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A system of superconducting layers with spacing d, in-layer penetration depth A, and Josephson cou-
pling between neighboring layers J is studied. When J =0 the system exhibits a two-dimensional (2D)
phase transition of vortex unbinding at a temperature T,. When A, <d a finite-size transition at T¢7> T,
distinguishes this system from an XY model. When J50, but vortices are neglected, Josephson fluxon
loops lead to a distinct phase transition at T, > T, in which a significant second nearest-layer coupling is
generated. Competing vortices and fluxon loops lead to a three-dimensional phase transition at T,
where T,<T,<T,. For CuO,based superconductors (A.,>>d) T, is near T, if
T.RJ>>T.exp(—E./T,), where E/ is a renormalized vortex-core energy; T drops to T, as J is de-
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creased, accounting for data on YBa,Cu;0,/PrBa,Cu;0; superlattices.

I. INTRODUCTION

Phase transitions in layered superconductors are of
considerable interest since most of the high-temperature
superconductors are layered. The structure! of supercon-
ductors such as YBa,Cu;0,, Bi,Sr,CaCu,0,, and
T1,Ba,CaCu,O; consists of a CuO, bilayer (i.e., two CuO,
layers separated by ~3 A) which is weakly interacting
with the other bilayers, being separated by 12-15 A.
Each bilayer is considered as one conducting layer; in the
absence of interlayer coupling, each such layer would ex-
hibit two-dimensional (2D) superconductivity.

The issue of dimensionality in layered superconductors
is significant in two aspects: (a) A quantitative aspect :
how close is the measured transition temperature 7, to
that of uncoupled layers? (b) A fundamental aspect: can
a layered three-dimensional (3D) system with weak inter-
layer coupling exhibit a 2D phase transition with the cor-
responding critical phenomena?

The significance of interlayer coupling was recently
tested by producing (YBa,Cu;0,),, (PrBa,Cu;0,), super-
lattices,? " * i.e., m layers of YBa,Cu;0, unit cells separat-
ed by n layers of insulating PrBa,Cu;0,. As n increased,
T, was found to decrease, saturating at>* n =8-16. In
particular, for m =1, T, dropped from 90 K (n =0) to
~20 K (n=16). Disorder or charge depletion may ac-
count for some of this reduction; however, this by itself
should reduce T, to zero at large n. The saturation of T,
at large n therefore indicates that the loss of interlayer
coupling should be a significant cause for the reduction in
T.. A single YBa,Cu;0, layer® has shown a similar resis-
tance curve to that of the 1X 16 superlattice, supporting
the claim for saturation. Data on
(Bi,Sr,CaCu,0y),, (Bi,Sr,CuOg), have shown a decrease
of T, from 59 K (n=0) to ~30 K (m=1, n=2) with
Bi,Sr,CuQ; being a semiconductor.® Similar superlat-
tices’” showed no change in T,=75 K from n=0 to
m =1, n =S5; however, Bi,Sr,CuQOy in the latter case is a
superconductor with 7,=15 K and is therefore less
effective in decoupling the Bi,Sr,CaCu,0y layers.

Interlayer coupling can also be controlled by iodine in-
tercalation of Bi,Sr,CaCu,O,; T, is then reduced by 10
K, although the crystal sheet resistance is hardly affected
by the intercalation.® This indicates that intralayer prop-
erties are not affected, leaving the change in interplane
coupling as the main cause for the reduction in 7.

Superconductivity of an isolated layer is described by a
2D phase transition® of the Kosterlitz-Thouless'® and
Berezinskii!! type. The transition temperature T,
separates a regime of thermally excited vortices from that
of bound vortices. The presence of such a transition can
be observed in two ways:® (i) Resistivity p, of free vor-
tices at T > T, which is of the form

~exp{ —2[b(T°—T)/(T—T,)1"*}, T°>T>T,,
pu c v (4 v

(1)

where b is a constant and T is the mean-field transition
temperature. (ii) Unbinding of vortices by the current at
T <T,, leading to a current- (I) voltage (V) relation of
the form

y~I19D T<T,. 2)

The exponent a(T') jumps from 1 to 3 at T, while the ex-
trapolation of a(T') to 1 yields T?.

An increasing number of experiments show the pres-
ence of the relations (1) and (2) on a variety of com-
pounds,'?” !5 as summarized in Table I of Ref. 16. From
the values of T,, T2, and the London penetration depth,
the thickness of a superconducting layer relative to that
of a single CuO, layer, ¢ .4, can be deduced. This analysis
shows that ¢ .4 is much less than the number of layers in
the samples, though it is 614, i.e., larger than 1. These
experiments seem contradictory —the nonlinear I-V indi-
cates 2D phenomena of uncoupled layers, while the
strong dependence of T, on layer separation implies
strong interlayer coupling.

The theoretical study of layered superconductors is
based on the Ginzburg-Landau continuum theory for
each layer and a Josephson coupling between neighboring
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layers.!” '8 This model defines two types of topological

excitations: (i) vortices, which are point singularities in
each plane, and (ii) fluxons, which are lines parallel to the
layers across which the relative phase of neighboring lay-
ers changes by 2.

The system with J =0 was first solved by Efetov,'® and
more recently was further studied by several au-
thors.?0~2* It was found that although the planes are cou-
pled via the 3D magnetic field, the vortex-vortex interac-
tion is logarithmic in distance, similar to the case of an
isolated layer. A 2D-type phase transition for vortex un-
binding at a temperature 7, is then expected; this was
confirmed recently by an explicit renormalization-group
(RG) study.?’

When J70, fluctuations of fluxon loops compete with
the vortex transition. Assuming that vortices are absent,
the system has a phase transition at T,; at T> T, fluc-
tuations of fluxon loops destroy the correlation between
layers allowing for an independent 2D behavior of each
layer, while for T < T the layers are correlated resulting
in a 3D long-range order. The neglect of vortices is con-
sistent for isolated or widely separated junctions, e.g.,
junctions on twin boundaries?® in YBa,Cu;0,.

For layered superconductors the separate treatment of
T, and T is consistent only if T, <T,—the interval
Ty <T<T, has then (i) no free vortices (being bound
below T,), which is the assumption in deriving T, and
(ii) J is renormalized to zero (by thermally excited fluxon
loops when T > T), which is the assumption in deriving
T,. The interval T, <T <T, (assuming T, <T,) is a 2D
superconducting phase, consistent with the observed non-
linear I-V relation. This was Friedel’s motivation for pro-
posing®” that T, <T,. However, Korshunov?® has stud-
ied a discrete-Gaussian version for the free energy of lay-
ered superconductors and has found that 7> T, for all
model parameters. Therefore a 2D regime is absent and
the transition temperature T, is a 3D one.

The dependence of T, on the anisotropy is essential for
understanding the data on the superlattices. For the an-
isotropic layered X-Y model,”” it was argued that
T,—T,~1In"%J/T,), while Korshunov?® has argued
that In(T, —T,)~ T, /J; both results are for small J /T,.

A related problem is the full range of T, /T, as the sys-
tem becomes isotropic. Numerical data’®3! on the X-Y
model limits T, to be in the range 1<T,/T, <2.4, with
the upper limit given by the isotropic X-Y model. Experi-
mentally, however, T, changes by a factor of ~4, while
the X-Y coupling 7 decreases at higher T (e.g., in the
mean field 7~T%—T); thus, T,/7 changes by
~MT2—T,)/(T°—T,), which is much larger than the
2.4 value of the X-Y model.

The excessive drop of T, /7 (beyond the 2.4 factor) has
been related to a change of TCO due to either boundary
effects®® or to change depletion from the YBCO layers.?
The latter effect was found to correlate® with fits of Eq.
(1), which indicate a decrease in TCO. Since direct data on
intralayer properties of superlattices are not yet available,
the experimental value of the allowed range of T, /7 is
not yet settled.

In the present paper, the phase transition in layered su-

BARUCH HOROVITZ 47

perconductors is studied in detail, expanding the presen-
tation of previous publications.?>3® In particular, I show
that the 7,(J) dependence can account for a large varia-
tion in T,, which is due to the presence of a core-energy
parameter E,, a parameter which is absent in the conven-
tional X-Y model.

Section II presents the model and its transformation to
vortex and fluxon variables. Section III solves the J=0
system, showing the vortex transition 7, and the vortex
correlation length &,. Section IV solves the system with
J7#0, but assuming that vortices are not present; this
yields the fluxon transition at T and a correlation length
&f. Section V then shows that the full system, with both
vortices and fluxons, scales to a 3D isotropic system
when §,~§,, which therefore defines the 3D transition
temperature T,. Section VI analyzes data on T, of super-
lattice systems. In a subsequent paper,!® the effect of
magnetic fields parallel to the layers is studied. It is
shown there that such fields may decouple the system
into effective 2D layers, accounting for the observed I-V
data, even for relatively strong interlayer coupling.

