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Layered superconductors like High-Tc cuprates display out-of-plane plasma oscillations between
layers sustained by the weak Josephson coupling among the superconducting sheets, the so-called
Josephson plasmons. Bilayer cuprates hosts two of such modes, but due to the anisotropy of the
electronic response their description at generic wavevector cannot be separated from that of the
in-plane oscillations. In this paper we provide an analytical theoretical framework able to describe
the dispersions and the polarizations of the generalized plasma modes of such systems, that has
been only partly addressed by previous work in the literature. We then employ it to explain the
peculiar characteristics of their linear optical response, by providing a fully microscopic explanation
for the appearance of a finite-frequency peak in the real part of the optical conductivity. On a
wider perspective, the complete characterization of the Josephson plasma modes provided by our
approach represents a groundwork to address open issues raised by recent experiments with strong
THz pulses, able to drive them beyond the linear-response regime.

I. INTRODUCTION

Among the various unconventional properties reported
for high-temperature superconducting (SC) cuprates, the
emergence of a soft plasma edge in the reflectivity mea-
surements for field polarized perpendicularly to the CuO2

planes (say, in the z direction) attracted since the very
beginning considerable attention. Indeed, while in the
metallic state the weak hopping between planes, along
with the strong correlations at play in these systems,
make the plasma edge completely damped, below Tc the
gap opening removes most of the quasiparticle contin-
uum in the THz range, giving rise to a well-defined z-axis
reflectivity edge. This feature has been accurately mea-
sured by continuous-wave reflectivity measurements long
ago in several families of cuprates, hosting one or two lay-
ers per unit cell[1–6]. As usual, the long-wavelength limit
of the transverse plasma-polariton, that coincides with
the frequency of the plasma edge in reflectivity, identi-
fies also the frequency scale of the longitudinal plasmon,
showing that also this mode, connected to fluctuations of
the electronic density, becomes undamped below Tc. The
advent of time-resolved spectroscopies with short light
pulses triggered considerable interest on the fate of these
soft plasma modes emerging below Tc. This is due to
the fact that plasma modes, as connected to the fluctu-
ations of the density, appear also in the spectrum of the
SC phase of the complex order parameter, which is its
quantum-mechanical conjugate variable[7, 8]. A simple
way to understand this effect is to recall that the interac-
tion among the phase variables θn in neighbouring planes
is described by a Josephson-like model

HJ = −J
∑
n

cos(θn − θn+1), (1)
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where n is the layer index. Here the coupling constant
J sets the scale of the out-of-plane stiffness, and then of
the SC plasma mode below Tc. Since in turn the discrete
SC phase gradient θn − θn+1 is coupled to the electro-
magnetic (e.m.) gauge field by the minimal-coupling
scheme, one can use an intense light pulse to drive SC
phase modes beyond the linear regime. Such a possibility
has been not only investigated theoretically[9–13], but it
has been clearly demonstrated experimentally in recent
years[14–21].
One of the interesting aspects in the description of
these soft plasma modes in layered superconductors
is that, unless propagation occurs along z or purely
in plane, for the frequency and momenta of the THz
light one cannot completely separate longitudinal
plasmons from transverse plasma polaritons, as it
usually happens for isotropic systems at all momenta.
This effect, that is already encoded at the level of
Maxwell’s equations[9, 22–25], leads to the definition
of so-called "generalized plasma modes" with mixed
longitudinal and transverse character, as it has been
highlighted in a recent publication devoted to single-
layer superconductors[26]. As discussed in previous
works[9, 13, 22–26], the origin of such a mixing fully
relies on the anisotropy of the conduction in a layered
system, which makes the current response in general not
parallel to the applied electric field. This has e.g. the
consequence that one can have an induced transverse
current even in response to a longitudinal electric field
and vice versa, then making it impossible to completely
separate longitudinal and transverse e.m. modes for
arbitrary direction of the propagating wavevector. Since
a transverse current in turn acts as a source of magnetic
field, which generates a transverse electric field by Fara-
day’s law, an alternative but yet equivalent way to state
the problem is that one must include retardation effects
of the magnetic field in the response to a longitudinal
excitation. Nonetheless, since retardation effects scale
as the inverse light velocity (so that they are sometimes
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Figure 1. Schematic representation of two subsequent prim-
itive cells of the bilayer lattice. The n-th unit cell contains
two conducting planes, labeled "1" (light gray) or "2" (dark
gray). Subsequent planes have a Josephson-like interaction
with constants J1 in the intra-bilayer and J2 in the inter-
bilayer spacing.

also named in this context "relativistic"[11, 18, 26]) for
momenta outside the light cone the quantitative effects
are negligible, and a longitudinal-transverse decoupling
is recovered[26].
In this paper we analyse the fate of the generalized
plasma modes in the case of cuprates systems with two
planes per unit cell, as e.g. YBa2Cu3O6+x (YBCO).
From the technical point of view, we will adopt an
effective-action formalism to deal with the SC phase
and the e.m. degrees of freedom on the same footing, as
discussed recently in Ref.[26] in the case of systems with
one plane per unit cell. By introducing suitable variables
proportional to the physical currents one can indeed
generalize the Josephson model (1), with the twofold
advantage to account on the same footing for both retar-
dation effects on the dispersion of the e.m. modes, and
non-linear coupling of the SC phase to light. The latter
aspect is particularly interesting for future investigation
of the non-linear optical response in YBCO, that has
been recently explored experimentally by several groups
[18, 21, 27, 28]. In this case two plasma edges appear
below Tc in the z-axis reflectivity, corresponding to the
existence of two different inter-layer couplings between
planes belonging to the same or to two consecutive unit
cells[2–5], as sketched in Fig. 1. As a consequence, in the
limit of zero momentum one has three relevant energy
scales, a large in-plane plasma frequency ωxy, of the
order of 1 eV, and two soft out-of-plane modes ωz1,z2,
ranging from few to tens of THz, depending on the
doping level[27, 29]. As we shall see, these energy scales
define two crossover momenta |kc1| ∼

√
ω2
z1 − ω2

z2/c and

|kc2| ∼
√
ω2
xy − (ω2

z1d1 + ω2
z2d2)/d/c, which account for

different manifestations of the mixing among longitudi-
nal and transverse degrees of freedom in the system. Our
results not only generalize previous derivations obtained
in specific conditions[5, 30], but they also clarify the

nature of the modes, shedding light on the possibility
to observe them with different probes. As a direct
application, we also derive a general expression for the
optical conductivity and we explain the appearance of a
well-defined peak at a frequency ω2

T = (ω2
z1d2+ω

2
z2d1)/d,

that has been indeed reported experimentally[2, 27, 31–
35]. It is worth noting that usually a plasma edge,
corresponding to zeros of the dielectric function, does
not give rise to a peak in the real part σ1(ω) of the
optical conductivity. A strong absorption peak in σ1
arises instead from a resonance in the dielectric function,
that is usually unexpected for plasma modes at zero
momentum. In previous literature the existence of this
peak has been explained by means of a simple but
yet very powerful model of capacitive coupling among
neighbouring layers[5]. Here we derive a similar result
within a more formal many-body formalism, which has
the advantage to take into account finite-compressibility
corrections and to clarify why phase fluctuations should
lead to a peak at finite frequency, as opposed to the
ordinary single-layer case. Indeed, in the bilayer system
the out-of-plane conductivity keeps trace not only of
homogeneous phase fluctuations among layers, but also
of phase fluctuations with opposite signs in neighbouring
layers, that is to some extent the counterpart of the
Leggett phase mode[36] in multiband superconductors.
As we discuss below, the opposite-phase fluctuations
give rise to a response at finite frequency which peaks
in the limit for vanishing momentum at the frequency
scale ωT .
The plan of the paper is the following. In Section
II we introduce the effective-action formalism for the
gauge-invariant variables and its connection to the
study of SC plasma modes in different contexts. In the
introductory subsection II A we overview the theoretical
approach used in the manuscript and we apply it to
isotropic superconductors to obtain the well-known
dispersion relations of the plasmon and the plasma-
polariton. In subsection II B we employ this structure to
anisotropic single-layer superconductors, showing that
in anisotropic systems the standard-RPA approach is
not sufficient for a complete description of the plasma
modes, as already discussed in Ref. [26]. The remainder
of the section focuses on bilayer superconductors: in
subsection IIC we derive the exact effective action that
describes the generalized plasma modes of the system,
and use it to compute numerically their dispersions;
in subsection II D we describe their polarizations for
different values of the momentum, emphasizing the
longitudinal-transverse mixing mechanism and the pres-
ence of a purely out-of-plane mode with opposite-phase
oscillations; in subsection II E we evaluate the corrections
to the Josephson plasma frequencies given by a finite
compressibility in the system. In Section III we study
the linear response of a bilayer superconductor to an
external electromagnetic field by evaluating the dielectric
function and the optical conductivity of the system with
finite-compressibility corrections. Section IV contains
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the final discussion and conclusions. Further technical
details are provided in the Appendices: Appendix A
reviews the main steps leading to the Gaussian effective
action for a superconductor within the path-integral
formalism. Appendix B shows how the Gaussian action
for the SC phase and the free e.m. action in a bilayer
system follow from a correct discretization of the fields
dictated by the Maxwell’s equations. In Appendix C we
analyse the dispersions of the generalized plasma modes
in the non-relativistic regime.

II. EFFECTIVE-ACTION FORMALISM FOR
PLASMA MODES

A. Description of the plasma oscillations via the
SC phase in isotropic crystals

Before giving technical details on the derivation of the
generalized plasma modes in bilayer superconductors,
it can be instructive to briefly outline the strategy for
isotropic and single-layer anisotropic systems. As men-
tioned in the introduction, the complex order parameter
acquires non-zero average value in the SC state below the
critical temperature Tc, breaking the continuous gauge
symmetry. Because of this, a Goldstone mode that is di-
rectly linked to the phase fluctuations of the order param-
eter is expected[7]. A powerful technique to understand
this on a quantum mechanical level relies on the construc-
tion of a quantum analogous of the Ginzburg-Landau
model: starting from a fermionic model with a BCS-like
interaction term one can introduce two effective bosonic
fields that play the role of the amplitude and phase of the
SC order parameter and apply the Hubbard-Stratonovich
procedure to decouple the interaction[7, 8, 37, 38]. By
integrating out the fermions one is left with an effec-
tive model that can be expanded up to arbitrary powers
in the bosonic fields[7, 39–47]. By retaining only Gaus-
sian terms in the fluctuations one defines the spectrum
of the collective excitations of the system, equivalent to
RPA evaluation of the vertex function in the standard
diagrammatic language[48]. This procedure is discussed
in details in Appendix A. In this framework, the phase
fluctuations θ at long wavelengths are described by the
following imaginary-time action:

S
(iso)
G [θ] =

1

8

ˆ
dτdx

[
κ0(∂τθ)

2 +Ds(∇θ)2
]
=

=
1

8

∑
q

[
κ0Ω

2
m +Ds|k|2

]
|θ(q)|2, (2)

where κ0 is the bare compressibility, Ds = ns/m
∗ is the

isotropic superfluid stiffness expressed as the ratio be-
tween the superfluid electron density and the effective
electron mass, τ = it is the imaginary time variable and
q = (iΩm,k) is the imaginary-time 4-momentum, with
Ωm = 2πmT the bosonic Matsubara frequencies. Even

though we will focus here on the T = 0 case, we will
retain the Matsubara formalism that is appropriate for
a generalization at finite temperature and allows us for
a straightforward derivation of the response function in
Sec. III. In the effective-action formalism employed in the
present work the energy-momentum dispersions appear
as the zeros of the Gaussian action, once the analytical
continuation iΩm → ω + i0+ has been performed. For
neutral superfluid systems, Eq. (2) identifies the so-called
Anderson-Bogoliubov sound mode[49] with dispersion re-
lation ω2 = (Ds/κ0)|k|2.
In a charged superconductor the sound mode is promoted
to a plasma mode by adding the effects of the long-
range Coulomb interactions V (k) among electrons[49].
Within the effective-action formalism this results is usu-
ally achieved[7, 40–47] by adding a further interaction
term in the Hamiltonian describing density-density in-
teractions mediated by V (k), and decoupling it via an
additional Hubbard-Stratonovich field ρ representing the
density. Since phase and density are conjugate vari-
ables [7, 39, 40] one obtains a direct phase-density cou-
pling in the action, and by integrating out the additional
ρ field one recovers the dressing of the compressibility
κ0 → κ0/(1 + V (k)κ0). As a result the fluctuations
of the phase, that reflect density fluctuations, identify
a plasma mode as their spectrum acquires a gap[7, 40–
47, 49]. However it is instructive for the purpose of this
work to employ an alternative derivation for the plasma
oscillations of the isotropic superconductors[26] as it will
turn out to be the convenient strategy to be used for
anisotropic systems.
Starting from Eq. (2) we introduce an internal e.m. field
by means of the minimal coupling substitution[7, 40, 41,
43],

