is a critical tem-
perature of superconductor transition if an appropriate
electric field is applied. This means that if we set the tem-
perature of the system within the interval (Tsc, T

∗) and
increase the applied electric field the system undergoes an
electric field induced transition to superconductor. We
prove that if the system is in BEC regime, away from the
BCS one, we can apply an electric field that moves the
system to a state with TEsc = T ∗, characteristic of BCS
regime.

To begin with we consider time dependent Ginzburg -
Landau theory36–39, written in terms of gauge four-vector
electromagnetic potential ”A” and complex scalar field
”ψ”-the superconductor order parameter. The idea of
Ginzburg and Landau is to formulate a theory to describe
the properties of superconductors at temperatures below
but close to critical one. In the case when the system
possesses BEC regime with Cooper pairs formed below
some temperature T ∗ but above the criticaal one we can
extend the use of the Ginzburg-Landau theory to include
the Bosinic regime Fig.1.

The theory is gauge invariant and it is convenient
to represent the order parameter in the form ψ(x) =
ρ(x) exp [ie∗θ(x)], where ρ(x) = |ψ(x)| is the gauge in-
variant local density of Cooper pairs and to introduce
the gauge invariant vector Qk = ∂kθ + Ak and scalar
Q = ∂tθ + ϕ fields, where ϕ = υA0 is the electric
scalar potential and υ is the speed of light in the ma-
terial. The electric E and magnetic H fields are in-
troduced by means of electromagnetic potential Fλν =
(∂λAν − ∂νAλ) in the standard way E/υ = (F01, F02, F03

and B = (F32, F13, F21). The system of equations which
describes the electrodynamics of s-wave superconductors

in terms of gauge invariant fields E,B,Q and Q is40,41:

−→
∇ ×B = µε

∂E

∂t
− e∗2

m∗
ρ2Q (1)

−→
∇ ×Q = B (2)

−→
∇ ·E =

µεe∗

D
ρ2 (3)

−→
∇Q+

∂Q

∂t
= −E (4)

1

2m∗
∆ρ+ αρ− gρ3 − e∗

D
ρQ− e∗2

2m∗
ρQ2 = 0, (5)

where µ is the magnetic permeability, ε is the electric
permittivity of the superconductor, the constant D is the
normal-state diffusion, (e∗,m∗) are effective charge and
mass of superconducting quasi-particles. The constant α
is a function of the temperature T

α = α0(1− T

Tsc
) (6)

where Tsc is the superconducting critical temperature
and α0 is a positive constant. In the temperature in-
terval we consider Tsc < T < T ∗ it is negative.

The last two terms of equation (5) are responsible
for the different impact on superconductivity of applied
electric and magnetic fields. If we apply magnetic field
(E = 0, Q = 0) the qualitative analysis of equation (5)
shows that the magnetic vector potential effectively de-
creases the α parameter, α → α − e∗2 < Q2 >, where
< Q2 > is some average value. We can represent αB =
α − e∗2 < Q2 > in the form Eq.(6) αB = α0(1 − T

TB
sc

),

where TBsc is the superconductor critical temperature in
the presence of magnetic field B. It is evident that the
critical temperature when magnetic field is applied is
lower TBsc < Tsc.

To gain insight into the impact of the electric field on
the superconductivity (B = 0,Q = 0.) we replace the
scalar field Q by its average value < Q >. The elec-
tric scalar potential effectively changes the α parameter
α → α − e∗

D < Q >= αr. If < Q > is positive, the
applied electric field decreases the α parameter and de-
stroys superconductivity. When < Q > is negative the
parameter α increases. If the system is in a normal state
T > Tsc and parameter α is negative, one can apply
an electric field, strong enough, to change the sign of
the renormalized parameter αr > 0 which leads to Bose-
condensation and onset of superconductivity. Therefore
applying electric field the superconductor critical tem-
perature increases TEsc > Tsc.

