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Static charge—-im balance e ects in intrinsic Josephson system s
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Nonequilbriuim e ects created by stationary current infction in layered d-wave superconductors
form ing a stack of intrinsic Josephson junctions are studied. Starting from a nonequilbrium G reen
fiunction theory we derive m icroscopic expressions for the charge-imbalance (di erence between
electron— and hole-lke quasiparticles) on the superconducting layers and investigate its in uence
on the quasiparticle current between the layers. This nonequilbriuim e ect leads to shifts in the
current-voltage curves of the stack. The theory is applied to the interpretation of recent current

Injection experim ents in doublem esa structures.
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I. NTRODUCTION

In the strongly anisotropic cuprate superconductors
like BLSrCaCuy;0g: BSCCO) the superconducting
CuO, layers together with the Intem ediate insulating
m aterial form a stack of Josephson junctions. In the
presence of a bias current perpendicular to the layers
the Intrinsic Josephson e ect m anifests fself n a muli-
branch structure of the N—curves,é':a'b':fb where on each
branch a di erent num ber of jinctions is in the resistive
state.

In the resistive state high frequency Josephson oscilk-
lations at a nite dcwvoltage are accom panied by a dc—
current which is carrded mainly by unpaired electrons
(quasiparticles), whilk in the superconducting state it
is carried m ainly by C ooper pairs. T herefore, on a su—
perconducting layer between a resistive and a supercon-—
ducting junction the bias current has to change is char-
acter from quasiparticle current to supercurrent. This
creates a non-equilbrium state on this layer wih a -
nite quasiparticle charge and a change of the condensate
charge. The quasiparticle charge is characterised by a
distrdbution fiinction w ith di erent num bers of electron—
like and holelike quasiparticles, while the change of the
condensate charge, the num ber of paired electrons, can
be described by a shift of the chem ical potential of the
condensate.

In recent experinents such non-equilbriim e ectg
have been cbserved in layered d-wave superconductors®
In a rsttype of experin ents Shapiro steps produced by
high-frequency irradiation have been m easured in mesa
structures of BSCCO wih gold contacts. Here a shift
of the step voltage from its canonical value hf/ 2e) was
observed, which can be traced back to a change of the
contact resistance due to quasiparticle charge on the

rst superconducting layer. In another type of experi-
m ents current-volage curves have been investigated for
two mesas structured close to each other on the same
base crystal (see Fig.7 below). Here an in uence of the
current through one m esa on the voltage drop through
the other m esa has been m easured which is caused by
charge Inbalance on the rst comm on superconducting
layer of the base crystal. Tn a recent paper! we have ex—

layered superconductors, Josephson e ect,

plained these e ects by using a sem iphenom enological
approach based.pn a m icroscopic non-equilbrium G reen
fiinction theory?® for layered superconductors.

In this paper we w ill present the fullm icroscopic the—
ory for stationary charge-imbalance e ects in intrinsic
Josephson system s. In order to be speci ¢, we apply
the theory rstto an experim ent, which in this form has
not yet been done, but is conceptual sim pler then the
double-m esa infction experin ent m entioned above. W e
consideram esa asshown In Fig. 1 with two nom alelec—
trodes on top. Through one electrode a stationary bias
current is applied creating a charge in balance on the rst
superconducting layer. At the other electrode a voltage
ism easured as function of the bias current through the

rst electrode w ith zero current through the second elec—
trode. T his expgrdn ent is sin ilar to the classical exper-
i ent by C larked where a strong current nicted into
a buk superconductor creates quasiparticles. By two
other electrodes, one nom al junction and one Jossph-—
son junction, a voltage is detected at zero current which
m easuresthe di erence betw een the chem icalpotentialof
quasiparticles and condensate. In our case the jinction
betw een the nom alelectrode and the rst superconduct—
Ing layeris the nom al jinction, the coupling betw een the

rst superconducting layer and the next superconducting
layers is the Josephson junction. T his experin ent allow s
to determ ine the charge in balance and W ith firtherthe-
oreticalinput) its relaxation rate. A fter this investigation
we retum to the discussion of the double-m esa infction
experim ent.

Nonequilbriim e ects in buk-superconductors have
been studied a Iong tine ago. For an overview see
the textbook by Tinkham®i and the review-articles
edited by Langenberg and Larkin 22 T he basic conoepts
of charge-im balance have been developed by T inkham
and Clarkel%%3 Pethick and Sm ith% The theory has
been worked out using a non-equilbrjum. G reen func—
tion approach by, Schm id and Schon23%¢ and Larkin
and O vchinnikov 278 M icroscopic nonequilbrium the-
ory of layered superconductors was,considered rst by
A rtem enkod and later by G rafet a12d

Nonequilbriim e ects in intrinsic Jossphson sys—
tem have been investigated theoretically already
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FIG.1l: M esastructure used for 4-point m easurem ents con—
sisting of a stack of superconducting layers w ith two nom al
electrodes on top.

In various ooptgxts,using . dierent methods and
approxin ations£4€3232429£6272429 T Refs. 2328 the
In uence of charge-coupling on Jossphson p]a&n a os-
cillations has-been investigated, in the approach used
n Refs232428 3 system atic perturbation theory in the
scalar potential on the layers has been performed. In
these theordes charge imbalance is considered only indi-
rectly as far as it is lnduced by uctuations of the scalar
potential. T hepresent theory w hich usesnon-equilbbriuim

G reen functions ism ore general. H ere charge inbalance
is taken Into account as an independent degree of free—
dom , and therefore the results are di erent from those of
earlier treatm ents.

Here we apply this theory to stationary processes in
layered d-wave superconductors. D ue to the weak cou—
pling betw een the superconducting layersthe totalcharge
created by the biascurrent is non—zero. Therefore we
have to treat charge uctuations of the condensate and
quasiparticles as independent quantities. The d-wave
character of the orderparam eter allow s quasiparticle
tunnelling also at low voltages and tem peratures. Fur-
them ore it allow s the relaxation of charge—in balance by
elastic scattering processes (in purity scattering w ithin a
layer) . O n the other hand the weak coupling between the
layers leads to a partial decoupling of the kinetic equa—
tions for the G reen functions in di erent layers, m aking
this system a particularly sin ple exam ple for the appli-
cation of nonequilbriim theory in superconductors.