II. MODEL

Consider an infinite stack of parallel layers with spac-
ing d in the z direction; each layer is continuous in the
r=(x,y) plane. A Ginzburg-Landau-type free energy is
given in terms of an order parameter || exp[ig,(r)] on
the nth layer and the 3D vector potential A(r,z). For
temperatures not too close to the mean-field transition
temperature, the dominant fluctuations are due to the
phase @, (r) and the amplitude |¢| can be taken as a con-
stant except near vortices. A vortex is a singular point on
one given layer around which ¢, (r) changes by 277. Each
singularity must be accompanied by a reduction of 1|,
which vanishes at the vortex center; the reduction ex-
tends over the coherence length £, The presence of vor-
tices can therefore be defined by an integer field s, (r),
which takes values of 0,+1 on a lattice of spacing &,.
The amplitude variation at each vortex generates a core
energy E., which is roughly the loss of condensation en-
ergy in a volume £3d,, where d, is the layer thickness.
Note that this core energy is present in addition to the
energy of the +27 phase winding with a constant || out-
side the core.

Each layer is assumed to be sufficiently thin (dy < &)
so that @, (r) and A(r,z) are z independent within each
layer. The supercurrent energy involves then the
coefficient

[azlylP~dy/A*=1/4, ,

where A is the London penetration length parallel to the
layers; typically, A,~10°~107 A>>d~10 A for the
CuO, systems. The Lawrence-Doniach effective free en-
ergy,!”!8 supplemented with the core-energy term, is
therefore
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— %3 [dreos (=g, ()= C@r/8 [ A(r,z0dz | +E sk, 3)
0 n n

where J is the Josephson coupling and ¢,=hc /2e is the
flux quantum; two-component vectors are boldfaced,
while three-component ones are arrowed, e.g., A. The
four terms of (3) describe the 3D magnetic energy, the 2D
supercurrents, the Josephson coupling, and the vortex-
core energy, respectively.

In the limit of charge e —0 (with A, ~e ~2) and E, =0,
Eq. (3) reduces to an anisotropic X-Y model

=3 [d*

T 2
8#[V¢n(r)]

—é cos[@,(t)—g, (D]}, @

0

where 7=¢3/4m*A,. For slow n dependence, the cosine
can be expanded, identifying an anisotropy parameter
87d%J /Er; when this parameter is ~1, Fyy becomes
isotropic.

Returning to the general e70 system of Eq. (3), it is
useful to separate the phase into its singular and non-
singular components. This separation yields the natural
variables s, (r) and 6, (r) of this system, where

Es a(r—r')+¢%(r) , (5a)
0,(r)=¢(r)—¢% _ (1)
nd

—(2 A,(r,z')dz' , 5b

( 7T/¢0)f(n_])d L(r,2")dz (5b)

with a(r)=tan"!(y /x) and ¢°(r) is the nonsingular part

of ¢, (r).

The problem at hand is to evaluate the partition sum of
Eq. (3), i.e., integrate exp[ —F/T] over all configurations
of A(r,z), 6 (r), and s,(r). A 51gn1ﬁcant simplification is
achieved by ﬁrst 1ntegratmg A(r,z), which can be done
exactly since A(r,z) is a Gaussian variable. The pro-
cedure is to solve for the minimum condition
8F/8A(r,z)=0 for A(r,z) in terms of 6,(r) and s,(r)
and resubstitute in Eq. (3). This leads to the main result
of this section: Eq. (15), an effective free energy in terms
of 0,,(r) and s, (r), which is exactly equivalent to the orig-
inal system of Eq. (3).

In fact, A4, is determined by 4,, 4, and the gauge con-
in the London gauge V-4 =0 and 4 -7 =0 on
Thus one needs

0,i.e.,

(r,z)16(z—nd)/A, , (6)

dition, e.g.,
the surface (7 is normal to the surface).
the solution for 4,, 4, from 87/8 A(r,z)=

—VZA=3 [®,(r)— A

where @, (r)=(¢y/27)Ve,(r). The Fourier transform of
Va(r) is 2miZ Xq/q, where Z and q are unit vectors in the
z and q directions, respectively; q and k are Fourier
transform variables of r and n, respectively. Hence the
Fourier transform of @, (r) is, from Eq. (5a),

®(q,k)=d 3 [d’ ®,(r)expliq-r+iknd)

=(i¢o/q)2Xqs(q,k)/E3—(ido/2m)qp%(q,k) ,
(7)

where ¢%q,k) and s(q,k) are Fourier transforms of
@2 (r) and s, (r), respectively [with 3 — fdzr/g(z) in the
s(q,k) definition]. Here |k| <7 /d, while g =|q| is limit-
ed by the system size R in the x-y plane and by the cutoff
on phase fluctuations, A, i.e., 1/R <gq <A and A=1/§,.
Since A(r,z) is defined on all z, its Fourier transform
A(q,k) has an unbounded k values, while A(r,nd),
defined at the discrete values z =nd, has a Fourier trans-
form [defined as in Eq. (7)] A(q,k), with |k| <7/d. Us-
ing periodic boundary conditions

Alg,k)=3 Alg,k+2mm/d), ®)

with summation on all integers m. The Fourier trans-
form of Eq. (6) and application of Eq. (8) yield

A(q,k)=®(q,k)f(g,k)/[1+f(q,k)], (9a)
A(q,k)=®(q,k)/{A,d(g*>+Kk>)[1+f(q,k)]}, (9b)
where
1
(g,k)=
fq, Ae % g*+(k+2mm /d)?
1 sinh(qd)

" 2A,q cosh(qd)— cos(kd) 1o

Consider next the magnetic-energy term
Jd*rdz(Vx 4y
=—[d¥dz A-V?A— [ 4-(Vxd)xds. (1

The term on the surface ds vanishes for zero external
fields (with a finite external field, it is canceled by the en-
ergy of the external field, which has the same surface
term with opposite sign). The bulk term, by using Eq. (6),
for the A4,, A, components yields, for the first two terms
of Eq. (3),
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(87A,d) " [ d?q dk(2m) 3| @(q, k)12 /[1+f(q,k)]
—(8m)7! [d¥rdz 4,9%4, . (12)

A, is determined by the gauge condition, i.e.,
A,(q,k)=—q- A(q,k)/k, with A(q,k) given by Egs. (7)
and (9b); note that the vortex term does not contribute to
A,; hence, Az(q,k)~<p°(q,k).

In the following we need integrals with periodic func-

1

tions g(k)=g(k +27/d) of the form
I7 dk g’ k) /1K +kD)]

=7 kg O~ (g k)hd . (3)
In the final form, ¢%q, k ) is replaced by 6(q, k) [Eq. (5b)],

which by using the solution for 4,(q,k) and Eq. (13) be-
comes

0(q,k)=¢°%q,k)[1— exp(ikd)][1+ f(0,k)]/[1+ f(gq,k)] . (14)

Note that the vortex and ¢° terms in Eq. (7) are orthogonal so that when (7) is substituted in (12) these variables decou-
ple; the only coupling in ¥ is in the cosine term of (3). Finally, substituting 4,(q,k) in terms of ¢°(q,k) and _A(q,k) in
terms of s(q,k) and ¢%q,k) in Eq. (12), using Egs. (13) and (14), yields for the effective free energy with 4 being in-

tegrated out,

F=IT 3 s5,(0G,(r—r,n—n")s,(r')+E, 3 sr)+1T 3 G; '(q,k)|6(q,k)|?
n,r;n',r' n,r a.k
—(J/E)S, fdzrcos 9,,(1')+2'[s,,(r')—s,,_l(r’)]a(r—r’) ) (15)
where
G,(q,k)=md(r/T){[1+f(q,k)]g*} ", (16a)
G(q,k)=4m(T /7)(d?/A,)[1+ (4], /d)sin*(kd /2)]/q7 , (16b)

and 7=¢3/(4m*A,). As an additional check, Eq. (15) was rederived in the axial gauge ( 4,=0), confirming that it is

gauge invariant.

The terms of Eq. (15) represent the vortex-vortex interaction, the vortex-core energy, the deformation energy of the
nonsingular phase 6, (r), and the Josephson coupling, respectively. Note that the Josephson term is the only one which

couples the variables 6,,(r) and s,,(r).

The next two sections analyze two limits of the free energy (15), while Sec. IV returns to study the full problem of Eq.

(15).

III. VORTEX TRANSITION

In this section the system with J =0 is studied. The well-known logarithmic interaction!® 2> between vortices is first

reproduced, and then a RG analysis is presented.

