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C ritical wuctuation conductivity in layered superconductors in strong electric eld

I. Pujcal] and W . Lang
Institut fur M aterialphysik der Universitat W ien, Bolzm anngasse 5, A-1090 W ien, Austria

T he paraconductivity, originating from critical superconducting orderparam eter uctuations in
the vicinity of the critical tem perature n a layered superconductor is calculated In the fram e of
the selfconsistent H artree approxin ation, for an arbitrarily strong electric eld and zero m agnetic

eld. The paraconductivity diverges less steep towards the critical tem perature in the H artree
approxim ation than in the G aussian one and it shows a distinctly enhanced variation wih the
electric eld. O ur resuls indicate that high electric elds can be e ectively used to suppress order—
param eter uctuations in high-tem perature superconductors.

I. NTRODUCTION

D ue to their high critical tem perature, sm all coher—
ence length, and quasitw o-din ensionalnature, the high—
tem perature superconductors H T SC) show amuch m ore
pronounced and therefore experin entally accessble ef-
fect of them odynam ic uctuations in the critical region
of the nom alsuperconducting transiion. In general, an
enhancem ent of the conductiviy, denoted paraconduc—
tivity, isobserved in HT SC above T, due to the presence
of superconducting uctuations. O utside the critical re—
gion, in the absence of the m agnetic eld and for small
electric elds, the paraconductivity can be explained
in tem s of the A slam azov-Larkin? theory of noninter—
acting, Gaussian uctuations. The iniial expressions
for the paraconductivity have been extended for two—
din ensional layered superconductors, a situation very
m uch resem bling the crystalstructure in the cuprates, by
Law rence and D oniach 2 H owever, it was shown that the

uctuation conductivity m ay be calculated In the linear-
regponse approxin ation only for su ciently weak elds,
when they do not perturb the uctuation spectrum 3
Reasonably high values of the electric eld E can accel-
erate the uctuating paired carriers to the depairing cur-
rent, and thus, suppress the lifetin e of the uctuations,
Jleading to deviation from O hm ’s law . In connection w ith
the low -tem perature superconductors, the nonlinearity
has been studied theoretically for the isotropic case?
and also proven experin entally on thin alum fnum  In s:8
T he issue ofthe non-ohm ic uctuation conductiviy fora
clean layered superconductor In an arbirary electric eld
has been addressed by Varlam ov and Reggiani, start—
ing from a m icroscopic approach of G orkov for dirty
isotropic superconductors. E ssentially the sam e depen—
dence on tem perature and electric eld hasbeen recently?
derived, together w ith generalizations for the case of ar-
bitrary dim ension, based on the analytical derivation of
the velocity distribution resulting from the Bolzm ann
equation for the uctuating Cooper pairs.

T he above-m entioned theories do not consider the in-
teractions between uctuations, so that uctuations can
be described by the G aussian approxim ation. T hus, the
quartic term in the G inZburg-Landau free energy is ne—
glected. This approxin ation is known to hold for tem -
perature valies not too close to the m ean— eld transi-

tion tem perature, but i breaks down in the critical re—
gion, since the nonlinear character of the TDGL equa—
tion cannot be neglected for high densities of uctua—
tion Cooper pairs. Several workst0dld2:13:141516,17.18
have included the interaction between superconducting

uctuations in the critical transition region within dif-
ferent theoretical approaches. The sinplest and m ost
used one is the H artree approxin ation which treats self-
consistently the quartic term in the G nzburg-Landau
freeenergy expansion. In this way expressions for the
speci ¢ heat have been derived fr buki® and layeredil
superconductorsunderm agnetic eld, based on the finc-
tional Integral approach. In the frame of the tine-
dependent G inzburg-Landau (ITDGL) theory, Ullah and
D orsey®3 com puted the Nemst e ect, the them opower,
the longiudinaland the Hall conductivity in the linear—
response approxin ation for a layered superconductor in
a magnetic eld. Using the sam e relaxational dynam —
ics of the TDGL approach, D orseyt? provided expres—
sions for the uctuation conductivity in both ohm ic and
non-ohm ic regin e, for isotropic superconductors of ar-
birary dim ensionality and in the absence of a mag-—
netic eld. M ore recently*® the e ects of critical su—
perconducting uctuations on the scaling of the linear
ac conductiviy, (!), ofa buk superconductor slightly
above T, In zero applied m agnetic eld have been in—
vestigated based on the dynam ic renom alization-group
method applied to the relaxational TDGL model of
superconductivity, verifying explicitly the scaling hy-
pothesis (!; ) proposed originally by F isher, F isher,
and Hused? The essential features of the scaling and
renom alization-group m ethod has been also reviewed
recently by Larki and Varlam ovd? A more sophisti-
cated approach based on renom alization procedure and
diagram m atic techniques has been developed for treat—
Ing the non-G aussian superconducting uctuations by
Tkeda, Ohm i and T suneto/2 and applied to the longi-
tudinal conductivity, the m agnetization'® and the Hall
conductiviy?? in the linearresponse approxin ation, for
a layered superconductor under m agnetic eld.