In the follow ing section we start w ith generalconsider—
ations conceming the Josephson e ect In layered super-
conductors and the de nition of charge-imbalance. W e
then form ulate the basic kinetic equations describing sta—
tionary nonequilbrium e ects in intrinsic Josephson sys—
tem s and calculate the charge in balance m icroscopically.
W e show how these e ectscan bem easured by discussing
the above m entioned 4-point experim ent and the cou—
pld two-m esa systam . Finally we discuss the In uence
of charge—in balance on the IV —curves of a stack of janc-
tions.

II. GENERALISED JOSEPHSON EQUATIONS

W e consider a system of superconducting layers w ith
Indices n and order parameter , () = Jjjexp@d , )
w ith tin edependent phase , (t). W e de ne the gauge
Invariant phase di erence as:

2e n+ 1
n+ 1 (t) T

n

nm+1® = o © dzA, (z;t); @)
where A , (z;t) is the vector potential In the barrier. H ere
e denotes the elem entary charge. T he charge of the elec—
tron is e.

For the tin e derivative of ,;5+1 Wwe obtain the gener—

alized Josephson relation:

dn~n+1 2e
—Y— = — V,, + : 2)
at N n;n+1 n+1 n (

Here

n+1

Vn;n+ 1= dzE ; (z;1) (3)

n
is the votage and , (t) is the socalled gauge Invariant
scalar potential de ned by

— L 0; @)

n ()= 2

n ©
where [ (t) is the electrical scalar potential.

Thequanti-tY"'_n;nJrlz 26N1’1;1’1+1+ n+1 n) isthe
totalenergy required to transfera C ooperpair from layer
nton+ 1,e , canbe considered asthe shift ofthe chem —
icalpotential ofthe superconducting condensate w ith re—
spect to an average chem icalpotential , ie. the num ber
ofparticles in the condensate iscontrolledby +e ,.For
equilbriim superconductors ~_, = 2e 5, , = 0, and
onehastheusualJosephson relation ~ _,;n+1 = 26Vo;n+1 .

T he generalised Josephson relation {-_2:) for a stack of
Josephson junctions can be w ritten In anotherway show —
Ing explicitly the electric eld distrbution between the
layers. W e split the total charge uctuation on a layer

n= ¢+ I ihntoa contrbution ¢ from particles
in the condensate and a contrdoution | from unpaired
electrons (quastparticles) describing charge-im balance.
The charge uctuation of the condensate can be ex—
pressed directly by the change of the chem ical potential
on layern:

C= 28N 0) n; G)

whereN (0) isthe (two-din ensional) density of states for
one spin direction at the Fem ienergy. It is convenient
to expressalso the uctuation ofquasitparticle charge by
som e quasiparticle potential ,, de ning

9= 26°N (0) ,: @)
Then we obtain for the total charge density uctuation:

n= 28N 0)( n  a): )



W hilk in bulk superconductors charge neutrality leads
to = ,this isnot the case In weakly coupled layered
superconductors.

W ith help of }) and the M axwell equation (d is the
distance between the layers)

n = ?0 (Vn;n+1 Vi 1;n ) 8)

the generalized Josephson relation now reads:

2_e_n;n+1 = @1+ 2a)Vn;n+1
a4 1;n T Vhn+ 1;n+ 2)+ n+1 nr 9)
with a = (=@2€°N (0)d). Tt shows that the Joseph—

son oscillation frequency is detemm ined not only by the
voltage in the sam e jinction but also by the voltages
In neighboring junctions. The coe cient a has already
been introduced by K oyam a and Tachki2% however in
their theory charge inbalance e ects described by the
quasiparticle potential , have not been considered.

For a barrier In the superconducting state the time
average h_;;n+ 11 vanishes, while for a barrier in the re-
sistive state ~h_p;n+ 1172 is the electrochem icalpotential
di erence. A sin ilar equation also holds for the contact
w ith the nomn al electrode. D enoting the nom al elec—
trode, which is assum ed to be In equilbriim by n = 0,
we have

— 01 = Va1 +

oo 0t 0;1
In the case of a stack in contact w ith a nom alelectrode
on top, where all intemal barriers are in the supercon—
ducting state we nd forthe rst superconducting layer

1= (l+ a)Vo;l + aVl;z + 1+ (lO)

1’ av+ 1.Thisresuk ollows from Egs. @, 8,.10) n
the Jing,a 1. N ote that the totalvoltage of the stack
sV = n _n;n+1~=(2e)-

In order to describe transport between the layers we
need also an expression for the current density. In our
previous papers®! we have used

Jhn+1= Jes npn+e1

%ﬂ Z_e_n;n+l+ n n+1l 7 11)
which is approxin ately valid in the stationary case (o
digolacem ent current). The rst tem is the current den—
sity ofC ooperpairs. T he rest isthe quasiparticle current
density, which is driven not only by the electrochem ical
potential di erence, but contains a di usion tem pro-
portional to the quasiparticlke density di erence. In the
ollow ing the current expression w illbe derived from the
m icroscopic theory.

Finally we need som e theory descrlbing the creation
and relaxation of quasiparticle charge in order to calcu—
late the charge-im balance potential , . In our previous
paperswe have used a relaxation tin e approxin ation. In
the stationary case we obtained

= qGi1n dme)=REN O] (12)

describing the balance between charge—inbalance cre—
ation by the In—and outgoing quasi-particle currents and
relaxation into them al equilbrium inside the layer. It
w illbe the m ain task of this paper to derive such a rela—
tion from a m icroscopic theory.

III. KINETIC EQUATIONS

For the m icroscopic description we start from equa—
tions of motion for the spectral ( retarded and ad-
vanced) and Keldysh G reen functions in Nambu space
(for details see the appendjx_h:). N onstationary cor-
rections to the spectral functions are am all, and these
functions can be taken In equilbrium . The Keldysh
function contains the necessary inform ation about the
nonequilbrium distrdbution finctions. In ourmodelwe
consider d-w ave superconductivity on each layer w ithin
the BC S-approxin ation, elastic in purity scattering in—
side the layer and tunnelling betw een neighboring layers
In Iowest order. Then i is possble to form ulate equa—
tions of m otion for the G reen function GAE K;t;t) Pr
each layer n with a tunnelling selfenergy containing the
coupling to the neighboring layers.