The Fourier transform of Eq. (16a) yields the vortex-vortex interaction in real space,

sinh(gd )

Gy(romy=== [* g ) s, ,— SBGD) [ —2g) 1]-17205 =1 (g)— (b~ Hg)— 1112} |, (17)

2T Y 1R ¢ ' 2A.q

e

where J,(gr) is a Bessel function of the first kind and

_ 2A.q
~ 2A,q cosh(gd )+ sinh(gd)

b(q)

(18)

The long-range behavior of (17) is obtained for r >>d, where b(g) can be approximated by b(0)=2A,/(2A,+d);

hence,

G,(r,n)=

T
— 57 8no~ {1+

4)\(6 —1/2 . d
d 22,

In particular, for d <<A,, as for the Cu,O layers,

d2

4A2

172 7nl
] In(r/R) . (19)
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G,(r,n)=—(7/2T)In(r /R) ,
G,(r,n)=

n=0,

The logarithmic interaction between vortices on different
layers is much weaker than for those on the same layer.
Note also that the exponential factor has a long decay
length of (A, /d)'/? layers.

The usual Kosterlitz-Thouless'®
a free energy of a single vortex,

1TG,(£,0)— T In(R /£,)*=

argument leads now to

2(T,—T)InR +const .

for large R, where the vortex transition temperature from
Eq. (19) is

Tu=%[1—(1+4xe/d)_”2] : 1)

For T > T,, creation of free vortices is favored, leading
to a finite vortex density, while for T' < T, the vortex den-
sity vanishes. This argument is presented in more detail
in Appendix B and an effective free energy is derived.

It is instructive to consider also the shorter-range be-
havior of G,(r,n). When d <<A,, G,(r,n) is logarithmic
at both large distance [Eq. (20)] and short distance r <<d,
e.g., G,(r,0)=—(7/2T)In(r /R ). The situation is more
interesting when d >>A,:

G,(r,0)=—(7A,/Td)Ilnr /R, A,<<d <<r , (22a)
G,(r,0)=(7A,/Tr)+ const, A, <<r<<d , (22b)
G,(r,0)=—(7/2T)In(r /R), r<<A,<<d , (22¢)

so that the interaction is not logarithmic only in the in-
termediate range of A, <<r <<d. Note also that the
coefficients of the logarithmic interaction vary from 7/2T
at short distance to TA, /Td at very long distance.

Before presenting the RG analysis, it is useful to con-
sider some magnetic properties of vortices. The single-
vortex configuration has a magnetic field which
penetrates through neighboring layers on which the
phase is nonsingular. The usual scenario of flux penetra-
tion into a superconductor, e.g., in the 3D case, involves
currents J =(c /4m)V XV X A, which decay faster than
1/r. Integration of the London equation [Eq. (6)] along a
circle of large radius yields then flux quantization and
that a finite flux must be related to an integer number of
vortices. However, in layered superconductors (with cou-
pling J=0), the currents decay as 1/r; in fact, the
current due to a single vortex at the origin is in the az-
imuthal direction 8, with magnitude

d

Jolr,z)=—(cT /) 3, >

n

G,(r,n)d(z—nd) . (23)

This can be derived either directly from Eq. (9) or by not-
ing that this current represents the Lorenz force of one
vortex on another one and is therefore proportional to
the gradient of the vortex-vortex potential TG,(r,n).
The logarithmic form of G,(r,n) leads then to currents
which decay as 1/r; thus, the current term can balance
the flux term in Eq. (6) without a phase singularity.

(/4T )(d /A,)?exp[ —|n|(d /A,)*]In(r /R) ,

(20a)

n7+0 . (20b)

-
The coefficient of the 1/7 term in Eq. (23) determines
the total flux (in the z direction) through the nth layer
due to a vortex at the Oth layer:
172 ] In|

—1/2
[ d |4, a
(24)

1+ =
Ao o 4Al

d(n)=4¢,

d 2\

e

In particular, the flux #(0) through the plane with the
vortex can be much smaller than ¢, if A, >>d. The flux
acquires a radial component at z#0 reducing its z com-
ponent; @¢(n) vanishes for n— o so that at large dis-
tances the whole flux escapes in the radial direction.

An important question is whether a single vortex is the
lowest-energy excitation—it might be favorable for a sin-
gle vortex to nucleate other ones so as to reduce the
long-range currents. Consider a vortex “line” of length
m consisting of m point vortices, one on top of the other,
i.e., on planes n=0,1,...,m—1 at r=0. The corre-
sponding energy, for A, >>d, is

—1
=1 2 TG,(0,n —

n,n'=0

E(m) n')+mE,

=(7/8){m In(dA, /E3)+2V A, /d

X[1—exp(—mV'd /A,)]InR}+mE.+C ,

(25)

where C is independent of m (or of R) in the limit
m - (or R — ), respectively. Thus E(m) is an in-
creasing function of m and m =1 is the lowest-energy ex-
citation. In particular, the InR term is canceled when
m >>(A,/d )% similar conclusions apply to all A,/d.
The cancellation of the InR term is related to the ¢,k —0
form of

G,(q,k)~{q*+q*/[Ad(g*+Kk)]} T,

which is nonsingular when k =0.
The total magnetization of a single vortex is in the z
direction, with the rather simple result

M,= [(VxA),d*r=¢yd . (26)

An external magnetic field H! perpendicular to the layers
couples to m vortices with the energy H'm,d /4m. The
lowest field at which this energy overcomes the creation
energy (25) is for m — « and is given by (at T=0 and
A, >>d)

=¢o[LIn(A,d /ED+AE, /7]/(4Th,d) . 27)

The usual 3D form of H), is obtained by using an
effective London penetration length A
=(7&ed)1/2=7»(d /do)l/z, i.e., as if the condensate density
~A72 is spread over the whole spacing d, reducing the
average condensate density by factor d, /d.
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The case of an isolated layer3* is obtained in the limit
d— o, ie., ¢(0)=¢, [Eq. (24)], while M,— o and
H} —0. Note also that the vortex-vortex interaction in
an isolated layer is not logarithmic at very large distances
[Eq. (22b)], while with a finite d screening from other lay-
ers always result in logarithmic interaction for » >>d.

I proceed now to study the finite-temperature behavior
by applying the RG method. The partition function Z of
(15) with J=0 is first transformed into that of a sine-
Gordon system by rewriting it as

Z= [Dyexp |—12m) 73 [d?q dkG, \(q,k)|x(q,k)I?

—i 3 Xn(1)s,(r)—(E,/T) 3, s3(r)

n,r n,r

(28)

When the Gaussian field Y, (r) is integrated, the original
form (15) is recovered. Instead, the sum on s, =0,*1 can
be performed at each site r leading to a factor of

[1 [1+yocos¥,(r)]= exp [yozcos)'(',,(r) , (29)
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where yo=2exp(—E,/T) and a y3 cos2y,(r) term, being
irrelevant near the phase transition, is neglected. Since
E, is a chemical potential for vortices, y, is known as the
vortex fugacity.

The resulting free energy has the form of the sine-
Gordon system [Eq. (A1)], and the RG procedure, as de-
tailed in Appendix A, can be followed. Equation (A4)
identifies the function

glg,k)=(r/8T)[1+f(q,k)]'. (30)

To check the relevancy of cos[X,(r)tX,(r)], consider
Eq. (A18) for X, (ho=h,=0)=(r/8T){---}, where
{ -+ -} are the brackets in Eq. (17). It can be checked
that X,_.o <<X, near X,=1 [see, e.g., Eq. (20)] so that all
these terms, including the v and A, terms in (A1) and
(A4), can be neglected. The recursion relations (A20)
therefore involve only the fugacity y and the self-energies
of type h:

dy=2y[1—Xy(hy,1/€)]d In ,

31)
dhy=2y**X,(hy,1/€)d In€ ,

with initial conditions

Xo=Xo(hgy,q),

y(&y)=yo, ho(§y)=0, and

Xo(ho,q)={ho+8T /7] ! {1— sinh(gd ){[2A,(1+ho7/8T)q cosh(gd )+ sinh(gd )1 —[2A,(1+hy7/8T)g1?} '/ ]

To first order in y, the transition temperature of (31) is
determined by X,(h,=0,1/6=0) and Eq. (21) is
recovered precisely. The phase transition is now inter-
preted according to the flow of the vortex fugacity y; for
T <T,, y flows to zero and vortices are absent on long
scales, while, for T > T, y flows to a finite value; i.e., vor-
tices are thermally excited.

To second order in y and for A, /d >>1, as typical for
CuO,-based superconductors, X,=(ho+8T /7)"!; con-
sidering X, as the scaling variable instead of 4, Eq. (31)
reduces to the standard 2D scaling!®!!

dy=2y(1—X,)d In , (33a)

dX,=—2y%?X3d Inf , (33b)
with the initial values y(§,) =y, Xo(§,)=7/8T. The tra-
jectories of (33) are the well-known hyperbolas!®11:35-37
of the form

1 8T
——1| —yHy?=|——1| —yHi=4 34
X() yy r yy() > ( )

with a phase transition at
T,=(r/8)(1—vyyq) . (35)

For T>T,, y is relevant and reaches a strong-coupling
situation y =~ 1, where thermal fluctuations are inefficient.

