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C ritical D ynam ics of a Vortex Loop M odel for the Superconducting T ransition

V ek A jand N igel G oldenfeld
D epartm ent of P hysics, University of Illinois at U roana-C ham paign
1110 W est G reen Street
U tbana, IL, 61801-3080
M arch 22, 2024)

W e calculate analytically the dynam ic critical exponent zy ¢ m easured in M onte C arlo sim ulations
for a vortex loop m odelofthe superconducting transition, and account for the sim ulation resuls. In
the weak screening lin it, where m agnetic uctuations are neglected, the dynam ic exponent is found

to be Zv C
z observable In experin ents and nd that z

= 3=2. In the perfect screening lim it, zy ¢ = 5=2. W e relate zy ¢ to the actualvalue of
2, consistent w ith som e experin ental resuls.

PACS Numbers: 05.70Jk, 7440+ k, 7540G b, 7540M g

T he discovery ofthe short coherence length cuprate su—
perconductors has allow ed heretofore naccessble uctu—
ation e ects in superconductors to be probed. Beginning
w ith the penetration depth m easurem ents of Kam al et
al fi], and Incliding m easurem ents of m agnetic suscep—
tibility 8], resistivity {41 and speci ¢ heat B, static
and dynam ic uctuation e ects have been convincingly
observed and accurately quanti ed. T hesem easurem ents
are consistent w ith the theory of a strongly type-II su—
perconductor, w ith a weak coupling of the order param e-
ter to the electrom agnetic eld, described by the 3D XY
m odel coupled to a gauge eld [_é].

The dynam ic critical exponent, z, characterizes the
relaxation to equilbrium of uctuations in the critical
regin e of system s exhbiting a second order phase tran—
sition U@] In particular i relates the tin e scale of re—
laxation, , to a relevant length scale, x: %. For
In nite system s x is the correlation length, . Near the
critical point, the correlation length diverges and the re—
laxation tim e tends to In nity, a phenom enon known as
critical slow Ing down. In nite size scaling studies, x is
denti ed as the system size L.

The dynam ic critical exponent, obtained from the
m easuram ent of longitudinal dcresistivity for YBCO is
z=15 0din nitebut anallmagnetic elds :_[9]. Sim i-
lar results were reported for the zero— eld D C conductiv—
ity llO,:_th] Frequency dependentm icrow ave conductivity
experinentsyieldz 23 3-0- [1-2] On reanalysis  was
found that the data were consistent w ith z 2 provided
one neglected the region close to T, tl3 M oloniet al
cbtained z= 125 0905 at ow magnetic elds!l4], but
a later, m ore com plicated analysis by these authors gave
z= 23 02.M ore recently, DC conductivity m easure—
m entson single crystalBSCCO sam plesw ere interpreted
to give evidence orz 2 :_ﬂ_:ﬁ] Th summ ary, experin ents
do not yet yild a consistent picture of the critical dy—
nam ics.

Ifthe dynam ic exponent w ere indeed z 15 ,then this
would be surprising. P recisely this value is obtained for
the super uid transition in He! where the com bination of
second sound (a propagating m ode, therefore z= 1) and

order param eter dynam ics (di usive, therefore z 2)
kad to z = 3=2 model E dynamics) [{]l. In YBCO,
however, the com bination of a m om entum sink arising
from the lattice, and the C oulom b interaction destroying
the Iongidinal current uctuations should lead to pure
order param eter dynam ics and a prediction that z 2
(m odel A dynam ics). It is of course possible that som e
otherm echanian can yield z 1:5.

To shed light on these issues the criticaldynam icswas
Investigated num erically by perform ing a M onte Carl
calculation of z for the 3-din ensional XY m odel, in the
vortex representation (the so-called V illain m odel [L6]),

w ith and w ithout m agnetic screening Q?] The spin wave
degreesw ere replaced by discrete vortex variablesand the
dynam ics in posed was dissipative. T he dynam ic expo—
nent estim ated through a scaling analysis of the resistiv—
iy calculated within linear response w ill be denoted by

zv ¢ . Surprisingly enough the exponent was found to be
Zv C 1:55 when the Interaction was unscreened whilke
Zy ¢ 27 In the presence of screening. Not only does

the value zy ¢ 15 agreew ith previous results obtained
by perform ing a sim ilar analysis on the London Lattice
M odel @LM ) [i8]but alsow ith the value of z reported in
som e of the experim ents cited above. The cbservations
In the com puter sim ulations are surprising because there
are no collective m odes in the V illain m odel so that the
dynam ics would be expected to be purely di usive, w ith
Zv C 2. Nevertheless, and contrary to expectation,
here too the systam seem s to support m odel E dynam —
ics. O ther extensive sin ulation studies report values of
Zy ¢ 15 and z ¢ 2 depending upon the boundary
conditions [1§]