Furthem ore we introduce quasiclassicle G reen func—
tions, which are obtained by Integrating the G reen fiinc-
tion overthe kineticenergy x = & . Perform ing in ad—
dition a Fourier transfom ation w ith respect to the time
dierence =1t §at xed centraltinet= @& + t)=2
weobtain (seethe appendix :_B:) the ollow Ing kinetic equa—
tion ©r the quasiclassicalk eldysh finction &€ &;t; )
N am bu space:

i@
39¢ + 2ot g 3

Akng®  §hkp

— /\RQK + A~K gA & AK é( AR (13)

depending on the central tim e t, the direction K of the

m om entum , and the frequency . Here
Akin= e, (k)
A 0 (k)
k)= ; 14
) k) o )
where L (t) is the gauge invariant scalar potential
Eq.(:ff). (k) is the superconducting order param eter

w ith d-wave symm etry. W e have applied a gauge trans-
form ation such that on each layer the superconducting
order param eter has the sam e phase (n our case i is
real). The quantities © are selfenergies due to In puriy
scattering and tunnelling, which will be speci ed later.
T he curly brackets denote a convolution in tin e and fre—
quency space. In the stationary case, which we consider
In the llow Ing, we w ill neglect the tin e dependence.
Then the convolutions are sin ple products, the depen-



dence on
tion

n (&) drops out, and we obtain the basic equa—

S T R
_ ARQK_'_/\KQA é&,\K é(/\A

T his isactually an equation forthe nonequilbbrium distri-
bution functions contained in the K eldysh G reen function
4§ and the K eldysh selfenergy "k .

In the follgw jng we w ill use the ansatz by Larkin and
0 vchinnikov 2748

15)

& = &4 16)
w ith
d= + ~»
containing two distrdbution functions and In the

stationary nonequilbbriim case we can neglect the con—
volution and replace it by products:

=06 &) + & s 39);

where for the retarded and advanced finctions §8 2 ()
the equilbrium functions can be used. In equilbriim

a7

()=tanh(=@T)); ()= 0: 18)

Retuming now to the equation of m otion Eq.€_1-§')
and using the traditional notation (see appendix A ) for
matrices In Nambu space, gi1 =: g;g12 =: £;9,1 =:

f' ;9. =:g, the stationary part of the equations of
motion for the nom al and anom alous K eldysh G reen
functions read explicitly

€% )= I, 19)

+ €5 £y = 1I,,; (20)

2 £+ g%  d)= I @1)
2 £5+ @ d)=In; @2)

w ith the abbreviation for the tunnelling and scattering
Integrals:

T =

SERET O R

Asweshellsee laterhfi= h 1,i= h ;;i= 0 fordwave
symm etry, and we obtain:

I = 1ngK ‘j{ I1<1 +
Lo = szgK g I2<2 + I2<2‘.3JA g ?2
NE A

K A A
llf f< 22
I, = LETE 4 frROK LETR 4+ £TE R 23)

ned 9 n

T he scattering tem s on the rh s have di erent m ean—
Ing: those which are proportional to the function iself
can be considered as selfenergy. T herefore we add these
termm s to the lhs. oqus.@-]_;) and {_ig‘z), w riting:

2~ + @g®  J)= 0 24)

w ith
_ 1 R A _ R
~= E( nt )= Rej; @3)
w here we used the equilbrium values for 1R1;A = ZRZ;A ’
and $ = (%) . Then the correction to  is just the

real part of the scattering selfenergy evaluated below .
T he scattering term on the rhs. is then

Jiz =
J21

K K A,
£ 2t 1177

+R K K +A
£ 11 22f

(@6)

Now we substitute _t‘tlle_a‘tnom alous Keldysh functions
£% and £'* in Egs.{l9, 20) and cbtain

i k2 — Jiz 3 =0 27)

Ill + I22 = O (28)
T hese equations w ill be used in the follow Ing to deter—
m Ine the distrbution functions ( ) and ( ) describ-
ing the non-equilbriim state. In particular, Eq.{_é]')
describes the balance between the relaxation of quasi-
particle charge due to in purity scattering w ithin a layer
and its creation by the tunnelling current (see Eq.€_42_§)
for the result in a specialcase).

Iv. CALCULATION OF THE CHARGE
IM BALANCE

W e consider potential scattering from random ly dis—
trbuted im purity centers and tunnelling to the neigh—
boring layers In lowest order. In order to calculate the
selfenergies and scattering integrals w e need expressions
for the retarded and advanced G reen fiinctions. Herewe
use the results from equilbriim (this can be justi ed by
studying the corresponding equations of m otion in the
low frequency lin i).

A . Retarded and advanced G reen functions

The retarded (advanced) quasiclassical G reen func-
tions in equilbrium have the form :

'
R = i = &)
(+i)2 2@k
k)=« 83 ;2= (&) 9
(+i)2 2@k
w i i = % (). Here we use the sign-convention

Im > 0. Furthem ore we have Pr the equilbbrium



fiinctions £* R = fR2A RA = F2  In the ollow ing
we w ill also need the com binations:

1 ~
u(ﬁ;)=59R(E;) §&; );
A l 2y 2y
vk ) =2 k) £k
W ,)=§lfR<E;)+f“<E;): (30)

The (even) spectralfuinction u &; ) isthe tunnelling den—
sity of states. W ith this notation we obtain for the
K edysh functions Eq.{L7)

& & r)=2uk; (& )+
& & )=2uk; »( K+

£ N
& n:

(31)

B . Potential scattering

T he selfenergies in Bom approxin ation are given by:

IR A ()i

32)

AR A K
P

Vo FCRAX ®; ) =

()=c
kO

with ,=c N (0)3,F. Here V, is the scattering poten—
tialand c the in purity concentration. For com parison in
the num erical results we also use the tm atrix approxi-
m ation in the strong scattering lim it. This is obtained
by replacing , by =9 ( )3.

