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C ritical
uctuation conductivity in layered superconductors in strong electric �eld

I. Puica� and W . Lang
Institut f�ur M aterialphysik der Universit�at W ien,Boltzm anngasse 5,A-1090 W ien,Austria

The paraconductivity,originating from criticalsuperconducting order-param eter 
uctuations in

the vicinity ofthe criticaltem perature in a layered superconductor is calculated in the fram e of

the self-consistentHartree approxim ation,foran arbitrarily strong electric �eld and zero m agnetic

�eld. The paraconductivity diverges less steep towards the critical tem perature in the Hartree

approxim ation than in the G aussian one and it shows a distinctly enhanced variation with the

electric �eld.O urresultsindicate thathigh electric �eldscan be e�ectively used to suppressorder-

param eter
uctuationsin high-tem perature superconductors.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Due to their high criticaltem perature, sm allcoher-

encelength,and quasi-two-dim ensionalnature,thehigh-

tem peraturesuperconductors(HTSC)show am uch m ore

pronounced and therefore experim entally accessible ef-

fectoftherm odynam ic 
uctuationsin the criticalregion

ofthenorm al-superconducting transition.In general,an

enhancem ent ofthe conductivity,denoted paraconduc-

tivity,isobserved in HTSC aboveTc dueto thepresence

ofsuperconducting 
uctuations. O utside the criticalre-

gion,in the absence ofthe m agnetic �eld and for sm all

electric �elds, the paraconductivity can be explained

in term s ofthe Aslam azov-Larkin1 theory ofnoninter-

acting, G aussian 
uctuations. The initial expressions

for the paraconductivity have been extended for two-

dim ensional layered superconductors, a situation very

m uch resem blingthecrystalstructurein thecuprates,by

Lawrenceand Doniach.2 However,itwasshown thatthe


uctuation conductivity m ay becalculated in thelinear-

response approxim ation only forsu�ciently weak �elds,

when they do not perturb the 
uctuation spectrum .3

Reasonably high valuesofthe electric �eld E can accel-

eratethe
uctuating paired carriersto thedepairing cur-

rent,and thus,suppressthe lifetim e ofthe 
uctuations,

leading to deviation from O hm ’slaw.In connection with

the low-tem perature superconductors, the nonlinearity

has been studied theoretically for the isotropic case4,5

and alsoproven experim entally on thin alum inum �lm s.6

Theissueofthenon-ohm ic
uctuation conductivity fora

clean layered superconductorin an arbitraryelectric�eld

has been addressed by Varlam ov and Reggiani,7 start-

ing from a m icroscopic approach ofG or’kov8 for dirty

isotropic superconductors. Essentially the sam e depen-

denceontem peratureand electric�eld hasbeen recently9

derived,togetherwith generalizationsforthe caseofar-

bitrary dim ension,based on the analyticalderivation of

the velocity distribution resulting from the Boltzm ann

equation forthe 
uctuating Cooperpairs.

The above-m entioned theoriesdo notconsiderthe in-

teractionsbetween 
uctuations,so that
uctuationscan

be described by the G aussian approxim ation.Thus,the

quartic term in the G inzburg-Landau free energy is ne-

glected. This approxim ation is known to hold for tem -

perature values not too close to the m ean-�eld transi-

tion tem perature,but it breaksdown in the criticalre-

gion,since the nonlinear character ofthe TDG L equa-

tion cannot be neglected for high densities of 
uctua-

tion Cooper pairs. Several works10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18

have included the interaction between superconducting


uctuations in the criticaltransition region within dif-

ferent theoreticalapproaches. The sim plest and m ost

used oneistheHartreeapproxim ation which treatsself-

consistently the quartic term in the G inzburg-Landau

free-energy expansion. In this way expressions for the

speci�c heathave been derived forbulk10 and layered11

superconductorsunderm agnetic�eld,based on thefunc-

tional integral approach. In the fram e of the tim e-

dependentG inzburg-Landau (TDG L)theory,Ullah and

Dorsey13 com puted the Nernste�ect,the therm opower,

the longitudinaland the Hallconductivity in the linear-

response approxim ation fora layered superconductorin

a m agnetic �eld. Using the sam e relaxationaldynam -

ics of the TDG L approach,Dorsey14 provided expres-

sionsforthe 
uctuation conductivity in both ohm icand

non-ohm ic regim e,for isotropic superconductors ofar-

bitrary dim ensionality and in the absence of a m ag-

netic �eld. M ore recently18 the e�ects of critical su-

perconducting 
uctuations on the scaling ofthe linear

ac conductivity,�(!),ofa bulk superconductorslightly

above Tc in zero applied m agnetic �eld have been in-

vestigated based on the dynam ic renorm alization-group

m ethod applied to the relaxational TDG L m odel of

superconductivity, verifying explicitly the scaling hy-

pothesis �(!;�) proposed originally by Fisher, Fisher,

and Huse.12 The essential features of the scaling and

renorm alization-group m ethod has been also reviewed

recently by Larkin and Varlam ov.19 A m ore sophisti-

cated approach based on renorm alization procedureand

diagram m atic techniques has been developed for treat-

ing the non-G aussian superconducting 
uctuations by

Ikeda,O hm iand Tsuneto,15 and applied to the longi-

tudinalconductivity,the m agnetization16 and the Hall

conductivity17 in the linear-response approxim ation,for

a layered superconductorunderm agnetic�eld.

