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A bstract

T he question of whether layer decoupling and vortex—lattice m elting occur separately or
not in the m ixed phase of pristine layered superconductors in the extrem e type-IT lim it is
studied through a partial duality analysis of the layered X Y m odelw ith uniform frustra-
tion. W e nd that both transitions occur sim ultaneously if the nom al/superconducting
transition of the vortex lattice in an isolated layer is rst order and ifa su cient degree of
layer anisotropy exists. W e also nd that a crossover to a highly entangled vortex lattice
phase w ith relatively low phase rigidity across layers does not occur in practice under any
circum stances at tem peraturesbelow the tw o-din ensionalvortex—latticem elting transition.
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I. Introduction

It is now well established experin entally that the Abrikosov vortex lattice state in
clean high-tem perature superconductors undergoes a rst-order m elting transition into a
liquid phase! H igh-tem perature superconductors are layered and extrem ely type-II? The
fom er vortex liquid phase in the m ost anisotropicm aterials 1kke BSCCO isbest described
by a liquid ofplanarvortices inside ofdecoupled layers> A longstanding question isw hether
m elting and layer decoupling occur sin ultaneously as a sublim ation transition, or w hether
a ssparate decoupling transition follow s them elting transition. Som e experin ental studies
on the highly anisotropic BSCCO m aterial show evidence for sublin ation,*” while m ost
experin ental studies of the less anisotropic Y BCO m aterialpoint to ssparate m elting and
decoupling transitions.®

T he experim ental situation outlined above suggests that the degree of anisotropy is
what in fact detemm ines whether or not the vortex lattice In a layered superconductor
sublim ates. W e shall study this proposal theoretically by analyzing the lJayered X Y m odel
w ith uniform frustration, which provides a qualitatively correct description of the them o-—
dynam ics deep inside of the m ixed phase in extrem ely type-II layered superconductors.’
A fter perform ing a partial duality transform ation on the X Y m odel that is particularly
well suited to the weak-coupling lin it,? we nd that there can exist as m any as three
di erent decoupling transitions at tem peratures Tp < T, < T , respectively. W e use the
tem ‘transition’ here loosely to describe both genuine phase transitions and cross-overs.)
T he phase correlation length across layers is equal to the inter-layer spacing along the
dim ensional crossover 1ne’1% at T = T that separates two-din ensional (2D ) from three—
din ensional (3D ) vortex-liquid behavior® T he phase correlation length across layers then
either diverges or jum ps to In niy along the m elting line, T = T, , which separates the
superconducting and nom al phases. Last, the crossover line T = Tp that lies inside of
the ordered phase is de ned by the point at which the Jossphson coupling energy reaches
about half of its zero-tem perature value. T he m acroscopic phase rigidity across layers be—
com es an all in com parison to its zero-tem perature value at tem peratures T > Tp because

of the entanglem ent of uxlines between ad-pcent layers.®1! A 11 three decoupling transi—

2



tions occur separately in the continuum regin e at low perpendicular vortex density, but
Tp crossesbelow the 2D m elting tem perature at only exponentially weak inter-layer cou—
pling. At a m oderate concentration of vortices, on the other hand, we nd that the three
deooupling transitions collapse onto a single sublim ation line for weak enough Jossphson
coupling. This is due to the rstorder nature of the m elting of the 2D vortex lattice
in such case. These results are com pared w ith previous theoretical calculations based on
the elastic m ediim description of the vortex lattioe??*112 and w ith direct M onte C arlo

sin ulation results ofthe X Y m odel itself.
ITI.D uality T heory

The layered X Y m odelw ith uniform frustration is the m Ininum theoretical descrip—
tion ofvortex m atter in extrem ely type-1I layered superconductors. Both uctuationsofthe
m agnetic induction and of the m agniude of the superconducting order param eter are ne—
glected w ithin this approxin ation. The m odelhence is valid deep inside the interior of the
m ixed phase. T he them odynam icsofthe 3D X Y m odelw ith anisotropy and uniform frus—