For the calculation of the K eldysh com ponent of the
selfenergy we use the ansatz by Larkn and O vchinnikov
Eq.{7) and obtain

g ()= 2ilm() ()L 2iglw() ()ipg: (33)

U sing these results we obtain for the potential part of

the scattering tem s:

()1
( ;oi:

ha()in() G)
34)

=4ipu( )m()
= 8ipv()mu()

S

5o

oS
|

C . Tunneling

W e descrbe the coupling between neighboring layers
by the usualtunnelling H am iltonian

X 2e Rn+1d A .
H = Gore = = z Z(z,t)cym 1x0 Cax T hx);
n kk©
(35)
w hich after the gauge transform ation becom es
X .
H = (t1<0kel“;“°(t)cyn+1;ko Gx +hwx): (36)
n kk°

T hen we obtain forthe contribution to the tunnelling self-
energy from the couplingbetween layersn andn®= n  1:
Z

e ( ;t)’l;l’loz E)ei & 2

Fuox I
g 37)

1 = N i =
el 3 nmot) 2G (Ro;tl;tz)e+l3 nin0(t2) 2:

d

Ifwe neglect additionalphase uctuation, the phase dif-
frence i nmo® = Jo 0+ nmot, where [, is the
staticphase di erence, which is determ ined by the super-
current, and ;0 is proportionalto the electrochem ical
potentialdi erence between the two layers.

For the tunnelling m atrix element we have to as—
sum e a partial conservation of m om entum in order to
obtain Josephson coupling between di erent supercon-—
ducting layers wih d-wave order parameter. This,
however, is not relvant for the tunnelling of quasi
particles, which will be discussed here prim arily. In
the follow Ing we w illm odel the tunnelling m atrixelem ent
near the Fem i surfice by N )%k § = « K;K%) with
h (k) « &K9) (K916 0.

The m ost sin ple case to study nonequilbrium e ects
isthe tunnelling betw een a nom alelectrode and a super—
conducting layer, w hich w illbe discussed in the follow ing.
R esuls for quasiparticle tunnelling between two super—
conducting layers w ill be given In the appendix. In the
case oftunnelling w ith a nom alelctrode only the nom al
G reen functions contribute to the tunnelling selfenergy,
which is tin e-independent. W riting v = ,;,0=2 we ob-
tain
i

Ehth(

Wi+ h o ( + v 5;

i hth( +V)f 0

R
At (ﬁ; )(n;no) =

i

> h £ ( 38)

AE (’E; )(n;no) = (39)

ih u% v) % wi huC +v) 0% + vt

ihtuo( V)O( v)(ﬁj— htuo( + v) O( +V)Jo. 3:
The prin e denotes spectral functions and distribution
fiunctions on layer n® and h «gf i°= h ¢ &;KOR &% )io
denotes an average over the direction of KO,

These results w ill be used to caloulate the tunnelling
contributions to the scattering term s £27,26) in the ki-
netic equation. D enoting the superconducting layer by
n, the nom allayerby n® replacing the spectral fiinction

on the nom allayer by u’( ) = 1, and neglecting tem s
oforder + we nd
I =4 (% v %C+vuO)y
ID+ID=4h (% v+ % +v)  (Ou(Hh
I 3 =ahw () v %C+vnE @)

In order to determ ine the charge-im balance on the su—
perconducting layer in the stack we also need the quasi-
particle contrbution from tunnelling into the neighboring



superconducting layer w ith the barrier in the supercon-—
ducting state. As willbe shown in the Appendix, this
contrbution vanishes if we neglect term s of order

D . Solution ofthe kinetic equation

Insertingnow the di erent contributions to the scatter-
Ing tem from potentialscatteringE g. C_SL_L') and tunnelling
Eq.Cfl-(_i) nto Eq.{_ﬁj) we obtain the llow Ing equation de—
term ining the distribution finction (ﬁ; ) on the super—
conducting layer:

2pu)m() ()i mO)i() () 1)
2o~y (i
= u() —v() &K °C v %+

The rhs. of this equation describes charge inbalance
generation by tunnelling of quasi particlkes. The lhs.
descrbes charge Imbalance relaxation due to in purity
scattering. Taking an angular average and de ning

~()y=ta() ()i
R()=u() —2;
v(),
():=2phf1; “42)
we obtain
h (R i
T P

()

Finally from Eq.{2d) and Eq.{4d) we obtain fr the
distrdbution fiinction on the superconducting layer

_1 0 0 .

()—5( ( v)+ T + Vv)); (44)

where O( ) is the distrdbution fiinction on the nomm al

layer, which is assum ed to be In equilbrium . This sim —

plk relation is only true as long as we neglect inelastic

scattering, which is necessary for a relaxation of quasi-

particles into the condensate.

E. Charge-im balance

E quation Cfl-Q‘) is the main result of the paper. The
function ~ ( ) describes the charge of quasiparticlesw ith
energy on the superconducting layer. It is related to the
quasiparticle potential introduced in the phenom eno-
logical theory In the follow ing way: The quasiclassical
expression for the charge density is

Z 4 d

n= 2eN (0) e 5+ —
. 4

D E

& &)

45)

U sing the distrbution function , ntroduced in the pre—
vious section, we can w rite this expression as

Z, D E
n 2eN (0) e 4 d uk; ) k)
0

= 28N O 0 i

(46)

w ith the charge-in balance potential determ ined by the
formula

Z

= (l=e) d mk; ) k; )i @7

Relation of (ﬁ; ) to the "clean Im it" charge-
Inbalance distrbution function , in k-space is given
In Appendix D . The relaxation rate ( ) describes the
relaxation into them alequilbrium ofthe di erence be-
tw een electron and hole-like quasiparticles due to in pu—
rity scattering. It replaces the relaxation rate 1= ¢ in
Eq.@é) . The rhs. oqu.Cfl;i‘) contains the tunnelling
of quasiparticle charge from the nom al electrode into
the superconducting layer due to the applied voltage. It
is sim ilar but not equal to the tunnelling current at the
sam e energy . In the tunnelling current (see below ) the
function R ( ) is replaced by the density-ofstates func—
tion u (). In the absence of in purity scattering one nds
R ()= 1=u( ) in agreem ent w ith Re£13.

