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Dynamical equations for the order parameter and the electric potential in a short-mean-free-
path superconductor near the critical temperature are derived from microscopic theory. The
effects of supercurrents and various pair-breaking mechanisms on collective modes and relaxa-

tion processes are discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we study the kinetics of short-mean-
free-path superconductors in situations that are not
necessarily close to equilibrium. The main aim of the
work is to use kinetic equations based on microscopic
theory to understand the spectrum of collective
modes in the presence of superflow, magnetic fields,
and various scattering mechanisms. The paper ex-
tends previous work!? by each of the authors. In
Ref. 1, the basic scheme used here—a dynamical
equation for the order parameter coupled to a
Boltzmann equation for the quasiparticle distribution
function—has been discussed and used to derive phy-
sical results. This theory is based on the work of
Eilenberger,’ Eliashberg,* and Usadel.’ In Ref. 2, it
was pointed out that as the critical current is ap-
proached in a superconducting filament, certain col-
lective modes become progressively less stable. In
this work we show, among other things, how the
methods of Ref. 1 lead to predictions about current-
induced mode softening in various regimes of fre-
quency and scattering strength. One result of the
study is that the equations used in Ref. 2 are incon-
sistent, because of a too naive treatment of phonon
scattering. Consequently, the quantitative results
presented in that paper are modified.

In outline, the plan of this paper is as follows. In
Sec. II, we review and slightly generalize the method
of Ref. 1, leading to coupled kinetic equations for the
order parameter and quasiparticle distribution func-
tion. We allow for the presence of a supercurrent
and discuss various pair-breaking mechanisms. In
Sec. III we show how the quasiparticle distribution
function can be eliminated from the problem for
linear deviations from true equilibrium, or from a
metastable state of steady supercurrent. In the low-
frequency limit we find that the quasiparticles can be
eliminated even when the order parameter varies in
space and time, provided that these variations are
sufficiently gentle. As a result we obtain a time-

dependent Ginzburg-Landau equation which is valid
for arbitrary pair-breaking. In Sec. IV, we give a re-
view of solutions corresponding to deviations from a
true equilibrium state in which no supercurrent is
flowing. In Sec. V the problem of how collective
modes are modified by supercurrent flows is exam-
ined, and several results are collected which should
be amenable to experimental test. The main result of
Ref. 2, a mode softening as the current approaches
the critical value, is found again. Also the decay of
an electric field in superconductors is investigated,
Finally, in Sec. VI the time-dependent Ginzburg-
Landau equation derived in Sec. III is used to esti-
mate the rate of current-reducing fluctuations, lead-
ing to modifications of results based on the simple
phenomenological time-dependent Ginzburg-Landau

.equation. An Appendix contains mathematical de-

tails about some integrals which occur in the reduc-
tion of the general theory to usable form.

II. KINETIC EQUATIONS

A. Fundamental equations

In this section, we will review the derivation of the
time-dependent Ginzburg-Landau equation and the
Boltzmann equation for short-mean-free-path super-
conductors close to the transition temperature. We
will carefully take into account spatial variations of
the equilibrium order parameter both in absolute
magnitude and in phase. Various pair-breaking
mechanisms will be discussed, but we will not re-
derive the electron-phonon collision operator which
appears in the Boltzmann equation. For details we
refer to Eliashberg* and Ref. 1.

We start from the fundamental equation derived by
Eilenberger® and by Larkin and Ovchinnikov,® in a
form obtained by Usadel,® which applies to the dirty
limit 1/7mp >> T, i.e.,
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The notation follows Ref. 1. The Green’s function G
is an angular average

A Q, )
G(w, 0,;r) = f d47: G—P'F(w,,, ®,'3r) 2)

of the contracted Green’s function
o~ 1 __1 A Lo J/)
G (w050 =L [ag, G 05mm . ®)

where the argument of the integral in Eq. (3) is ob-
tained after partial Fourier transformation with
respect to the relative space coordinates. The fre-
quencies w,, o,’ are Matsubara frequencies; the
difference wo=w, — w,’ represents the external fre-
quency. U denotes a perturbation of the system, for
instance in the case of an electric potential it is given
by e®. The phonon self-energy is 2, and 7 is the
spin-flip time. Finally, D is the diffusion coefficient

= }v}rimp. We use the short-hand notation

{AB}QV, 0, = T ZA (0,, 0, )B(w,", »,)

The contracted Green’s functions obey the normali-
zation condition' 3¢

G(NG(N)y,u=(/T)8, o - @

B. Equilibrium solutions

In stable and metastable, i.e., supercurrent-carrying ,
equilibrium the solution of Eq. (1) can be written

G (w,) =alw,) 3+ B(w,) 7y ;

irf;q)(wv) = —2_;—— Sgnw, 73 — iAOTO » (5)

E

—-ig(r)r . .
where we have Tg=¢ 37;. (Renormalization

effects proportional to the electron-phonon coupling
parameter have been neglected.) The absolute value
and phase of the order parameter are A¢(r) and 6(r);
7 is the inelastic electron-phonon scattering time.
The normalization condition Eq. (4) yields

o? + B*=1, which is consistent with the 1 component
of Eq. (1). From the 744,/ component we find

d’vB_AOa=_

L2 Q2]aﬁ
T 2

§

+ 2-[(VZB)az —(V2a)pl ,
2 (6)

“where

&, =0, +(57£) sgno, (M
and ’

Q=Vo+2ed . , (8)

If the terms on the right-hand side of Eq. (6) can be
neglected, the solution is simply

a(w,) =a,/(a, + APV,

Bw,) = Ao/ (@, + AP . (9a)
In the limit |@,| >> Ao, these expressions reduce to

a(w,) =sgnow,, Bw,) =Ad/|a,| . (9v)
For arbitrary right-hand sides of Eq. (6) we find the

" same limiting forms Eq. (9b) if we redefine @,

@,=w,+Isgno, , (10)

as long as the conditions |@,| >> Ag and T >> T are
satisfied. The pair-breaking parameter I', which is
given by

1 1 D

=—+—+=0?
27‘5 Ts 2 Q

_D VA

2 A, (09))

includes the various pair-breaking mechanisms in su-
perconductors’: electron-phonon scattering, para-
magnetic impurities, supercurrent and magnetic field,
and spatial variation of the magnitude of the order
parameter. (Gap anisotropy is not considered here.)
From the remaining components of Eq. (1) we find
2(VB)Q +B(VQ) =0 which [see Eq. (28)] just
yields j; =const. One the other hand, if we insert
B(w,) given by Egs. (9) and (11) into the self-con-
sistency equation Ag=mAT zwvﬂ(wy), and use a

proper cutoff for the summation, we find for T' << T
the Ginzburg-Landau equation for Ag:

[a—BAG—£2(0) (Q*— VD1A=0 , 12)

where a=(T.,—T)/T, and 8=7{(3)/8%*T2, and in
the dirty limit £2(0) = («/8T)D.