P
tration is detem ined by the super uid kinetic energy E ;3; = J cos| A 13,

r;

which is a functional of the superconducting phase (r) over the cubic lattice. Here,
Jde = J = Jy, and J, = J= © are the lIocal phase rigidities, w ith anisotropy param e—
ter °> 1. The vector potentialA = (0;2 fx=a;0) represents the m agnetic induction
ordented perpendicular to the layers, B, = (f=a’. Here a denotes the square lattice
constant, which is of order the zero-tem perature coherence length, ( denotes the ux
quantum , and f denotes the concentration of vortices per site. The com ponent of the
m agnetic induction parallel to the layers in taken to be null throughout.

W e shall now analyze the above layered system in the selective high-tem perature
Iimi, kg T J, . Follow ing ref. 8, the corresponding high-tem perature expansion can be
achieved through a partialduality transform ation ofthe layered X Y m odelalong the z axis
perpendicular to the layers. T his leads to a usefiil Jayered Coulomb gas (CG ) ensemble in
temm s of Joops of Josephson vortices in between layers ( uxons).'® In particular, suppose
that 1 denotes the layer index, that * represents the x-y coordinates, and that r = (¢;1).

P hase correlationsacrossN Jlayersare then described by the phase auto-correlation function
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probed at sites set by an integer eldp () = ,;0( 11 1n ). These can be com puted from
the quotient
ke D h x ik
exp i p@ ) = Zcc PFZce O] @

r

ofpartition functions fora layered CG ensem ble that describes the nature ofthe Jossphson
coupling £
X P
N z i z z
Zeo bl= vo ' Chml & 2T @)
fn, (r)g

where n, (#;1) isan Integer eld on linksbetween ad-poent layers 1and 1+ 1 located at 2D
points . The ensam ble is weighted by a product of phase auto-correlation functions

D h x ik
Chl= expi aq@® @l , 3)

4

for isolated layers 1probed at the dual charge that accum ulates onto that layer:
q@=p@El+tn, @l 1) nE;l: 4)

It is also weighted by a bare fiigacity yp that is raised to the power N [, ] equal to the
total num ber of dual charges, n, = 1. The fugacity isgiven by vy = J,=2kg T In the
selective high-tem perature regin g, J, kg T, reached at Jargem odelanisotropy. A Iso, the
average num ber ofn, charges per link is equalto® 2y, (hcos ;411 W), which is Jess than
J,=kg T . This in plies that the layered CG ensambl (2) is dilute in such case, because
Yo 1. The fom er is required by the approxin ate nature ocf Eq. (2), which neglects
m ultiple occuppancy of the dual charges, n,, on a given link. Last, the them odynam ics of
the lJayered X Y m odel is encoded by its partition function, which is given by the follow ing
product:

3) )

0
Zyy D1= Mo @=ks T)I' & D1 12,y DI: )
Here, Iy (Xx) isam odi ed Bessel finction, and Z ;2; 0] isthe partition finction ofan isolated
layer. A Iso, N ° denotes the totalnum ber of links between ad-pcent layers.
Interlayer correlations ofthe lJayered X Y are easily determ ined using the CG ensamble
(2) when the phase correlations w ithin an isolated layer are short range® Let us introduce

the notation 1;p () = x; ) (®;1) and take A, = 0 due to the nullm agnetic eld
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parallel to the layers. A useful (in)equality for the autocorrelator between any num ber of

layers, n + 1, can be com puted to lowest order in the fiigacity, yo . Tt reads?

