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Abstract

W e investigate the collective phase dynam ics in conventional long Jossphson
Junction (LJJ) stacks and in layered superconductors, exhbiting Intrinsic LJJ
behaviors. Using a theoretical m odel which acoounts for both the m agnetic
Induction e ect and the breakdown of local charge neutrality (ie. charging
e ect), we show that the collective m otion of Josephson vortices, including
the digpersion of Josephson plasn a m ode and the Sw ihart—type velocity, in an
Intrinsic LJJ stack such asB%Sr,CaCuz0g+y BSCCO) is signi cantly m od—
i ed from those In a conventional LJJ stack. In BSCCO , the strength of the
charginge ect isanall (ie., 01 04),but it leadsto notable changes In
collective phase dynam ics, including changes to the stability condition. A Iso,
we show that spolitting of the supercurrent branch in the resistive state is
due to collective m otion of Jossphson vortices. T he w idth of spread of these
sub-branches in the linear currentvoltage regin e depends on , suggesting

another way to m easure the chargihg e ect n BSCCO .
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I. NTRODUCTION

D ynam ics ofm agnetic vortices in a stack of long Jossphson jinctions (LJJ) in a m agnetic
eld applied parallel to the junction layers have attracted much attention due to their
Intriguing applied and findam ental interests. T he m otion of Jossphson vortices in a singlke
Junction system hasbeen exploited In various devzces:E C ollective m otion ofthese vortices in

a LJJ stadk, In which layers of superconductor (S) and insulator (I) are arranged vertically

asin Fig. 1, can be exploited in high frequency devjoesslé such astunabl subm illin eter-w ave
oscillators and detectors. Here collective m otion, lncluding both in-phase and out-ofphase
m odes shown in Fig. 2, arses from m utual phassZocking of Jossphson jinctions caused by
fm agnetic) inductive coupling between screening currents ow Ing around ad pcent Jossphson
vortices as they m ove under a bias current. T he phase-Jlocking establishes phase coherence
across the Jossphson junctions. A LJJ stack exhibiting this phase coherence leads to high
pow er output and bandw idth, and it can serve as a m odel system for scienti ¢ studJes."?:':‘-’
The motion of Jossphson vortices in LJJ stacks yields Interesting phenom ena: (i)
Jossphson plasn a resonanoe;?l;é (JPR) and (i) supercurrent ssl.lb—bramdﬁng5-7:{:-al T he exper-
In ents on both conventional LJJ stacké'7: eg., NbA 1A D, Nb mulilayers) and layered

superoonductors?;@' 2 (eg.,B1SrCaCu,0g, BSCCO)) behaving as ntrinsic LJJ stackH

indicate that JPR can be wned;—lza' by magnetic eld B and can occur over a broad range
of frequencies, from m icrowave to subm illin eterwave. A lso, the supercurrent branch In
the currentvolage (V) data solits into m ultiple sub-branches when a bias current exceeds
som e crjtjcalvahe;?: To explain the data,'é g tw o theoreticalm odels have been proposed: one

isbased on the inductive coupling (ie. m agnetic induction m odel) ¥ and the other is based

on the coupling due to charge variation i the S layers (ie., charging e ect m odel) 1324

The m agnetic induction m odel assum es that the S layer thickness ds is much larger
than the D ebye (charge screening) length 1, (1e., dg 1, ), as in conventional LJJ. ITn
this case, charge variations (or electric eld) at each S layers are screen out, yielding local

charge neutrality. C onsequently, the electric eld does not kad to the longitudinal coupling



between the S layers. In thism odel, an applied m agnetic eld induces supercurrents along
the S Jayers and results in the inductive interactio 15 {17 between adpcent S layers. The
Induction coupling strength is nversely proportionalto the comm on S layer thickness. This
m odelhasbeen used to explain the experim entaldata ©orBSCCO . H owever, the underlying
assum ption is not justi ed n BSCCO since dg A and 2 395’15
O n the other hand, the charging e ect m odel acocounts for the nonequilbrium e ect in

atom ic scale thidk superconducting layers. W hen the S Jayers are so thin to be com parable
to the D ebye length (ie., dg ¥ ),ash BSCCO, the breakdown of Jocal charge neutrality
yields the charging e ectg5 T he particle-hole inba]anoe:y-g m ay also occur since each super—
conducting layers cannot com pltely screen out the charge variation. H ence the presence of
charge variations yields the Interaction between the contiguous superconducting layers and
Jeads to the coupling between the S layers. Recently the charging e ect m odel, neglecting
the m agnetic lnduction e ect, hasbeen used to Interpret the data HrBSCCO .'-13