V. CALCULATION OF THE TUNNELLING
CURRENT

In order to m easure the charge-im balance induced by
the quasiparticle inction we also need an expression
for the current, in particularbetween the nom alcontact
and the st superconducting layer. Q uite generally the
current between neighboring layers n and n® in lowest
order In the tunnelling m atrix elem ent can be w ritten as

dtz Fiexo

2e
Jn no0 ©=+—
kk?©

é‘i k;tit)e is “""O(tl):zé\;o kit ;t)e* i3 nme+1®=2

A : -2 A : -
Ch kiti)e © et G kit e T et 0

+ cx:
(48)

In the stationary case (constant applied volage) we ne—
glect the tin e dependence of the G reen functions on the
central tin e and use a Fourder transfom ation with re—
spect to the tim e di erence as de ned above. Further-
m ore we restrict ourselves to the tunnelling between the
nom al layer and the rst superconducting layer. T hen
only the nom alG reen functions contrbute and we ob—
tan Wih v = nmo=2) the usual expression for the



quasiparticle current density

Z+1

. e
hmew) = -—-N ©) d
1

KRS & g &

+h &K &; )G K% v) + cc:

v)i

49)

Here the prin e denotes m om enta and distrdbution fiinc-
tions on layer nO, and the double brackets denote an av—
erage over both k and k°.

Now we express the lesser functions g© by the K eldysh
functions

1

@<=5©K § &) (50)

and expressthe latterby the non-equilbbrium distribution
functions and , then

26 Z 41

himo) = =N () d  &Kuk; WK v

~ 1
°C v ()+%C v ()

= 13,00 )+ G0 @) (1)
T his is another im portant result. The current between
neighboring layers n and n? is the sum oftwo parts con—
taining the distrbution functions ( ) and
tively. The current j (v) is the quasiparticle current
driven and created by the electro-chem icalpotential dif-
ference between the two layers. The current j (v) de—
scribbes the di usion current driven by the charge inbal-
ance. Both current contrbutions depend on the density
of state u ( ) of the two layers.

For the further application to the tunnelling between
a nom alelectrode and a superconducting layer it is con—
venient to denote by j the current ow from the nom al
electrode to the superconducting layerand by V the volt—
agedrop in thisdirection (le.v= eV).W thd( )= 1,

=0, %)= o()= tanh( =KT)) HOr the nomal
layer, and exploiting the fact thatu( ) and ( ) areeven
functions, while ( ) is an odd function of we obtain
for the current contributions:

Z 9
. e .
J V)= -N(© : d mk; )i o( +ev)
1
o evV)=:5V); (52)
Z+1
, 2e N A .
J V)= - 0) ¢ d huk; ) k; )i
1
=: 4 (V): (53)

Here we have replaced the tunnelling rate by som e av—
erage ¢ = h ;k%i and have de ned the ohm ic resis-
tance = 4€’N (0) «=~. Then the current driven by
the nonequilbrium distrbution of quasiparticles can be

() respec-
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FIG .2: Spectral function (tunnelling density of states) calcu—
lated for a d-w ave superconductor w ith im purity scattering.

expressed by the quasiparticle potential

N
=

d muk; ) & D (54)

£ R ()
. ()il (

d

+ eV) o( ev)l:
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o
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VI. RESULTS

For ourm odel calculations we use a d-wave order pa—
ram eter w ith an angular dependence of the usual fom
(k) = (@) (k) with () = cos2 . The tun-
nelling m atrix elem ent w illbe param etrised as (ﬁ;ﬁo) =
1+ 2 ®) (%. Thissinpli esthe averaging procedure:
the param eter ; enters the nom al tunnelling probabilk-
ity while the param eter , determ inesthe Josephson cou—
pling.

A . Tunneling current and charge im balance

In Fig.2 we show wellkknown typical resuls for the
spectral function (tunnelling density of states) u( ) at
low tem peraturesw ih a self-consistently determ ined self-
energy i ( ) for the two lm iting cases of Bom scatter-
Ing and In the uniary lim it. Note that in the unitary
lim i the spectral function stays nite for ! 0. This
function w illbe needed as Input for the follow ing calcula—
tions of the tunnelling current and the charge-im balance
relaxation. Fig.3 shows the corresponding nom alized
tunnelling current J, V )= , calculated from Eq.{53) be-
tween a nom al electrode and a superconducting layer
as function of the voltagedrop V between the nom al
electrode and the superconducting layer.
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FIG . 4: Relaxation rate for the charge-in balance due to Im —
purity scattering as finction of energy.

Now wetum to the calculation ofcharge in balance. In
Fig.4 the frequency dependence of the relaxation func—
tion () is shown for low tem peratures. T he frequency
dependence re ects the available phase-space or elas—
tic scattering processes from electron-lke into hole-lke
quasiparticlesat the energy . W ith help ofthis function
we calculate from Eq. ('_54) the charge in balance potential

generated on a superconducting layer in contact w ith
a nom al layer. Fig. 5a shows (V) as function of the
voltage V between the nom al electrode and the super—
conducting layer.

A sV cannot easily be m easured directly, we express
i by the corresponding current densiy. The resulting
finction (j) denedby ()= () wih j= JoV)
given by Eq.(52) is shown in Fig. 5b. Tt depends on the
ratio = ; between the average tunnelling rate and the
potential scattering rate. The nonlinear dependence on
the current re ects to som e extent the nonlinear current

1.6 T T T T T T T T
A=25meV, v,/ vp=0.0l
121 T=42K .
l
i weak scattering J/
; ————— strong scattering )
> | )/
0.4+ 0
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0 10 20 30 40
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1-6 T T T T T T T T
- A=25MeV, v,/ va0.0l ,I
T=42K )/
l
12 weak scattering !
—_— o strong scattering )
>
E .
>

Current

FIG .5: Charge in balance potential generated on a supercon—
ducting layer in contact w ith a nom al electrode as function
of the applied volage (a) and the tunnelling current J= ¢
)

voltage curve.