(32)

f

Thus &, for which y(£,)=1 is identified as the vortex
correlation length. Near T, [ie, A4<0, T,<T
<(7/8)1+7yyy)], y first decreases and then increases to
y =1 at the scale

&, ~&oexp[m/4(— 4)'?]

=&y exp[(72/32yy, )1 —T /T /(T /T,—1)]'2,
(36)

where the form 7=7,(1—T/T?) has been used. For
T>T,, but not too close to T,[T R (7/8)(1+vyy,)], the
effect of the second-order term in y is not significant,
leading to

gvzgo[yo]—(z—‘r/4’1‘)_1 . (37)

These results are confirmed by numerical solutions of the
full equations for A, /d =103 as shown in Fig. 1(a). Since
the self-energy h is mainly effective in the combination
hy,+8T /7, the latter can be interpreted as a temperature
renormalization.

It is interesting to consider the case of d R A,, which
applies to isolated or well-separated 2D junctions, e.g.,
junctions on twin boundaries?! in YBa,Cu;0;. For scales
& <<A,, Xo=7/8T (for small h;) and the scaling (31) acts
as if T, =7/8, while, in the final integration range £ >>d,



47 LAYERED SUPERCONDUCTORS. I. VORTEX AND FLUXON ...

X, =~A,7/4dT and scaling proceeds as appropriate for the
thermodynamic limit transition T,=A,7/4d S7/8.
Thus, for A,7/4d ST S 7/8, y(§) first decreases, as if the
system were ordered, but eventually y(&) increases when
&> A, to signal the actual disordered phase. It is possi-
ble, however, that the latter increase is smaller than the
former decrease because of a finite size R. This defines a
finite-size transition temperature T¢, which can be much
higher than T, if d >A,,

T =(7/8)In(2A, /&,)/In(R /&,)+O(y,) , R>>A, ,

(38a)
vy

0.5

T T n
1.0 1.2 1.4

hy+87T/r

0.4+

0.34

0.24

T
0.0 IJ‘,Z 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4

ho+8Ti

FIG. 1. Scaling of the vortex system [Egs. (31) and (32)] for
vortex fugacity y and self-energy h, [the axis is hy+ T /7, which
may be interpreted as a renormalized temperature; y is a
nonuniversal parameter, see Eq. (A7)]. Trajectories start on
their left end with various 87 /7 and initial y(§,) values, as can
be inferred from the figure. (a) A,/d=10° and A, /£,=10. (b)
A./d=0.1 and A, /&,=10%. The marked circles in case (b) cor-
respond to the point where £ reaches 10*&,,.
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T=7/84+0(y,), R <<A, . (38b)

The result (38) is confirmed by numerical solution of the
full equations (31) for A,/d =0.1 and A,/&,=10° [Fig.
1(b)]. The strict phase transition is, for yy;,=0.2, at
T /87=0.415; however, for a system size R = 10%£,, the
renormalized yy at £=R is reached at the points marked
by the circles in Fig. 1(b). These points correspond to
yy >0.2 only for T /872 0.8, i.e., T*T/87~0.8.

Note that the existence of T¢% is due to the gauge cou-
pling e; for the corresponding X-Y model (e —0 and
A,~e 2— ), the condition d * A, for Eq. (38) cannot
apply. Consider two interesting limiting examples where
the effect of e0 is significant: first, the well-known case
of an isolated superconducting film,’ i.e., d — . Unlike
the X-Y system, there is no strict phase transition in this
case (T,~d ~'—0) and just the finite-size transition (38)
survives. This is due to the screening of the vortex singu-
larity beyond the distance A,, a screening which is absent
in an X-Y model. The second example is the case of thick
layers, i.e., a system of bulk superconductors joined by
2D junction (both d and d, become large). Note, howev-
er, that our starting model is valid only if d, is not too
large; i.e., 7/8 should not be too close to T? so that the
3D correlation is still short, i.e., £35 <dy. Thus increas-
ing d— and dy—§&;p implies that 7,—0, while
T TY; the latter is the correct T, since the layer is
becoming a bulk system.

IV. FLUXON TRANSITION

In this section Eq. (15) is studied in the limit of absent
vortices; i.e., the only allowed configuration for s,(r) is
s5,(r)=0; this limit can be considered as the E, — oo limit
of Eq. (15). As shown in Sec. V, the resulting phase tran-
sition is an upper bound for the actual finite E, transition
temperature 7T, and its correlation length is involved in
determining T..

The topological excitations in this system are due to
the J cosf,(r) term of the free energy. These excitations
are lines in between neighboring layers, so that by cross-
ing these lines in the x,y plane the relative phase of the
layers [0, (r) of Eq. (5b)] changes by +2#. These lines
are known as Josephson vortices or fluxons, and the latter
terminology is adopted here. Unlike vortices (those of
Sec. III), fluxons do not have a singular core since the
fluxon line is in between superconducting layers.
Thermal fluctuations are expected to generate fluxon
loops between neighboring layers—inside a loop, 8,(r) is
+2m different from 6, (r) outside the loop. Crossing the
loop, 6, (r) varies smoothly over a finite length.

The magnetization of a fluxon, unlike its core, is not
confined to a single interlayer spacing. Using Egs. (7),
(9b), and (13), the magnetization in the x direction can be
written as
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dz(VX A4),

Mx(r,n)ZLnd

—(¢o/2m)d [ dk /2w 3 [1+(4A, /d ) sin’Lkd
<

17'[86,(r) /3y ] explik(n —n')d] . (39)

Similarly M, (r,n) involves 36,.(r)/dx, while M,(r,n)=0. For a single fluxon line, fdy 96,(r)/dy = F 2, so that the

flux in the x direction turns out to be ¢, (n

)==x¢(n) of Eq. (24). Thus, for A,/d >>1, ¢,(0)<<1 and ¢, (n) decays as

exp[ —|n|(d /A, )'"?]. Quantization does apply to the total flux, i.e., 3,6, (n)==td,.

The fluxon system can be solved by the RG procedure of Appendix A. Identify G(g,k)=

g(q,k) of Eq. (A4) as
g(q,k)=(Td /2A,7)[1+(4A, /d ) sin*Lkd ] .

The variables X, of Eq. (A18) become, now,

(1+d/2A,—

— coskd ) cosmkd

G/(g,k) [Eq. (16b)] and

(40)

X, (ho,h, df

In particular,

X,(0,0)=(T/7)[(1+d /21A,)8,, 60— 58, +1] - (42)
For n+#0,%1 terms such as cos[X,(r)tY,(r)] are ir-
relevant since for these X, (0,0)=0 [see condition of Eq.
(A23)]. However, for n==%1, X, =—1(1+d /2A,) when
Xo=1; 1ie., for d/A,<<1, the free-energy term
v cos[X,{r)+X,+(r)] is almost relevant at X,=1. In
other words, y and v become relevant (in first order) at a
small parameter difference |X 0~ X+ |=d /A, <<1, so
that one cannot neglect the v term in the RG procedure.
In terms of the original phases @, (r), the v term corre-
sponds to a Josephson coupling between next-nearest lay-
ers.

The RG scaling equations are given by Eq. (A20), with
Xy, X of Eq. (41) and with initial values at £=§, given
by y=J/T, v <<J /T, hoy=h[=0. Before presenting nu-
merical solutions, it is instructive to consider two simpler
limiting situations. First, neglect v and A, corresponding
to d /A, being not too small. Assuming also hy<<1,

Xo(ho)=(T /7)(1+d /2),)
—ho(T /T3 +d /A, +d?/4A2) . (43)

Considering now X, as a scaling variable instead of A,
the RG equations (A20) for y and h, become

dy =2y(1—X,)d In ,
- (44)
dX,=—27*T’X}d In£ ,
where
P =y 2+d /A, +d>/402)(1+d /24,) 72

the initial values are yo=J/T and
Xo(E)=(T /T)(1+d /2A,). Equation (44) has the stan-
dard 2D scaling form'®!'"35737 jdentical to that of Eq.
(33). The phase transition is at

T,=1/[(1+d /24 N 1—7J /T] . (45)

For T > Ty, y is irrelevant—i.e., the layers are decoupled

41)

27 7/T+(hy+h, coskd )(1+d /2\,— coskd )

by thermally excited fluxon loops—while for T <7, y is
relevant, allowing for full 3D correlations between the
layers. Thus T is a transition from a phase with 2D
power-law corrections at high temperatures to a 3D
phase with exponential correlations at low temperatures.

The correlation lengths can be analyzed as done below
Eq. (34); near T, [7/(1+7yo)<T <T,],

7T /329 r/T—1+9J /T) 1]/
m T /327 10)(1—=T/T,)"'1V2,  (46)

§r=&o exp[(
~&qexp|(

where in the last form 7=7,(1—T/T?) was used. When
T'is not too close to T, T S 7/(1+7y,),

,] —[20—1/7)7!

gf =& 47)

Consider now a second simplified situation in which
both y and v are maintained, but A, k| are neglected. In

particular, in the limit d/A,<<1, X, =T/,
X,=-—T/27, and Eq. (A20) yields

dy=[2y(1—=T/7)+y'ywT /7]d In , 43)

48

dv=[2v(1—T/7')+%y’y2T/‘r]d Ing .

