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Abstract

W einvestigate thecollective phasedynam icsin conventionallong Josephson

junction (LJJ)stacksand in layered superconductors,exhibitingintrinsicLJJ

behaviors. Using a theoreticalm odelwhich accounts for both the m agnetic

induction e�ect and the breakdown oflocalcharge neutrality (i.e.,charging

e�ect),we show that the collective m otion ofJosephson vortices,including

thedispersion ofJosephson plasm am odeand theSwihart-typevelocity,in an

intrinsicLJJ stack such asBi2Sr2CaCu2O 8+ y (BSCCO )issigni�cantly m od-

i�ed from those in a conventionalLJJ stack.In BSCCO ,the strength ofthe

charginge�ect� issm all(i.e.,� � 0:1� 0:4),butitleadstonotablechangesin

collective phasedynam ics,including changesto thestability condition.Also,

we show that splitting ofthe supercurrent branch in the resistive state is

due to collective m otion ofJosephson vortices. The width ofspread ofthese

sub-branches in the linear current-voltage regim e depends on �,suggesting

anotherway to m easurethe charging e�ectin BSCCO .
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Dynam icsofm agneticvorticesin astack oflongJosephson junctions(LJJ)in am agnetic

�eld applied parallelto the junction layers have attracted m uch attention due to their

intriguing applied and fundam entalinterests.The m otion ofJosephson vorticesin a single

junction system hasbeen exploited in variousdevices.1 Collectivem otion ofthesevorticesin

a LJJ stack,in which layersofsuperconductor(S)and insulator(I)arearranged vertically

asin Fig.1,can beexploited in high frequency devices2 such astunablesubm illim eter-wave

oscillatorsand detectors. Here collective m otion,including both in-phase and out-of-phase

m odesshown in Fig.2,arisesfrom m utualphase-locking ofJosephson junctionscaused by

(m agnetic)inductivecouplingbetween screeningcurrents
owingaround adjacentJosephson

vorticesasthey m ove undera biascurrent. The phase-locking establishesphase coherence

acrossthe Josephson junctions. A LJJ stack exhibiting thisphase coherence leadsto high

poweroutputand bandwidth,and itcan serveasa m odelsystem forscienti�c studies.3;4

The m otion of Josephson vortices in LJJ stacks yields interesting phenom ena: (i)

Josephson plasm a resonance5;6 (JPR) and (ii) supercurrent sub-branching.7{9 The exper-

im ents on both conventionalLJJ stacks7 (e.g.,Nb-Al/AlO x-Nb m ultilayers) and layered

superconductors5;6;8;9 (e.g.,Bi2Sr2CaCu2O 8+ y (BSCCO))behaving asintrinsicLJJ stacks
10

indicate thatJPR can be tuned11 by m agnetic �eld B and can occur over a broad range

offrequencies,from m icrowave to subm illim eter-wave. Also,the supercurrent branch in

thecurrent-voltage(I-V)datasplitsinto m ultiplesub-brancheswhen a biascurrentexceeds

som ecriticalvalue.8 Toexplain thedata,5{9 twotheoreticalm odelshavebeen proposed:one

isbased on theinductivecoupling (i.e.,m agneticinduction m odel),12 and theotherisbased

on thecoupling dueto chargevariation in theS layers(i.e.,charging e�ectm odel).13;14

The m agnetic induction m odelassum es that the S layer thickness dS is m uch larger

than the Debye (charge screening) length rD (i.e.,dS � rD ),as in conventionalLJJ.In

thiscase,charge variations(orelectric �eld)ateach S layersare screen out,yielding local

chargeneutrality.Consequently,theelectric�eld doesnotlead to thelongitudinalcoupling
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between the S layers.In thism odel,an applied m agnetic �eld inducessupercurrentsalong

the S layers and results in the inductive interaction15{17 between adjacent S layers. The

induction coupling strength isinversely proportionalto thecom m on S layerthickness.This

m odelhasbeen used toexplain theexperim entaldata forBSCCO.However,theunderlying

assum ption isnotjusti�ed in BSCCO sincedS � 3�A and rD � 2� 3�A.13;18

On the otherhand,the charging e�ectm odelaccountsforthe nonequilibrium e�ectin

atom icscalethick superconducting layers.W hen theS layersareso thin to becom parable

to theDebyelength (i.e.,dS � rD ),asin BSCCO,thebreakdown oflocalchargeneutrality

yieldsthecharging e�ect.13 Theparticle-holeim balance14 m ay also occursince each super-

conducting layerscannotcom pletely screen outthechargevariation.Hencethepresenceof

chargevariationsyieldstheinteraction between thecontiguoussuperconducting layersand

leadsto the coupling between the S layers. Recently the charging e�ectm odel,neglecting

them agneticinduction e�ect,hasbeen used to interpretthedata forBSCCO.13

Earlierstudies,12;13 includingnum ericalsim ulations19;20 ofa�niteLJJsystem ,show that

thesetwom odelscan explain thedataqualitatively,butconsiderableinconsistenciesbetween

theexperim entaland the theoreticalresultshave been found.Forexam ple,transverse and

longitudinalJPR are predicted by the m agnetic induction m odeland the charging e�ect

m odel,respectively, but the data indicate that both types ofresonance occur.21 Recent

experim ents8;9 on HgI2-intercalated BSCCO and BSCCO single crystals indicate thatthe

supercurrentbranch in the I-V data splitsinto m ultiple sub-branchesin the resistive state

when B � Ho (i.e.,low vortex density regim e).An estim ated value22 ofH o forNb-Al/AlO x-

Nb m ultilayersand BSCCO isroughly 0.001T and 0.2T,respectively. In the dense vortex

regim e (i.e.,B � H o),the I-V data exhibit characteristic kinks,and these kinks closely

resem ble the prediction m ade by M achida et al.,using the m agnetic induction m odel.23

Howevera closerexam ination9 ofthedata revealssom einconsistencies.9 Theseinconsisten-

ciessuggestthata bettertheoreticalm odelisneeded to describetheLJJ stacks.

