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In underdoped cuprates uctuations of the phase of the superconducting order param eter play a
role dueto the sm allsuper uid density. W e considerthee ectsofphase uctuationsassum ing the ex—
change of spin uctuations to be the predom inant pairing interaction. Spin uctuations are treated
In the uctuation-exchange approxim ation, while phase uctuations are included by Berezinskii-
K osterlitz-T houless theory. W e calculate the sti ness against phase uctuations, ns (! )=m , as a
fiunction of doping, tem perature, and frequency, taking its renom alization by phase uctuations
Into account. T he resuls are com pared w ith recent m easurem ents of the high—-frequency conductiv—
ity. Furthem ore, we obtain the tem perature T , where the density of states at the Ferm i energy
starts to be suppressed, the tem perature T., where Cooper pairs form , and the superconduct—
Ing transition tem perature T., where their phase becom es coherent. W e nd a crossover from a
phase—- uctuation-dom inated regin e w ith T. / ns for underdoped cuprates to a BC S-lke regin e for

overdoped m aterials.

PACS numbers: 7420Mn, 74404k, 74.72+

I. NTRODUCTION

For about fteen years cuprate high-tem perature su-
perconductors H T SC’s) have stin ulated signi cant ad—
vances In the theory ofhighly correlated system saswell
as in soft condensed m atter theory. N evertheless, we still
do not fully understand the variousphases ofthesem ate—
rials. O fparticular Interest is the underdoped regin e of
hole-doped cuprates, in which the hol density (doping)
x in the Cu0 , planes is Iow er than required for them axi-
mum superconducting transition tem perature T.. In this
regin e the super uid density ns decreasesw ith decreas-
ing doping and is found to be proportionalto T. ¥ Above
T., one nds a strong suppression of the electronic den—
sity of states close to the Fem ienergy, ie., a pseudogap,
which appears te have the sam e sym m etry as the super-
conducting gap 2 Furthem ore, therem ay be uctuating
charge and spin m odulations (stripes) .:3

Tt has been recognized early on that the amall su—
per uid density ng leads to a reduced sti ness against

uctuations of thg phase of the superconducting or-
der parameterf?€ Phase uctuations are addition—
ally enhanced because they are canonically conjugate
to charge dengly uctuations, which are believed to
be suppressed #€ Furthem ore, the cuprates consist of
weakly coupled two-din ensional 2D ) CuO, planes so
that uctuationsare enhanced by the reduced din ension—
ality. Phase uctuations m ight destroy the long-range
superconducting order, although there is still a conden—
sate of preform ed C ooperpairs. In conventional, bulk su—
perconductors this m echanisn is not relvant, since the
large super uid density leads to a typicalenergy scale of
phase uctuations much higher than the superconduct-
Ing energy gap , which govems the them al breaking
of Cooper pairs. Thus In conventional superconductors
the transition is due to the destruction of the Cooper
pairs and T. is proportionalto .Y On the other hand,

the ocbservation that T, / ns in underdoped cuprates;l'
Indicates that the phase uctuations drive the transition
In this regine. The Cooper pairs only break up at a
crossover around T, > T.. If the feedback of phase uc-
tuations on the local form ation of C ooper pairs is sm all,
T. is approxim ately given by the transition tem perature
onewould obtain w thout phase uctuations. Between T,
and T, Cooper pairg exist but the order param eter isnot
phase coherent £ P8R R ecent them alexpansion exper—
In ents strongly support this pictureﬂq However, there
is no close relation between our T, and the mean— eld
transition tem perature of Ref. 10, which is detem ined
by extrapolation from the low-T behavior of the expan—
There is a third tem perature scale T with T > T,
below which a pseudogap starts to open up as seen in
nuclear m agngtig 1espnance, tunneling, and transport
experin ents2324432429 - seem sunlikely that the pseu—
dogap at these tem peratures is due to local supercon—
ductivity. Rather, i is thought to be caused by spin
uctuations? or the onset of stripe inhom ogeneities L7
R ecent experin entson the Halle ect in GdBa,Cuz0 4
In SH also support the existence of two crossover tem —
peratures T, and T . In this work we are m ostly con-—
cemed w ith the strong pseudogap regine Tc < T < T .

D ue to the layered structure of the cuprates, they be—
have lke the 2D XY model except In a narrow criti-
cal range around T, wherg they show three-din ensional
@D) XY criticalbehavior%2% T he standard theory for
the 2D XY model, the BerezinskiiK qster]itz-T houless
BKT) renom alization group theory2%2%42324 should
thus describe these m aterials outside of the narrow crit—
ical range 242927242989 A 1so, recent transport m easure-
m ents for a gate-doped cuprate?la' wih only a single su—
perconducting CuO, plane show essentially the same
doping dependence of T, as found for buk m aterials.
BK T theory predicts a transition at a tem perature T, <
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T ,dueto theunbindung of uctuating vortex-antivortex
pairs In the superconducting order param eter. G aussian
phase uctuations are less in portant, since they do not
shift T, 3 In addition, the coupling of the phase to the
electrom agnetic ,eJd causes them to be gapped at the
plsna ﬁ:equency,. 3 whereas the BK T picture of vortex
unbinding rem ains basically unchanged 24

