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A bsence ofQ uantum M etallic B ehavior in D isordered G ranular Superconductors
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(D ated:April14,2024)

W e exam ine the idea,postulated by Phillips et al.,that a �nite resistivity in T ! 0 lim it in

disordered granular superconducting (SC) �lm s is explained as a consequence of the absence of

phase sti�nessin a phase glass(PG )peculiarto granularsystem s. Itisfound that,in spite ofthe

absence ofstatic phase sti�ness,a coupling between the nonzero PG order and the ordinary SC

uctuation m akes the conductivity divergent. However,an actualdrop ofresistance is argued to

occur due to another SC glass ordering,induced by the precursory PG uctuation,corresponding

to the vortex-glasstransition in a nonzero m agnetic �eld.

PACS num bers:

Study ofthephasediagram in disordered granularsu-

perconductorsatlow tem perature(T)isim portantin re-

lation to understanding thesuperconductor-insulator(S-

I)transition behaviors.Recently,Dalidovich and Phillips

[1,2]haveargued that,in a two dim ensional(2D)phase

glass(PG )expected tobeinduced in low T lim itbyadis-

ordered granularstructure,the resistance is � nite. O b-

servationsofa quantum m etallicbehavior[3,4,5]donot

seem to be directly explained within available theories

[6,7,9]for hom ogeneously disordered superconducting

(SC) m aterials. Further,it is found that their analysis

can betriviallyextended tothe3D caseand thecasewith

nonzero m agnetic � eld (H 6= 0) and leads to a sim ilar

quantum m etallicbehavior.Sinceresistivedata showing

a m etallic resistance curves  attening upon cooling are

available in quasi2D system s [8]in H 6= 0,their pro-

posal,ifcorrect,m ight becom e a correct description of

thecorrespondingphenom ena.O n theotherhand,ithas

been argued [10]that,in contrastto thehom ogeneously-

disordered case [9], the resistivity drop at low enough

(but� nite) tem peraturesin disordered superconductors

consisting ofclustered SC islands(i.e.,SC grains)should

occureven in awide� eld rangeabovean averaged (m ean

� eld) upper critical� eld Hc2(0) . Therefore,e� ects of

disordered granular structure on quantum resistive be-

haviorsarenottheoretically understood wellatpresent.

To exam ine thisproblem ,we use essentially the sam e

m odelasin Ref.[1]expressing a random Josephson junc-

tion array with an on-sitecharging energy.

S = S0 �
1

2

Z �

0

d�
X

< i;j>

�

~Jij(�)S+ i(�)S� j(�)+ c:c:

�

;

(1)

where the pair< i,j > denotesa nerest-neighborpair,

and

S0 =

Z �

0

d�
X

i

1

2�

�
@�i(�)

@�

� 2

; (2)

~Jij(�) = ~J
�

ji(�)= Jij exp[i(A
ext
ij + �Aij(�))];

S� i(�) = exp(� i�i(�)):

The gauge � eld consistsofthe static com ponentAextij

foran applied uniform m agnetic� eld H and thedynam -

ical uctuation �A (�)introduced forderiving the linear

responses. The quenched disorder in the system is in-

corporated in a random nessofJij with nonzero m ean J0

(Jij = J0 > 0) for any < i,j > and with a G aussian

distribution.O nly fora form aljusti� cation ofthem ean-

� eld approachon thePG ordering,theG aussiandistribu-

tion on Jij� J0 willbereplaced byan in� nite-ranged one.

Then,after replicating the action and introducing PG

and SC orderparam eter� elds,qab(�1;�2)= (qba(�2;�1))
�

and  a
i(�),the random -averaged free energy isgiven by

lim n! + 0(Z
n
� 1)=n,where

Z n

Z n
0

=

Z

D  D  �D qexp(� Fe�( ;q)); (3)