In thispaper,we investigate collective phase dynam icsin conventionalLJJ stacksand

layered superconductors atlow m agnetic �elds (i.e.,B � Ho in which Josephson vortices
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arein every Ilayersasin Fig.2)and atlow tem peratures(i.e.,below theAbrikosov vortex

lattice m elting tem perature),using a theoreticalm odelaccounting forboth the induction

e�ectand thecharging e�ect.Thesetwo e�ectsareequally im portant24;25 in BSCCO since

rD � dS,butthecharginge�ectisneglected in m anystudiesbecauseitsstrength � issm all
26

(e.g.,� � 0:1� 0:4 in BSCCO).W eshow how thecollectivem otion ofJosephson vorticesis

m odi�ed byaweakcharginge�ect.W eoutlinetwom ainresults.First,theJosephson plasm a

dispersion relation, the Swihart velocity, and the stability condition for collective m otion

in BSCCO are considerably m odi�ed from those in Nb-Al/AlO x-Nb m ultilayers. Second,

the splitting ofthe supercurrentbranch in the resistive state is due to collective m otion of

Josephson vortices,and the width ofspread ofthese sub-branchesin the linearI-V regim e

dependson �.Theseresultsareconsistentwith theexperim entaldata described above.

The rem ainder ofthe paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II,a theoreticalm 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 Josephson plasm a dispersion relation and

the Swihartvelocity forthe collective m odesare com puted from ourm odelderived in Sec.

II.In Sec. IV,we determ ine the stability condition forthe m utually phase-locked m odes,

perform ing thelinearstability analysis.In Sec.V,weshow thatthesplitting ofthesuper-

currentbranch in the resistive state isdue to the collective m otion ofJosephson vortices.

Finally,in Sec.VI,wesum m arizeourresultsand conclude.

II.T H EO R ET IC A L M O D EL

In this section,we derive a theoreticalm odel,extending previous approaches. A brief

discussion ofthism odelwaspublished.24 Hereweconsidera system with a largenum berof

LJJ (i.e.,N � 1)neglecting theboundary e�ectand presentnew resultsobtained from this

m odelin latersections.To accountforboth them agneticinduction e�ectand thecharging

e�ect,westartwith thegauge-invariantphasedi�erencebetween theS layers‘and ‘� 1,

’‘;‘� 1 = �‘� �‘� 1 �
2�

�o

Z ‘

‘� 1

A � dl; (1)
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where�‘ isthephaseofthesuperconducting orderparam eter,�o = hc=2eisthe
ux quan-

tum ,and A isthe vectorpotentialin the Ilayers. In thispaper,we em ploy the Cartesian

coordinatesand assum e thattheS and Ilayersarestacked along z-direction and them ag-

netic�eld isapplied along they-direction,asin Fig 1.Forsim plicity,thethicknessesofthe

S (dS)and I(dI)layersaretaken to beuniform .

The m agnetic induction e�ectdue to the applied m agnetic �eld (along the y-direction)

yields a spatialvariation ofthe phase di�erence (along the x-direction). An equation de-

scribing them agneticinductive coupling12 between theS layers

�o

2�

@’‘;‘� 1

@x
= s(B ‘+ 1;‘+ B ‘� 1;‘� 2)+ d

0
B ‘;‘� 1 (2)

iseasily obtained by taking a spatialderivative ofEq. (1)and by using the expression for

thesupercurrentdensity

J‘ =
�o

8�2�2

 

r �‘�
2�

�o
A ‘

!

: (3)

Hered0= dI+ 2�coth(dS=�)and s= � �[sinh(dS=�)]
� 1 areexpressed in term softheLondon

penetration depth �.Them agnetic�eld B ‘;‘� 1 in theIlayerbetween twoS layers‘and ‘� 1

isparalleltothelayers.NotethatB ‘;‘� 1 di�ersfrom B sincethem agnetic�eld generated by

thesupercurrentin theS layersm odi�esthe�eld in theIlayer.Using M axwell’sequation,

weexpressthespatialderivativeofthem agnetic�eld as

@B ‘;‘� 1

@x
=

4�

c
(Jcsin’‘;‘� 1 � JB + J

T
‘;‘� 1) (4)

where Jc isthe Josephson criticalcurrent density,and JB isa biascurrent density. Note

thatthe m agnetic �eld entering the Ilayers yields27 a triangularJosephson vortex lattice

(JVL)when thebiascurrentiseitherabsentorsm all.Thecurrentdensity14 JT,

J
T
‘;‘� 1 =

�o

2�

�

D

@’‘;‘� 1

@t
+

�

4�D

@V‘;‘� 1

@t
; (5)

includesthequasiparticleandthedisplacem entcurrentcontribution.HereD = d0+2s= dI+

2�tanh(dS=2�)isthee�ectivethicknessoftheblocklayer,� isthequasiparticleconductivity,

5



� isthe dielectric constantofIlayers,and V‘;‘� 1 isthe voltage between the S layers‘and