In thispaperweshalladdresstheproblem ofthenon-

ohm ic behaviorofthe non-G aussian 
uctuation conduc-

tivity fora layered superconductor,a topic that,to our

present knowledge,has not yet been treated in the lit-

erature. W hile the non-linear conductivity under ar-

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0306574v1
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bitrarily strong electric �eld was derived for a layered

system 7,9 for G aussian,noninteracting 
uctuations,the

e�ect ofthe critical,strongly interacting 
uctuation on

theohm icand non-ohm icconductivitywasinvestigated14

onlyforisotropicsystem sofarbitrarydim ensionality,but

not for the layered Lawrence-Doniach m odel. The lat-

ter,however,would be required for com parison to ex-

perim entaldata on,e.g.,YBa2Cu3O 6+ x. The paper is

organized asfollows. In Section IIthe TDG L equations

are deduced fora layered superconducting system ,with

the explicit consideration ofan arbitrarily strong elec-

tric�eld,oriented parallelto thelayers.The
uctuation

interaction term is also included in this m odel,within

the self-consistent Hartree approxim ation. Section III

presentsthe resulting equation solutions,obtained with

the aid ofthe G reen function technique (detailed in the

Appendix). By considering in detailthe necessary cor-

rection through theUV cut-o�procedure,expressionsfor

the
uctuation conductivity and theself-consistentequa-

tion fortherenorm alizedreduced tem peratureparam eter

are provided. Further,Section IV treatsthe lim itcases

ofthelinearresponseapproxim ation,theno-cut-o�lim it,

and also the isotropic 2D and 3D cases,recovering thus

results ofprevious theories. In Section V the applica-

tion ofthe m odelis illustrated by com paring the para-

conductivity obtained in thepresenttheory with thatin

the G aussian 
uctuation approxim ation for various ap-

plied electric �elds. A com parison between the 
uctua-

tion suppression e�ectsoftheelectricand m agnetic�elds

isalso illustrated. Finally,in Section VI,we sum m arize

the m ain conclusionsem erging from ouranalysis.

II. T D G L EQ U A T IO N FO R A R B IT R A R Y

ELEC T R IC FIELD

Forourpurpose,weshalladopttheTDG L fram ework,

and treatthe quartic term in the free-energy expansion

within the sim pleself-consistentHartreeapproxim ation.

Thestarting pointwillbetheLawrence-Doniach expres-

sion ofthe G inzburg-Landau (G L)free energy fora sys-

tem ofsuperconducting planes separated by a distance

s,with a Josephson coupling between the planes,in the

absenceofm agnetic �eld,

F =
X

n

Z

d
2
x

�

aj nj
2
+

~
2

2m
jr  nj

2

+
~
2

2m cs
2
j n �  n+ 1j

2
+
b

2
j nj

4

�

; (1)

where m and m c are e�ective Cooper pair m asses in

the ab-plane and along the c-axis,respectively. The G L

potentiala = a0" is param eterized by a0 = ~
2=2m �20

and " = ln(T=T0) � (T � T0)=T0, with T0 being the

m ean-�eld transition tem perature and �0 the in-plane

G L-coherencelength,extrapolated atT = 0.Thecritical

dynam icsofthe com plex superconducting orderparam -

eter n in then-th planewillbedescribed by thegauge-

invariantrelaxationaltim e-dependentG inzburg-Landau

equation

�
�1

0

�
@

@t
+ i

e0

~

’

�

 n = �
�F

� �
n

+ �n (x;t) ; (2)

where the pairelectric charge ise0 = 2e,and the order

param eterrelaxation rate�0,given by
20,21,22

�
�1

0 =
�~3

16m �20kB T
; (3)

isrelated to the life-tim e ofm etastable Cooperpairs9,19

�(B C S) � �~=16kB (T � T0) through the relation ��1
0

=

2a�(B C S). As it can be noticed, we de�ne the relax-

ation rate ��10 as depending on the actual tem pera-

ture T,while in m any other works,3,19,23 it is de�ned

asa function ofthe m ean-�eld criticaltem perature,T0.

O fcourse the di�erence isnegligible nearthe transition

point,but one m ust recallthatin the derivation ofthe

G L equationsfrom the BCS theory,21,24,25 the tem pera-

tureisusually approxim ated with the criticalone,while

thereduced tem peratureln(T=T0)isapproxim ated with

(T � T0)=T0.The sam ehappenswhile the TDG L equa-

tion isobtained fortem peraturesnearT0,asforinstance

in Refs.23and 26.In som em orerecentderivationsofthe

TDG L,22,27 however,theoriginalappearanceofthesepa-

ram etersispreserved,so thattheorderparam eterrelax-

ation rateiswritten asdepending on theactualtem per-

ature. In this m athem atically som ewhat stricter sense,

one could therefore write the life-tim e ofthe m etastable

Cooperpairsas�(B C S) = �~=16kB T ln(T=T0).

The Langevin forces�n (x;t)introduced in Eq. (2)in

order to m odelthe therm odynam ical
uctuations m ust

satisfy the 
uctuation-dissipation theorem , and ensure

that the system relaxes to the proper equilibrium dis-

tribution. This requirem ent is ful�lled ifthe Langevin

forces�n (x;t)arecorrelated by theG aussian white-noise

law

h�n (x;t)�
�
n0 (x

0
;t
0)i= 2�

�1

0 kB T�(x � x
0)�(t� t

0)
�nn0

s
;

(4)

where �(x � x
0)isthe 2-dim ensionaldelta-function con-

cerning thein-planecoordinates.Sinceweareinterested

in �nding theconductivity foran arbitrary electric�eld,

we cannotuse the linear-response approxim ation,so we

have to explicitly include the electric �eld in the m odel.

In orderto com pute the in-plane 
uctuation conductiv-

ity,we shallassum e the �eld E along the x-axis(where

x and y are the in-plane coordinates),generated by the

scalarpotential’ = � E x.In the chosen gauge,thecur-

rent density operator along the x direction in the n-th

planewillbe given by

j
(n)
x = �

ie0~

2m
[ �

n(x;t)@x n(x;t)�  n(x;t)@x 
�
n(x;t)];

(5)
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so thatafteraveraging with respectto the noise,

D

j
(n)
x

E

= �
ie0~

2m
(@x � @x0)h n (x;t) 

�
n (x

0
;t)i

�
�
�
�
x= x0

:

(6)

The tim e-dependentG L equation (2)writes

��10
@ n

@t
� i

e0�
�1

0 E x

~

 n �
~
2

2m
r
2
 n

+ a n +
~
2

2m cs
2
(2 n �  n+ 1 �  n�1 )

+ bj nj
2
 n = �n (x;t) : (7)

As already m entioned,the quartic term in the therm o-

dynam icalpotentialwillbe treated in the Hartree ap-

proxim ation,in the sam e sense as applied also in pre-

vious works,13,20,28 nam ely by replacing the cubic term

bj nj
2
 n in Eq. (7) with b

D

j nj
2
E

 n. In this way,

thenon-linearity isdecoupled,resulting in a linearprob-

lem with a m odi�ed (renorm alized) G L potentialea =

a+ b

D

j nj
2
E

,which im pliesarenorm alized reduced tem -

perature

e"= "+
b

a0

D

j nj
2
E

: (8)

The average

D

j nj
2
E

is to be determ ined,in principle,

self-consistently togetherwith the param etere".