∂tθ → ∂tθ − 2eϕ

∇θ → ∇θ +
2e

c
A, (3)

which in Matsubara space read

Ωmθ(q) → Ωmθ(q)− 2eϕ(q)

ikθ(q) → ikθ(q) +
2e

c
A(q), (4)

and by including the free e.m. action[7],

Se.m.[ϕ,A] =
εB
8π

ˆ
dτdx

[
1

εB
(∇× A)2+

−
(
i∂τA
c

+∇ϕ

)2]
=
εB
8π

∑
q

[
Ω2

m

c2
|A(q)|2+

− |k|2|ϕ(q)|2 + 1

εB

∣∣k × A(q)
∣∣2+

+
iΩm

c
k · (ϕ(q)A(−q) + ϕ(−q)A(q))

]
. (5)

Here ϕ and A are the scalar and the vector potential
respectively, −e is the charge of the electron, c is the light
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velocity and εB is the background dielectric constant.
Notice that while Eq. (4) holds for the coupling with
both an internal and an external e.m. field, here we only
introduce the contribution of the internal fields which
we relate to the charge and density fluctuations of the
system according to Maxwell’s equations. In the total
action obtained summing the contributions (2) and (5)
after performing the substitution (4), we fix the Weyl
gauge, i.e. ϕ = 0, and we then perform the following
change of variables:

ψ = ∇θ +
2e

c
A, (6)

or equivalently in momentum space,

ψ(q) = ikθ(q) +
2e

c
A(q). (7)

By definition these quantities are invariant under the si-
multaneous gauge transformation[7, 8] of the vector po-
tential and of the SC phase by a generic function Λ(q):

θ(q) → θ(q)− 2e

c
Λ(q)

A(q) → A(q) + ikΛ(q). (8)

In contrast to the SC phase alone that does not repre-
sent a physically observable quantity, the gauge-invariant
variables in Eq. (7) are instead proportional to physical
currents. Indeed, analyzing their spectrum is completely
equivalent to solving the problem of the electromagnetic
wave propagation in the material[26]. The action then
reads:

S(iso)[θ,ψ] =
εB

32πe2

∑
q

[(
Ω2

m +
4πe2

εB
Ds

) ∣∣ψ(q)∣∣2 +
+
c2

εB

∣∣k ×ψ(q)
∣∣2 + Ω2

m

α
(1 + α|k|2)

∣∣θ(q)∣∣2 +
+ iΩ2

mk ·
(
ψ(q)θ(−q)−ψ(−q)θ(q)

)]
, (9)

where

α =
εB
4πe2

1

κ0
= λ2D, (10)

with λD the Debye screening length. Notice that in the
isotropic case here considered only the longitudinal com-
ponent ψL = (k̂ · ψ)k̂ of the gauge-invariant variables
couple to the SC phase, while the action of its transverse
component ψT = (k̂ × ψ) × k̂ is independent. By inte-
grating out the SC phase one is then left with an effective

action of the physical fields,

S(iso)[ψ] =
εB

32πe2

∑
q

[(
Ω2

m

1 + α|k|2
+ ω2

P

) ∣∣ψL(q)
∣∣2 +

+

(
Ω2

m + ω2
P +

c2

εB
|k|2

) ∣∣ψT (q)
∣∣2 ] =

=
1

32πe2

∑
q

[
Ω2

m

1 + α|k|2
εL(Ωm,k)

∣∣ψL(q)
∣∣2 +

+

(
Ω2

mεT (Ωm) +
c2

εB
|k|2

) ∣∣ψT (q)
∣∣2 ], (11)

where ω2
P = 4πe2Ds/εB is the isotropic plasma frequency

and

εL(ω,k) = εB

(
1−

ω2
P

(
1 + α|k|2

)
ω2

)
(12)

εT (ω) = εB

(
1− ω2

P

ω2

)
(13)

represent the longitudinal and transverse dielectric func-
tions respectively, after the analytical continuation.
From Eq. (11) one immediately sees that the three
components of ψ describe all the e.m. modes in the
system[50] given by the poles of the longitudinal and
transverse propagators:

ω2
L(k) = ω2

P (1 + α|k|2)

ω2
T (k) = ω2

P +
c2

εB
|k|2. (14)

These results are formally identical to the ones widely
known and discussed in literature[7, 40–44, 49]. Nonethe-
less, a description in terms of the gauge-invariant vari-
ables is more convenient in an anisotropic system,
in which longitudinal and transverse components are
mixed[26].

B. Description of the plasma oscillations in
single-layer superconductors

A layered superconductor is an example of an
anisotropic system in which subsequent SC planes of in-
plane lattice constant a and with interlayer distance d
interact with a weak Josephson-like coupling[9, 14, 51–
55] controlled by a constant J , see Eq. (1) that we report
here for convenience:

HJ = −J
∑
n

cos(θn − θn+1), (15)

where n is the primitive cell index. In the following,
both for single-layer and for bilayer crystals, we will use
the convention by which the SC sheets are parallel to
the xy-plane and stacked along the z axis. The SC
phase action in Eq. (2) can be straightforwardly gen-
eralized to the anisotropic single-layer case by expanding
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Eq. (15) to the Gaussian order. This procedure is by
all means equivalent to rewriting Eq. (2) taking into ac-
count the anisotropy of the superfluid stiffness[41, 42, 44].
The Fourier transform is here defined differently from the
isotropic case, in such a way that the inter-layer distance
becomes explicit in the action. Such a convention will be
useful for the generalization to the bilayer case. Denot-
ing the in-plane stiffness by Dxy and defining the out-
of-plane one as Dz = 4Jd2, where J = J /(Sd) is the
density of the Josephson coupling constant J along the
SC plane of surface S, one then obtains for a single-layer
superconductor:

S
(SL)
G [θ] =

d

8

∑
q

[
κ0Ω

2
m +Dxyk

2
xy +Dzq

2
z

]
|θ(q)|2 (16)

where k2xy = k2x + k2y and

qz =
2

d
sin

(
kzd

2

)
(17)

accounts for the discrete periodicity along z. One can
notice that Eq. (17) can be recast as the more familiar
q2z = 2

(
1−cos(kzd)

)
/d2. The anisotropy of the stiffness is

mirrored in the presence of two different plasma frequen-
cies, the in-plane plasma frequency ω2

xy = 4πe2Dxy/εB
that is typically of the order of the eV, and the Joseph-
son plasma frequency ω2

z = 4πe2Dz/εB in the range of
THz[1–5].
The procedure making use of the gauge-invariant fields
outlined in the isotropic case is useful to treat an
anisotropic crystal, as it immediately takes into account
all the electromagnetic interactions of the system, not
exhausted by the sole Coulomb interaction[26]. Thus, by
repeating the same procedure, one can write the analo-
gous of Eq. (11) in terms of the Cartesian components
of the gauge-invariant variables:

S(SL)[ψ] =
εBd

32πe2

∑
q

[ (
ψx(q) ψz(q)

)
PSL
xz

(
ψx(−q)
ψz(−q)

)
+

+ ψy(q)
(
Ω2

m + ω2
xy +

c2

εB
(k2x + q2z)

)
ψy(−q)

]
. (18)

Here we chose, without loss of generality, to take the in-
plane momentum along the x direction (ky = 0). The
dynamical matrix associated with the x and z compo-
nents of the physical variables is

PSL
xz =

(
Ω2

m + ω2
xy +

c2

εB
q2z − c2

εB
kxqz

− c2

εB
kxqz Ω2

m + ω2
z +

c2

εB
k2x

)
. (19)

In typical cuprate superconductors one usually finds that
α/d2 is small[25, 56]. As such, in writing Eq. (19) we
made the approximation of α → 0, that is equivalent
to considering infinite compressibility in the system, al-
though adding corrections due to finite compressibility
would be straightforward. In the single-layer supercon-
ductors a total of three e.m. modes appear: a decou-
pled transverse plasma-polariton described by the coeffi-
cient of |ψy|2, corresponding to an electric field along the

Figure 2. Energy-momentum dispersions of the single-layer
superconductor plasma modes ω+ (green solid lines) and ω−
(red solid lines) given in Eq. (20) as functions of kz for fixed
values of kx. The dispersions are compared with the standard-
RPA ones in Eq. (21), represented as dashed lines with corre-
sponding colours. Gray dashed lines denote the in-plane and
out-of-plane plasma frequencies. Here εB = 1, ωxy = 1eV,
ωz = 10meV and ℏc = 0.187eVµm.

y direction and commonly called[57] transverse electric
(TE), and two mixed plasma modes, corresponding to a
magnetic field along the y direction and called transverse
magnetic (TM), whose dispersions are given by zeros of
the determinant of PSL

xz :

ω2
±(k) =

1

2

(
ω2
xy + ω2

z +
c2

εB
(k2x + q2z)±

[
(ω2

xy − ω2
z)

2+

+
c4

ε2B
(k2x + q2z)

2 − 2
c2

εB
(k2x − q2z)(ω

2
xy − ω2

z)

]1/2)
. (20)

As shown in Ref. [26], where the case qz → kz has been
considered, the two modes of Eq. (19) become either
purely longitudinal or purely transverse only in the lim-
iting cases kx = 0 or kz = 2πl/d, with l an integer num-
ber, while for any generic direction of k they display a
mixture of longitudinal and transverse character. The
dispersions (20) are shown in Fig. 2 as functions of kx
for fixed values of kz, in the usual way the plasmon dis-
persion corresponding to ω− is usually acquired e.g. by
RIXS measurements[58–60]. For the sake of complete-
ness we also show the comparison with the plasmon dis-
persion ω−,RPA of the layered superconductor obtained in
the literature within the standard-RPA approach. This
consists in including only the RPA dressing of the com-
pressibility by the long-range Coulomb potential, which
is equivalent in the present language to add only the
coupling to the scalar potential. For the longitudinal
plasmon ω−,RPA this is obtained[5, 41–47] by replacing
κ0 with κ0/(1 + V (kx, qz)) into Eq. (16). By doing
the analogous approximation for the transverse polari-
ton ω+,RPA[26] one gets in the long-wavelength limit the
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anisotropic generalizations of Eq.s (14) above:

ω2
+,RPA(k) =

ω2
zk

2
x

(k2x + q2z)
+

ω2
xyq

2
z

(k2x + q2z)
+
c2

εB
(k2x + q2z)

ω2
−,RPA(k) = ω2

xy

k2x
(k2x + q2z)

+ ω2
z

q2z
(k2x + q2z)

. (21)

As shown in Fig. 2 the standard-RPA approach fails
at small momenta in describing the correct dispersions,
with the velocity of the so-called[58–60] acoustic plas-
mon ω−RPA diverging as |k| → 0. Moreover, the crossing
among the two ω±,RPA solutions at finite kx for inter-
mediate kz value is an indirect consequence of the fact
that the expressions (21) are non-analytic functions as
|k| → 0. Nonetheless, at momenta larger than a scale
of the order of 10 µm−1 the generalized modes (20) ap-
proach the RPA results: indeed, in this regime the cou-
pling to the vector potential becomes subleading and ac-
counting only for the effect of Coulomb interactions (i.e.
of the scalar potential in the present language) is suffi-
cient for a correct description of the plasma modes, and
one indeed recovers the results (21) usually quoted in the
literature in the context e.g. of RIXS measurements[58–
60]. A more detailed discussion of the generalized plasma
modes for a single-layer anisotropic superconductor in the
small kz limit, in which qz ≃ kz, can be found in Ref.[26].

C. Generalization to the bilayer case

In this section we generalize the strategy outlined in
the previous two subsections to the case of a bilayer su-
perconductor. The conventions used to describe the out-
of-plane layered structure are shown in Fig. 1 for two
primitive cells, or "bilayer units". Two SC planes in the
same unit cell have an intra-bilayer distance d1, while two
subsequent layers belonging to adjacent unit cells have
inter-bilayer distance d2, such that d = d1 + d2 identifies
the lattice periodicity along the z direction.
To correctly describe the phase and the electromagnetic
fields some careful steps must be taken. First, we need
a discrete notation for all fields along z, to account for
their different values on the two sheets of a bilayer unit.
Secondly, the site of definition of each field and of its
derivatives on the bilayer crystal should be chosen coher-
ently with the Maxwell’s equations. The problem is not
completely trivial, and it is discussed in details in Ap-
pendix B.
In order to account for the different nature of the insu-
lating layers in the intra or in the inter-bilayer spacings,
we introduce in the system two different Josephson-like
interactions[5, 30, 55]:

HJ 1 = −J1

∑
n

cos(θ1,n − θ2,n)

HJ 2 = −J2

∑
n

cos(θ2,n − θ1,n+1), (22)

where the intra-bilayer and the inter-bilayer couplings are
respectively controlled by the constants J1 and J2. The
doubling of planes per unit cell has an effect analogous
to the folding of the modes that one would observe in a
single-layer system described with the "wrong" periodic-
ity. In this last case the modes located at the Brillouin
zone boundary would be observed at kz = 0 and would be
degenerate because J1 = J2. In the bilayer case however
these modes split due to the anisotropy of the Josephson
couplings, leading to distinct branches. Such an analogy
will be useful in the following to understand the physical
origin of some effects.
By expanding the cosines and retaining only the second-
order terms one can write the Gaussian action of the SC
phase, that in real space reads:

S
(BL)
G [θ] =

1

8

ˆ
d2xdτ

∑
n

[
κ0
d

2
[(∂τθ1,n)

2 + (∂τθ2,n)
2]+

+Dxy
d

2
[(∇xyθ1,n)

2 + (∇xyθ2,n)
2]+

+ 4J1d1(θ1,n − θ2,n)
2 + 4J2d2(θ2,n − θ1,n+1)

2

]
(23)

where d2x is short for dx dy and J1 = J1/(Sd1) and
J2 = J2/(Sd2) are the densities of the Josephson cou-
pling constants along the SC plane of surface S. The
internal electromagnetic field is instead described by the
free e.m. action as a generalization of Eq. (5) to the
bilayer case:

S(BL)
e.m. [ϕ,A] =

εB
8π

ˆ
dτd2x

∑
n

∑
λ=1,2

[
d

2εB
B2

zλ,n+

+
dλ
εB

(B2
xλ,n +B2

yλ,n)−
d

2

(
E2

xλ,n + E2
yλ,n

)
− dλE

2
zλ,n

]
.