C. Nonequilibrium equations

Nonequilibrium situations may be characterized by
deviations of the order parameter from the equilibri-
um value in magnitude (longitudinal) and in phase
(transverse), i.e.,

8A=8AL7g+8A 1440 (13)

Both 5AL and 8AT are real (this notation differs from
Ref. 1). The corresponding change in the Green’s
function is denoted by

Sé(wv, w,,';r) =(1LT3 +bL’Tg+aTL+bT79+"/2 . (14)
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- The linearized form of the fundamental Eq. (1) and’
the self-consistency relation

8A=mAT 3, (bL1g+ b1 mp) (15)

[}
v

will result in a complete set of equations for these de-
viations.

The frequency wy=w, — w,’ represents the external
frequency. We have to perform the change from the
Matsubara frequency to real frequency wo— —iw +0.

8T

This is easily possible in those terms where w, and
w,’ have the same sign. However, if we have w, >0
and w,’ <0 this process needs particular care. Cor-
respondingly we split the sum in Eq. (15) into two
regular (r) contributions (w, <0 and w, > wy) and
into an anomalous (a) contribution (0 < w, < wy).
The regular contributions yield the linearized form of
the simple time-dependent Ginzburg-Landau equa-
tion.? The result is well known and we will not re-
peat the derivation here

(a)

T 5A" =[a—3BA% — £2(0)(Q* — VI)15AL — £2(0) [(VQ +2Q V) 8AT+4Qe b4 Agl +m T 3, b*

v

@ 16)

T sAT=[a—BAZ— £2(0)(Q = VIIBAT+£2(0) [(VQ +2Q V) 8AL +4e84 (VAQ)] + 7T 3 b7 .

8T

The remaining contributions from the anomalous
terms in Eq. (16) will turn out to be important. In
order to determine them we follow the work of
Eliashberg.*

As becomes obvious by looking at a contribution
like

86 (w,, 0,) ~ G“(w,) U0, »,) G, |

the quantity 3G (v,, »,) as a function of a continu-
ous complex-variable z (0, ~z 0, =0, — wg) has at
least (depending on U) two cuts in the complex
plane, one along the imaginary axis and one for

Re z=w,. If we change from a frequency summation
to an energy integral we obtain

A ] oo dE A .
TwEBG(m,,, m,,)=f_m 2. 008 17
where
A _ s AR E—w/2
8Gg = 8Gg tanh Y
—sc’étanhﬁ-%'—/—z- +8G . a8)

From the summation over the regions where both
w, and w,’ are positive (negative), we again obtain
regular contributions involving the retarded (ad-
vanced) Green’s function. This is the result of ana-
lytic continuation w, ——iE — %iw+ (=)0, when we
have both Rew,, Rew,’> (<)0. On the other hand
from the summation over the interior region we ob-
tain the contribution involving a different —, the
anomalous Green’s function 8G¢ . Equations (17)
and (18) define this quantity.

When performing the analytic continuation in the

w
v

anomalous region we will encounter combinations of
equilibrium Green’s functions, as in the following ex-
ample:

%[a(w.,) —a(w,)] —'%(a{:*m/z— af_.p) =N(E) .

(19a)

This combination is the reduced density of states in
a superconductor. In the limit where we have
['=w=0, it reduces to the BCS® normalized density
of states. The effect of a finite value of 1/7¢ is to
smear out the singularities. (We will discuss this
further in Sec. II1.) Similarly we define

N,(E) =%(B£+m/2+ﬁg-w/2) ,
(19b)

Ry(E) = 317 (BE+wp—BE-up)

For I'=w =0 we have R,(E) =(A¢/E)N,(E). N,
and N, are even functions of the energy, while R, is
an odd function.

Considering the definitions of the contracted

-Green’s function and Eqgs. (17) and(18) we recognize

that —%N (0)(8Gg)y, is the change in the quasiparti-

cle density per spin direction and per unit energy.
Since, at w =0, the contribution

+N(0)(af —af) (-5 tanh(E/27)]

is due to the change N (0)3N,(E) in the density of
states [Eq. (18)] we conclude that the anomalous part
of (8Gg)y, is proportional to a change 8f5 in the
quasiparticle distribution function, and we have

87k =—akTW /AN, (E) . .

In the anomalous region the normalization [Eq. (4)]
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provides the following relations between a‘® and
b(a):

bE@ =iR,(e)af D /N (E) ,

1)
bE® =—iNy(E)af @/ N\(E) .

83 =—i (8AL7g+8ATrg, 12)

(neglecting the inelastic scattering contributions for
the moment) it is straightforward to perform the ana-
Iytic continuation of Eq. (1) in the anomalous region.
We finally insert the electron-phonon collision opera-
tor derived in Ref. 1 and obtain the following Boltz-
mann equation for the quasiparticle distribution func-

If we set i:;q) =—iA¢7y and tion 8LT:
J
Ni8f = KL(8fY) — DV(MEVSSY) +2D|V(ON,R,5/T) +ON:R, e84 - R A|
! 4T cosh?(E/2T) 4T cosh*(E/2T)
. 64
N1of T +2|A|N2sfT= KT(5fT) = DV [MT[Vo T ——E20 || +2D V(QN,R,8 /-
18/ +2|A[Ny8f €Y [ S+ 4T cosh2(E/2T) (QN2R8/1)
N, . N, :
= Al +———— D , (22
o) Mt T <0 @
- _
where which in turn are assumed to thermalize immediately
L ) 5 with the surroundings, and consequently the elec- .
M“(E) =N{ (E) =R; (E) , tronic energy is not conserved. )
(23) Using the normalization relations (21), it is now

MT(E) =N} (E) +N}(E) .