E arlier stt,ldjes,'%é’:i‘;i Including num erical sin u]a‘dons‘-t'é-;@a ofa nite LJJ system , show that
these twom odels can explain the data qualitatively, but considerable Inconsistenciesbetween
the experim ental and the theoretical results have been found. For exam ple, transverse and
Iongitudinal JPR are predicted by the m agnetic induction m odel and the charging e ect
m odel, respectively, but the data Indicate that both types of resonance occur.;fz: Recent
experin enté:é on HgL-intercalated BSCCO and BSCCO singl crystals indicate that the
supercurrent branch In the IV data splits into m ultiple sub-branches in the resistive state
when B H, (ie., Jow vortex density regin €). An estim ated va]ueé-é ofH, ©rNbA /A DD -
Nb mulilayers and BSCCO is roughly 0.001T and 02T, resoectively. In the dense vortex
regine (ie. B H,), the IV data exhibit characteristic kinks, and these kinks clossly
resemble the prediction m ade by M achida et al.,, using the m agnetic induction m odeLéa:
However a closer exam jna‘tjon:-9I of the data reveals som e jnoonsjstencjes.;?: T hese noconsisten—
cies suggest that a better theoreticalm odel is needed to describe the LJJ stadks.

In this paper, we nvestigate collective phase dynam ics in conventional L.JJ stacks and

layered superconductors at low m agnetic elds (ie., B H, In which Jossphson vortices



are In every I layersas In Fig. 2) and at low tem peratures (ie., below the Abrikosov vortex
lattice m elting tem perature), using a theoretical m odel acocounting for both the induction
e ect and the charging e ect. These two e ects are equally inpOJ:tant:é‘.’-.'-'éEE In BSCCO since
b @ ,but the charging e ect isneglected In m any studiesbecause itsstrength isan a]léé
eg., 01 04 :nBSCCO).W e show how the collective m otion of Jossphson vortices is
m odi ed by aweak charginge ect. W eoutlhetwom aln resuls. F irst, the Josephson plasm a
dispersion relation, the Swihart velocity, and the stability condition for collective m otion
in BSCCO are considerably modi ed from those in NbA /A D ,NDb mulihyers. Second,
the splitting of the supercurrent branch in the resistive state is due to collective m otion of
Josephson vortices, and the w idth of soread of these sub-branches in the lnear IV regine
dependson . These results are consistent w ith the experin ental data described above.
The rem ainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, a theoretical m odel,
which accounts for both the m agnetic induction e ect and the charging e ect, is derived
by extending previous m odels. In Sec. III, the Jossphson plasn a dispersion relation and
the Swihart velocity for the collective m odes are com puted from ourm odel derived In Sec.
II. In Sec. IV, we detem Ine the stability condition for the m utually phase-odked m odes,
perform Ing the linear stability analysis. In Sec. V, we show that the solitting of the super—
current branch in the resistive state is due to the collective m otion of Jossphson vortices.

Finall, in Sec. VI, we summ arize our resuls and conclude.

II.THEORETICAL M ODEL

In this section, we derive a theoretical m odel, extending previous approaches. A brief
discussion of thism odelwas published :@:’ Here we consider a system w ith a Jarge num ber of
LJJ (e, N 1) neglecting the boundary e ect and present new results obtained from this
m odel in Jater sections. To acocount for both the m agnetic induction e ect and the chargihg

e ect, we start w ith the gauge-invariant phase di erence between the S layers *and ' 1,

,\.\ 1= \ V1 — . A dl; (l)



where . isthe phase of the superconducting order param eter, = hc=2e isthe ux quan-
tum , and A is the vector potential in the I layers. In this paper, we em ploy the C artesian
coordinates and assum e that the S and I layers are stacked along z-direction and the m ag—
netic el is applied along the y-direction, as in Fig 1. For sin plicity, the thicknesses of the
S ([ds) and I (d;) layers are taken to be unifom .