These equations have the fixed point y =v =0, as well as
the nontrivial fixed point

y*=x@/y")1—7/T),
=2/y")1—=7/T),

(49)

which defines a critical line v*=21|y*|sgn(1—7/T).
Linearizing (y —y*,v —v ™) near the fixed point yields the
eigenvalues

}H:(g/go)‘l(l-T/‘r) ,
)¥2:(§/§0)—2(1_T/T) ,

with eigenvectors e, =(1, ¥1), e,=(1,%x1) (Fig. 2). For
T >, e, is the relevant direction, while e, is irrelevant.
For an initial v=0, the critical point is at

=(6/v')(1—7/T); i.e., the transition temperature is at

(50)
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(a) (b)

FIG. 2. Structure of the fixed points for the simplified fluxon
system [Eq. (48)]: (a) T <t and (b) T> 7.

T,=1/(1—y'yo/6) (51)

with a correlation exponent [2(T/r—1)]"!. For
J/T<y§, y=v=0 is the final fixed point which then
dominates the critical behavior [Fig. 2(b)]. Comparison
of Eq. (51) with Eq. (45) shows that T, is enhanced by
generating either a v term or an A term in a similar way.

For T <, e, is relevant, while e, is irrelevant [Fig.
2(a)]. To reach the fixed point (49), one needs an initial
(possibly small) v(£;) <0 and the critical y, is near zero;
the corresponding correlation length is

7 —[4(1—T/m)]7!
Ei=E T (52)

Comparison with Eq. (47) shows that §7 <<&%; i.e., the vi-
cinity of the fixed point (49) is reached much faster then
the vicinity of y =1 as defined by §,. Thus the combined
effect of y and v enhances the renormalization rate and
one may expect that the solution of the RG equation
(A20) will show that v is generated and that the final
strong-coupling situation is reached faster than the scale
of (47); a reasonable guess is that y =1 is reached when
the correlation length is in between those of Egs. (47) and
(52),

—[29(1=T/m)] !

J » (53)

5/“50 ‘]‘:

with 1 <7 <2, depending on T /7. The following numeri-
cal solutions yield n~=~1 at T /7<0.4 and increasing to
1.4 at T/7=0.9 when 9»J/T=0.01 or to 1.9 at
T/7=0.9 when 7J /T =0.1. The increase is, however,
mainly due to the 4, renormalization, with a smaller part
due to the generated v term.

Numerical solutions of the full RG equations (A20)
with X, X, given by Eq. (41) are shown in Figs. 3 and 4.
Figures 3(a) and 3(b) show a case with T <7 which is
affected by a fixed point with v * <0 similar to that of Fig.
2(a); the trajectory is somewhat dependent on the initial
sign of v. For both signs of initial v, the final stage of
y=1 is accompanied by a fairly large v. Figure 3(c)
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shows a case with 7> 7, affected by a fixed point with
v* >0, similar to that of Fig. 2(b); for T < T;, a strong v
is again generated. Thus a strong Josephson coupling be-
tween next-nearest-neighbor layers is generated when
T <T,. This provides an experimental signature which

1y
(a) //

0.14

Yy
.//
n.s-‘ . /
vy ~
] /

T T 1
-0.05 0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15

2yv

FIG. 3. Scaling of the fluxon system [Eqgs. (A20) and (41)] for
A./d =10% projected in the y,v plane; y and v are the nearest-
and next-nearest-interlayer Josephson couplings [y =7’ is as-
sumed, see Eq. (A7)]. The trajectories start near v =0 with vari-
ous initial values y(&,), as can be inferred from the figure (a)
T/7=0.8, v(§)=—0.001. (b) T/7=0.8, v(£)=0.001. (c)
T/7=1.2, v(§)=0. The choice v(£,)==0.001 has a minor
effect on the latter trajectories.
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can test the dominance of the fluxon description.

Figure 4 shows the trajectories in the plane of y and
T /(1+Thy): the latter combination contains the main
effect of the self-energy k4, which can therefore be inter-
preted as a temperature renormalization. The other self-
energy is usually limited to #; <0.01 with no significant
effects. Figure 4(a) is similar in general structure to that
of the vortex system [Fig. 1(a)], except that the effective
temperature is now renormalized in the opposite direc-
tion; this is the usual scenario in systems related by a du-
ality transformation of the form (28). The critical y in
Fig. 4(a) is yy(,=0.136 for T/7=1.2 and yy,=0.4555
for T /T=2.2, which remarkably is within 2% of the crit-
ical Yy, in the absence of the v term [Eq. (45)]. Thus the
v term does not enhance T'; in fact, when T'> T/, a small
v which is initially generated [Fig. 3(c)] is eventually flow-
ing to v =0 so that T, is weakly affected.

0.

o

W (a)

o
N

o
w

0.

o
n

0

L NN A

1
0.8 0.8 1.0 1.2

[ho+tr)-t
0.5 \_/
w (b)
0.44
0.34
0.2+
0.14 /
0.0 T T T T T T T 1
0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2.0 2.2
[ho+v/!

FIG. 4. Scaling of the fluxon system [Egs. (A20) and (41) with
y=y'] for A, /d =10, projected on the y and h, plane (the axis
is [ho+7/T]"!, which may be interpreted as a renormalized
temperature). Trajectories start on their right end with various
T /7 and y(&p), as can be inferred from the figure; v(£,)=0. The
critical y§, defining the phase transition, corresponds to the
curve with the sharp minimum. (a) Most of the trajectories
have T/7=1.2, for which y§=0.136. (b) Most of the trajec-
tories have T /7=2.2, for which y§=0.4555.

V. VORTEX-FLUXON COMPETITION

I now come to grips with the 3D problem of Eq. (15),
where progress can be made based on the insight gained
by the vortex and fluxon phase transitions.

The separate treatments of vortices and fluxons in Secs.
III and IV would have been consistent if 7, were lower
than 7,. In an interval T,<T<T, if it existed, the vor-
tex fugacity and also the Josephson coupling would be ir-
relevant so that both descriptions of 7, with J=0 (at
T <T;) and T, with no vortices (at T>T,) would be
self-consistent. The interval T, <T <T, would then be a
phase with 2D correlations, which is in between the me-
tallic and 3D superconducting phases; this phase was
proposed by Friedel?’ to account for the observed
power-law I-V relations.

A discrete-Gaussian version of the free energy (3) was
studied by Korshunov,?® showing that in fact T, <T ' for
all parameters in the free energy. Korshunov’s solution
is equivalent to a first-order RG, which from Eq. (21) and
Eq. (45) (with J=0) confirms that T, <7 for all values
of d/A,. In particular, for d /A, <<1, the ratio T /7
varies by a factor of 8 between T=T, and T=T,. The
effect of the second-order RG, for d /A, <<1, is to lower
T, and enhance Ty, so that T, <T, is still valid. For
A./d 51, the presence of the finite-size transition T¢T can
change the situation, as discussed below.

For d /A, << 1, the separate vortex and fluxon study is
inconsistent and an intermediate 2D phase does not exist.
The only general statement is that for T'>T,, where
J —0, it is consistent to have free vortices, i.e., a normal
phase, while, for T < T, with no vortices, it is consistent
to have a finite renormalized J, i.e., a 3D superconduct-
ing phase with long-range order. The phase transition
between these phases is therefore a single 3D transition at
a temperature T, which is in the range T, <T, <T.

I proceed now to determine 7, by comparing the
correlation lengths £, and §,. Interpreting &, 2 as the
mean density of vortices (Appendix B), vortices are ab-
sent in the cosine term of (15) on a scale £ <&, and the
scaling of the fluxon system is valid up to min(§,,5;).
Now, if §,<§,, J is normalized to strong coupling on a
scale shorter than £, and vortices are not available to in-
terfere with the fluxon scaling. A strong J implies an iso-
tropic system, so that £, <§, is a sufficient condition for
a 3D ordered phase. On the other hand, if §, <&, vor-
tices on a scale &, interfere in the cosine term of (15) and
prevent J from being fully renormalized. The system
remains anisotropic and disordered; hence, the criterion
for T, is §,~&,. This criterion determines the highest
temperature at which the system scales into an isotropic
one, which must be an ordered phase since 7 < T?. The
criterion §,~§, incorporates 2D fluctuations due to an-
isotropy, but ignores the final ‘“fine-tuning” due to 3D-
type fluctuations.

A geometric interpretation can be given, based on the
identification of £, as a typical size of the fluctuating
fluxon loop. The criterion £, ~§&, means then that the
in-layer vortex spacing matches the size of the fluxon
loops so that they can efficiently combine to from 3D vor-
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tex loops, as needed in a 3D fluctuation regime.