In order to sim plify the following com putations, we

shall introduce the Fourier transform with respect to

thetwo in-planecoordinatesand thelayerindex,respec-

tively,through the relations:

 n(x;t) =

Z
d2k

(2�)2

Z �=s

��=s

dq

2�
 q(k;t)e

�ixk
e
�iqns

 q(k;t) =

Z

d
2
x

X

n

s n(x;t)e
ixk

e
iqns

; (9)

so thatEq.(7)becom es

�

��10
@

@t
�
e0�

�1

0 E

~

@

@kx
+
~
2
k
2

2m
+ ea (10)

+
~
2
2

m s2
(1� cosqs)

�

 q(k;t) = �q (k;t) :

W e have introduced the anisotropy param eter 
 =

�0c=�0 =
p
m =m c, with �0c the out-of-plane G L-

coherence length extrapolated at T = 0. The term

�q (k;t)in Eq.(10)istheFouriertransform accordingto

the rules(9)ofthe noise function �n (x;t). O ne can di-

rectlyverifythatthefollowingcorrelationfunction holds:



�q (k;t)�

�
q0 (k

0
;t
0)
�
= 2��10 kB T(2�)

3 (11)

� �(k � k
0)�(q� q

0)�(t� t
0):

Equation (10) m ay be solved using the G reen function

m ethod, as done also by Tucker and Halperin,29 and

Dorsey14 in orderto solve the relaxationalTDG L equa-

tion with a Langevin noiseforisotropicsuperconductors.

O urderivation di�ershoweverby the factthatitisap-

plied fora layered superconductor,and also through the

di�erently chosen potentialgauge.W e denote thuswith

R q(k;t;k
0
x;t

0)theG reen function fortheEq.(10),which

satis�es

�

��10
@

@t
�
e0�

�1
0 E

~

@

@kx
+
~
2k2x

2m
+ a1

�

R q(k;t;k
0
x;t

0)

= �(kx � k
0
x)�(t� t

0);(12)

wherewehaveintroduced the notation

a1 � ea+
~
2k2y

2m
+
~
2
2

m s2
(1� cosqs): (13)

Thus,the solution ofEq.(10)willthen be written

 q(k;t)=

Z

dt
0

Z

dk
0
x R q(k;t;k

0
x;t

0)�q (k
0
x;ky;t

0) :

(14)

The G reen function R q(k;t;k
0
x;t

0) is com puted in the

Appendix, and given by Eq. (A.7), so that the rela-

tion (14) for the Fourier transform ed order param eter

willwriteaccordingly

 q(k;t) = �0 exp

�
~�0

e0E

�
~
2k3x

6m
+ a1kx

��Z

dt
0
�(t� t

0) (15)

� exp

(

�
~�0

e0E

"
~
2
�
kx +

e0E

~

[t� t0]
�3

6m
+ a1

�

kx +
e0E

~

[t� t
0]

�#)

� �q

�

kx +
e0E

~

[t� t
0];ky;t

0

�

:
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O ne can notice that the solution (15) ful�lls causality, due to the retarded character of the G reen function

R q(k;t;k
0
x;t

0).Itcan be also sim pli�ed further,

 q(k;t) = �0

Z 1

0

d�exp

(

� �0

"

a1�+
�~2

2m

�

kx +
e0E �

2~

� 2

+
e20E

2

24m
�
3

#)

�q

�

kx +
e0E �

~

;ky;t� �

�

: (16)

Now,following (6),the currentdensity can be written as

D

j
(n)
x

E

= �
e0~

m
2�0kB T

Z
dkx

2�

Z
dky

2�

Z �=s

��=s

dq

2�
kx � (17)

�

Z 1

0

d� exp

(

� �0

"

2

 

ea+
~
2k2y

2m
+
~
2
2

m s2
[1� cosqs]

!

�+
�~2

m

�

kx +
e0E �

2~

� 2

+
e20E

2

12m
�
3

#)

;

while the averaged density of
uctuating Coooperpairswritesanalogously

D

j nj
2
E

= 2�0kB T

Z
dkx

2�

Z
dky

2�

Z �=s

��=s

dq

2�
(18)

�

Z 1

0

d� exp

(

� �0

"

2

 

ea+
~
2k2y

2m
+
~
2
2

m s2
[1� cosqs]

!

�+
�~2

m

�

kx +
e0E �

2~

� 2

+
e20E

2

12m
�
3

#)

;

wherewehavetaken into accounttheexpression (11)for

the Fourier transform ed noise correlation function,and

also replaced the notation a1 with itsvalue(13).

Before proceeding furtherand solvethe integralsover

m om entum variables in Eqs. (17) and (18), we m ust

recall the inherent ultraviolet (UV) divergence of the

G inzburg-Landau theory, which is not valid on length

scales less than the zero-tem perature coherence length

�0. The short wavelength 
uctuations break down the

\slow variation condition" forthesuperconducting order

param eter,a centralhypothesis ofthe G L approach.30

This di�culty can be solved by applying an UV cut-o�

tothe
uctuation spectrum ,aprocedureintroduced from

the beginning in the G L theory.31

III. SO LU T IO N S W IT H C O N SID ER A T IO N O F

T H E U V C U T -O FF

The classical4,28,32 procedure is to suppressthe short

wavelength 
uctuating m odes through the m om entum

cut-o� condition

k
2
< c�

�2
0 ; (19)

wherethedim ensionlesscut-o� factorciscloseto unity.

Also a totalenergy cut-o� was suggested,33,34,35 which

elim inates the m ost energetic 
uctuations and not only

thosewith shortwavelengths,

k
2 + �

�2 (")< c�
�2
0 : (20)

Heuristically, the adequacy of the total-energy cut-o�

can be justi�ed on the groundsofthe G aussian G L ap-

proach by taking into account that the probability of

each 
uctuating m ode is controlled by its totalenergy

~
2
k
2=2m + a0",and notonly by itsm om entum .