B . Experim ent w ith two norm alelectrodes

Now we apply the theory to the basic experim ent,
w here one superconducting layer is in contact w ith two
nom alelectrodes. T hrough the rst electrode w ith area
F; a current I; is applied, which creates a charge inbal-
ance ¢ on the superconducting layer. At a second elec—
trode the voltage V, ism easured w ith no current ow ing.
W e assum e that charge in balance spreadsevenly overthe
w hole superconducting layer of size F' . Then the charge
In balance potentialcreated on the superconducting layer
isgiven by = E:=F) (Q),where jj = L,=F; isthe
current density through the electrode (1), wih (j) de—

ned above and shown in Fig.5b.

In order to detem ine the voltage V, m easured at the
second electrode we use the current equations C_SQ‘, :!_52_3)
and exploit the condition that no current is owing,
= JoV2) o0 s = 0, ie. we have a com pensation
of the quasiparticle current driven by the volage and
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FIG .6: Volage m easured at the second electrode as function
of the inection current through the st electrode.

the quasiparticlke di usion current driven by the charge
Inbalance potential. Using for ¢ the value determ ined
abovewe nd

Z

Fq )
d k; )o( +eB) o e¥l= - s

55)

Thusweobtain V, as function of j; . Resutsare shown in
Fig. 6 forthe case ofa very am alltest electrode, F', F,
F, ' F . Note that in this channel the electrochem ical
potential drop is only between the nom alelectrode and
the rst superconducting layer, all the other barriers in
the stack have p;,+1 = 0. Furthem ore, if the elec-
trodes are In equilbrium , the total voltage equals the
total electrochem icalpotential, thusV, is the totalm ea—
sured voltage.

C . Double-m esa experim ent

Tn this experin ent which is descrbbed in detailin Refh
two an allm esas are structured close to each otheron top
ofa comm on basem esa and contacted w ith separate gold
electrodes. Through the rstmesa a varable current I;
is Injcted while at the second mesa the voltage V, is
measured for xed current I,. Nom ally the voltage V,
is independent ofthe current I; as long asall junctions in
the base m esa are In the superconducting state. In som e
cases, however, a sm alladditionalvolage V ;, (I;) is ob-—
served. T his happens, if the lowest jinctions in the two
m esas are in the resistive state (see F'ig.7b) and generate
a charge-imbalance on the st comm on superconduct—
Ing layer of the base m esa, which then depends on both
currents.

Ifwe want to apply the m icroscopic theory to this sit—
uation we have to calculate the charge-imbalance on a
superconducting layer in contact w ith another supercon—
ducting layerw ith the barrierbeing in the resistive state.

3 |1 M1 M2 |2
: I H H
i "'""""'_i LPB(E)
B a
b) I1l M; M2 l P
: I H H
B i_""'"""'_; q‘é(|1+ |2)
! '

FIG . 7: Position of resistive barriers in the double-m esa ex—
perin ent

Furthem orew e have to add to the tunnelling current the
average Josephson current. In system swih a largeM c-
Cum ber param eter this contrbution is snall. W e will
neglkct it in the follow ing.

In a rst approxin ation we m ay treat the jainctions
betw een the two m esas and the basem esa as ifthey were
nom al electrodes. In this case the only m odi cation is
the nite current through the second mesa. The charge
In balance potential generated on the st superconduct—
Ing layer ofthe basem esa is

Fi, I F, I,
B= o o)+ o) (56)
F F F F,
T he current densiy through the second m esa, which is
kept constant, is

2= JoV2) 0 B (G7)

where j (V) is the currentvolage function C_B-Q) . The
volage shift Vo, (Iy) = Vo (1) V,, is the di erence
between the voltage m easured at the second mesa for
xed current I,, when the last barriers in the rst and
second m esa are In the resistive state Fig.7b), and the
constant voltage V;, when only the last barrier of the
second m esa is In the resistive state ¢ ig.7a). E xpanding
Jo V) around the voltageV, as jy Vo + V)= Jj V) +
Vo, Nz) we obtain:

F I
&y (58)

Vo (M) = (\72)? F,

where the function (j) is shown in Fig.5b.

T his approxin ation can be in proved if we take into
acoount that the last layers in the snall mesas are In
the superconducting state. Then we have to lnclude the
frequency dependent density of states u®( ) of these lay—
ers both in the calculation of the quasiparticle current
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FIG.8: M odied charge in balance potential generated on a
superconducting layer by resistive junction as function of the
tunnelling current.

densities and in the charge inbalance function ( ). Let
us denote the m odi ed quasiparticle current by % V)
and them odi ed charge-in balance potential function by
~(J) (explicte form ulasare given in the A ppendix), then
the voltage shift V , (I;) m easured at the second m esa
is given by

0o F1i. T
~(V2) F Fy

Vo) = )i (59)

where ~ (V) = dj (V)=dV). Iks current dependence is
proportional to the function 7 (j), which is shown in
Fig.8. The shape ofthe functions (j), Fig.5b and ~(j),
Fig.8 is sin ilar. T he curve obtained in the weak scatter—
ing lim it (solid ling) also hasgreat sin flarity w ith the ex—
perin ental results® T he param eters used In our calcula—
tions are typical for these m aterials. W e did not perform

a t to the experim ental data, since this would require
an additional param eter for the Josephson coupling. O £
course all the curves end at the critical current.