In thispaperwe shall address the problem ofthe non—
ohm ic behavior of the non-G aussian uctuation conduc—
tivity for a layered superconductor, a topic that, to our
present know ledge, has not yet been treated in the li—
erature. W hile the non-lnear conductivity under ar-
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birarily strong electric eld was derived for a layered
systemZ2 for G aussian, noninteracting uctuations, the
e ect of the critical, strongly interacting uctuation on
the ohm ic and non-chm ic conductivity w as investigated:?
only for isotropic system sofarbitrary din ensionality, but
not for the layered Law renceD oniach m odel. The lat—
ter, however, would be required for com parison to ex—
perin ental data on, eg., YBa,CuszO g4 x . The paper is
organized as Hllows. Tn Section [ the TD G L equations
are deduced for a layered superconducting system , w ith
the explicit consideration of an arbitrarily strong elec—
tric eld, oriented parallelto the layers. The uctuation
Interaction temm is also inclided in this m odel, w ithin
the selfconsistent Hartree approxim ation. Section
presents the resulting equation solutions, obtained w ith
the aid of the G reen function technique (detailed In the
Appendix). By considering in detail the necessary cor-
rection through the UV cut-o procedure, expressions for
the uctuation conductivity and the selfconsistent equa—
tion forthe renom alized reduced tem perature param eter
are provided. Further, Section [[M] treats the lim it cases
ofthe linear response approxin ation, the no-cut-o Il i,
and also the isotropic 2D and 3D cases, recovering thus
results of previous theories. In Section K] the applica—
tion of the m odel is illustrated by com paring the para—
conductivity obtained In the present theory w ith that n
the Gaussian uctuation approxin ation for various ap-—
plied electric elds. A com parison between the uctua—
tion suppression e ectsofthe electric and m agnetic elds
is also illustrated. Finally, in Section /1, we summ arize
the m ain conclusions em erging from our analysis.

II. TDGL EQUATION FOR ARBITRARY
ELECTRIC FIELD

Forourpurpose, we shalladopt the TD G L fram ew ork,
and treat the quartic term iIn the freeenergy expansion
w ithin the sin ple self-consistent H artree approxin ation.
T he starting point w illbe the Law renceD oniach expres—
sion ofthe G nzburg-Landau G L) free energy fora sys—
tem of superconducting planes separated by a distance
s, with a Josephson coupling between the planes, in the
absence ofm agnetic eld,
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where m and m . are e ective Cooper pair m asses in
the abplane and along the caxis, regpectively. The GL
potential a = ay" is param eterized by ag = ~*=2m 2
and " = ]Il(T=T0) (T To) =Ty, w ith To beJng the
mean- eld transition tem perature and ( the inplane
G L-coherence length, extrapolated at T = 0. T he critical
dynam ics of the com plex superconducting order param —
eter , In then-th plne w illbe describbed by the gauge—

Invariant relaxational tin edependent G Inzburg-Landau
equation
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w here the pair electric charge is ¢y = 2e, and the order
param eter relaxation rate g, given by2221:22
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is related to the lifetin e of m etastable C ooper pairs?2?

BCS) ~=16kg (T To) through the relation ,' =
A s it can be noticed, we de ne the relax-—
ation rate 01 as depending on the actual tem pera-—
ture T, while n many other works22223 it is de ned
as a function of the m ean— eld critical tem perature, Ty .
O f course the di erence is negligble near the transition
point, but one must recall that in the derivation of the
G L equations from the BCS theory2422 the tem pera-
ture is usually approxin ated w ith the critical one, whilke
the reduced tem perature In (T=T() is approxin ated w ith
(T Ty)=Tp.The sam e happenswhilk the TDGL equa—
tion is obtained for tem peraturesnear Ty, as or nstance
In Refs. 123 and|26. Tn som em ore recent derivationsofthe
TD G L 227 how ever, the originalappearance ofthese pa—
ram eters is preserved, so that the order param eter relax—
ation rate is w ritten as depending on the actual tem per—
ature. In this m athem atically som ew hat stricter sense,
one could therefore w rite the lifetin e of the m etastable
Cooperpairsas ®CS) = ~=16kg T Ih (T=T,).

