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Abstract

Sin ple equations for the linear response of layered superconductors w ith d{
wave sym m etry of the order param eter are derived by m eans of kinetic equa—
tions for G reen’s functions. Regponses to solenoidal and potential electric

elds have di erent frequency dependencies. T he dam ping of plasm a oscilla—
tions of superconducting electrons is determ ined by dielectric relaxation and
is amn all. Relaxation of branch inbalance determ ined by elastic scattering is
large enough to m ake the C arlson {G oldm an m ode in d{w ave superconductors

overdam ped.
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M any evidences ord{wave symm etry (orneard{wave sym m etry) ofthe superconducting
order param eter In Jayered high{T . superconductors were given last years by m easurem ents
ofthe Josephson e ect[[ {B], by m icrow ave experin ents[f#], by high-resolution angle-resolved
spectroscopy [{] and by other m ethods. On the other hand, theoretical studies con m a
com patibility ofm any experin ental data w ith d{w ave sym m etry ofthe superconducting gap
in high{T . superconductors (see 1] and references therein) . M any properties of the d-wave
superconductors are expected to be di erent >from those of conventional superconductors,
egoecially the e ects related to quasiparticles and their relaxation, since due to the nodes of
the d{wave order param eter the quasiparticle density is never exponentially an all. Here, we
study theoretically the e ects related to electric  eld, and collective oscillations In d{wave
superconductors.

T ypically, calculations of the linear regponse of the superconductors assum e the regoonse
to a sokenoidal (transverse) ekctric eld which can be expressed in tem s of tin e deriva—
tive of the vector potential, paying lss attention to a potential (ongiudinal) electric eld
which is detem Ined as the gradient of the scalar potential. H owever, the linear regoonse of
superconductors depends on the origin of the electric eld. Elctric eld created by varia-
tions of the current density and m agnetic eld in tine, and wlated to the Faraday’s law,
creates In a superconductor only the perturbations of the electronic distrbution w ith the
antisym m etric angle dependence. Sudh a perturbation is lin ited by the m om entum relax-—
ation, lke in a nom alm etal. O n the other hand, the potentialelectric eld which is related
to perturbations of the charge density and to the Coulomb’s law creates, In addition, the
branch imbalnce B[[11], i. e. the di erence between the densities of electron {lke and
hole{lke quasiparticlkes. T hus, relaxation of the branch inbalance is involved in the lnear
resoonse of a superconductor to the potential electric eld aswell. The branch inbalance is
characterized by the gauge nvariant scalar potential = (1=2) (@ =@Qt) + where isthe
phase of the order param eter and  is the elctric potential. Potential can be interpreted
as the nonequilbbriim shift of the chem ical potential of the nom al carreers. Furthem ore,

the superconductingm om entum , P s = (1=2)r A where A is the vector potential, plays



a rok of the gauge invariant vector potential (see @] and references therein). Then the

ekctric eld is expressed in temn s of the gauge Invariant potentials as

@PS.

at W

So, two contributions to the electric  eld in [(L) produce di erent kinds of the perturbations
of the ekctronic distribution in a superconductor. W e shall consider the rst term of this
expression asthepotentialpart oftheelectric eld. T he second term related to the variations
of the superconducting current in tim e we shall call the solkenoidal part of the electric  eld.
Strictly speaking, the second term in () doesnot satisfy theusualde nition ofthe solenoidal
eld because its divergence does not vanish exactly in all the cases. Neverthelkss, we call
it solenoidal or transverse eld because it is needed to describe the purely sokenoidal ed,
and it is related to the response to the electric  eld created by the tin e dependent m agnetic
eld.

The potential electric  eld must be taken into account in the problem of the lnear
response since it is in portant in collective oscillations and it appears in nonuniform and
anisotropic system s, even if externally applied eld is purely solenoidal. In order to study
the problem we calculate a linear regponse of d{wave superconductors to the gauge Invariant
vector and scalar electrom agnetic potentials, and derive sin ple and physically transparent
expressions for the charge and current densities from the equations for quasiclassical G reen’s
finctions using the nonequilbrim approach by K eldysh [L(]. Such an approach enables us
to take Into account both m om entum and branch imbalance relaxation rates. The latter
enters the generalized conductivity describing the resoonse to the potential electric ed.
T hen we use these expressions to study plasn a oscillations of superconducting electrons and
the Carlson {G oldm an m ode In d{wave superconductors.