T he m agnetic induction e ect due to the applied m agnetic eld (@long the y-direction)
yields a spatial varation of the phase di erence (along the x-direction). An equation de-

scrbing the m agnetic inductive couplingt2 between the S layers

0@ v 1
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is easily obtained by taking a spatial derivative of Eq. {Il) and by using the expression for

the supercurrent density

A, 3)

Hered’= d;+2 ooth(ds= )ands= sihh @= )] ! are expressed in tem s ofthe London
penetration depth .Themagnetic eldB . ; IntheIlayerbetween two S layers *and ' 1
isparallelto the Jayers. Note thatB +,» ; di ers from B since them agnetic eld generated by
the supercurrent In the S layersm odi es the eld in the I Jayer. U sihg M axwell’s equation,

we express the spatial derivative of the m agnetic eld as

@B .. 4 ,
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where J. is the Jossphson crtical current density, and Jg is a bias current density. Note
that the m agnetic eld entering the I layers yields?! a triangular Jossphson vortex lattice

(JVL) when the bias current is etther absent or an all. T he current densil:yH JT,

. . .
gt = 22— + ; (5)

includes the quasiparticle and the displacem ent current contribution. HereD = d% 2s= d;+

2 tanh ([ds=2 ) isthee ective thiknessoftheblodk layer, isthe quasipparticle conductivity,



is the dielectric constant of I Jayers, and V+;» ; is the voltage between the S layers ‘ and

‘' 1.UsihgEq. ), we rewrite Eq. i{2) as
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Note that S = s=d°m easures the induction coupling strength, and S = 05 In the strong

coupling lim it. The phase di erence equation Eqg. (4) in Ref. 27) derived by Bulaevskiiand
C Jem w ithin the fram ew ork ofLaw renceb oniach m odei-?.é can be obtained from Eq. §) when
the tin edependent tem s are neglkcted (ie., Ji. ; = 0) and the rlations @ *= ,)J.d’ =
@=2)+ (1= 2)and 8 *= ,)J.s= 1=2 areused. Here . is the m agnetic penetration
depth In the direction perpendicular to the S Jayers.

The presence of a nonequilbrium state kads to the interaction between the S layers.
W hen the S layer thickness is com parable to the D ebye screening length (ie., 1y 4 ), the
S layers are In a nonequilbbrium state because the charge variations in these layers are not
com plktely screened. This nocom plete charge screening enhances the tem poral variation of

the phase di erence. O ne can include this e ect in the phase dynam ics, m odifying%324 the

usualAC Josephson relation, which is a tim e derivative of Eq. (1), to

0@ g
2 @t =Vyot o ‘1 (7)

asaway to acoount for a nonzero gauge-invariant potential = .+ h=2e) (@ =Qt) gener-
ated inside the S Jayers. Here . isthe electrostatic potential. The m odi ed AC Jossphson

relation of Eq. (1) can be rew ritten as

o= B l_ .. w1 2V 1+ Vo V1 ; 8
2 @t it 1 N‘*’ 1; P 1; 2) 17 ( )
using the charge density = (- )=4 ¥ and theM axwell's equation r E=14
Here = r§=DdS m easures the strength of the charging e ect, and . measures the

particle-hole inbalance in the S layer. For sin plicity, we consider only the charging e ect

by sstting = . ;= 0, as it hasbeen done in earlier studies$ N ote that the usualAC



Jossphson relation is obtained from Eq. @) when = 0. This indicates that the charging
e ect (ie., 6 0) enhances the coupling between neighboring junctions. Using Eq. (), we

relatel? the tin e derivative of the phase di erence to the current densities and obtain

" 1 @2’ N @’ . @ #
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Here !, = C:(p_ .) isthe plasma frequency, = (4 =c)( c:p_): l=p_c,and . is the

M cCum ber param eter. N ote that the spatial variation of’ ., ; isneglected in the charging
e ect m odek? ofEq. (_9.) . The temm softhe orderO ( ) can be safely neglected since and

are an all in the layered superconductors (ie., 1). For exam pl, the experin ental

valie or and 1 BSCCO are roughly 0.1-0.4 and 0.2, respectively 2924 N eglecting these

amalltem s, we rewrite Eq. (9) as
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Aswe shall see in Sec. III, the charging e ect term s .n Eq. (@0) yield purely ongitudinal
Josephson plasm a excitatjons;ié

A theoreticalm odel, including both them agnetic Induction e ect and the charginge ect,
can be cbtained easily by noting that the m agnetic induction m odel of Eq. (§) and the
charging e ect model of Eq. @10) are coupled to each other via the current density J7 .

Combining Egs. §) and (10), we obtain the coupled sine-6 ordon equations,

vy 1 1€ .. e . 1e* .
@x? 2D 1z e v @t 2D 12 ee
1 0 qtn 7 L L Js
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where .= do’ vt s( w1t = 1t s)and = s( . 2;v 3t ! ‘+2,-‘+1)+ (do 2s) (" 10 27t

w10+ 26 &) 1. Thethid term on the kft hand side ofEq. (11) (due to the charging
e ect) isthem ainm odi cation from the earlierm odels. Hence, Eq. (1) becom es identicalto
the phase di erence equation derived by Bulaevskiiet al. Eqg. (11) n Ref. 17) when = 0.
Using Eq. (1), we show below that a weak charging e ect n BSCCO (ie., 04 04)

can yild signi cant changes to the phase dynam ics.