Z n
0 isthe replicated partition function forS0,
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N
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;

and thebracketh i0 denotestheensem bleaverageby the

charging energy part S0. In eq.(4),a and b are replica

indices,d is the spatialdim ension,D i� D
�

i denotes the

Laplacianon thegauge-invariantgradientsde� ned on the

cubic lattice (for d = 3), and the factor N (the sys-

tem size)in the � rstand second term sarisesdue to the

replacem ent into the in� nite-ranged m odel. The gauge

 uctuation �A = �A x̂ applied externally is assum ed to

be sm all,and itssite dependence wasneglected because

spatially uniform linearresponsesare considered below.
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Perform ingthecum ulantexpansionswith respecttoq(ab)

and  (a),Fe� isobtained in a form ofa Landau freeen-

ergy functional. Further, as in Ref.[11, 12], rewriting

q(ab)(�1;�2)asQ
(ab)(�1;�2)� C �a;b�(�1 � �2)in orderto

delete the term
R
d�1

R
d�2jQ

(ab)(�1;�2)j
2,we � nally ob-

tain the following e� ective action

tFe�( ;Q )

N
= �

� 1

Z

d�
X
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Q
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Z
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�

:

Fora m om ent,a j j4 term with positive coe� cientwill

be neglected. The coe� cientsin eqs.(5)and (6)can be

calculated from correlation functions on S� (�) on the

basisofthe localaction S0,and,exceptr and r ,allof

them are alwayspositive . For instance,the coe� cient

w ispostive asfarasJ0 > 0. The above expression of

the action isofthe sam eform asin Ref.[12].

Now,let us exam ine the m ean � eld solution on Qab

by taking account of the presence of SC ( -)  uctua-

tion. In H 6= 0 case, this treatm ent m ay be appro-

priate above H c2(0) and in low enough tem peratures

[13]. Note that there is no reason why the SC  uc-

tuation is negligible in the m ean � eld analysis of the

PG order because the  -� eld in eq.(7) couples to the

Q -� eld in a bilinear form ( (a))� (b). As shown be-

low,including SC  uctuations is essentialto obtaining

a correct result ofconductivity. Following Ref.[11,12],

the m ean � eld ansatz Q(ab)(�1;�2) = q(1 � �a;b)+ (q+

�� 1
P

!6= 0
D !e

� i!(�1� �2))�a;b willbe used togetherwith

 
(a)

i (�) = �� 1
P

!
 
(a)

i (!)e� i!�. The assum ption of

replica sym m etry in ! = 0 term s is su� cient for the

presentpurpose ofshowing a divergentconductivity be-

causeabreakingofreplica sym m etry would beaccom pa-

nied by an independent param eter such as a coe� cient

of a quartic term on Q ab. Further, only for the con-

venience ofpresentation,the on-site  - uctuation (i.e.,

zero-dim ensionalcase)with cg ! 0 willbe assum ed be-

cause extending to higherdim ensionaland H 6= 0 cases

can be trivially perform ed. Then,the variationalequa-

tion 0 = lim n! + 0n
� 1@Z n=@Q (ab)(�1;�2) is reexpressed

by the following threeequations:

�
� 1
(!

2
+ r)� �D

2

! + u(q+ �
� 1

X

!6= 0

D !)� w G d(!)= 0;

(8)

where! 6= 0,

�
� 1
r� ��

2
(q

2 � q
2
)+ u(q+ �

� 1
X

!6= 0

D !)� w G d(0)= 0;

(9)

2��
2
q(q� q)+ w G od(0)= 0: (10)

Here,the SC  uctuation propagatorG(ab)(!) = �� 1 <

( 
(a)

i
(!))� 

(b)

i
(!) > is given by G (ab)(!) = �a;b(1 �

�!;0)G d(!)+ �!;0(�a;bG d(0)+ (1� �a;b)G od(0)),where

G d(!) =
t

r + c !
2 � w D !

; (11)

G od(0) =
w �q

t
(d (� q))

2
;

G d(0) = d (� q)+ G od(0);

d (� q) =
t

r + w � q
;

and � q = �(q� q). Noting that,when q > 0,eq.(10)

becom es

� q=

�
w 

t

� 2
t

2�
(d (� q))

2
; (12)

we easily � nd thatthe only physically m eaningfulsolu-

tion ofthe PG order param eter is given together with

eq.(12)by

q= � �� 1
X

!6= 0

D ! + u
� 1
(�(� q)

2
+ w d � �

� 1
r);(13)

D ! = � � q� �
� 1j!j

�
1+ �c w d

2
 =t

1+ t�� 1d3
 
(w =t)

3

� 1=2

:

The above form ofD ! is valid up to O (j!j). In w !

