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ABSTRACT

Thewellknown scaling law s relating critical exponents In a second order phase tran—
sition have been generalized to the case of an arbitrarily higher order phase transition.
In a higher order transition, such as one suggested for the superconducting transition in
BapeK 04B 10 3 and in B S CaCu,0 g, there are singularities in higher order derivatives
ofthe free energy. A relation between exponentsofdi erent observableshasbeen found,
regardless of w hether the exponents are classical m ean— eld theory, no uctuations, in—
teger order of a transition) or not ( uctuation e ects ncluded). W e also com m ent on
the phase transition n a thin Im .

1. Introduction

In a recent ketter Kum ar, Hall and Goodrich 1999; Hallet. al. 2000), there is a proposal
that the superconducting phase transition in BaggK g4B10 3 BKBO) is of order four, In the sense
de ned by Ehrenfest (1933). Thusthe rstthree derivatives of the free energy w ith respect to the
tem perature T, the entropy S, the speci c heat C and the tem perature derivative of the speci ¢
heat @C=QRT are continuous across the phase transition. A s are the rst three dervatives w ith
regpoect to them agnetic eld H ; them agnetization M , the susceptibility and @ =QH . T he fourth
order derivatives, nam ely @°C=QRT? and @? =@H ? are discontinuous. T he discontinuity m ay even
be a am allpowerdaw singularity such asa -point anom aly but in @°C=QT? and @% =QH 2.

T here are severalm aterials K um ar, unpublished 2001) which are possibl candidates for a
higher order phase transition (see the discussion at the end of this paper). O ne class consists of
Barum and B isn uth based cubic perovskites, doped w ith K, Rb or Sr. O ne of the earliest anom a—
lies about the originalm aterial, BaPb; x Bi )03 BPBO) was an absence (M ethfessel, Stewart,
M atthias and Patel 1980) of the usual speci c heat discontinuity at the superconducting phase
transition. M any of the m aterdals listed in (K um ar, unpublished 2001) have not been studied for
their speci cheat yet, nor for any anom alous feature in the associated m agnetization. For a second
order phase transition, the phase boundary in the H -T phase diagram is described by,
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where T, is the transition tem perature. If C is zero then either the phase boundary is at, or

m ust also be zero and the transition is ofa higher order. In m ost m aterials w hich are param agnetict,
it is quite unlkely that = 0. M ost of the m aterials discussed above however are diam agnetic
In the nom al state. Here the condition = 0 may bemore easily satis ed, thus m aking them
possble candidate m aterials for a higher order phase transition.

Follow ing an extensive analysis of the tem perature dependence of the speci c¢ heat near the
superconducting transition, Junod, E to and R enner (1999) have proposed that the superconducting
transition in Bi2212 B S CaCuy0g) is sim ilar to the transition one encounters in B oseE instein
condensation in an idealBose gas. From the speci c perspective here, this is an exam pl ofa third
order phase transition. W e elaborate on this topic below in the discussion section.

T he purpose of this paper is to fiirther explore the therm odynam ics ofa p® order phase transi-
tion. Letusde nethetemn s: the condensed state freeenergy F (T) € ,wheret= (1 T=T.),
p isan integer and % 0, a snall correction to p. In general, should also have a subscript p
signifying its dependence on p. W e w illoften om it this subscript for convenience. The temm classical
will refer to the case = 0 and the term non-classical w ill lnclide e ects of a non—zero . For
exam ple, or a second order transition p= 2 and = ,where isthe speci c heat exponent.
T he tetrm non-classical then encom passes all uctuation e ects related to the ground state. In the
results reported In refs. 1 and 2, the exponent for the tem perature dependence of the free energy is
3.6. The suggestion thusbeingthatp= 4 and = 04, the speci cheat exponent = 16< 0,
ie., there is no divergence in the speci c heat but that the second derivative of the speci ¢ heat
@?°C=QRT? hasa -like divergence w ith an exponent . Sin ilarly, therem ay be a -lke divergence
in @% =@H ? wih a corresponding exponent.