ITT.JOSEPHSON PLASM A DISPERSION RELATION

W e now detem ine the digpersion relation for the Jossphson plaan a and the Swihart

. . . . . 0
velocity for the collective m odes, using linear analysis: ' v+ ;1 = ' () L+ 7% [ LHere ' 8

’

it 1

describes sm all uctuations about / 1 , describing uniform m otion of Josephson vortices in

’

the T layer between ‘th and ¥ 1 th S layers. ’(O) , is zero In the M eissner state, but in

general, i depends on a m agnetic eld,?? allow ng JPR to be tunned by the eld. Thee ect
ofm agnetic eld on JPR can be accounted form ore accurately via the eld dependence of
J. and via in posing the boundary condition, ( =2 ) (@’ \,» 1=@x) = D B, explicitly at both
x= 0and x= L, (@ jainction length) in num erical sin ulations.

W hen the bias current Jz equals the Jossphson current in each of the I layers (ie.,

., 0 . . . . . 0
Jg = Jcsin’ () 1), we descrbe the m otion of vortices in temm s of a uniform m otion ’ () 1

and an all perturoation ’ 9;‘ , about ’ (0) ;- The uniform phase m otion is described by

©) 0

2

e .1,
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while snall uctuations (ie. ¢, ;) about ’ (O) , are described by
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Equations (13) and (I4) are coupled through the current density J%. ;, suggesting that these
equations can be sim pli ed by expressing ’ 9;‘ , and JT , as Fourder series In space for the
z-direction: /¢, | = g M Tpe® @ and JT, | = g MNitlglekna kK =m =N + 1a
represents the wavenum ber for the collective m ode along the z-direction,a= d; + dg, m is
the m ode index, and N represents the num ber of Jossphson Jjunctions in a stack.

T he Jossphson plasn a m ode dispersion relation is determm ined easily by approxin ating
that ’ (O) . "9 and by combining Egs. {13) and (14) into a sihgle equation as

Q2T )
|
ag | P

ki A By, +A 08" @ T, 0 (15)



whereA, = 1+ 4 sh®k,a=2),Bn = f1+ 4[ S=@1+ 25)]sif ky a=2)g !, and S = s=d".
Here,we sst = 0 for sinplicty. From Eq. {13), we cbtain the dispersion relation of
h i
D (xikn )= !p ki o)*AnBn + Aphoos’ Vi (L6)
for the collective mode. h repiresents them al averages. T he dispersion relation of Eq.
(16) naturally recoversboth purely ]ongjtudjnaﬁ.g- and purely transverse plasm a excitationd?
atky, = 0 and atk, = 0, respectively. However, there are notabl di erences between our
result of Eq. (1§) and the resuls from otherm ode]séé":lé Figure 3 illustrates the di erence
between the digpersion relation of our m odel and that of the m agnetic induction m odei-lz:
Fig. 3(@)) and that of the charging e ectm odel Fiy. 30)).
T he changes in the digpersion relation due to the charging e ect increase the character—
istic velocity of the collective m ode. T he group velocity for the electrom agnetic waves in

these LJJ is easily determ ined from Eq. (14) by evaluating

da!

| 2
g = 1 K cAn Bn a7

w ithin the linearized m odel. T his group velocity, asym ptotically (ie., asky ! 1 ), lradsto

the Sw ihart velocity

2 3122

1+ 4 sih? k, a=2)

G = &° PR > (18)

1+ 4 {55 s kn a=2)
the e ective m aximum velocity for the collective mode m . Here ¢, = c=p_ . Equation
(18) recovers the result of the m agnetic induction model @' ') when = 0 (le., d'? =
G (= 0)), indicating that the charging e ect yields the m ode-dependent enhancam ent

of the Swihart velocity from d! '. For exampl, the Swiart vebcity is not enhanced for
them = 1mode (ie, ¢ = & ), but i is enhanced forthem = N mode (ie, g =
1+ 4 )7?d! 1), This enhancem ent re ects the increase in the coupling strength between
the Junctions due to the charging e ect and indicates that the threshold velocity vy, E g ) for
em itting C herenkov mdja‘tjonE (ie., non-Jossphson em ission) is also ncreased. Forexam ple,