‘� 1.Using Eq.(4),werewriteEq.(2)as

�o

8�2

@2’‘;‘� 1

@x2
= Jc

�

s(sin’‘+ 1;‘+ sin’‘� 1;‘� 2)+ d
0sin’‘;‘� 1

�

� D JB

+ d
0
J
T
‘;‘� 1 + s(JT‘+ 1;‘+ J

T
‘� 1;‘� 2): (6)

Note thatS = s=d0m easuresthe induction coupling strength,and S = � 0:5 in the strong

couplinglim it.Thephasedi�erenceequation (Eq.(4)in Ref.27)derived by Bulaevskiiand

Clem within thefram eworkofLawrence-Doniach m odel28 canbeobtainedfrom Eq.(6)when

the tim e-dependent term sare neglected (i.e.,JT‘;‘� 1 = 0)and the relations(8�2=�o)Jcd
0 =

(2=�2J)+ (1=�2c)and (8�2=�o)Jcs = � 1=�2J are used. Here �c isthe m agnetic penetration

depth in thedirection perpendicularto theS layers.

The presence ofa nonequilibrium state leads to the interaction between the S layers.

W hen theS layerthicknessiscom parableto theDebyescreening length (i.e.,rD � dS),the

S layersarein a nonequilibrium state because the charge variationsin these layersare not

com pletely screened. Thisincom plete charge screening enhancesthe tem poralvariation of

the phase di�erence. One can include thise�ectin the phase dynam ics,m odifying13;14 the

usualAC Josephson relation,which isa tim ederivativeofEq.(1),to

�o

2�

@’‘;‘� 1

@t
= V‘;‘� 1 + �‘� �‘� 1 (7)

asa way to accountfora nonzero gauge-invariantpotential�‘ = �‘+ (�h=2e)(@�‘=@t)gener-

ated insidetheS layers.Here�‘ istheelectrostaticpotential.Them odi�ed AC Josephson

relation ofEq.(7)can berewritten as

�o

2�

@’‘;‘� 1

@t
= V‘;‘� 1 � � (V‘+ 1;‘� 2V‘;‘� 1 + V‘� 1;‘� 2)� 	‘+ 	 ‘� 1 ; (8)

using thecharge density �‘ = � (�‘� 	‘)=4�r
2
D and the M axwell’sequation �r � E = 4��.

Here � = �r2D =D dS m easures the strength ofthe charging e�ect, and 	 ‘ m easures the

particle-hole im balance in the S layer. Forsim plicity,we consideronly the charging e�ect

by setting 	 ‘ = 	 ‘� 1 = 0,asithasbeen done in earlierstudies.13 Note thatthe usualAC
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Josephson relation isobtained from Eq. (8)when � = 0. Thisindicatesthatthe charging

e�ect(i.e.,� 6= 0)enhancesthecoupling between neighboring junctions.Using Eq.(5),we

relate13 thetim ederivativeofthephasedi�erenceto thecurrentdensitiesand obtain

Jc

"

1

!2
p

@2’‘;‘� 1

@t2
+

�

!p

@’‘;‘� 1

@t
�
��

!p

@

@t

�

’‘+ 1;‘� 2’‘;‘� 1 + ’‘� 1;‘� 2

�#

=

J
T
‘;‘� 1 � � (JT‘+ 1;‘� 2JT‘;‘� 1 + J

T
‘� 1;‘� 2): (9)

Here !p = c=(
p
��c)isthe plasm a frequency,� = (4�=c)(��c=

p
�)= 1=

p
�c,and �c isthe

M cCum berparam eter.Notethatthespatialvariation of’‘;‘� 1 isneglected in thecharging

e�ectm odel13 ofEq.(9).Theterm softheorderO (��)can besafely neglected since� and

� are sm allin the layered superconductors(i.e.,�� � 1). Forexam ple,the experim ental

valuefor� and � in BSCCO areroughly 0.1-0.4 and 0.2,respectively.18;26 Neglecting these

sm allterm s,werewriteEq.(9)as

Jc

 

1

!2
p

@2’‘;‘� 1

@t2
+

�

!p

@’‘;‘� 1

@t

!

� J
T
‘;‘� 1 � � (JT‘+ 1;‘� 2JT‘;‘� 1 + J

T
‘� 1;‘� 2): (10)

Aswe shallsee in Sec. III,the charging e�ectterm sin Eq. (10)yield purely longitudinal

Josephson plasm a excitations.13

A theoreticalm odel,includingboth them agneticinduction e�ectand thecharginge�ect,

can be obtained easily by noting that the m agnetic induction m odelofEq. (6) and the

charging e�ect m odelofEq. (10) are coupled to each other via the current density JT.

Com bining Eqs.(6)and (10),weobtain thecoupled sine-Gordon equations,

@2’‘;‘� 1

@x2
�

1

�2cD

 

1

!2
p

@2� ‘

@t2
+

�

!p

@� ‘

@t

!

�
�

�2cD

1

!2
p

@2�‘

@t2
=

1

�2cD

�

d
0sin’‘;‘� 1 + s(sin’‘+ 1;‘+ sin’‘� 1;‘� 2)� D

JB

Jc

�

; (11)

where� ‘ = d0’‘;‘� 1+ s(’‘+ 1;‘+ ’‘� 1;‘� 2)and �‘ = s(’‘� 2;‘� 3+ ’‘+ 2;‘+ 1)+ (d
0� 2s)(’‘� 1;‘� 2+

’‘+ 1;‘)+ 2(s� d0)’‘;‘� 1.Thethird term on thelefthand sideofEq.(11)(duetothecharging

e�ect)isthem ainm odi�cationfrom theearlierm odels.Hence,Eq.(11)becom esidenticalto

thephasedi�erenceequation derived by Bulaevskiietal.(Eq.(11)in Ref.17)when � = 0.