(24)

The electric and magnetic fields are defined as

Eλ,n = − i∂τAλ,n

c
−∇λϕλ,n, Bλ,n = ∇λ × Aλ,n,

(25)

where we define ∇λ =
(
∂x, ∂y, ∆zλ

)
as the gradient op-

erator, with the discrete derivative along the z direction
for a generic field fλ that lives on the λ-th plane given
by

∆zλfλ,n =

{
f2,n−f1,n

d1
, if λ = 1

f1,n+1−f2,n
d2

, if λ = 2.
(26)

The e.m. field is introduced in the SC system described
by Eq. (23) by the addition of Eq. (24) and by per-
forming the minimal coupling substitution[7] via the dis-
cretization of Eq. (3), which allows one to immediately
define the gauge-invariant fields for a bilayer crystal: in
real space, these read

∇xyθλ,n → ψxyλ,n = ∇xyθλ,n +
2e

c
Axyλ,n

∆zλθλ,n → ψzλ,n = ∆zλθλ,n +
2e

c
Azλ,n. (27)
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It should be underlined that to keep the gauge-invariant
fields consistent with the discretization of the phase and
the e.m. fields as discussed in Appendix B, the in-plane
componentsψxyλ must be defined on the λ-th plane while
the out-of-plane components ψzλ must be defined on the
link between the λ-th plane and its subsequent, consistent
with the physical fact that these quantities are propor-
tional to out-of-plane currents.
Once the Weyl gauge (ϕλ,n = 0) is chosen, the system
is described by an action S(BL)[θ,ψ] which generalises
Eq. (9) to the bilayer case. To characterise the plasma
modes the SC phase should be integrated out. This cal-
culation is lengthy but straightforward in Fourier space,
and the conventions used to define the Fourier transform
in the bilayer crystal are discussed in Appendix B. As
in the previous subsection, we set the in-plane momen-
tum along the x direction (ky = 0) and we here make
the approximation of infinite compressibility (α → 0).
In Fourier space, the action of the gauge-invariant fields
once the integration of the SC phases has been carried
out can then be written as

S(BL)[ψ] =
d

2

εB
32πe2

∑
q

[
ψxz(q)PBL

xz ψ
T
xz(−q)+

+ψy(q)PBL
y ψT

y (−q)
]
, (28)

where ψxz =
(
ψx1, ψx2,

√
2d1/d ψz1,

√
2d2/d ψz2

)
and ψy =

(
ψy1, ψy2

)
. In this basis the coefficient matrix

for the xz components of the gauge-invariant fields is

PBL
xz =

(
Ω2

m1 +Ω2
xy +

c2

εB
Q†zQz − c2

εB
kxQ†z

− c2

εB
kxQz Ω2

m1 +Ω2
z + 1 c2

εB
k2x

)
,

(29)

while the coefficient matrix for the y components is

PBL
y =

(
Ω2

m1 +Ω2
xy + 1

c2

εB
k2x +

c2

εB
Q†zQz

)
. (30)

Where 1 is the 2×2 identity matrix. The in-plane plasma
frequency appears in the matrix Ω2

xy = 1ω2
xy while the

out-of-plane Josephson plasma frequencies[5, 11, 30, 57],
defined as

ωzλ =

√
16πe2Jλd2λ

εB
, (31)

are inside Ω2
z =

(
ω2
z1 0
0 ω2

z2

)
. The matrix Qz is defined

as

Qz = −i
√

2

d

 eikzd1/2
√
d1

− e−ikzd1/2
√
d1

− e−ikzd2/2
√
d2

eikzd2/2
√
d2

 , (32)

while Q†z is its hermitian conjugate. These two matrices
represent the generalization of the out-of-plane momen-
tum qz in Eq. (17) to the bilayer structure, and their

product is

Q†zQz =
2

d

(
1
d1

+ 1
d2

− e−ikzd1

d1
− eikzd2

d2

− eikzd1

d1
− e−ikzd2

d2

1
d1

+ 1
d2

)
.

(33)

The action in Eq. (28) is the first central result of this
work, as it describes the e.m. modes of the bilayer su-
perconductor. Formally it is equivalent to the single-layer
one in Eq. (18), but now it displays a 2× 2 structure in
the y component and a 4× 4 structure in the xz compo-
nents. In addition, even though formally Qz plays in Eq.
(28) the analogous role of qz in Eq. (18) for the single-
layer case, the analogy is not complete. Indeed, as we
will discuss below, Qz does not vanish as kz = 0, leading
to observable and relevant physical consequences in the
bilayer system. In general, the (4 × 4) + (2 × 2) struc-
ture of the action in Eq. (28) implies that in the bilayer
superconductor there are a total of six modes: two de-
coupled transverse plasma-polaritons (TE) described by
PBL
y and four mixed modes (TM) encoded into PBL

xz .
The remainder of this section will focus on the behaviour
of the energy-momentum dispersions of the mixed TM
modes, found numerically as solutions of the charac-
teristic equation obtained by setting the determinant
of PBL

xz to zero once the analytical continuation has
been performed. The dispersions of the three lower-
in-energy mixed modes, which we label ωpl, ωJ1 and
ωJ2 are shown in Fig. 3 for various propagation an-
gles η formed by k and the z axis. In the plots we set
ωxy = 1eV and εB = 1 for numerical simplicity, while
we choose d1 = 3.2Å, d2 = 8.2Å and the Josephson
plasma frequencies as ωz1 = 14.2THz = 5.9 · 10−2eV and
ωz2 = 0.9THz = 3.7 ·10−3eV to be compatible with those
measured in the YBCO cuprate superconductor at dop-
ing x = 0.5 (Tc = 50K)[18, 61].
The limits for k → 0 of the dispersions are regular and
equal to their corresponding plasma frequencies: using
ωxy > ωz1 > ωz2, one immediately sees that

ωpl(k → 0) = ωxy,

ωJ1(k → 0) = ωz1,

ωJ2(k → 0) = ωz2, (34)

regardless of the direction along which such limit is taken.
The fourth mode is much higher in energy, with plasma
frequency

√
ω2
xy +

c2

εB
4

d1d2
≫ ωxy. As anticipated above,

and as it will be discussed further in Sec. IID, this mode
can be thought as a folding at kz = 0 of the single-layer
mode ω+ at the zone boundary. Since it falls outside the
range of frequencies where the model itself can be rea-
sonably applied, it will not be discussed in details in the
following. One should note that Eq.s (34) are only valid
in the approximation of infinite compressibility. While
this is appropriate for typical cuprate superconductors,
in Sec. II E we will discuss corrections to the k → 0 limits
of the Josephson modes given by a finite compressibility.
In the limiting case η = 0 (kx = 0) the Josephson modes
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Figure 3. (a) Energy-momentum dispersions of the three lower-in-energy mixed modes ωpl (green), ωJ1 (red) and ωJ2 (blue)
for selected angles η between k and the z axis. (b) Zoom on the gray-shaded region of panel (a) in which the Josephson modes
mix. The transverse plasma frequency ωT as defined in Eq. (36) is shown as an horizontal black dashed line. The inset shows
the asymptotic value of ωJ2 as a function of the angle η.

Figure 4. (a) Energy-momentum dispersions of the bilayer superconductor plasma modes ωpl (green), ωJ1 (red) and ωJ2 (blue)
as functions of kx for fixed values of kz. Gray dashed lines denote the in-plane plasma frequency and the upper Josephson
plasma frequency. (b) Zoom on the gray-shaded region of panel (a) in which the Josephson plasma modes mix. Gray dashed
lines denote the upper and lower Josephson plasma frequencies, while the black dashed line denotes the transverse plasma
frequency ωT as defined in Eq. (36).

are non-dispersive at finite k, while ωpl disperses with
the light velocity in the medium c/

√
εB as expected for

a light mode, see Fig. 3(a,b). In this particular case, the
in-plane and out-of-plane modes are decoupled.
In any other case the three modes are coupled for finite
k and three different regimes are identified in Fig. 3, sep-
arated by two crossover momenta kc1 and kc2. Remark-
ably, as η = π/2 (kz = 0) the upper-right and lower-left
blocks of Eq. (29) do not vanish, as the generalized out-
of-plane momentum Qz in Eq. (32) does not become the
zero matrix, as we anticipated before. This means that
the in-plane and out-of-plane components are still cou-
pled even when the momentum is completely along the
planes, as opposed to the single-layer case, see Eq. (19)
and the discussion below it.
For low momenta and for any angle η ̸= 0, the lower
Josephson solution ωJ2 grows with light velocity, see Fig.

3(b).
After the first crossover momentum,

|kc1| =
√
εB
c

√
ω2
z1 − ω2

z2, (35)

it goes towards an asymptotic frequency that depends
on the angle η, see inset of Fig. 3(b). Its maximum
value is taken for η = π/2, where it coincides with a fre-
quency scale named in the previous literature - for rea-
sons that we will clarify below - the "transverse" plasma
frequency[5, 30]

ωT =
√
(ω2

z1d2 + ω2
z2d1)/d. (36)

On the contrary, the upper Josephson solution ωJ1 grows
weakly for small momenta, while it starts dispersing with
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light velocity above kc1. This behaviour is kept until the
second crossover momentum,

|kc2| =
√
εB
c

√
ω2
xy − (ω2

z1d1 + ω2
z2d2)/d, (37)

above which the solution goes towards an asymptotic fre-
quency that again depends on the angle η, see Fig. 3(a).
As η = π/2, the asymptotic value coincides with the
in-plane plasma frequency ωxy. The third solution ωpl

grows weakly below kc2 and starts dispersing with light
velocity above it. In this regime, ωJ1 and ωpl follow the
analogous behaviour of the single-layer modes ω− and ω+

of Eq. (20).
To have an idea of the orders of magnitude of the
crossover momenta, one can set the light velocity in
the medium to ℏc ≃ 0.187eVµm. The lower crossover
momentum depends on the difference between the two
Josephson plasma frequencies, giving |kc1| ∼ 0.05 −
0.5µm−1 depending on the bilayer system considered.
The upper crossover momentum can be estimated by
considering that in most layered superconductors as e.g.
cuprates it is usually ωxy ≫ ωz1,z2, so that with ωxy =
1eV one has |kc2| ≃ 5µm−1.
In Fig. 4 we show the same dispersions as a function of kx
only, for fixed values of kz. In Fig. 4(a) one immediately
recognizes the close resemblance between the two disper-
sions ωJ1 and ωpl and their single-layer counterparts ω−
and ω+ shown in Fig. 2, while the behavior of the two
Josephson modes around the first crossover kc1 shown in
Fig. 4(b) is analogous to the one discussed before.
The formalism employed in this work allows one to study
the modes also in the nonrelativistic regime, where the
ωJ2 mode changes its behaviour. This is discussed in
details in Appendix C.