" 7 5 ! n+ 1#
. d C
e vl G 2 ?2 C_q (voCo=a®)"; (6)
0
where 7
Cq= drf @F” (7)

is the Fourer transform of the m agnitude of the phase auto-correlation function (3) for an
isolated layer probed at two points, ; and =, :

P‘2
0
K" (¢) d=z

CQ;2)= T )P ; @)
where £° is a suitably gauge-transform ed vector potential (see below ). Ttsm agnitude de-
pendsonly on the separation #1, = ¥ B between the probes, and it decays exponentially
at ssgparations beyond a characteristic correlation length ,p due to the phase-incoherent
state that is presently assum ed. The layered CG ensemble (2) is therefore in a con ning
phasel® The prefactor in brackets above n Eq. (6) typically decays polynom ially w ith
the separation n between layers. Also, Eq. (6) is an equality ©rn = 1,'° aswellas for
pure gauges such that &%= & | (see below). To conclide, the autocorrelator het vt » i
across layers decays at least exponentially w ith the separation n in the weak-coupling lim it,
yvo ! 0, ofthe disordered phase.

The layered CG ensamble (2) can also be used to detemn ine interlayer correlations
iIn the ordered phase. Consider again an isolated layer, and suppose that general phase

auto-correlation functions (3) are quasidong range:
h x i X
ny

Chll= g eXPp 2p al)n(c=ro)q@) expi g o ; ©)
1:2)

w here gy isequalto the phase rigidity ofan isolated layer in unitsofJ, wheren,; isequalto
half the num ber probes, where ry is the natural ultraviolt scale of order the intervortex
spacing, ayx = a=f'=?, and where 4 (¥) should ressmble the unique zero-tem perature

con guration (independent of the layer index, 1). The system ofdual (n,) charges in the
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layered CG ensemble (2) is then in a plasn a phase at Iow tem peratures ., < 2823 In

such case, the m acroscopic phase rigidity across layers is approxin ately given by®
7=J,=hoos 111 w: (10)

Furtherem ore, In this case an appropriate Hubbard-Stratonovich transfomm ation of the
CG partition function (2) in the absence ofa source (= 0) reveals that it is equalto the
R
corresponding one Zip P]= D ePf =% T fra renom alized Law renceD oniach (LD )
m odelup to a factor that is independent of the Jossphson coupling, J, . T he corresoonding
energy finctional is given by®
" #
Z

2 X 1 2 s X
Eiypp =J dr E(f 1) 0 cos( 11 1) 7 11

1 1

where J = ks T=2 ,p isthem acroscopic phase rigidity of an isolated layer,'® and where

o = ‘a is the Josephson penetration length. The above continuum description (11) is
understood to have an ultraviolet cut o of order the inter+vortex spacing, ro. A standard
analysis of the product of partition finctions (5) then yields that the strength ofthe local

Josephson coupling is given by
hoos ;i 11= yo + gohoos 114117 12)

where 1,41 = 11 1-

To compute hoos 3,14 11 In the weak-coupling lim it, i is su cient to consider only
layers land 1+ 1 in isolation from the rest ofthe system . At low tem perature ,p 1, the
ham onic approxin ation for the Jossphson coupling term in Eq. (11) isvalid: cos 3,141 =
1 £ Z,.,.The resulting gaussian integration then yields hoos 13 1i= e ® 172 ith
h 12,-1+1i: op I ( L2T=r§). Here ; isoforder the Jossphson pentration length, o= ‘a.

Subsitution into Eqg. (12) then produces the result?
hoos 14 11= yo + Qo (o= o) *° 13)

for the strength of the local Jossphson coupling at low tem perature ,p 1. The latter

agrees w ith the result produced by analyzing a fem ion analogy for the LD m odel (11),



aswell as w ith an estin ate by G lazm an and K oshelev fr the zero- eld case (r, a)i’

Subsitution ofthis result nto Eq. (10) therefore yields the form ula
2=0,= g o= 5) (14)

for the m acroscopic phase rigidity across layers in this regin e To conclude, m acroscopic

phase coherence exists across layers in the ordered phase (9).
ITT. C ontinuum Lim it