The Langevin Proes , (x;t) ntroduced in Eq. ) in
order to m odel the them odynam ical uctuations must
satisfy the uctuation-dissipation theorem , and ensure
that the system relaxes to the proper equilbrium dis—
trbution. This requirem ent is fi1l lled if the Langevin
forces , x;t) are correlated by the G aussian whienoise
law
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where & x9 isthe 2-din ensional delra—fiinction con—
ceming the In-plane coordinates. Since we are interested
In nding the conductivity for an arbirary electric eld,
we cannot use the linearresponse approxin ation, so we
have to explicitly include the electric eld in the m odel.
In order to com pute the inplane uctuation conductiv—
iy, we shallassum e the eld E along the x-axis Wwhere
x and y are the In-plane coordiates), generated by the
scalarpotential’ = E x. In the chosen gauge, the cur-
rent density operator along the x direction in the n-th
plane w ill be given by
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so that after averaging w ith respect to the noise,

D E g~
3 = S @ Goha &Y (x°;t>ix=x0

(6)

T he tin edependent G L equation [) writes
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A s already m entioned, the quartic term in the them o-
dynam ical potential w ill be treated In the Hartree ap-—
proxin ation, in the sam e sense as applied also n pre—
vious works*32%2% nam ely bypreplaging the cubic term
bj,f » nEq. ) withb j,.5 ..
the non-lineariy is decoupled, resulting in a linear prob—
Jem Bjth ag odi ed (renom alized) GL potentiale =
atb j njz , which in plies a renom alized reduced tem —
perature

In this way,

W e have jnﬁ;]:oduoed the anisotropy param eter =
0c=o0 = m=m., wih o the outofplane GL-
coherence length extrapolated at T = 0. The tem
¢ k;t) n Eq. [0) isthe Fourier transform according to
the rules [@) of the noise fiinction , (x;t). One can di-
rectly verify that the follow ing correlation fiinction holds:
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Equation [[0) may be solved using the G reen fiinction
m ethod, as done also by Tucker and Halperin?? and
D orseyt? I order to solve the relaxational TD G L equa—
tion w ith a Langevin noise for isotropic superconductors.
O ur derivation di ers however by the fact that it is ap—
plied for a Jayered superconductor, and also through the
di erently chosen potential gauge. W e denote thus w ith
Rq k;t;k? ;% the G reen function frthe Eq. [[0), which
satis es
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The average j n32 is to be determ ined, in principle,
self-consistently together w ith the param eter &. where we have introduced the notation
In oxder to sim plify the follow ing com putations, we
shall introduce the Fourder transform wih respect to
the two I-plane coordinates and the layer index, respec— ~RZ 22 " ) w3)
. S a, e+ + cosgs) :
tively, through the relations: 1 om m =2 Q
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One can notice that the solution [[@) fiil 1Is causality, due to the retarded character of the G reen finction

Rq k;it;k2;t%) . I can be also sin pli ed further,
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Now , ©llow .ng [[), the current density can be w ritten as
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w hile the averaged density of uctuating C oooper pairs w rites analogously
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w here w e have taken into account the expression [[l) for
the Fourder transform ed noise correlation function, and
also replaced the notation a; with its value [3).

B efore proceeding further and solve the integrals over
mom entum variables in Egs. [@) and [A), we must
recall the Inherent ultraviolt (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" for the superconducting order
param eter, a central hypothesis of the GL approach °
This di culy can be solved by applying an UV cuto
to the uctuation spectrum , a procedure introduced from
the begihning in the G L theory3!

ITII. SOLUTIONS W ITH CONSIDERATION OF

THE UV CUT-OFF

T he classica2832 procedure is to suppress the short
wavelength uctuating m odes through the m om entum
cuto condition

kK2< c 2 ; (19)
w here the dim ensionless cut-o factor ¢ is close to unity.
Also a total energy cuto  was suggested, 233435 which
elin nates the m ost energetic uctuations and not only
those w ith short wavelengths,
K2+ 2 (M< e, (0)
Heuristically, the adequacy of the totalenergy cuto
can be justi ed on the grounds of the G aussian GL ap—
proach by taking into acocount that the probabiliy of
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each uctuating m ode is controlled by is total energy
~2k2=2m + ay", and not only by itsm om entum 242 Very
recently3® it was suggested that the physicalm eaning of
the \total energy" cuto fllows from the uncertainty
principle, which Inpose a Im i to the con nem ent of
the superconducting wave fiinction. It m ust be however
m entioned that in the critical uctuation region, the two
cut-o prescriptions aln ost coincide quantitatively, due
to the Iow reduced-tem perature value " with respect to
the factor c.