Vin = ¢ " when = 0,butwvy = 134d; T when = 02. Evidence, indicating the need



to acocount for the charging e ect, m ay be also found In the IV data ©or BSCCO . Recent
analysis of the IV data in the dense vortex regine (ie., B H ) Indicates that a better
agream ent between the predicted and cbserved position of the kinks can be obtained if the
Sw thart velocity form > 1 is slightly larger than ¢, I.:é T his suggests that acoounting for the
charging e ect is in portant for quantitative understanding of the kinks in the IV curves.
In Fig. 4, we com pare the Jossphson plasn a m ode digpersion for @) NbA /A D ,NDb
m ultilayers and (o) BSCCO in the M eissner state (ie., b’ @i 0), ushg ofEq. (16). To
Mustrate the di erence between the dispersion of collective m ode for these two system s,
we use the experin ental values for the param eters  (ie., charging e ect strength) and S
(ie., induction coupling strength) . For the spectrum corregponding to the NbA /A 1D ,Nb
muliayers Fig. 4@)), we chose = 00and S 047 (@ssum Ing 9™, d; 2Q,
and dg 30&).'@6- Here we chose = 0 shce the charging e ect is negligble when dg is
much larger than an atom ic length. For the spectrum corresponding to BSCCO Fig. 4 o)),
we chose = 02 and S 0:49999 (sihce 15®, d; 13, and dg 3&)5—1& Here
= 02 is chosen. There are two notable di erences between Figs. 4 @) and 4 (o). First,
due to a stronger inductive coupling (ie., S = 049999 versus 0:47), the frequency ! =},
fora xed ky ., nearkya= 0 in Fig. 4 (), decreases m ore sharply with k, a than that in
Fig. 4 (@). Second, due to the charging e ect (ie., = 02 versus 0.0), the collective m ode
frequency fork, .= 0 showsa digpersion asa function ofk, in Fig. 4 (o), indicating purely
longitudinal excitations, w hile no dispersion is shown in F ig. 4 (@), indicating the absence of

these excitations. N ote that the e ect of nite, but small, isnegligibl, here.

IVv.STABILITY OF COLLECTIVE M ODES

In this section, we discuss the stability ofuniform m otion of collective m odes (ie. m oving
JVL) shown In Fig. 2 against sm all uctuations. T he structure ofthe m oving JV L s, driven
by a bias current, evolves as a function of is velocities8! This evolution can be easily

understood in tem s of the stableunstable transition for the collective m odes.

10



W enow carry out the linear analysis and detemm ine the condition form aintaining stable
uniform motion (ie., the condition for bound oscillations of / 9;‘ 1) by com puting the ve-
Jocities at which the driven collective m odes are stable. Here, instability of uniform m otion
arises when the am plitude of uctuations grow s exponentially asthe collective m odes propa—
gate along the junction layers. Sin ilar analysis, not lncluding the charging e ect, have been
carried out to investigate the stability ofm oving JV L against lattioe deformm ation :35 A Iso the
e ectsofquantum and them al uctuationshave been studied :9' W e note that acoounting for
either the dynam ic phase transitio 52 Induced by the lattice digplacam ents orthe uctuation
e ects are beyond the scope of the present analysis.

W e proceed the analysis w riting the spatial and the tem poral dependence of phase uc—
tuations (ie, ' %, ;) ofEgs. {13) and {4) in Fourier space for the z-direction. C ambining
Egs. {3) and (14) in Fourier space, we cbtain

’D @°T, A, Q*T, QT,

dc, ex? 12 e lp @t

+ cos” 9T, =0 19)

where C, = 1+ 2S cosk, a. The uniform m otion of the phase Jocked mode ' [V with the
wavenumber k, isgivenby ' @ = ! t+ kx+ o4 ,'25'53 where |, = @ = ,)Vua A, isthe
Josephson frequency, V,, is the average voltage, and ' ., is a m ode dependent oonstant:I§lE
Here, the induced eld contrbution to ' ¥ from the Josephson e ect is neglected. This
contribution is negligble when the m agnetic vortices are In every I layers, as the case for
B H,. !y =k, is the velocity of the collective mode m . W e transform Eq. (1Y) into
a fam iliar M athieu equation In the follow ing two steps: rst, m ake a change of variables

from &;D)to n & ' 9);and second, LT, = Tpe ™ "“.Here , = !y!,Ch= n and

mn=AL Cy!2 k <) ©=d)!’. The stability condition is determ ined, solving

Q4T
2m+[$+$COSm]Tm=O; (20)