Consideration of the inhomogeneous terms in the
system of Eq. (22) shows that §fF is an even func-
tion of energy, describing changes in the particle
number, while 5f£ is an odd function describing
changes in the energy distribution. The presence of a
phase gradient of the equilibrium order parameter or
a vector potential, results in a coupling of longitudi-
nal and transverse distribution functions. The colli-
sion operators KX and KT are defined in Ref. 1. We
merely mention here, that they can be written as the
sum of a "scattering-out" term

~(1/e) Ni(E) 3T 24)

and a "scattering-in" term which is an integral opera-
tor. Near T, the inelastic electron-phonon scattering
rate 1/7¢ is given by the normal-state value and is
the same for both the (L) and (T) operator. The
transverse collision operator, furthermore, satisfies
particle number conservation

+o0
f_m dE KT(5f") =0 . (25
Note, however, that due to the term 2|A|N,8fZ,
which could be considered part of the collision opera-
tor, a conversion betwen normal and supercurrent
takes place, and the quasiparticle number is not con-
served in general processes. Furthermore, energy

can be transferred from the electrons to the phonons,

straightforward to perform the remaining summation
in Eq. (16) and find

D .,
ot +2/e‘l’]A

T
8T

=[a—B|AI2+£(0)(V —2ied)2]A ,

(26)
where the effective potential is given by

2ev =L [ 4E IN(EDosE ~iRAB)BFH . 27)
w|A| V-

Strictly speaking we have derived here only the
linearized form of Eq. (26). However, the generali-
zation is obvious. The question of whether it is
sufficient to treat the quasiparticle distribution func-
tion in linear approximation can be answered posi-
tively, even when the order parameter changes drasti-
cally, as long as there is a strong relaxation mechan-
ism, e.g., electron-phonon scattering and as long as
the changes evolve sufficiently slowly in time. The
limit of negligible electron-phonon scattering with
diffusion as the only relaxation mechanism has re-
cently been studied by Larkin and Ovchinnikov.!°
They also derived a nonlinear Boltzmann equation.

We complete the set of kinetic equations by deriv-
ing expressions for the current density and the charge
density. The expression for the current in the dirty
limit is given by®
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j=i lrz—(:';gTI'T;;T zlé(v—/EA T;)G
+iedtsly ) - (28)

From this we obtain the linearized form of j = j; +j,
where we can consider j; as the supercurrent given
by

Js=—(mao/4eT)|A]2Q , 29)
while j, is the normal current
o too e8/i
jf =— —— dE \(MT\V o ff + ————————
In e f-w [ JE 4T cosh®(E/2T) ]
- 2QN2R18fé] . (30)
Finally, the expression for the charge density
p=2eN(0) —"T’TTrT 36w, 0,)—ed| 31
can be transformed into
+oo
o=2eNO) ([ TaEM(EIBSE-e0) . (D)
Note that the set of kinetic equations implies the
continuity equation
p+divj=0 . (33)

III. REDUCTION OF THE KINETIC EQUATION

Under certain conditions, for example in the pres-
ence of sufficiently strong relaxation mechanisms, or
if we consider the effect of small external perturba-
tion, we can assume that the deviation of the quasi-
particle distribution function from a local equilibrium
value is small. The equilibrium distributions may
correspond to stationary stable or metastable, homo-
geneous or gently inhomogeneous states, and even to
states varying slowly in time. Under these conditions
we can eliminate the quasiparticle distribution func-
tion from the set of coupled kinetic equations. In this
section we will first demonstrate this for the case
where the superconductor is in a homogeneous
current carrying state and where no magnetic field is
applied. In this case we can choose a gauge in which
the vector potential vanishes (4 =0) and the equili-

brium order parameter is of the form A(x) = Age ™"
Furthermore, only linear deviations of the order
parameter are considered. In the case of low fre-
quencies and long wavelengths we will be able to
generalize the results to the nonlinear regime. But
we also will discuss high-frequency effects like the
Carlson-Goldmann mode.!!

In all but the collisionless high-frequency modes,
inelastic electron-phonon scattering is of central im-
portance in carrying a nonequilibrium distribution to
equilibrium. A simple relaxation approximation, in
which the collision operators K (5f) are replaced by
the scattering-out term Eq. (24), violates the particle
number conservation Eq. (25), and hence the con-
tinuity equation. On the other hand, the full collision
operators are too complicated to allow an exact ana-
lytic solution. Since a mere numerical solution is
likely to be untransparent, we replace the exact
transverse collision operator by a reduced operator!?
satisfying Eq. (25), i.e.,

T(gfT) ——_ L I '—M‘)— B
KOS = MR &) s

< [T NESsE aE (34)

where we assume 7¢ to be energy independent. This
reduced operator has the same lowest eigenvalue 0
and eigenfunction 8ff=28u/4T cosh?(E/2T), describ-
ing a shift in the chemical potential, as the exact
operator. The scattering-in term of the (L) collision
operator only leads to corrections of order (A,/T)?2,
and hence is neglected.

The kinetic equations have to be completed by
Poisson’s equation —V2® =47p. As long as we con-
sider wavelengths which are large compared to the
Thomas-Fermi screening length A =1078 cm, we
can put p=0 in Eq. (32). This relation then provides
a convenient method to simplify Eq. (34) further.
We also can assume that the order parameter only
varies on a spatial scale which is larger or of the ord-
er of magnitude of the Ginzburg-Landau coherence
length £(T) = (1/a'/?) £(0). Therefore we have
Dq* < 0(A$/T) << Ag. If we Fourier transform with
respect to time (—iw) and space (ik), and use the
notation

1/r=—iw+1/75 , 35).

we find

—i iDkq (—i RN} 2iDkq(1/7) _ RaN,N,
Lgflem—_—i® _ _posaL_ 2iDkq (—iw) N3 AT iDkq @
0%k 4T cosh®(E/2T)  ° 4T cosh®(E/2T) QT 4T cosh*(E/2T) QT ¢
(36)
. . s RZN
7'8 T_ lw N. 8Ar+ l/T d— 21Dkq( Iw) 24Y2 SAL ,
Q= T cosh2(E2T) 2 4T cosh*(E/2T) ' 4T cosh®(E/2T) QF
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where f +oo 1 NN, ‘
X, = dE i L, ij=1,
1= ) ® R of 0 MThE
QL=Q/7)N, +Dk*ML oo 2
xn=f ae—1 Ry (38)
~oo cosh*(E/2T) QY °

and

QT=(1/7)N,+2A¢N, + Dk®MT . @37

Here, we neglected terms of order
Dk?’Dg?N2R?%/0Q%QT, which are small except for en-
ergies very close to the value of the energy gap, if
this exists, and yield only negligible contributions
upon integration. When evaluating 2e ¥~ (" and 8p
we encounter the following integrals:

Hoo 1 RzzN,Nj
Y, = dE -
v f'“’ cosh®(E/2T) QLQT

It is convenient to split off a term from X as fol-
lows:

With these definitions we find easily from the linear-
ized Ginzburg-Landau equation and the equatlons for
8p , the following equations:

[ -y
[B”T [_"“’ 2;:., Xo[+ £k +2p88 o8- 4 7(70)" L ¥ie® +2i£2(0)kq|1 +—2~’—“i Y, ' 5AT=0 (39a)
T .
T cio+ 22 x|+ 2002 [587— -1 Xy, L ed—2i220) kg1 + 2L 1y, [58L=0 (39b)
8T m 4T “1 - ,
11 £2(0) k2 4 . L
SAT— X O— — £2(0)kqu Y3845 =0 . (39
“ar i T GRD U T e | 0w £ Ok (39¢)

Before we can proceed to calculate the various in-
tegrals, we have to discuss the form of the spectral
quantities. According to Eq. (19a) they are defined
by the analytically continued forms aR“) and gR™“).
In the limit where no other pair-breaking effect but
inelastic electron-phonon scattering is present, the
relevant quantities are

af¥on [(—iE +y)2+Aa8112
A
BEY = . , (40)

[(-‘IE + 7)2+A ]1/2

where we have y =—iw/2 +1/27g=1/27. The square
roots appearing in the retarded (advanced) quantities
have a cut in the complex plane extending from

—Ag Fiyto Ay Fivy. The sign is chosen such that for
large energies E the square root goes to F/E. On the
other hand, in the limits of large energies |E| >> Ay
or of strong pair breaking I' >> Ag, the approxima-
tion Eq. (9b) is valid and the spectral quantities as-
sume the simple forms

A
Ny(E) =1 ,Ny(E) = —"X— |
1(E) B = 41)
AF
Ry(E) =——" ,
»(E) Bty
where v is in general defined
y=—iw/2+T 42)

r

Although we have expressions for the spectral quan-
tities only in the two limiting cases, this will turn out
to be sufficient to determine the required integrals.
Furthermore, in the following, we will restrict our-
selves to the limit

AT << |1/7|=1/rg—iw| , (43)

which allows us to neglect the diffusive terms
Dk*MLM jn QLM a5 jong as we have k < 1/£(T)
and allows us to simplify Eq. (39). In the Appendix
we will calculate the integrals and also discuss the
corrections due to the diffusive terms. The resulting
values of the integrals X are

2y7)?

Xy=—mA
1 a0t (1+y/2A&‘r)”2

JOT U ), %) LR
272 (1 +y/2487)17
(44)
12
X =T _ T Qy71)
BT2 0 4ner (1+y/2880) 17

X, = wAbT {1+ (y/8) T2 = y/Aq) .

Note, that these forms are obtained both in the case
vy=1/27, using Eq. (40), as well as for arbitrary
pair-breaking effects in the limit |y| >> Ao, using Eq.
(41). The integrals Y, in the limit of small



|y| << Ag are more complicated. In the case where
we have y=1/27 we find

™ 1

Y N — e —
2 T+ (1/2847)°

(45)
The corrections, some elliptic integrals, are of order
|(1/807) In]Ag7|]. Of Yy, it is sufficient to know that
we have Y, <O(]rIn|Ae7| ]). On the other hand,
the limit |y| >> Aq can easily be evaluated. We find

T 20 2 A
16 3 for Ag << .
Y= Aoz (46a)
s 2 A
16 for Ag >> .
and
A3 2
s 0: for A¢ << [ X| ,
8 .y T
Y[z = (46b)
A
72T for A >> |+
4 v T
[—iw% 2807 — £2(0) V2 +2BA8 |6AL+ |1 + %‘i Yn

i _ gy wt|sAT— L T e

[ "C8T 2807 EOVHoAT- T ore

—i—L’nSAT— E.A_on.l__ﬂg2(0)v2
T 8T 4T T

In deriving a similar set of equations,? one of the
authors made an approximation equivalent to keeping
only the scattering-out term (24) in K7. The conse-
quent violation of the conservation law makes the
equations of Ref. 2 incorrect. The main physical
point made in that work, the existence of a soft mode
at the critical moment, is present in the system (48),
and is discussed further below.

We note that if the frequency is small, i.e.,

» << 1/7¢ (which means wY,; << 1), the coupling
of the quasiparticles to the order parameter affects
only the coefficients of the time derivatives and of
the electric potential in the time-dependent Ginz-
burg-Landau equation. In this limit we can general-
ize the elimination of the quasiparticle distribution, as
discussed above, to the case where the order parame-
ter Ay varies in space and time, provided that the spa-
tial scale of this variation is large or comparable to
£(T), and that the time scale is much larger than the
inelastic electron-phonon scattering time. -In this case
we are not even restricted to a linear form of the
Ginzburg-Landau-equation, whereas the conditions

1+

ed=0 .
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Since we have |o7| <1 and |w/y| <1, we see that
the only case where the corrections due to Y, are
significant, is the limit where Eq. (45) applies. While
8AL and 8AT may be of the same order of magnitude
the electric potential e ¥ has to be compared to
(A¢/T)8AT. This becomes obvious by looking at the
approximate equation §j =38j; — ooV ®. We, there-
fore, can in all cases neglect the e® term in Eq.
(39a). After insertion of 8AL from Eq. (39b) into
Eq. (39¢c), we see that in the latter equation the AL
term can be neglected as long as we have o << A,.
If we define

’

n=Qyn)"2(1 +y/24¢7)? ,

2iw

‘ (CY))
S R ZAIOT
we obtain from Eq. (39)
]2g2(0)quAT=o , (48a)
£e Y22]2§2(0)qV6AL=0 , (48b)

