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Static charge-im balance e�ects in intrinsic Josephson system s

J. K eller and D.A. Ryndyk�

Institut f�ur Theoretische Physik, Universit�at Regensburg, D-93040 Regensburg, G erm any

Nonequilibrium e�ectscreated by stationary currentinjection in layered d-wavesuperconductors

form ing a stack ofintrinsic Josephson junctionsare studied.Starting from a nonequilibrium G reen

function theory we derive m icroscopic expressions for the charge-im balance (di�erence between

electron-and hole-like quasi-particles) on the superconducting layers and investigate its inuence

on the quasi-particle current between the layers. This nonequilibrium e�ect leads to shifts in the

current-voltage curves ofthe stack. The theory is applied to the interpretation ofrecent current

injection experim entsin double-m esa structures.

Pacs: 74.72.-h, 74.50.+ r, 74.40.+ k. K eywords: layered superconductors, Josephson e�ect,

nonequilibrium superconductivity

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

In the strongly anisotropic cuprate superconductors

like Bi2Sr2CaCu2O 8+ � (BSCCO ) the superconducting

CuO 2 layers together with the interm ediate insulating

m aterialform a stack of Josephson junctions. In the

presence of a bias current perpendicular to the layers

the intrinsic Josephson e�ectm anifestsitselfin a m ulti-

branch structure ofthe IV-curves,1,2,3,4,5 where on each

branch a di�erentnum berofjunctionsisin the resistive

state.

In the resistive state high frequency Josephson oscil-

lations at a �nite dc-voltage are accom panied by a dc-

current which is carried m ainly by unpaired electrons

(quasi-particles),while in the superconducting state it

is carried m ainly by Cooper pairs. Therefore,on a su-

perconducting layerbetween a resistive and a supercon-

ducting junction thebiascurrenthasto changeitschar-

acter from quasi-particle current to supercurrent. This

creates a non-equilibrium state on this layer with a �-

nitequasi-particlechargeand achangeofthecondensate

charge. The quasi-particle charge is characterised by a

distribution function with di�erentnum bersofelectron-

like and holelike quasi-particles,while the change ofthe

condensate charge,the num ber ofpaired electrons,can

be described by a shift ofthe chem icalpotentialofthe

condensate.

In recent experim ents such non-equilibrium e�ects

havebeen observed in layered d-wavesuperconductors.6

In a �rsttypeofexperim entsShapiro stepsproduced by

high-frequency irradiation have been m easured in m esa

structures ofBSCCO with gold contacts. Here a shift

ofthe step voltage from its canonicalvalue hf/(2e)was

observed,which can be traced back to a change ofthe

contact resistance due to quasi-particle charge on the

�rst superconducting layer. In another type ofexperi-

m ents current-voltage curveshave been investigated for

two m esas structured close to each other on the sam e

base crystal(see Fig.7 below). Here an inuence ofthe

current through one m esa on the voltage drop through

the other m esa has been m easured which is caused by

charge im balance on the �rst com m on superconducting

layerofthe base crystal.In a recentpaper7 wehaveex-

plained these e�ects by using a sem i-phenom enological

approach based on a m icroscopicnon-equilibrium G reen

function theory8,9 forlayered superconductors.

In thispaperwe willpresentthe fullm icroscopicthe-

ory for stationary charge-im balance e�ects in intrinsic

Josephson system s. In order to be speci�c, we apply

thetheory �rstto an experim ent,which in thisform has

not yet been done,but is conceptualsim pler then the

double-m esa injection experim entm entioned above.W e

considera m esaasshown in Fig.1 with two norm alelec-

trodeson top. Through one electrode a stationary bias

currentisapplied creatingachargeim balanceon the�rst

superconducting layer. Atthe otherelectrode a voltage

ism easured asfunction ofthe biascurrentthrough the

�rstelectrodewith zero currentthrough thesecond elec-

trode. Thisexperim entissim ilarto the classicalexper-

im entby Clarke,10 where a strong currentinjected into

a bulk superconductor creates quasi-particles. By two

other electrodes,one norm aljunction and one Joseph-

son junction,a voltageisdetected atzero currentwhich

m easuresthedi�erencebetween thechem icalpotentialof

quasi-particlesand condensate.In ourcase the junction

between thenorm alelectrodeand the�rstsuperconduct-

inglayeristhenorm aljunction,thecouplingbetween the

�rstsuperconductinglayerand thenextsuperconducting

layersistheJosephson junction.Thisexperim entallows

todeterm inethechargeim balanceand (with furtherthe-

oreticalinput)itsrelaxationrate.Afterthisinvestigation

we return to the discussion ofthe double-m esa injection

experim ent.

Nonequilibrium e�ects in bulk-superconductors have

been studied a long tim e ago. For an overview see

the text-book by Tinkham 11 and the review-articles

edited by Langenberg and Larkin.12 The basic concepts

of charge-im balance have been developed by Tinkham

and Clarke,10,13 Pethick and Sm ith.14 The theory has

been worked out using a non-equilibrium G reen func-

tion approach by Schm id and Sch�on,15,16 and Larkin

and O vchinnikov.17,18 M icroscopic nonequilibrium the-

ory oflayered superconductors was considered �rst by

Artem enko19 and laterby G rafetal.20

Nonequilibrium e�ects in intrinsic Josephson sys-

tem have been investigated theoretically already

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0407660v1
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FIG .1: M esa-structure used for 4-point m easurem ents con-

sisting ofa stack ofsuperconducting layers with two norm al

electrodeson top.

in various contexts using di�erent m ethods and

approxim ations.21,22,23,24,25,26,27,28,29 In Refs. 21,28 the

inuence of charge-coupling on Josephson plasm a os-

cillations has been investigated, in the approach used

in Refs.23,24,26 a system atic perturbation theory in the

scalar potentialon the layers has been perform ed. In

these theoriescharge im balance is considered only indi-

rectly asfarasitisinduced by uctuationsofthescalar

potential.Thepresenttheorywhichusesnon-equilibrium

G reen functionsism ore general.Here chargeim balance

is taken into account as an independent degree offree-

dom ,and thereforetheresultsaredi�erentfrom thoseof

earliertreatm ents.

Here we apply this theory to stationary processes in

layered d-wave superconductors. Due to the weak cou-

plingbetween thesuperconductinglayersthetotalcharge

created by the bias-current is non-zero. Therefore we

have to treatcharge uctuations ofthe condensate and

quasi-particles as independent quantities. The d-wave

character of the order-param eter allows quasi-particle

tunnelling also at low voltages and tem peratures. Fur-

therm oreitallowstherelaxation ofcharge-im balanceby

elasticscattering processes(im purity scattering within a

layer).O n theotherhand theweak couplingbetween the

layersleads to a partialdecoupling ofthe kinetic equa-

tionsforthe G reen functionsin di�erentlayers,m aking

thissystem a particularly sim ple exam ple forthe appli-

cation ofnonequilibrium theory in superconductors.

In thefollowingsection westartwith generalconsider-

ationsconcerning the Josephson e�ectin layered super-

conductors and the de�nition ofcharge-im balance. W e

then form ulatethebasickineticequationsdescribingsta-

tionary nonequilibrium e�ectsin intrinsicJosephson sys-

tem sand calculatethechargeim balancem icroscopically.

W eshow how thesee�ectscan bem easured by discussing

the above m entioned 4-point experim ent and the cou-

pled two-m esa system . Finally we discuss the inuence

ofcharge-im balanceon the IV-curvesofa stack ofjunc-

tions.