9,19 Very

recently36 itwassuggested thatthe physicalm eaning of

the \totalenergy" cut-o� follows from the uncertainty

principle, which im pose a lim it to the con�nem ent of

the superconducting wave function. Itm ustbe however

m entioned thatin thecritical
uctuation region,thetwo

cut-o� prescriptionsalm ostcoincide quantitatively,due

to the low reduced-tem perature value " with respectto

the factorc.

Forsim plicity,in thefollowing weshallapply thecut-

o� procedure in its classicalform (19) on the k-plane

m om entum integralsin Eqs.(17)and (18).Ifnecessary,

one can geteasily also the resultthatwould correspond

to the \totalenergy" cut-o� (20),by sim ply replacing

c! c� e".Although fortheLawrence-Doniachm odel,the

z-axis m om entum q also contributes to the 
uctuation

m odeenergy with theterm
�
~
2
2=m s2

�
(1� cosqs),the

inclusion ofa m om entum cut-o� in thisdirection isnot

necessary,sincethez-axisspectrum isalreadym odulated

through � �=s � q � �=s. O ne can thus perform the

integraloverq-m om entum in Eqs.(17)and (18)and get

Z �=s

��=s

dq

2�
exp

�

� 2�0�
~
2
2

m s2
(1� cosqs)

�

=
1

s
exp

�

�
2�0~

2
2�

m s2

�

I0

�
2�0~

2
2�

m s2

�

; (21)

where we used the identity I0(x)= (1=2�)
R�
��

ex cos�d�

forthe m odi�ed Besselfunction I0(x).

W eshallthereforeapply thecut-o� by perform ing the

m om entum integralfrom Eq.(17)fork2 < c�
�2
0 ,



5

Z

k2< c�
� 2

0

d2k

(2�)
2
kx exp

(

� 2�0�
~
2

2m

"

k
2
y +

�

kx +
e0E �

2~

� 2
#)

(22)

= e
�

� 0 e
2

0
E
2
�
3

4m

1

(2�)
2

Z p
c�

� 1

0

0

dkk
2
e
�

� � 0 ~
2
k
2

m

Z �

��

d’ cos’ e�
� 0 �

2
~ e0E k cos ’

m

= � e
�

� 0 e
2

0
E
2
�
3

4m

1

2�

�
m a0

~
2

�3=2
Z c

0

dw
p
2w e

�2�� 0a0w I1

�
�0�

2e0E

m

p
2m a0w

�

;

whereweintroduced thenew dim ensionlessvariablew =

~
2k2=2m a0 and used the�rstorderm odi�ed Besselfunc-

tion I1(x) = (1=2�)
R�
��

d’ cos’ ex cos’. The current

density (17)willwrite eventually,afterconsidering Eqs.

(21)and (22),and introducing the new integration vari-

ableu = 2a0�0�,

j(e";E )=
ekB T

�~s�0

Z 1

0

duI0

�
2
2�20

s2
u

�

e
�

�

e"+
2


2
�
2

0

s2

�

u

(23)

� e
�4

�
�e� 0E

16

p
3k

B
T

�
2

u
3

Z c

0

dw
p
we

�uw
I1

�
�e�0

8kB T
E u

2
p
w

�

;

where we have also expressed the param eters�0 and a0

with the aid ofthe in-planecoherencelength �0.

In orderto inferthe
uctuation conductivity �= j=E ,

weshallusethefactthatthefunction I1(x)consistsonly

ofodd argum entpowers,and satis�esnam elytheidentity

I1(x)= (x=2)[I0(x)� I2(x)],so thatwecan �nally write

the paraconductivity underthe form

�(e";E ) =
e2

16~s

Z 1

0

duI0

�
ru

2

�

u
2
e
� (e"+ r

2
)u�4

�
E

E 0

�
2

u
3

(24)

�

Z c

0

dw w e
�uw

�

I0

�

2
p
3
E

E 0

u
2
p
w

�

� I2

�

2
p
3
E

E 0

u
2
p
w

��

:

wherewehaveintroduced the notations

r=
4
2�20

s2
=

�
2�0c

s

� 2

and E 0 =
16
p
3kB T

�e�0
(25)

for the anisotropy param eter r, and the characteristic

electric �eld E 0, respectively. Relations (25) can be

expressed also as depending on m icroscopicalparam e-

ters,like the Ferm ivelocity vF and the electronic inter-

layerhopping energy J.By identifying thein-planeG L-

coherence length �0 from the m icroscopic derivation of

theG L equation in thetwo-dim ensionalcase,onehasin

the clean lim it19 �0 = (7�(3)=32)
1=2

~vF =�kB T0,which

im pliesforT � T0

E 0 = 64

s

6

7�(3)

k2B T
2
0

e~vF
and r=

7�(3)

8�2

J2

k2
B
T 2
0

; (26)

where we have also used in the sam e approxim ations

(clean lim it and T � T0), the expression for the

anisotropy param eter r from Ref. 37,as a function of

the interlayerelectron hopping energy J.

In an analogous m anner as presented above for the

current-density,one can apply the cut-o� procedure on

the m om entum integralin Eq.(18),and obtain

Z

k2< c�
� 2

0

d2k

(2�)
2
exp

(

� 2�0�
~
2

2m

"

k
2
y +

�

kx +
e0E �

2~

� 2
#)

(27)

= e
�

� 0e
2

0
E
2
�
3

4m

m a0

2�~2

Z c

0

dw e
�2�� 0a0w I0

�
�0�

2e0E

m

p
2m a0w

�

;

sothattheaverageddensityofCooperpairs(18)becom es

D

j n (x;t)j
2
E

=
m kB T

2�~2s

Z 1

0

duI0

�
ru

2

�

e
� (e"+ r

2
)u�4

�
E

E 0

�
2

u
3

Z c

0

dw e
�uw

I0

�

2
p
3
E

E 0

u
2
p
w

�

; (28)
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where we passed from � to the variable u,and used the notations(25). O ne can easily prove thatwithoutthe UV

cut-o� (i.e. for c ! 1 ),the expression would be divergent. Replacing c ! c� e" would in turn correspond to the

energy cut-o� underthe form (20).The self-consistentequation (8)forthe param etere" willwritetherefore:

e"= ln
T

T0
+ gT

Z 1

0

duI0

�
ru

2

�

e
� (e"+ r

2
)u�4

�
E

E 0

�
2

u
3

Z c

0

dw e
�uw

I0

�

2
p
3
E

E 0

u
2
p
w

�

; (29)

wherethe factor

g =
2�0�

2e2�20kB

�~2s
(30)

hasbeen com puted by takingintoaccounttheexpression

ofthequarticterm coe�cient30 b= �0�
2e20~

2=2m 2,with

�being the G inzburg-Landau param eter�= � 0=�0.