W e shallnow review the phase diagram that results from em ploying the above duality
analysis rthe Jayered X Y m odelin the continuum lin it2 a ! 0, which coincidesw ith the
regin e of an all perpendicular ux density, £ 1=36. In the absence of surface barriers,
M onte C arlo sin ulations'® indicate that the vortex liquid phase ofan isolated layer solidi es
Into a \ oating" vortex lattice phase at the 2D m elting tem perature, kg Tm(ZD )= g=20.2
recent duality analysis of such a sihgle layer nds that the standard 2D m elting scenariol’
takes place as long as rigid translations of the 2D vortex lattice are prohibited by surface
barriers!® In particular, general phase auto-correlation fiinctions ©llow the om (9) 1
the vortex lattice phase at T < Tm(ZD ), wih a 2D ocorrelation exponent that takes on an
extrem el snallvalie!® ,, = (28 ) ! Jist below the 2D m elting tem perature, To" .
Further, ,p decreases linearly to zero with decreasing tem perature in the 2D vortex
lattice. On the otherhand, the phase auto-correlation function (8) decays exponentially
)

w ith separation iIn the hexatic phase that lies at tem peratures jist above Tm(zD The

associated correlation length, ,p , diverges exponentially as tem perature cools down to

(2D

T ). The auto-correlation finction retains, how ever, the trivial phase factor of the 2D

vortex Jattice:® Rf;to dr=,@2) o).

W enow illustrate that there exist asm any as three distinct decoupling tem peratures?
T > T, > Tp . Consider the weak-coupling lin it of the Jayered X Y model, °! 1 .Eq.
(6) then becom es an equality in the hexatic phase of an isolated layer due to the trivial
phase factor in the phase auto-correlation filnction (8).!° The phase correlation length

across layers, - , is therefore equalto the spacing d between ad-pcent layers w hen
Z

el =y, &ri @¥Fa’: (15)



This de nes a din ensional crossover eld,>?® 1°
£ % g @=ksT) (2 =ayx) (16)

In units of the naive decoupling scale (= %, that separates 2D from 3D vortex-liquid
behavior® It is traced out in Fig. 1. In these units, to be used hereafter, £ @ gives the
perpendicular eld. T he system isbest described by a decoupled stack of 2D vortex liquids

at edsabove f ®.0n the ordered side at T < Tm(zD),Eq. (14) or ? In plies that long—

s
range order across layers exists: , = 1 . And since gpJ is equal to the phase rigidity
of an isolated layer, Eq. (14) also implies that 3D scaling is violated at weak-coupling,
(to= g) ?° 1, In which case the phase rigidiy across layers, ; , s am all iIn com parison
to its value at zero tem perature, J,. This occurs at elds above the decoupling scale
f B = &7 2, however, which is astronom ically large and of order 10°® at tem perature
below 2D m elting due to the extrem ely sn allbound on the correlation exponent there,'’
op < (28 ) ! .Atlargeanisotropy, °> ?, the system isbest described by an entangled
stack of 2D vortex lattices'! that exhibit a relatively sm allm acroscopic Jossphson e ect.®
Last, the CG ensamble (2) indicates that a 3D vortex-lattice m elting transition occurs
at an intemm ediate tem perature T,, when the typical distance between neighboring dual
charges, n, = 1, grow s to be of order ,p , at which point these charges are con ned
into neutralpairs®* It can be shown that T, lies inside ofthe 2D 3D cross-over w indow
T
the layered CG ensamble 2) n zero eld,’™° the author has argued that in the weak-—

;T ] by virtue of this de niion (see ref. 8, Eg. 62). A lso, by com parison w ith

coupling lim i, T, m arks the location of a second-order m elting transition that ssparates
the superconducting and nom alphases. Thism eansthat ., (T) divergesasT coolsdown
to Ty - A second-order transition in the vortex-liquid phase of YBCO that resem bles the
above has been reported recently.t