II. G EN ER A LISED JO SEP H SO N EQ U A T IO N S

W e consider a system ofsuperconducting layerswith

indices n and order param eter � n(t) = j�jexp(i� n(t))

with tim e-dependent phase �n(t). W e de�ne the gauge

invariantphasedi�erence as:

n;n+ 1(t)= �n(t)� �n+ 1(t)�
2e

~

Z n+ 1

n

dzA z(z;t); (1)

whereA z(z;t)isthevectorpotentialin thebarrier.Here

edenotestheelem entary charge.Thechargeoftheelec-

tron is� e.

Forthe tim e derivativeofn;n+ 1 weobtain thegener-

alized Josephson relation:

dn;n+ 1

dt
=
2e

~

�

Vn;n+ 1 + �n+ 1 � �n

�

: (2)

Here

Vn;n+ 1 =

Z n+ 1

n

dzE z(z;t) (3)

isthe voltage and �n(t)isthe so-called gauge invariant

scalarpotentialde�ned by

�n(t)= �n(t)�
~

2e
_�n(t); (4)

where�n(t)isthe electricalscalarpotential.

Thequantity ~_n;n+ 1 = 2e(Vn;n+ 1+ �n+ 1� �n)isthe

totalenergyrequired totransferaCooperpairfrom layer

n ton+ 1,e�n can beconsidered astheshiftofthechem -

icalpotentialofthesuperconducting condensatewith re-

spectto an averagechem icalpotential�,i.e.thenum ber

ofparticlesin thecondensateiscontrolledby�+ e�n.For

equilibrium superconductors ~_�n = 2e�n,�n = 0,and

onehastheusualJosephsonrelation ~_n;n+ 1 = 2eVn;n+ 1.

The generalised Josephson relation (2) for a stack of

Josephson junctionscan bewritten in anotherway show-

ing explicitly the electric �eld distribution between the

layers. W e split the totalcharge uctuation on a layer

��n = ��cn + ��qn into a contribution ��cn from particles

in the condensateand a contribution ��qn from unpaired

electrons (quasi-particles) describing charge-im balance.

The charge uctuation of the condensate can be ex-

pressed directly by the change ofthe chem icalpotential

on layern:

��
c
n = � 2e2N (0)�n; (5)

whereN (0)isthe(two-dim ensional)density ofstatesfor

one spin direction atthe Ferm ienergy. Itisconvenient

to expressalsotheuctuation ofquasi-particlechargeby

som equasi-particlepotential	 n,de�ning

��
q
n = 2e2N (0)	 n: (6)

Then weobtain forthe totalchargedensity uctuation:

��n = � 2e2N (0)(�n � 	n): (7)



3

W hilein bulk superconductorschargeneutrality leads

to � = 	,thisisnotthe case in weakly coupled layered

superconductors.

W ith help of(7) and the M axwellequation (d is the

distancebetween the layers)

��n =
��0

d
(Vn;n+ 1 � Vn�1;n ) (8)

the generalized Josephson relation now reads:

~

2e
_n;n+ 1 = (1+ 2a)Vn;n+ 1

� a(Vn�1;n + Vn+ 1;n+ 2)+ 	 n+ 1 � 	n; (9)

with a = ��0=(2e
2N (0)d). It shows that the Joseph-

son oscillation frequency is determ ined not only by the

voltage in the sam e junction but also by the voltages

in neighboring junctions. The coe�cient a has already

been introduced by K oyam a and Tachiki,21 however in

their theory charge im balance e�ects described by the

quasi-particlepotential	 n havenotbeen considered.

For a barrier in the superconducting state the tim e

average h_n;n+ 1i vanishes,while for a barrierin the re-

sistive state ~h_n;n+ 1i=2 isthe electrochem icalpotential

di�erence. A sim ilarequation also holdsforthe contact

with the norm alelectrode. Denoting the norm alelec-

trode,which is assum ed to be in equilibrium by n = 0,

wehave

~

2e
_0;1 = V0;1 + �1 = (1+ a)V0;1 + aV1;2 + 	 1: (10)

In thecaseofa stack in contactwith a norm alelectrode

on top,where allinternalbarriers are in the supercon-

ducting state we �nd forthe �rstsuperconducting layer

�1 ’ aV + 	 1.Thisresultfollowsfrom Eqs.(2,9,10)in

the lim ita � 1.Notethatthetotalvoltageofthestack

isV =
P

n
_n;n+ 1~=(2e).

In order to describe transport between the layers we

need also an expression for the current density. In our

previouspapers6,7 wehaveused

jn;n+ 1 = jcsinn;n+ 1

+
�n;n+ 1

d

�
~

2e
_n;n+ 1 + 	 n � 	n+ 1

�

; (11)

which is approxim ately valid in the stationary case (no

displacem entcurrent).The�rstterm isthecurrentden-

sityofCooperpairs.Therestisthequasi-particlecurrent

density,which isdriven notonly by the electrochem ical

potentialdi�erence,but contains a di�usion term pro-

portionalto the quasi-particle density di�erence. In the

following thecurrentexpression willbederived from the

m icroscopictheory.

Finally we need som e theory describing the creation

and relaxation ofquasi-particlechargein orderto calcu-

late the charge-im balancepotential	 n.In ourprevious

paperswehaveused arelaxation tim eapproxim ation.In

the stationary caseweobtained

	 n = �q(j
q

n�1;n � j
q

n;n+ 1)=[2e
2
N (0)] (12)

describing the balance between charge-im balance cre-

ation by thein-and outgoing quasi-particlecurrentsand

relaxation into therm alequilibrium inside the layer. It

willbethem ain task ofthispaperto derivesuch a rela-

tion from a m icroscopictheory.

III. K IN ET IC EQ U A T IO N S

For the m icroscopic description we start from equa-

tions of m otion for the spectral ( retarded and ad-

vanced) and K eldysh G reen functions in Nam bu space

(for details see the appendixA). Nonstationary cor-

rections to the spectralfunctions are sm all,and these

functions can be taken in equilibrium . The K eldysh

function contains the necessary inform ation about the

nonequilibrium distribution functions. In ourm odelwe

consider d-wave superconductivity on each layer within

the BCS-approxim ation,elastic im purity scattering in-

sidethe layerand tunnelling between neighboring layers

in lowest order. Then it is possible to form ulate equa-

tions ofm otion for the G reen function Ĝ K
n (
~k;t1;t2) for

each layern with a tunnelling self-energy containing the

coupling to the neighboring layers.

Furtherm ore we introduce quasiclassicle G reen func-

tions,which areobtained by integrating theG reen func-

tion overthekineticenergy�k = �k� �.Perform ingin ad-

dition a Fouriertransform ation with respectto the tim e

di�erence� = t1 � t2 at�xed centraltim et= (t1 + t2)=2

weobtain(seetheappendixB)thefollowingkineticequa-

tion forthequasiclassicalK eldysh function ĝKn (̂k;t;�)in

Nam bu space:

�
i

2

@

@t
+ �

�

�3ĝ
K +

�
i

2

@

@t
� �

�

ĝ
K
�3

�
�
ĥ(̂k;t)̂gK � ĝ

K
ĥ(̂k;t)

	

=
�
�̂
R
ĝ
K + �̂

K
ĝ
A
� ĝ

R
�̂
K
� ĝ

K
�̂
A
	

(13)

depending on the centraltim e t,the direction k̂ ofthe

m om entum ,and the frequency �.Here

ĥ(̂k;t)= � e�n(t)� �̂( k̂);

�̂( k̂)=

�
0 �( k̂)

� �(k̂) 0

�

; (14)

where �n(t) is the gauge invariant scalar potential

Eq.(4). �( k̂) is the superconducting order param eter

with d-wave sym m 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 (in our case it is

real).The quantities �̂ are self-energiesdue to im purity

scattering and tunnelling,which willbe speci�ed later.