Using Eq.(11),weshow below thata weak charging e�ectin BSCCO (i.e.,� � 0:1� 0:4)

can yield signi�cantchangesto thephasedynam ics.
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III.JO SEP H SO N P LA SM A D ISP ER SIO N R ELAT IO N

W e now determ ine the dispersion relation for the Josephson plasm a and the Swihart

velocity forthe collective m odes,using linearanalysis:’‘;‘� 1 = ’
(0)

‘;‘� 1 + ’0‘;‘� 1.Here ’
0

‘;‘� 1

describessm all
uctuationsabout’
(0)

‘;‘� 1 describing uniform m otion ofJosephson vorticesin

the Ilayerbetween ‘ th and ‘� 1 th S layers. ’
(0)

‘;‘� 1 iszero in the M eissner state,butin

general,itdependson a m agnetic�eld,29 allowing JPR tobetunned by the�eld.Thee�ect

ofm agnetic �eld on JPR can beaccounted form oreaccurately via the�eld dependence of

Jc and via im posing theboundary condition,(�o=2�)(@’‘;‘� 1=@x)= D B ,explicitly atboth

x = 0 and x = Lx (a junction length)in num ericalsim ulations.

W hen the bias current JB equals the Josephson current in each ofthe I layers (i.e.,

JB = Jcsin’
(0)

‘;‘� 1),we describe the m otion ofvorticesin term sofa uniform m otion ’
(0)

‘;‘� 1

and sm allperturbation ’0‘;‘� 1 about’
(0)

‘;‘� 1.Theuniform phasem otion isdescribed by

@2’
(0)

‘;‘� 1

@x2
�

1

�2cD

0

@
1

!2
p

@2�
(0)

‘

@t2
+

�

!p

@�
(0)

‘

@t

1

A �
�

�2cD

1

!2
p

@2�
(0)

‘

@t2
= 0 ; (12)

whilesm all
uctuations(i.e.,’0

‘;‘� 1)about’
(0)

‘;‘� 1 aredescribed by

�o

8�2

@2’0‘;‘� 1

@x2
= Jc [d

0
’
0

‘;‘� 1cos’
(0)

‘;‘� 1 + s(’0‘+ 1;‘cos’
(0)

‘+ 1;‘+ ’
0

‘� 1;‘� 2cos’
(0)

‘� 1;‘� 2)]

+d0JT‘;‘� 1 + s(JT‘+ 1;‘+ J
T
‘� 1;‘� 2); (13)

Jc

 

1

!2
p

@2’0‘;‘� 1

@t2
+

�

!p

@’0‘;‘� 1

@t

!

= J
T
‘;‘� 1 � � (JT‘+ 1;‘� 2JT‘;‘� 1 + J

T
‘� 1;‘� 2): (14)

Equations(13)and (14)arecoupled through thecurrentdensity JT‘;‘� 1,suggestingthatthese

equationscan besim pli�ed by expressing ’0

‘;‘� 1 and J
T
‘;‘� 1 asFourierseriesin spaceforthe

z-direction: ’0‘;‘� 1 =
P

2N + 1

m = 1
Tm e

ikm ‘a and JT‘;‘� 1 =
P

2N + 1

m = 1
JTm e

ikm ‘a. km = m �=(N + 1)a

representsthewavenum berforthecollective m odealong thez-direction,a = dI + dS,m is

them odeindex,and N representsthenum berofJosephson junctionsin a stack.

The Josephson plasm a m ode dispersion relation isdeterm ined easily by approxim ating

that’
(0)

‘;‘� 1 � ’(0) and by com bining Eqs.(13)and (14)into a singleequation as

@2Tm

@t2
+ !

2

p

�

(kx�c)
2A m Bm + A m cos’

(0)

�

Tm � 0 ; (15)

8



where A m = 1+ 4�sin2(km a=2),Bm = f1+ 4[� S=(1+ 2S)]sin2(km a=2)g
� 1,and S = s=d0.

Here,weset� = 0 forsim plicity.From Eq.(15),weobtain thedispersion relation of

!(kx;km )= !p

h

(kx�c)
2A m Bm + A m hcos’

(0)it

i1=2

(16)

forthe collective m ode. h� � � it representstherm alaverages. The dispersion relation ofEq.

(16)naturallyrecoversboth purely longitudinal13 and purelytransverseplasm aexcitations12

atkx = 0 and atkm = 0,respectively. However,there are notable di�erencesbetween our

resultofEq.(16)and the resultsfrom otherm odels.12;13 Figure3 illustratesthe di�erence

between the dispersion relation ofourm odeland thatofthe m agnetic induction m odel12

(Fig.3(a))and thatofthecharging e�ectm odel13 (Fig.3(b)).