D. Polarizations of the mixed plasma modes

To gain further insight into the nature of the mixed
plasma oscillations in a bilayer superconductor it is in-
structive to have a closer look to their polarizations as
functions of k in the limit of infinite compressibility.
These come as normalized eigenvectors to the eigenprob-
lem set by the coefficient matrix PBL

xz in Eq. (29) where
one interprets the components ψxλ as the in-plane oscil-
lations on the λ-th layer and the components ψz1 and ψz2

as the out-of-plane oscillations in the intra-bilayer and in
the inter-bilayer respectively.
The polarizations of the three lower-in-energy mixed
modes are sketched in Fig. 5 as vectors representing the
components of the modes. In the limiting case η = 0,
see Fig. 5(a), the Josephson modes with constant fre-
quencies ωz1 and ωz2 correspond to oscillations oriented
purely along the z direction. In addition, the former
describes oscillations living exclusively between the two
layers of a same unit cell, while the latter describes os-
cillations confined to inter-cell layers. The higher-in-
energy ωpl mode corresponds instead to in-plane oscil-

lations that are in phase with respect to the two layers of
the unit cell. These "pure" behaviours are respected for
any value of the out-of-plane momentum kz. It is worth
noting that we are discussing here polarization eigenvec-
tors in momentum space: as a consequence, while for
kz ≪ π/d they also represent the oscillation patterns in
real space, as kz → π/d the real-space pattern in neigh-
bouring planes can change with respect to the represen-
tation given in Fig. 5 . This is however a trivial effect,
and we restrict here for simplicity the discussion to the
low-momentum region, in order to visualize in a simple
way the distinctive features of the eigenvectors.
For any other possible angle η, shown in Fig. 5(b), the
modes are pure only for k → 0 as they reproduce the
scheme of Fig. 5(a). For k ∼ kc1 the two Josephson
plasma modes mix, the one with frequency ωJ1 acquir-
ing an in-phase inter-bilayer component and the one with
frequency ωJ2 acquiring an opposite-phase intra-bilayer
component. Remarkably, the lower Josephson plasma
mode holds its opposite-phase oscillations along the z
direction as long as its dispersion maintains its saturat-
ing behaviour, up to momenta |k| ∼ 1/d, regardless of
the angle η. Instead, the upper Josephson plasma mode
mixes with the ωpl mode for k ∼ kc2, the former becom-
ing purely longitudinal and the latter becoming purely
transverse. This mechanism of longitudinal-transverse
mixing between these two in-phase modes happens ex-
actly as it would in a single-layer superconductor as de-
scribed in Ref.[26]. The fourth higher-in-energy mixed
mode displays in-plane oscillations that are in opposite-
phase with respect to the two layers of the unit cell for
momenta up to |k| ∼ 1/d. The latter and the low-energy
Josephson mode are thus both connected to out-of-phase
oscillations in neighbouring layers within the same unit
cell. In the limit where J1 = J2 and d1 = d2 they would
then correspond to the modes of the single-layer crystal
occurring at the boundaries of the Brillouin zone. As we
discussed above, in such picture one can think of these
modes as the folded images of the single-layer modes due
to the broken symmetry J1 ̸= J2.

E. Josephson plasma frequencies corrections with
finite compressibility

In the previous subsections we made the approxi-
mation of α → 0, which by Eq. (10) means tak-
ing an infinite compressibility or, equivalently, vanish-
ing screening length. This approximation is well-justified
in cuprates as the thickness of the SC layers is much
larger than the screening length[25, 56], and a theory
of stacked junctions adopting this approximation[5] ap-
pears to describe well experimental results on bilayer
superconductors[2, 27, 31–35]. Nonetheless, a consistent
interaction between electrons given by a finite compress-
ibility should be considered to estimate the relevance of
the corrections to the various physical quantities. This
was carried out in Ref. [30]: in this subsection we recover



10

Figure 5. Sketch of the polarizations of the three mixed modes for η = 0 (panel (a)) and for η = π/4 (panel (b) for different
momentum regimes) depicted on two bilayer units. The colours are chosen to resemble those of the corresponding dispersions
in Fig. 3: the mode with frequency ωpl corresponds to the green arrows, the mode with frequency ωJ1 to the red arrows and
the mode with frequency ωJ2 to the blue arrows. The direction of an arrow denotes the direction of the plasma oscillations
while the relative orientation of arrows with same colour in neighbouring cells denotes whether the oscillations are in-phase or
out-of-phase. The width of an arrow is proportional to the magnitude of the corresponding eigenvector component, while their
length does not have a physical meaning. For a simple graphical representation we centered the arrows in the spacing between
two subsequent layers, although one should always keep in mind that the x components of the eigenvectors always represent
oscillations that take place along the SC planes.

the same results using the formalism developed above, to
have a better understanding of the physical phenomenon
that affects the energy of the Josephson modes for van-
ishing momentum in bilayer superconductors. Indeed,
this case yields some interesting insights that distinguish
the bilayer from the single-layer case.
By taking a finite value for α one finds that the action of
the x and z components of the gauge-invariant variables
in Eq. (28) gets corrected as

S
(BL)
α ̸=0 [ψx, ψz] =

d

2

εB
32πe2

∑
q

[
ψxz(q)PBL

xz ψ
T
xz(−q)+

− αΩ2
m

(
ψx(q)kx +ψz(q)Qz

) (
1 + 1αk2x + αQ†zQz

)−1
×
(
kxψ

T
x (−q) +Q†zψ

T
z (−q)

)]
, (38)

where PBL
xz is defined as in Eq. (29), ψx =

(
ψx1, ψx2

)
and ψz =

(√
2d1/d ψz1,

√
2d2/d ψz2

)
in agreement

with the definitions given above.
Although formally this is the same result one would find
in the single-layer case[26], there is a substantial differ-
ence: while in the single-layer crystal the α corrections
are purely longitudinal and vanish in the k → 0 limit, in
the bilayer system the corrections have both a longitudi-
nal and a massive component due to the fact that the Qz

matrix and its complex conjugate are finite for kz → 0.
This implies that the limits for vanishing momentum of
the dispersions, i.e. the Josephson plasma frequencies
ωz1 and ωz2 defined in Eq. (31), are corrected with terms
of order α.

To explicitly derive these corrections we here focus only
on the z components of the gauge-invariant variables in
the limit for k → 0. As the in-plane and out-of-plane
components of the oscillations are decoupled when the
in-plane momentum is set to zero due to the vanishing of
the off-diagonal elements in the action (38), the Joseph-
son plasmons in this limit are described by the 2 × 2
action

S
(BL)
α̸=0 [ψz] =

εB
32πe2

d

2

∑
iΩm

[
ψz(iΩm)PBL

z ψT
z (−iΩm)

]
,

(39)

where the coefficient matrix reads

PBL
z =

[
Ω2

z +Ω2
m1
]
− 4

d
Ω2

mC. (40)

Here, C is a matrix with the dimensions of a capacitance
defined as

C =
1

1 + 4α/(d1d2)

(
α/d1 −α/

√
d1d2

−α/
√
d1d2 α/d2

)
. (41)

Notice that due to the presence of off-diagonal compo-
nents in the matrix in Eq. (41), the z components of the
gauge-invariant variables are coupled by terms of order α.
Indeed, performing the analytical continuation iΩm → ω
and by solving the characteristic equation of PBL

z one
finds the corrected Josephson plasma frequencies, previ-
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ously reported in Ref.[30]:

ω̃z1,z2 =

{(
1

2
+

2α

d2
d

d1

)
ω2
z1 +

(
1

2
+

2α

d2
d

d2

)
ω2
z2+

±

[[(
1

2
+

2α

d2
d

d1

)
ω2
z1 −

(
1

2
+

2α

d2
d

d2

)
ω2
z2

]2
+

+
16α2

d4
d2

d1d2
ω2
z1ω

2
z2

]1/2}1/2

. (42)

To understand the physical phenomenon behind these
slight frequency shifts with respect to the original ωz1,z2

one should notice that in Eq. (40) all the α-dependent
terms are in C, which means that the corrections to the
plasma frequencies for k → 0 come from a capacitive cou-
pling between two subsequent layers as expected when a
finite compressibility in the planes is taken into account.
As we mentioned above, there is no frequency shift for
the single-layer Josephson plasma mode if one consid-
ered a finite compressibility. The physical reason is that
as kz → 0 the charge distribution is the same in each
plane, and then no capacitive coupling between neigh-
bouring planes emerges, even if a finite compressibility
is considered. This is not the case in the bilayer su-
perconductor: indeed, in this case a charge gradient is
possible among two layers of the same unit cell even for
kz → 0, as the potentials ϕ1 and ϕ2 are generically dif-
ferent. Such a mechanism is also evidenced by studying
the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the capacitance ma-
trix C: the eigenvector having ψz2 = ψz1 corresponds to
an eigenvalue equal to zero, while the eigenvector having
ψz2 = −ψz1 corresponds to a non-zero eigenvalue. Since
in the single-layer limit in which J1 = J2 and d1 = d2
the only possible solution of Eq. (40) at kz = 0 requires
ψz2 = ψz1, one understands why in the single-layer super-
conductor capacitive effects are irrelevant for vanishing
momentum. The solution ψz2 = −ψz1 is only accept-
able at the Brillouin zone boundary, where the dispersion
ω− of the single-layer Josephson mode grows linearly[26]
with sound velocity vs ∝

√
α. In this framework one

can also understand the compressibility corrections to
the Josephson frequencies in the bilayer system in Eq.
(42) as given by the folding at kz = 0 of the single-layer
dispersion once the J1 = J2 symmetry is broken.
The effects of a finite compressibility for finite momenta
and in the nonrelativistic regime are discussed in Ap-
pendix C.

III. LINEAR RESPONSE TO AN EXTERNAL
E.M. FIELD

A. Experimental observations

In this section we focus on the nontrivial z-axis lin-
ear optical properties of a bilayer superconductor. As

mentioned in the introduction, several experimental pa-
pers reported the appearance in the SC state of YBCO
of a rather well-defined peak in the real part of the op-
tical conductivity[2, 27, 31–35] at the transverse plasma
frequency ωT defined in Eq. (36). Such an experimen-
tal observation has been successfully explained by the
so-called Multilayer Model[5, 30] (MLM), which gives a
precise recipe on how to reconstruct the dielectric func-
tion of the layered system as a series of capacitors repre-
sented by each layer. The aim of this section is to derive
the results of the MLM within our formalism and discuss
its physical implications in light of the characterization
of the e.m. modes provided in the previous section.
Before giving the technical details, it is worth stressing
why the experimental observation of a peak in the real-
part of the optical conductivity at a "plasma" frequency
appears at first sight rather puzzling. As the discussion
in the previous sections highlighted, plasmons are strictly
speaking zeros of the dielectric function ϵ(ω), see Eq.
(11), which is related to the complex conductivity by the
standard relation:

ε(ω) = εB +
4πiσ(ω)

ω
. (43)

In the case of the superconductors the optical conduc-
tivity σ(ω), computed via a current-current correlation
function, can be indeed expressed via the correlation
function for the SC phase fluctuations. However, since
σ is the response to the local electric field E, one should
consider the irreducible response with respect to the
Coulomb interaction[62–64]. In other words, σ should
be related to the phase fluctuations computed without
including[65] the RPA dressing of the action via V (k).
Considering again the simple isotropic case one then finds
from Eq. (2) that σ(ω) = −Ds/(iω), that substituted into
Eq. (43) leads again to the result in Eq. (12) in the long-
wavelength limit. However, the conductivity itself has
no features at the plasma frequency ωP , and its real part
is exactly zero in a clean isotropic superconductor. The
results in bilayer cuprates show, on the contrary, that
σ1(ω) displays a peak at the frequency ωT of Eq. (36).
As we have seen above, this frequency is not connected
to an electromagnetic mode at zero momentum, but it
is instead connected to the large-momentum limit of the
lower ωJ2 Josephson plasmon. As we shall see below, the
reason behind its appearance in the optical conductivity
lies on the fact that the optical response is irreducible
with respect to the k → 0 Coulomb interaction, but it
can be nonetheless affected by the large momentum elec-
tromagnetic interactions, leading to the rather interesting
physical effects observed in YBCO.

B. Optical conductivity

In linear response theory the current density J(ω) in-
duced by an external monochromatic e.m. field Aext(ω)
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with vanishing momentum can be written as

Ji(ω) = −1

c
Kij(ω)Aext

j (ω) (44)

where Kij(ω) is the current-current linear response ker-
nel, which in the effective-action formalism in Matsubara
space can be evaluated as[7, 8]

Kij(iΩm) =
c2

d

∂2S[Aext]

∂Aext
i (iΩm) ∂Aext

j (−iΩm)
, (45)

where S[Aext] is the effective action obtained after the
integration of the internal degrees of freedom of the sys-
tem. More specifically, within the effective-action scheme
employed here we need to integrate out the degrees of
freedom of the matter, represented by the SC phase,
which is linearly coupled to the gauge field. The out-of-
plane lattice constant d appearing in Eq. (45) is consis-
tent with our choice for the normalization of the Fourier
transforms. In the following we will consider an external
uniform electric field polarized along the z direction and
incidence parallel to the SC sheets along the xy plane
(kz = 0), as it is the case for measurements of the c-axis
response in Ref.s [2, 21, 27, 28, 31–35].
Our starting point is thus the Gaussian action for the
SC phases in Eq. (23) in which we introduce an exter-
nal vector potential along the z direction by means of
the minimal coupling substitution equivalent to Eq. (27)
above:

∆zλθλ,n → ∆zλθλ,n +
2e

c
Aext

z,n. (46)

Let’s at first suppose that, as in the isotropic case, one
should not dress the internal degrees of freedom with the
Coulomb interaction, i.e. in the language of the inter-
nal e.m. fields used in the previous section one should
not consider an internal scalar potential coupled to the
SC phase. In this case, the optical conductivity could
be easily derived by shifting to Fourier space according
to the rules discussed in Appendix B and defining the
variables

θ+(q) = θ2(q) + θ1(q),

θ−(q) = θ2(q)− θ1(q), (47)

so that the total action reads

S[θ±,Aext
z ] =

1

8

∑
q

[
d

4

(
κ0Ω

2
m +Dxyk

2
xy

)∣∣θ+(q)∣∣2)+
+

(
d

4
κ0Ω

2
m +

d

4
Dxyk

2
xy + 4J1d1 + 4J2d2

)∣∣θ−(q)∣∣2]+
+

εB
8πc2

∑
q

[(
ω2
z1d1 + ω2

z2d2
)
|Aext

z (q)|2
]
+

+
εB

16πec

∑
q

[(
ω2
z1 − ω2

z2

)(
θ−(q)Aext

z (−q) + h.c.
)]
.