Thecurly bracketsdenotea convolution in tim eand fre-

quency space.In the stationary case,which we consider

in the following,we willneglect the tim e dependence.

Then the convolutions are sim ple products,the depen-
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denceon �n(t)dropsout,and weobtain thebasicequa-

tion

�
�
�3ĝ

K
� ĝ

K
�3
�
+ �̂ĝ K

� ĝ
K �̂ =

=
�
�̂
R
ĝ
K + �̂

K
ĝ
A
� ĝ

R
�̂
K
� ĝ

K
�̂
A
�
: (15)

Thisisactuallyan equation forthenonequilibrium distri-

bution functionscontained in theK eldysh G reen function

ĝK and the K eldysh selfenergy �̂K .

In the following we willuse the ansatz by Larkin and

O vchinnikov:17,18

ĝ
K =

�
ĝ
R
d̂� d̂ĝ

A
	

(16)

with

d̂ = � + ��̂3

containing two distribution functions � and �. In the

stationary nonequilibrium case we can neglect the con-

volution and replaceitby products:

ĝ
K = (̂gR � ĝ

A )� + (̂gR �3 � �3ĝ
A )�; (17)

where for the retarded and advanced functions ĝR ;A (�)

the equilibrium functionscan be used.In equilibrium

�(�)= tanh(�=(2T)); �(�)= 0: (18)

Returning now to the equation of m otion Eq.(15)

and using the traditionalnotation (see appendix A)for

m atrices in Nam bu space, g11 = : g;g12 = : f;g21 = :

� f+ ;g22 = : �g,the stationary part ofthe equations of

m otion for the norm aland anom alous K eldysh G reen

functionsread explicitly

� �(f+ K
� f

K )= I11; (19)

+ �(f + K
� f

K )= I22; (20)

2�fK + �(�g K
� g

K )= I12; (21)

2�f+ K + �(�g K
� g

K )= I21; (22)

with the abbreviation for the tunnelling and scattering

integrals:

I�� =
�
�̂
R
ĝ
K + �̂

K
ĝ
A
� ĝ

R
�̂
K
� ĝ

K
�̂
A
�

��
:

Asweshellseelaterhfi= h�12i= h�21i= 0ford-wave

sym m etry,and weobtain:

I11 = �
R
11g

K
� g

R
�
K
11 + �

K
11g

A
� g

K
�
A
11

I22 = �
R
22�g

K
� �gR �K22 + �

K
22�g

A
� �gK �A22

I12 = �
R
11f

K
� f

R
�
K
22 + �

K
11f

A
� f

K
�
A
22

I21 = � �
R
22f

+ K + f
+ R

�
K
11 � �

K
22f

+ A + f
+ K

�
A
11 (23)

Thescattering term son ther.h.shavedi�erentm ean-

ing: those which are proportionalto the function itself

can beconsidered asself-energy.Thereforeweadd these

term sto the l.h.s.ofEqs.(21)and (22),writing:

2~�fK + �(�g K
� g

K )= J12 (24)

with

~� = � �
1

2
(�R11 + �

A
11)= � � Re�

R
11 (25)

whereweused theequilibrium valuesfor�
R ;A

11 = � �
R ;A

22 ,

and �A11 = (�R11)
�. Then the correction to � is just the

realpart ofthe scattering self-energy evaluated below.

Thescattering term on the r.h.s.isthen

J12 = � f
R
�
K
22 + �

K
11f

A
;

J21 = f
+ R

�
K
11 � �

K
22f

+ A (26)

Now we substitute the anom alous K eldysh functions

fK and f+ K in Eqs.(19,20)and obtain

I11 � I22 �
�

~�

�
J12 � J21

�
= 0 (27)

I11 + I22 = 0 (28)

These equations willbe used in the following to deter-

m ine the distribution functions �(�) and �(�) describ-

ing the non-equilibrium state. In particular, Eq.(27)

describes the balance between the relaxation ofquasi-

particlechargedue to im purity scattering within a layer

and its creation by the tunnelling current (see Eq.(43)

forthe resultin a specialcase).

IV . C A LC U LA T IO N O F T H E C H A R G E

IM B A LA N C E

W e consider potentialscattering from random ly dis-

tributed im purity centers and tunnelling to the neigh-

boring layers in lowestorder. In order to calculate the

self-energiesand scattering integralsweneed expressions

fortheretarded and advanced G reen functions.Herewe

usetheresultsfrom equilibrium (thiscan bejusti�ed by

studying the corresponding equations ofm otion in the

low frequency lim it).

A . R etarded and advanced G reen functions

The retarded (advanced) quasi-classicalG reen func-

tionsin equilibrium havethe form :

g
R (̂k;�)=

� + i�
q

(� + i�)
2 � �2(̂k)

; g
A = � (gR )�;

f
R (̂k;�)=

�( k̂)
q

(� + i�)
2 � �2(̂k)

; f
A = � (fR )�; (29)

with � i� = �R11(�). Here we use the sign-convention

Im
p

> 0. Furtherm ore we have for the equilibrium
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functionsf+ R ;A = fR ;A ,�gR ;A = � gR ;A .In thefollowing

wewillalso need the com binations:

u(̂k;�)=
1

2

�
g
R (̂k;�)� g

A (̂k;�)
�
;

v(̂k;�)=
1

2

�
f
R (̂k;�)� f

A (̂k;�)
�
;

w (̂k;�)=
i

2

�
f
R (̂k;�)+ f

A (̂k;�)
�
: (30)

The(even)spectralfunction u(̂k;�)isthetunnellingden-

sity of states. W ith this notation we obtain for the

K eldysh functionsEq.(17)

g
K (̂k;�)= 2u(̂k;�)(�(̂k;�)+ �(̂k;�));

�gK (̂k;�)= 2u(̂k;�)(� �(̂k;�)+ �(̂k;�)): (31)

B . Potentialscattering

The self-energiesin Born approxim ation aregiven by:

�̂
R ;A ;K
p (�)= c

X

k0

jV0j
2
Ĝ
R ;A ;K (~k;�)= � i�pĥg

R ;A ;K (�)i

(32)

with �p = c�N (0)jV0j
2.Here V0 isthe scattering poten-

tialand ctheim purity concentration.Forcom parison in

the num ericalresults we also use the t-m atrix approxi-

m ation in the strong scattering lim it. This is obtained

by replacing �p by �p=jg
R (�)j2.