D . In uence of charge-im balance on the
current~voltage curves

The sam e form alisn can be applied to calculate the in—
uence of charge—im balance on the current-voltage curves
In a stack of Josephson jinctions. For instance, for a
stack of junctions w ith one junction in the resistive state
nside the stack (not ad pining the nom alelectrodes) the
current is given by

JjV)I=FW) 207V); (60)

whereV is the voltage drop across thisbarrier. T he fac-
tor 2 com es from the charge-in balance potential created
on the two superconducting layers ad pining the barrier
In the resistive state.
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T he corresponding voltage shift for a given current j
is then
0

~ (V)

V=2

Q)i (61)

where V is the voltage for a single junction. This shift
can be m easured directly as di erence between the vol—
age of two isolated jinctions in the resistive state and
two neighboring resistive junctions in the stack. This
generaliseg our results obtained w ith the phenom enologi-
caltheory:z using an ohm ic quasiparticle IV curve. N ote
that this (very sm all) voltage shift in the IV -curves does
not depend on the param etera (called 1n Reﬁ.’j,?]_; de-
scribing charge uctuations of the superconducting con—
densate. These will be of In portance in dynam ical ef-
fects like theg Jossphson plasm a resonance and In optical
experin ents 24

VII. SUMMARY

In this paper we have developed a com prehensive m i~
croscopic theory for stationary nonequilbrium e ects
In intrinsic Jossphson system s starting from a non-—
equilbriim G reen function theory for layered d-wave
superconductors. W e investigated the charge-in balance
generated on a superconducting layer by current injpc-
tion and derived results for the charge-imbalance dis—
tribbution function and the nonequilbriim quasiparticle
current between superconducting layers. The theory
uses basic nonequlbriim concepts developed earlier for
buk superconductors and is applied here to layered d-
w ave superconductors form ing a stack of Josephson junc—
tions. Speci c for layered superconductors with small
tunneling rate between the layers is the con nem ent of
charge-in balance on single superconducting layers. Spe—
ci c Por dwave superconductors w ith vanishing gap is
the relaxtion of charge-in balance due to elastic in pu-—
rity scattering, which is the dom inant relaxation m ech-
anisn at low energies. In distinction to an earlier sem i-
phenom enological theory by the authors we considered
here the energy dependence of the charge—in balance dis—
trbution function and its relaxation, leading to non-—
linear currentvolage realtions.

W e applied the theory to the calculation of nonequilibb—
riim e ects in current inpction experim entsw ith 4 con—
tacts. In particular, we calculated the voltage between
a nom al electrode and a superconducting layer for zero
current as fnction of the current through a second elec—
trode. This voltage m easures directly the charge mnbal-
ance potential generated on the superconducting layer.
W e then applied the theory to recent doublem esa ex—
perin ents. Thus we were able to explain the non-linear
dependence of the voltage m easured at one m esa on the
current through the second m esa.

The sam e om alisn can also be applied to calculate
the In uence of charge In balance on the current<oltage
curves In a stack of Josephson junctions, which should



be observable as di erence In the voltage between dif-
ferent con gurations of a given num ber of resistive junc-
tions in the stack. W e note that the shift ofthe chem ical
potential of the condensate leads do a redistribution of
the voltagebetween di erent superconducting layers, but
this hasno in uence on the total current-voltage curves.
Charge oscillations in the condensate and the resulting
coupling between the layers w ill however be im portant
fordynam ic e ects like the dispersion ofthe longitudinal
Josephson plasm a resonance and in som e optical exper—
In ents. These dynam ic e ects will be investigated In a
forthcom ing publication.
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APPENDIX A:DEFINITION OF
NON-EQUILIBRIUM GREEN FUNCTIONS FOR
LAYERED SUPERCONDUCTORS
Follbwing the standard de nition€tit8 fr non-
equilbriim G reen functions for superconductors we de—
ne larger and lesser G reen finctions for layersn and n°
k= k) in Nambu space by

G o Kita iR t) = @1
Ror (60 on ()1 B (6)Googey )1
K, )G ()1 B, )G 004 ()1
G50 ®it ;K%)= ®2)

!
]:I:ynokon (t2)cnk" (tl)l
hﬁoko" (tz)CYnk# (tl)i

hl'noko# (tz )an" (tl )i

L
* PG ooy (), , ()1
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from which we obtain the retarded advanced and K eldysh
function by

)¢ &%);

£) €~

R (t1

(DN
1

A (ta é<);

(DN
1

g =¢&" +¢ @3)
For the di erent com ponents in N am bu space the follow —
ing notation is comm only used:

G F

G = e

@a4)

For the average diagonal G reen finctions with n® = n
only one ndex and one k-vector w ill be used. For these
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functions we introduce a Fourder transform w ith respect

to the tim edi erence = 4 % keeping the central
tinet= (G + )=2 xed:
Z
S®it; )= d & ®;t+ it E)ei : @5)

Finally we introduce the quasiclassical approxin ation

by integrating over the energy x = x keeping the
direction k of them om entum  xed:
f  ?
A 1 Ay
gkt )= L, = al®E ) @

APPENDIX B:DERIVATION OF KINET IC
EQUATIONS

In ourm odel the equations of m otion for the K eldysh
G reen function on layern in Nambu space are given by:

@ N
i— 36% ®Kitit)

o H ®&t)¢% ®itit)

GROK 4 GF 2 =0
where
H &t = ®2)

w ith the electical scalarpotential , (t), the charge ofthe

electron ( e), and the order param eterm atrix
~ _ 0 k®
x © = e 0 : ®B3)
Here @) = xe'»® has a tin edependent phase.

The constant am plitude  of the order param eter is
equal on each layer and has d-wave symm etry. In or—
der to elim inate the tin edependent phase in the or-
der param eter we m ake a gauge transform ation ¢,k (t) =
Sk Bexp @ 4 (t). A fer this gauge transfom ation the
new G reen function G' ful 1ls an equation ofm otion w ith
HEt= en.®+ x «,thegauge nvariant scalar
potential , (t) = L @© ~ 5 )=2e, and a real tin e—
Independent order param eter.

T he sym bolfAGAg denotes a convolution in tin e space
of the selfenergy and the G reen function:

Z

fABgy ;)= dzA Gi/B)B Gitk): B 4)

T he selfenergy, which will be discussed in detail later,
contains random inpurity scattering wihin the layer
and tunnelling to the neighboring layers. T he latter w 111
treated In second order in the tunnelling m atrix elem ent.