T he purpose of this Letter is to calculate analytically
the dynam ic exponent for the V illain m odel. T he equa—
tion ofm otion, corresponding to the M onte C arlo steps
Inplem ented iIn the num erical com putation, is derived
and analyzed nearequilbrium . A scaling analysis isused
to extract zy ¢ . W e are able to explain the sin ulation re—
sults in both strong and weak screening lim its. W e show
also that the sim ulation results cannot be interpreted as
providing evidence In support ofthe z 15 result found
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In som e experim ents, because they do not m easure the
true dynam ic critical exponent: zy ¢ § z. W e show how
to relate zy ¢ and z, and nd that the result zy ¢ 15
is In fact an artifact of taking the them odynam ic lim it
and the range of vortex interactions to in nity lim it in
the wrong order. The correct physical prediction from
the simulation isz 2 forany nite range of interaction,
consistent w ith som e observations.
The Villain m odel:- Consider the XY model wih a
uctuating vectorpotentiala represented as Jattice gauge

theory link variables a;j a a:
X 1 X
_ 1 ~
H = J oos( i 3 0 aij) t 5 ia 8—% @)
hi;ji 2

where J is the coupling constant, o is the screening
length, ; isthephase ofthe condensateon site iofa sim —
ple cubic lattice of size N = L3 w ith periodic boundary
conditions. The rst sum is taken over nearest neigh—
bors, while the second is over plaquettes of the lattice.
T he Jattice spacing hasbeen set to unity. The uctuating
gauge potential a;; satis es the constraint that at each
site i, the discrete divergence vanishes: [ afF 0.The
phase degrees of freedom can be replaced by vortices by
introducing the periodic V illain function to replace the
cosines. Standard m anipulations £0] kad to the dual
Ham ilttonian:
1X

Hy = = i)

> il ol @)

i3
w here the i 's are vortex variables that reside on the links

ofthe dual Jattice and G ;5 is the screened lattice G reen’s
finction,

2 P2 X ik
Gislol= J(L3 - ;exp[ {r 1)l _
2 L0 ocosk)lt o

The two lim its that are considered in the sinulations
are the Iong range case, o ! 1 , and the short range
case, o ! 0. Actually the sim ulations were perform ed
by setting o= 0and (=1 in (3). The distinction
betw een the Iim it and the actualsin ulationsw illtum out
to be signi cant. In both cases the local constraint ofno
m onopoles, [ 8F 0, is inposed. Each M onte C arlo
m ove consists of trying to create a closed vortex loop
around a plaquette. T he trialstate isacogpted or reected
according to the heat bath algorithm w ith probability
1=[l+ exp( E)]where E isthe change in energy and
= 1=kg T, wih kg being Bolzm ann’s constant. Each
tin e a vortex loop is form ed it generates a volage pulse,
Q = 1,perpendicularto itsplane, the sign depending
on the ordentation. T his voltage uctuation gives rise to
an electrical resistance, R , which can be analyzed w ithin
linear response theory. A point that will be in portant
to note here is that R depends on the average change in
the totalnum ber of loops pointing in a given direction at

each tim e step. Theuni oftim e isnom alized so that, on
average, an attem pt has been m ade to create or destroy
one loop per plaquette.

D ok gas description =~ It is known that near T. the
static properties are dom inated by the proliferation of
vortex loops ofunit strength, ie., it is energetically unfa—
vorable to create vortex loops of greater strength at each
plaquette. T he Interaction between these vortex loops is
spherically sym m etric and so is the state in them alequi-
Ibrium . A s it stands, the com putations above have been
perform ed on what is known asthe low tem peratureV ik~
lain m odeland the criticalpoint is obtained by looking at
the Intersection ofthe Iow and high tem perature V illain
models (for details see ref. RG)). T he physics described
here isthat ofan interacting gasofdipols, &. In the long
range case they interact via the standard Coulom b tem
which falls o as 1=r’; note that these dipoles interact
antiferrom agnetically, and are not current loops, which
Interact via the standard ferrom agnetic interaction.

For our analysis we shall consider a cubic lattice, L3,
on whose vertices reside the loop variables, L. In tem s
of the vortex variablkes m; = ¢ I, as can be seen by
w riting out the com ponents. T he three com ponents are
each etther 1 or 0, corresponding to a clockw ise, an—
ticlockw ise or absence of a vortex loop along the three
principle directions, x;y or z. T he corresponding proba-—
bilitieson site iat tine step saregiven by P,  1;P ;[ 1]
and P, D], where is a coordinate label. The quantity
com puted in the sim ulations is the totalnum ber of loops,
N, pointing along a given direction at time step s.