(48)

Notice that because the external field is polarized along
z it only couples to the phase gradient in the z direction,
that is represented, in the present discrete notation, by
the θ− variable. It is then straightforward to show, after
the integration of the internal degree of freedom θ− and
taking the limit for kxy → 0, that one is left with

S[Aext
z ] =

d

2c2

∑
iΩm

Aext
z (iΩm)Kzz(iΩm)Aext

z (−iΩm),

(49)

where the current-current linear response kernel is

Kzz(iΩm) =
εB
4πd

[(
ω2
z1d1 + ω2

z2d2
)
+

− εB
32πe2

(ω2
z1 − ω2

z2)
2⟨θ−(iΩm)θ−(−iΩm)⟩

]
=

=
εB
4πd

[(
ω2
z1d1 + ω2

z2d2
)
− 4α

d

(ω2
z1 − ω2

z2)
2

( 4α
d1d2

ω2
T − (iΩm)2)

]
.

(50)

Consequently one is able to write the conductivity after
the analytical continuation iΩm → ω + i0+ as

σ(ω) = σ1(ω) + iσ2(ω) =
i

ω + i0+
Kzz(ω + i0+) =

=

[
πKzz1(ω)δ(ω)−

Kzz2(ω)

ω

]
+
iKzz1(ω)

ω
. (51)

As one can see in the square brackets, in the bilayer sys-
tem the real part of the conductivity at kz = 0 is given
by two terms. The first one is a delta-like response at
ω = 0 given by the real part Kzz1 of the response kernel.
The second term of Eq. (51) given by the imaginary part
Kzz2 represents instead a delta-like response at finite-
frequency, absent in the single-layer case, controlled by
the relative intra-cell phase fluctuations described by the
variable θ−. However, even though this second contribu-
tion admits a peak, it is not at ωT . More importantly,
such a correction vanishes in the limit of infinite com-
pressibility, that is the appropriate one for cuprates, as
we discussed above.
So far we did not include any long-range effect, with the
idea that for isotropic and anisotropic single-layer super-
conductors one should not consider the internal Coulomb
interactions, as doing so in these systems would mean
taking into account reducible diagrams[62–65], as we dis-
cussed in the previous subsection. However, in bilayer
superconductors one finds that an internal scalar poten-
tial does not only describe the long-range Coulomb in-
teractions but also an intra-bilayer interaction at |k| = 0
that should be taken into account.
We thus introduce again the internal scalar potential by
means of the first minimal coupling substitution in Eq.
(4). One sees that, in analogy with the definitions (47) of
the phase variables, there are two possible combinations
of the scalar potentials:

ϕ+(q) = ϕ2(q) + ϕ1(q),

ϕ−(q) = ϕ2(q)− ϕ1(q). (52)
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We also introduce the free e.m. action in a bilayer system
as in Eq. (24) expressing it by means of the ϕ± variables,

S(BL)
e.m. [ϕ±] = −εB

8π

∑
q

[
d

4
k2xy|ϕ+(q)|2+

+

(
d

d1d2
+
d

4
k2xy

)
|ϕ−(q)|2

]
. (53)

From Eq. (53) one immediately understands that the
ϕ− combination describes an intra-cell potential gradi-
ent that corresponds to short-range Coulomb interac-
tions. As such its fluctuations must be included, in
full analogy with the usual procedure in the case of
ab-initio DFT calculations[63]. One can better under-
stand the picture behind this procedure by looking at a
single-layer superconductor with broken translation sym-
metry because of different Josephson couplings between
the planes, J1 ̸= J2. In this system, the phase θ−
can be interpreted as a fold of θ+ at the Brillouin zone
boundary, i.e. θ−(kz = 0) plays a role analogous to
θ+(kz = π/(d/2)), that corresponds indeed to oscillations
with opposite phases in neighbouring planes, similarly to
what we discussed in the previous sections for the gauge-
invariant variables. The bilayer structure has then the
effect to couple phase fluctuations at the zone boundary
to the kz = 0 response.
Thus the relevant action for computing the average value
of the phase modes is built by adding to Eq. (48) the free
e.m. action for ϕ−(q) and the action resulting from the
minimal coupling substitution:

S[θ±, ϕ−,Aext
z ] = S[θ±,Aext

z ]+

− εB
8π

∑
q

[(
d

d1d2
+
πe2d

εB
κ0 +

d

4
k2xy

)
|ϕ−(q)|2

]
+

+
e

4

∑
q

[
d

4
κ0Ωm

(
θ−(q)ϕ−(−q)− h.c.

)]
, (54)

while ϕ+ fluctuations should not be included as they de-
scribe the long-range Coulomb interaction. Notice that
the scalar potential ϕ− only couples to the θ− combina-
tion, so that only this degree of freedom is dressed by
the finite-range Coulomb interaction. It may be argued
that the procedure here employed does not consider an
internal vector potential, which is instead crucial in order
to correctly characterise the plasma modes as discussed
in the previous section. Nevertheless, one can check that
all the short-range interactions described by couplings
between θ− and the components of the vector potential
can be set to zero by a convenient gauge choice.
By integrating out the short-range Coulomb interactions
ϕ− and then the internal degree of freedom θ− one finds
that the second term of Eq. (50) gets corrected, and the

Figure 6. (a) Sketch of the mode θ− at frequency ωT ex-
cited by the external field, as a function of the time. The
arrows represent the currents flowing from a layer to another:
their widths represent the magnitude of the currents while
their lengths do not have a physical meaning and are cho-
sen only for graphic purposes. The layers with net positive
charge are shown in blue, while the layers with net nega-
tive charge are shown in gray. On the right side we plot
the voltage distribution as a function of z. (b) Real part
of the conductivity shown as a function of the frequency
without (gray) and with (blue) compressibility corrections
(α = 0.6Å2) as written in Eq. (57). In the plots we chose
ωz1 = 14.2THz, ωz2 = 0.9THz, d1 = 3.2Å and d2 = 8.2Å,
so that ωT = 12.1THz and ω̃T = 13.2THz. A finite damping
parameter Γ = 0.3ωz2 is also introduced.

linear response kernel reads

Kzz(iΩm) =
εB
4πd

[(
ω2
z1d1 + ω2

z2d2
)
+

−
(
1 +

4α

d1d2

)
d1d2
d

(ω2
z1 − ω2

z2)
2(

ω̃2
T − (iΩm)2)

]
, (55)

where ω̃2
T generalizes the transverse plasma frequency in

Eq. (36) to a finite compressibility,

ω̃2
T = ω2

T

(
1 +

4α

d1d2

)
. (56)

In typical bilayer cuprates as e.g. YBCO one finds that
|ω̃T − ωT | ∼ 1THz. One can then write the conductivity
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as in Eq. (51), where now the real part reads

σ1(ω) =
εB
4d

[(
ω2
z1d1 + ω2

z2d2
)
δ(ω) +

(
1 +

4α

d1d2

)
×

× d1d2
d

(ω2
z1 − ω2

z2)
2

2ω̃2
T

[
δ(ω − ω̃T ) + δ(ω + ω̃T )− 2δ(ω)

]]
(57)

and the imaginary part reads

σ2(ω) =
εB
4πd

1

ω

[(
ω2
z1d1 + ω2

z2d2
)
+

−
(
1 +

4α

d1d2

)
d1d2
d

(ω2
z1 − ω2

z2)
2

ω̃2
T − ω2

]
. (58)

Notice that in the infinite-compressibility limit α → 0
the finite-frequency correction stays finite and one re-
covers the result deduced in Ref. [5]. The phase oscilla-
tions described by θ− are sketched in Fig. 6(a), while the
real part of the conductivity σ1(ω) is shown in Fig. 6(b)
with and without the compressibility corrections. A fi-
nite damping parameter Γ is also introduced in the finite-
frequency part of Eq. (57) to have a direct representation
of the optical experiments[2, 27, 31–35]. Indeed, the opti-
cal conductivity displays a peak at the transverse plasma
frequency ω̃T defined in Eq. (56), weighted by the differ-
ence between the two squared Josephson plasma frequen-
cies defined in Eq. (31).
The procedure here employed makes clear that the peak
appears exactly at the transverse plasma frequency be-
cause it is a manifestation at |k| = 0 of the lower Joseph-
son plasma mode ωJ2 at the border of the Brillouin zone.
Indeed, its weight given by the difference of the plasma
frequencies squared is due to the fact that this low-energy
mode is linked to opposite-phase out-of-plane currents, as
discussed in section II D.
With the imaginary part of the conductivity σ2(ω) from
Eq. (51) one can evaluate the total out-of-plane super-
fluid stiffness of a bilayer superconductor: in the infinite
compressibility limit this reads

e2D(BL)
z = ωσ2(ω)

∣∣
ω→0

=
εB
4π

ω2
z1ω

2
z2

ω2
T

. (59)

This can be rewritten as a combination of the intra-
bilayer and inter-bilayer superfluid stiffnesses defined as
Dzλ = ω2

zλεB/(4πe
2),

D(BL)
z = d

Dz1Dz2

Dz1d2 +Dz2d1
. (60)

Due to the fact that in typical cuprate superconductors
Dz1 ≫ Dz2, from Eq. (60) one can see that the total
out-of-plane stiffness is dominated by the weaker inter-
bilayer stiffness Dz2. One easily understands this result
in the context of a 1D superconducting chain in which
the total stiffness is given by Ds = [

∑
i(1/Di)]

−1, Di

being the stiffness of the i-th link, and thus it is always
dominated by the weakest link in the chain[66].

From Eq. (55) one can also obtain the dielectric function
of the system, which takes the form

ε(ω) = εB
(ω2 − ω̃2

z1)(ω
2 − ω̃2

z2)

ω2(ω2 − ω̃2
T )

, (61)

with ω̃zλ defined as in Eq.s (42). This is the result of the
MLM quoted in Ref [30].
As suggested by Eq. (11) in the isotropic case, the dielec-
tric function appears also as the coefficient to the trans-
verse component of the gauge-invariant variables. This
is also valid in the present case. We start from the action
in Eq. (39) written in the k → 0 limit relevant for this
section, and perform the following change of variables:

ψ+ =
1

d
(ψz2d2 + ψz1d1)

ψ− =
1

d
(ψz2d2 − ψz1d1). (62)

Notice that by the definition of ψzλ in Eq. (27), the com-
bination ψ+ is independent of the SC phase and reads:

ψ+ =
2e

c

1

d
(Az1d1 +Az2d2). (63)

As such, this particular combination of ψz1 and ψz2 is
the uniform (kz = 0) transverse component of the gauge
field. One can then rewrite Eq. (39) in terms of the ψ±
variables, and integrate out the ψ− combination, which
plays the analogous role of θ− dressed by short-range
Coulomb interaction in the previous derivation. It is then
straightforward to see that one is left with