0 lim it where  and Q � elds are decoupled,the above

solution reduces to the pure m ean-� eld solution [2,11,

12]with q > 0 and  = 0. The crucialpoint is that

D !! 0 6= 0in thepresenceofthe - uctuation.Situation

issim ilarto the Ising spin-glasscase in a m agnetic � eld

[11]. Actually,it willbe recognized that,in eqs.(8) to

(10),the uctuation propagatorG(ab) playssim ilarroles

to an externalm agnetic � eld in the spin-glassproblem .
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Further,itwillbeclearthateq.(13)isalsovalid in higher

dim ensionalcaseand H 6= 0caseiftheexpressionsofdm
 
,

wherem > 0 isan integer,areappropriately replaced.

Letusturn to exam ining the conductivity � in term s

ofK ubo form ula.Contributionsto � arisefrom FA and

the jD i ij
2 term in F . Due to the j!j-dependence in

D !,thelattercontribution leads,asin Ref.[1],to a �nite

contribution[1]to � in T ! 0 lim it. The expression of

FA clearly im plies the absence ofstatic phase rigidity.

However,itdoesnotim ply a � nite conductivity because

of�q 6= D !! 0 6= 0. The PG contribution to � arising

from FA ,

�PG (i!) =
4

j!j
lim
n! 0

1

n

X

a;b

Z �

0

d(�1 � �3)e
i!(�1� �3) (14)

�

�Z �

0

d�2 �(�1 � �3)jQ
(ab)

(�1;�2)j
2 � jQ (ab)

(�1 � �3)j
2

�

;

isessetiallythesam easeq.(14)in Ref.[2]and corresponds

to the sum of�(1) and �(2) de� ned in Ref.[2]. The � rst

term �(1) resultsonly from thestaticcom ponentsqand q

and thus,should vanish consistently with the absenceof

staticphaserigidity.Actually,itwasveri� ed [2]through

a delicate m anipulation ofan analytic continuation.W e

willfocusratheron �(2),which isgiven by

�
(2)
( i !)=

4

j!j

�

�
� 1

X

!1

D !1
(D !1

� D !1+ !)(15)

+ �
� 1
(2D ! � D 0)D 0 � 2qD !

�

:

W earenotinterested in the� rsttwoterm sunderthe!1-

sum m ation which willlead toa� nitecontribution to�(2).

The lastterm in the bracket,� 2qD 0,ispositive atlow

T (= �� 1)lim itand when q > 0 because q ’ q� O (T).

Since,according to eq.(13),the second two term sin the

bracket also give only a O (T) correction to the above

term ,adivergentconductivity in low T lim itresultsfrom

eq.(15),asin theM eissnerphase,asfarasthePG order

is present (i.e., q > 0) as a consequence ofa nonzero

J0 / w .

Finally,we brie y show that this divergence ofcon-

ductivity dueto thePG orderispreceded by thatdueto

anotherSC glassordering induced by the  uctuation of

PG orderparam eterQ ab. ThisSC glasscorrespondsto

thevortex-glass[14]studied sofarfornongranularm ate-

rialsin H 6= 0,and weclosely follow below thetreatm ent

in Ref.[15].Letusrelax thein� nite-rangeapproxim ation

forthe disorderpart(/ J2)ofthe action to incorporate

a gradientterm (r Q ab)2.Using resultsin Ref.[11]in the

q = 0 case and integrating over the Q ab- uctuation in

the G aussian approxim ation,one � nds that the nonlin-

earterm sin  ofF takethe form [13]

� F =
�� 3w 2

 

2t

X

a

4Y

i= 1

X

!i

Z

k

�!1+ !2;!3+ !4
(16)

� (u � G
c
(k;!1;!3;!2))�

(aa)
!1;!3

(k)�
(aa)
!2;!4

(� k)