X
Ngy1 = Pie1 11 Py [ 1D @)

To study the behavior ofN_ , we follow the standard
procedure ofw riting out them aster equation forthe tin e
developm ent of the probabilities and evaliating (4) {_21:]
A s previously indicated, the equilbrium state is spheri-
cally symm etric. That is, on average, E ., the change
In energy on adding a unit loop on site iat tim e s, is zero.
T his in plies that transition probabilities for creating and
annihilating a vortex loop are equal. T he heat bath al-
gorithm ensures that the conditions of detailed balance
are satis ed. Furthem ore, at T., the restriction to unit
loopsperplaquette resultsin P, 0]= P, 1]= P, [ 1]in
equilbriim . Since we are interested in am all deviations
from equilbrium , we In pose a uniform perturbation, 1
per site and see how it relaxesback to equilbrium . This

inpliess N I’ 1. To leading order the equation of
m otion reads
d N 2 X @ E,
- 2 g 1 )
dt 3 Q1

i 0

where the subscript 0 denotes equilbrium , and a; is
the transition probability n equilbrium for creating the
dipoke loops.

Scaling analysis:-E quation (5) isthe basis for the scal-
Ing analysis that ollow s. T he only relevant length scales



are the system size, L, and the correlation length, .a is
an equilbrium m icroscopic transition progability which
rem ains nite at the criticalpoint while ; B isdi-
m ensionless and scals as L= ) away from T. for nite
system s. This follow s because by de nition, them ody-—
nam ic addiivity occurson a scale beyond the correlation
¥ength. W hik the free energijs extensive for all tem per—
atures, at T, L and ; E; is Independent of

L . Thus the characteristic tin e scale of relaxation ofthe
perturbation, , scalesas

>
a5
w here [1] is the scaling din ension ofthe eld 1.
For the Iong range case the binding energy is given by,

. a 4 36113 DE D o)

i3

where 8 = L, isthe dipol strength of a unit loop
around a plaquette, r = ¥y where xjy = r and
?y5 is the unit vector along x5 . If I} were dim ensionless,
then the energy ofthe system would not be extensive. To
evaliate the dim ension of I note that L° 1= 3 o=
as required by the extensivity of the free energy. Thus
I L 2 and 3L 32, The dynam ic exponent
at T, where = L, in thiscaseisz ¢ = 3=2, which is

consistent w ith the com puter sin ulation resuls.
Forthe short range case the binding energy is given by

X X

H = M p= & &) ® &) ®)

i i

Requiring extensivity, ie. [QF ?2L3 L= ¥, yields
) =2 From (6) we get 5=2 which at T. scals
as L°72 . The dynam ic exponent is zy ¢ = 5=2, which is
consistent w ith the com puter sin ulation resuls [_l-:}]

C riticaldynam ics ofthe dipole gasm odel:-W e w illnow
derive the goveming stochastic partial di erential equa-
tion that describes the long w avelength criticaldynam ics
ofthe superconductor. O ur strategy w illbe to rstderive
the continuum lin it ofthe H am ittonian 2), and then in —
pose relaxationaldynam ics. W ew i1l nd that the results
for z are not the sam e as our results for zy ¢ . This is
because the M onte C arl tin e step does not correspoond
to the physical tin e step. This is explained below . Let
us rst ook at the continuum Ilm it of the short range
case. Reintroducing the coupling constants and the lat—

tice spacing, a, we write the Ham iltonian Hy for the
vortex variables as
0 2X
Hy = J 22 & ) T ) )

Converting the sum to an integral,

2 2

0 o ~

Hy = g=2) 2 — de (& 1) ( 1@))
a

10)
mthelmita! 0,Ja 3! Fand o=a! f,. Re

laxational dynam ics is govemed by the tin edependent
G Inzburg-Landau equation (TDGL), which in this case

—= &2 e 1 @ D)+~ 1)
@t
where is a white noise, satisfying the uctuation dis-
sipation theorem with h (¢)i= 0 and ) @© =
2 kg T @ ¥). The TDGL equation is sin ilar to

the di usion equation and is expected to yield a dynam ic
exponent of z= 2, n mean eld theory, wih snall cor-
rections due to uctuations. The linearity ofthe TDGL
In this case re ects the fact that only unit vortices are
considered in the analysis.