In the early days of HTSC'’s, BKT theory was en—
voked to-interpret a number of experim ents on buk
sam ples 8984878858940 R ecently, two experin ents have
lent strong additignal support to the BK T description:
First, C orson et al“! havem easured the com plex conduc—
tivity of underdoped BLSrnCaCu,0g: and extracted
the frequency-dependent phase sti ness from the data.
T he authors Interpret their data in term s of dynam ical
vortex-pair uctuation£3%3 and conclude that vortices|
and thusa localsuperconducting oondensate| existup to
at Jeast 100K ,.W e discuss this assertion in Sec. -]It Sec—
ond, Xu et al.'gj have found signs of vortices at tem pera—
turesm uch higherthan T. In underdoped La, x S5, CuO 4
InmeasurementsoftheNemste ect. A recent reanalysis
ofthe data4 yields an onset tem perature ofvortex e ects
0of 40K for an extrem ely underdoped sam ple (x = 0:05)
and of 90K forx = 0:07.

So far, we have not said anything about the supercon—
ducting pairing m echanisn . T here is iIncreasing evidence
that pairing ism ainly due to the exchange of spin uc—
tuations. The, oaqse,w,mg- uctuation-exchange FLEX)
approxin atjon'g"‘lg"“i 4744849 hased on thism echanisn de—
scribes optim ally doped and overdoped cuprates rather
well. In particular, the correct doping dependence and
order ofm agnitude of T, are obtained in thisregime. On
the other hand, the FLEX approxin ation does not in—
clide phase uctuations and we believe this to be the
m aln reason why i fails to predict the downtum ofT. In
the underdoped regin e. Instead, T is found to approxi-
m atetly saturate for an alldoping x. H owever, the FLEX
approxin ation is able to reproduce tw o other salient fea-
tures of underdoped cuprates, nam ely the decrease ofng
and the opening ofa weak pseudogap at T , aswe show
below .

T his encourages us to apply the follow ing description.
W e emply the FLEX approxin ation to obtain the dy-
nam icalphase sti nessng (! )=m ,whereng (! ) isthegen-
eralization ofthe super uid density for nite frequencies.
T he static density ng (0) starts to deviate from zero at
the tem perature where C ooper pairs start to form and
which we identify with T_ . Then, phase uctuations are
hoorporated by using the phase sti ness from FLEX as
the Input for BKT theory, which leads to a renom al-
ized n¥ < ng and predicts a reduced T.. Then, we
consider the dynam ical case ! > 0 and use dynam ical
BKT ‘cheory'gja’ﬁlz to nd the renom alized phase sti ness

R (1)=m and com pare the results w ith experin ents¥i

II. STATIC CASE

Transport m easuram ents for a gate-doped cuprate'il:
show that the superconducting properties are determ ined
by a single CuO ,; plane. T he sin plest m odelbelieved to
contain the relevant strong correlations is the 2D one—
band Hubbard m odel®d W e here start from the Ham il
tonian
X

nyngg: (1)

Here, ¢ creates an elctron with spin  on site i, U
denotes the on-site Coulomb interaction, and ti; is the
hopping integral. W ithin a conserving approxim ation,
the oneelectron selfenergy is given by the functional
derivative ofa generating functional ,which isrelated to
the free energy, w ith respect to the dressed one-electron
G reen function G, = H = G2 On the other hand,
the dressed G reen function is given by the usualD yson
equation G ! = G,' in tem s of the unperturbed
G reen function Gy of the kinetic part of H along.-These
equations detem; ine the dressed G reen ﬁJnCt;IOI}-.'-. I
The T -m atrix’3 or FLEX approxin ation®#3Adu1ndad
is distinguished by the choice ofa particular in nite sub-
set of ladder and bubbl diagram s for the generating
functional . The dressed G reen finctions are used to
calculate the charge apd spin susceptbilities. From these
aBerk-Schrie ertype®? pairing interaction is contructed,
describing the exchange of charge and spin  uctuations.
In a purely electronic pairing theory a self-consistent de—
scription is required because the electrons do not only
form Cooper pairs but also m ediate the pairing inter—

action. The quasiparticke selfenergy com ponents X
( =0,3,1) wih respegtto thePaulim atrices  in the
Nambu representation 4 ie., Xo = ! 1 Z) (enor-
m alization), X3 = (energy shift), and X; = (gap
param eter) are given by

1x 4
X ki) = = d Psk k%) Pck k% )]
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Here, the plus sign holds for X y and X 53 and the m inus

sign for X ;. The kemel I and the spectral functions A
are given by
f( '9%+b £(19+b
T 1Y = (.) () + (.) () . @)
1+ 1 10+ i+ 10
1 a k;!)
A i) = — I ——; 4
k;!) Do) @)
whereag= !Z,a3= y+ ,a= ,and
D=(2)? [+ I 2 5)

Here, £ and b are the Fem iand B ose distribution fiinc—
tion, respectively. W e use the bare tightbinding disper-
sion relation for lattice constanta= b= 1,

x =2t @2 ocosky cosk, ): ©)