For the calculation ofthe K eldysh com ponent ofthe

self-energy weusetheansatzby Larkin and O vchinnikov

Eq.(17)and obtain

�
K
p (�)= � 2i�phu(�)�(�)i�3 � 2i�phv(�)�(�)i�0: (33)

Using theseresultswe obtain forthe potentialpartof

the scattering term s:

I
p

11 = � I
p

22 = 4i�p
�
u(�)hu(�)�(�)i� hu(�)iu(�)�(�)

�
;

J
p

12 � J
p

21 = 8i�pv(�)hu(�)�(�;t)i: (34)

C . Tunneling

W e describe the coupling between neighboring layers

by the usualtunnelling Ham iltonian

H =
X

n�kk0

(tk0ke
� 2e

~

R
n + 1

n
dzA z(z;t)c

y

n+ 1;k0�
cn;k� + h:c:);

(35)

which afterthe gaugetransform ation becom es

H =
X

n�kk0

(tk0ke
i

n ;n 0
(t)
c
y

n+ 1;k0�
cn;k� + h:c:): (36)

Then weobtainforthecontributiontothetunnellingself-

energyfrom thecouplingbetween layersn and n0= n� 1:

�̂t(�;t)n;n0 =

Z

d(t1 � t2)e
i�(t1�t 2)

X

k0

jtk0kj
2

e
�i� 3n ;n 0(t1)=2Ĝ (~k0;t1;t2)e

+ i�3n ;n 0(t2)=2:

(37)

Ifweneglectadditionalphaseuctuation,the phasedif-

ference is n;n0(t) = 0n;n0 + 
n;n0t,where 0n;n0 is the

staticphasedi�erence,which isdeterm ined by thesuper-

current,and 
n;n0 isproportionalto theelectrochem ical

potentialdi�erence between the two layers.

For the tunnelling m atrix elem ent we have to as-

sum e a partialconservation ofm om entum in order to

obtain Josephson coupling between di�erent supercon-

ducting layers with d-wave order param eter. This,

however, is not relevant for the tunnelling of quasi-

particles, which will be discussed here prim arily. In

thefollowingwewillm odelthetunnelling m atrixelem ent

near the Ferm isurface by �N (0)jtk0kj
2 = �t(̂k;̂k

0) with

h�( k̂)�t(̂k;̂k
0)�( k̂0)i6= 0.

The m ostsim ple case to study nonequilibrium e�ects

isthetunnellingbetween anorm alelectrodeand asuper-

conductinglayer,which willbediscussed in thefollowing.

Resultsforquasi-particle tunnelling between two super-

conducting layerswillbe given in the appendix. In the

caseoftunnellingwith anorm alelctrodeonly thenorm al

G reen functionscontribute to the tunnelling self-energy,

which istim e-independent. W riting v = 
n;n0=2 we ob-

tain

�̂
R
t (̂k;�)(n;n0) = �

i

2

�

h�tg
R (� � v)i0� h�tg

R (� + v)i0
�

�0

�
i

2

�

h�tg
R (� � v)i0+ h�tg

R (� + v)i0
�

�3; (38)

�̂
K
t (̂k;�)(n;n0) = (39)

� i

�

h�tu
0(� � v)�0(� � v)i0� h�tu

0(� + v)�0(� + v)i0
�

�0

� i

�

h�tu
0(� � v)�0(� � v)i0+ h�tu

0(� + v)�0(� + v)i0
�

�3:

The prim e denotes spectralfunctions and distribution

functionson layern0 and h�tg
R i0 = h�t(̂k;̂k

0)gR (̂k0;�)ik0

denotesan averageoverthe direction ofk̂0.

These results willbe used to calculate the tunnelling

contributions to the scattering term s (27,28) in the ki-

netic equation. Denoting the superconducting layer by

n,thenorm allayerby n0,replacing thespectralfunction

on the norm allayerby u0(�)= 1,and neglecting term s

oforder�t� we�nd

I
tn
11 � I

tn
22 = 4ih�t(�

0(� � v)� �
0(� + v))u(�)i0;

I
tn
11 + I

tn
22 = 4ih�t(�

0(� � v)+ �
0(� + v)� �(�)u(�)i0;

J
tn
12 � J

tn
21 = 4ih�tv(�)(�

0(� � v)� �
0(� + v))i0: (40)

In orderto determ inethecharge-im balanceon thesu-

perconducting layerin the stack we also need the quasi-

particlecontributionfrom tunnellingintotheneighboring
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superconducting layerwith the barrierin the supercon-

ducting state. As willbe shown in the Appendix,this

contribution vanishesifweneglectterm soforder�t�.

D . Solution ofthe kinetic equation

Insertingnow thedi�erentcontributionstothescatter-

ingterm from potentialscatteringEq.(34)and tunnelling

Eq.(40)intoEq.(27)weobtain thefollowingequation de-

term ining the distribution function �(̂k;�)on the super-

conducting layer:

2�p
�
u(�)hu(�)�(�)i� hu(�)iu(�)�(�)

�
(41)

� 2�p
�v(�)

~�
hu(�)�(�)i

= �
�
u(�)�

�

~�
v(�)

�

�t(̂k;̂k

0)
�
�
0(� � v)� �

0(� + v))
��0
:

The r.h.s. ofthis equation describes charge im balance

generation by tunnelling of quasiparticles. The l.h.s.

describes charge im balance relaxation due to im purity

scattering.Taking an angularaverageand de�ning

~�(�):= hu(�)�(�)i;

R(�):= u(�)�
�v(�)

~�
;

�(�):= 2�ph
�v(�)

~�
i; (42)

weobtain

~�(�)=
h�tR(�)i

�(�)
(�0(� � v)� �

0(� + v)): (43)

Finally from Eq.(28) and Eq.(40) we obtain for the

distribution function on the superconducting layer

�(�)=
1

2
(�0(� � v)+ �

0(� + v)); (44)

where �0(�) is the distribution function on the norm al

layer,which isassum ed to be in equilibrium . Thissim -

ple relation is only true as long as we neglect inelastic

scattering,which is necessary for a relaxation ofquasi-

particlesinto the condensate.

E. C harge-im balance

Equation (43) is the m ain result ofthe paper. The

function ~�(�)describesthechargeofquasi-particleswith

energy� on thesuperconductinglayer.Itisrelated tothe

quasi-particlepotential	 introduced in thephenom eno-

logicaltheory in the following way: The quasiclassical

expression forthe chargedensity is

��n = � 2eN (0)

�

e�n +

Z 1

�1

d�

4

D

g
K
n (̂k;�)

E�

: (45)

Using thedistribution function �,introduced in thepre-

vioussection,wecan write thisexpression as

��n = � 2eN (0)

�

e�n �

Z 1

0

d�

D

u(̂k;�)�(̂k;�)

E�

= � 2e2N (0)[�n � 	n]; (46)

with the charge-im balance potentialdeterm ined by the

form ula

	 = (1=e)

Z 1

0

d�hu(̂k;�)�(̂k;�)i: (47)

Relation of �(̂k;�) to the "clean lim it" charge-

im balance distribution function �k in k-space is given

in Appendix D.The relaxation rate �(�) describes the

relaxation into therm alequilibrium ofthe di�erence be-

tween electron and hole-likequasi-particlesdueto im pu-

rity scattering. It replaces the relaxation rate 1=�q in

Eq.(12). The r.h.s. ofEq.(43) contains the tunnelling

ofquasi-particle charge from the norm alelectrode into

the superconducting layerdue to the applied voltage.It

issim ilarbutnotequalto the tunnelling currentatthe

sam eenergy �.In the tunnelling current(seebelow)the

function R(�) is replaced by the density-of-states func-

tion u(�).In theabsenceofim purity scattering one�nds

R(�)= 1=u(�)in agreem entwith Ref.13.