S
(BL)
α̸=0 [ψ+] =

d

32πe2

∑
iΩm

[
Ω2

mε(iΩm)|ψ+(iΩm)|2
]
, (64)

where ε(iΩm) goes into the dielectric function in Eq.
(61) once the analytical continuation has been performed.
Thus, also in the language of the gauge-invariant vari-
ables one is able to recover the crucial role in bilayer
superconductors of the coupling between the short-range
Coulomb interactions and the kz = 0 response, encoded
in Eq. (39) by the finite coupling among ψ+ and ψ−.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In the present manuscript we provided a detailed anal-
ysis of the e.m. modes in a model system for a bilayer
superconductor, i.e. a layered superconductor with two
layers per unit cell, characterised by different intra-cell
and inter-cell Josephson couplings among the SC sheets.
Such a model provides an excellent description of the
optical response of YBCO cuprates, one of the most
studied families of high-Tc superconductors. In partic-
ular, while the linear c-axis optical response of YBCO
has been experimentally investigated long ago[2, 31–34],
its non-linear out-of-plane THz response attracted re-
newed interest in recent years thanks to the promise to
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use intense light pulses to control the nonlinear driving
of the soft, undamped Josephson plasmon emerging be-
low Tc[18, 21, 27, 28]. In this paper we addressed two
main issues: (i) the derivation of the energy-momentum
dispersion for both polariton and plasmons at arbitrary
wavelength; (ii) the derivation of the linear optical re-
sponse along the c axis. The issue (i) is motivated by
the observation that in a layered system the usual de-
coupling among longitudinal and transverse e.m. degrees
of freedom, that holds in isotropic systems at all length
scales, is only quantitatively valid at momenta larger
enough than the light cone. To state the problem dif-
ferently, the density and current fluctuations get intrin-
sically mixed at low momenta, leading to hybrid light-
matter modes that preserve simultaneously both longi-
tudinal and transverse character. By using an effective-
action approach where the matter and the internal e.m.
degrees of freedom are treated on the same footing, we
showed that the dispersions of the generalized plasma
modes can be obtained by the zeros of the matrix of the
physical gauge-invariant variables, given by the compact
and analytical expression in Eq. (28). One has three
modes in the relevant range of energies, two of them
starting from the frequency scales connected to intra-cell
and inter-cell Josephson couplings among layers, and a
third one starting from the larger in-plane plasma fre-
quency. Even though the existence of multiple modes
and their numerical dispersions in selected regimes were
already discussed previously in the literature[11, 30, 57],
the main advantage of our approach is to reduce the nu-
merical complexity of the derivation to a simple eigen-
value problem of an analytical matrix. This also sim-
plifies considerably the analysis of the polarization de-
pendence of the modes in the various regime for the mo-
menta. We then identified two crossover scales: above
the lower one |kc1| ∼

√
ω2
z1 − ω2

z2/c one finds the mixing
among the two lower Josephson plasmons, with one mode
evolving analogously to the lower e.m. mode of the single-
layer case, and the latter evolving towards a low-energy
mode around the frequency ωT =

√
(ω2

z1d2 + ω2
z2d1)/d,

which represents opposite-phase plasma oscillations be-
tween the planes, polarized along the c-axis for a wide
range of momenta up to |k| ∼ 1/d. Above a second
crossover scale |kc2| ∼

√
ω2
xy − (ω2

z1d1 + ω2
z2d2)/d/c the

two upper modes have the analogous evolution of the two
modes of the single-layer case[26], and progressively ap-
proach the pure transverse/longitudinal modes usually
predicted within a standard-RPA approach.
To make closer connection with previous work focusing
on the c-axis linear response, we also computed the linear
optical conductivity. We showed that the theoretically
predicted[5, 30] and experimentally observed [2, 27, 31–
35] peak in the optical conductivity at the scale ωT can be
understood as an effect of an unusual finite-frequency cor-
rection to the optical response due to out-of-phase fluc-
tuations of the SC phase in neighbouring layers within
the same unit cell. This interpretation explains also the

rather unexpected observation of a plasmon-like peak
in the optical conductivity. Indeed, the general expec-
tation is that since the conductivity is the current re-
sponse to the local electric field, screening effects due to
Coulomb interactions should not be included. In other
words, in the usual diagrammatic language the optical
conductivity is obtained as a current response function ir-
reducible with respect to the Coulomb interaction[62–64].
As such, the conductivity should not carry signatures of
the plasma modes, that appear instead in the dielectric
function describing the screening. However, in the bilayer
case the beating mode connected to relative phase fluctu-
ations among neighbouring planes within the same unit
cell intrinsically couples to Coulomb interactions at large
momenta, i.e. at short length scales, and as such must be
included in the physical response, as it is usually done in
DFT calculations in lattice systems[63]. Following this
procedure we then reproduced the observed experimen-
tal peak at ωT and we also computed its corrections for
finite compressibility, that can be relevant to locate it for
different doping levels.
Besides such a direct application to the computation of
the linear response, the results of the present manuscript,
including the methodological ones, provide a framework
to address several open issues still under discussion for
what concerns recent experiments using strong THz fields
in YBCO[18, 21, 27, 28]. Indeed, a precise characteriza-
tion of the modes and their polarizations is the crucial
prerequisite in order to understand the possible mecha-
nisms responsible for their contribution to the non-linear
optical response. So far, both a coupling to an infrared
phonon mode[18] and a direct non-linear coupling of plas-
mons to light[12] have been proposed as possible path-
ways for non-linear driving of plasma waves in YBCO.
How these proposals can be justified at a full microscopic
level is still an open question, that certainly deserves fu-
ture investigation.
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Appendix A: Phase-only effective action in the
path-integral formalism

Let us start from a grand-canonical hamiltonian for a
generic single-band superconductor:

Ĥ − µN̂ =
∑
k,σ

ξkĉ
†
kσ ĉkσ + ĤI , (A1)

where σ is the spin index, ξk is the band dispersion with
respect to the chemical potential µ, ĉ†k,σ and ĉk,σ are the
electron creation and annihilation operators respectively.
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The interacting hamiltonian ĤI reads[41]:

ĤI = −U

N

∑
k′

Φ̂†∆(k
′)Φ̂∆(k

′) (A2)

where Φ̂∆(k
′) =

∑
k γ(k)ĉ−k−k′/2,↓ĉk−k′/2,↑, with

γ(k) = cos(kxa) − cos
(
kya
)

accounting for the d-wave
symmetry of the order parameter, U > 0 is the SC cou-
pling constant and N denotes the number of lattice sites.
In order to compute thermal averages over the hamilto-
nian (A1) we use the path integral formulation. Within
such framework the imaginary-time action for fermions[7]
can be written as

S[c, c] = S0 + SI =

=

ˆ β

0

dτ

∑
kσ

ckσ (∂τ + ξk) ckσ +HI(k, τ)

 , (A3)

where τ = it is the imaginary time variable summed from
0 to β = 1

T and c and c are the Grassmann variables
associated to the creation and annihilation operators re-
spectively. To obtain the effective action in terms of the
order-parameter collective degrees of freedom, the inter-
acting action is decoupled in the particle-particle channel
by means of the Hubbard-Stratonovich (HS) transforma-
tion by introducing the auxiliary complex field ∆:

∆(x, τ) = (∆0 + δ∆(x, τ))eiθ(x,τ) (A4)

where ∆0 is the mean-field expectation value of the am-
plitude associated to the SC energy gap, δ∆ and θ are
amplitude and phase fluctuations. By making an appro-
priate gauge transformation on the Grassmann fields c
and c it is possible to make the dependence on the phase
θ explicit in the action. Then we introduce the Nambu
spinors Ψ†k =

(
c†k↑, ck↓

)
, by which one can define the

BCS Green Function as

Ĝ0(k, iων) = −
ˆ β

0

dτ⟨T
(
Ψ̂k(τ)Ψ̂

†
k(0)

)
⟩eiωντ =

=
iων τ̂0 + ξkτ̂3 −∆0γ(k)τ̂1

(iων)2 − E2
k

. (A5)

Here ων = (2ν + 1)πT are the Matsubara fermionic fre-
quencies, Ek =

√
ξ2k + (∆0γ(k))2 the quasiparticles en-

ergy and τ̂i the Pauli matrices.
With these transformations on Eq. (A3), one finds that
the HS transform of SI is independent of the phase fluc-
tuations, while the free contribution now reads:

S̃0 = S0 +

ˆ
dxdτΨ(x, τ)Σ̂(x, τ)Ψ(x, τ). (A6)

Σ̂ is the self-energy, which depends, in principle, on both
amplitude and phase fluctuations. Nonetheless, as long
as one is interested in the low-temperature dynamics of

phase fluctuations in layered cuprates, amplitude fluctu-
ations can be neglected[43]. The self energy then reads:

Σ̂ =

[
i

2
∂τθ +

1

8m∗
(∇θ)

2

]
τ̂3 +

[
i

4m∗
∇θ ·

↔
∇
]
τ̂0, (A7)

where
↔
∇ =

→
∇ −

←
∇, with

→
∇ (

←
∇) the gradient operator

acting on the function on its right (left). Notice that, ac-
cording to the Goldstone theorem, the phase θ appears
in the self-energy only trough its time and spatial deriva-
tives, i.e. there are no mass terms for θ.
Since the action is quadratic in the fermionic variables,
we can now integrate them out. Ignoring the amplitude
mean-field expectation value ∆0, such procedure leads to
the following effective action for the phase fluctuations:

Seff[θ] = Tr
+∞∑
n=1

(
Ĝ0Σ̂

)n
n

(A8)

where the trace is computed over both spin and momen-
tum degrees of freedom. In order to study the phase dy-
namics we can compute this effective action at Gaussian
level, truncating the sum for n ≤ 2:

SG[θ] =
1

8

∑
q

[
− Ω2

mχ
ρρ(q) + kαkβχjj

αβ(q)+

− 2iΩmkαχρj
α (q)

]
|θ(q)|2

(A9)

where q = (iΩm,k) is the imaginary-time 4-momentum
with Ωm = 2πmT the bosonic Matsubara frequencies,
and

χρρ(q) =
T

N

∑
q′

Tr
[
Ĝ0(q

′ + q)τ̂3Ĝ0(q
′)τ̂3

]
χρj
α (q) =

T

N

∑
q′

k′α + kα

2

m∗
Tr
[
Ĝ0(q

′ + q)τ̂0Ĝ0(q
′)τ̂3

]
χjj
αβ(q) =

n

m∗
δαβ+

+
T

N

∑
q′

k′α + kα

2

m∗
k′β +

kβ

2

m∗
Tr
[
Ĝ0(q

′ + q)τ̂0Ĝ0(q
′)τ̂0

]
(A10)

are the BCS response functions, which contain all
the information on the microscopic fermionic degrees
of freedom. Again, if one is interested in the low-
temperature phase-dynamics, one can evaluate the BCS
bubbles in the static limit iΩm = 0, k → 0: within such
approximation Eq. (A9) goes to the superfluid action
in Eq. (2) of the main text. Notice the symmetry of
the SC order parameter only enters the problem via the
γ(k) factor which modulates the SC gap ∆0γ(k). As a
consequence, the structure (A9) is general[41, 42], and
the main dependence on the symmetry of the SC gap
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appears in the temperature dependence of the current-
current correlation function, leading to a temperature
dependence of the BCS superfluid stiffness Ds that is
linear at low T in the d-wave case, in contrast to the
exponential suppression for the fully gapped s-wave case.

Appendix B: Fields discretization in bilayer crystals

In this appendix we derive the action associated with
the free contribution of the electromagnetic (e.m.) fields
and fix the discretization required for the SC phase ac-
tion. To achieve this, a possible procedure would be to
work with continuous Maxwell’s equation and discrete
density and current defined on an anisotropic lattice,
which can then be reduced to a layered structure by tak-
ing the continuum limit in the x and y directions. This
would require to express the free e.m. fields in terms
of a sum on the momenta appropriate to the lattice so
to have the correct periodicity and momentum conser-
vation. For instance, the bare Coulomb interaction for a
single-layer system would be described by the well-known
propagator[67]

V SL
C =

2πe2d

kx

sinh(kxd)

cosh(kxd)− cos(kzd)
. (B1)

For a bilayer crystal this procedure would be quite heavy.
In this work we adopt an alternative procedure, in which
one goes back from the discretized Maxwell’s equations
to the action that generates them via the variational prin-
ciple. For instance, within this approach the single-layer
Coulomb interaction is given by

V SL
C =

4πe2

k2x + 4/d2 sin2(kzd/2)
. (B2)

Comparing this with Eq. (B1), one understands that
the two approaches are equivalent at leading order in kd
and even if the latter is not as common as the standard
anisotropic discretization, it can be generalized to include
the needed fields on the bilayer lattice.
Let us consider a rectangular lattice structure. With no
loss of generality, x denotes the in-plane direction with
lattice constant a, while z is the out-of-plane coordinate
with intra and inter-bilayer spacings d1 and d2 respec-
tively. For the sake of simplicity, here we do not consider
explicitly the y dimension of the lattice, although the y
direction must be considered in order to correctly define
the field components. Such discretization defines in a sin-
gle unit cell two distinct rectangular regions of area a ·dλ
called plaquettes. The lattice and the quantities defined
on it are shown in Fig. 7. To recover the results of the
main text one should take the limit a→ 0 at the end.
As a first step, we define the scalar potential ϕ and the
components of the vector potential Ax and Az on such
a lattice properly. A consistent choice is to define ϕ on

Figure 7. Sketch of the bilayer lattice structure. The spacings
between the sites (gray dots) define two "plaquettes" of area
a ·d1 (red) or a ·d2 (blue). The e.m. scalar potential is defined
on the sites, as shown by the orange dots in a sample unit cell,
while the components of the vector potential are defined on
the links between two sites, as shown by orange arrows. This
choice fixes the positions of the magnetic and electric fields
according to the definitions (B3), (B5) and (B6). Here we
also depict the two Gaussian surfaces along the xz-plane, Σ1

and Σ2 (perimeter of the yellow areas) in a sample unit cell
and the two Amperian loops relevant for the y component of
the magnetic field, Γxy and Γyz (blue rectangles) on the 3D
model on the bottom-right corner.