P
The band Ilng n = 1N x Dx is detem ined

with theghelp of the k-dependent occupation number
ng = 2 , d'f£()N k;!) which is caloulated self-
consistently. n = 1 corresponds to half lling. T he inter—
actions due to soin and charge uctuations are given by

PS:(z)lUZ:En(3S so)wih = s @ U sO)1
and P, = (2)1U2]m(3c c0) with = co (1 +
U o) ! . In tem s of spectral fiinctions one has
Z
M o0 l@i!)= —  AIPECY £0°%+ 1))
. 1
N k+qi!’+ DN k!9
k
Ay k+qi!%+ DAk )
Here,N (;!)= Ay k;!)+ A3 k;!), and the real parts

are calculated w ith the help of the K ram ersK ronig rela—
tion. T he substracted tem s In P and P rem ove double
counting that occurs in second order. The soin  uctua—
tions are found to dom inate the pairing interaction. T he
num erical calculations are perform ed on a square lattice
wih 256 256 points in the Brillbuin zone and w ith
200 points on the real ! axisup to 16t wih an aln ost
Iogarithm ic mesh. The full mom entum and frequency
dependence of the quantities is kept. The convolutions
In k space are carried out using fast Fourier transform a-
tion. T he superconducting state is found to have d,2 2 -
wave symmetry. T, is detemm ined from the linearized
gap equation.

A e]d—theoretjga,l.deﬁyatjon of the e ective action of
phase uctuations?£32467 show s that the phase sti ness
for frequency ! = 0 is given by the 3D static super uid

density divided by the e ectivem ass, ns x;T)=m . This
quantity is given by
Bl 2 m 1) ®)
m e S
w ith
Z
o= Al Y (); ©)

where Y ( §) isthe realpart of the conductivity in the
nom al (sgperconducting) state. Here we utilize the £-
sam rule , d! 1(!) = €&n=2m where n is the 3D
electron density. The interpretation of Eq. (_é) is that
the spectralweight m issing from the quasiparticle back—
ground in  (!) orT < T, must be in the superconduct-
ing delta-fiinction peak.

(!) is calculated in the nom,al and superconducting
states using the K ubo fm ulas454
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FIG .1: Static super uid density as a function of tem perature
for three values of the doping x (symbols). T he solid curves
are tsofpower law sw ith logarithm ic correctionsasexplained
in the text. The iIntersection of ng (T )=m w ith the dashed
line represents a sim pli ed criterion for the BK T transition
tem perature T..

where v ;; = @ x=Qk; are the band velocities w ithin the
CuO, plane and c is the caxis lattice constant. Vertex
corrections are neglected.

The super uid density (phase stiness) ng=m ob—
tained in thisway is shown In Fjg.:}' for the three dop—
Ing values x = 0091 (underdoped), x = 0155 (@pprox—
In ately optin ally doped), and x = 0222 (overdoped).
The gure also shows ts to the data at given dop-
Ing lkvel, where we assume the orm hng(T)=m =
agtarm(T, T)+a n? (T, T)+ ::yie, apowerdaw
dependence close to T, w ith logarithm ic corrections. W e
use the tsto extrapolate to T = 0. The resuls show
that T, depends on x only weakly In the underdoped
regin e but decreases rapidly in the overdoped. W e com e
back to this below . Furthem ore, ng=m increasesmuch
m ore slow Iy below T_ in the underdoped regin e and ex—
trapolatesto a anallervalie at T = 0.

W e have also calculated ng In units of the total hole
density n, shown in Fjg.-'_ﬂ, nding that ns=n is signif-
icanly reduced below uniy, In agreem ent w ih experi-
m entsbut In contradiction to BC S theory. T he reduction
is strongest for the underdoped case. O ur resuls show
that spin uctuations can explain m ost of the observed
reduction of ng. A lso note that ng is linear in tem per-
ature or T ! 0 because of the nodes In the gap. The
nset in FJg'@I shows 3 ()= 3(T), where the penetra—
tion depth o/ ns' 2, as a function of T, T.The
FLEX approxination yields ()= *(@)/ T, T.The
sam e poyer law has been found experin entally by K a—
m alet al®d I hasbeen attrbuted to critical uctuations
starting about 10K below the transition tem perature,fd
since it coincides w ith the critical exponent expected for
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FIG . 2: Ratio of super uid densiy to totalho]e density for
the sam e dopJng values x as In Fig. .1. The inset shows
3T =0)=3@T)=n2? @)=’ (T =0),where isthe Lon-
don penetration depth, as a function of (T, T).

the 3D XY model. W e here obtain the sam e power law
from the FLEX approxin ation, which is purely 2D and
does not contain critical uctuations. Instead this rapid
increase of ng / 1= % below T, is due to the selfton-
sistency, which leads to a m ore rapid opening of the gap
than In BC S theory. W e thus conclude that, while critical
3D XY u¢tuations are expected in a narrow tem pera—
ture J:ange,-g:'— : they are not the origin of the observed
power law on the scalk of 10K .