V . C A LC U LA T IO N O F T H E T U N N ELLIN G

C U R R EN T

In orderto m easure the charge-im balance induced by

the quasi-particle injection we also need an expression

forthecurrent,in particularbetween thenorm alcontact

and the �rstsuperconducting layer.Q uite generally the

current between neighboring layers n and n0 in lowest

orderin thetunnelling m atrix elem entcan bewritten as

Jn;n0(t)= +
2e

~

X

kk0

Z

dt1jtkk0j
2

�

Ĝ
R
n (k;t;t1)e

�i� 3n ;n 0(t1)=2Ĝ
<
n0(k;t1;t)e

+ i�3n ;n + 1(t)=2

Ĝ
<
n (k;t;t1)e

�i� 3n ;n 0(t1)=2Ĝ
A
n0(k;t1;t)e

+ i�3n ;n 0(t)=2
�

11

+ c:c:

(48)

In the stationary case (constantapplied voltage)we ne-

glectthetim e dependenceofthe G reen functionson the

centraltim e and use a Fourier transform ation with re-

spect to the tim e di�erence as de�ned above. Further-

m orewerestrictourselvesto the tunnelling between the

norm allayerand the �rstsuperconducting layer. Then

only the norm alG reen functions contribute and we ob-

tain (with v = 
n;n0=2) the usual expression for the
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quasi-particlecurrentdensity

jn;n0(v)= �
e

~

N (0)

Z + 1

�1

d�

�


�t(̂k;̂k

0)gR (̂k;�)g< (̂k0;� � v)i

+ h�t(̂k;̂k
0)g< (̂k;�)gA (̂k0;� � v)

���

+ c:c: (49)

Here the prim e denotesm om enta and distribution func-

tionson layern0,and the double bracketsdenote an av-

erageoverboth k̂ and k̂0.

Now weexpressthelesserfunctionsg< by theK eldysh

functions

ĝ
< =

1

2
(̂gK � ĝ

R
� ĝ

A ) (50)

andexpressthelatterbythenon-equilibrium distribution

functions� and �,then

jn;n0(v)= �
2e

~

N (0)

Z + 1

�1

d�



�(̂k;̂k0)u(̂k;�)u0(̂k0;� � v)

�
�
0(� � v)� �(�)+ �

0(� � v)� �(�)
���

= :j
�

n;n0(v)+ j
�
n;n0(v): (51)

This is another im portant result. The current between

neighboring layersn and n0 isthe sum oftwo partscon-

taining the distribution functions �(�) and �(�) respec-

tively. The current j�(v) is the quasi-particle current

driven and created by theelectro-chem icalpotentialdif-

ference between the two layers. The current j�(v) de-

scribesthe di�usion currentdriven by the chargeim bal-

ance.Both currentcontributionsdepend on the density

ofstateu(�)ofthe two layers.

Forthe further application to the tunnelling between

a norm alelectrodeand a superconducting layeritiscon-

venientto denote by j the currentow from the norm al

electrodetothesuperconductinglayerand by V thevolt-

agedrop in thisdirection (i.e.v = � eV ).W ith u0(�)= 1,

�0 = 0,�0(�) = �0(�) = tanh(�=(kB T)) for the norm al

layer,and exploiting thefactthatu(�)and �(�)areeven

functions,while �(�) is an odd function of� we obtain

forthe currentcontributions:

j
�(V )=

e

~

N (0)�t

Z + 1

�1

d�hu(̂k;�)i
�
�0(� + eV )

� �0(� � eV )
�
= :j0(V ); (52)

j
�(V )= �

2e

~

N (0)�t

Z + 1

�1

d�hu(̂k;�)�(̂k;�)i

= :� �0	(V ): (53)

Here we have replaced the tunnelling rate by som e av-

erage �t = h�(̂k;̂k0)i and have de�ned the ohm ic resis-

tance �0 = 4e2N (0)�t=~. Then the current driven by

thenonequilibrium distribution ofquasi-particlescan be

0 10 20 30 40
ε (meV)

0.0

0.4

0.8

1.2

1.6

2.0

u(
ε)

 

∆=25 meV,  νp=1 meV
T=4.2 K 

weak scatt.

strong scatt.

FIG .2:Spectralfunction (tunnelling density ofstates)calcu-

lated fora d-wave superconductorwith im purity scattering.

expressed by the quasi-particlepotential

	(V )=
1

e

Z 1

0

d�hu(̂k;�)�(̂k;�)i) (54)

=
1

e

Z 1

0

d�
�t

�(�)
hR(�)i[�0(� + eV )� �0(� � eV )]:

V I. R ESU LT S

Forourm odelcalculationswe use a d-waveorderpa-

ram eter with an angular dependence ofthe usualform

�( k̂) = �(T)�(k̂) with �(̂k) = cos2�k. The tun-

nellingm atrixelem entwillbeparam etrised as�t(̂k;̂k
0)=

�1+ �2�(̂k)�(̂k
0).Thissim pli�estheaveragingprocedure:

the param eter�1 entersthe norm altunnelling probabil-

itywhiletheparam eter�2 determ inestheJosephson cou-

pling.

A . Tunneling current and charge im balance

In Fig.2 we show well-known typicalresults for the

spectralfunction (tunnelling density ofstates) u(�) at

low tem peratureswith aself-consistentlydeterm ined self-

energy i(�) for the two lim iting cases ofBorn scatter-

ing and in the unitary lim it. Note that in the unitary

lim it the spectralfunction stays �nite for � ! 0. This

function willbeneeded asinputforthefollowingcalcula-

tionsofthetunnelling currentand thecharge-im balance

relaxation. Fig.3 shows the corresponding norm alized

tunnelling currentj0(V )=�0 calculated from Eq.(52)be-

tween a norm alelectrode and a superconducting layer

as function ofthe voltage-drop V between the norm al

electrodeand the superconducting layer.
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FIG .3: Tunnelling currentj0=�0[m V]asfunction ofthe ap-

plied voltage.
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ε)
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FIG .4: Relaxation rate forthe charge-im balance due to im -

purity scattering asfunction ofenergy.

Now weturn tothecalculation ofchargeim balance.In

Fig.4 the frequency dependence ofthe relaxation func-

tion �(�)isshown forlow tem peratures. The frequency

dependence reects the available phase-space for elas-

tic scattering processes from electron-like into hole-like

quasi-particlesattheenergy�.W ith help ofthisfunction

wecalculatefrom Eq.(54)thechargeim balancepotential

	 generated on a superconducting layerin contactwith

a norm allayer. Fig. 5a shows 	(V ) as function ofthe

voltage V between the norm alelectrode and the super-

conducting layer.

As V cannot easily be m easured directly,we express

it by the corresponding current density. The resulting

function  (j) de�ned by  (j) = 	(V ) with j = j 0(V )

given by Eq.(52)isshown in Fig.5b.Itdependson the

ratio �t=�p between the average tunnelling rate and the

potentialscattering rate. The nonlineardependence on

the currentreectsto som eextentthenonlinearcurrent

0 10 20 30 40 50
Voltage [mV]

0.0

0.4

0.8

1.2

1.6

Ψ
 [m

V
]

∆=25 meV,  νt / νp=0.01

T=4.2 K 

weak scattering

strong scattering

0 10 20 30 40 50

Current

0.0

0.4

0.8

1.2

1.6

Ψ
 [m

V
]

∆=25 meV,  νt / νp=0.01

T=4.2 K 

weak scattering

strong scattering

FIG .5:Chargeim balancepotentialgenerated on a supercon-

ducting layerin contact with a norm alelectrode as function

ofthe applied voltage (a) and the tunnelling current j0=�0

(b)

voltagecurve.

B . Experim ent w ith tw o norm alelectrodes

Now we apply the theory to the basic experim ent,

where one superconducting layeris in contactwith two

norm alelectrodes.Through the�rstelectrodewith area

F1 a currentI1 isapplied,which createsa chargeim bal-

ance	 s on thesuperconducting layer.Ata second elec-

trodethevoltageV2 ism easured with nocurrentowing.