To calculate the linear response of layered superconductors w ith d{w ave pairing, we start
w ith the equations for G reen’s functions in K eldysh technique, using the slightly m odi ed
approach by Larkin and Ovchinnikov [[3]. W e use two di erent ways to describe layered

superconductors. In the st approach we use a continuous representation, considering an



anisotropic m etal w ith the band m otion of electrons in the direction perpendicular to the
layers such that t; ,where t isthe overlap integraldescribbing the electron spectrum in
perpendicular direction, , = 2t, cosdp: . Here d isthe Jattice constant in the perpendicular
direction, and them om entum scattering rate along the layers. In the second approach we
use sin ilar equations [[3[I4] for layered superconductors in the discrete W annier represen—
tation, considering the hopping conductiviy regin e between the layers, i. e. t; , which
corresoonds to the case of Jossphson interlayer coupling. T he seocond approach bears som e
sim ilarity to the interlayer di usion m odel[[lk] in which the interlayer coupling is m ediated
through incoherent hopping processes w ith t, neglected. In both caseswe assum e a d{wave
superconducting order param eter: thus we do not address the question of the m icroscopic
nature of the interaction resulting in such a symm etry.

T o derive the equations in the continuous representation we subtract, sin ilarto [L3], from
the equation form atrix G reen’s function n K eldysh representation its conjigated equation.
T hen we Integrate the resulting equation over = ﬁ=2m % , where py isthe com ponent of
them om entum parallelto the layers. T hus we obtain equations for the retarded (advanced)
G reen’s functions, g ®’, and for g , which is related to the electron distrbution filnction.
Each of these functions is a m atrix In Nambu space and depends on coordinates, energies,
perpendicular com ponent p, ofthem om entum , and on the angle ofpy.

In the linhear approxin ation with respect to the extemal perturbation, the equa—
tion for the anom alous G reen’s finction, g®', de ned by & = d® (";"% tanh ("&=2T)

g* (";"™) tanh ("=2T )+ g® ("; ™) has the form
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Here v is the electron velocity at the Fem i surface, ( ) is the am plitude of the order

param eter, = tanh",=2T tanh " =2T, ., are Paulim atrices, and the unperturbed

retarded and advanced G reen’s fiinctions, g8 ®’, depend on shifted energies ", = "+ =2
and" =" ! =2, respectively. T he self{energy parts, , are given by
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where =R,A,orK; isthe elastic scattering rate In the nom al state. Strictly speaking,
@) describes the in purity scattering in Bom approxin ation, but it can be applied also to
elastic scattering by phonons, since the related self{energy part acquires the orm {3) when
one neglkcts phonon frequencies In com parison w ith elctron energies In delta{functions
describing the energy conservation lJaw in scattering processes. U sing B om approxin ation we
negkct Iow {energy quasiparticle bound states created by in purities (see [1§] and references
therein), and, hence, our resuls are applicable provided typical energies of quasiparticles
are Jarger than the bandw idth of the in purty induced bound states, T > -

Now we consider the m om entum dependence of the scattering rate . As it willbe ssen
below , the In{plane scattering resuls in pair{breaking sim ilar to m agnetic in purties in s{
wave superconductors, whilke the interlayer scattering does not a ect the gap. In addition,
from the conductivity anisotropy data In high{T. superconductors one m ay expect, that
correspoonding com ponents of have di erent tem perature dependencies. Having this in
m Ind we consider a sin ple m odel form om entum dependence of , which takes into acoount

di erent scattering rates in di erent directions:

©; i 0= it 2 (O 4)
Here ; describes the isotropic scattering, and - is related to the scattering In the perpen-—
dicular, interlayer, direction.

Using @) and {4) we obtain forthe unperturbed retarded (advanced) G reen’s functions in

@) the mplictt relationsg® ®' = ,a*®'+ 1 B'®) , wherea®® = ("+ 1 & ®'i =2)=%®),

B e = ()=FR®) The brackets h:::i mean averaging over variables m entioned in the
a

subscript, and R ®) = "+ i;haR®)i =2)2 ( ¥. The equations for perturbations of

g° ®) can be obtained from {) by replacing by 1, changing all the superscripts ©orR @),
and om itting the two last tem s in the collision integral.
Themain di erences in the equations for the G reen’s functions In the discrete represen—

tation (see [[4]) are the ollow ng. G reen’s fiinctions becom e m atrices i Jayer indices, and



the potentials depend on the layer ndex aswell. The rsttem in the lhs. of |) in the

@) @)

P
discrete representation istobe replaced by & o 1 Aon+ iy i G+ B+ im ), descrbing

m + I
the Interlayer interaction, with A, = cos( , n)=2+ i,snh (4 n )=2.Averaginhg In
the collision Integral is perfom ed over the anglke only.

