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C orrelation lengths for vortex-liquid freezing

in a m odeloflayered high-tem perature superconductor
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W e presentresultsfrom extensive num ericalsim ulationson the Lawrence-D oniach m odelwithin

the lowest Landau levelapproxim ation in the unconventionalsphericalgeom etry. W e study the

in-layer pancake vortex density-density correlation function (intra-layer structure factor) and the

layer-to-layerorder-param etercorrelation function along the direction perpendicularto the layers.

O urresultsshow strong evidence forthe existence ofa single �rst-orderphase transition atwhich

both inter-layercoupling and appearanceofcrystallineorderin thein-layervortex correlationstake

place astem perature islowered.

PACS num bers:74.,74.25.-q,74.72.-h

The study of the phase diagram of layered super-

conductors in the presence ofa m agnetic �eld has at-

tracted m uch attention since the discovery ofthe high-

tem perature superconducting cuprates1. In particular,

them ostinterestinge�ectsarefound in them ixed phase2

where the externalm agnetic �eld penetratesthe sam ple

in the form ofquantized 
ux-lines(orvortices).W ithin

the m ixed phase,originally described by Abrikosov3 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 quite narrow in con-

ventional type-II superconductors, its width is known

to becom e large in highly anisotropic cuprates4 (e.g.

Bi2Sr2CaCu2O 8.) Assum ing a specim en com pletely free

ofdefects,the low-tem perature phase is expected to be

theAbrikosovvortex-latticeand thephaseboundarysep-

aratingthevortex liquid and vortex latticeappearsto be

a line of�rst-order phase transitions usually called the

m elting line5 (which essentially coincideswith the m ag-

neticirreversibility-line6).Resultsfrom experim ents,an-

alyticcalculations,and num ericalsim ulationson several

m odels oflayered superconductors have shown that,in

addition orsim ultaneousto m elting,thereisa transition

associated with layer decoupling7,8,9,10,11,12,13. In an-

othersim ulation,W ilkin and Jensen14 on alayeredm odel

�nd a �rst-ordertransition associated with layerdecou-

pling followed by m elting but which shows no obvious

therm odynam ic signature. An alternative scenario was

proposed by K ienappeland M oore15. From Langevin-

dynam ics sim ulations on the Lawrence-Doniach (LD)

m odel within the lowest Landau level (LLL) approxi-

m ation and in the sam e spherical(S)geom etry thatwe

consider here (we shallcallthis the S-LD-LLL m odel)

they �nd hysteretic e�ects on severalquantities which

disappearon increasing theinterlayercoupling-strength.

They attribute this resultto a line of�rst-ordertransi-

tionsending ata criticalpointwhich separatesphasesof

coupled and decoupled vortex-liquid (expected to freeze

only atzero tem perature.)

In thispaperwe presentan alternativeview based on

M onte Carlo (M C) sim ulations in the sam e S-LD-LLL

m odel. From studies ofinlayer vortex-density correla-

tions as wellas layer-to-layer order param eter correla-

tions we �nd strong evidence for vortex-liquid freezing

(sim ultaneousto inter-layercoupling)ata �nitetem per-

ature.AsinRef.15,wem odelthislayeredsuperconductor

by a system ofM concentricspherical-layersofthickness

d0 � R,whereR istheaverageradiusofthesam ple,and

interlayerspacing s � d0. The reason for the choice of

thisgeom etry,instead ofthe usualarray ofplane-layers,

isthatthisgeom etryguaranteesfullrotationaland trans-

lationalinvarianceofthevortex system (which quasipe-

riodic boundary conditions in the planar geom etry do

not). Thisallowsforthe in-layerfree m ovem entofvor-

ticeswithoutany boundary constraint,which isexpected

to better describe a realsuperconducting sam ple. This

hasbeen previouslydiscussed in detailforthesingle-layer

case by Dodgson and M oore16. An externalm agnetic

�eld H (r)= (H 0R
2=r2)̂r [with H 0 a constant�eld],or-

thogonalto alllayersin every point,isgenerated by an

in�nitely long and thin solenoid ending atthe centerof

theconcentricspheres.W eneglectthe
uctuationsin the

m agnetic induction inside the sam ple so thatithasthe

m ean valueB = �0H (R)acrossallsuperconducting lay-

ers.Flux quantization requiresthatthem agneticinduc-

tion penetratingthesam plebesuch that4�R 2B = N �0,

where �0 = h=2jejisthe 
ux quantum and N the num -

ber of
ux lines or vortices. O ur choice ofgauge that

satis�esB = r � A isA = (�0H 0R
2=r)tan(�=2)̂�.W e

assum ethatthesystem withoutim puritiesacceptsa de-

scription in term s ofthe LD Ham iltonian functional17

which,under the previous assum ptions,can be written

as

H [ n(r)]=

MX

n= 1

d0

Z

d2r

�

�(T)j nj
2 +

�

2
j nj

4 +

+
1

2m ?