Let us now detem Ine what happens as Interlayer coupling increases from the weak—
coupling lim it just studied. The n, charges are screened at low tem perature, T < Tm(zD ),

which means that no phase transition can take place as a function of the anisotropy

0 0

param eter,® °. Tstead, a crossover region exists for anisotropy param eters below D

that ssparates a set of weakly coupled 2D vortex lattices at high eld from a conventional



3D vortex lattice at low eld. A gain, the extrem ely sm all bound on the 2D ocorrelation
exponent ,p at tem peraturesbelow 2D m elting indicates that the form er weakly coupled
phase is not attainable there in practice. Egs. (13) and (14) also In ply that the Jossph-
son e ect is essentially independent of eld/anisotropy at these tem peratures, T < Tm(2D "
T his observation is consistent w ith M onte C arlo sim ulation results ofthe lJayered X Y m odel

w ith uniform frustration. O n the disordered side, T > To>"

, the phase correlation length
across layers, , ,beginsto grow larger than the spacing between ad-pcent layers at elds
below £ ® & 0 utside ofthe 2D criticalregion, at op ax,M onte C arlo sin ulations ofthe
layered X Y m odelw ith uniform frustration indicate that rst-order m elting occurs along
the decoupling contour hcos 13411 1=27"° The resulting phase diagram is depicted by

Fig. 1.
IV . Sublim ated D ecoupling

W e shallnext apply the partialduality analysisoutlined in section ITto the lJayered X Y
m odelw ith only m oderately am all frustration. Let us consider again an isolated X Y m odel
over the square lattice, but w ith a uniform vorticity (fustration) between 1=30< £ < 1=2.

M onte Carl sinulations indicate that a depinning transition at kg Tp(2D )

= 15fJ now
separates a pinned triangular vortex lattice at low —tem perature from a vortex liquid phase
at high tem perature.!® The depihning transition is rst order and no signs ofa \ oating"
vortex—lattice phase are cbserved. Strict long-range phase correlations then exist at low
tem peratures T < Tp(zD " in the pinned phase, w hich im pliesthat the phase auto-correlation
finctions are given asym ptotically by Eq. (9) wih ,p = 0. A Iso, the disordered phase

at high temperature T > Tp(ZD )

should be hexatic due to the underlying square-lattice
grid !’ This m eans that the phase autocorrelations (8) exhibit exponential decay as well
as a trivial phase factor:’ ,p, < 1 and szvo de =, @) o (). Below, we shalluse
these facts to m ap out the phase diagram ofthe layered X Y m odel at such relatively high
vortex density.

The rstorder nature of the depinning transition in an isolated X Y layer w ith rela—
tively lJarge uniform vorticity, 1=2 > £ > 1=30, In plies that the phase correlation length

is nite at tem peratures just above the depinning transition: ;p (Ip(ZD '+ )< 1l .ByEq.
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(16), the 2D 3D crossover el here must also then be nite. Notice that £ @ is larger

) By £ < 1=2. Strict

than unity at depinning if ,p > ayx and if gy 1,shce d > Kk Tp(
longrange phase coherence ( ;p = 0) exists on the low -tem perature side at T < Tp(ZD ),
however. W e therefore reach the rem arkable conclusion that at lJarge anisotropy param e—

2D )], the Iine T = Tp(ZD ) m arks

ters of the corresponding layered X Y model, ° 0 [Tp(
a sublim ation transition that ssparates a decoupled vortex liquid at T > Tp(ZD ) with es-
sentially no interlayer phase coherence, , < d, from a pinned 3D vortex lattice state at

2D
T < T2

w ith long-range interlayer phase coherence, . = 1 . Asdepicted by Fig. 2,
no 2D 3D cross-over regin e exists in such case. A 1so, com parison of Egs. (13) and (14)
w ith the fact that the 2D correlation exponent ,p vanishes in the low -tem perature phase
in plies that the crossoverat %= 8 (T ) between weakly coupled and m oderately coupled
1.