�
�� 2w 2

 

2t

X

a;b

X

!1;!2

Z

k

G (k;!1;!2)�
(ab)
!1;!2

(k)�
(ba)
!2;!1

(� k);

whereu > 0,and [11]

G
c
(k;!1;!3;!2) = �

u

t
G (k;!1;!3)G (k;!2;!4) (17)

�

�

1 + u�
� 1

X




G (k;
 + !1;
 + !3)

� � 1

;

G (k;!1;!2) =
t

k2 +
p
!21 + ~r+

p
!22 + ~r

;

where �!1;!2
(k) is the Fourier transform of

( i(!1))
�  i(!2), and the length scale was properly

norm alized. The � G c term in eq.(16),due to its ten-

dency enhancing with decreasing ~r,dom inates over the

originalu term and suggestsa greatenhancem ent[9]of

quantum SC  uctuation due to the granular structure.

The onsetofPG orderis signaled,within the G aussian

 uctuation,by ~r ! + 0,while the SC glass ordering is

signaled by a divergenceofthe glasssusceptibility [14]

�sg = N
� 2

X

i;j

jh i(! = 0)( j(! = 0))�ij2: (18)

If expressing �sg by ladder diagram s like �sg = 1 +
P

n= 1
In, its irreducible vertex I is proportional to

the vortex-pinning energy term ,i.e.,the m inus second

term ofeq.(16),with vertex corrections due to the  -

interaction term (the � rst term ofeq.(16)). Let us re-

strictourselvesto the lowestLandau level(LLL)ofthe

 - uctuation and assum ethepresenceofPG orderin low

T lim it (i.e.,~r(T ! 0)! + 0). Since the  - uctuation

in LLL isnoncriticalatlow T lim it,a ~r-dependenceofI

prim arily determ ines �sg. Ifthe interaction vertex cor-

rectionsareneglected,we� nd thatI in LLL isdivergent

upon cooling like ~r� 1=4,suggesting thattheSC glassor-

dering occurring priorto the PG ordering inducesa di-

vergenceofconductivity.Hence,itisim portantto verify

whether this divergence is suppressed or not by the in-

teraction vertex corrections. If calculating this vertex

correction in a consistentway with the Hartree approx-

im ation [15,16],the strength / r� 1=4 ofthe resulting

renorm alized vortex-pinning energy is m odi� ed in the

m anner

~r
� 1=4 ! ~r

� 1=4

�

1�
vqy G (qyŷ;0;0)�

� 1
P

!
G (qyŷ;!;!)

1+ vqy �
� 1

P

!
(G (qyŷ;!;!))

2

� 2

;

(19)

where vqy = e� q
2

y =2,and qy is an externalwave num -

ber carried by the  - uctuation propagator. Further,

the factor in the bracket of eq.(17) was neglected be-

cause it plays no roles in ~r ! 0 lim it, and the posi-

tive coe� cients w ,u,and t were set to be unity be-

cause their detailed values are unim portant here. Fo-

cusing on the T ! 0 lim it,one easily veri� es that the
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vertex correction m erely brings an enhancem ent factor

� (ln[m in(q2y;
p
~r)])2. Thus,the resultobtained without

theinteraction vertex correction isessentially una� ected,

and,even in H > H c2(0),theSC transition (vanishingof

resistivity)in nonzero � eldsisexpected to be driven by

the vortex-glassordering induced by an e� ectivevortex-

pinning e� ect.

Thisresult,independentofthe dim ensionality ofsys-

tem s,isapparentlysim ilartobutdi� erentfrom them ain

conclusion in Ref.[10].In Ref.[10],an upperlim itofthe

SC transition � eld at T = 0 is obtained above Hc2(0)

within the range where a random XY m odelsim ilar to

eq.(1)isapplicable. O n the otherhand,the criticalPG

 uctuation inducingtheSC orderingin thepresentm odel

existsin any H asfarasthegranularm odelisvalid and

the SC  uctuation ispresent.Nam ely,an upperlim itof

T = 0 SC transition � eld in the presentcase isroughly

given by the� eld atwhich them odeleq.(1)breaksdown.
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