W e have focused the discussion here to a free energy depending on m agnetic eld and tem —
perature. In general, there are other m echanical variables which can be accom m odated by sin ply
replacing the thermm odynam ically conjigate pair M , H ) by the appropriate com bination (for ex—
am ple volum eV and pressure P ). M oreover, we w ill also discuss two features which are speci cto
a superconductor. In a superconductor, them agnetic eld In uencesthe charge m otion via a gauge
coupling. Indeed, if the C ooper pairs are assum ed to be in a soin singlkt state, as we assum e in
the follow ing, then the m agnetism ism ostly due to the orbital contribution and the susosptibility
has a special tem perature dependence. T he scaling exponents are then speci c to that case. The
second superconductivity feature here is the existence oftwo di erent critical elds. In the H T
plne, ux expulsion occurs at Hep (T), which is lower than the upper critical eld He, (T) where
superconductivity is destroyed. Both of these critical eldsvanish at T.. In a second order phase

'1In the Abrkosov state, the m agnetization is negative but the susceptibility is param agnetic and is usually larger
than the nom al state param agnetism value. Thus one offten nds a discontinuity in at H. In contrast, the
m aterials discussed here are often diam agnetic. It is easy then to sm oothly connect the m agnetization across the
superconducting transition so that around the upper critical eld H .,, the susceptibility is zero on both sides of the
transition. T he discontinuity is then in the nonlihear susceptibility as expected for a higher order transition.
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transition they are both linear in reduced tem perature and their ratio, the Landau param eter , is
a oconstant, independent of tem perature. In a higher order transition (K um ar, H all and G oodrich
1999)  is tem perature dependent, diverging at T.. The lower critical eld also isa m easure ofthe
super uid density through the London penetration depth.

Thus the welkknown scaling law s appropriate for a second order phase transition can be
generalized for an arbitrary order phase transition as describbed In Sec. II below . In Sec. IIT,
we study a relhtionship between the speci ¢ heat and the London penetration depth, which is a
relation between the exponentsp and an exponent for the tem perature dependence ofthe lower
crtical eld Hy; (T). Section IV contains a discussion of nite size e ects. In this section we also
discuss a K osterlitz-T houless type phase transition, the binding-unbinding of a vortex-antivortex
pair, as well as the irreversibility e ects associated w ith the m elting ofa ux lattice. F inally, Sec.
V contains a sum m ary ofour resuls including a discussion ofpossible candidatem aterialsand eld
theory m odels for a higher order phase transition.

2. Scaling Law s

Scaling law s are consistency chedks based on the (m agnetic) eld-tem perature dependence of
the experim ental observables. T he free energy is considered as a function of tem perature T and a
m echanical variable, say, the m agnetic eld H . T he exponents are de ned as follow s:
C T—@ZF t OF _ b _ ¢ T=T)=HY @)
QT2 QH QH c
wheret= (1 T=T.) is the reduced tem perature, C is the speci c heat and m denotes the m ag—
netization. T hese exponents’ are related ®aker 1990) via, Inter alia, the Rushbrooke fnequality
R ushbrooke 1963)
+ 2 + 2: 3)

T his inequality was originally derived for a second order phase transition. H owever, i is valid for
transitions of all orders. For a higher order transition, the sihqular derivative is the pth derivative
of the free energy w ith respect to tam perature or m agnetic eld. By de nition, the exponent of
the them al derivative is . By construction, p =2 and Rushbrooke inequality becom es

+ 2 + p. But this is really not yet the relationship we are seeking, ie., the one between
the exponents of possbly singular observables. In order to focus on that relationship it is easier to
study the equality.

Thus in a pth order phase transition, the singular derivative w ith respect tom agnetic eld (as
an exam pk of a m echanical variablk) is also the pth one, N, = @PF=@HP = @° % =@HP ?. Let
us consider therefore whilk de ning , and ,; the exponent [ need not be confused with the

W e know ofonly one book P ppard 1966) which considers a higher order transition.
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Landau param eter above)

F= ¢ ' H, H) ?; Hg=t%; “)
_@PF_ P e
Np=Gqp=t ° ©®)

It ollow s therefore that , = x; . By identifying the m ost singular term s, we can derive the
follow ng dentities:

P =x@ )i =x® , 1); '‘=p 5 1i = x@E , 2): 6)

T hese can be further processed to produce the follow Ing identities:

(+2)
t+ =% p=p —/———i p=® 1) + ® 2) : )

Here x,, the exponent for the upper critical eld He, (T) is an observabl, asare and . The
latter two, In general, correspond to non-singular (f p > 2) observables. The rst expression
In Eq. (7) is a scaling law relating tem perature dependence of exponents between two di erent
experin ents. Sin ilarly the last expression too relates di erent experin ents. T hem iddk expression
is an In portant algebraic link between the two.