Indeed, Eq. (13) indicates that the Jossphson coupling hcos ;14 1 1 is independent of eld,

vortex lattices must collapse onto the depinning lne at T = To°" ' and %> © [y

2D )
f @, at tem peratures below the sublim ation transition and at such large anisotropy pa—
ram eters. Last, the local Jossphson coupling jum ps down to a an all value given by the
vortex-liquid result,'®> Eq. (6) at n = 1, once the vortex lattice sublin ates. Sin ilar jim ps
of order unity have been cbserved at vortex-lattice m elting in BSCCO > In conclusion, the
three possible decoupling transitions collapse onto a single sublin ation transition! Such
point-like as opposad to line-lke m elting of the vortex lattice has been cbserved in M onte

C arlo sinulations of the layered X Y m odelw ith m oderately sm all frustration .’
V .D iscussion and C onclusions

Among the imnportant theoretical results listed above is the local Jossphson cou—
pling In the vortex-lattice phase, Eq. (13), which can be expressed as hcos 1,411 =
Yo+ goe 2T=T0 B:) yith a tem perature scale ks Tp B- )= 2 J=h B, =B, ).Herg, B, =

0= % isthe naive decoupling eld® and J = kg T=2 ,p isthe 2D phase rigidity ! A sob-
served previously, the weak logarithm ic eld dependence above In plies that hcos 35411 s
oforder unity at low tem peratures T < Tm(2D " and at perpendicular eldsbelow the astro—
nom ically large scale Hp 16%B » - The Jocal Josephson coupling (13) show s essentially

no eld dependence in such case. Thisiscon m ed directly by M onte C arlo sim ulations of

10



the layered X Y with low uniform frustration.” D espite the fact that the decoupled vortex—
lattice state characterized by a sm all \cosine" does not exist in practice at tem peratures
below 2D m elting, it is nevertheless rem arkable that Tp B, ) coincides, to w ithin a large
num erical constant, w ith the tem perature scale for layer decoupling induced by the un-
binding of topological defects of the vortex lattice known as \quartets". T hese consist of
tw o opposing dislocation pairs in parallel inside of a given layer2! Com parison w ith the
present results then indicates that layer decoupling is indeed due to such a \quartet" un—
binding m echanism , but that thisoccurs only or exponentially weak Jossphson coupling at
tem peratures below 2D m elting (cf. ref. 12). G Jazm an and K oshelev have also calculated
the local Josephson coupling heos 1514 11w ithin the 3D elasticm edium description for the
vortex lattice,® where they nd amuch stronger dependence TDO B-) B, =B- )1=2Tm(2D )
or the decoupling tem perature scale with eld, on the other hand.? This discrepancy
is due to the fact that the elasticm edium approxin ation represents a continuum the—
ory. It therefore accounts only for long-wavelength uctuations of the phase di erence
across layers. In the weak-coupling lim i, the dom inant contribution to the \cosine" is
due to short-wavelength phase uctuations between ad-pcent layers. These uctuations
are m issed by the 3D elastic m edium approxin ation, and we believe that this is why the
G lazm anK oshelev result’ underestin ates the size of the decoupling tem perature scale at

weak coupling.

In conclusion, a partial duality analysis of the layered X Y m odelw ith uniform frus-
tration nds that sublin ated m elting/decoupling of the 3D vortex lattice occurs if (i) the
superconducting-nom al transition of an isolated layer is rst-order and if (ii) a su cient
degree of layer anisotropy exists. C ondition (i) is gauranteed at strong substrate pinning,*®
1=2 > £ > 1=30. It has also been em phasized that no decoupled vortex-lattice state ex-
ists at tem peratures below 2D ordering exospt for exponentially weak Jossphson coupling
between layers (seeFigs. 1 and 2). This isnotably consistent w ith com plem entary calcula-
tions that inclide interlayerm agnetic coupling, but that tum o the Josephson coupling.t?
Tt m ust be m entioned, however, that the m agnetic coupling between layers isweak in the
extrem e type-II regin e studied here, and that this coupling can In fact be incorporated