the lattice sites and Ai on the links between two neigh-
bouring sites along the i direction. As a consequence,
the magnetic field is along the y direction and lies at the
center of the λ-th plaquette,

Byλ,n = ∆zλAxλ,n −∆xAzλ,n. (B3)

where the out-of-plane discrete derivative in this case is
defined as in Eq. (26) in the main text and the in-plane
discrete derivative ∆x acts on a generic function fλ,n
according to:

∆xfλ,n(x) =
fλ,n(x+ a)− fλ,n(x)

a
. (B4)

In the continuum limit a→ 0 relevant for the main text,
∆x simply reduces to the in-plane partial-derivative op-
erator ∂x. On the other hand, the two components of
electric field in imaginary-time formalism are

Exλ,n = −∆xϕλ,n − i

c

∂Axλ,n

∂τ
, (B5)

defined on the link along the x direction between the sites
x and x+ a, and

Ezλ,n = −∆z,λϕλ,n − i

c

∂Azλ,n

∂τ
, (B6)

defined on the link along the z direction between two
subsequent layers.
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To compute the electrostatic action, one needs to discre-
tise Gauss’s law for a bilayer lattice. In the most general
case, its integral formulation reads

˛

Σ(Ω)

E(x) · n̂(x)dS =
4π

εB
Qenc (B7)

In Eq. (B7), Qenc =
´
Ω

dxρ(x) is the total electric charge

contained into a generic volume Ω, Σ(Ω) is the closed
Gaussian surface enclosing both Ω and the charge, and
n̂(x) is the versor normal to the surface at the point x. In
order to apply Eq. (B7) to our system, we have to choose
two Gaussian surfaces properly, for label-1 and for label-2
sites. Within our 2D lattice, the volume Ω is reduced to a
surface and a generic Gaussian surface is equivalent to a
closed path in the xz plane. We thus choose rectangular
paths, such that each side of the rectangle crosses per-
pendicularly one component of the electric field. A good
choice consists in two rectangular Gaussian surfaces, both
having in-plane and out-of-plane dimensions a and d/2
respectively, aligned so that each of them encloses a sin-
gle lattice site. The total fluxes over these two surfaces
Σ1 and Σ2 are then given by:

˛

Σ1

E(x) · n̂(x)dS =

=
d

2

[
Ex1,n (x+ a)− Ex1,n (x)

]
+ a

[
Ez2,n − Ez1,n

]
(B8)

˛

Σ2

E(x) · n̂(x)dS =

=
d

2

[
Ex2,n (x+ a)− Ex2,n (x)

]
+ a

[
Ez1,n+1 − Ez2,n

]
(B9)

By using Eq.s (B8) and (B9) in Eq. (B7) with Q
(1)
enc =

q1,n and Q
(2)
enc = q2,n, we obtain the equation of motion

for the electric field:

d

2

(
∆xExλ,n +∆zλEzλ,n

)
=

4π

εB

qλ,n
a
, (B10)

where the derivative along z acts now on a quantity de-
fined on the link between two out-of-plane sites as:

∆zλfλ,n =


f2,n−f1,n

d/2 , λ = 1
f1,n+1−f2,n

d/2 , λ = 2
(B11)

Eq. (B10) can also be seen as the equation of motion
given by the imaginary-time action

S
(BL)
E =

1,2∑
λ

d

2

∑
n

ˆ
d2xdτ ρλ,nϕλ,n+

− εB
8π

1,2∑
λ

∑
n

ˆ
d2xdτ

[
d

2
E2

xλ,n + dλE
2
zλ,n

]
,

(B12)

where the limit a→ 0 relevant for the main text is taken,
and ρλ,n = lima→0 qλ,n/a is the 2D charge density.
The magnetic contribution, in full analogy with the
derivation for the electrostatic term above, requires the
discretization of Ampère’s law, whose integral form reads

˛

Γ(Σ)

B(x) · dl = 4π

c
Ienc (B13)

where Ienc =
˜
Σ

J(x) · n̂(x)dS denotes the electric cur-

rent flowing through a generic surface Σ bounded by the
Amperian loop Γ(Σ) and dl is the infinitesimal length ele-
ment parallel to the curve at the point x. Taking vanish-
ing y dimension, one needs to define the two components
of the linear current density as Ixλ,n and Izλ,n on the
links. The former is enclosed in a rectangular Amperian
loop Γyz along the yz plane with vanishing y dimension so
that the equation of motion for the magnetic field along
this path reads

d

2
∆zλByλ,n = −4π

c
Ixλ,n, (B14)

where ∆zλ acts on Byλ,n according to Eq. (B11); the
latter is enclosed in a rectangular Amperian loop Γxy

along the xy plane, and the equation of motion for the
magnetic field in the limit of vanishing y dimension reads
in this case

a∆xByλ,n =
4π

c
Izλ,n. (B15)

Eq.s (B14) and (B15) follow from the variational princi-
ple associated with the action

S
(BL)
B =

1,2∑
λ

[
d

2

∑
n

ˆ
d2xdτ Jxλ,n

Axλ,n

c
+

+dλ
∑
n

ˆ
d2xdτ Jzλ,n

Azλ,n

c
+

+
dλ
8π

∑
n

ˆ
d2xdτB2

yλ,n

]
. (B16)

where Jiλ,n = lima→0 Iiλ,n/a and we send a→ 0.
The light-matter interaction and the free e.m. dynamics
are thus described by the action obtained by the sum of
Eq.s (B12) and (B16), which reads[68–70]
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S(BL)[ϕ,A, ρ,J] = S
(BL)
E + S

(BL)
B =

1,2∑
λ

∑
n

ˆ
d2xdτ

[
d

2
ρλ,nϕλ,n +

d

2
Jxλ,n

Axλ,n

c
+ dλJzλ,n

Azλ,n

c

]
+

+
εB
8π

1,2∑
λ

∑
n

ˆ
d2xdτ

[
dλ
εB

(
∆zλAxλ,n − ∂xAzλ,n

)2 − d

2

(
∂xϕλ,n +

i

c
∂τAxλ,n

)2

− dλ

(
∆zλϕλ,n +

i

c
∂τAzλ,n

)2
]

(B17)

where we made explicit the magnetic and electric fields
according to Eq.s (B3), (B5) and (B6). In the language
of the SC phase field θ, defined for consistency on the
sites, one can identify the charge density and the current
density as

ρλ,n =
e

4
κ0(i∂τθλ,n − 2eϕλ,n)

Jx =
e

4
Dxy

(
∇xθλ,n +

2e

c
Axλ,n

)
Jz = eJλd

2
λ

(
∆zλθλ,n +

2e

c
Azλ,n

)
. (B18)

While the calculations above were performed with a mag-
netic field along y, Eq. (B17) can be generalized for a
magnetic field along a generic direction. As such, the
first row of Eq. (B17) sets the discretization constants
for the SC phase action as written in Eq. (23) in the
main text, while the second row turns into the free e.m.
contribution as given by Eq. (24).
We conclude this appendix by establishing the rules for
the Fourier transform along the z axis used in the main
text. First, we fix the origin of the frame of reference
on the link between two subsequent layers of an arbi-
trary unit cell. On the n-th unit cell, a generic field fs,lλ,n

defined either on-site (s) or on the link (l), transforms as

fs,lλ,n =
∑
kz

eikz(nd+hs,l
λ )fλ(kz), (B19)

where

hsλ =

{
−d1/2, λ = 1

d1/2, λ = 2
, (B20)

and

hlλ =

{
0, λ = 1

d/2, λ = 2
. (B21)

Appendix C: Dispersions of the plasma modes in the
nonrelativistic regime

The formalism employed in this paper allows one to
study the plasma modes of a bilayer superconductor in
every region of the energy-momentum space. A more

Figure 8. Energy-momentum dispersions as functions of kx
for kz = 0 (η = π/2) of the three mixed modes ωpl (green),
ωJ1 (red) and ωJ2 (blue) in the nonrelativistic regime. Dashed
lines show the compressibility corrections given by a finite α =

0.6Å2. The in-plane lattice constant in this plot is a = 3.5Å.

in-depth study of the ωJ2 low-energy Josephson plas-
mon reveals a nontrivial behaviour in the nonrelativistic
regime. As discussed in Sec. II C and Sec. II D in the
main text, for |k| ≫ |kc1| this mode saturates towards a
constant value of the frequency while sustaining opposite-
phase out-of-plane oscillations regardless of the direction
of propagation. However, for momenta approaching 1/d
the dispersion actually starts growing linearly, as shown
with solid lines in Fig. 8. This effect could not be cap-
tured by previous studies[22, 30, 57, 71–74] focused on
the optical properties of the Josephson plasmons that
used the fact that ωxy ≫ ωz1,z2 to ignore the in-plane
dynamics. Moreover, this dispersive behaviour cannot
be associated with the Bogoliubov sound dispersion[11],
as it appears even for α = 0 and the dispersion velocity
appears to be two orders of magnitude greater than the
typical sound velocities in metals. Instead, since this ef-
fect is only visible as kx ̸= 0 and the velocity increases
for η approaching π/2, we associate this behaviour to
the non-negligible in-plane dynamics of the charges in the
nonrelativistic regime. This is supported by the fact that
the polarization of the Josephson mode acquires slowly-
increasing opposite-phase in-plane components as its dis-
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persion grows.
A finite compressibility (α ̸= 0), apart from the small cor-
rections to the plasma frequencies at |k| = 0 discussed
in section II E, affects significantly the dispersions of the
modes only in the nonrelativistic regime, as shown in Fig.
8 with dashed lines. In particular, a finite α causes a weak
linear behaviour in the ωJ1 Josephson mode, with sound

velocity vs ∝
√
α. The same compressibility effect takes

place similarly in the ωJ2 mode, adding up to its stronger
linear behaviour in the nonrelativistic regime discussed
above. The effects of a finite compressibility are instead
not appreciable on the ωpl mode, as the sound velocity
is much smaller than the light velocity with which the
mode is growing, vs ≪ c.

[1] K. Tamasaku, Y. Nakamura, and S. Uchida, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 69, 1455 (1992).

[2] C. C. Homes, T. Timusk, R. Liang, D. A. Bonn, and
W. N. Hardy, Phys. Rev. Lett. 71, 1645 (1993).

[3] J. H. Kim, H. Somal, M. Czyzyk, D. van der Marel,
A. Wittlin, A. Gerrits, V. Duijn, N. Hien, and A. Men-
ovsky, Physica C: Superconductivity 247, 297 (1995).

[4] D. N. Basov, T. Timusk, B. Dabrowski, and J. D. Jor-
gensen, Phys. Rev. B 50, 3511 (1994).

[5] D. van der Marel and A. Tsvetkov, Czech. J. of Phys. 46,
3165 (1996).

[6] S. V. Dordevic, S. Komiya, Y. Ando, and D. N. Basov,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 91, 167401 (2003).

[7] N. Nagaosa and S. Heusler, Quantum Field Theory in
Condensed Matter Physics, Texts and monographs in
physics (Springer, New York, NY, 1999).

[8] P. Coleman, Introduction to Many-Body Physics (Cam-
bridge University Press, 2015).

[9] S. Savel’ev, V. A. Yampol’skii, A. L. Rakhmanov, and
F. Nori, Reports on Progress in Physics 73, 026501
(2010).

[10] S. Savel’ev, A. L. Rakhmanov, V. A. Yampol’skii, and
F. Nori, Nature Physics 2, 521 (2006).

[11] M. H. Michael, A. von Hoegen, M. Fechner, M. Först,
A. Cavalleri, and E. Demler, Phys. Rev. B 102, 174505
(2020).

[12] F. Gabriele, M. Udina, and L. Benfatto, Nature Com-
munications 12, 752 (2021).

[13] P. E. Dolgirev, A. Zong, M. H. Michael, J. B. Curtis,
D. Podolsky, A. Cavalleri, and E. Demler, Communica-
tions Physics 5, 234 (2022).

[14] Y. Laplace and A. Cavalleri, Advances in Physics: X 1,
387 (2016).

[15] S. Rajasekaran, E. Casandruc, Y. Laplace, D. Nicoletti,
G. D. Gu, S. R. Clark, D. Jaksch, and A. Cavalleri,
Nature Physics 12, 1012 (2016).

[16] S. Rajasekaran, J. Okamoto, L. Mathey, M. Fechner,
V. Thampy, G. D. Gu, and A. Cavalleri, Science 359,
575 (2018).

[17] K. A. Cremin, J. Zhang, C. C. Homes, G. D. Gu, Z. Sun,
M. M. Fogler, A. J. Millis, D. N. Basov, and R. D.
Averitt, Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences
116, 19875 (2019).

[18] A. von Hoegen, M. Fechner, M. Först, N. Taherian,
E. Rowe, A. Ribak, J. Porras, B. Keimer, M. Michael,
E. Demler, and A. Cavalleri, Phys. Rev. X 12, 031008
(2022).