The implication of the criterion §, =~ is illustrated in
Fig. 5 for systems with A,/d >>1. The dashed lines
represent scaling of the vortex fugacity, while the solid
lines represent those of the Josephson coupling; note the
opposite direction of the flow of the effective temperature
and the locations of T, and T;. In particular, the two
trajectories near T,/7 correspond to the condition
&, ~§&y; the vortex scaling is assumed to start from a
smaller y, than the corresponding J /T for the fluxon sys-
tem. Thus, in order to reach the same & when y scales to
=~ 1, the vortex system must scale faster than the fluxon
system, which is possible if T, is closer to T, than to T,.

Note that if the renormalization of £ rbyvand by T /7
is neglected [T /7<<1 in Eq. (47)], the criterion §, =&,
becomes that of Ref. 29; i.e., the interlayer coupling in
area &2 satisfies JE2/E3~T; this obviously misses the
effect of Tf on the transition, as well as a renormalization
of &, by J (see below), effect which, as shown below, are
negligible only when J /T is exponentially small.

Before applying the criterion §, =&, the definition of
&, must be reconsidered. The fluxon scaling [e.g. Eq. (52)
if T is not too close to T/ ] is valid for § < min(§,,£,). In
contrast, the vortex scaling [e.g., Eq. (37) for T not too
close to T,] is never correct for J#O0 since nonlinearity
due to vortices is present in both their direct interaction
[first term of Eq. (15)] and in the cosine term of Eq. (15).
This asymmetry is related to the fact that Eq. (15) is not
self-dual; i.e., performing the transformation of Eq. (28)
on the full system does not lead to a system similar to it-
self.

111

Al

)~

FIG. 5. Schematic scaling trajectories of vortex fugacity
(dashed lines) and Josephson coupling (solid lines) for d <<A,.
The axis T /7 is here a renormalized temperature, i.e., ho+T /7
for the vortex system and [ho+7/T]! for the fluxon system.
In region I vortex fugacity is irrelevant and Josephson coupling
is relevant; region V has the opposite behavior. In regions II,
III, and IV both vortex fugacity and Josephson coupling are
relevant. Regions II and IV correspond to the behavior of Egs.
(36) and (46), respectively, while the wide region III corresponds
to Egs. (53) and (55). Solid circles mark the initial values on the
trajectories defining T, and T, and on the crossing trajectories
(for which £, =£) which determine T..
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To find &,, I construct a variational free-energy density
f(&,), which includes, in addition to the usual interaction
and entropy terms® (see Appendix B), the free-energy
gain from integrating the J? and v? terms [Eq. (A19)].
The fluxon terms (A19) can be integrated up to §, (with
&, <&; in mind), which together with the vortex free en-
ergy (B6) yields an effective free-energy density

FEN={(T—71/8)In[£3/eE2 |+ E, —T In2} /[b(T)E?]
£, _
_,,'ng [LX T2 E) +(Xo+ X, WAE)E3dE
0
(54)

where J (y of the fluxon system) is the renormalized J /T,
X, and X, are £ dependent from Eq. (41), and b(T) is
given by Eq. (BS). The vortex correlation length &, is
found by minimizing (54), leading to the form (37), but
with a renormalized E/, i.e.,

guzgoexp[%Ec{/(T—T/s)] ’ (55)
where, with X, ~ —2X, =T /7 for simplicity [Eq. (42)],
E!=E.—TIn2+Ly'b(T)T*/7)[TE)+vUED] . (56)

Thus E_ is enhanced by the Josephson term; for deter-
mining T, we need &, ~£, in Eq. (56) so that J*(£,)~1
and v*(£,) S 1.

The criterion §,~&; can now be applied. Consider
first the two extreme regions II and IV of Fig. 5. In re-
gion II, very near T,, Egs. (36) and (47) should be used
with the result

T.—T,~[In(T,/J)]"?, (57)

in agreement with Ref. 29, but differing from the sugges-
tion of Ref. 28. In the other extreme of region IV, very
near T, Egs. (46) and (55) could be used. A solution for
T./7>1is possible if #J /T > T /E; i.e., a large core en-
ergy is required [including the effect of the v term on Eq.
(46) should effectively enhance J in the inequality]. The
result for T, in terms of 7 is

T;—T,~0.1T} /(PJE 1) . (58)

Most of the possible variation of T, is in the wide re-
gion III of Fig. 5; equating Egs. (55) and Eq. (53) yields,
for this region,

nE;+47InT,./J

Tomr—— (59)
nE;+7InT,/J

To allow for T, in regions where second order RG is
significant, the equation §,(T)=§,(T) is solved numeri-
cally for T=T,, as shown in Fig. 6; £, is the scale at
which the solution of Eq. (31) reaches Yy =1 and similar-
ly for £, by solving Eq. (A20) with Eq. (41). [The renor-
malization E.— E. of Eq. (56), which is neglected in Fig.
6, would make the curves of Fig. 6 steeper at T./7X 1].
For a small E_ /7 (=0.5) the results of the conventional
X-Y model are reproduced, i.e., T, /7 changes by a factor
of =2. For larger E_ /7 the variation in T, /7 increases
and T, > is possible, i.e., T, /7 changes by X 8. The
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FIG. 6. 3D transition temperature T, as obtained by solving

second order RG for &,(T)=£/(T) with A,/d =10% d/&=1,

Y=9'=4 and values of E,/r as indicated. Other choices of

v,v' [Eq. (A7)] lead to approximately the same curves if J in the
abcissa is replaced by yJ /4.

range for T, /7 variation is therefore a sensitive function
of E /T.

Conventional calculations of E, are based on an
amplitude-dependent Ginzburg-Landau theory,’>* lead-
ing to E./7=0.2 (Ref. 39) and to E./7=0.12 [Ref. 40
for Eq. (27)]. However, in view of the short coherence
length of CuO,-based superconductors, the required am-
plitude variation is too fast and a microscopic derivation
is necessary. It is safer then to consider E,. in the starting
free energy (3) as a parameter, to be determined by exper-
iment.

It is worth mentioning that when fluctuations are ig-
nored E_ can be absorbed into the definition of &;; e.g.,
the energy of a vortex pair is

(1/2)Inr /Ey+2E, =(7/2) Inr /£ .

However, including thermal fluctuations shows that E,
and &, are independent parameters; i.e., scaling between
& and £, is not equivalent to eliminating E,. Thus &, is
considered here as the cutoff on phase fluctuations, while
the core energy E, is a term in the vortex energy, which
is in addition to phase-dependent energies and is there-
fore independent of &.

Several of the layered compounds show a resistivi-
ty of the form (1), which allows an estimate of E.. This
resistivity is related to £, via Eq. (36), and the parameter
b in Eq. (1) is then related to yo=2exp(—E,/T) in Eq.
(36). The experimental fits to Eq. (1) for?
Bi,Sr,CaCu,0, and for® TI,Ba,CaCu,0; yield
E./7=0.4+11ny, while for'* YBa,Cu;0,/PrBa,Cu;0,
superlattices E_ /7=0.5+1Iny. In view of the
nonuniversal parameter y and the renormalizations in E|
[Eq. (56)] and 7 [Eq. (52))], the factor nE_ /7 in (59) may
well be above 1.

Finally, the situation for A,/d <1 is considered. As
shown in Sec. III, there is a finite-size transition
T ~r1/8 [Eq. (38)], which is not sensitive to A,/d. In
contrast, T, ~2A,7/d [Eq. (45)] so that a situation with
T,< TEf can be achieved allowing for an intermediate 2D
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phase. This situation is relevant to 2D junctions between
bulk superconductors—as discussed below Eq. (38),
Ts"—TJ, while T, is decreasing like 1/d [T, formally
vanishes as d — o« ; however, modifying the model Eq. (3)
for this case®® leads to a finite T’/ ].

The latter result is remarkable: A boundary such as a
junction can be thermally disordered, while the bulk has
long-range order. This result is due to e¥*0—the finite
screening length A, allows fluxon fluctuations in the junc-
tion, while the bulk remains ordered. For the X-Y model,
A, ~e "?— oo and the junction orders as soon as the bulk
does.

VI. DISCUSSION

The main relevant result of the present work to experi-
ment is the allowed range of T, as J varies from O (when
T,—T,) to the strong coupling of the isotropic system.
Section V shows that the vortex-core energy, or its renor-
malized version nE/ in Eq. (59), has a significant effect on
the possible range of T, /7. For nE; ST, the results are
consistent with the conventional X-Y model’®3! where
T, /7 varies by a factor of 2.4. However, when E, is
moderately large, so that exp(—nE,;/7)<<1, T,/7 can
vary by a larger factor of up to 8. When E; is even
larger, i.e.,, E;>>T,, the variation in T, /7 can be even
larger than 8 [Eq. (58)].