Thechangesin thedispersion relation dueto thecharging e�ectincreasethecharacter-

istic velocity ofthe collective m ode. The group velocity forthe electrom agnetic waves in

theseLJJ iseasily determ ined from Eq.(16)by evaluating

d!

dkx
=

!2
p

!
kx�

2

c A m Bm (17)

within thelinearized m odel.Thisgroup velocity,asym ptotically (i.e.,askx ! 1 ),leadsto

theSwihartvelocity

�cm = co

2

4
1+ 4�sin2(km a=2)

1+ 4
�

� S

1+ 2S

�

sin2(km a=2)

3

5

1=2

; (18)

the e�ective m axim um velocity for the collective m ode m . Here co = c=
p
�. Equation

(18) recovers the result ofthe m agnetic induction m odel(�cM I
m ) when � = 0 (i.e.,�cM I

m =

�cm (� = 0)),indicating that the charging e�ect yields the m ode-dependent enhancem ent

ofthe Swihart velocity from �cM I
m . For exam ple,the Swihart velocity is not enhanced for

the m = 1 m ode (i.e.,�c1 = �cM I
1
),but it is enhanced for the m = N m ode (i.e.,�cN =

(1+ 4�)1=2�cM I
N ). This enhancem ent re
ects the increase in the coupling strength between

thejunctionsduetothecharginge�ectandindicatesthatthethreshold velocityvth (= �cN )for

em ittingCherenkov radiation4 (i.e.,non-Josephson em ission)isalsoincreased.Forexam ple,

vth = �cM I
N when � = 0,but vth = 1:34�cM I

N when � = 0:2. Evidence,indicating the need

9



to accountforthe charging e�ect,m ay be also found in the I-V data forBSCCO.Recent

analysisofthe I-V data in the dense vortex regim e (i.e.,B � H o)indicatesthata better

agreem entbetween thepredicted and observed position ofthekinkscan beobtained ifthe

Swihartvelocity form > 1isslightly largerthan �cM I
m .9 Thissuggeststhataccountingforthe

charging e�ectisim portantforquantitativeunderstanding ofthekinksin theI-V curves.

In Fig. 4,we com pare the Josephson plasm a m ode dispersion for(a)Nb-Al/AlO x-Nb

m ultilayersand (b)BSCCO in the M eissnerstate (i.e.,h’(0)it � 0),using ofEq. (16). To

illustrate the di�erence between the dispersion ofcollective m ode for these two system s,

we use the experim entalvaluesforthe param eters� (i.e.,charging e�ectstrength)and S

(i.e.,induction coupling strength).Forthespectrum corresponding to theNb-Al/AlO x-Nb

m ultilayers(Fig. 4(a)),we chose � = 0:0 and S � � 0:47 (assum ing � � 900�A,dI � 20�A,

and dS � 30�A).30 Here we chose � = 0 since the charging e�ect is negligible when dS is

m uch largerthan an atom iclength.Forthespectrum corresponding toBSCCO (Fig.4(b)),

we chose � = 0:2 and S � � 0:49999 (since � � 1500�A,dI � 15�A,and dS � 3�A).18 Here

� = 0:2 ischosen. There are two notable di�erences between Figs. 4(a)and 4(b). First,

dueto a strongerinductivecoupling (i.e.,S = � 0:49999 versus� 0:47),thefrequency !=!p,

fora �xed kx�c,nearkm a = 0 in Fig.4(b),decreasesm ore sharply with km a than thatin

Fig.4(a).Second,due to the charging e�ect(i.e.,� = 0:2 versus0.0),thecollective m ode

frequency forkx�c = 0 showsa dispersion asafunction ofkm in Fig.4(b),indicating purely

longitudinalexcitations,whileno dispersion isshown in Fig.4(a),indicating theabsenceof

theseexcitations.Notethatthee�ectof�nite,butsm all,� isnegligible,here.

IV .STA B ILIT Y O F C O LLEC T IV E M O D ES

In thissection,wediscussthestabilityofuniform m otion ofcollectivem odes(i.e.,m oving

JVL)shown in Fig.2 againstsm all
uctuations.Thestructureofthem oving JVLs,driven

by a bias current, evolves as a function ofits velocities.31 This evolution can be easily

understood in term softhestable-unstabletransition forthecollective m odes.

10



W enow carry outthelinearanalysisand determ inethecondition form aintaining stable

uniform m otion (i.e.,the condition forbound oscillations of’0‘;‘� 1) by com puting the ve-

locitiesatwhich thedriven collectivem odesarestable.Here,instability ofuniform m otion

ariseswhen theam plitudeof
uctuationsgrowsexponentially asthecollectivem odespropa-

gatealongthejunction layers.Sim ilaranalysis,notincluding thecharging e�ect,havebeen

carried outtoinvestigatethestability ofm ovingJVL againstlatticedeform ation.31 Alsothe

e�ectsofquantum and therm al
uctuationshavebeen studied.3 W enotethataccountingfor

eitherthedynam icphasetransition32 induced by thelatticedisplacem entsorthe
uctuation

e�ectsarebeyond thescopeofthepresentanalysis.

W eproceed theanalysiswriting thespatialand thetem poraldependenceofphase
uc-

tuations(i.e.,’0‘;‘� 1)ofEqs.(13)and (14)in Fourierspace forthez-direction.Com bining

Eqs.(13)and (14)in Fourierspace,weobtain

�2cD

d0Cm

@2Tm

@x2
�
A m

!2
p

@2Tm

@t2
�

 

�

!p

@Tm

@t
+ cos’(0)m Tm

!