For sin plicity, In the follow ing we shallapply the cut—
o0 procedure in is classical form (Id) on the k-plane
mom entum integrals n Egs. [[) and [M8). If necessary,
one can get easily also the resul that would correspond
to the \total energy" cut-o {20), by sinply replacing
c! c &.Although forthe Law renceD oniach m odel, the
z-axis m om entum ¢ also contrbutes to the uctuation
mode energy w ith theterm ~? 2=m s (I cosgs), the
Inclusion ofa mom entum cut-o in this direction is not
necessary, since the z-axis spectrum is already m odulated
through =s q =s. One can thus perform the
integral over g-m om entum in Egs. [[A) and [[8) and get

Z =s dq 2 2
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where we used the dentity I x) = (1=2 ) e* s g
for the m odi ed Bessel function Iy (X).

W e shall therefore apply the cut-o by perform ing the
m om entum integral from Eq. [) frk? < c,*,



( ALl 2#)
K 20 o e s ZE @2)
(2 )2 x €XP 0 2 ky X o
k2<c
P -
pele? 3 1 Z 01 5 0~2k2 Z 0 %~egE kcos’
=e 4m > dkk“e m d’ cos’ e m
2)" o
3822 1 may 32 °© — 2qE P
= e & — 0 aw 2we? o1 L 7 omaw
2 ~2 0 m
w here we Introduced the new din ensionlessvariablew = w here we have also expressed the param eters ( and ag
~2k?=2m a, and used the rstorderm odi ed Bessel func- w ith the aid of the inplane coherence length .
tion ; ®) = (1=2) d’ cos’ €' | The current
density [[A) willw rite eventually, after considering E gs.
Z1) and 22), and introducing the new integration vari-
abku= 2ao 0 s
7 ) s In oxderto Infer the uctuation conductivity = j=E,
2
BE) = E ! aul 22 (2) o & — u(23) we shalluse the fact that the fiinction I; (X) consists only
I ~S o v 0 s2 v ofodd argum ent pow ers, and satis esnam ely the identity
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w here we have Introduced the notations where we have also used in the sam e approxin ations
) s 5 P_ (clean limit and T Ty), the expression for the
r= 475 _ 2o and E, = 16 3ks T ©5) anisotropy param eter r from Ref. 137, as a function of
s® S e o the interlayer electron hopping energy J.

for the anisotropy param eter r, and the characteristic
ekctric eld E, respectively. Relations PH) can be
expressed also as depending on m icroscopical param e~
ters, lke the Fem ivelocity vv and the electronic inter-
layer hopping energy J . By identifying the inplane GL—
coherence length o from the m icroscopic derivation of
the G L equation in the two-dim ensional case, one has in
the clean 1im #° o = (7 (3)=32)"" ~vp = kg To, which
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In an analogous m anner as presented above for the
current-density, one can apply the cuto procedure on
them om entum integralin Eq. [[8), and obtain
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w here we passed from
cuto (de. Prc!

to the vardable u, and used the notations [2H). O ne can easily prove that w ithout the UV
1 ), the expression would be divergent. Replacihgc ! c¢

& would in tum corresoond to the

energy cut-o under the orm {20). T he selfconsistent equation [§) or the param eter & w ill w rite therefore:
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w here the factor

— 30)

hasbeen com puted by taking into account the expression
ofthe quarticterm coe cient32 b= 2eZ~?=2m ?,w ith

being the G Inzburg-Landau param eter = = g.

The above Eq. [24) for the paraconductivity, together
w ith the selfconsistent Eq. [29), both valid for an ar-
bitrary strong electric eld and w ith the explicit inclu-
sion of the UV cuto , are the m ain results of this pa-
per. A short comm ent would be usefiil regarding the
application of the cuto procedure to the k-integrals in
Egs. @) and BJ). & could seem m ore appealing to
apply the cut-o on the translated wave-vector m agni-
tude, such as kf, + ke + (@E =2)T < ¢ 02 ,as i was
approxin ately done, although in a di erent gauge, by
K ajimura and M ikoshia, 2 whilk studying the paracon-
ductivity in arbitrary electric eld in the two-din ensional
case. Thiswould certainly sim plify the calculations and
consequently the factors that depend on the cuto pa-—
ram eter ¢, but would not really correspond to the actual
meaning of the UV cuto , which is to assure the slow
variation condition for the order param eter by elin nat-
Ing the rapidly oscillatingm odes in the Fourier expansion
[@). & can be seen for instance that when the dummy
variable grows towards 1 , the com ponent k, would
have to approach 1 in order to preserve the cuto
condition in the translted form . It can be m oreover
veri ed that the \translated" cuto would not give the
correct result in the E = 0 lim it, nam ely the third tem
in the Eq. [Zl) below would be m issing.

