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C orrelation lengths for vortex-liquid freezing
in a m odel of layered high-tem perature superconductor
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W e present resuls from extensive num erical sim ulations on the Law renceD oniach m odelw ithin
the Iowest Landau level approxin ation in the unconventional spherical geom etry. W e study the
In-layer pancake vortex density-density correlation function (intra-layer structure factor) and the
layer-to-layer orderparam eter correlation function along the direction perpendicular to the layers.
Our results show strong evidence for the existence of a single rst-order phase transition at which
both inter-layer coupling and appearance of crystalline order in the in-layer vortex correlations take

place as tem perature is lowered.

PACS numbers: 74.,74 25.q,74.72 -h

The study of the phase diagram of layered super—
conductors In the presence of a m agnetic eld has at—
tracted much attention since the discovery of the high—
tem perature superconductig cuprates'. Tn particular,
them ost interesting e ects are found in them ixed phase?
w here the extermalm agnetic eld penetrates the sam plke
In the form of quantized ux-lines (or vortices). W ithin
the m ixed phase, origihally described by Abrikosov® as
a vortex lattice, a high-tem perature phase with nite
resistivity has been found and called a vortex liquid.
W hile the vortex-liquid phase is quie narrow n con—
ventional typeIl superconductors, is width is known
to become large n highly anisotropic cuprates’ (eg.
B1SrnCaCu,0g.) Assum Ing a specim en com pletely free
of defects, the low -tem perature phase is expected to be
the A brikosov vortex-lattice and the phase boundary sep—
arating the vortex liquid and vortex lattice appears to be
a line of rst-order phase transitions usually called the
m elting line® (which essentially coincides w ith the m ag—
netic irreversibility-line®) . R esults from experin ents, an—
alytic calculations, and num erical sin ulations on several
m odels of layered superconductors have shown that, In
addition or sin ultaneous to m elting, there is a transition
associated with layer decoupling’8-210111213 = | an-
other sim ulation, W ikin and Jensen'* on a Jayered m odel

nd a rst-order transition associated w ith layer decou—
pling followed by m elting but which shows no obvious
them odynam ic signature. An altemative scenario was
proposed by K ienappel and M oore!®. From Langevin—
dynam ics sinulations on the LawrenceDoniach (LD)
model within the lowest Landau level (LLL) approxi-
m ation and In the sam e spherical (S) geom etry that we
consider here Wwe shall call this the S-LD LLL m odel)
they nd hysteretic e ects on several quantities which
disappear on increasing the interlayer coupling-strength.
They attribute this resul to a line of rstorder transi
tions ending at a critical point which separatesphases of
coupled and decoupled vortex-liquid (expected to freeze
only at zero tem perature.)

In this paper we present an altemative view based on
Monte Carlo M C) simulations In the same S-LD -LLL
model. From studies of Inlayer vortex-density correla—

tions as well as layerto-layer order param eter correla—
tions we nd strong evidence for vortex-liquid freezing
(sIn ultaneous to Inter-ayer coupling) at a nite tem per—
ature. A s Refl!®, wem odelthis Jayered superconductor
by a system ofM oconcentric sphericalHayers of thickness
dy R,whereR isthe average radiis ofthe sam ple, and
Interlayer spacing s @& . The reason for the choice of
this geom etry, instead of the usual array of plane-layers,
isthat this geom etry quarantees fill rotationaland trans-
lational invariance of the vortex system (Which quasipe-
riodic boundary conditions in the planar geom etry do
not). This allow s for the In-layer free m ovem ent of vor-
tices w ithout any boundary constraint, w hich is expected
to better describe a real superconducting sam pl. This
hasbeen previously discussed in detail for the single-layer
case by Dodgson and M oore'®. An extermnal m agnetic

edH (r) = #H R?=r?)? Wih H, a constant eld], or-
thogonalto all Jayers in every point, is generated by an
In nitely long and thin solenoid ending at the center of
the concentric spheres. W e neglect the uctuations in the
m agnetic induction inside the sam ple so that it has the
mean valuleB = (H R) across all superconducting lay—
ers. F lux quantization requires that the m agnetic induc—
tion penetrating the sam plebe such that 4 R°B = N o,
where = h=2%jisthe ux quantum and N the num -
ber of ux lines or vortices. Our choice of gauge that
satisesB =r A isA = (gHoR?=p)tan( =2)".We
assum e that the system w ithout in purities acoepts a de—
scription in tem s of the LD Ham iltonian finctional’
which, under the previous assum ptions, can be w ritten
as