TheaboveEq.(24)fortheparaconductivity,together

with the self-consistent Eq. (29),both valid for an ar-

bitrary strong electric �eld and with the explicit inclu-

sion ofthe UV cut-o�,are the m ain results ofthis pa-

per. A short com m ent would be usefulregarding the

application ofthe cut-o� procedureto the k-integralsin

Eqs. (27) and (22). It could seem m ore appealing to

apply the cut-o� on the translated wave-vector m agni-

tude,such as k2y + [kx + (e0E �=2~)]
2
< c�

�2

0
,as it was

approxim ately done, although in a di�erent gauge,by

K ajim ura and M ikoshiba,38 while studying the paracon-

ductivityin arbitraryelectric�eld in thetwo-dim ensional

case.Thiswould certainly sim plify the calculationsand

consequently the factorsthatdepend on the cut-o� pa-

ram eterc,butwould notreally correspond to theactual

m eaning ofthe UV cut-o�,which is to assure the slow

variation condition forthe orderparam eterby elim inat-

ingtherapidlyoscillatingm odesin theFourierexpansion

(9). It can be seen for instance that when the dum m y

variable � grows towards 1 ,the com ponent kx would

have to approach � 1 in order to preserve the cut-o�

condition in the translated form . It can be m oreover

veri�ed thatthe \translated" cut-o� would notgive the

correctresultin the E = 0 lim it,nam ely the third term

in the Eq.(31)below would be m issing.

IV . LIM IT C A SES

A . Linear response lim it

Itisworth com paring to previousresultswhatbecom e

Eqs.(24)and (29)in thezero-�eld lim it,E = 0.Taking

into accountthatI0(0)= 1 and I2(0)= 0,and using the

integralform forthe m odi�ed Besselfunction I0 (ru=2),

oneobtainsforthe linearresponseconductivity

�(e")j
E = 0

=
e2

16~s

Z 1

0

du
�
1� e

�cu
� cue

�cu
�

� I0

�
r

2
u

�

exp

�

� e"u �
r

2
u

�

=
e2

16~s

"

1
p
e"(e"+ r)

�
1

p
(e"+ c)(e"+ c+ r)

�
c(c+ e"+ r=2)

[(c+ e"+ r)(c+ e")]
3=2

#

; (31)

which isthe Lawrence-Doniach2 form ula forthe
uctua-

tion conductivity ofa layered superconductor,with the

inclusion ofthe UV cut-o�.A form ally identicalexpres-

sion was also inferred by Carballeira etal.,35 for G aus-

sian 
uctuations (i.e. with e" = "),in order to �t the

HTSC paraconductivityin thehigh reduced-tem perature

region.

The integralin Eq. (29)can also be easily perform ed

in the lim itE = 0,and ityieldsthe relation

e"� ln
T

T0
=

2�0�
2e2�20kB T

�~2s

Z c

0

dx
p
(x + e")(x + e"+ r)

=
4�0�

2e2�20kB T

�~2s
ln

p
e"+ c+

p
e"+ c+ r

p
e"+

p
e"+ r

;(32)

that m atches the form ula found by M ishonov and

Penev,28 with the only di�erence that in Ref. 28 the

tem peratureT isapproxim ated with T0 in thelogarithm

prefactor. Itcan be easily veri�ed thatEq. (32)isalso

coincidentwith theanalogousequation found previously

byUllah and Dorsey13 (UD)fortherenorm alizedreduced

tem perature e"H ,ifone considersthe zero m agnetic �eld

lim itin theUD form ula.In thislim it,thesum overLan-

dau levels transform s,with the aid ofEuler-M acLaurin

sum m ation form ula,to theintegralfrom Eq.(32),ifone

takesalso into accountthatthe cut-o� used by UD cor-

respondswith c= 2.

W ehavethusshown thatfrom ourEqs.(24)and (29)

onecaninferin thelim itE ! 0thealreadyknownresults

for conductivity and renorm alized reduced tem perature

in the ohm icapproxim ation.

B . N o-cut-o� lim it

Thecut-o� procedureiscrucialforcalculating theav-

eraged 
uctuating Cooper pairs density,since Eq. (18)



7

yields a divergent �-integralwhen one perform s the k-

m om entum integralson the entirek-plane.

Theresult(24)fortheparaconductivity rem ainshow-

ever �nite even if one rem oves the cut-o� (i.e. for

c ! 1 ), although it willgive then a larger paracon-

ductivity than in the cut-o� case,especially for higher

reduced tem peratures (" � 0:1). Turning back to Eq.

(17)with thecut-o� rem oved,oneisallowed to translate

the integralvariable kx so that kx + (e0E �=2~) ! kx,

and afterperform ingthePoisson k-integrals,oneobtains

eventuallyforthe
uctuation in-planeconductivityin the

presenceofan arbitrary electric�eld E ,withoutconsid-

ering the UV cut-o�,the sim plerrelation

�(e";E )=
e2

16~s

Z 1

0

duI0

�
r

2
u

�

� e
�e"u� r

2
u�

�
E

E 0

�
2

u
3

:

(33)

The expression (33) is not new. In its form , it is

essentially sim ilar to the ones found by Varlam ov and

Reggiani7 and M ishonov etal.9 forthe caseofG aussian


uctuations,ifoneneglectsthedi�erencewhich consists

in the presence ofthe renorm alized param eter e" in Eq.

(33) instead ofthe reduced tem perature " = ln(T=T0).

It m ust be stated howeverthat Ref. 7,based on a m i-

croscopicalapproach,8 de�nesan out-of-planecoherence

length larger by a factor
p
2 than the com m only used

one.Nevertheless,itsresultcorrespondsto ourEq.(33)

when expressed through Eqs. (26) in the m icroscopical

param etersvF and J (the latterisdenoted in Ref.7 by

w).M ishonov etal.9 signalizedi�erencesin one oftheir

interm ediary resultswith respectto Refs. 8 and 7,but

they �nd thesam edependenceofthenon-ohm icconduc-

tivity on thereduced tem perature"and theelectric�eld

E ,by solving the Boltzm ann equation for the velocity

distribution ofthe 
uctuating Cooper pairs. Their for-

m ula di�ers m athem atically from Eq. (33) only by the

presenceoftwo extra-factorsbeforetheintegral,nam ely

theratio between a-and b-coherencelengths(sinceRef.