Iv. LIM IT CASES
A . Linear response lim it

Tt isworth com paring to previous results w hat becom e
Egs. 24) and 29) in the zero— eld Iim i, E = 0. Taking
Into account that Iy (0) = 1 and I, (0) = 0, and using the
Integral form for the m odi ed Bessel function Iy (ru=2),
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one obtains for the linear response conductivity
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which is the Law renceD oniach? om ula for the uctua-
tion conductivity of a layered superconductor, w ith the
Inclision ofthe UV cuto .A fom ally identical expres—
sion was also inferred by C arballkeira et al?® for G aus-
sian uctuations (ie. with & = "), .n order to t the
HT SC paraconductiviy in the high reduced-tem perature
region.

The integralin Eq. [29) can also be easily perform ed
In thelmt E = 0, and i yields the relation
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that matches the formula found by M ishonov and
Penev?® wih the only di erence that n Ref. 26 the
tem perature T is approxin ated w ith Ty In the logarithm

prefactor. Tt can be easily veri ed that Eq. (32) is also
coincident w ith the analogous equation found previously
by U llah and D orsey?3 (UD ) Hrthe renom alized reduced
tem perature &; , if one considers the zero m agnetic eld
Ilim it in the UD form ula. In this lim it, the sum over Lan-—
dau levels transform s, w ith the aid of EulerM acLaurin
sum m ation m ula, to the integral from Eq. [B2), ifone
takes also into acoount that the cut-o used by UD cor-
respondsw ih c= 2.

W e have thus shown that from ourEqgs. 24) and [29)
onecan inferin thelm tE ! 0thealready known resuls
for conductivity and renom alized reduced tem perature
In the ohm ic approxim ation.

B. No—cut-o lim it

The cuto procedure is crucial or calculating the av—
eraged uctuating C ooper pairs density, since Eq. {I8)



yvields a divergent -integral when one perform s the k—
mom entum integrals on the entire k-plane.

The result [24) for the paraconductivity rem ains how —
ever nie even if one removes the cuto ({e. Hr
c! 1), although i will give then a larger paracon—
ductivity than in the cuto case, esgpecially for higher
reduced tem peratures (" 04d). Tuming back to Eq.
[[A) w ith the cut-o rem oved, one is allbwed to translate
the integral variable k; so that ky + (E =2~) ! kg,
and after perform ing the P oisson k-integrals, one cbtains
eventually forthe uctuation n-plane conductiviyy in the
presence of an arbitrary electric eld E , w ithout consid—
ering the UV cuto , the sin pler relation
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The expression [33) is not new. In its form, it is
essentially sin ilar to the ones found by Varlam ov and
Reggiani and M ishonov et al2 for the case of G aussian
uctuations, if one neglects the di erence which consists
In the presence of the renom alized param eter & n Eq.
[33) instead of the reduced tem perature " = I (IT=T).
Tt m ust be stated however that Ref. |1, based on a m i~
croscopical approach,; de pes an out-ofplane coherence
length larger by a factor 2 than the comm only used

one. N evertheless, its result corresponds to ourEq. [E3)

when expressed through Egs. [Z8) in the m icroscopical
param eters vy and J (the latter is denoted in Ref. |l by
w). M ishonov et al2 signalize di erences in one of their
Interm ediary results w ith respect to Refs. I8 and 4, but
they nd the sam e dependence ofthe non-ohm ic conduc—
tivity on the reduced tem perature " and the electric eld
E , by solving the Bolzm ann equation for the velocity
distrbbution of the uctuating C ooper pairs. Their for-
mula di ers m athem atically from Eq. 33) only by the
presence of tw o extra-factors before the Integral, nam ely
the ratio between a—and b-coherence lengths (since Ref.
9 takes into acoount also a general in-plane anisotropy),
and the ratio T=T(, which in fact com es arti cially only
if one w rites the relaxation rate  with To Instead of T

(see the comm ent after Eq.[3).

C . Isotropic lim it

Results analogous to Egs. [R24) and E3) for the
isotropictw o din ensional (2D ) case can be easily derived
by sinply takingthe Iim it ¢.= 0 (orr ! 0) and denti-
fying the interlayer distance s w ith the In thicknessd.
W e w ill have thus

2 c
e u B °,3 P-E p_— P-E p_—
@) @) = duu?e ®* * =0 wwe™ T, 2 3—uiw I 2 3—urw ; (34)
16~d ] . Eo Eo
T 2 o 2e% 2k T wa = 2530 € P_-E .p—
8 pn-— = 20 T 0% due ®" * =0 we'™TI 2 3—u® w 35)
To ~24 . . Eo

Equations [B4) and [B3) di er from the analogous re—
sults ofR ef. 138, because there only an approxin ate form
ofthe cuto procedure was applied, as we have already
m entioned at the end of Section [II.