W eassum ethatchargeim balancespreadsevenlyoverthe

whole superconducting layerofsize F .Then the charge

im balancepotentialcreated on thesuperconductinglayer

isgiven by 	 s = (F1=F ) (j1),where j1 = I1=F1 is the

currentdensity through the electrode (1),with  (j)de-

�ned aboveand shown in Fig.5b.

In orderto determ ine the voltage V2 m easured atthe

second electrode we use the current equations (52,53)

and exploit the condition that no current is owing,

j2 = j0(V2)� �0	 s = 0,i.e. we have a com pensation

ofthe quasi-particle current driven by the voltage and
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FIG .6:Voltagem easured atthesecond electrodeasfunction

ofthe injection currentthrough the �rstelectrode.

the quasi-particle di�usion currentdriven by the charge

im balance potential. Using for	 s the value determ ined

abovewe�nd
Z 1

0

d�hu(̂k;�)[�0(� + eV2)� �0(� � eV2)]=
F1

F
 (j1):

(55)

Thusweobtain V2 asfunction ofj1.Resultsareshown in

Fig.6forthecaseofaverysm alltestelectrode,F2 � F ,

F1 ’ F . Note that in this channelthe electrochem ical

potentialdrop isonly between the norm alelectrode and

the �rstsuperconducting layer,allthe otherbarriersin

the stack have 
n;n+ 1 = 0. Furtherm ore,if the elec-

trodes are in equilibrium , the totalvoltage equals the

totalelectrochem icalpotential,thusV2 isthetotalm ea-

sured voltage.

C . D ouble-m esa experim ent

In thisexperim entwhich isdescribed in detailin Ref.6

twosm allm esasarestructured closetoeach otheron top

ofacom m on basem esaand contacted with separategold

electrodes.Through the �rstm esa a variable currentI1
is injected while at the second m esa the voltage V2 is

m easured for�xed currentI2. Norm ally the voltage V2
isindependentofthecurrentI1 aslongasalljunctionsin

thebasem esa arein thesuperconducting state.In som e

cases,however,a sm alladditionalvoltage�V 2(I1)isob-

served.Thishappens,ifthe lowestjunctionsin the two

m esasarein theresistivestate(seeFig.7b)and generate

a charge-im balance on the �rst com m on superconduct-

ing layerofthe base m esa,which then dependson both

currents.

Ifwewantto apply them icroscopictheory to thissit-

uation we have to calculate the charge-im balance on a

superconducting layerin contactwith anothersupercon-

ducting layerwith thebarrierbeingin theresistivestate.

M M1 2

ΨB

B
(I )2

I I1 2
a)

M M1 2

ΨB

B
(I + I )1 2

I Ib)
1 2

FIG .7: Position ofresistive barriers in the double-m esa ex-

perim ent

Furtherm orewehavetoadd tothetunnellingcurrentthe

averageJosephson current.In system swith a largeM c-

Cum ber param eter this contribution is sm all. W e will

neglectitin the following.

In a �rst approxim ation we m ay treat the junctions

between thetwo m esasand thebasem esa asifthey were

norm alelectrodes. In this case the only m odi�cation is

the �nite currentthrough the second m esa. The charge

im balancepotentialgenerated on the�rstsuperconduct-

ing layerofthe basem esa is

	 B =
F1

F
 (

I1

F1
)+

F2

F
 (

I2

F2
): (56)

The current density through the second m esa,which is

keptconstant,is

j2 = j0(V2)� �0	 B ; (57)

where j0(V ) is the current-voltage function (52). The

voltage shift �V 2(I1) = V2(I1)� �V2, is the di�erence

between the voltage m easured at the second m esa for

�xed current I2,when the last barriersin the �rst and

second m esa are in the resistive state (Fig.7b),and the

constant voltage �V2,when only the last barrier ofthe

second m esa isin theresistivestate(Fig.7a).Expanding

j0(V )around thevoltage �V2 asj0(�V2 + �V 2)= j0(�V2)+

�V 2�(�V2)weobtain:

�V 2(I1)=
�0

�(�V2)

F1

F
 (

I1

F1
); (58)

wherethe function  (j)isshown in Fig.5b.

This approxim ation can be im proved ifwe take into

account that the last layers in the sm allm esas are in

the superconducting state.Then we haveto include the

frequency dependentdensity ofstatesu0(�)ofthese lay-

ers both in the calculation ofthe quasi-particle current
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FIG .8: M odi�ed charge im balance potentialgenerated on a

superconducting layerby resistive junction asfunction ofthe

tunnelling current.

densitiesand in thechargeim balancefunction �(�).Let

us denote the m odi�ed quasi-particle current by ~j0(V )

and them odi�ed charge-im balancepotentialfunction by
~ (j)(expliciteform ulasaregiven in theAppendix),then

the voltage shift �V 2(I1) m easured atthe second m esa

isgiven by

�V 2(I1)=
�0

~�(V2)

F1

F
~ (
I1

F1
); (59)

where ~�(V ) = d~j0(V )=dV ). Its current dependence is

proportional to the function ~ (j), which is shown in

Fig.8.Theshapeofthefunctions (j),Fig.5b and ~ (j),

Fig.8 issim ilar.Thecurveobtained in theweak scatter-

ing lim it(solid line)alsohasgreatsim ilarity with theex-

perim entalresults.6 Theparam etersused in ourcalcula-

tionsaretypicalforthesem aterials.W edid notperform

a �t to the experim entaldata,since this would require

an additionalparam eterforthe Josephson coupling. O f

courseallthe curvesend atthe criticalcurrent.

D . Inuence ofcharge-im balance on the

current-voltage curves

Thesam eform alism can beapplied tocalculatethein-

uenceofcharge-im balanceon thecurrent-voltagecurves

in a stack ofJosephson junctions. For instance,for a

stack ofjunctionswith onejunction in theresistivestate

insidethestack (notadjoiningthenorm alelectrodes)the

currentisgiven by

j(V )= ~j0(V )� 2�0~	(V ); (60)

whereV isthevoltagedrop acrossthisbarrier.Thefac-

tor2 com esfrom thecharge-im balancepotentialcreated

on the two superconducting layersadjoining the barrier

in the resistivestate.

The corresponding voltage shift for a given currentj

isthen

�V = 2
�0

~�(V )
~ (j); (61)

where V is the voltage for a single junction. This shift

can be m easured directly asdi�erence between the volt-

age oftwo isolated junctions in the resistive state and

two neighboring resistive junctions in the stack. This

generalisesourresultsobtained with thephenom enologi-

caltheory7 using an ohm icquasi-particleIV-curve.Note

thatthis(very sm all)voltageshiftin theIV-curvesdoes

notdepend on theparam etera (called � in Refs.7,21 de-

scribing chargeuctuationsofthe superconducting con-

densate. These willbe ofim portance in dynam icalef-

fectslikethe Josephson plasm a resonanceand in optical

experim ents.28

V II. SU M M A R Y

In thispaperwe have developed a com prehensive m i-

croscopic theory for stationary nonequilibrium e�ects

in intrinsic Josephson system s starting from a non-

equilibrium G reen function theory for layered d-wave

superconductors. W e investigated the charge-im balance

generated on a superconducting layer by current injec-

tion and derived results for the charge-im balance dis-

tribution function and the nonequilibrium quasi-particle

current between superconducting layers. The theory

uses basic nonequlibrium concepts developed earlier for

bulk superconductors and is applied here to layered d-

wavesuperconductorsform ingastack ofJosephson junc-

tions. Speci�c for layered superconductors with sm all

tunneling rate between the layers is the con�nem ent of

charge-im balanceon singlesuperconducting layers.Spe-

ci�c for d-wave superconductors with vanishing gap is

the relaxtion of charge-im balance due to elastic im pu-

rity scattering,which is the dom inantrelaxation m ech-

anism atlow energies. In distinction to an earliersem i-

phenom enologicaltheory by the authors we considered

heretheenergy dependenceofthecharge-im balancedis-

tribution function and its relaxation, leading to non-

linearcurrent-voltagerealtions.