[19] D. Fu, D. Nicoletti, M. Fechner, M. Buzzi, G. D. Gu,
and A. Cavalleri, Phys. Rev. B 105, L020502 (2022).

[20] K. Kaj, K. A. Cremin, I. Hammock, J. Schalch, D. N.
Basov, and R. D. Averitt, Phys. Rev. B 107, L140504
(2023).

[21] K. Katsumi, M. Nishida, S. Kaiser, S. Miyasaka,
S. Tajima, and R. Shimano, Phys. Rev. B 107, 214506
(2023).

[22] L. N. Bulaevskii, M. Zamora, D. Baeriswyl, H. Beck, and
J. R. Clem, Phys. Rev. B 50, 12831 (1994).

[23] C. Helm and L. N. Bulaevskii, Phys. Rev. B 66, 094514
(2002).

[24] M. Machida, T. Koyama, and M. Tachiki, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 83, 4618 (1999).

[25] M. Machida, T. Koyama, A. Tanaka, and M. Tachiki,
Physica C: Superconductivity 331, 85 (2000).

[26] F. Gabriele, C. Castellani, and L. Benfatto, Phys. Rev.
Res. 4, 023112 (2022).

[27] H. Hu, S. Kaiser, D. Nicoletti, C. R. Hunt, I. Gierz,
M. C. Hoffmann, M. Le Tacon, T. Loew, B. Keimer, and
A. Cavalleri, Nature Materials 13, 705 (2014).

[28] J. Y. Yuan, L. Y. Shi, L. Yue, B. H. Li, Z. X. Wang,
S. X. Xu, T. Q. Xu, Y. Wang, Z. Z. Gan, F. C. Chen,
Z. F. Lin, X. Wang, K. Jin, X. B. Wang, J. L. Luo, S. J.
Zhang, Q. Wu, Q. M. Liu, T. C. Hu, R. S. Li, X. Y. Zhou,
D. Wu, T. Dong, and N. L. Wang, “Revealing strong cou-
pling of collective modes between superconductivity and
pseudogap in cuprate superconductor by terahertz third
harmonic generation,” (2022), arXiv:2211.06961 [cond-
mat.supr-con].

[29] H. Jiang, T. Yuan, H. How, A. Widom, C. Vittoria, and
A. Drehman, Journal of applied physics 73, 5865 (1993).

[30] D. van der Marel and A. A. Tsvetkov, Phys. Rev. B 64,
024530 (2001).

[31] A. Dubroka, M. Rössle, K. W. Kim, V. K. Malik, D. Mun-
zar, D. N. Basov, A. A. Schafgans, S. J. Moon, C. T. Lin,
D. Haug, V. Hinkov, B. Keimer, T. Wolf, J. G. Storey,
J. L. Tallon, and C. Bernhard, Phys. Rev. Lett. 106,
047006 (2011).

[32] M. Grüninger, D. van der Marel, A. A. Tsvetkov, and
A. Erb, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84, 1575 (2000).

[33] E. Uykur, K. Tanaka, T. Masui, S. Miyasaka, and
S. Tajima, Phys. Rev. Lett. 112, 127003 (2014).

[34] H. Shibata and T. Yamada, Phys. Rev. Lett. 81, 3519
(1998).

[35] S. J. Zhang, Z. X. Wang, H. Xiang, X. Yao, Q. M. Liu,
L. Y. Shi, T. Lin, T. Dong, D. Wu, and N. L. Wang,
Phys. Rev. X 10, 011056 (2020).

[36] A. J. Leggett, Progress of Theoretical Physics 36,
901 (1966), https://academic.oup.com/ptp/article-
pdf/36/5/901/5256693/36-5-901.pdf.

[37] J. Hubbard, Phys. Rev. Lett. 3, 77 (1959).
[38] R. L. Stratonovich, Soviet Physics Doklady 2, 416 (1957).
[39] I. J. R. Aitchison, P. Ao, D. J. Thouless, and X.-M. Zhu,

Phys. Rev. B 51, 6531 (1995).
[40] S. De Palo, C. Castellani, C. Di Castro, and B. K.

Chakraverty, Phys. Rev. B 60, 564 (1999).

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.69.1455
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.69.1455
https://doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.71.1645
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/0921-4534(95)00198-0
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.50.3511
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02548125
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02548125
https://doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.91.167401
https://books.google.it/books?id=C9uAXYIlFhMC
https://books.google.it/books?id=C9uAXYIlFhMC
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139020916
https://doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/73/2/026501
https://doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/73/2/026501
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys358
https://doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.102.174505
https://doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.102.174505
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-21041-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-21041-6
https://doi.org/ 10.1038/s42005-022-01007-w
https://doi.org/ 10.1038/s42005-022-01007-w
https://doi.org/10.1080/23746149.2016.1212671
https://doi.org/10.1080/23746149.2016.1212671
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys3819
https://doi.org/ 10.1126/science.aan3438
https://doi.org/ 10.1126/science.aan3438
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1908368116
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1908368116
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.12.031008
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.12.031008
https://doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.105.L020502
https://doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.107.L140504
https://doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.107.L140504
https://doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.107.214506
https://doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.107.214506
https://doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.50.12831
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.66.094514
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.66.094514
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.83.4618
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.83.4618
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/S0921-4534(99)00612-7
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.4.023112
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.4.023112
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmat3963
http://arxiv.org/abs/2211.06961
http://arxiv.org/abs/2211.06961
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.64.024530
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.64.024530
https://doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.047006
https://doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.047006
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.84.1575
https://doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.127003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.81.3519
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.81.3519
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.10.011056
https://doi.org/10.1143/PTP.36.901
https://doi.org/10.1143/PTP.36.901
http://arxiv.org/abs/https://academic.oup.com/ptp/article-pdf/36/5/901/5256693/36-5-901.pdf
http://arxiv.org/abs/https://academic.oup.com/ptp/article-pdf/36/5/901/5256693/36-5-901.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.3.77
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.51.6531
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.60.564


21

[41] A. Paramekanti, M. Randeria, T. V. Ramakrishnan, and
S. S. Mandal, Phys. Rev. B 62, 6786 (2000).

[42] L. Benfatto, S. Caprara, C. Castellani, A. Paramekanti,
and M. Randeria, Phys. Rev. B 63, 174513 (2001).

[43] L. Benfatto, A. Toschi, and S. Caprara, Phys. Rev. B
69, 184510 (2004).

[44] Z. Sun, M. M. Fogler, D. N. Basov, and A. J. Millis,
Phys. Rev. Research 2, 023413 (2020).

[45] H. A. Fertig and S. Das Sarma, Phys. Rev. Lett. 65, 1482
(1990).

[46] H. A. Fertig and S. Das Sarma, Phys. Rev. B 44, 4480
(1991).

[47] E. H. Hwang and S. Das Sarma, Phys. Rev. B 52, R7010
(1995).

[48] J. Schrieffer, Theory of Superconductivity , Frontiers in
physics (Addison-Wesley, 1988).

[49] P. W. Anderson, Phys. Rev. 112, 1900 (1958).
[50] P. W. Anderson, Phys. Rev. 130, 439 (1963).
[51] B. Keimer, S. A. Kivelson, M. R. Norman, S. Uchida,

and J. Zaanen, Nature 518, 179 (2015).
[52] T. Shibauchi, H. Kitano, K. Uchinokura, A. Maeda,

T. Kimura, and K. Kishio, Phys. Rev. Lett. 72, 2263
(1994).

[53] C. Panagopoulos, J. R. Cooper, G. B. Peacock, I. Game-
son, P. P. Edwards, W. Schmidbauer, and J. W. Hodby,
Phys. Rev. B 53, R2999 (1996).

[54] A. Hosseini, D. M. Broun, D. E. Sheehy, T. P. Davis,
M. Franz, W. N. Hardy, R. Liang, and D. A. Bonn,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 107003 (2004).

[55] R. Fazio and H. van der Zant, Physics Reports 355, 235
(2001).

[56] P. Konsin and B. Sorkin, Phys. Rev. B 58, 5795 (1998).
[57] F. Alpeggiani and L. C. Andreani, Phys. Rev. B 88,

174513 (2013).
[58] M. Hepting, L. Chaix, E. W. Huang, R. Fumagalli, Y. Y.

Peng, B. Moritz, K. Kummer, N. B. Brookes, W. C. Lee,
M. Hashimoto, T. Sarkar, J. F. He, C. R. Rotundu, Y. S.
Lee, R. L. Greene, L. Braicovich, G. Ghiringhelli, Z. X.
Shen, T. P. Devereaux, and W. S. Lee, Nature 563, 374

(2018).
[59] J. Lin, J. Yuan, K. Jin, Z. Yin, G. Li, K.-J. Zhou, X. Lu,

M. Dantz, T. Schmitt, H. Ding, H. Guo, M. P. M. Dean,
and X. Liu, npj Quantum Materials 5, 4 (2020).

[60] A. Nag, M. Zhu, M. Bejas, J. Li, H. C. Robarts, H. Ya-
mase, A. N. Petsch, D. Song, H. Eisaki, A. C. Walters,
M. García-Fernández, A. Greco, S. M. Hayden, and K.-J.
Zhou, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125, 257002 (2020).

[61] S. Kaiser, C. R. Hunt, D. Nicoletti, W. Hu, I. Gierz, H. Y.
Liu, M. Le Tacon, T. Loew, D. Haug, B. Keimer, and
A. Cavalleri, Phys. Rev. B 89, 184516 (2014).

[62] P. Nozieres and D. Pines, Theory Of Quantum Liquids,
Advanced Books Classics (Avalon Publishing, New York,
NY, 1999).

[63] R. M. Pick, M. H. Cohen, and R. M. Martin, Phys. Rev.
B 1, 910 (1970).

[64] D. Belitz, S. De Souza-Machado, T. P. Devereaux, and
D. W. Hoard, Phys. Rev. B 39, 2072 (1989).

[65] T. Cea, D. Bucheli, G. Seibold, L. Benfatto, J. Loren-
zana, and C. Castellani, Phys. Rev. B 89, 174506 (2014).

[66] G. Seibold, L. Benfatto, C. Castellani, and J. Lorenzana,
Phys. Rev. B 92, 064512 (2015).

[67] A. L. Fetter and J. D. Walecka, Quantum Theory of
Many-Particle Systems (McGraw-Hill, Boston, 1971).

[68] G. Homann, J. G. Cosme, and L. Mathey, Physical Re-
view Research 2, 043214 (2020).

[69] G. Homann, J. G. Cosme, and L. Mathey, New Journal
of Physics 24, 113007 (2022).

[70] G. Homann, J. G. Cosme, J. Okamoto, and L. Mathey,
Physical Review B 103, 224503 (2021).

[71] T. Koyama and M. Tachiki, Phys. Rev. B 54, 16183
(1996).

[72] T. Koyama, Journal of the Physical Society of Japan 71,
2986 (2002), https://doi.org/10.1143/JPSJ.71.2986.

[73] J.-i. Okamoto, A. Cavalleri, and L. Mathey, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 117, 227001 (2016).

[74] J.-i. Okamoto, W. Hu, A. Cavalleri, and L. Mathey,
Phys. Rev. B 96, 144505 (2017).

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.62.6786
https://doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.63.174513
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.69.184510
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.69.184510
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.023413
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.65.1482
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.65.1482
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.44.4480
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.44.4480
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.52.R7010
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.52.R7010
https://books.google.it/books?id=XchWnQAACAAJ
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.112.1900
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.130.439
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature14165
https://doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.72.2263
https://doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.72.2263
https://doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.53.R2999
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.107003
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-1573(01)00022-9
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-1573(01)00022-9
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.58.5795
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.88.174513
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.88.174513
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-018-0648-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-018-0648-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41535-019-0205-9
https://doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.257002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.89.184516
https://books.google.it/books?id=q3wCwaV-gmUC
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.1.910
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.1.910
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.39.2072
https://doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.89.174506
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.92.064512
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/ac9b83
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/ac9b83
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.54.16183
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.54.16183
https://doi.org/10.1143/JPSJ.71.2986
https://doi.org/10.1143/JPSJ.71.2986
http://arxiv.org/abs/https://doi.org/10.1143/JPSJ.71.2986
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.227001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.227001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.96.144505

	Generalized Josephson plasmons in bilayer superconductors
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Effective-action formalism for plasma modes
	Description of the plasma oscillations via the SC phase in isotropic crystals
	Description of the plasma oscillations in single-layer superconductors
	Generalization to the bilayer case
	Polarizations of the mixed plasma modes
	Josephson plasma frequencies corrections with finite compressibility

	Linear response to an external e.m. field
	Experimental observations
	Optical conductivity

	Conclusions
	Phase-only effective action in the path-integral formalism
	Fields discretization in bilayer crystals
	Dispersions of the plasma modes in the nonrelativistic regime
	References