Ifone neglectsthe cuto (! 1 ),Eq. (Z3) becomes
divergent, while Eq. [34) takes the already know n22:24

form
Z
2 1 2
@) _ ¢ gu B Tu?
wocue ®E) = 7o due o Y @6

w ith the speci cation that in Eq. {38) the renom alized
param eter & is present, instead of the reduced tem pera—
ure ".

If, on the contrary, one preserves the cut-o but takes

the linear response limit E ! 0, Egs. [B4) and E3)
becom e
2
e 1 1
@) @ = - —— B3N
E=0 le~d & &4+ c c+ &
T 2 0% ks T _ B+ cC
& hnh— = In : (38)

To ~2d <

A form ally identical expression to Eq. [B2) is also to
be found In Ref. I35 for Gaussian uctuations (ie. wih
&= "), whike Eq. [B8) is mplicitly contained in the
results ofRef. 128.

Results for the isotropic three-dim ensional (3D ) case
cannot be obtained by just in posing the 3D condition
s! 0 @rr! 1) toEgs. 4 and [29), because
these equations were calculated by assum ing that a cut—
o In the z direction is not necessary for layered super—
conductors. However, in the 3D case, a cuto for the
k,-m om entum is as necessary as for the k; and k, com -
ponents. T he calculations can be perform ed according to
the sam e schem e as for the layered case, and the results
are presented here for com pleteness:
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0 2 3g-u? 2 3zurw
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7 . E .2
T 20 2 okgT 7 sua B Cy3 © 122 uw sinh 2 3z u
8 In— = — due Eo awwiZe p=———p— (40)
To ~ 0 0 2 3—1.12 w

Sin ilarly to the 2D case, if one neglects the cuto
! 1), therhstem in Eq. [40) becom es divergent,
while Eq. [39) takes the expression

2 Z 1 2
(3D) . _ e 1 &y = u’ .
NOCut(é’E)_ —F— dup:e 0 7
32 ~ 0 g u

41)
already known®24% for Gaussian uctuations (ie. wih
g= "),

In the linear regponse lim i E ! 0) but wih the cut-
o preserved, Egs. (39) and Q) becom e

2

(S]
) =
E=0 48 ~ 0
2 _
3a1:cta{1\ =t 3ép_c 532
i B+ )2 @B+ )2
r
T 4 4 2e2 oke T P— p-
& n— = ———— C & arctan —
T, 2.2 &

Equation [4J) matches thus fom ally the expression
found®® rGaussian uctuations &= ").

V. RESULTSOF THE MODEL

T he renom alization procedure required forourpresent
results consists thus in using the reduced tem perature
param eter &, renom alized by solving Eq. B3, :n the
conductiviy expression [24). T his procedure causes the
critical tem perature to shift tow ards low er tem peratures.
In analogy with the G aussian uctuation case, we shall
adopt asde nition forthe criticaltem perature T € ) the
vanishing of the reduced tem perature, 8 = 0. Thus, In
the absence ofthe electric eldwecan useEq. [3J) taken
at T = T.(0) and &= 0, so that one gets

r __ r

29Tc (0)

C
1+ =
r

To=Te@) —+ 44)
r

In practice, one know s the actual critical tem perature
T.(0) T measured at very low electrical eld, so that
Eq. [@4) allows to estin ate the bare m ean- eld charac—
teristic tem perature Ty . T hen, having the param eter Ty,

one can use Egs. [29) Pr any temperature T and eld
E in order to nd the actual renom alized &(T;E ), and
further the conductivity (T;E).

In order to illustrate the m ain features of the H artree
approxin ation for the critical uctuation m odel, we shall
take as exam ple a comm on m aterial, ke the optim ally
doped YBa,Cuz0 e+ x - Typical values for the character—
istic param eters are then: s= 1:17 nm for the nterlayer
distance, ¢ = 12 nm and ¢ 0:14 nm for the zero—
tem perature n-plane and, respectively, out-ofplane co—
herence lengths, = 70 forthe G inzburg-Landau param —
eter and Too = 92 K for the critical tem perature under

@ery snallelectric eld. W e also choose for convenience
3
5valile y = 84 an atT = 200K.

a linear tem perature extrapolation for the nom al state
resistivity which vanishes at T = 0, and has a typical

"m Figure[ll the results of the H artree approxin ation
for the critical uctuations are com pared to the ones ob—

(4313;aj1'16d from the Gaussian uctuation theory. T he zero—

eld critical tem perature Ty In the Hartree m odel was
considered identical to the m ean— eld critical tem pera—
ture TO(G) in the Gaussian approxim ation, in order to
have the zero— eld transition at the sam e tem perature in
both theories. This identi cation causes the m ean—- eld
transition tem perature Ty In the Hartree m odel to shift
upw ards w ith respect to Ty . For our chosen param eters
this shift was found to be