W eapplied thetheory tothecalculation ofnonequilib-

rium e�ectsin currentinjection experim entswith 4 con-

tacts. In particular,we calculated the voltage between

a norm alelectrode and a superconducting layerforzero

currentasfunction ofthecurrentthrough a second elec-

trode. Thisvoltage m easuresdirectly the charge im bal-

ance potentialgenerated on the superconducting layer.

W e then applied the theory to recent double-m esa ex-

perim ents. Thuswe were able to explain the non-linear

dependence ofthe voltage m easured atone m esa on the

currentthrough the second m esa.

The sam e form alism can also be applied to calculate

the inuence ofchargeim balanceon the current-voltage

curves in a stack ofJosephson junctions,which should
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be observable as di�erence in the voltage between dif-

ferentcon�gurationsofa given num berofresistivejunc-

tionsin thestack.W enotethattheshiftofthechem ical

potentialofthe condensate leads do a redistribution of

thevoltagebetween di�erentsuperconductinglayers,but

thishasno inuenceon thetotalcurrent-voltagecurves.

Charge oscillations in the condensate and the resulting

coupling between the layers willhowever be im portant

fordynam ice�ectslikethedispersion ofthelongitudinal

Josephson plasm a resonance and in som e opticalexper-

im ents. These dynam ic e�ects willbe investigated in a

forthcom ing publication.
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A P P EN D IX A :D EFIN IT IO N O F

N O N -EQ U ILIB R IU M G R EEN FU N C T IO N S FO R

LA Y ER ED SU P ER C O N D U C T O R S

Following the standard de�nitions17,18 for non-

equilibrium G reen functions forsuperconductorswe de-

�nelargerand lesserG reen functionsforlayersn and n0

(�k = � k)in Nam bu spaceby

Ĝ
>
nn0(~k;t1;~k

0
;t2)= (A1)

� i

 
hcnk"(t1)c

y

n0k0"
(t2)i hcnk"(t1)cn0�k0#(t2)i

� hc
y

n�k#
(t1)c

y

n0k0"
(t2)i � hc

y

n�k#
(t1)cn0�k0#(t2)i

!

;

Ĝ
<
nn0(~k;t1;~k

0
;t2)= (A2)

+ i

 
hc
y

n0k0"
(t2)cnk"(t1)i hcn0�k0#(t2)cnk"(t1)i

� hc
y

n0k0"
(t2)c

y

n�k#
(t1)i � hcn0�k0#(t2)c

y

n�k#
(t1)i

!

;

from which weobtain theretarded advanced and K eldysh

function by

Ĝ
R = �(t1 � t2)(Ĝ

>
� Ĝ

< );

Ĝ
A = � �(t2 � t1)(Ĝ

>
� Ĝ

< );

Ĝ
K = Ĝ

> + Ĝ
<
: (A3)

Forthedi�erentcom ponentsin Nam bu spacethefollow-

ing notation iscom m only used:

Ĝ =

�
G F

� F+ �G

�

: (A4)

For the average diagonalG reen functions with n0 = n

only one index and one k-vectorwillbe used. Forthese

functionswe introduce a Fouriertransform with respect

to the tim e-di�erence � := t1 � t2 keeping the central

tim e t:= (t1 + t2)=2 �xed:

Ĝ (~k;t;�)=

Z

d�Ĝ (~k;t+
�

2
;t�

�

2
)ei��: (A5)

Finally we introduce the quasi-classicalapproxim ation

by integrating overthe energy �k = �k � � keeping the

direction k̂ ofthe m om entum �xed:

ĝ(̂k;t;�)=

�
g f

� f+ �g

�

=
i

�

Z

d�kĜ (~k;t;�): (A6)

A P P EN D IX B :D ER IVA T IO N O F K IN ET IC

EQ U A T IO N S

In ourm odelthe equationsofm otion forthe K eldysh

G reen function on layern in Nam bu spacearegiven by:

i
@

@t1
�3Ĝ

K
n (
~k;t1;t2)� Ĥ (~k;t1)Ĝ

K
n (
~k;t1;t2)

�
�
�̂R

Ĝ
K + �K

G
A
	
= 0;

� i
@

@t2
Ĝ
K
n (
~k;t1;t2)�3 � Ĝ

K
n (
~k;t1;t2)Ĥ (~k;t2)

�
�
Ĝ
R �̂K + Ĝ

K �A
	
= 0; (B1)

where

Ĥ (~k;t)= � e�n(t)+ �k � �̂ k(t); (B2)

with theelecticalscalarpotential�n(t),thechargeofthe

electron (� e),and the orderparam eterm atrix

�̂ k(t)=

�
0 � k(t)

� ��k(t) 0

�

: (B3)

Here � k(t) = � ke
i�n (t) has a tim e-dependent phase.

The constant am plitude � k of the order param eter is

equalon each layer and has d-wave sym m etry. In or-

der to elim inate the tim e-dependent phase in the or-

derparam eterwem akea gaugetransform ation cnk(t)=

~cn;k(t)exp(i�n(t)). After this gauge transform ation the

new G reen function ~G ful�llsan equation ofm otion with

Ĥ (~k;t)= � e�n(t)+ �k � �̂ k,the gaugeinvariantscalar

potential�n(t) = �n(t)� ~_�n(t)=2e,and a realtim e-

independentorderparam eter.

Thesym bolf�̂ Ĝ g denotesa convolution in tim espace

ofthe self-energy and the G reen function:

fAB g(t1;t2)=

Z

dt3A(t1;t3)B (t3;t2): (B4)

The self-energy,which willbe discussed in detaillater,

contains random im purity scattering within the layer

and tunnelling to the neighboring layers.The latterwill

treated in second orderin thetunnelling m atrix elem ent.
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A kinetic equation is obtained subtracting the two

equations,introducing a centraltim et:= (t1+ t2)=2 and

taking the Fourier transform with respect to the tim e-

di�erence � := t1 � t2:

(
i

2

@

@t
+ �)�3Ĝ

K + (
i

2

@

@t
� �)̂G K

�3 �
�
Ĥ Ĝ

K
� Ĝ

K
Ĥ
	

=
�
�̂R

Ĝ
K + �̂K

Ĝ
A
� Ĝ

R �̂K
� Ĝ

K �̂A
	
: (B5)

In thisequation the kinetic energy �k dropsoutand we

can perform theintegration over�k keeping thedirection

k̂ ofthe m om entum �xed. W e then obtain the kinetic

equation forthe quasi-classicalG reen functions

(
i

2

@

@t
+ �)�3ĝ

K + (
i

2

@

@t
� �)̂gK �3

�
�
ĥ(̂k;t)̂gK � ĝ

K
ĥ(̂k;t)

	

=
�
�̂
R
ĝ
K + �̂K ĝA � ĝ

R
�̂
K
� ĝ

K
�̂
A
	

(B6)

with

ĥ(̂k;t)= � e�n(t)� �̂( k̂);

�̂( k̂)=

�
0 �( k̂)

� �(k̂) 0

�

: (B7)

Thecurly bracketsdenotea convolution in tim eand fre-

quency space:

fAB g(t;�)= e
i(@

A

t
@
B

�
�@

A

�
@
B

t
)=2
A(t;�)B (t;�): (B8)

The equation (B6) is the starting point ofour calcula-

tions.