(48¢c)

r

Eq. (43) and w << 1/7; guarantee that the quasipar-
ticle distribution is close to a local equilibrium charac-
terized by the local A(x,r) and ®(x,¢), and a linear
form of the Boltzmann equation is sufficient. Final-
ly, since none of the above mentioned arguments
depend on the magnitude of ¢ for ¢ < ¢,, we can also
include a static magnetic-field H < H.. We thus ob-
tain, as long as the conditions

w<<1l/rg, |AIYT << 1/7g (49)

are satisfied, the time-dependent Ginzburg-Landau
equation

us

Tl n i.{.z' 1))
8T |2]A]72 ¢

ot
2Alrpr——2— 1AL

2|al7e 1A

+

=[a—pBlAI2+£(0)(V —2ied)}A , (50)

which we combine with the equation for the current j
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j=(mao/4eT) IMA*(V —=2ied)A— ooV . (51)

Note, that the linear form of Eq. (51) follows from
Eq. (48c) 8p =0, combined with the Ginzburg-
Landau equation (48b). In the limit where no other
pair-breaking mechanism but inelastic electron-
phonon scattering is present (y =1/27=1/27;) Eq.
(50) has been recently derived by Kramer and
Watts-Tobin.!> A similar equation with different
coefficients describing short filaments, where spatial
derivatives are large Dk? >> 1/7, has been present-
ed by Golub.!* Finally, in the limit of gapless super-
conductors, I'/2|A|*rg >> 1, Eq. (50) reduces to the
simple time-dependent Ginzburg-Landau equation
derived for this limit before.?

IV.  SUPERCONDUCTORS
WITHOUT SUPERCURRENTS

In order to convey some feeling for the various
terms in the time-dependent Ginzburg-Landau equa-
tion, we start with the discussion of the case where in
equilibrium no (or only a small) supercurrent is flow-
ing. Also the equilibrium vector potential is assumed
to be small. Most of the results which we will derive
have been presented before.! 1517

In the considered limit we find two independent
modes involving only changes of the order parameter
either in magnitude or in phase. From Eq. (48a) we
obtain immediately the time characterizing the decay
of a spatially homogeneous nonequilibrium value of
|A| to equilibrium"- 12

T
7¢(3) A

I 1
14+ (T/A 21/2___+
7E[ ( / 0)] 0 P o7

k=

(52a)

This result is valid for arbitrary pair-breaking I' << T
as long as we have 1/7% << 1/7g. (This condition al-
lowed us to replace 1/7 by 1/7g, and y by ') On
the other hand, in the limit of negligible electron-
phonon scattering but strong pair breaking we have
I'/7r << A¢, but T >> Ay and find

rk=T/A¢ . (52b)

Among others, Schuller and Gray'® have investigated
this relaxation process experimentally. The tempera-
ture dependence of their result (applying to T' << Ap)
is in good agreement with Eq. (52).

When examining the transverse equations, we start
with an even simpler ideal system: an uncharged su-
perconductor. In this case the time derivative of the
electric potential —iwe ® drops out of Eq. (48b).

[Note, however, that 1/7ze® was introduced formal-

ly replacing the scattering-in term of the reduced
collision operator, and has to be eliminated by a

correspondingly modified form of Eq. (48c).] At
low-frequencies w << 1/7 there exists a solution!’
with

wr=ck*(1—iwtf) , (53)
where v
c =240£%0) (54)
and
1/2 12
r_ 4T |Te I
TR ﬂ"Ao 2r ZA()ZTE (55)

The time 7} is the relaxation time characteristic of
transverse processes.! These include relaxation of a
difference between the electrochemical potential of
the quasiparticles and the Cooper pairs, which was
first investigated by Clarke and Tinkham.!® In the
hydrodynamic limit where we have w7} << 1, we
thus find a propagating mode with a phase velocity
given by Eq. (54) which can be identified to be the
velocity of hydrodynamic fourth sound
c2=c}=(ns/n)c}. For high-frequencies v >> 1/7f,
we can neglect the electron-phonon scattering and
find, if we also neglect other pair-breaking effects, a
propagating mode = ck, where the phase velocity is

c=(240D)"? (56)

The presence of the charge in a real superconduc-
tor has the effect that in the low-frequency region
there exists only a decaying solution
7A§  ong 1

=—i

w=—i

(57)

2T n Timp

The fourth sound mode is overdamped, since the
constraint of approximate charge neutrality requires
that the normal component performs a counteroscil-
lation to compensate the charge wave of the
superfluid component. The ohmic losses of the nor-
mal component result in a damping given by Eq.
(57). At high frequencies we find the same damping
mechanism. In this frequency regime, however, pro-
pagation is still possible. Neglecting pair-breaking
effects we obtain the dispersion relation!

n 1 n 211/2
= t[czkz-li—S—l ] . (58)

Timp 2 n Timp
where the bare phase-velocity c is the same as in the
uncharged case Eq. (56). This result is in good quan-
titative agreement with the propagating mode found
by Carlson and Goldman!! in most of the range of
parameters where the experiments have been per-
formed. The agreement can even be improved!” if
the integrals X, are calculated including the diffusive
terms neglected in Eq. (44) (see the Appendix).
This leads to corrections in the resonant frequencies

w =—

N
2
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of order (A/T)In(A/w), and also the damping is in-
creased by an amount of order Dk2. Pair-breaking
effects, due to paramagnetic impurities for example,
lead to an additional damping of the mode given by
—iT/2 (for small T').!¢ We, therefore, conclude that
as soon as we have I' > Rew, the mode becomes
overdamped.

Finally, we find that under stationary conditions
the spatial scale for variations of the electric potential
is given by

2p=(1/DrH® (59)

This is of importance in the problem of normal
metal-superconductor boundary, where a normal
current is converted into a supercurrent.! Actually in
Eq. (59) a complication results from the fact that
within a region of order ¢(T), from the boundary
Ao(x), and I'(x), and thus 7§ depend on the space
coordinate. In many cases, however, we have
(DHY2 >> £(T) and hence this region is of minor
importance. The resulting characteristic penetration
length (D 7)) for the electric potential, yields a
measure for an extra resistance in the superconduct-
ing boundary region. An extension of this result to
general situations involving finite supercurrents will
be given in Sec. V.

V. SUPERCONDUCTORS IN THE
CURRENT-CARRYING STATE

In a superconductor carrying a homogeneous
current, the two linear modes discussed in Sec. IV
are coupled, as follows from the set of Eqs. (48). A
nontrivial solution exists only when the correspond-
ing secular determinant vanishes, which yields

2 [—iszOTg + DK+ L%Z BA8]

‘ A
X [~io=1— + I 0 4 py2
tosar Tar 7 Dk

2w

—4Dq? 1+/— Yy

WAQ_H_ 2
AT T+Dk” =0 .