This result is fundamentally different from the result in
the London brothers theory. London brothers equations
imply that an electric field penetrates a distance λL as a
magnetic field does42.

To verify the above qualitative analysis we solve nu-
merically the system of equations for time-independent
fields without magnetic field B = Q = 0 and supercon-
ductors with slab geometry. In this case the fields depend
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on one of the coordinates ”z” and the electric field vector
has one nonzero component E = (0, 0, E). The system is
in normal state Tsc < T < T ∗, so that α is negative.

The solutions depend on two parameters40,41

β =
e∗2µε

2m∗D2|α|g
(7)

γ =
e∗

D
√

2m∗|α|3
E0, (8)

where E0 = (0, 0, E0) is the applied electric field.
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FIG. 2: The dimensionless functions ρ/ρ0 and −Q/Q0 of

a dimensionless distance ζ = z/ξGL, where ρ0 =
√
|α|/g,

ξGL = 1/
√

2m∗|α|, Q0 = 2E0ξGL and E0 is applied electric
field, are plotted for fixed values of parameters γ = 5 and
β = 2.5. For slab geometry ζ runs the interval −1.8 ≤ ζ ≤
1.8. The figures show an evident connection between Bose
condensation of Cooper pairs ρ and gauge invariant scalar
field Q. Close to the one of the plates of the capacitor (slab
geometry) the scalar potential is positive and Cooper pairs
do not condense ρ = 0. When the distance z approaches the
other plate Q decreases and at characteristic distance z0 is
zero. Above it Q is negative the Cooper pairs Bose condence
ρ > 0 and the system is superconductor.

The dimensionless function ρ/ρ0 of a dimensionless

distance ζ = z/ξGL where ρ0 =
√
|α|/g and ξGL =

1/
√

2m∗|α|, and the dimensionless function −Q/Q0 of
ζ, where Q0 = 2E0ξGL, are depicted in (Fig.2) for fixed
values of parameters γ = 5 and β = 2.5. We consider
superconductor with slab geometry where ζ runs the in-
terval −1.8 ≤ ζ ≤ 1.8. The figures show the relationship
between Bose condensation ρ and the gauge invariant
scalar field Q. At characteristic distance z0, the field
Q is zero. In our case, γ = 5 and β = 2.5, we find
z0 = 0. When z is well below z0, Q is positive and the
Bose condensation of Cooper pairs ρ is very small even
zero. When z is above z0, Q is negative the Cooper pairs
Bose condense ρ > 0 and the material is superconductor.

It is important to make difference between electrons
and electron pairs in electric field. The electrons expel
the electric field, while the fermion pairs Bose condense.

This permits us to determine T ∗. Applying electric field
above this temperature the electrons expel the electric
field. The electric field, applied below T ∗ forces the elec-
tron pairs to Bose condense, which in turn leads to in-
creasing the superconductor critical temperature.

The calculations40 show that when β is fixed γ decreas-
ing decreases the Cooper pair condensation ρ. Below crit-
ical value γcr there is no Bose condensation of Cooper
pairs. The dimensionless function ρ/ρ0 as a function of
dimensionless distance ζ = z/ξGL is depicted in figure40

for different values of γ and β parameter is fixed β = 2.5.

FIG. 3: Schematic phase diagram of BCS-BEC crossover
in the presence of applied electric field. The curve Tsc is su-
perconductor critical temperature as a function of attraction
constant-g when the electric field is not applied. The curves
TE1
sc , TE2

sc , TE3
sc , and TE4

sc are superconductor critical temper-
atures when electric fields E1 < E2 < E3 < E4 are applied.
Increasing of the critical temperature can be calculated from
equation (9) if the parameters of the material are known. The
curve T ∗ shows the critical temperature of fermion pairing as
a function of g. gcr is the critical value of the BCS-BEC tran-
sition. The figure shows that if an appropriate electric field is
applied, the system could possess superconductor transition
at T ∗ even though the system is in BEC regime.