W e solve the linearized equations for G reen’s finctions for the case of am oothly varying
perturbations v j ir 1. e. when changes of all variables along the distance of the order
ofthem ean free path along the layers are an all. T his case covers the m ost interesting range
of frequencies, because characteristic values of 1=q are detem ned either by the m agnetic
penetration lengths (@t low frequencies) which are typically larger, than the m ean free path
in high-T . superconductors, or (@t high frequencies) by the skin{e ect length, which isalso
large provided the frequency is below the range of the anom alous skin-e ect.

Perturbations of charge density are detem ined by Trhg® i integrated over energies.
Q uasiparticle current densities in the directions paralkel and perpendicular to the conducting
layers are proportional to integrals of Tr ,hvg®i and of Tr ,hv,g® i, respectively. Super—
conducting currents are detem ined by sim ilar tem s w ith retarded and andvanced G reen’s
fiinctions in the relation between g and g® . W e calculate current and charge densities
assum ing the clean lim i, T, 1, Sihoe In the opposite dirty lin it a superconductor isin a
gapless state. In the case of frequencies ! much an aller than the am plitude of the gap,
the linear response can be presented in a sin plke and physically transparent fom :
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where P; and P: are parallel and perpendicular to the layers com ponents of P4, g and

k are parallel and perpendicular com ponents of wave vector, !

is the Thom as{Fem i
screening radius, and 14 are the penetration lengths for a superconducting current paralel

(cerpendicular) to the layers.



The rsttemsin ) describe the supercurrents, whik the last temm s are related to
the quasiparticles. Taking into account that the electric eld expressed In tem s of the
gauge Invariant potentials is given by (f]) we see, that the sinple expression j= "“E for
quasiparticle contrbutions to the currents is not valid: generalized conductivities , are
di erent for the contributions from scalar and vector potentials to the ekectric eld. This
Inplies di erent responses to the potential and to the solenoidal ekectric  elds. Then note
that according to @) the changes of the charge density are determ ined by tim e variations
ofthe potential , which is related to the electrone-hole inbalance (cf. §[11]), and by space
variations of the quasiparticle currents. Equation {§) plays a role of the continuity equation
for nom al carreers.

The factor and the generalized conductivities , @0 = 0;1;2 and = Lt) depend on

frequency:
Z e s
SR ®
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Here y isthe nom alstate conductivity In direction , ny isFem idistrdbution function,
and ag = "=pﬁ; 1 l=;=1=1and (= 1=(;+ -) arcthemomentum scattering
tin es of electrons In the nom al state for Iongiudinal and transverse directions, and ~ =

eyl and ~ = ~+ ;=39 are energy dependent e ective scattering rates of quasiparticles
or corresponding directions. Finally, = :h 2( )a,="?1 isthee ective branch inbalance
relaxation rate. It iswellkknow n that in s-w ave superconductors thebranch in balance relaxes
via inelastic scattering, spin— ip scattering or due to anisotropy of the order param eter (for
a review see [11]). In the case of d-w ave pairing the elastic scattering isam ain source ofthe
branch inbalance relaxation.

In the studies of the linear response to a soknoidal eld, the conductivity o, In @) is

usually calculated. Our result for o; agrees with the Bom lim it of the general expressions
for the conductivity obtained in []].

N ote that the conductivities in the transverse direction are detem ined by contributions



both from intralayer scattering and by interlayer scattering, so that the e ective scattering
rate for the conductivity in transverse direction is lJarger than the e ective scattering rate
for the In—plane quasiparticlke current.

Solution of the discrete equations in the lim it of sm all phase di erences between the
nelghbouring layers gives resuls sin ilar to {§{9); i can be obtained from (§f)) substituting
P.or(, ., 1)=d,andv, br2t,dwih , = 0and ; in [BH9), so that conductivities
in both directions are detem ined by the sam e scattering rate.

Now we discuss the 1im its of Iow ( T) and high ( T ) tem peratures.

1. T : an in portant distinction from swave superconductors is that the conductiv—
iies n (9) are not exponentially sm all.