! Z
Hin(m]=  d dr @f+3af+
n=1
+ :D? nj2+ h2 jn+l nj2 : (l)
2m - 2m , s?
Here , (r) is the two-dinm ensional G inzburg-Landau

G L) orderparam eter in layern andD , = ihr, 2eA
the gauge covariant derivative operator (acting on the
surface of the sphere). (T) and are the usualparam —
eters from the GL theory'®.m, andm , arethee ective
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C ooperpairm asses In the perpendicular and paralleldi-
rections relative to the radialm agnetic eld. The LLL
approxin ation consists in expanding the GL order pa-
ram eter In each layer as a linear com bination of the de—
generate eigenfunctions ofD f =D, B ocorresponding
to the Iowest eigenvalie 2&h (H . An orthonom al set
of finctions ©r the LLL on the surface of the sphere is'®

Tan (7 )=Ngye? sn?( =2)c0d T (=2); @)

The nom alization factor isN ;s = [+ 1)CI=4 R?T172,
wih C; = skrl(s r)! the binom ial coe cient.
W e expand the supemBnductjng order param eter In
al = Q gzovn;q,q;N(; ) with Q =
( oks T= dyB )™ and m easure lengths in units of the
magnetic length I, = ( ¢=2 B)™2. I these units

= N=2)"L .

W ithin the LLL approxin ation, the Ham iltonian func-
tionalin Eq. (1) becom es a function of the com plex co—

layer n as

e cients fv,,;g Vv given by
"
% o 1 R
H @)>=kg T = T j’n;qu+ E j‘]nr‘sz-'-
n=1 ag=0 p=0
#
byl
+ Jr3 I+ 1;q9 Vx;qf NE)

a=0

where the e ective tem perature— eld param eter is??

:doQ2 )+ ®h oH

4
kBT m - @

T

Notethat 1 = 0 correspondsto themean—-eld H ., (T)
lineand = 1 correspondsto T = 0.] The param e~
ter that determm ines the coupling strength between ad -
cent layers is then just = h’=@Q ?s*$#Bh+m, (T)J,
where = (my=m, )" is the anisotropy param eter. Tn
the second tem ofEq. (3) we have used

bl
Unp = N =RNp2n Ngn Np gn VaqVnp g
a=0
P @ N pta; G
wih () the Heaviside step fuinction, equalto zero for

x < 0 and one for x 0. The Ham ilttonian describing
our m odel of a layered superconductor w ithin the LLL
approxin ation isthat in Eq. (3). Note that H isa func-
tion of the com plex variables fv, ,;g and depends on the
tem perature, 1, and layer-coupling, , param eters.

The equilbrium properties of this system are deter—
m ined by its partition function

Zy

Z (T;H)= D ,D DA exp( HI[n;AFksT);

(6)

w hose value isbasically controlled by the order param eter
con gurationsthatm Inim ize the H am ittonian fiinctional
H. In the LLL approxination, which neglects uctu-
ations in the m agnetic lnduction and restricts the order
param eter (in each layer) to the set of fuinctions spanning
the LLL, the partition fiinction can be w ritten as

Z

Z(T;H)=

Y
an;qun;qe}ip[ H (V)Z]% T ]: (7)

n;q

T herm al averages of the quantities of interest X (T;H ),

Z y

W (T;H)i= dvn;qdvn;qx )

Z (T;H)

n;q
exp[ H v)=KTJ; B)

are calculated by means of M C sinulations using the
standard M etropolis algorithm ?* . W e calculate therm al
averages by the In portance Sam pling M ethod??.