@q
where T = 2=4and [ = C,!Z= , are the mode dependent (ie. k) param etric

constants. Solutions of Eq. @0) exhbit hstabiliyi#? for certain valies of [ and [,

m

Indicating that the collective m ode becom es unstabl against sm all uctuations. W e deter-

m ine the stability condition, nding ( % ; ) atwhich allsolutions ofEq. €0) are bounded.

m/’/ m

11



N ote that a sin ilarparam etric instability (nthe | I space) occursboth in them agnetic
induction m odeE? (1e., = 0) and in the chargihg e ect modell? ({e. ky .= 0).
For nding the stability condition forthe collective m odes, it isusefilto determ ine, rst,

the stability diagram of the M athieu equation

d?T o
?+[+ cws T =0; @1)

and then, ndthevaluesof ( | ; 1) corresponding to the stable region of thisdiagram . T he
boundary curves ssparating the region ofbound (stablk) and unbound (unstabl) solutions
can be cbtained easily, solving Eq. (21) num erically ©llow ing the procedure cutlined in Ref.

35. The boundary curves for the periodic oscillations w ith the period 2 ({e.,, = 2 ) and

4 (ie., = 4 ) are dbtalned, inposing that the detem nant k5, orn = 1 , derived from
- P __ . P __ o

Eq. Q1) writihg T =~ "', C,e®™ or =2 andT = 2I', de® 2 or =4 ,iszero

(e, E, = 0)% Here E, is the detem snant ofa @n + 1) @n + 1) m atrix or a periodic

solution w ith theperiod 2 (ora2n 2n m atrix for a periodic solution w ith the period 4 ).

T he determ inant E, can be com puted using the recursion relatio 22

En+2: (l n+ 2 n+l)En+l n+ 2 n+l(1 n+ 2 n+l)En+ n+ 2 24.1 rzlEn 1 (22)

whereEy = 1,E; =1 24 ;,E;= (1 12 2010 1 2),and 4, = =R( A)]
fora solution with theperiod2 andE; =1 %,E;= (1 1 ,)*  2,E3= (1 1,
23?2 2@ ,3)?%and ,=2 =[ en 1) Pora solution with the period—4

The stability diagram for Eq. 1) is shown in Fig. 5. The unstablk regions, where
at least one solution is unbounded, are shaded, and the stabl regions, where all solutions
are bounded, are not shaded. The boundary curves ssparating these regions are periodic
solutions w ith period 2 (dashed lines) and 4 (solid lines). These curves are cbtained by
caloulating E, = 0 forn = 200. The lked squares represent the valuesof ( | ; ) satisfying
the stability condition. Herewe set I = 0 e, = 0)since I / 2 and the tem softhis

orderO ( ?) have been neglected dueto small .For I = 0, the fllow ing values satisfy the

stability condition: the values shown in Fig. 5are 0 < I < 04540, T 3.7898, 10.6516,

m 7 m

12



and 20.9637,and thevaluesnot shown nFig. 5are | 34.7142,51.9022, 72 52784, 96 5910,

m

124.0918 . For a lgkgeatisfying the stability condition, we assum e that 0 since

o ! Oas I ! 1 .In thiscase, the velocity for uniform m otion is given by

"'m . 1+2s 1=
ks P RALC

; 23)

Indicating that the presence ofthe charging e ect yields them ode dependent m odi cation to
the stability condition. For exam ple, ! 1=k, clp form = 1 (ie. rectangular lattice) but
'y =Ky Apl@+28)=1 28)@1+4 )}* Porm = N (ie, triangular attice) . T he velocity
for the outofphase m odes is reduced from the predicted value of the m agnetic induction
model (ie, = 0). Equation @3) indicates that m oving Jossphson vortices in a periodic
array evolve from one stable m ode to another as the vortex velocity increases. For exam pl,
as the vortex velocity exoeeds !y =k, , but less than !y 1=k, the m oving triangular lattice

(m = N ) becom es unstable and them = N 1 m ode becom es stable.