(60)

There always exists a solution for k =0, which is
simply the gauge transformation. From the remain-
ing equation we again find in the high-frequency re-
gion w >> I' a propagating mode with a modified
dispersion relation. (In the considered limit

Y =+im/4w.) The velocity of sound is reduced to a
value given by .

1_.__4_

2294
¢ o Lyl I

(61)
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while the damping is increased due to the pair-break-
ing effect of the supercurrent as follows from Eq.

(11):

~ |7a¢ 1.,
Imo [4T+4Dq.

(62)

This effect should be observable in the order-param-
eter structure factor, which can be investigated in an
experiment of the type performed by Carlson and
Goldman,!! if an additional supercurrent in the plane
of the junction is imposed.?

By adding a normalized driving-force term (%No)
to the right-hand sides of Eqs. (48a) and (48b), we
obtain the pairfield susceptlbnllty for arbitrary values
of wrg, i.e., X=xt+x7,

DKX(T) —2iDkg|1 +2—"‘i Y2|(R)
o 8T 1
27N, D2 e
(L)(T)—4Dq 1+—Y22 (R)
(63)
(L) +2iDkgl1 +2'—‘” Yn”(R)
r_ 8T 1
27Ny DK
W)(1) -4pg?|1 + 22 Yn] (R)
where

(L) =—iw2Agr+Dk2+ 28T gag |
m™

o 7o n 2
(D IAyr n+— a7 - + Dk*
(R) = "A" —”’L+1)k2 .

From the pairfield susceptibility, the structure factor
S (k, w) is obtained by means of the fluctuation dissi-
pation theorem

S(k, w) =QT/w) Imx(k, w) .

In the low-frequency region w << 1/7z, Eq. (60)
can be solved directly, i.e.,

’
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i |2807e [ 1 1 16T
=——|—=|—= + DKk} + ———
wi 2 ‘7) TRT 2A01'E€ BAO +Dk
1/2v
tzi[m]?—% L e 16T3A2+Dk2 4Dq2] : | (64)

In the limit where no supercurrent is flowing (¢ =0),
the solution w, reduces to the longitudinal
relaxation-rate Eq. (52a), while the solution w_ is
connected with the transverse mode in this limit. In
a homogeneous current-carrying state, the order
parameter satisfies A§ = A& (1 — ¢?/3¢2), where

A =a/B and g. =1/32£(T) is the phase gradient
corresponding to the critical supercurrent j.. We thus
find that at j., the frequency w. for fluctuations with
zero wave vector, k goes to zero. This mode soften-
ing shows that at the critical current the superconduc-
tor becomes unstable against the formation of long-
wavelength fluctuations, which has the result that no
current larger than j. can be stable.?

In the most interesting case of a superconductor
with energy gap A9 >> I', the form (64) can be ex-
panded for all positive Dk? and arbitrary supercur-
rents, and we find

w0y =—i— | 10T ga2 1+ D2 _4pg?| |
2AOTE w
(65)
w0 =—i "A" (1 +DK22]) .

Comparison with Eq. (52a) shows that the rate of
relaxation of the magnitude of the order parameter is
slowing down as the supercurrent is increased. This
effect should be directly observable in the type of ex-
periment as that of Schuller and Gray'® or in the
order-parameter structure factor as a sharpening of
the central peak. The relaxation rate for fluctuations
with finite wave vector k also becomes smaller as ¢
goes to g. however, it remains finite. The second
solution w- is little affected by the supercurrent in
the considered parameter range.

While the softening of the homogeneous mode
shows that supercurrents above j. are unstable, it
does not describe the experimental situations at or
below j.. If large supercurrents are imposed on a su-
perconductor, localized phase slip centers appear,?!
where a part of the current is carried by a normal
current, which is driven by a gradient of the voltage.
A complete analysis of localized solutions is not pos-
sible within a linearized theory. However, by an in-

vestigation in terms of localized solutions of the form
~exp(—«|x|), we can obtain valuable information.
Since solutions of this form have an unphysical kink
at the origin, they are not acceptable in an infinite
domain. But if localized solutions of the nonlinear
equations exist, their asymptotic behavior should be
described by the exponential solution. Also, solu-
tions of this type are acceptable if we consider boun-
dary problems.

We therefore, extend our analysis to negative
values of k2=—«?, and find three different nondecay-
ing solutions. The first =0 solution, which exists
for arbitrary currents j < j., has a spatial scale given
by

szp =2

1—%]/52@) . 66)
qc

In the limit ¢ = g, this is the softening homogeneous
solution discussed above. The solution agrees with
the asymptotic form of the saddlepoint solution,?
which is a bounded stationary solution of the non-
linear Ginzburg-Landau equation. Both involve no
voltage, the order parameter is locally depressed but
the current is kept constant by a corresponding in-
crease of the phase gradient. This agreement of the
exp(—«|x|) solution with an exact solution, suggests
that sensible information is also contained in the next
two solutions.

The second w =0 solution of the exponential type
has a spatial scale given by

Kq,—l/DTR . 67)

This solution involves a voltage. The amplitudes of
the corresponding eigensolution satisfy the relation

16T 1
A — — —4Dq*|6AL=2Dq (Ve d
4T T Bl TRT a2 q(Ved)

which means, that the magnitude of the order-param-
eter |A] follows the local value of the supercurrent,
while the amplitude of AT guarantees that the total
current is conserved. At a certain current j* where
we have k¢ =Ky, and the two discussed so far coin-
cide, an instability is indicated. For Agy >>T = %75,
this current follows from
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* 2 4
'l I 1 - 8
o 1 5600 (2/3) Poors (68)

Below j* the order-parameter |A| is increased in the
region where the normal current is parallel to the su-
percurrent (positive ¢ Ve ®), corresponding to the
resulting local decrease.of the supercurrent below its
asymptotic value. Above j* however, |A|, is re-
duced in this region.

In a boundary problem, the last solution describes
simultaneous injection of a supercurrent and a nor-
mal curreni. In the limit ¢ =0 we recover the nor-
mal metal-superconductor boundary problem dis-
cussed in Sec. IV. The characteristic decay length
(D72, and thus the extra resistance of the boun-
dary, depend only weakly on the magnitude of the
supercurrent, in as far as 7} depends on A(g) and on
the pair-breaking effect of the supercurrent.