To Te = 57733K ; 45)

while taking a cut-o parameter c = 1. The di erence
between the two tem peratures depends on choice of the
cut-0 param eter, nam ely it increases w ith the c value,
and becom es divergent for no cuto (To=T, ! 1 for
c! 1 ). T canbenoticed in F igure[ll that the curves ob—
tained In the H artree approxin ation are less steep than
those In the G aussian one, and show a signi cantly broad-
ened transition region In the presence of strong applied
electric elds. In addition, we nd that the paracon—
ductivity in the renom alized m odel is m ore sensitive to
the electric eld, show ing a m ore pronounced suppres—
sion of the wuctuations at high elds in the lower part
of the transition. However, above the zero— eld transi-
tion tem perature, the paraconductivity in the Hartree
m odel is alw ays higher than the one in the G aussian ap—
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FIG . 1l: Resistivity In the G aussian theory (dotted curves)
and In the H artree approxim ation for the Interacting uctua—
tions (solid curves), for di erent valies of the applied electric

eld. T he follow ing param eters w ere used : Interlayer distance
s= 117 nm ; zero—tem perature in-plane and out-ofplane co—
herence lengths, o= 12 nm and ¢c = 0:14 nm , respectively;
G Inzburg-Landau param eter = 70; zero— eld critical tem —
perature Tep = 92 K.The UV cuto parameterc= 1 was
used. The arrow Indicates the increasing electric eld direc—
tion. The inset illustrates the critical tem perature shift in—
troduced by the H artree m odel if the m ean— eld transition
tem perature Ty were kept identicalw ith the one In the G aus—
sian approach TO(G ',

proxim ation, due essentially to the critical tem perature
rede nition from T to T . If one preserved instead the
sam e m ean— eld transition tem perature Ty = TO(G) as in
the G aussian approxin ation, one could then visualize the
critical tem perature shift introduced by the H artree ap—
proach, as shown in the inset of Fig. [l. Equation E4)
would give then T,y = 86:894K , and the paraconductiv—
ity would be always lower than the one In the G aussian
approxin ation.

For illustration, we also give in F igure[d a com parison
between the results of our m odel, applicable for layered
superconductors in arbitrary electric elds in the absence
of m agnetic eld, and the ones of the com plem entary
m odel of U llah and D orsey2 which treats in the same
H artree approxin ation the case ofan arbitrary m agnetic

eld in the linear response (zero electric eld) lm i. As
one can easily notice, the sam e well known \fan shape"
transition broadening, encountered w hen am agnetic eld
is applied, can be also predicted for the presence of a
su ciently strong electric eld. W e argue thus that high
electric elds can be used to suppress order param eter

uctuations in HT SC ase ectively as a m agnetic eld.

T his com parison between the uctuation suppression
e ects of the electric and m agnetic eld could give also a
rough estin ation on how broad the validiy dom ain ofour
m odel could be. It is known for instance that the renor-
malized uctuation m odel® for layered superconductors

30
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FIG . 2: Comparison between the transition broadening ef-
fect of the electric (solid lines) and m agnetic (dotted lines)

eld, respectively, according to the renomm alized H artree ap—
proxin ation. The sam e param eters as in Fig. Ol were used.
Them agnetic eld e ect was calculated In the linear response
(zero electric eld) lim i, according to the UD m odelt® The
UV cuto parameter c = 1 in our m odel corresponds w ith
lin iting the sum on the Landau lkevels at the lndex 1=2h in the
UD model h= 2 §B= o being the reduced m agnetic eld).
The arrow indicates the Increasing electric and m agnetic eld
direction.

can successfully t the resistivity curves of YBCO and
BSCCO single crystals in m agnetic elds up to about
10 T, in a tem perature range that covers approxin ately
the two superior thirds of the transition region. T his ex—
tends from a few K In lower elds, up to m ore than 10
K in higher elds, measured down from the resistivity
onset point ;n zero eld 22 The lowest third of the transi-
tion, w here, experin entally, the resistiviy slope becom es
steeper, is instead a ected by ux phning e ects and

does not t Into the GL theory. W e can therefore as—
sum e, based on the sim ilarities illustrated in Fig.d, that
also in high elctric elds, the renom alized uctuation

model based on the TDGL approach m ay have its va-
lidity In a tem perature range at least as broad as in the
case when a m agnetic eld is applied. Since under high
electric elds (and consequently, high current densities),
the pinning of the self- eld ux lines is overcom e by the
high Lorentz force, we can expect that the validity ofthe
presented m odel m ight extend for even lower tem pera—
tures.