jD ?  nj
2 +

�h
2

2m ks
2
j n+ 1 �  nj

2

�

: (1)

Here  n(r) is the two-dim ensional G inzburg-Landau

(G L)orderparam eterin layern and D ? = � i�hr ? � 2eA

the gauge covariant derivative operator (acting on the

surfaceofthesphere).�(T)and � arethe usualparam -

etersfrom theG L theory18.m ? and m k arethee�ective
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Cooper-pairm assesin theperpendicularand paralleldi-

rections relative to the radialm agnetic �eld. The LLL

approxim ation consists in expanding the G L order pa-

ram eterin each layerasa linearcom bination ofthe de-

generateeigenfunctionsofD 2
?
= D ? � D? corresponding

to the lowesteigenvalue 2jej�h�0H . An orthonorm alset

offunctionsfortheLLL on thesurfaceofthesphereis19

’q;N (�;�)= Nq;N e
iq� sinq(�=2)cosN �q (�=2); (2)

where q = 0;1;:::;N labelsthe degeneracy ofthe LLL.

The norm alization factorisN r;s = [(s+ 1)C r
s=4�R

2]1=2,

with C r
s = s!=r!(s � r)! the binom ial coe�cient.

W e expand the superconducting order param eter in

layer n as  n(r) = Q
P N

q= 0
vn;q’q;N (�;�) with Q =

(�0kB T=�d0B )
1=4 and m easure lengths in units ofthe

m agnetic length lm = (�0=2�B )
1=2. In these units

R = (N =2)1=2lm .

W ithin theLLL approxim ation,theHam iltonian func-

tionalin Eq. (1)becom esa function ofthe com plex co-

e�cientsfv n;qg� v given by

H (v)=kB T =

MX

n= 1

"

�T

NX

q= 0

jvn;qj
2 +

1

2N

2NX

p= 0

jUn;pj
2 +

+ �j�T j

NX

q= 0

jvn+ 1;q � vn;qj
2

#

; (3)

wherethe e�ective tem perature-�eld param eteris20

�T =
d0Q

2

kB T

�

�(T)+
jej�h�0H

m ?

�

: (4)

[Notethat�T = 0 correspondsto them ean-�eld H c2(T)

line and �T = � 1 correspondsto T = 0.]The param e-

terthatdeterm inesthe coupling strength between adja-

centlayersisthen just� = �h
2
=(2
2s2jeB �h + m ? �(T)j),

where 
 = (m k=m ? )
1=2 isthe anisotropy param eter. In

the second term ofEq.(3)wehaveused

Un;p =

�

�
1=2

N =RN p;2N

� NX

q= 0

N q;N N p�q;N vn;qvn;p�q

� �(p� q)�(N � p+ q); (5)

with �(x)the Heaviside step function,equalto zero for

x < 0 and one for x � 0. The Ham iltonian describing

our m odelofa layered superconductor within the LLL

approxim ation isthatin Eq.(3).NotethatH isa func-

tion ofthe com plex variablesfvn;qg and dependson the

tem perature,�T ,and layer-coupling,�,param eters.

The equilibrium properties ofthis system are deter-

m ined by itspartition function

Z(T;H )=

Z
Y

n

D  nD  
�

nD A exp(� H [ n;A ]=kB T);

(6)

whosevalueisbasicallycontrolledbytheorderparam eter

con�gurationsthatm inim izetheHam iltonian functional

H . In the LLL approxim ation, which neglects 
uctu-

ationsin the m agnetic induction and restrictsthe order

param eter(in each layer)tothesetoffunctionsspanning

the LLL,the partition function can be written as

Z(T;H )=

Z
Y

n;q

dvn;q dv
�

n;q exp[� H (v)=kB T]: (7)

Therm alaveragesofthe quantitiesofinterestX (T;H ),

hX (T;H )i=
1

Z(T;H )

Z
Y

n;q

dvn;q dv
�

n;qX (v)

� exp[� H (v)=kB T];(8)

are calculated by m eans of M C sim ulations using the

standard M etropolisalgorithm 21. W e calculate therm al

averagesby the Im portanceSam pling M ethod22.