Finally, by elin lnating x, we can derive the scaling relations:

© 1) p+tpPpt p=prP 1) 8)
P p[<p l)p l]; (9)

p= P plpt 1); (10)

(p+1) p+ @ 1 p 11(p p)=0: 1)

Recall that the classical valueshereare = = 0; = 1=p=p 1land =2 p. Thes
m ight look unfam iliar to readers m ore accustom ed to critical exponents In m agnetian where the
coupling to m agnetic eld appears through Zeem an interaction ( M H ). In the case of a gauge
coupling, appropriate or a superconductor, the classical exponents are exactly as describbed above
forp = 2. Equation (8) is the new version of the Rushbrooke Baker 1990; Rushbrooke 1963)

equality whik Eq. (9) isa generalization of \W idom ‘s law" W idom 1964). Finally Eq. (10) isthe
wellknown Gri th'slaw G ri ths 1965). Thus, ifthe exponents are non-classical ( € 0) they are
all interconnected via the scaling law s.

W e have not discussed the exponents and and the associated analog of the Buckingham —
Gunton Inequality Baker 1990; Buckingham and Gunton 1967,1969). These exponents involve
spatially varying features and rem ain sub fcts for fiiture discussion . H ow ever, a calculation ofnon—
classical exponents, In principle, is no more di culk than i hasbeen orp = 2. Put di erently,
it is not advisable to consider a free energy w ith a power law tem perature dependent exponent of
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36as2+ 1:6,which would describe a second order phase transition w ith a speci ¢ heat exponent
= 16, due to uctuations. Indeed much of the m achinery for a calculation of exponents is
designed with snall in mind. M ore lkely, the right course of action is to consider a di erent
mean eld theory llowed by a consideration of uctuations about that theory, ie., the free energy
exponent should beviewed as4 04, wih themean eld corresponding to the higher integer.

3. Other Therm odynam ic Identities

T he above relations w ere originally derived to relate exponentswhich incorporated uctuation

e ects around a second order transition. In the follow ng we consider other identities which are

characteristic of a mean eld description for a second order transition. These can not clearly

be extended to incluide uctuations but extension to higher order transitions is possble. For

exam ple near T, it ispossble to derive a relationship between the speci cheat (in its tem perature

dependence) and the London penetration depth (T). That a resut such as this should exist is

clkar from the way them agnetic eld couples to the system . C onsider for exam ple the free energy
for a second order phase transition in the presence of a m agnetic eld,

, , 2 i 21

F= atjFf+bjf+c r+ =2 + —

@ A): 12)
0 2 9

Heret= 1 T=T.; ag, b and c are all positive constants. T he com plex order param eter is the
Independent variable which takes its ground state value ( by m inin izing the freeenergy ¥ . A is
the vector potential so that the m agnetic induction B isgiven by B = r A .Fiall, o= h=2e
is the superconductor ux quantum and g is the m agnetic pem eability. Ifwe m inin ize Eqg. (12)
w ith respect to the vector potential to derive the Euleriagrange equation for A (r), we get

1 2

2= 20c — jof: 13)

T hus, near T, all tem perature dependence in 2

com es from the tam perature dependence of the
order param eter j F. T he coupling between the vector potentialA and the order param eter is the
gauge coupling and it is clear that this is the only tem perature dependence possblk for ? (near
T., the quasiparticle contrbution to 2 is expected to be an all com pared to the order param eter

contribution here). The firee energy F (T) can be w ritten as
apt

F@T)= byg; §=2—b; t> 0 (= 0; t< 0): 14)

Thus, by expressing ¢ In temm sof , a sin ple result em erges,
. [ EF BT o et 1)
QT2 2 00?2 2 @T?2 )
Apart from the constant bwhich appearsin C (T ) and ¢, which isam easure ofthe gradient coupling,
the other constants such as ( and ( are fundam ental.
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Equation (15), to our know ledge has not been widely used. It is speci c to the form of the
gauge coupling and it is easy to generalize to a pth order phase transition. The free energy is

believed to be: )