Now wetum to the renom alization ofng due to phase
(vortex) uctuations. The BK T theory descrbes the un—
binding, of themm ally created pancake vortex-antivortex
pairs2423 T he relevant param eters are the din ensionless
sti ness K and the core energy E . of vortices. The sti —

ness is related to ng by®s

i 11)

N
o]
2]
G
Y oN

where  is the inverse tem perature and d is the aver—
age spacing between CuO, layers. Since we use a 2D
m odel to describbe double-ayer cuprates, we set d to
half the height of the uni cell of the typical represen—
tative YBayCuzOg4y. The stiness K is also a mea—
sure of the strength of the vortex-antivortex interaction
V = 2 kgTK Ih(=r). Here, rpy is the m ninum pair
size, ie., twice the vortex core radius, which is of the
order of the In-plane G nzburg-L.andau coherence length
ab. For the corg energy we use an approxin ate result
by Blatter et al2d E. = ks TK In , where is the
G Inzburg param eter. Starting from the sn allest vortex—
antivortex pairs of size ry, the pairs are integrated out
and theire ect is ncorporated ki an approxin ate renor-
m alization ofK and the figaci® y = e E <. Thiskads

to the K osterlitz recursion relations

¥ _ o Ky 12)
a1 Yi
dK 3.2 2
== 4347k 2, 13
= y 13)

where 1 = In(r=rp) is a logarithm ic length scal. For
T > T.,K goesto zero or1! 1 , so that the interac-
tion is screened at large distances and the largest vortex—
antivortex pairs unbind. The unbound vortices destroy
the superconducting order and the M ei ner e ect and
Jead to dissipation ©3 For T < T., K approachesa nite
valueK g limy 1 K and yvanishesinthelmi1l! 1
so that there are exponentially few large pairs and they
still feel the logarithm ic Interaction. B ound pairs reduce
K and thusng, but do not destroy superconductivity. At
T.,Kr Jumps from a universalvalie of2= to zero. The
values of T, shown below are obtained by num erically
Integrating Egs. Clj) and {13 with ng taken from an In-—
terpolation between the points In Fig. -J. It tums out
that the renomm alization of K for T < T, isvery small
so that one obtains T, from the sin ple criterion

2 n 2 4kg T
“ or S(TC)= “ ]32 [¢] (14)
m h°d

K (Tq) =

for the unrenomn alized sti ness with an error of less

than 1% . Eq. {I4) is satis ed at the intersection of the
ng (T)=m curvesw ith the dashed straight line in Fig.i.
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FIG . 3: Tem perature scales of the cuprates as functions of
doping x. T. (solid circles) is the transition tem perature
obtained from the FLEX approxin ation w ith phase uctua—
tions included by m eans of BK T theory. At T. (open circles)

C ooper pairs start to form locally; this tem perature is given
by the transition tem perature obtained from the FLEX ap-—
proxim ation with spin uctuations alone. The crosses show

the super uid density (phasesti ness)ns (T = 0)=m forcom —
parison. T his curve has been scaled so that it agrees w ith T.
in the underdoped regin e.



From BK T theory we obtain two im portant quantities:
the transition tem perature T. and the renom alized sti —
ness K g , which determ ines the renom alized super uid
density (phase sti ness)

nf 4
= 2 K R + (15)
m h*d

In Fjg.-'_?. we plot the transition tem perature T. and the
tem perature T, where C ooperpairs form . For decreas—
ing doping x, T, becom es nearly constant and even de-
creases for the lowest doping lvel, consistent w ith the
strong decrease of the onset tem perature of vpriex ef-
fects at even lower doping fund by Xu et al%344 w e
have also calculated der superconducting gap ¢ extra—
polted to T = 0 (not shown). ¢ isherede ned ashalf
the peak-to-peak separation In the density of states. W e
nd approxin ately o/ T,

Phase uctuations lead to a downtum ofT. in the un—
derdoped regin e. H ow ever, this reduction isnot as large
as experim entally observed and our value x 014 for
the optin al doping is accqulingly sm aller than the ex—
perimentaloneofx 0:16 “we suggest that one origin
ofthis discrepancy is the neglect ofthe feedback ofphase

uctuations on the electronic properties.

Figure :3 also show s the super uid density ng (0)=m
extrapolated to T = 0, scaled such that it approaches T.
In the underdoped regim e. T he density increases approx—
In ately linearly with doping except for the m ost over—
doped point, where it tums down again. This behavior
agrees well w ith anq]e—reso]yed photoem ission ARPES)
results of Feng et ql.. and w ith recent SR experin ents
of Bemhard et ald-‘i In Ref. .66 amaxinum in ng at a
unique doping value of xy ax 0:19 is found for vari-
ous cuprates, whilk we obtain x ax 0,20. Our resuls
are consistent w ith the Uemura scaling® T. / ng (0) h
the heavily underdoped regin e and w ith the BC S-lke
behavior T. T. / o I the overdoped lim &. T. In-
terpolates an oothly between the extrem e cases. W e nd
T. < T, even Porhigh doping, sinceng (T yand K (T ) con—
tmuous]y goto zeroat T, sothatEq. (14) isonly satis ed
at a tem perature T, < TC T he results for the overdoped
casem ay be changed if am plitude uctuations ofthe qr=
derparam eter and theirm ixing w ith phase uctuations?’.
are taken into account. Am plitude uctuations are gov—
emed by , which becom es an aller than the energy scale
ofphase uctuations in the overdoped regin e.

