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N onlinear A C resistivity in s-wave and d-w ave disordered granular superconductors
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W em odel s-wave and d-w ave disordered granular superconductors w ith a three-din ensional lattice
of random ly distribbuted Josephson Junctions with nite selff-inductance. T he nonlinear ac resistiv—
iy . ofthese system swas calculated using Langevin dynam icalequations. T he current am plitude
dependence of ; at the peak position is found to be a power law characterized by exponent . The
Jater is not universalbut depends on the self-nductance and current regin es. In the weak current

regin e is lndependent of the self-inductance and
In the strong current regin e the valuesof depend on the screening. W e nd

= 05 0:1 forboth of s—and d-wavem aterials.
1 for som e Inter—

valof inductance which agrees w ith the experin ental nding for d-wave ceram ic superconductors.

PACS numbers: 7540Gb, 74.72 -+

The symm etry of the superconducting pairing func-
tion has been of great interest lately. The gap of con—
ventional superconductors has s-w ave sym m etry whereas
there isnow good evidence that the superconducting gap
of the high-T. cuprates has dwave symm etry {]. G ran—
ular superconductors are usually described as a random
netw ork of superconducting grains coupled by Josephson
links E_Z,B] In high-T. ceram ics, degpending on the rela-
tive ordentation of the d-w ave superconducting grains, it
is possible to have weak links wih negative Josephson
coupling E!], which are called —janctions. T he existence
of these —junctions m ay cause, eg., the param agnetic
M eissner e ect Eﬁ] observed at Iow m agnetic elds ['§:]

Recently, K awam ura i_d] proposed that a novelthem o—
dynam ic phasem ay occur in zero extemalm agnetic eld
In unconventionalsuperconductors. T hisphase is charac—
terized by a broken tin ereversal sym m etry and is called
chiralglass phase. T he frustration e ect due to the ran—
dom distrbution of jinctions leads to a glass state of
quenched-in \chiralities", w hich are local Joop supercur—
rents circulating over grains and carrying a halfquantum
of ux. {1 Evidence for the transition to chiralglass has
been seen from experim ental studies of the nonlinear ac
m agnetic suscgptibility [é the dynam ic scaling [23] and
the aging phenom enon llO] T he suscgptibility m easure—
m ents of Ishida et al. flih] do not, how ever, support the
existence of the chiralglass.

In oxder to further probe existence of the chiral glass
phase Yam ao et al. tl-g:] have m easured the ac linear re—
sistivity ( and the nonlinear resistivity , of ceram ic
superconductor YBa;CusOg. 2 is de ned as the third
coe clent of the expansion of the volage V (t) In termm s
of the extemal current I, (B)

V = (lxtt 2Ie3xt+ 3 @)

W hen the sampl is driven by an ac current Iey: (£) =
I, sih (! t), one can relate , to third hamonics VY, i
the follow ing way
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Yam ao et al. have m ade two key observations. F irst,
since the linear resistivity does not vanish at the peak
position of , they ddentify the transition as a transition
to the chiralglass phase. Second jnterestjng observation
is the power law dependence of j/3. (Ip )39 orof ,)
at its m axin um position T, on Io: j/3. (Tp) Ioj I,

T he experin ental value of the power law exponent was

1:1. Using the XY -1ke m odel for d-w ave supercon—
ductors Li and D om Inguez l_l-I_’:] were able to reproduce
the experin entalresultsofYam aoetal (_l-z_i] qualitatively.
T he quantitative agreem ent was, how ever, poor and the
role of inductance wasnot explored. Nam ely, wascom —
puted only forone valie ofdin ensionless nductance L= 1
and w ith large emorbars [13]: = 14 0%.

T he goal of this paper is twofold. First, we calculate

w ith high accuracy for both of s—and d-wave system s
using the Langevin equations for the X Y -lke m odelw ih
screening. Second, we try to answer the question if it is
possble to discrin inate between s—and d-pairing sym —
metry by measurem ents of . W e show that there are
tw o distinct current regim es for . In the weak current
regine W CR) (an allly) this exponent does not depend
on the nductanceand = 0:50 0:1 fors—and d-wavece—
ram ics. In the strong current regin e (SCR) dependson
the screening. Foran allll weobtain 4 wave > s waver
possbly because in the weak screening lim it the energy
landscape of the d-wave case ism ore rugged than the s—
wave case. A s the selfinductance Increases the number
ofenergy localm inin a gets sm aller f_l-é_j] and the behavior
ofthe tw o system sbecom esm ore sin ilar, w ith the values
of Dbeingaln ost the sam e. Forthe d-wave system in the
SCR andwith 1< I S5we nd 10 which agrees
w ith the experin entalvalie [[4].