In a fow previous papers; 2<% 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 law s predicted by
Gaussian uctuation m odelsZ< However, the broaden-
Ing of the tem perature dependence of the resistive tran—
sition with respect to the Increasing electric eld, and
the breaking of the m ean— eld (G aussian) theory in the
Inm ediate vicinity of T, signalized by Ref. 139, Indicate
that a renom alized (hon-G aussian) uctuation m odel,
as the one presented in this paper, m ight be m ore ap—



propriate. From the experin ental viewpoint, applying
electric elds ofa few hundreds V/an on cupratesm ay
however be not an easy task, since the dissipated power
density would attain kevels of the order of GW am 3.0n
the one hand, high electric eldsare necessary in orderto
put into evidence the non-ohm ic uctuation conductiviy,
while, on the other hand, they produce high dissipation
and can Increase the sam ple tem perature at valuesw here
the nonlineariy is no longer discemable. In this connec—
tion, using short current pulses at high current densities
@few M Aan 2 ), seam s to be a better altemative to the
dc and acm easurem ents.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In summ ary, we have treated in this paper the critical
uctuation conductivity for a layered superconductor in
zero m agnetic eld, in the fram e of the selfconsistent
Hartree approxim ation, for an aroitrary electric eld
m agniude. Them ain results of our work are the form u—
lae 24) orthe uctuation conductivity, and £3) for the
renom alized reduced-tem perature param eter. In both
equationsthe UV cuto ofthe G inzburg-Landau m odel
was explicitly considered. In the linearresponse lim it
E ! 0), the corresponding expressions Egs. [Zl) and
BA) reduce to the previous results of existing theories.
Q ualitatively, the tem perature characteristicsat di erent

10

m ore pronounced suppression of the uctuations at high

elds In the lower part of the transition, and a higher
paraconductivity above the zero- eld transition tem per—
ature than the Gaussian uctuation model. A1l these
features are quantitatively im portant for comm only used
HTSC, so that experin ental investigations could be able
to discem easily between the applicability of this m odel
In com petition w ith the G aussian uctuation approxim a—
tion.
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APPENDIX:GREEN FUNCTION FOR THE
TDGL EQUATION

Equation [[) can be solved easier for the Fourier
transform of the G reen function with respect to tine,

Z

110,40 1.0 .40y il £t
electrical elds in the H artree approxin ation tum out to Rg kit ik it) dtRq kitik,it) e i @ad)
be Jess steep than those in the G aussian one, they show a which satis es the equation

|
1 21,2
e E @ ~“k:
it 2T T g Reki kG = ke kD) @ 2)
~ @kx 2m
One nds Prthe di erentialEq. (E2) the solution
0.,0 0.,0 ~ 0 Kk 1
R ;1k;E) = A ;1 ako;t — X+ a il k ; 3
q(k X ) q(k X ) eFE 6m 1 0 X (A )
where the derivative of the coe cient A 4 ;! ;k2;t°) must satisfy
@GR4 0..0 ~ 0 ~ o Nzki 1 0
ik it) = —_— — + a il k. k.
@kx (k % ) eoE exp eoE 6m 1 0 X (kx x)
~ 0 ~ o kP 1 0 0
= — — 2 a il k x  Kk.): !
ooF exp ooF om 1 0 % k. <) @A 4)
T he solution for the coe cient A 4 k;! ;k2;t), which rem ains nondivergent when k0 ! 1 ,is
AL k;! k%) = ~o k°  ky)exp -~ ke a; il b ox° @ 5)
T 0 * eE  6m 0 Tx
where (kg kx ) is the Heavyside step function, so that the Fourder transform ofthe G reen function willbe
( " s . #)
~ ~ ~2 k k2
Rok;! k%)= —2 «0 ke — 0 = 44 i ke KO 6
gk i) oo k, ) exp oo o 1 0 k <) @A .6)
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Now we can apply the Inverse Fourier transform to regain the G reen function depending on tim e t, and obtain

Z
d! 0
Rg kitkd;8) = Z—Rq(k;!;kﬁ;to)el' €e? @)
( " . 4 - #)
~ ~ o Kk
0 0 0 X X 0
= — K — — = * 4 ke k
eE e ) eE 6m L & x)
Z
d! ~
—exp 1! t P4 — Kk k)
2 (S)
( " 2 1.3 ® #)
~o 0 ~ ~ ke ke 0 0 ~ 0
= k — +a £ 0+ — K97 s
eoE (kx x) eoE ém 1 (kx kx) eo 'kx x]

The om [AJH) r the coe cient A 4 (k;!;k0), and

nam ely the presence ofthe H eavyside function (kg

k)

assures that the Green function Rqk;!;k;t) n Eq.

o oo W
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E_8) doesn’t diverge, and provides also the retarded
character in Eq. B0, ie. Rq kitk2;t9 = 0 ore< .
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