T he situation is com plicated by the Josephson cou-—
pling between Cu0O, layers. This coupling leads to the
appearance of Josephson vortex lines connecting the pan—
cake vortices between the layers2% They induce a In-
ear com ponent in the vortex-antivortex interaction. T his
contrbution becom es relevant at separations larger than

= d= ,where < 1 is the anisotropy param eter?}

acts as a cuto for the K osterlitz recursion relations
and eventually leads to an increase of T, relative to the
BKT result T2XT and- to.the.breakdown of 2D theory
close to th.e transﬂ:Jon 24292427 T he experim ents of C or—
son et al®! also show that the BK T tem perature T2X T
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FIG.4: Temperature T at which a an all suppression of the
density of states at the Ferm i energy (Wweak pseudogap) ap—
pears. The temperatures T, and T. from Fig. :3 are also
shown. The inset shows the suppression of the density of
states (in arbitrary units) orx = 0:d55and T = 45T, (sold
Ine), T = 23T, T (dashed line),and T = 1:01T. (dotted
Iine).

extracted from the data is signi cantly sm aller than the
experim ental Tc. Thus T, as calculated here is a lower
bound of the true transition tem perature.

T he feedback of phase uctuations on the electrons is
not included in our approach. W e expect the phage uc-
tuations in this regin e to lead to pair breaking® How—
ever, sin ulationsofthe XY m odelsuggest that this feed—
back is rather weak £9 N eglecting the fedback, the elec—
tronic spectral fiinction show sthe unrenom alized super—
conducting gap for To < T < T, . Sihce there is no su—
perconducting order in this regim e, we identify this gap
w ith the (strong) pseudogap, w hich thus is autom atically
dy> y2-wavelke and of the sam e m agnitude as the su-
perconducting gap for T < T.. Thus in this picture the
pseudogap is due to local C ooper pair form ation In the
absence of Iong-range phase coherence. P airbreaking due
to phase uctuations should partly 11in thisgap.

Figure :ff shows Te, T., and T on a di erent tem -
perature scale. T is the highest tem perature where a
weak pseudogap is obtained from FLEX, ie., where the
density of states at the Fem i energy starts to be sup-
pressed. T he inset show s this suppression for x = 0:155.
The tem perature T becom esm uch larger than T. in the
underdoped regin e, in agreem ent w ith experin ents2?

To conclide this section, we discuss the e ect of a
nom alstate pseudogap due to a m echanisn other than
Inooherent Cooper pairing. Let us assume a suppres—
sion of the density of states close to the Ferm isurface in
the nom al state, eg., due to the form ation ofa charge—
densiy w ave % T his decreases the num ber ofholkes avail-
ablk for pairing and should thus reduce T.. To check
this, we have perform ed FLEX calculationsw ith a pseu—
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FIG .5: Transition tem peratures in the presence ofa nom al-
state pseudogap . T he open squares show the transition tem —
perature T, obtained from the FLEX approxin ation wih a
d-wave pseudogap In the nom alstate dispersion. \Fhg am -
plitude of the pseudogap is taken from experin entsfiL% The
open circles Sh‘OW the corresponding valies w ithout a pseudo—
gap, sse Fig. :Z_i T he solid squares denote T. in the presence
of the pseudogap and w ith phase uctuations inclided, as-
sum ing the two e ects to be independent. The solid circles
show the corresponding results w ithout pseudogap. The in—
set gives the phase sti nessns=m for the doping x = 0:122
with (lower curve) and w ithout (upper curve) the pseudogap .
Intersections w ith the dashed line give the sin ple criterion
(:]_.lg) for T.. One clearly sees that a nom alstate pseudogap
increases the e ect of phase uctuations due to the slow in—
crease ofng=m below T, .

dogap of the form k = o (coskx cosky) included
In the nom alstate dispersion. The doping-dependent
am plitude ( is chosen In gocordance with ARPES ex—
perin ents by M arshallet al%% and by D ing et al?% T he
results are shown by the open squares in Fig. :5 The
curvem ergesw ith the T_ curve w ithout pseudogap (open
circles) at x = 0:155, sincg here the pseudogap is exper—
in entally und to vanish €979 It is apparent that T, is
Indeed strongly reduced in the underdoped regim e. T hus
this density-ofstates e ect is a possble altemative ex—
planation for the ocbserved dow ntum of T..