V.MULTIPLE SUBBRANCHING OF SUPERCURRENT

In the resistive state, the supercurrent branch splits Into m uliple sub-branches as the

bias current exoeeds the Jossphson cuﬂ:ent:.-] {9 Note that these supercurrent sub-branches

di er from the ocbserved m uliple quasiparticle brand’lesﬁé’la':-ﬁ In the IV data for LJJ stacks.
T his supercurrent sub-branching phenom enon, which appears ckarly n the non-lnhear IV
regin e, is attributed to the m otion of Jossphson vortices, but its origin is not understood
clearly. M icrowave induced volage stepﬁa and geom etric resonanoegé are considered as
other m echanian s, but we do not discuss them here. Instead, we argue that the solitting
of the supercurrent branch is ndeed due to the collective m otion of Jossphson vortices
exam Ining the low bias current regin e where the IV characteristics is linear. An analytic
calculation ism ore tractablk In this regim e. Here, we illustrate qualitatively, rather than
quantitatively, how the charging e ect m odi es the supercurrent sub-branches since the

particle-hole mmbalance e ectt neglected in this study m ay also need to be included for a

quantitative com parison w ith the IV data.

13



T he current-volage relations in the resistive state is obtained easily by noting thatan AC
voltage ripple w ith the Josephson frequency !+ 1, In addition to the D C volage, appears
across the Junction when a bias current (Jz ), greater than the crtical current, is applied.
This AC voltage rpplk is due to the ekctron-pair tunneling current across the jinction.
U sing the modi ed AC Josephson relation ofEq. (), the tin e degpendence of the phase
di erence between ‘th and ' 1 th S layers can be w ritten aéé

S
ey oY%
=T o
cuv 1

N N O R ER

’

sin ! ot ©4)

where ! v 1 = @2 =)W, 11+ WV q;:d 28B4 114+ WL 4,0 21)] s the Josephson fre—
quency, IW.,. ;1 isthe DC volage (ie. tin e averaged) across the superconductor layers °
and ¥ 1. W, , is the amplitude of the AC voltage ripple. This tin e dependent phase

di erence ofEq. ®24) yieldsa DC critical current response?? of

Ve,
=T = s’y 1 0) (25)
e VeV 1

’

J.sin’

wailB= Jd

across the *th and ¥ 1 th S layers, indicating that the Junction becom es resistive when
Js exoeeds the D C critical current. Here J; (x) isthe rst order Bessel function ofthe rst
kind. Equation @3) indicates that the current Jy\ 1 = Jp Isin’ v 1) between two

ad-pcent S Jayers is not uniform along z-direction, even though a uniform bias current is

applied. Hence, in this resistive state, we m ay reduce Eq. (11) to

i@2‘+ @ . @2

1
12 g2 1, @t 12 e g,

P P

dOJ\,-‘ 1+ S(J‘+1;\+ Js T 2) 26)

Here, we neglected the spatial dependence (ie. x varation) of ’ .. ; for sinplicity. To
explicttly express the IV relation for each collective mode, we now rewrie Eq. €6) in

Fourier space for the z-direction as

A 27 ’
G R R @7)
1zoee 1, et O.

Note that the rst and the second term on the left hand side of Eq. ©7) represent the

capaciive and the resistive contrlution of the jinction, respectively.

14



W e now average Eq. @7) over tine. Since AC Jossphson tunneling lads to a snall
voltage oscillation about the D C voltage, a further sin pli cation of Eq. ®7) can bem ade.
Themodied AC Jossphson relation of@/ , =@t= @ = )V, A, Indicates that the capaci-
tive contrbution vanishes when i is averaged over tine (ie. @2/, =@t%i/ QHv, i=Rt  0).

T his sin pli cation leads to the current+volage relation of

! J 1
Wyi= 22— : @8)
JeAn
Here h 1 denotes the tin e average, @&rel hJ, i & Jhsin’ i. Since the collective
modesform = 1;2; N are denticalto them odesform = 2N + 1;2N ; N + 2, respectively,

the num ber of sub-branches is the sam e as the num ber of jinctions (ie., N ) in the stack.
Ih Fig. 6, we plot the IV relation of Eq. €§) r (@) = 00 and () 0.1 to illustrate
the e ect of weak, but non—zero, charging e ect. For clarity, we plt the curves for only
the three collective m odes (ie., m = 1,N=2, and N ) corresponding to the m odes shown in
Fig. 2. These IV curves reveal two Interesting points. F irst, the supercurrent splits nto
N sub-branches, each corresponding to the collective m ode, when the LJJ stack are in the
resistive state. Them = 1 m ode represents the high velocity m ode (ie., rectangular Jattice),
whilk them = N mode represents the low velociy m ode (ie., trangular lattioe). Second,
thee N sub-branches appear as a singke curve when the charging e ect isabsent (ie.,, = 0,
se Fig. 6(@)), but they soread out when thise ect ispresent (ie., 6 0, e Fig. 60{)),
suggesting that this can be used as another way to m easure the charging e ect. Since the
w idth of this soread is related to the strength of the charging e ect ( ), denti cation of
each sub-brandhes is feasbl at a Jow bias current. W hen is snall, asin BSCCO (ie.,
01 04), dbserving the branch splitting in the lnear IV regin em ay be di cul but is
stillpossible. Them ain di culty is in cbserving the high velocity branches (ie., m O @)).
To observe these branches, a m agnetic eld, stronger than B H,, m ay be needed because
of their stability conditions. Note that the appearance of these high velocity branches is
expected w hen the interaction between the vortices is iIncreased by the e]d,'lé suggesting that

a com plte sub-brand structurem ay bem ore easily cbtained from the IV characteristics of