into the present duality analysis (2) ofthe vortex lattice in layered superconductors via an
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e ective \substrate potential" for isolated layers (see ref. 12). The additional substrate
consists of an array of comm ensurate pins that m in ics the m agnetic e ect of the vortex
lattice In ad-poent Jayers. It can therefore only increase phase coherence (3) inside ofeach
2D vortex lattice ?° Thism eans that the bound, 5 < 28 ) !, on the phase correlation
exponent of the 2D vortex lattice continues to hold. Hence, within the \substrate po-

tential" approxin ation f©rm agnetic coupling,*? the decoupling crossover to an entangled

?
s

vortex lattice'! w ith J, does not occur in practice at tem peraturesbelow 2D m elting
In the extrem e type Il regin e [see Eg. (14)]. W e ram Ind the reader that rigid translations
of the vortex lattice are assum ed throughout to be prohibited by surface barriers (see ref.
19).

T he author is grateful for the hospitality of the Instituto de C iencias de M aterdales
de M adrid, where this work was com pleted, and to M arty M aley and Paco Guinea for

discussions.
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Fig. 1.

Fig. 2.

Figure C aptions

Shown is the proposed phase diagram for the Jayered X Y m odel w ith uniform frus—
tration in the continuum regine, £ 1=36. Notice the absence (in practice) of a
decoupling transition at tem peratures below 2D melting. R igid translations of the
vortex lattice are assum ed to be prohibited by surface barriers. The m ean— eld tem —
perature dependence J / Toy T is also assum ed.

T he proposed phase diagram for the layered X Y m odelw ith m oderate uniform frus-
tration, 1=30 < f < 1=2 is digplayed. The mean— eld tem perature dependence

J/ Te T isassumed once again.
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E rratum : \Sublim ated decoupling of the vortex lattice
in extrem ely type-II layered superconductors",

Phys. Rev.B 66, 214506 (2002)]
JP . Rodriguez

T he decoupling eld for tem peratures that lie below the 2D ordering transition that

was derived In the discussion ollow ng Eqg. (16) ism ore generally given by
f gz = (r0=avx)zel= 2

w here 1y &x was In plicitly assum ed. A Ithough the latter is not necessarily true, the
ratio ry=a,x must be largerthan ! = (= ;. W e have 100 In YBCO for exam ple.
T he above then in pliesthat the decoupling eld isboundedby £ F > 10°* at tem peratures
below 2D ordering in such case, since ,p < (28 ) ! . It therefore rem ains exponentially
big.

M ore seriously, the clain m ade in section IV that the 2D phase correlation exponent is
null at tem peratures that lie below the 2D vortex-lattice depinning transition is incorrect.
W hat is null is its vortex com ponent, which leaves the sopin-wave result ,p = kg T=2 J
for the net exponent. T he sentences in the m iddle of both paragraphs of section IV that
begin w ith \Strict long+ange phase ..." m ust therefore be replaced w ith \Q uasi long—range
phase ...". A lso, the equation \ ,p = 0" that appears in both of these sentences m ust be
replaced with \ ,p = kg T=2 J". The rest of section IV rem ains valid for Jossphson
coupling that is not exponentially weak. The equation digplayed above, for exam ple,
yields an astronom ically lJarge lower bound f 132 > (rp=ayx)? 10 frthe decoupling eld
at tem peratures below 2D ordering and at an in-plane vortex concentration of £ = 1=25.
Thisbound is due to the value kg Tp(2D ' = 0067 ofthe rst-order transition tem perature

of an isolated layer in such case.

T he above corrections do not change any of the conclusions drawn in the paper.
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