Next, we consider phase uctuations In the presence
of a nom alkstate pseudogap. The T, values naively ob—
tained from BK T theory forthis case are shown in Fjg.lﬁ
as the solid squares. Phase uctuations reduce T, even
more, In particular or x = 0:122. This is due to the
fact that the phase sti nessng=m nhcreasesmuch m ore
slow Iy below T, in the presence ofa pseudogap, as shown
In the Inset of F jg.:_ﬂ, even IfT_ isonly slightly reduced.
The an all sti nessm akes phase uctuationsm ore e ec—
tive. H owever, in this picture the reduction ofT. isprob—
ably overestin ated: Above, we have explained the pseu-
dogap as resulting from incoherent C ooper pairing. T his

contribution to the pseudogap m ust not be Incorporated
Into the nom alstate dispersion to avoid double count-
ing. This would increase the result for T.. It is clearly
In portant to develop a theory that incorporates phase

uctuations, spin uctuations, and possbly the charge—
density wave on the sam e m icroscopic level. However,
the Inclusion of vortex uctuations in a FLEX -type the-
ory on equal fogting with spin uctuations would be a
orm idablk task #

III. DYNAM ICAL CASE

In this section, we calculate the dynam ical phase sti -
ness, which is the quantity obtained by Corson et alfd
W e rst note that the super uid density can also be ob—
tained from the in aginary part of the conductivity,

ng 1

— Im ! 5 (1); 16
m =2 it o2 ) 16)
as can be shown with the help of K ram ersK ronig rela—
tions. W e have recalculated ng=m in thisway and nd
identical results com pared to Eq. {g) .

The phase sti ness has also been obtained at nenzero
frequencies using  eld-theoretical m ethods#538467 For
an allwave vectorqg ! O,

ng(!) _ 1 s
m e 2

T he in agihary part § (! ) ofthe dynam ical conductiity

isobtained from theFLEX approxin ation forthe dynam —
ical curment-current correlation fiinction using the K ubo
Hmul For ! > 0 one should not nterpret ng (! ) as
a densiy. Note also that r15,1:2 (!) is no longer propor-
tional to the penetration depth of a m agnetic e]d| for
! > 0 there is also a contrbution from the real part of
the conductivity, ie., the nom alskin e ect.

The resulting phase sti ness ng(!)=m is shown in
Fig. @ r x = 0122 (underdoped) at various tem per-
atures. At higher doping the results (ot shown) are
sim ilar, only the typical frequency scale, which tumsout
to be the Iow -tem perature superconductinggap ¢, isre—
duced. W e nd a niephasestinessat! > 0 even for
T T_..At rstglance thisis surprising, since the phase
isnotwelkde ned or = 0. Indeed, usinga W ard iden—
tity one can show that the G aussian part of the phase
action vanishes for T T, 73 How ever, the phase action
contains a contrdbution from the tin e derivative of the
phase besides the sti ness term . W hilke the total action
vanishes, each temm on its own does not. Thus the sti —
ness is nitebut hasno physicalsigni cance forT T_.

Even slightly below T_, ns(! = 0)=m ocbtains a sig-
ni cant nie value, leading to the M ei ner e ect, and
there is a considerable redistribution ofweight from ener-
gies roughly above tw ice the low —tem perature m axin um
gap, 2 ¢, to energiesbelow 2 . This redistribbution in-
creasesw ith decreasing tem perature. A 1so, a peak devel-
ops slightly below ( followed by a dip around 2 ¢, this

(1): a7
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FIG . 6: Frequency-dependent phase sti ness ng (! )=m for
doping x = 0:122 (underdoped) and tem peratures kg T=t =

0.012, 0.015, 0.016, 0.017, 0.018, 0.019, 0.0195, 0.02, 0.0205,
0.021, 0.0215, 0.022, 0.0225, 0.023 fv ith decreasingns (0)=m 1].
t= 250m &V is the hopping integral. The frequency is given
in unitsoft h= 1). At T, 0:023t=kg = 665K Cooper
pairs start to form . Below T. there is a m arked transfer of
weight from energies above 2 ( to energies below , where o

is the m axInum gap at low tem peratures as obtained from

the FLEX approxim ation.

structure being m ost pronounced in the underdoped case.
Since ( is analler in the overdoped regim g, ng (! )=m
changes m ore rapidly for snall ! in this case. It is of
course not surprising that 2 ( is the characteristic fre—
quency of changes In ng (! )=m related to the form ation
of C ooper pairs.
W enow tum to the question ofhow phase uctuations

a ect the dynam icalphase sti nessng (! )=m . This re-
quires a dynam ical generalization of BK T ,theory, which
was rst developed by Ambegackar et al23%3 Here, we
start from a heuristic argum ent for the dynam ical screen—
ing of the vortex Interaction ¥4 An applied electrom ag—
netic eld exertsa force on the vorticesm ainly by induc—
Ing a super ow, which lads to a Lorentz force on the

ux carried by the vortices. O n the other hand, m oving
a vortex leads to dissipation in its core and thustoa -
nite di usion constantD 23 which in pedes itsm otion. If
one assum es a rotating eld of frequency ! , an allvortex—
antivortex pairs w ill rotate to stay aligned w ith the eld.
Large pairs, on the other hand, willnot be able to follow
the rotation and thus becom e lne ective for the screen—
ing. A pair can ollow the eld if its com ponent vortex
and antivortex can m ovea distance 2 r during one period