In this connection it is important to notice that Eq.
(59) is also valid for stationary situations both in the
nonlinear case and in the presence of a supercurrent
or a magnetic field. The spatial dependence of
74 (x), again requires in principle a self-consistent
solution of Eq. (59), combined with the Ginzburg-
Landau equation for |A| and the equation J = const.
However, this dependence can be neglected in most
of the range where a normal current flows, if the
length (D 72)'72 is large compared to the spatial scale
of the order parameter. This result is of some impor-
tance in the discussion of phase slip centers. Al-
though the present understanding is that phase slip
centers evolve in time, the time-averaged potential
still seems to be described by Eq. (59). Experiments
by Dolan and Jackel?® show that the spatial depen-

- dence of the voltage is indeed given by exp(—«aq|x|),
and they also verify the temperature dependence of
4. Furthermore, in recent experiments Kadin

et al.?* showed that the resistance of a phase slip
center depends on the pair-breaking effect of a mag-
netic field, in a way consistent with the expression
Eq. (55) for the relaxation-time 74. A solution of
the nonlinear equations, which involves a voltage and
can be constructed by methods proposed by Bezuglyi
et al.® is presently being investigated by the authors.

Finally, we find a nondecaying but oscillating solu-
tion of the linear equations (48) of the form
~exp(—n|x|) at a value of , where the square
bracket in Eq. (64) vanishes if at the same time the
argument of the square root is negative. This re-

quires

and since in a superconductor with gap Ay > I" one
has 1/7§ — D«x2. <0, the supercurrent has to be

2 _l__1_+___L.___1ﬂBA&

- 1+
Kose D T[{ (2Ao7‘[5)2§ ™

R/ B
(2A07p) %L
69)

large

1

2 *n2 __
F=qtt =

4D

167 g A\l
7 pag TR,]/l1+ <2A075>2;] |

(700

The resonant frequency is then given by

1 (167 s M n
() |

@~ 2007(L ™ 5
1/2 .
><4D(q2-q“2)] . (71)

In the limit Ay >> I' = 1/27; these expressions
reduce to

Kose = 1/(DTf)V?, g** =g*
from Eq (68) and
(72)
1 703)Ag(2/3)1

TE 1T3T

¢

1/2
q2 — qn.z ]

The eigensolution corresponding to this frequency
involves again a finite voitage. We find
mho , ir_ 16T _BAS

—2g%A

®) ,
4T v 28, VeP (73)

which shows that 8A” and j, oscillate with a phase
difference of —;-1:'. The ratio of the amplitudes can be

obtained by inserting the frequency. At the onset
current ¢ = ¢**, the voltage goes to zero.

VI. TIME SCALE OF
INTRINSIC RESISTIVE FLUCTUATIONS

The time-dependent Ginzburg-Landau Eq. (50)
differs from the simple form in the property that the
time scales for the fluctuations of the magnitude and
of the phase of the order parameter are no longer
equal. This in turn will modify the time scale for in-
trinsic resistive fluctuations. It was shown by Langer
and Ambegaokar?? that the dissipation rate of a su-
percurrent in a thin wire is essentially determined by
an exponential activation-factor e “AF/T where AF is
the difference in free energy between minimum and
saddle-point solutions. It can be'calculated from the
time-independent Ginzburg-Landau theory. In addi-
tion a prefactor Q(7T), which describes the time scale
of the fluctuations of the order parameter in the
order-parameter space, was calculated by McCumber
and Halperin.? In this section we will illustrate
how the modification of the time-dependent Ginz-
burg-Landau equation changes their result.
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By linearizing Eq. (50) in the limit of low-fre-
quencies o << 1/7z we obtain

Vi 0 SAL
1o o, Mi|sar| - (74)

where

o |oAL

a SAT| T

1-3¢¢ -

— 60" +26,' —a—l

ot

(75)

We measured x in units of £€(T), Yy is the magnitude
of the order parameter Ay normalized to
Ago=(a/B)'?, and 7= (7/8T)(1/a). These equa-
tions are a generalization of Eq. (48) in as far as they
describe deviations of the order parameter from gen-
eral space-dependent stationary solutions

82
Ax?

M] = a
" ' 1- 2
6" +26, —BXI Yo

loo(x)

Pe(x) = gp(x)e

including in particular the saddle-point'solution,22
which is given by following expressions:

Pé(x) =[(1 —3KHtanh?y +2K% , (76)
where

y=x[0=-3KH/21'"2, KQ-K)=J

_1
(vl)l/z

2
G [1—3_.4,3 ledz =
1

0" +26, %]

1 1
(v w2

is a Hermitian operator, which allows the interpreta-
tion and procedure of calculating the transition rates
as used by McCumber and Halperin.

The following results are obtained immediately:

(i) Both for expansion around a minimum (m) as
well as a saddle point(s) there exists one solution
with eigenvalue zero, corresponding to a constant
phase shift.

X1

0

(v) 2yo(x) ®1)

Xa|my or s, =const

(ii) There exists a second eigenvalue zero for ex-
pansion around the saddle-point solution. In the lim-
it where we have v =v, =1, this solution describes a
translation of the saddle-point solution in x space

and the current J is normalized such that we have
0o=<|J| S(-%—)m. We do not specify the phase, but
merely mention

—— ()8, . ' a7

In Eq. (74) we neglected the electric potential. It was
shown by McCumber and Halperin that this is al-
lowed near the minimum and the saddle point. The
operator M, differs from their operator only by a uni-
tary transformation. On the left-hand side, however,
the factors vy =2A¢7£¢ and v, =(1/2A¢7£) n change
the physical picture. If these factors are unity, the
time-dependent Ginzburg-Landau equation describes
an isotropic viscous motion of the order parameter in
the order-parameter space under the influence of a
potential given by the Ginzburg-Landau free energy.
With v, and v, different from unity, the situation
rather corresponds to a viscous motion with an aniso-
tropic viscosity. However, by changing to the new
variables

X w)? 0 |[sar
)= 0. w)lsaT] (78)
we obtain
‘Xl X1
757 X, =—M, x| (79
where
1 " ' a
—_— (V1)1/2 00 +200 ]( )1/2
, 80
o 82 1 (80)
| TV [
AL Yo |
8AT)s; ~ **|wobo’
(1-3K%»3?  tanhy
1 212 cosh?y ®2)
=const —_!IIO(X) —K(1-K? .