9 takesinto accountalso a generalin-plane anisotropy),

and the ratio T=T0,which in factcom esarti�cially only

ifone writesthe relaxation rate �0 with T0 instead ofT

(seethe com m entafterEq.3).

C . Isotropic lim it

Results analogous to Eqs. (24) and (29) for the

isotropictwodim ensional(2D)casecan beeasily derived

by sim ply taking thelim it�0c = 0 (orr! 0)and identi-

fying the interlayerdistance s with the �lm thicknessd.

W e willhavethus

�
(2D )(e";E ) =

e2

16~d

Z 1

0

duu
2
e
�e"u�4

�
E

E 0

�
2

u
3

Z c

0

dw w e
�uw

�

I0

�

2
p
3
E

E 0

u
2
p
w

�

� I2

�

2
p
3
E

E 0

u
2
p
w

��

; (34)

e"� ln
T

T0
=

2�0�
2e2�20kB T

�~2d

Z 1

0

due
�e"u�4

�
E

E 0

�
2

u
3

Z c

0

dw e
�uw

I0

�

2
p
3
E

E 0

u
2
p
w

�

: (35)

Equations(34)and (35)di�erfrom the analogousre-

sultsofRef.38,becausethereonly an approxim ateform

ofthe cut-o� procedurewasapplied,aswe havealready

m entioned atthe end ofSection III.

Ifone neglectsthe cut-o� (c! 1 ),Eq.(35)becom es

divergent,while Eq. (34) takes the already known5,9,14

form

�
(2D )

N oC ut
(e";E )=

e2

16~d

Z 1

0

due
�e"u�

�
E

E 0

�
2

u
3

; (36)

with the speci�cation thatin Eq.(36)the renorm alized

param eter e" ispresent,instead ofthe reduced tem pera-

ture".

If,on thecontrary,onepreservesthecut-o� buttakes

the linear response lim it E ! 0, Eqs. (34) and (35)

becom e

�
(2D )(e")

�
�
�
E = 0

=
e2

16~d

�
1

e"
�

1

e"+ c
�

c

(c+ e")2

�

;(37)

e"� ln
T

T0
=

2�0�
2e2�20kB T

�~2d
ln
e"+ c

e"
: (38)

A form ally identicalexpression to Eq. (37) is also to

be found in Ref. 35 forG aussian 
uctuations(i.e. with

e" = "), while Eq. (38) is im plicitly contained in the

resultsofRef.28.

Results for the isotropic three-dim ensional(3D) case

cannot be obtained by just im posing the 3D condition

s ! 0 (or r ! 1 ) to Eqs. (24) and (29), because

these equationswerecalculated by assum ing thata cut-

o� in the z direction isnotnecessary forlayered super-

conductors. However,in the 3D case,a cut-o� for the

kz-m om entum isasnecessary asforthe kx and ky com -

ponents.Thecalculationscan beperform ed accordingto

the sam e schem e asforthe layered case,and the results

arepresented hereforcom pleteness:
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�
(3D )(e";E ) =

e2

8�~�0

Z 1

0

duu
2
e
�e"u�4

�
E

E 0

�
2

u
3

(39)

�

Z c

0

dw w
3=2

e
�uw

2

6
4

cosh

�

2
p
3 E

E 0

u2
p
w

�

�

2
p
3 E

E 0

u2
p
w

�2 �

sinh

�

2
p
3 E

E 0

u2
p
w

�

�

2
p
3 E

E 0

u2
p
w

�3

3

7
5 ;

e"� ln
T

T0
=

2�0�
2e2�0kB T

�2~2

Z 1

0

due
�e"u�4

�
E

E 0

�
2

u
3

Z c

0

dw w
1=2

e
�uw

sinh

�

2
p
3 E

E 0

u2
p
w

�

2
p
3 E

E 0

u2
p
w

: (40)

Sim ilarly to the 2D case, if one neglects the cut-o�

(c! 1 ),the r.h.sterm in Eq. (40)becom esdivergent,

while Eq.(39)takesthe expression

�
(3D )

N oC ut
(e";E )=

e2

32
p
�~�0

Z 1

0

du
1
p
u
e
�e"u�

�
E

E 0

�
2

u
3

;

(41)

already known5,9,14 for G aussian 
uctuations (i.e. with

e"= ").

In thelinearresponselim it(E ! 0)butwith thecut-

o� preserved,Eqs.(39)and (40)becom e

�
(3D )(e")

�
�
�
E = 0

=
e2

48�~�0
(42)

�

2

4
3arctan

�p
c=e"

�

p
e"

�
3e"
p
c

(e"+ c)2
�

5c3=2

(e"+ c)2

3

5 ;

e"� ln
T

T0
=

4�0�
2e2�0kB T

�2~2

�
p
c�

p
e" arctan

�r
c

e"

��

:(43)

Equation (42) m atches thus form ally the expression

found35 forG aussian 
uctuations(e"= ").

V . R ESU LT S O F T H E M O D EL

Therenorm alizationprocedurerequiredforourpresent

results consists thus in using the reduced tem perature

param eter e",renorm alized by solving Eq. (29),in the

conductivity expression (24). Thisprocedure causesthe

criticaltem peratureto shifttowardslowertem peratures.

In analogy with the G aussian 
uctuation case,we shall

adoptasde�nition forthecriticaltem peratureTc(E )the

vanishing ofthe reduced tem perature,e" = 0. Thus,in

theabsenceoftheelectric�eld wecan useEq.(32)taken

atT = Tc(0)and e"= 0,so thatonegets

T0 = Tc(0)

�r
c

r
+

r

1+
c

r

� 2gTc(0)

: (44)

In practice,one knows the actualcriticaltem perature

Tc(0)� Tc0 m easured atvery low electrical�eld,so that

Eq. (44)allowsto estim ate the bare m ean-�eld charac-

teristictem peratureT0.Then,having theparam eterT0,

one can use Eqs. (29) for any tem perature T and �eld

E in orderto �nd the actualrenorm alized e"(T;E ),and

furtherthe conductivity �(T;E ).