T, =2 =!. Dumgﬂljsti:neav%rtexcan ove a dis—-
tance ofabout the di usion length DT, = 2 Dy=!,
so that the critical scale for the pair size is
r
Dy
r 18)

2 1

Only vortex-antiortex pairs of size r < r, contrbute
to the screening. Hence, we cut o the renom alization
ow s at this length scale. To avoid an unphysicalkink in
n? (!)=m weusethesmooth cuto ¥ = rf + 2.
T he di usion constant of vortices is not easy to calcu—
late accurately. In the-absence of pinning, the theory of
Bardeen and Stephen?? yieds

2 &2 kT
D3=+HB; (19)
o a

where ¢ is the speed of light, .y ro=2 is the coher-
ence length, , isthenom alstate resistivity, o= hc=2e
is the superconducting ux quantum , and d is an e ec—
tive layer thickness. In the renomm alization the quan-—
tity D 9=rf enters, which according to Eq. {19) is lin-
ear In tem perature. In the presence of a high density of
weak pinning centers the di usion constant becom es?4
D, = Dg exp( Ey=kg T), where E, is the pinning
energy. M atters are com plicated by the observation
that E, depends on tem perature. Rogers et al”l nd
Ep(T) EQ @ T=T.) with E =ks 1200 K for
BLSrnCaCuy0g: . Absorbing the constant term in the
exponent into the prefactor, the result for the di usion
constant In naturalunits is
|
kg T EQ

Dv C ; 20)
rg v h e}§p kB T 4

where C, is a dim ensionless constant. However, such a
large value of E ) would lead to a sharp, step-like depen—
dence ofng (! )=m on tem perature, in contradiction to
the sm ooth behavior shown in F ig. 4 of Ref.§1. Tn view of
these di cultieswe treat D ,=r? asa constant param eter
and discuss the dependence on D , below .

To nd thee ect ofphase (vortex) uc_tuatjons on the
phase sti ness, the recursion relations (:_12:) and C_lgl) are
now integrated num erically up to the cuto 1= I (r=ry),
which depends on D y=r3. The resulting renom alized
phase sti nessn® (! )=m fr constantD ,=r] = 107 s
and x = 0:22 is plotted in Fig.il. Other values of D ,,
give sin ilar results. O f course, faster vortex di usion
shifts the features at given tem perature to higher fre—
quencies. The dashed lines denote the unrenom alized
sti ness, ie., the same data as in Fi. '§, albeit on an
expanded frequency scale. T he highest frequency used in
Ref./4l (600GHz) correspondsto !=t 001, also indi-
cated In Fig. 7.

For T < T, (the upper six curves) the static renor-
m alization has been found to be an all, see Sec. IT. The
renom alization at nie ! is even weaker so that the
renom alized sti ness is In practice identical to the un-
renom alized one, which has only a weak frequency de—
pendence for Iow !, in agreem ent w ith Ref. 41 .

W hen T is ncreased above T, (the lower wve curves in
Fig. :j), a strong renom alization of the sti ness due to
phase uctuationssets in starting at very low frequencies.
The M ei ner e ect is thus destroyed for all T > T, by
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FIG. 7: Phase sti ness n§ (!)=m renom alized by vortex

uctuations for x = 0:122 at tem peratures kg T=t = 0.016,
0.017, 0.018, 0.019, 0.0195, 0.02, 0.0205, 0.021, 0.0215, 0.022,
0.0225 (heavy solid lines). T he vortex di usion constant has
been chosen asD V=r§ = 107 s ' . The unrenom alized sti -
ness is shown as dashed lines; these are the sam e data as in
Fig. .é N ote the expanded fregpency scale. The highest fre-
quency used by Corson et alth is indicated by the vertical
dotted line.

the com paratively slow vortex di usion. W ith increas—
Ing tem perature the onset of renom alization shifts to
higher frequencies. At frequencies above this onset, the
vortices cannot ollow the eld and thusdonota ect the
response, as discussed above. The onset frequencies are
alwaysmuch amnaller than 2 . The fatures at the en—
ergy scalke 2 ( shown in Fjg.'{;,whjch are due to C ooper—
pair form ation, are una ected by phase uctuations and
show no anom ality at T.. They vanish only at T

Finally, in Fjg.:_ﬂ we plt the renom alized nf (! )=m
forx = 0:122 asa function oftem perature for various fre—
quencies. T his graph should be com pared to Figs. 2 and
4 of Ref. 41| note that the quantity T given there is
proportional to n =m . W e note that Corson et al..1
assum e a them a]Jy activated density of free vortices,
ng / exp( E¢=T), for T not too close to the BK T tran-—
sition tem peratyre, and a tem perature-independent dif-
fiusion constant?¢ Here, we instead integrate the recur—
sion relations (14) and {13) explicitly up to the dynam ical
length scale T so that we do not have tom ake an assum p—
tion onn¢ . O ne seesthateven at £ = 600G H zthebroad-
ened BK T transjtion is still m uch narrower than found
by Corson et al®! From Egs. {{9) and {d) it is clear
that the di usion constant D ,=r; increases with tem —
perature. In the presence of pinning it increases rapidly
around kg T Eg . Since a largerdi usion constant, ie.,
m ore m obile vortices, leads to stronger renom alization,
the transition in Fx_:]@ would becom e even sharper if
D ,=r2 were an increasing fiunction of tem perature.