Consider, rst, the linear response to the electrom agneticwave. For sim plicity, In orderto
get explicit expressions we consider the sin plest angular dependence of the gap param eter
wih the dwave symm etry = 0c0s2 . At low tamperatures, hagi = "= ;, and
the characteristic tim es for quasiparticles averaged over energies are ~ = 1( o=2T)

b 1. The relative density of superconducting com ponent in d-wave superconductor is
Ng=1 (T=)hd= ( Q)= @)y 1The factor isalovery cosetol, = 1+ 2il,
for ! l=p,and =1 (T= o) In4 for! 1= . This leads to a an aller contribution
of scalarpotential (though not exponentially am allas in swave superconductors), and we
m ay om it the di usion contribution to the quasiparticle current densities. T hen the current

densities can be presented as

] = c P i! P R (!) (10)

J e - N :
R Z1 xdx . an
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Re= — o , P (12)

£ 0 0 x 1+ .~ 1 ¢¥)oosh®x

According to IQ{1),at !~ 1,i. e.when scattering is in portant, the decrease ofthe
nom alcarreer density is com pensated by the decrease ofthe scattering rate of quasiparticles

In com parison w ith the nom al state by the same factor / T= . Furthemore, R;= 1, and



the quasiparticle conductivity along the layers even at low tem peratures is the same as
it would be In the nom al state at this tem perature. At higher frequencies (! ~4 1)
R;= i@l Ng)=(! 1), scattering is not In portant and the current density corresoonds to a
free m otion of all electrons.

Considernow the conductivity in the transverse direction. N ote that due to the depairing
action of the in-plane elastic scattering, these processes contribute to the conductivity In
the transverse direction. If 1=~ or > 'ywe ndR = Ri(;=¢). Thus In this
case the transverse conductiviy is determ ined by the nplane scattering. At - 1=~ and

» l,weobtah R,/ (T= ,)I 2=(!?+ 1=~") issnalland can be neglected.
U sing equations {{Jf12) one can easily calculate the surface in pedance of a d-wave su—

perconductor. For a surface parallel to the layers we cbtain

! lé 1 (1 =1)? R! ¢+ @ )2
_ ok , -, (13)
C a (! :!0)2 R! )@ Ry! 1)

where ! = = . isthe frequency ofplaan a oscillations for an electric  eld perpendicular to
the layers.

W e conclude that, n spie of the large quasiparticle conductivity equal to the nom al-
state conductivity, the dam ping tem s at low tem peratures are always am all, because the
scattering of quasiparticles is in portant only at ! < 1=~ 1= ,.

Now we discuss the spectrum of free oscillations, which can be calculated inserting {§-
[]) into the M axwell equations. The spectrum of the weakly dam ped plasna m ode in the

long-wavelength lim it is given by an expression sin ilar to that of the case of s-pairing [[4]:

1+ k% 2+ 2
13 i R! ¢ 14)

*0
1+ k2 %

The last temn In (I4) descrdbbes dam ping. For sm all frequencies lin it it is determ ined by
the dielectric relaxation frequency 4 y , which is rather large. Neverthelss, the plasn a
oscillations survive, because the dam ping is determ ined by y only at frequencies ! <

T=( ) 1= , and becom es an allat ! d> T=( ).



2. T : at high tam peratures (pout outside the gaplssregine < ;) thebranch in -
balance relaxation rate ismuch an aller than the elastic collision rate, and the conductivities
@) depend on the relation between frequency ! and ;( =T )?.

In the frequency range ! 1( =T)? in s-wave superconductors, where the factor  is
real (see @]), the weakly dam ped C arlson-G oldm an m ode appears. In d-wave supercon—

q
ductors the factor = ( ,=2T) i =!) containsa large I aghary part due to the larger

In balance relaxation rate, and the related m ode is highly dam ped.

In the static lin it our equations determm ne the penetration length k ofthe electric eld
Into a d-wave superconductor in direction ,when a current ow s through a contact wih a
nom alm etal. Very near T, when one can neglect Andreev re ection of the quasiparticles

a
we cdbtaln | = ( oD l)=(4T);whichagreeswiththerewltsof(?hoi@].HereD are

di usion coe cients related to the conductivities y by the relationD 2= 4 . The
anisotropy of £ is proportional to the conductivity anisotropy.

Ifthe order param eter is not of the pure d{type symm etry, but iscloseto it: h ( )i?
h ( )?i, then the resuls of our calculations are qualitatively the sam e. The m ain distinc—
tions appear in the di erent energy and angle dependencies of the quasiparticke relaxation
tim es.

In conclusion, we calculated the linear response of layered d-wave superconductors by
m eans of the kinetic theory. W e found the conductivities determm ning the quasiparticle
currents created by the longiudinal and by the transverse electrom agnetic elds. These
results were applied to describbe oollective m odes and the decay length of the electric eld
near the boundary w ith a nom alm etal.

W e are indebted to U . Eckem for reading the m anuscript and helpfiil com m ents.
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