Note that a given variation of T, /7 implies a much
smaller variation in an actually measured T, since 7is T
dependent. Assuming the form A, =A'(1—T/T2)"1/?
and A2, =A%d/d,, as discussed below Eq. (27), yields
1=7o(1—T/T?), where 7,=q¢2d/(47*A'?); for the
CuO,-based superconductors (excluding superlattices),
typically 7o~ 10* K (see Table I of Ref. 16). Defining a as
the variation in T,/7, i.e., T,=7/8 when J—0 and
T.=at/8 when J is large, yields T, in the range

T /(14+8T2/79) < T, <T2/(1+8T%/ary) . (60)

Since T <<, the variation in T, /T? is fairly small.

The Josephson coupling can be estimated by the an-
isotropy as defined below Eq. (4), and experimental
data.*! Using &y=~d and 7,=10* K yields, for
YBa,Cu;0,, J=~10 K (with an anisotropy of 52), while,
for Bi,Sr,CaCu,03, J =0.1 K (with an anisotropy of 552).
Thus even in the latter case In(T, /J)=7 is not large in
the sense that, for nE/R 7, T, is still much larger than
T,.
Experimental data on (YBa,Cu;0,),,(PrBa,Cu;04),
superlattices’ * show a significant reduction in T, with
increasing n. Consider first the large-n data (n=16)
where T, is near T,; the results of the sharper transitions*
of n=16 with m =3, 4, and 8 can be fitted with the left-
hand side of (60) using T2~92 K and 7,/m =1200
K+30%. This implies that A, is somewhat larger than
in bulk YBa,Cu;05; i.e., there is some loss of electron
condensate.?? In fact, nonlinear I-V data'* on the m =2,
n =8 and m =4, n =8 compounds has shown a reduction
in T2, implying a change in intralayer parameters. It is
therefore essential to measure intralayer properties
directly, in particular A,,, which can allow a separation
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of the contributions to the T, reduction from either a
change in intralayer parameters or from 2D fluctuations.

The Josephson coupling is expected to change as
InJ ~d, where d~n increases with the PrBa,Cu;O,
thickness. Figure 6 can therefore be compared with ex-
perimental data on T,(n) [more precisely, T, /T? should
be plotted rather than T, /7; the T, /T? plot is, however,
similar to that of Fig. 6, except that the overall scale is
reduced to that of Eq. (60)]. Indeed, the initial fast
reduction and the eventual saturation®* in T,(n) is con-
sistent with Fig. 6 with the parameter E_ /7 determined
mainly by the overall change in 7,. Experimentally, T,
changes by a large factor; e.g., the m =1 compound
changes from T,=90 K (n=0) to T,=20 K (n=16).
For a small a such as 2.4, the range in Eq. (60) is ex-
tremely small; if a reasonable fraction of the T, reduction
is due to 2D fluctuations (as implied by the saturation at
high n), it would imply a larger value of . Further data
on A, are again essential for settling this issue.

Data on the more anisotropic systems
(Bi,Sr,CaCu,0g),, (Bi,Sr,CuOg), have shown a decrease
of T, from 59 K (n=0) to ~30 K (m=1, n=2) with
Bi,Sr,CuO¢ being a semiconductor.® Similar superlat-
tices’” showed no change in T,=75 K from n=0 to
m =1, n=35; however, Bi,Sr,CuOg in the latter case is a
superconductor with 7,=15 K and is therefore less
effective in decoupling the Bi,Sr,CaCu,O; layers. Fur-
thermore, iodine intercalation of Bi,Sr,CaCu,0O, shows
that T, is reduced by 10 K, although the crystal sheet
resistance is hardly affected by the intercalation.® This in-
dicates that intralayer properties are weakly affected,
leaving the change in interplane coupling as the main
cause for the reduction T,. Thus, even for the small-J
system of Bi,Sr,CaCu,Og, a further decrease of J by
forming a superlattice or by intercalation seems to reduce
T., in agreement with the theoretical estimate presented
above.

The separate studies of the vortex and fluxon systems
lead to further interesting results. The vortex system
(Sec. IIT) shows that a system with A, <<d has a finite-
size transition T at a much higher temperature than T,.
This leads to the possibility of 2D phases on well-
J

quﬂ

zZ= fi))(exp 2m)}

where q,k are Fourier transform variables of r,n, respec-
tively, and the g integration is cut off by 1/R <g <A
A=1/£), while |k| <m/d. The v term is included as it
turns out to be relevant for the fluxon system.

It is given that G(q,k) is singular in g, but not in k,
i.e.,, G(g—0, k5<0)~q ~2, while G(g#0, k —0) is finite.
The g =k =0 result may depend on the order of limits, as
is the case for the vortex transition; this does not affect
the RG since the k integrations which follow are not sen-
sitive to a single point.

The YX,(r) is decomposed into a field y,(r) with
Fourier components ¢ <A—dA and a field §,(r) with

2
‘1<q,k>|f<q,k>|2+f‘f5
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separated junctions. The fluxon system (Sec. IV) shows
that for A, >>d a significant Josephson coupling between
next-nearest layers is generated. Thus the relevance of
the fluxon description can be tested experimentally, e.g.,
by a strong second harmonic in the ac Josephson effect.

A related set of experiments involves the observation of
power-law I-V relations in a number of layered supercon-
ductors.!?~ 1 This behavior indicates 2D fluctuations and
needs therefore to be reconciled with the presence of a
finite-interlayer Josephson coupling. In the subsequent
work!® I study the effect of magnetic fields parallel to the
layers and show that 2D behavior is in fact possible with
a relatively strong Josephson coupling.

To conclude, the present work has gained insight into
the nature of phase transitions in anisotropic systems
with competing topological excitations. Experimental
data on T, of superlattices can be understood in terms of
the competing vortex and fluxon phase transitions. It is
hoped that further experimental data on these superlat-
tices can separate the role of 2D fluctuations from
changes in intralayer parameters and allow for a critical
test of the present theory.
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APPENDIX A: RG PROCEDURE

This appendix describes the RG procedure for a 3D
sine-Gordon-type system which is critical only in 2D.
The procedure is a momentum shell integration method,
similar to that in 2D.**737 The formulation here is
sufficiently general to apply for both the vortex and
fluxon transitions.

Consider a partition function of the form

{y cos[X,(r)]+v cos[ X, (1) + X, +1(D)]} | , (A1)

[

Fourier components in the shell A—d A <gq <A.
Xn(0)=x,(r)+E,(r) (A2)

Consider the correlation function (integral limits indicat-

ed on g =|q| only)
Gg(r,n)=(§n(r)§o(0)>§
fA i (2 )3 G(q k)exp(—iq-r—iknd) ,

(A3)
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where ( - -+ ), is an average with the Gaussian weight 1
G lg,k)=q> +hothycoskd | /(87d), (A4
g(g,k)
2
k -

exp —%f%G Yg,k)|c(q,k)* | . with g(g,k) nonsingular for either ¢g—0 or k—0 and
™) hgy,h | are two types of self-energies (as generated below
by the RG) which are g and k independent. Performing

Define the angular integral in (A3) yields

|
G.(r n)=4dfA d Jolar) gk g(g,k) e ~iknd (AS)
& A—d q 27 1+(ho+h, coskd)g(q,k)

In this form, G.(r,n) has poor convergence at large r, a feature due to the sharp cutoff procedure. 35737 In a smooth
cutoff procedure, one replaces®®®’ the cutoffs by a smooth function, e.g., a mass insertion,

1 1
g*H+(A—dA)?  g>+A?

JO(Ar)dA/A—>f0°°dq aJo(gr) =rK,(Ar)dA , (A6)

where K(Ar) is the Bessel function of imaginary argument. To first order in y, one needs only the »=0 value (see
below) and then (A6) is an identity. To second order in y, one needs the averages

[ d%po(Ap)—>y2/2mAY),  [dPpJo(Ap)—v'/2A% . (A7)

These integrals are formally divergent, but the replacement (A6) gives y =y'=28m; other smoothing functions yield
different ¥ and y’; i.e., ¥,y are nonuniversal parameters. (If A£ is chosen as 1, this can also be absorbed into the
definition of ¥ and y’.)