A P P EN D IX C :C O U P LIN G B ET W EEN T W O

SU P ER C O N D U C T IN G LA Y ER S

a)T unnelling between two superconducting layerswith

the barrierin the superconducting state

Here we have 
n;n0 = 0 but a �nite constant phase

di�erence ’ := 0n;n0,and we obtain for the tunnelling

self-energy

�̂
R
t (̂k;�)n;n0 = � ih�tg

R (�)i0�3 + sin’h�tf
R (�)i0�1

+ cos’h�tf
R (�)i0�2; (C1)

�̂
K
t (̂k;�)= � 2ih�tu

0(�)�0(�)i0�3 � 2ih�tu
0(�)�0(�)i0�0

+ 2sin’h�tv
0(�)�0(�)i0�1

+ 2cos’h�tv
0(�)�0(�)i0�2

+ 2cos’h�tw
0(�)�0(�)i0�1

� 2sin’h�tw
0(�)�0(�)i0�2: (C2)

For the contribution from tunnelling to the scattering

term in the kinetic equation wethen �nd:

I
ts
11 � I

ts
22 = � 8ih�tu

0(�)u(�)�(�)i0+ 4ih�tu
0(�)�0(�)u(�)i0;

J
ts
12 � J

ts
21 = 8ih�tu

0(�)�0(�)v(�)i0: (C3)

Note that allthe contributions depending on the phase

di�erence’ drop out.The rem aining term svanish ifwe

neglect term s oforder�t� which are ofhigher order in

the tunnelling probability.

b)T unnelling between two superconducting layerswith

the barrierin the resistivestate.

In this case also the anom alousG reen functions con-

tribute to the dc current. As this contribution involves

the coherent partofthe tunnelling m atrix elem ent and

willbesm allin thelim itoflargeM cCum berparam eters,

we neglectitin the following.However,we haveto take

into account the frequency dependent density ofstates

u(�);u0(�) on both superconducting layers. W e wantto

apply the theory to calculatethe charge-im balance� on

a superconducting layern which is coupled on one side

to a superconducting layer n0 in a stack with barriers

in the resistive state and on the other side to a super-

conducting layerwith thebarrierin thesuperconducting

state.Asthelayern0isbetween twobarriersin theresis-

tivestatewith equalquasi-particlecurrentwecan neglect

the charge-im balance �0 on this layer. Then we obtain

the contribution to the scatterng term from tunnelling

between n and n0:

I
tn
11 � I

tn
22 = � 4ih�t(u

0(� � v)� u
0(� + v))u(�)�(�)i0

+ 4ih�t(u
0(� � v)�0(� � v)� u

0(� + v)�0(� + v))u(�)i0

� 4ih�t(u
0(� � v)+ u

0(� + v))u(�)�(�)i0;

J
tn
12 � J

tn
21 = 4i



�tv(�))

�
u
0(� � v)�0(� � v)

� u
0(� + v)�0(� + v)

��0
: (C4)

Forthecharge-im balancefunction �(�)on thesupercon-

ducting layern wethen �nd:

2�p
�
u(�)hu(�)�(�)i� hu(�)iu(�)�(�)

�

� 2�p
�v(�)

~�
hu(�)�(�)i

= �
�
u(�)�

�

~�
v(�)

�

�t(̂k;̂k

0)
�
u
0(� � v)(�0(� � v)� �(�))

+ u0(� + v)(�(�)� �
0(� + v))

��0
: (C5)

The form ulas for the current densities obtained from

Eq.(51)now read in (sym m etrised form )

j
�(V )=

e

2~
N (0)�t

Z + 1

�1

d�hu(�)ihu0(� + eV ) (C6)

+ u
0(� � eV )i(�0(� + eV )� �0(� � eV ))= :~j0(V );

j
�(V )= �

e

~

N (0)�t

Z + 1

�1

d�~�(�)hu0(� + eV )

+ u
0(� � eV )i= :� �0~	(V ); (C7)

with the charge im balance function ~�(�) = hu(�)�(�)i

given by

~�(�)=
�thR(�)i

2�(�)
hu

0(� + eV )+ u
0(� � eV )

i
�
�0(� + eV )� �0(� � eV )

�
: (C8)
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Thecurrentequationforj�(V )de�nesam odi�ed charge-

im balance potential ~	(V ), from which we obtain the

function ~ (j)= ~	(V )using the current-voltagerelation

j= ~j0(V ).Thisfunction isshown in Fig.8.

A P P EN D IX D :C H A R G E IM B A LA N C E O F

Q U A SI-PA R T IC LES

In order to m ake contact with the traditionaltheory

ofcharge im balance let us sum m arise the basic de�ni-

tionsand conceptsofcharge-im balanceasintroduced by

Tinkham and Clarke10,11,31,32.

In the BCS theory the totalcharge (in units ofthe

electron charge,factor2 from spin)is

Q = 2
X

k

v
2
k + (u2k � v

2
k)fk = :Q

c + Q
�
; (D1)

where u2k = 1

2
(1+ �k=E k),v

2
k = (1 + �k=E k)=2 are the

usualcoherence factors,�k = �k � �,Ek =
p
�2
k
+ � 2

k

isthe quasi-particle excitation energy. The �rstterm is

the condensate chargeQ c,the second term isthe quasi-

particle charge Q �,fk is the quasi-particle distribution

function. In equilibrium fk = 1=(exp(E k=T)+ 1) and

hence Q � vanishes(forparticle-holesym m etry).

A nonequilibrium statecan bedescribed by a shift��

ofthechem icalpotentialand achangeofthedistribution

function fk. A shiftofthe chem icalpotentialleadsto a

shiftoftheexcitation energy in k-space,�k ! �k� �+ ��

and hence to a changeofthe condensatechargeby:

�Q
c = 2N (0)��; (D2)

whereN (0)isthedensity ofstatesforonespin direction

atthe Ferm ienergy.

Thequasi-particlechargecan also be written as

Q
� = 2

X

k

qkfk =
X

k

qk(fk> � fk< ); (D3)

whereqk = �k=E k can beconsidered aschargeofaquasi-

particlewith m om entum ~k.Foreach quasi-particlestate

with m om entum ~k = ~k> and �k> > 0(electron-likequasi-

particle) exists a quasi-particle state with m om entum

~k = ~k< and �k< = � �k> < 0 (hole-like quasi-particle)

with the sam e excitation energy E k > 0 and direction

k̂. ThusQ � dependson the di�erence in the num berof

electron-and hole-like quasi-particles. W hile fk> � fk<
describescharge-im balance,the com bination fk> + fk< ,

forinstance,entersthe self-consistency equation forthe

gap � k.

These distribution functions are introduced here for

well-de�ned quasi-particles with in�nite life-tim e. In a

m icroscopictheory based on nonequilibrium G reen func-

tionsthesearereplaced hereby thefrequency-dependent

distribution functions�(�)and �(�).In ourcasewe�nd

the following correspondencefor� > 0:

�(� = Ek)= 1� fk> � fk< ; (D4)

�(� = Ek)= � qk(fk> � fk< ): (D5)

Extended to thewholefrequency range�(�)becom esan

odd function,�(�)isan even function.
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