15



L
a LJJ stack with increasing m icrow ave irradiation power (ie. AC magnetic elds) 2 These

results are consistent w ith the datad (8 exhlbiting supercurrent branch splitting.

VI.SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

In summ ary, we Investigated the collective phase dynam ics in the conventionalL.JJ stacks
and In layered superconductors, using a theoreticalm odelw hich acoounts forboth them ag-
netic induction e ect and the charginge ect:iz":13 T hese tw o coupling m echanism s are equally
In portant In the intrinsic LJJ (eg. BSCCO ) due to the atom ic length thick S layers. W e
showed that the collective phase dynam ics in an intrinsic LJJ stack ism odi ed from those
in a conventional LJJ stack In two in portant ways. (i) T he dispersion of Jossphson plaan a
mode for BSCCO is signi cantly changed from the Nb-A1/A O ,NDb mulilayers. Conse—
quently, the Swjhart velocity and the velocity of stable uniform m otion for the out-ofphase
collective m odes In BSCCO Increases and decreases, respectively, from the resuls of the
m agnetic induction m odel due to the presence of the charging e ect. (i) T he supercurrent
sub-branching In the resistive state is consistent w ith collective m otion of Jossphson vortices.
The width of soread of these supercurrent sub-branches in the lnear IV regin e depends
on the strength of the charging e ect. These resuls are consistent w ith the experin ental
data and illustrate the in portance of accounting for the charging e ect In BSCCO, even
though its strength isweak ( 01 04). They also suggest that ourm odel is useful for
understanding the experin ental data for JPR, non-Jossphson am ission, and the IV char-
acteristics in the resistive state. Since m any applications of intrinsic LJJ stacks as high
frequency devices exploit collective dynam ics of Jossphson vortices, these resuls indicate

that ourm odel is useful for future technological applications involving intrinsic LJJ stacks.
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FIGURE CAPTIONS

Figure 1. A stack of LJJ is shown schem atically as altemating superconducting (S) and
nsulating (I) layers with thickness ds and d;, respectively. L, denotes the dim ension in
x direction. The magnetic eld B is applied in the plane of tunnel barrers and the bias

current Iy is applied along the vertical stack.

Figure 2. M utual phass-Jdodking of Jossphson vortices ( lied ovals) w ith the wave num ber
ke = m =N + 1)a isschem atically illistrated. N isthe numberofLJJ in the stack and a =
ds + d;. For the in-phasem ode m = 1), the Jossphson vortices form a rectangular lattics,
but forthe outofphasemode m = N ), they form a trangular lattice. T he dotted lines are

a guide to eyes for phase-locking, and the arrow s indicate the direction of propagation.

Figure 3. The disgpersion relation for @) the longiudinal plasm a excitations at k, = 0
and (o) the transverse plasn a excitations at k, = 0 are plotted to illustrate the di erence
between (@) our model and the m agnetic induction m odel, and (o) our m odel and the

charginge ect model. Here = 02 and S = 049999 are chosen.

Figure 4. The plasnon digpersion in the M eissner state (ie., ’ (0) ; = 0) is plotted as

functions of k, a and k, . for the param eters corresponding to @) the Nb-A1/A D ,Nb

multilayers ( = 00,8 = 047) and ) BiSnpCaCuy0g,y ( = 02,5 = 0:49999).

Figure 5. Stability diagram of M athieu’s equation. The unstabl regions and the stablk
regions are shaded and not shaded, respectively. T he periodic solutions ofperiod 2 (dashed
Iines) and 4 (solid lines) represent the boundary between the stabl and unstable regions.

The Ilkd squares represent the values of ( I, ) satisfying the stability condition.

m’7 m

Figure 6. The IV curves for the supercurrent branch In the resistive state are plotted for
@ = 00 and () 01 to illustrate the e ect ofnonzero (ie. charging e ect). Here, only

three curves corresgponding to the collective m odes shown in Fig. 2 are plotted for clarity.
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