2 i
FT)= ati $®Y +bj P+c r+—a ©L (16)
0

where we have om itted the m agnetic eld energy tem , the last tetn in Eq. (12), Por breviy.
H ere the sihgular derivative of the free energy isM , = @PF=RTP = @P  C=QTP ?, rather than the
gpeci cheat itself. Thus 1= p=@ 1)J;

b 2 ee

-z 0 I
® 1E oot 2 QTP : a7

Mp=

Note that orp= 2Eqg. (17) reducesto Eq. (15).

Tt is tem pting to wonder whether Eq. (17) provides a scaling relation between the exponent
for free energy (or speci c heat) and one for the London penetration depth  (T) ( 2 ). Our
derivation so far is lin ited to themean eld regine. Let usde ne scaling exponents so that near
Tc

F (T)  ; Hg =t Hg ' 92 18)

then we expect from ch =HgHg, X1+ X2=p whilk from Eq. (17), we have x;1= p S}
that

o ) p
e 1) x=-——: 19
p p

Forp= 2,x1=x,=1 =2.Forp= 4, the classicalvalues are x; = 3, xp, = 1.

X1 =

W e have m easurem ents (K um ar, Hall and Goodrich 1999; Hallet. al. 2000) for both x;
and xp: x1 = 303 0d6 and x, = 121 002. However, there are problem s. From Eqg. (19);
we see that, in order to be consistent w ith the tam perature dependence of H o, x5 < 1. Anocther
m anifestation would be x; + x5 < 4; but the m easured values do not satisfy that. This is nearly
but not quite satis ed by the experin entally m easured exponents.

Thism ay wellbe due to the uctuation e ects. T he London penetration depth is a m easure of
the super uid density. But the tem perature dependence of the super uid density isbetter de ned
via the penetration depth. W hen we replace the orderparam eter n Eq. (14) In avorof by using
Eqg. (13), we have restricted the ddentity tomean eld theory. M oreover, ¥ is determm ined from the
tem perature dependence ofthe lower critical eld Hyp (T) which contains logarithm ic corrections to
the tem perature dependence of . In view of the divergent tem perature dependence K um ar, Hall
and G oodrich 1999; K um ar, unpublished 2001) ofthe Landau param eter = = , the exponent
for may beanallerthan x;; denotesthe coherence length. W e have here a relationship between
the speci cheatC (T ) and the London penetration depth (T ). An ob fctive of the discussion here
is to m otivate precise and direct m easum ents of (T)
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4. Transition in a Film and M elting of vortices

A feature of the G inzburg-Landau m odel for a pth order transition described by Eq. (16) is
the tem perature dependence of the super uiddensity ¢/ 7 F® 1 / 2 ! . Thesuper uid density
may be identi ed by the kinetic energy bejng% svg where vy = — (r ), denotes the phase
of the order param eter and m is the e ective m ass of the C ooper pair. O ne consequence is the
nature ofthe K osterlitz-T houless transition (T inkham 1996) ln athin In w ith thicknessd. In two
din ensions, a vortex-antivortex pair can unbind above a tem perature Tk 7, ading to s destruction
of the superconducting state. T he expression for the transition tem perature Ty ¢ is given as

kT = % d
£ 32 2 2(@Txr)
or .
T d T P d d
= — 1 - — 1 o L+ (20)
T, Ay T, dx dk

where dy is a scaled length. There are two m a pr consequences. Tx ¢ In general is sm aller for a
higher order phase transition than for a second order one. But the ratio s=Ix 7, @ universal
constant, rem ains the sam e constant here. T he decrease in s is entirely due to the decrease in

TKT-

In three din ensions, the analog of K -T transition is ux-m elting, (I inkham 1996; H oughton,
Peloovits and Sudboe 1989) particularly in anisotropic, high T. superconductors. In the H -T
phase space, the m elting of vortices occurs at a phase boundary which has been calculated by
am ong othersNelson (1988) and H oughton, Peloovits and Sudboe (1989). T he qualitative resuls
can be encapsulated in a sin ple expression (T inkham 1996) for the ux m elting line.