In orderto illustrate the m ain featuresofthe Hartree

approxim ation forthecritical
uctuation m odel,weshall

take as exam ple a com m on m aterial,like the optim ally

doped YBa2Cu3O 6+ x. Typicalvaluesforthe character-

isticparam etersarethen:s= 1:17 nm fortheinterlayer

distance,�0 = 1:2 nm and �0c = 0:14 nm for the zero-

tem perature in-plane and,respectively,out-of-plane co-

herencelengths,�= 70fortheG inzburg-Landau param -

eter and Tc0 = 92 K for the criticaltem perature under

very sm allelectric �eld. W e also choose forconvenience

a lineartem perature extrapolation forthe norm alstate

resistivity which vanishes at T = 0,and has a typical

value�N = 84�
cm atT = 200 K .

In Figure 1 the results ofthe Hartree approxim ation

forthecritical
uctuationsarecom pared to theonesob-

tained from the G aussian 
uctuation theory. The zero-

�eld criticaltem perature Tc0 in the Hartree m odelwas

considered identicalto the m ean-�eld criticaltem pera-

ture T
(G )

0
in the G aussian approxim ation, in order to

havethezero-�eld transition atthesam etem peraturein

both theories. This identi�cation causes the m ean-�eld

transition tem perature T0 in the Hartree m odelto shift

upwardswith respectto Tc0.Forourchosen param eters

thisshiftwasfound to be

T0 � Tc0 = 5:733K ; (45)

while taking a cut-o� param eter c = 1. The di�erence

between the two tem peraturesdependson choice ofthe

cut-o� param eter,nam ely itincreaseswith the c value,

and becom es divergent for no cut-o� (T0=Tc0 ! 1 for

c! 1 ).Itcan benoticed in Figure1thatthecurvesob-

tained in the Hartree approxim ation are lesssteep than

thosein theG aussianone,andshow asigni�cantlybroad-

ened transition region in the presence ofstrong applied

electric �elds. In addition, we �nd that the paracon-

ductivity in the renorm alized m odelism ore sensitive to

the electric �eld,showing a m ore pronounced suppres-

sion ofthe 
uctuations at high �elds in the lower part

ofthe transition. However,above the zero-�eld transi-

tion tem perature, the paraconductivity in the Hartree

m odelisalwayshigherthan theonein theG aussian ap-
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FIG .1: Resistivity in the G aussian theory (dotted curves)

and in theHartree approxim ation fortheinteracting 
uctua-

tions(solid curves),fordi�erentvaluesoftheapplied electric

�eld.Thefollowing param eterswereused:interlayerdistance

s = 1:17 nm ;zero-tem perature in-plane and out-of-plane co-

herencelengths,�0 = 1:2 nm and �0c = 0:14 nm ,respectively;

G inzburg-Landau param eter � = 70;zero-�eld criticaltem -

perature Tc0 = 92 K .The UV cut-o� param eter c = 1 was

used. The arrow indicates the increasing electric �eld direc-

tion. The inset illustrates the criticaltem perature shift in-

troduced by the Hartree m odelifthe m ean-�eld transition

tem peratureT0 werekeptidenticalwith theonein theG aus-

sian approach T
(G )

0
.

proxim ation,due essentially to the criticaltem perature

rede�nition from T0 to Tc0.Ifone preserved instead the

sam e m ean-�eld transition tem perature T0 = T
(G )

0 asin

theG aussian approxim ation,onecould then visualizethe

criticaltem perature shiftintroduced by the Hartree ap-

proach,as shown in the inset ofFig. 1. Equation (44)

would give then Tc0 = 86:894K ,and the paraconductiv-

ity would be alwayslowerthan the one in the G aussian

approxim ation.

Forillustration,wealso givein Figure2 a com parison

between the resultsofourm odel,applicable forlayered

superconductorsin arbitraryelectric�eldsin theabsence

of m agnetic �eld, and the ones of the com plem entary

m odelofUllah and Dorsey,13 which treats in the sam e

Hartreeapproxim ation thecaseofan arbitrary m agnetic

�eld in the linearresponse (zero electric �eld)lim it. As

one can easily notice,the sam e wellknown \fan shape"

transition broadening,encountered when am agnetic�eld

is applied,can be also predicted for the presence ofa

su�ciently strong electric�eld.W earguethusthathigh

electric �elds can be used to suppress order param eter


uctuationsin HTSC ase�ectively asa m agnetic�eld.

This com parison between the 
uctuation suppression

e�ectsoftheelectricand m agnetic�eld could givealso a

roughestim ation on how broad thevaliditydom ain ofour

m odelcould be.Itisknown forinstance thatthe renor-

m alized 
uctuation m odel15 forlayered superconductors
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FIG .2: Com parison between the transition broadening ef-

fect ofthe electric (solid lines) and m agnetic (dotted lines)

�eld,respectively,according to the renorm alized Hartree ap-

proxim ation. The sam e param eters as in Fig. 1 were used.

Them agnetic�eld e�ectwascalculated in thelinearresponse

(zero electric �eld)lim it,according to the UD m odel.
13

The

UV cut-o� param eter c = 1 in our m odelcorresponds with

lim itingthesum on theLandau levelsattheindex 1=2h in the

UD m odel(h = 2��
2
0B =� 0 being thereduced m agnetic�eld).

Thearrow indicatestheincreasing electricand m agnetic�eld

direction.

can successfully �t the resistivity curves ofYBCO and

BSCCO single crystals in m agnetic �elds up to about

10 T,in a tem perature rangethatcoversapproxim ately

thetwo superiorthirdsofthetransition region.Thisex-

tends from a few K in lower�elds,up to m ore than 10

K in higher �elds,m easured down from the resistivity

onsetpointin zero �eld.15 Thelowestthird ofthetransi-

tion,where,experim entally,theresistivity slopebecom es

steeper,is instead a�ected by 
ux pinning e�ects and

does not �t into the G L theory. W e can therefore as-

sum e,based on thesim ilaritiesillustrated in Fig.2,that

also in high electric �elds,the renorm alized 
uctuation

m odelbased on the TDG L approach m ay have its va-

lidity in a tem perature rangeatleastasbroad asin the

case when a m agnetic �eld isapplied. Since underhigh

electric �elds(and consequently,high currentdensities),

the pinning ofthe self-�eld 
ux linesisovercom eby the

high Lorentzforce,wecan expectthatthevalidity ofthe

presented m odelm ight extend for even lower tem pera-

tures.