Our results show that dynam icalBK T theory together

4 ‘
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il ]
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58 60 62 64

temperature T (K)

FIG .8: Renom alized phase sti nessni (! )=m Porx= 0122
as a function of tem perature for frequencies £ = 100G H z,
200GHz, 600GHz (eavy solid lines). The unrenom alized
sti ness is shown as dashed ]J'ne_s.‘. T he dotted line represents
the approxin ate criterion Eq. ng) forthe (! = 0) BKT tran—
sition.

w ith Bardeen-Stephen theory for vortex di usion and
natural assum ptions on pinning does nat agree quan-—
titatively with the experin ental results®% W e conclude
that the nie size e ect apparent In the experim ental
data is not only due to the nite di usion length. An-
otherpossible source is the Interlayer Josephson coupling,
w hich leads to the apperance of the Josephson lgngth

as an additional length scale, as discussed above2d This
length scale kads to a cuto of the recursion relations
at 1 In(=ro), which becomes amn all close to T, due
to the divergence of ry ap (heglecting the feedback of
phase uctuations on the quasiparticles). T his broadens
the transition but cannot easily explain the ocbserved fre—
quency dependence. O n the other hand, the experin en=
tal observation that the curves for various ftequencjes'?l:
start to coincide w here the phase sti ness agreesw ih the
universal jum p criterion {_l-ﬁl) supports an interpretation
In tem s of vortex uctuations. W e suggest that a bet-
ter description of the interplay of vortex dynam ics and
Interlayer coupling is required to understand the data.

N ote, the origin of the discrepancy m ay also lie in the
FLEX resuls forng (! )=m , which do not include allef-
fects of tam perature-dependent scattering on the conduc—
tivity 77 and in the om ission of the feedback of phase

uctuations on the electronic properties. Another e ect
neglected here is the possible coupling to a charge-density
w ave perhaps taking the form of dynam ical stripes.



Iv. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION S

In the present paper we have obtained the character-
istic energy scales of hole-doped cuprate superconduc—
tors from a theory that includes both soin and C ooper-
pair phase uctuations. T he fom er are described by the
FLEX approxim ation, whereas the latter are included by
m eans of the B erezinskiiK osterlitz-T houless BK T ) the—
ory, taking the FLEX results as Input. Phase uctua—
tions m ainly take the form of vortex uctuations, since
G aussian phase ucuationshave a large energy gap. Vor-
tices lead to the renom alization of the phase sti ness
ng(!)=m tonf ()=m .ThestinessatT ! 0 shows
amaxinum at a dopinglevelofx 02, in good agree-
m ent w ith experin ents®9 At the transition tem perature
T. the renomn alized static phase sti nessnf (! = 0)=m
vanishes, leading to the disappearance ofthe M ei neref-
fect. T he ideal conductivity is also destroyed by free vor-
tices. T, is signi cantly reduced com pared to the tran—
sition tem perature T, that would result from spin uc-
tuations alone. The T, determ ined from spin and phase
(vortex) uctuations is In much better agreem ent w ith
experim ents in the underdoped regin e and show sam ax—
Imum at optimum doping. Still, our approach does not
explain the fullreduction ofT.. W e believe that a further
reduction of T, results from (@) the breaking of C coper
pairsby scattering w ith phase uctuations and () other
Instabilities that reduce the densiy of states In the nor-
m al state, for exam ple a charge-densiy wave. Since the
latter e ect also suppresses ng=m , phase uctuations

can becom e even m ore e ective and reduce T further. It

would be desirable to include the pairbreaking e ect of

phase uctuationsand the possbl form ation ofa charge-

density wave, on the sam e m icroscopic level as the spin
uctuations?

ForT. < T < T_, where phase-coherent superconduc-
tivity isabsent, phase uctuations lead to a strong renor—
m alization of ng=m at frequencies much am aller than
2 o.0ur results show the sam e trends as found in con—
ductivity m easurem ents¥S How ever, a three-dim ensional
description of vortex dynam ics m ight be required to ob—
tain a m ore quantitative agreem ent. Local form ation of
C ooperpairs still takesplace in thisregin e. This leadsto
a strong pseudogap of the sam em agnitude ( and sym -
m etry as the superconducting gap below T.. W ealso nd
a frequency dependence ofng (!)=m at higher frequen-
cies, ! >, that is very sim ilar to the superconducting
phase. These featuresvanish only around T, . F inally, for
T, < T < T thereisaweak suppression in the density of
states at the Ferm ienergy. O ur resuls reproduce several
of the m ain features comm on to all hole-doped cuprate
superconductors. W e conclide that the exchange of spin

uctuations, m odi ed by strong superconducting phase
(vortex) uctuations in the underdoped regim e, is the
m ain m echanisn of superconductivity in cuprates.
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