T he physical quantities that we have focused on to ex—
am ine In-layervortex correlationsare the structure factor
(in each layer) de ned as?®
* +

byl

SR ©)

S k)= e

1
N
i;3=1

where fx,g are the positions of the N pancake vortices
(on that layer) and we have chosen to param etrize the
wave vector in polar coordhates as k = (yiky) =
kocos ;ksin ), and the rotationally averaged structure
function (also in each layer) given by

Z

k)= d s k): 10)

2
A Lorentzian t to the st peak of this function is in
agream ent w ith an exponential decay of vortex density—
correlations in real space!®. The lkength scale goveming
that decay, p , is proportional to the inverse-w idth at
halfpeak, !, ofthe Lorentzian.

N um ericalm easurem ents of these quantities have been
made or muns up to 1:92 160 MC steps’? wih sys-
tem s asbig as 18 layers containing 72 vortices per layer.
W e have studied the range of e ective tem peratures

13 T 2 while cooling) for interdayer couplings

= 0:14;05;1;2;10;100. O ne of the m ost notable fea—
tures of a freezing transition, which is the appearance of
B ragg peaks In the structure factor S (k), is observed at
an e ective tem perature 1 ' 4 (for = 0:14) and
at higher tem peratures for 05. Fig. 1 shows this
structure factor as tem perature is lowered (see caption).
Fig. 1 () corregoonds to the tem perature 1 = 4 at
which the vortex system is essentially crystallized. W e
notice that at and below 1 = 5 Figs. 1(c) to 1(H)
the B ragg peaks appear exactly at the sam e positions.
This is consistent wih a legiin ate crystalline vortex-—
phase for these low tem peratures. Another signature
of the vortex-liquid freezing is seen In the rapid grow th
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FIG .1l: Structure factor, S k), at layerM =2 ofthe clean lay—
ered superconductor with interlayer coupling = 0:14 for
N ;M ) = (72;18) as the tem perature is lowered: 1 =

3; 4; 5 6; 7; 8. [@),b),(),d),E), 0 regpectively.]
The centralm aximum at k = 0 has been rem oved for clar-
iy. Note the appearance of Bragg peaks at a tem perature
between 1t = 3 and 4.

of vortex density-correlations, p , below 1 = 3 (for
the sam e coupling = 0:14). This is shown in Fig. 2,
w here the scaled density correlation length p =R isplot—
ted. Fig. 2 (@) show s the abrupt increase of this length
scale as a function of our tem perature param eter 1
for all system sizes studied. Fig. 2 (o) shows the same
characteristic length-scale, p =R, pbtted (in log-linear
scale) against j r F. W e observe that an exponential t
(straight-line there) to the data is appropriate at high
tem peratures (ie. at low valies of j r F), but breaks
down in the low tem perature regin e where correlations
grow even faster than that. The exponential behavior,
b exp (constjr ¥), has been predicted by M oore?®
In connection with bulk anisotropic-superconductors in
the continuum lim i at their lower critical din ension. In
that investigation, however, this rapid growth of cor-
relations is not attrbuted to a them odynam ic phase
transition but jast to a crossover. Retuming to Fig.
2 (o), we rem ark that the very last pointsm ark the onset
of n—layer vortex correlations grow ng even faster than
b exp (constir ¥) [com pare with Fig. 2 (@) or lower
tem peratures.] W e believe this can occur because a ther-
m odynam ic rst-order transition takes place at the tem -
perature 1, where p departs from the straight Ine in
Fig.2@). Thistakesplaceat tn = 325for = 0:14.
In fact, com parison with the work of Hu and M acD on—
ald'? gives excellent agreem ent for them elting (freezing)
transition at these values.