= 0 (19)

where Cm = 1+ 2S coskm a. The uniform m otion ofthe phase locked m ode ’(0)m with the

wavenum berkm isgiven by ’(0)m = �!m t+ kxx + ’o;m ,
13;33 where �!m = (2�=�o)Vm A m isthe

Josephson frequency,Vm isthe average voltage,and ’o;m isa m ode dependentconstant.31

Here,the induced �eld contribution to ’(0)
m from the Josephson e�ect is neglected. This

contribution isnegligible when the m agnetic vortices are in every Ilayers,asthe case for

B � Ho. �!m =kx is the velocity ofthe collective m ode m . W e transform Eq. (19) into

a fam iliar M athieu equation in the following two steps: �rst,m ake a change ofvariables

from (x;t)to �m (= ’(0)m );and second,letTm = �Tm e
� �m �m =2.Here�m = ��!m !pCm =
m and


m = A m Cm !
2
m � (kx�c)

2(D =d0)!2
p.Thestability condition isdeterm ined,solving

@2 �Tm

@�2m
+ [��Tm + ��Tm cos�m ]

�Tm = 0 ; (20)

where ��Tm = � �2m =4 and ��Tm = Cm !
2
p=
m are the m ode dependent (i.e.,km ) param etric

constants. Solutions ofEq. (20) exhibit instability33;34 for certain values of ��Tm and ��Tm ,

indicating thatthecollective m odebecom esunstableagainstsm all
uctuations.W edeter-

m inethestability condition,�nding (��Tm ;��
T
m )atwhich allsolutionsofEq.(20)arebounded.

11



Notethatasim ilarparam etricinstability (in the��Tm � ��Tm space)occursboth in them agnetic

induction m odel34 (i.e.,� = 0)and in thecharging e�ectm odel13 (i.e.,kx�c = 0).

For�ndingthestability condition forthecollectivem odes,itisusefultodeterm ine,�rst,

thestability diagram oftheM athieu equation

d2T

d�2
+ [� + � cos�]T = 0 ; (21)

and then,�nd thevaluesof(��Tm ;��
T
m )corresponding tothestableregion ofthisdiagram .The

boundary curvesseparating theregion ofbound (stable)and unbound (unstable)solutions

can beobtained easily,solving Eq.(21)num erically followingtheprocedureoutlined in Ref.

35.The boundary curvesfortheperiodicoscillationswith theperiod 2� (i.e.,� = 2�)and

4� (i.e.,� = 4�)are obtained,im posing thatthe determ inantEn forn = 1 ,derived from

Eq.(21)writing T =
P n= 1

n= � 1 Cne
in� for� = 2� and T =

P n= 1
n= � 1 dne

in�=2 for� = 4�,iszero

(i.e.,En = 0).35 Here En isthe determ inantofa (2n + 1)� (2n + 1)m atrix fora periodic

solution with theperiod 2� (ora2n� 2n m atrix foraperiodicsolution with theperiod 4�).

Thedeterm inantEn can becom puted using therecursion relation
35

En+ 2 = (1� 
n+ 2
n+ 1)En+ 1 � 
n+ 2
n+ 1(1� 
n+ 2
n+ 1)En + 
n+ 2

3

n+ 1

2

nEn� 1 (22)

where E0 = 1,E1 = 1� 2
0
1,E2 = (1� 
1
2)
2 � 2
0
1(1� 
1
2),and 
n = �=[2(� � n2)]

fora solution with the period-2� and E1 = 1� 
2
1
,E2 = (1� 
1
2)

2 � 
2
1
,E3 = (1� 
1
2 �


2
3)
2 � 
2

1
(1� 
2
3)

2,and 
n = 2�=[4� � (2n � 1)2]fora solution with theperiod-4�.

The stability diagram for Eq. (21) is shown in Fig. 5. The unstable regions,where

atleastone solution isunbounded,are shaded,and the stable regions,where allsolutions

are bounded,are not shaded. The boundary curves separating these regions are periodic

solutionswith period 2� (dashed lines)and 4� (solid lines). These curvesare obtained by

calculating En = 0 forn = 200.The�lled squaresrepresentthevaluesof(��Tm ;��
T
m )satisfying

thestability condition.Hereweset��Tm = 0 (i.e.,� = 0)since��Tm / �2 and theterm softhis

orderO (�2)havebeen neglected duetosm all�.For��Tm = 0,thefollowingvaluessatisfy the

stability condition:the valuesshown in Fig. 5 are 0 < ��Tm < 0:4540,��Tm � 3.7898,10.6516,

12



and20.9637,andthevaluesnotshown inFig.5are��Tm � 34.7142,51.9022,72.52784,96.5910,

124.0918 � � � .Fora large ��T
m satisfying thestability condition,weassum ethat
m � 0 since


m ! 0 as ��Tm ! 1 .In thiscase,thevelocity foruniform m otion isgiven by

�!m

kx
� �c!p

�
1+ 2S

A m Cm

�1=2

; (23)

indicatingthatthepresenceofthecharginge�ectyieldsthem odedependentm odi�cation to

thestability condition.Forexam ple,�!1=kx � �c!p form = 1 (i.e.,rectangularlattice)but

�!N =kx � �c!p[(1+ 2S)=(1� 2S)(1+ 4�)]1=2 form = N (i.e.,triangularlattice).Thevelocity

forthe out-of-phase m odesis reduced from the predicted value ofthe m agnetic induction

m odel(i.e.,� = 0). Equation (23)indicatesthatm oving Josephson vorticesin a periodic

array evolvefrom onestablem odeto anotherasthevortex velocity increases.Forexam ple,

asthevortex velocity exceeds �!N =kx,butlessthan �!N � 1=kx,the m oving triangularlattice

(m = N )becom esunstableand them = N � 1 m odebecom esstable.