W e consider the ©llow ing \coarse grained" Ham ilto-
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where ; is the phase of the condensate of the grain at

the i~th site of a sinpl cubic lattice, J;; denotes the
Josephson coupling between the i-th and j-th grains, L
is the selfinductance of a loop (an elem entary plaque—
tte), while them utual inductance betw een di erent loops
is neglected. The st sum is taken over all nearest—
neighbor pairs and the second sum is taken over all el-
em entary plaquettes on the lattice. F luctuating vari-
ables to be summ ed over are the phase vamaﬁ]es, i, at
each site and the gaug]e_3 variables, A iy = 2—0 ij K (®)dr,

at each link. = 3> £, Ay isthe totalm agnetic

ux threading through the p-th plaquette, and o de-
notes the ux quantum . The e ect of screening currents
Inside grains is not considered explicitly, since for large
length scales they sin ply lead to a ham iltonian H wih
an e ective self-nductance L t_l-7_:]

For the d-wave superconductors we assum e Jij to be
an independent random variable taking the values J or

J w ith equalprobability ( J orbin odaldistribution),
each representing 0 and  Jjunctions. For the s-wave su—
percondutors J;5 is always positive but distributed uni-
form Iy between 0 and 2J . It should be noted that m odel
(3) w ith uniform couplingswas rst studied by D asgupta
and H alperin l_l-gl] Random —junction m odels (in which
Ji5 is allowed to take negative values w ith certain prob—
ability) have also been adequate to explain several phe-
nom ena observed In high-T. superconductors such as the
anom alousm icrow ave absorption, E[g,:_l-fi] the com pensa—
tion e ect E_Z-(j], the e ect of applied electric elds in the
apparent critical current i_Z-}'] and the aging e ect. E_Z-g:]

In order to study transport properties, we use the re—

sistively shunted Jjunction m odel. E] Then iIn addition to
the Josephson current one has the contribution of a dis—
sipative ohm ic current due to an Intergrain resistance R
and the Langevin noise current. W e have rede ned nota—
tion: the site ofeach grain isat position n = @y ;ny;n;)
(ie. 1 n); the lattice directions are = %;¥¢;2; the
link variables are between sites n and n + (ie. Ink
ij  Iink n; ); and the plaquettes p are de ned by the
site n and the nom aldirection (leplaquettep pla—
quetten; , forexam ple the plaquette n;2 is centered at
position n + @R + ¢)=2). Then the gauge Invariant phase
dierences @)= * @) A (n) obey the Hllowing
equations E,:Z_I-.i;]:
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where (n;t) is the Langevin noise current. The for-
ward di erenceoperatoris * @)= @O+ ) n)
and the backw ard operator n)= n) n ).
In what ollow s we w i1l consider currents nom alized by
Iy = 2eJ=h, tine by = ¢=2 JR, volages by R1I;,
tem perature by J=kg and inductance by (=2 J. Free
boundary condiions and num erical integration are in —
plm ented In the same way as in f_l-g;;}-g] D gpending on
valies of Iy and ! the number of sam ples used for the
disorder-averaging ranges between 5 and 800. T he num -

ber of integration steps is chosen to be 10° 5 10°.
S—wave
O "
704 L

FIG.1l. a) Upper panel: the tem perature dependence of
V3O! :IS for the s-wave system . System size 1= 8;L = 1 and
Ip = 0d. The open triangls, squares and hexagons corre—
soond to ! = 0:001;0:0005 and 0.0002. The peak is located
at T, = 14. b) Iower panel: the sam e as in upper panelbut
! = 0:001. The open triangls, squares and hexagons corre—
soond to Iy = 02;0:1 and 0.05. T he results are averaged over
15 -40 sam pls.

T he tem perature dependence of the nonlinear resistiv—
ity , ofthe s-wave system orI) = 0:1 and fordi erent
values of ! is shown in upper panelofFig. 1. Sim ilar
to the d-wave case ﬁ_l-g‘], there is no visble dependence on
!'. As seen In Iower pannel, as Iy decreases peak values
of ; tends to diverge. For I = 1 the peak is located at
T, = 14 and it coincides w ith the m etal { superconduc—
tortransition at which therm odynam ic quantities diverge
and the linear resistivity o vanishes. It should be noted
that our disordered s-wave m odel is di erent from the
gauge glass m odel t_Z-Zj] (in the later case the screening
spoils the transition to the superconducting state). Fig.
2 show s the Ty dependence ofm ax ¥/, =I¢ jof the s-wave
sampls (C=1). Clarly, we have two distinct regin es
for small and large currents. In the W CR (I 0d)

= 050 004 and = 051 0:03 or1l= 8 and



1= 12, respectively. In the second regin e we obtain

=10 00H5and = 107 002 forl= 8 and 1= 12,
respectively. Sinhce w thin the errorbarsthe nite system
size e ect is negligble, we w i1l consider only the system
size 1= 8.

In max|V’, /1.°

FIG .2. The current dependence ofm axj/'30! =Io3jfor s-wave
superconductors. W e choose ! = 0:001 and ' = 1. In the
W CR = 050 004 and 051 003 for the system size
1= 8 and 12, respectively. In the SCR = 10 005 and

= 107 0:02 forl= 8 and 1= 12, respectively. The resuls
are averaged over 5 — 800 sam ples.