To study pancakevortex correlations along the axis
perpendicular to the layers (the caxis), we m easure nu—
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FIG . 2: In-layer density correlations at layer M =2 of the
clean Jayered-H T SC as the tem perature is lowered. (@) Scaled
vortex-density correlation-length, p =R, for di erent system

sizesat = 0:14. The dashed curve is just a guide to the eye.
() The sam e characteristic length-scale, p =R, as a function
ofjr j2 in log-linear scale for the system ©® ;M ) = (72;18)
w ith exponential t (solid line). [[ he arrow m arks the tran—
sition tem perature for = 014, 1, = 325.]

m erically the two-point correlation function
* +
.y ART 1 X
P Q2 M

n (r) n+m (r) (ll)

n=1

Here the overline denotes a spatial average over the
surface of the sphere of radiuis R and the prefactor
is just a \nom alization" factor. W e Im pose periodic
boundary conditions on the order param eter: y +p =

pr P = 1;2;:::;M . Appearance of long-range inter-
layer correlations can be observed directly from plots
of the vortex positions in all Jayers as the tem perature
is lowered below the e ective tamperature 1, (see
Fig. 3) and are con med by the change from expo-—
nential to algebraic decay of the phase correlation func—
tion, RelCp Mm )], n Fig. 4(a). In the high-tem perature
regin e, where the phase correlation fiinction decays ex—
ponentially as RelCp m )] exp( m=p ), we extract
the phase correlation-length, p, and plot it (scaled by
M ) against j+F Fig. 40)). We remark that, analk
ogously to p , Ref?® also predicts the behavior »
exp (const) ¢ ¥). This orm gives a consistent t to the
data just above 1, (solid lne n Fig. 4()), but for

T Tm the length scale p grows faster than this
exponential. W e attribute the even m orerapid increase
of p for Tm O an inter-ayer coupling transi-
tion which takesplace also at 1, . This criterion gives
us good agreem ent also w ith num erical values of R ef!®
w here the estin ated coupling-transition tem perature is
about 1, = 35 fr = 0:14. In that investigation,
however, no freezing transition is observed! That is the
fundam entaldi erence argued in this paper.

To summ arize, we have Investigated correlation func-
tions for n-layer structure of the pancake-ortex system
and for the coupling of the order param eter in di erent
layers in the S-LD -LLL model. Resulkts from M C sin —
ulations, m easuring the structure factor in every layer,
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FIG . 3: Angular vortex-posiions in all layers of the pure
Jayered-superconductor w ith interlayer coupling = 0:14 for
N ;M ) = (72;18) as the tem perature is lowered: 1 =

3; 4 5 6; 7; 8. [@),b),(©),d),E), D respectively.]
E qualgray-tone represent the sam e layer. T he appearance of
pancake-vortex dom ains signals the beginning of the coupled

phase Which also appears at a tem peraturebetween 1 = 3
and 4.]
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FIG . 4: Inter-layer phase correlations on the pure layered-
HTSC as tem perature is lowered. (a) Log-linear plot of the
inter-layer phase-correlation—-function, RefCr m )], as a func-
tion of the \distance" m along the caxis. E xponential decay
is observed above (open symbols) and about (crossed sym —
bols) the transition tem perature, rtm , but power-law de—
crease ( lled symbols) below the transition. In each case
the m entioned curve is tted. () Scaled phase-correlation—
length, p=M ,vsjr 32 in log-linear scale for the system in (@)
and also w ith exponential t. [T he arrow m arks the coupling
transition tem perature, which to our resolution coincidesw ith

T ;m -]

suggest that there isan e ective tam perature 1, below
which the pancakewvortex system freezes to a crystalline
phase but above which the system behaves as a liquid.
This is signaled both by appearance of B ragg peaks in
the vortex structurefactor S (k) and the rapid increase
of the in-layer vortex-density correlation length, p . Si-
mulaneous to this freezing transition there appears a
coupling of the order param eter in the di erent layers
w hich is shown directly from m easurem ents of the vortex
positions In every layer and is con m ed by the existence
of long-ranged correlations in the order param eter of the
distant layers. E xplicitly, the exponentialdecay in corre—
lations along the c-axis above the transition tem perature

rm changes to algebraic decrease in the low tem pera—
ture regine, 1t < ;. The transition is of rst order
and 1, depends on the Interlayer coupling-param eter

. The LD LLL m odel has shown'?*®> consistency w ith
the experin entalm elting-curve in YBCO .
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