This connection allows one to relate the integration
over the phase space of the corresponding fluctations
to the physical length of the system. The corre-
sponding solution in the general case (v; # v, #Z 1)

X1

—const —1
X253 llio(x)
(w12 (1-3K%32 tanhy
212 cosh?y
I~k -K?) @3



19 COLLECTIVE MODES AND NONEQUILIBRIUM EFFECTS IN. .. 3527

still has the eigenvalue zero. In principle it should be
possible to relate Eq. (83) to a solution of an opera-
tor, the linear form of which is given by Eq. (80).
However, only in the limit of vanishing or maximum
current can this be easily done.

To proceed further we make two rather restrictive
simplifications. First, although v, and v, are in gen-
eral functions of the space variable and are different
for minimum and saddle-point solution, we neglect
this dependence and treat vy and v, as constdnt
parameters. In spite of this approximation, we wiil
be able to see how the results change qualitatively.
Second, even with this simplification we are able to
find the eigenvalues of M, only in the limit / —0. In
this limit M, becomes diagonal, the eigenvalues are
those obtained by McCumber and Halperin muiti-
plied by 1/v; for magnitude fluctuations, and multi-
plied by 1/v, for phase fluctuations.

Again there exists a negative eigenvalue at the sad-
dle point, the eigensolution for J —0 is

X1
=const

0
X2)s5y l/COSh(x/zl/Z)l , (84)

and thus the eigenvalue is

€ (VI,V2¢1)=—1_65 (vi=v,=1) . (85)
1 vy 01

Furthermore, the ratio of the products of all
nonzero eigenvalues at the minimum, and the saddle
point enters the expression for the transition rate

H Hes

l;‘ml¢0 j ‘s #0

If all eigenvalues were different from zero, the fac-
tor v, and v; in numerator and denominator would
just cancel. However, since the zero eigenvalue fluc-
tuation corrresponding to the shift of the saddle point
involves magnitude fluctuations, there is one factor
1/v, missing in the denominator.

The remaining coefficients are unmodified. We
thus find that the transition rate [see Eq. (2.36) of
Ref. 26] obtains a factor

1
vy ()12

_ Qagrp)'?
"I(C)m

where Q(T) has been calculated by McCumber

and Halperin. As compared to their result we find an
increase of the transition rate and consequently of
the resistance by a factor (2A¢7g) /2/n(0'2

Q(T;V],V2¢1)= Q(T',v1=v2=l)

Q(r) , (86)
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APPENDIX

In the following we will illustrate the calculation of
the integrals X, X;, and Y for temperatures close to
T., considering different physical limits. As pointed
out above we know analytic expressions for the spec-
tral quantities N,(E) and R,(E) only if we have ei-
ther =+ 5 TEy i.€., no pair-breaking mechanism but

inelastic electron-phonon scattering is present, or if
we have |E| +T >> A, i.e., the pair breaking is
strong or the energy is large. Nevertheless, we will
be able to give general results for these integrals.

We first assume that the inequality (43) is satisfied
which, as we will show later, allows us to neglect the
diffusive term in the denominator of QT and Q%. As
an example we investigate X, in the limit I' = %TE

. 1 1 1.
(ie., y reducesto y=5r=57r—5iw),

o= dE N1(E) No(E)
7 J o cosh®(E/2T) (1/T)N1(E) +280N,(E)

(A1)

where N; and N, follow from Eq. (40). After some
elementary transformations we obtain

Xy =+ f+de—1——{[(——iE—1/27)2+A2]‘1/2
12 4 J-w E 0
— [(—iE —1/27)2 + Ad17172)

(A2)

The convergence of the argument of the integral
aliowed us to put cosh?(E/2T) =1 to lowest order in
A/T. Since 1/7 has a positive real part, the second
square root is analytic in the upper-half plane. We
close the contour of integration in the upper-haif
plane and contract it to follow the cut of the first
square root, which is real and positive below the cut
and negative above. After the substitution
E —i/27 — x we obtain

+A0 1
XIZ’_f 2)1/2 T2 (A3)

and thus we have
Xip=+nll+1/28,0)07 | (A4)

On the other hand, in the limit y >> A, we can
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use the spectral quantities in the form given in Eq.
(41). As long as we have y, A(y7r)!? << T we can
again put cosh?(£/2T) =1 and easily obtain

12
X _—-_l.__(l[.rl_.___ A
272 (A +y/2880)12 ( 5?

The latter result includes Eq. (A4). Obviously the
detailed form of the spectral quantities for |E| < A,
which differs in the two treatments above, is of
minor importance in the calculation of the integral.
‘We therefore are allowed to use Eq. (A5) for general
values of I'.

Similarly we calculate the remaining integrals. The
results are listed in Eqs. (44)—(46).

There are cases where the inequality Eq. (43) is
not strictly satisfied. An example is provided by the
resonance frequency of the Carlson Goldman mode!!
in a certain range of parameters. In the experiments
of Ref. 11, which were performed in aluminum, the
inelastic electron-phonon scattering as well as other
pair-breaking mechanisms were small. In Ref. 17 the
integrals X;;,X; have been calculated exactly including

the diffusive terms in the limit I' =0 corresponding to
the experimental situation. The results are combina-
tions of elliptic integrals depending on w and Dk?.
By expanding these results or by directly expanding
the integrals, we find that to lowest order the correc-.
tions-due to the diffusive terms are of order
(Dk?*/ApIn(Ag/w). Although Dk2/A, is small in the
experiments, the correction of the resonant frequency
is of order (A¢/T)In(A¢/w), since when calculating
the resonant frequency as shown in Sec. IV, the lead-
ing terms in w/Aq cancel. This accounts for the devi-
ation between experimental results and Eq. (58) in
the case of small frequencies. Also in the absence of
any inelastic scattering and pairbreaking, it is only the
diffusive term in X, which is responsible for the cen-
tral peak in the order parameter structure factor.!!-17
On the other hand, in the presence of inelastic
electron-phonon scattering or pair breaking the
corrections to the integrals are of order
(DK?*/Ag)In| Ag/y| for |y| < Ay, and are of order
DK?/Aq for |y| >> Ag. Thus, as long as condition
(43) is satisfied the diffusive terms can be neglected.
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