Fig. 3 shows the dependence of m ax¥ 3 =Ijon I
for the dwave case 1 = 8 and ! = 0:001). In the
weak current part one has = 051 003,045 005,
048 005and 043 006 rr=0.1,1, 10 and 20, re—
spectively. Clearly, within error bars is not sensitive
to the screening. In the SCR i becom es dependent on
T: =18 0:16;156 0:17;0:97 0:02and 060 0:02
forT=0.1, 1, 10 and 20, respectively. Fig. 4 show s the
results obtained in the SCR for s—and d-wave systam s
w ith di erent valies of . The power law region of the
d-wave case is sensitive to the screening and is narrower
than is s-wave counterpart.

The dependence of on I in the SCR isshown in Fig.
5. Such a dependence m ay be understood taking into
acocount the interplay between the them al uctuations
and the rugged energy landscape. In the weak screening
Iim i the Jater plays an in portant role and  of the d-
wave system is bigger than that for the s-wave one. A s
T increases the them al uctuations take over and the
opposite situation would happen. The pronounced dif-
ference between two types of symm etry is seen only In
the weak screening region.

Tt is tem pting to Interpret the two regim es for asthe
W CR corresponding to the critical regin e for , (T¢;Ip)
(shce Iy ! 0) and the SCR corresponding to a m ean—

eld regin e (@away from criticality). If there is a contin—
uous phase transition at a critical tem perature T, = Ty,
- z+ 1

then current=olage scaling [_2{1] predicts that v Id 1T
at T., wih z the dynam ical exponent. Therefore, the

z+ 1
non-linear resistivity should be 5 (T.) I3 ' 7, and
thus the expected W CR valueis = (& z)=2ind= 3.
This predicts that a peak In  , (T) at T. is possbl if
z< 5 (ie. > 0). In our case, we obtain

05 and
therefore z 4 for the disordered s-wave transition.

1 d—wave
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FIG .3. The current dependence ofm axj/f! :IS Jjfor d-wave
system . W e choose the system size 1= 8, ! = 0:001 and I'=
01, 1, 10 and 20 (its values are shown next to the curves).
Foreach inductance one hastw o distinct current regin es. T he
resuls are averaged over 10 — 800 sam ples.

In the experiment of Ref. f_l-Zj] the tem perature T,
ismerely an intergrain ordering transition tem perature
above which the them orem anent m agnetization disap—
pears. In the previous sim ulations of l_l-I_i‘] for the d-wave
systam , T, is the tem perature where there is an onset
of positive m agnetization, ie. the param agnetic M eiss—
ner e ect starts to be observed, but it does not seem to
correspond to a phase transition. T he chiral glass phase
transition tem perature T4 is found at a low er tem pera—
ture, Ty < Tp (OrL = 1, eg., Tgy 029 [_7.]). Kawa—
mura Q-g] has found that z 6 > 5 for the chiralglass
transition, and thusno peak In , (T ) is expected for this
transition according to the scaling argum ent. T herefore,
the peak m easured by Yam ao et. al. m ay not corresoond
to the chiralglass transition, but to the crossoverwe nd
at T, for the d-wave case.

In order to com pare our results w ith experin ents we

rst show that Yamao et. al 'E_L-gj'] perform ed m easure-
ments in the SCR. Since real cumrent is I = 221,
J 10° K and I, 10 ' we have I 10 °mA.On
the other hand, the current used In experin ents I 10
m A suggests that the experin ents w ere perform ed in the



SCR.As sen from Fig. 5, the value of in the SCR

forl < I' < 5 coincides w ih the experin ental value
t_fz_i]. T his interval of inductance is realistic for ceram —
ics t_Z-é] because typicalvalies of T are biggerthan 3. An
accurate com parison betw een theory and experin ents re—
quires, how ever, the know ledge of I which is not known
for the com pound ofYBa,Cus0 g studied in Ref. l_1'gi]
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FIG. 4. The current and selfinductance dependence of
m axj/3°! =I§j for d- and s-wave system s In the SCR for I'=
05, 5, and 15 (they are shown next to the curves). W e
choose the system size 1= 8 and ! = 0:001. The resuls are
averaged over 5 —10 sam ples.
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FIG .5. Dependenceof on I n the SCR fors—and d-wave
system s.

In conclusion, we have calculated the non-linear ac re—

sistivity exponent  for s and d-wave granular super—
conductors w ith high accuracy. O ur results reveal two
distinct current regines. In the W CR  is independent
of the screening strength and of types of pairing symm e-
try. In the opposite case this exponent depends on L.
A di erence between s— and d-wave symm etries In the
nonlinear resistivity can only be found in sam ples w ith
weak screening. T he agreem ent between sim ulation and
experim ental results is possble for som e interval of 1.
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