V .M U LT IP LE SU B -B R A N C H IN G O F SU P ER C U R R EN T

In the resistive state,the supercurrent branch splits into m ultiple sub-branches asthe

biascurrentexceeds the Josephson current.7{9 Note thatthese supercurrent sub-branches

di�erfrom theobserved m ultiplequasiparticlebranches12;19;13 in theI-V dataforLJJstacks.

Thissupercurrentsub-branching phenom enon,which appearsclearly in the non-linearI-V

regim e,isattributed to the m otion ofJosephson vortices,butitsorigin isnotunderstood

clearly. M icrowave induced voltage steps37 and geom etric resonance38 are considered as

otherm echanism s,butwe do notdiscuss them here. Instead,we argue thatthe splitting

ofthe supercurrent branch is indeed due to the collective m otion ofJosephson vortices

exam ining the low biascurrentregim e where the I-V characteristicsislinear. An analytic

calculation is m ore tractable in this regim e. Here,we illustrate qualitatively,ratherthan

quantitatively, how the charging e�ect m odi�es the supercurrent sub-branches since the

particle-hole im balance e�ect14 neglected in thisstudy m ay also need to be included fora

quantitativecom parison with theI-V data.
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Thecurrent-voltagerelationsin theresistivestateisobtained easilybynotingthatan AC

voltage ripple with the Josephson frequency !‘;‘� 1,in addition to the DC voltage,appears

acrossthe junction when a biascurrent(JB ),greaterthan the criticalcurrent,isapplied.

This AC voltage ripple is due to the electron-pair tunneling current across the junction.

Using the m odi�ed AC Josephson relation ofEq. (8),the tim e dependence ofthe phase

di�erencebetween ‘th and ‘� 1 th S layerscan bewritten as36

’‘;‘� 1(t)� ’‘;‘� 1(0)+ �!‘;‘� 1t+
�o

2�

V s
‘;‘� 1

�!‘;‘� 1
sin!‘;‘� 1t (24)

where �!‘;‘� 1 = (2�=�o)[hV‘;‘� 1i+ �(hV‘+ 1;‘i� 2hV‘;‘� 1i+ hV‘� 1;‘� 2i)]is the Josephson fre-

quency,hV‘;‘� 1iisthe DC voltage (i.e.,tim e averaged)acrossthe superconductor layers‘

and ‘� 1. Vs‘;‘� 1 is the am plitude ofthe AC voltage ripple. This tim e dependent phase

di�erenceofEq.(24)yieldsa DC criticalcurrentresponse36 of

Jcsin’‘;‘� 1(t)= � J1

 

�o

2�

V s
‘;‘� 1

�!‘;‘� 1

!

sin’‘;‘� 1(0) (25)

acrossthe ‘ th and ‘� 1 th S layers,indicating thatthe junction becom esresistive when

JB exceedstheDC criticalcurrent.HereJ1(x)isthe�rstorderBesselfunction ofthe�rst

kind. Equation (25) indicates that the current J‘;‘� 1 = JB � Jcsin’‘;‘� 1(t) between two

adjacent S layers is not uniform along z-direction,even though a uniform bias current is

applied.Hence,in thisresistive state,wem ay reduceEq.(11)to

 

1

!2
p

@2� ‘

@t2
+

�

!p

@� ‘

@t

!

+
�

!2
p

@2�‘

@t2
=

1

Jc

�

d
0
J‘;‘� 1 + s(J‘+ 1;‘+ J‘� 1;‘� 2)

�

: (26)

Here,we neglected the spatialdependence (i.e.,x variation) of’‘;‘� 1 for sim plicity. To

explicitly express the I-V relation for each collective m ode,we now rewrite Eq. (26) in

Fourierspaceforthez-direction as

A m

!2
p

@2’m

@t2
+

�

!p

@’m

@t
=
Jm

Jc
: (27)

Note that the �rst and the second term on the left hand side ofEq. (27) represent the

capacitiveand theresistive contribution ofthejunction,respectively.
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W e now average Eq. (27) over tim e. Since AC Josephson tunneling leads to a sm all

voltageoscillation abouttheDC voltage,a furthersim pli�cation ofEq.(27)can bem ade.

Them odi�ed AC Josephson relation of@’m =@t= (2�=�o)Vm A m indicatesthatthecapaci-

tivecontribution vanisheswhen itisaveraged overtim e(i.e.,h@2’m =@t
2i/ @hVm i=@t� 0).

Thissim pli�cation leadsto thecurrent-voltagerelation of

hVm i=
!p�o

2��

�J

Jc

1

A m

: (28)

Here h� � � idenotesthe tim e average,and�J = hJm i� JB � Jchsin’i. Since the collective

m odesform = 1;2;� � � N areidenticaltothem odesform = 2N + 1;2N ;� � � N + 2,respectively,

thenum berofsub-branchesisthesam easthenum berofjunctions(i.e.,N )in thestack.