In the long range case, taking the continuum Im i, we
obtain

Z N 0 N
Hy = 82 ) delar (& 1(10.)) r(. 1)) a2)
¥ =]

exp[ ¥ % o]

where the in nite self energy has been subtracted, and
the screening length  is taken to be nite. To relate
this to the dipoledipol interaction used in our analytic
m odel of the sin ulations, consider a cubic Jattice, as be—
fore, on who%vgrtjoes sj%):var:iab]es d;,andtake o= 1 .

Fl) = ;8 @ ¥ one can perform
the Integrals over ¥ and #9, to recover the expression in
(7). The actual TD G L equation for the long range case

reads

Replacing 2

7
Q1) 5 o r?1e’) ¢ 1&)
= F@ dr 13
ot @) e — 13)
epl (F % o)+~
Let us rsttakethecase L ! 1 wih ( nie but

large. The dynam ic exponent In this case is 2, because
the kemele ectively renom alisesthe tin e scale n away
that is independent of system size. If we took the two
ImitsL ! 1 and o ! 1 in the opposite order, as
was done In the com puter sin ulations, the exponential
factor would not be present, and the dynam ics would be
Independent of L. Hence the dynam ic exponent would
then be z= 0.

N ature of the Iong range case:- T he rather curious re—
sult of z = 0 is obtained for the situation where the
screening length is sent to In nity before taking the ther-
m odynam ic 1im it. W hether the interaction is considered
short or long range depends on w ith w hat it is com pared.
Physically the short range case describes the situation
where ( ismuch snaller than the intervortex spacing



v. This is indeed captured In the sin ulations by set—

ting ¢ = 0. Physically the long range case describes the
situation where L 0 v+ This is not captured by
setting o= 1 wih 1L nie.

Reconciliation w ith the Jattice m odel simn ulations:— T he
critical dynam ics of the lattice sin ulations and the con-—
tinuum analysis above do not apparently agree. W e now
w ill show that this isbecause the tim e step in the sin ula—
tion does not correspond to the physicaltin e step. The
reason is that from the de nition of the gpop variable I,
thenetelectric edattimetisE = 1 dP [} Fdt.
In the sin u]atjgns, and in (4), this has been replaced
byE (c)= ;dP [ Fdty ¢ , where ty ¢ denotes the
Monte Carlo tine and 1, = 1;0 only. However in the
lIong range case and In the short range case at T, where

= L, [l] depends on L. Hence the physical tin e is re—
lated to the M onte Carlo tine by t= ty ¢ [] so that the
relaxation tin e is actually

T ﬂ]2=ai :

T he dynam ic exponents for the lattice m odel are then
z = 2 for the short range case and z = 0 for the long
range case, In agreem ent w ith the analytic calculation
based on the continuum lim it equations of m otion. W e
see that the sin ulation resul zy ¢ = 3=2 or equivalently
its corrected form z = 0 arise from taking the them o—
dynam ic lim it and the long-range of Interaction lim is in
the incorrect order. W ith this correction to the resultsof
the sim ulation, the results no longer are consistent w ith
those experin ents reporting z 15.

Experim entalram i cations:—In experin entsperform ed
on buk superconductors one would expect the short
range lim it of the m odel above to apply, provided that
the Interaction range is shorter than the system size. In
such systam s, as long asdi usive dynam ics for the vortex
degrees of freedom is applicable, a dynam ic exponent of
2 is predicted by the m odel above.

W hat then could be the origin ofthebehaviourz 15,
ifcon m ed, in som e experin ents? T hereare at leasttwo
possibl avenues for further investigation into the truena—
ture of the critical dynam ics in these system s. The st
is to seek experim ental evidence for the existence of hy—
drodynam icm odesw hich m ight account for the observed
m odelE dynam ics in transport properties. The 41 m &V
peak observed In neutron scattering data is one possble
candidate [_2-2_5] although i does not seem to occur near
the origin, while certain interpretations of the peak-dip—
hum p structure seen in ARPES are also suggestive ofthe
existence of a collective m ode in the system f_ZIj‘] A sec-
ond possibility is to study the crossover from m odelE to
model A dynam ics as the e ective coupling of the con—
densate w ith the electrom agnetic eld tends tow ards zero

(equivalently one can study the crossover by sending the
plasn on gap to zero).

In conclusion, we have explained the sim ulation results
for the critical dynam ics of the superconducting transi-
tion in zero eld, and shown that in fact they are consis—
tent w ith expectationsbased on the TD G L .A n extension

14)

ofthis analysis to two din ensions w illbe presented else—
w here.
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