B, T)’ *: 1)

G ven the strong tem perature dependence of , this eld cannot be identi ed w ith the cbserved
Irreversbility line. W e w ill defer this sub Fct to a later exploration.

5. D iscussion

T he principal result we have here is the derivation of scaling law s, Egs. (8)—(11), appropriate
for the exponents in a higher order phase transition. In addiion, we have explored the possibility
of other identities which at the m om ent seem to be restricted to amean eld description butm ay
Jend them selves to a m ore general analysis.

This is in fact related to a m ore general issue In superconductiviy. In the conventional su—
perconductors, the transition (o the extent known) was second order, and a mean eld theory
was quite su client, the exponents were all classical. Then cam e the high T. superconductors and
dom nance of uctuations. T hus, In high T, superconductors, it is often argued (B latteret al 1994)
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that there isno H , (T ). The coherence length isvery am alland the uctuationsare dom inant. The
transition is detem ined by whether the vortices are pinned in which case the resistivity is zero,
or not in which case the system becom es a nom alm etal. This is qualitatively di erent physics
w here m acroscopic defects play a critical role. Scaling law s, developed to describbem oderate e ects
of wuctuations, have apparently no relevance in this case.

Butin BKBO the ocoherence length, asdeterm ned by H «» (T) isoforder 6 nm . Thisisnot sm all.
T hat the transition is higher order does not necessarily m ean that uctuations have altered the
physical landscape. O n the contrary, based on the currently available inform ation, the uctuations
here m ay well be m oderate and scaling law s w ill Ikely be useful

D oubts have been raised w ith regards to whether the transition In BKBO is of higher order.
ForexampleW ood eld et. al. (1999) have reported a sm alldiscontinuity in the speci cheat at the
superconducting T.. If there is a discontinuiy in the speci c heat then there is no need to Invoke
a higher order phase transition. But the order of the transition K um ar, Halland G oodrich 1999)
is determm ined by the tem perature dependence of the them odynam ic critical eld. The Berkeley
results W ood eld et. al 1999) also Indicate that the discontinuiy disappears at m agnetic

elds of order 3 Tesla. This ismuch an aller than any other m easurem ent of upper critical eld
(see other citations in Hallet. al. (2000)). The case developed in Kum ar, Hall and G oodrich
(1999) is ntemally consistent and is based on m easurem ents of eld and tem perature dependent
m agnetization.

M oreover, In a wide ranging study of a num ber ofhigh T. m aterials, Junod, E b and Renner
(1999) suggest that the speci c heat anom aly at the superconducting transition in Bi2212 com —
pounds is distinctly di erent from themean eld behavior in conventional superconductors as well
asa -pointanomaly in Y123 ¥ Ba,Cus304). In particular, they suggest that the speci c heat in
B i2212 appears sin ilar to that near a BoseE instein condensation BEC).In asmuch BEC (In an
ideal Bose gas) m ay be seen as a third order phase transition® , Bi2212 should be considered as
a candidate m aterial as well. A s Junod, Erb and Renner (1999) note, the speci c heat In Bi2212
is continuous. It is the tem perature derivative of the speci c heat which is sihgular at T. w ith an
exponent of 3= 0:33.

F inally, we note that a third orderphase transition hasbeen proposed in the largeN lim it ofthe
two-dim ensionalU (N ) Jattice gauge theory w ith variation In the coupling constant (or analogously
the tem perature in statisticalm echanics) G rossand W iten 1980). A discussion ofthe third order
transition In an associated chiral m odel and pertinent exponents is given In Cam postriniet. al
(1995). A possbl third order phase transition in Invar type alloys (Shiga and Nakam ura 1990)
and a fourth order transition in the antiferrom agnetic B lum eC apelm odel W ang and K In el 1991)
have been reported In the literature. H ow ever, no attem pt wasm ade to either provide a free energy

3The com pressibility of a neutral BoseE Instein condensate is In nite. Thus London (1964) has argued that the
BEC in an idealBose gas In the P -T plane isa rst order phase transition. But in a non-ideal system , we m ight not
have this anom alous behavior.
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or derive the scaling exponents.
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