The RG proceeds by integrating out the field ,(r). Rewrite (A1) as

z= f;z)xeXp{ f"(2‘1‘)’3"G“(q,k)lx(q,k)lzJZ'{X}Zo{gl : (A8)
with the normalization
f:agexpl f"(2‘1‘)13"c—1(q,k>lg<q,k)|2], (A9)

so that an expansion to second order in y and v has the form

Z'{x1=<explz (1 COSLn (1) ()] F0 COSLX (1) F X 11 (D)+En (D) 11(D)]] ’)g

n,r
= exp[yI, +vl,+1y I +yvl,+ 1o s+ - ]. (A10)
Transforming the sum 3, to a sum 3/ of a lattice with (1—d A /A)? less degrees of freedom and using
(explig,(r)]) = exp[ —G(0,0)/2]
yields, for small dA,
1, =< S cos[)(,,(r)+§,,(r)]>g= [1+2(dA/A)—3G(0,0)] 3 cos[x,(r)], (A11)
n,r

n,r

Iz=<zcos[x,,(r)+)(,,+1(r)+§,,(r)+§,,+,(r)]>
n,r 4
=[14+2(dA/A)—G(0,0)—G(0,1)] 2 cos[ X, (D) +F X, 4101, (A12)
=<zcos[)(,,(r)+§,,(r)] > cos[)(,,r(r')+§,,'(r')]> —1I}
n,r n',r' 9

=3 3 G r—r',n—n"){ cos[x,(r)—x,(r')]— cos[x,(r)+x,(r')]} . (A13)

n,rn’,r'
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In terms of p=r—r' and R=3(r+r’), G¢(p,n —n’) is localized at p S A~ ! [see (A5) and (A6)] so that (A13) generates
terms in the free energy of the form cos[y,(r)—x,,(r)] (n¥m) or cos[x,(r)+Xx,,(r)]; all these terms; except possibly
the v term, are assumed to be irrelevant; i.e., they renormalize to zero near the phase transition (the condition for this
irrelevancy is obtained below). The only terms of I; which survive are cos[Y,(R+p/2)—x,(R—p/2)] and the v term,
which after expansion in p become

I,=1 sz (1—Lp’[ VX, (R)P}Ge(p,0)— L chos[)(,,(R )+ X, +1(R)] Y Ge(p,1)+irrelevant terms .
n, P n, P

(A14)

[In the vortex system, keeping the product form in Eq. (29) excludes p=0; this can be absorbed in the definition (A7) of
v'.] The gradient expansion neglects the higher-order terms in Vy,(R ), which are also irrelevant as shown below. Con-

sidering next I, its only relevant term is cosy,, (r),

I4=<200s[)(n(r)+§,,(r)] > cos[)(,l'(r’)+)(,,,+1(r')+§,,I(r')+§n'+1(r’)]>§—1112

=¥ cosy,(r') [G((p,0)+G(p,1)]+irrelevant terms .
n,r' P

The I term generates, similar to I,, gradient terms,

=<2cos[)(,,(r)+)(,,+1(r)+§,,(r)+§,,+1(r)]

n,r n',r'

=13 314

nR p

PP VX, (R)+Vy, (R)*}{2G(p,0)+2G¢(p, 1)} .

(A15)

D> cos[)(,,f(r')+)(n:+1(r’)+§n'(r')+§n,+1(r')]>§—1§

(A16)

The Fourier transform of I5 involves 1+ coskd and hence the necessity of introducing the 4, coskd term in Eq. (A4).
The partition function becomes then, to second order in y and v,

_1 d qdk 2 1 2.2 dA
z=z Fho+h, coskd +2y% 2, LA
OIZ)XC p{1677-d (27 q*|x(q,k)I? 2(@. k) othcoskd +2yy X, A
872Xy + X, )(1+ coskd ) 2D
+ |y 1+2—dA—2XodA +27/'yv(XO+X1)d—A > cos[x,(r)]
A A A | &
+ v 1+2£%——4X0£AA—4X1 d/(‘ 'zx,i"AA 7 o[ (1) + Xy 41(1)]—dF /T (A17)

where X, are in general hy, hy, and A dependent,

g(A, k) cos(nkd)
Xn df 27 1+ (ho+h, coskd)g(Ak) ’

(A18)

and dF is the free-energy contribution from the integrat-
ed d A shell,

—dF/TV=1y"y’XqAdA+yv (X, +X)AdA+C ,
(A19)

where V is the volume and C a y-independent term due to
(A9).

The final RG step is to rescale g —q'=q(1+dA/A) so
that the original cutoff is recovered; one needs then to re-
scale

x(q,k)—X(q',k)=x(q,k)1—2dA/A) ;

this has the effect that x,(r) is replaced by ¥,(r’'), as re-
quired to preserve the form of the cosine interaction.
After this rescaling (A17) does not change, except that
g(q,k) is replaced by g(q’' /(1+dA/A), k).

The RG steps are now integrated from an initial cutoff
Ay to a final one A. The effect on g(q,k) is to replace it
by g(gA/Ayk); thus, all powers of g in 1/g(q,k) in
(A17) scale to zero as A—O0—this is the reason for the
standard claim that the higher-order terms in Vy,(R)
are irrelevant. Second-order effects from y? or v? are
neglected as the above rescaling is dominant for g(gq,k);
note, however, that the g dependence of g(g,k) can be
significant via Eq. (A18).

Comparing (A17) with (A1) shows that the parameters
y, U, hg, h, are renormalized and become -cutoff-
dependent functions. Using & instead of A (§=<1/A) as
the scaling variable, the recursion relations become

dy=[2p(1—Xy)+2y'yv(X,+X,)}d Inf ,

dv=[2v(1—2X,—2X,)—Ly'y2X, ]d Inf ,

(A20)
dhy=[2y%2X,+ 8y %X, +X,)]d In§ ,
dh, =8y % (X,+X,)d In§ .

These equations are to be integrated from an initial
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scale &, with initial conditions y(&,) =y, v(§y) =vg, and
ho(Ey)=h(£,)=0, which are the bare parameters in the
starting free energy. To first order, there is a phase tran-
sition at X,=1, assuming X, > —1; for X;>1, y is ir-
relevant (d Iny /d In§ <0), and for X, <1, y is relevant

|

n,r

for n*n’'. Hence

dw=2w[1—2(Xy+X ]d In§ . (A22)

n—n'

Near the phase transition X,=1, the condition for ir-
relevancy is therefore

+X _..>—1 (n#n').

n—n 2

(A23)

For n=n’, cos2y, leads to dw =2w(1—4X,)d In§, which
is always irrelevant near X,=1.

APPENDIX B: VORTEX FREE ENERGY

In this appendix a phenomenological effective free en-
ergy for a 2D vortex system is derived, following argu-
ments of Young and Bohr.? This free energy involves ad-
justable parameters which are determined by the RG re-
sults.

The RG presented in Sec. III when A, /d >>1 is, up to
a minor shift in T, the same as that of a 2D vortex sys-
tem; it involves the vortex fugacity y with the initial value
yo=2exp(—E_./T) and v is irrelevant. When T is not
too close to T, [Eq. (35)], the first-order equation (33a)
can be used with X,=7/8T, leading to

2(1—7/8T)
£
€o

The free energy per unit area due to vortex excitations is
obtained by integrating Eq. (A19),

&
fo=—(r'7/16) [ yHEEdE
)
=-(7/'7'/32§§)[l—y%(4T_T)/(8T_T)]/(1—7-/4T), (B2)

&)=y, (B1)

where £, is determined by y(£,)=1, leading to Eq. (37).
Note that both terms in (B2) should be kept, to avoid a
singularity®® at T=17/4.

The phenomenological derivation of f, assumes a vor-

<2cos[)(,,(r)ixn,(r)+§n(r)i§n.(r)]> =[1+2(dA/A)—G§(O,0)TLG§(O,n —n")] 3 cos[x,(r)xx,(r)],
'Y

(d Iny /d In§>0). At a lower value of Xy, Xo=1—X, v
becomes also relevant.

Finally, consider the condition for perturbations such
as w cos[ ¥, (r)Lt¥,,(r)] to be irrelevant. To first order in
w, renormalization involves

(A21)

n,r

tex density n,, proportional to &, 2. Since the mean spac-
ing between vortices is ~n!’%, the logarithmic interac-
tion energy per unit area is n,(7/4) In(£,n.)"?) [Eq. (20a)],
while the entropy is In[( 4 /§,) "/N,!], where A is the
area and N,= A4An,. The free energy, as a variational
function of n,, has then the form

Fn)=(T—7/8)n,In(&n,)+n,E,(T) . (B3)
This result shows, as is well known,'%!! a phase transition
at T=71/8; when T <7/8, f(n,) is a minimum at n,=0,
while at T>7/8 the minimum is at n,70. Defining
n,=b "NT)E,;? yields two functions E,(T) and b(T),
which adjust the coefficients of the linear (n,) and loga-
rithmic (1Inn,) terms. These coefficients are now deter-
mined by comparison with the RG results; n,, which
minimizes (B3) and Eq. (37), yield

E(T)=E,—TIn2+(T—7/8)In[b(T)/e], (B4)

while comparing the value of f(n,) at the minimum with
Eq. (B2) yields

b(T)=(4/m7(T—7/801—7/4T)
X [ 1 _yBT-“r/‘i)/(T—‘r/S) ]—1 . (B5)

At T=1/8, b(T) vanishes and for T > 7/8, it increases
continuously to b(T)=0.8 at T=7. Substituting Egs.
(B4) and (B5) into Eq. (B3) yields for the effective free en-
ergy, written now in terms of £,

FEN=bNTE(T—7/8)In(E3/eE2)+E,—Tn2] .
(B6)

This variational free energy has now the proper values at
its minimum. Equation (B6) can now be used to study
shifts from this minimum due to additional terms in the
original free energy, as done in Sec. V.
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