An important consequence is the fact that an arbitrary
temperature T ′ within the interval Tsc < T ′ < T ∗ is a su-
perconductor transition critical temperature if an appro-
priate electric field is applied. To prove that we consider
T ′ from the above interval, define |α′| = α0(T ′/Tsc − 1)
and obtain β′ from equation (7) replacing α with α′. The
electric field E′0, we have to applied, is obtained from
equation (8), replacing γ with γcr calculated from the
equations for the Bose condensation field ρ40:

E′0 = γcr
D
√

2m∗|α′|3
e∗

. (9)

Equation (9) provides justification for performing an
experiment applying an electric field. It serves also to
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prove the existence of an applied electric field that moves
the system to a system with superconductor critical tem-
perature T ∗. This means that even the system is in BEC
regime, away from the BCS one, we can apply an elec-
tric field to move the system to a state with TEsc = T ∗,
characteristic of BCS regime. Above this critical applied
electric field the system is metal and the electric field is
expelled.

The impact of the applied electric field is illustrated
graphically in figure (3) where schematic phase diagram
of BCS-BEC crossover, in presence of electric field, is
depicted. The curves TE1

sc , TE2
sc , TE3

sc , and TE4
sc are su-

perconductor critical temperatures when electric fields
E1 < E2 < E3 < E4 are applied. Increasing of the criti-
cal temperature can be calculated from equation (9) if the
parameters of the material are known. The figure shows
that if an appropriate electric field is applied, the sys-
tem could possess superconductor transition at T ∗ even
though the system is in BEC regime.

In conclusion, we want to emphasize that the applied
electric field affects superconductivity in a way quite dif-
ferent from that predicted by the London brothers42.

Important difference is that applied electric field forces
the Cooper pairs to Bose condense and in turn raises the
critical temperature of the superconductor.

Inspired by this distinction we have focused on the
strongly correlated superconductors which are thought
to exhibit BCS-BEC crossover phenomena. Because of
the interest it is important create theory and experiment
for precise establishing of BCS-BEC crossover. Experi-
ments with an applied electric field allow to identify the
BCS-BEC crossover, in particular to distinguish T ∗ and
Tsc. Our investigation designs an experimental way for
verification of the pairing of Fermions prior the super-
conductivity, and to measure the new characteristic tem-
perature T ∗ of the system, below which the formation of
Cooper pairs begins.

We proved the existence of electric field induced super-
conductor transition if the system is in bosonic regime
(see Fig.1).

Special comments on copper oxide superconductors are
need. There are arguments in favor of the fermion pairs
prior superconductivity, which permit to describe super-
conductivity in cuprates systems in evolution from Bose-
Einstein regime to BCS regime26, and critical remarks
against their formation. If the existence of pairs is proven
applying electric field, one can decrease the critical dop-
ing of onset of superconductivity and to raise the super-
conductor dome.

We emphasize that BCS-BEC crossover is not a criti-
cal point but it is characterized by interval. Within this
interval one observes a significant departure from conve-
nient BCS theory.

The results reported in this paper were obtained by ex-
amining the system of equations which describes the elec-
trodynamics of s-wave superconductors obtained in41.
The main mathematical result is the difference between
the effects of applied magnetic and electric fields on su-
perconductivity. As we know, magnetic field suppresses
superconductivity. What is new is that the electric field
leads to Bose-condensation of the Cooper pairs and to
an increase in the critical temperature. We apply this
technique to study two systems: in the case of H-based
superconductors43 the system has a higher superconduct-
ing critical temperature if we apply an electric field in-
stead of increasing the pressure. In the present paper
we consider superconductors in Bose-Einsten condensa-
tion regime. We use the same mathematical technique to
prove that the applied electric field pushes Cooper pair
to Bose condence and respectively to increase of the su-
perconducting critical temperature.
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