In a few previous papers,39,40 the non-ohm ic 
uctu-

ation conductivity in high electric �elds was reported

to be experim entally proven, by confronting the m ea-

sured paraconductivity to the scaling lawspredicted by

G aussian 
uctuation m odels.4,7 However,the broaden-

ing ofthe tem perature dependence ofthe resistive tran-

sition with respect to the increasing electric �eld,and

the breaking ofthe m ean-�eld (G aussian)theory in the

im m ediate vicinity ofTc,signalized by Ref. 39,indicate

that a renorm alized (non-G aussian) 
uctuation m odel,

as the one presented in this paper,m ight be m ore ap-
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propriate. From the experim entalviewpoint,applying

electric �eldsofa few hundredsV/cm on cupratesm ay

howeverbe notan easy task,since the dissipated power

density would attain levelsoftheorderofG W cm
�3
.O n

theonehand,high electric�eldsarenecessaryin orderto

putintoevidencethenon-ohm ic
uctuation conductivity,

while,on the otherhand,they produce high dissipation

and can increasethesam pletem peratureatvalueswhere

thenonlinearity isno longerdiscernable.In thisconnec-

tion,using shortcurrentpulsesathigh currentdensities

(a few M Acm
�2
),seem sto bea betteralternativeto the

dc and acm easurem ents.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N S

In sum m ary,wehavetreated in thispaperthecritical


uctuation conductivity fora layered superconductorin

zero m agnetic �eld, in the fram e ofthe self-consistent

Hartree approxim ation, for an arbitrary electric �eld

m agnitude.Them ain resultsofourwork aretheform u-

lae(24)forthe
uctuation conductivity,and (29)forthe

renorm alized reduced-tem perature param eter. In both

equationstheUV cut-o� oftheG inzburg-Landau m odel

was explicitly considered. In the linear-response lim it

(E ! 0),the corresponding expressions Eqs. (31) and

(32) reduce to the previous results ofexisting theories.

Q ualitatively,thetem peraturecharacteristicsatdi�erent

electrical�eldsin theHartreeapproxim ation turn outto

belesssteep than thosein theG aussian one,they show a

m orepronounced suppression ofthe
uctuationsathigh

�elds in the lower part ofthe transition,and a higher

paraconductivity above the zero-�eld transition tem per-

ature than the G aussian 
uctuation m odel. Allthese

featuresarequantitatively im portantforcom m only used

HTSC,so thatexperim entalinvestigationscould beable

to discern easily between the applicability ofthism odel

in com petition with theG aussian 
uctuation approxim a-

tion.
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A P P EN D IX :G R EEN FU N C T IO N FO R T H E

T D G L EQ U A T IO N

Equation (12) can be solved easier for the Fourier

transform ofthe G reen function with respect to tim e,

R q(k;!;k
0
x;t

0)=

Z

dtR q(k;t;k
0
x;t

0)ei!(t�t
0
)
; (A.1)

which satis�esthe equation

�

� i!��10 �
e0�

�1
0 E

~

@

@kx
+
~
2k2x

2m
+ a1

�

R q(k;!;k
0
x;t

0)= �(kx � k
0
x): (A.2)

O ne�ndsforthe di�erentialEq.(A.2)the solution

R q(k;!;k
0
x;t

0) = A q(k;!;k
0
x;t

0)� exp

�
~�0

e0E

�
~
2k3x

6m
+
�
a1 � i!�

�1

0

�
kx

��

; (A.3)

wherethe derivativeofthe coe�cientA q(k;!;k
0
x;t

0)m ustsatisfy

@A q

@kx
(k;!;k0x;t

0) = �
~�0

e0E
exp

�

�
~�0

e0E

�
~
2k3x

6m
+
�
a1 � i!�

�1

0

�
kx

��

�(kx � k
0
x)

= �
~�0

e0E
exp

�

�
~�0

e0E

�
~
2k03x

6m
+
�
a1 � i!��1

0

�
k
0
x

��

�(kx � k
0
x): (A.4)

The solution forthe coe�cientA q(k;!;k
0
x;t

0),which rem ainsnondivergentwhen k0x ! � 1 ,is

A q(k;!;k
0
x)=

~�0

e0E
�(k0x � kx)exp

�

�
~�0

e0E

�
~k03x

6m
+
�
a1 � i!��10

�
k
0
x

��

(A.5)

where�(k0x � kx)isthe Heavysidestep function,so thatthe Fouriertransform ofthe G reen function willbe

R q(k;!;k
0
x;t

0)=
~�0

e0E
�(k0x � kx)� exp

(

~�0

e0E

"
~
2
�
k3x � k03x

�

6m
+
�
a1 � i!��1

0

�
(kx � k

0
x)

#)

(A.6)
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Now wecan apply the inverseFouriertransform to regain the G reen function depending on tim e t,and obtain

R q(k;t;k
0
x;t

0)=

Z
d!

2�
R q(k;!;k

0
x;t

0)e�i!(t�t
0
) (A.7)

=
~�0

e0E
�(k0x � kx)exp

(

~�0

e0E

"
~
2
�
k3x � k03x

�

6m
+ a1 (kx � k

0
x)

#)

�

Z
d!

2�
exp

�

� i!

�

t� t
0+

~

e0E
(kx � k

0
x)

��

=
~�0

e0E
�(k0x � kx)exp

(

~�0

e0E

"
~
2
�
k3x � k03x

�

6m
+ a1 (kx � k

0
x)

#)

�

�

t� t
0+

~

e0E
[kx � k

0
x]

�

:

The form (A.5) for the coe�cient A q(k;!;k
0
x), and

nam ely thepresenceoftheHeavysidefunction �(k0x � kx)

assures that the G reen function R q(k;!;k
0
x;t

0) in Eq.

(A.6) doesn’t diverge, and provides also the retarded

characterin Eq.(A.7),i.e.R q(k;t;k
0
x;t

0)= 0 fort< t0.
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