In Fig. 6,we plotthe I-V relation ofEq. (28)for(a)� = 0:0 and (b)0.1 to illustrate

the e�ect ofweak,but non-zero,charging e�ect. For clarity,we plot the curves for only

thethreecollective m odes(i.e.,m = 1,N =2,and N )corresponding to them odesshown in

Fig. 2. These I-V curves revealtwo interesting points. First,the supercurrent splitsinto

N sub-branches,each corresponding to the collective m ode,when the LJJ stack are in the

resistivestate.Them = 1m oderepresentsthehigh velocity m ode(i.e.,rectangularlattice),

while the m = N m ode representsthe low velocity m ode (i.e.,triangularlattice). Second,

theseN sub-branchesappearasasinglecurvewhen thecharginge�ectisabsent(i.e.,� = 0,

see Fig. 6(a)),butthey spread outwhen thise�ectispresent(i.e.,� 6= 0,see Fig. 6(b)),

suggesting thatthiscan be used asanotherway to m easure the charging e�ect. Since the

width ofthis spread is related to the strength ofthe charging e�ect (�),identi�cation of

each sub-branches is feasible at a low bias current. W hen � is sm all,as in BSCCO (i.e.,

� � 0:1� 0:4),observing thebranch splitting in thelinearI-V regim em ay bedi�cultbutis

stillpossible.Them ain di�culty isin observingthehigh velocity branches(i.e.,m � O (1)).

To observethesebranches,a m agnetic�eld,strongerthan B � Ho,m ay beneeded because

oftheir stability conditions. Note that the appearance ofthese high velocity branches is

expected when theinteraction between thevorticesisincreased bythe�eld,8 suggestingthat

acom pletesub-branch structurem ay bem oreeasily obtained from theI-V characteristicsof
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a LJJ stack with increasing m icrowave irradiation power(i.e.,AC m agnetic �elds).9 These

resultsareconsistentwith thedata7{9 exhibiting supercurrentbranch splitting.

V I.SU M M A RY A N D C O N C LU SIO N

In sum m ary,weinvestigated thecollectivephasedynam icsin theconventionalLJJstacks

and in layered superconductors,using atheoreticalm odelwhich accountsforboth them ag-

neticinduction e�ectandthecharginge�ect.12;13 Thesetwocouplingm echanism sareequally

im portantin the intrinsic LJJ (e.g. BSCCO)due to the atom ic length thick S layers. W e

showed thatthe collective phase dynam icsin an intrinsic LJJ stack ism odi�ed from those

in a conventionalLJJ stack in two im portantways.(i)Thedispersion ofJosephson plasm a

m ode for BSCCO is signi�cantly changed from the Nb-Al/AlO x-Nb m ultilayers. Conse-

quently,theSwihartvelocity and thevelocity ofstableuniform m otion fortheout-of-phase

collective m odes in BSCCO increases and decreases,respectively,from the results ofthe

m agneticinduction m odeldueto thepresence ofthecharging e�ect.(ii)Thesupercurrent

sub-branchingin theresistivestateisconsistentwith collectivem otion ofJosephson vortices.

The width ofspread ofthese supercurrent sub-branches in the linearI-V regim e depends

on the strength ofthe charging e�ect. These results are consistent with the experim ental

data and illustrate the im portance ofaccounting for the charging e�ect in BSCCO,even

though itsstrength isweak (� � 0:1� 0:4).They also suggestthatourm odelisusefulfor

understanding the experim entaldata forJPR,non-Josephson em ission,and the I-V char-

acteristics in the resistive state. Since m any applications ofintrinsic LJJ stacks as high

frequency devices exploit collective dynam ics ofJosephson vortices,these results indicate

thatourm odelisusefulforfuturetechnologicalapplicationsinvolving intrinsicLJJ stacks.
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FIG U R E C A PT IO N S

Figure 1. A stack ofLJJ isshown schem atically asalternating superconducting (S)and

insulating (I) layers with thickness dS and dI,respectively. Lx denotes the dim ension in

x� direction. The m agnetic �eld B isapplied in the plane oftunnelbarriersand the bias

currentIB isapplied along theverticalstack.

Figure 2. M utualphase-locking ofJosephson vortices(�lled ovals)with thewave num ber

km = m �=(N + 1)a isschem atically illustrated.N isthenum berofLJJin thestack and a =

dS + dI.Forthein-phasem ode(m = 1),theJosephson vorticesform a rectangularlattice,

butfortheout-of-phasem ode(m = N ),they form atriangularlattice.Thedotted linesare

a guideto eyesforphase-locking,and thearrowsindicatethedirection ofpropagation.

Figure 3. The dispersion relation for (a) the longitudinalplasm a excitations at kx = 0

and (b)the transverse plasm a excitationsatkm = 0 are plotted to illustrate the di�erence

between (a) our m odeland the m agnetic induction m odel, and (b) our m odeland the

charging e�ectm odel.Here� = 0:2 and S = � 0:49999 arechosen.

Figure 4. The plasm on dispersion in the M eissner state (i.e.,’
(0)

‘;‘� 1 = 0) is plotted as

functions ofkm a and kx�c for the param eters corresponding to (a) the Nb-Al/AlO x-Nb

m ultilayers(� = 0:0,S = � 0:47)and (b)Bi2Sr2CaCu2O 8+ y (� = 0:2,S = � 0:49999).

Figure 5. Stability diagram ofM athieu’s equation. The unstable regionsand the stable

regionsareshaded and notshaded,respectively.Theperiodicsolutionsofperiod 2� (dashed

lines)and 4� (solid lines)representtheboundary between thestableand unstable regions.

The�lled squaresrepresentthevaluesof(��Tm ,��
T
m )satisfying thestability condition.

Figure 6.TheI-V curvesforthesupercurrentbranch in theresistive stateareplotted for

(a)� = 0:0 and (b)0.1 to illustratethee�ectofnonzero � (i.e.,charging e�ect).Here,only

threecurvescorresponding to thecollectivem odesshown in Fig.2 areplotted forclarity.
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