A kinetic equation is obtained subtracting the two
equations, ntroducing a centraltime t = (g + t)=2 and
taking the Fourder transform with respect to the time-
dierence =t B

SR e S g Héx ¥y
Cet 3 Cee & 3
— AR G’\K + AK G/\A G’\R K G/\K AA CBS)

In this equation the kinetic energy x drops out and we
can perform the integration over y keeping the direction
Kk ofthemomentum xed. W e then obtain the kinetic
equation for the quasiclassical G reen fiinctions

id i
(Ea"' ) 39° + (EEC g 5
Akng S hkp
— AR@]‘(+/\K@A &/\K é</\A CB6)
w ith

Akin= e.® “(k);
k) = 0 (E) : 7
) k) o &7

T he curly brackets denote a convolution in tin e and fre—
quency space:

fABgl; )= @ CT2a e B ; ):  B8)
T he equation @:6) is the starting point of our calcula-
tions.

APPENDIX C:COUPLING BETW EEN TW O
SUPERCONDUCTING LAYERS

a) T unnelling between two superconducting layers w ith
the barrier in the superconducting state
Here we have ,;,0 = 0 but a nite constant phase

dierence ’ = .o, and we obtain for the tunnelling
selfenergy
"Bk hme=  dheg® (VP54 s h £ (),

+ cos’'hfR () ,; c1)

R )= 2ihu®() %5 2ihe®() %2
+2sh’h %) %)%,
+ 2cos'h v0() ()P,
+2c0s'hw®() %),

2sin’hew?( ) %)L, c2)

For the contribution from tunnelling to the scattering
term in the kinetic equation we then nd:

I3 = 8iha’()u() ( f# 4ih %) °(Hu()%
g5 37 =8ih () (v C3)
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N ote that all the contributions depending on the phase
di erence ’ drop out. The rem aining tem s vanish ifwe
neglct tem s of order  which are of higher order in
the tunnelling probability.

b) T unnelling between two superconducting layers w ith
the barrier in the resistive state.

In this case also the anom alous G reen functions con—
tribute to the dc current. A s this contribution involves
the ooherent part of the tunnelling m atrix elem ent and
willbe sn allin the 1m it of lJarge M cC um ber param eters,
we neglect it in the follow Ing. H owever, we have to take
Into account the frequency dependent density of states
u( );P( ) on both superconducting layers. W e want to
apply the theory to calculate the charge-im balance on
a superconducting layer n which is coupled on one side
to a superconducting layer n® in a stack with barriers
In the resistive state and on the other side to a super—
conducting layer w ith the barrier in the superconducting
state. A sthe layern® isbetw een tw o barriers in the resis-
tive state w ith equalquastparticle current w e can neglect
the charge-imbalance ° on this Jayer. Then we obtai
the contribution to the scattemg term from tunnelling
between n and n°:

I L= 4@ vy W+ v)u() (i
+4ih @ W v AW +v) O+ v)u( i
4ihe @°C v+ A +vu() (i
g5 =41 v(NU( W W)

0

P +v) % +v) C4)

For the charge-in balance function
ducting layern we then nd:

() on the supercon-

2pu()m() (i m()m() ()
v() .
2p——m() ()i
= u() —v() &KYWC e v ()
+u’C+ v () Y+ ) €5

Th_e‘ form ulas for the current densities obtained from
Eq.(l) now read In (symm etrised form )

Z+1
J V)= N O ¢ d hu()ind( + ev) cé)
1
+u’( V)i ( +evV) o  eV)=FHV);
Z+1
j W)= -NQO - d ~()nd( +ev)
1
+ u% eV)i=: (~W); c7)
w ith the charge mmbalance fiinction ~( ) = () ()i
given by
RO
~( )=t7()lhuo( +ev)+ P(  ev)
2 ()
i 0( +eV) 0( eV): (C8)



T he current equation forj (V) de nesam odi ed charge—
Inbalance potential (), from which we obtain the
function ~(j) = TV ) using the current<olage relation
J= Y (V). This function is shown in Fig.8.

APPENDIX D:CHARGE IM BALANCE OF
QUASIPARTICLES

In order to m ake contact w ith the traditional theory
of charge inbalance ket us summ arise the basic de ni-
tions and concepts of charge=im balance as introduced by
T inkham and C larket%448557

In the BCS theory the total charge (in units of the
electron charge, factor 2 from spin) is

X
Q=2 vi+ @ PE=:0°+0Q ; O1)

k
whereuf = (1L + (=Ey), vf = (L+ k=Ex)Z2 are the
usual coherence factors, x = & , B = 2+ 2

is the quasiparticle excitation energy. The rst tem is
the condensate charge Q ¢, the second temm is the quasi-
particle charge Q , fx is the quasiparticle distribution
function. In equilbrium fy = 1=(Exp Ex=T)+ 1) and
hence Q vanishes (for particle-hole sym m etry).

A nonequilbrium state can be described by a shift
ofthe chem icalpotentialand a change ofthe distrbution
function fyx . A shift of the chem ical potential leadsto a
shift ofthe excitation energy in k-space, x ! « +
and hence to a change of the condensate charge by:

Q°=2N (0) ; ©2)
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whereN (0) is the density of states for one soin direction
at the Fem ienergy.

T he quasiparticle charge can also be w ritten as

X X

Q =2 G fx = G (fx, K. )i © 3)

whereg = ¢=Ey can be considered as charge ofa quasi-
particle w ith m om entum K. For each quasiparticlke state
wihmomentum K= K, and x, > 0 (electron-lke quasi-
particle) exists a quasiparticle state with m om entum
K=K and . = k., < 0 (holelke quasipartick)
w ith the sam e excitation energy Ex > 0 and direction
K. ThusQ depends on the di erence in the num ber of
electron— and hole-like quasiparticles. W hile fi, .
describes charge-im balance, the combiation fi, + fx_,
for Instance, enters the selfconsistency equation for the
gap k-

These distrbution functions are introduced here for
wellde ned quasiparticles wih in nite lifetime. In a
m icroscopic theory based on nonequilbriim G reen fiinc—
tions these are replaced here by the frequency-dependent
distrdbution functions ( ) and ( ). In ourcasewe nd
the follow ing correspondence for > 0:

(=E)=1 %,
( =E)= q (£,

ki O 4)
%) 0 3)

E xtended to the whole frequency range ( ) becom es an

odd function, ( ) isan even function.
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