Thephysicalquantitiesthatwehavefocused on to ex-

am inein-layervortexcorrelationsarethestructurefactor

(in each layer)de�ned as23

S(k)=
1

N

*
NX

i;j= 1

e�ik�(x i�x j)

+

; (9)

where fxlg are the positions ofthe N pancake vortices

(on that layer) and we have chosen to param etrize the

wave vector in polar coordinates as k = (kx;ky) =

(kcos�;ksin�),and the rotationally averaged structure

function (also in each layer)given by

�(k)=
1

2�

Z 2�

0

d�S(k): (10)

A Lorentzian �t to the �rst peak ofthis function is in

agreem entwith an exponentialdecay ofvortex density-

correlationsin realspace16. The length scale governing

that decay,�D ,is proportionalto the inverse-width at

halfpeak,��1 ,ofthe Lorentzian.

Num ericalm easurem entsofthesequantitieshavebeen

m ade for runs up to 1:92 � 106 M C steps24 with sys-

tem sasbig as18 layerscontaining 72 vorticesperlayer.

W e have studied the range of e�ective tem peratures

� 13 � �T � 2 (while cooling) for inter-layercouplings

� = 0:14;0:5;1;2;10;100. O ne ofthe m ost notable fea-

turesofa freezing transition,which isthe appearanceof

Bragg peaksin the structure factorS(k),isobserved at

an e�ective tem perature �T ’ � 4 (for � = 0:14) and

at higher tem peratures for � � 0:5. Fig. 1 shows this

structurefactorastem peratureislowered (seecaption).

Fig. 1(b) corresponds to the tem perature �T = � 4 at

which the vortex system is essentially crystallized. W e

notice that at and below �T = � 5 (Figs. 1(c) to 1(f))

the Bragg peaks appear exactly at the sam e positions.

This is consistent with a legitim ate crystalline vortex-

phase for these low tem peratures. Another signature

ofthe vortex-liquid freezing isseen in the rapid growth
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FIG .1:Structurefactor,S(k),atlayerM =2 oftheclean lay-

ered superconductor with interlayer coupling � = 0:14 for

(N ;M ) = (72;18) as the tem perature is lowered: �T =

� 3;� 4;� 5;� 6;� 7;� 8. [(a),(b),(c),(d),(e),(f) respectively.]

The centralm axim um at k = 0 has been rem oved for clar-

ity. Note the appearance ofBragg peaks at a tem perature

between �T = � 3 and � 4.

ofvortex density-correlations,�D ,below �T = � 3 (for

the sam e coupling � = 0:14). This is shown in Fig. 2,

wherethescaled density correlation length �D =R isplot-

ted. Fig. 2(a)showsthe abruptincrease ofthis length

scale as a function of our tem perature param eter �T

for allsystem sizes studied. Fig. 2(b) shows the sam e

characteristic length-scale,�D =R,plotted (in log-linear

scale)againstj�T j
2. W e observe thatan exponential�t

(straight-line there) to the data is appropriate at high

tem peratures (i.e. at low values ofj�T j
2), but breaks

down in the low tem perature regim e where correlations

grow even faster than that. The exponentialbehavior,

�D � exp(constj�T j
2),has been predicted by M oore25

in connection with bulk anisotropic-superconductors in

thecontinuum lim itattheirlowercriticaldim ension.In

that investigation, however, this rapid growth of cor-

relations is not attributed to a therm odynam ic phase

transition but just to a crossover. Returning to Fig.

2(b),werem ark thatthevery lastpointsm ark theonset

ofin-layer vortex correlations growing even faster than

�D � exp(constj�T j
2)[com pare with Fig. 2(a)forlower

tem peratures.]W ebelievethiscan occurbecausea ther-

m odynam ic�rst-ordertransition takesplaceatthetem -

perature�T;m where�D departsfrom thestraightlinein

Fig.2(b).Thistakesplaceat�T;m = � 3:25for� = 0:14.

In fact,com parison with the work ofHu and M acDon-

ald12 givesexcellentagreem entforthem elting (freezing)

transition atthese values.

To study pancake-vortex correlations along the axis

perpendicularto the layers(the c-axis),we m easure nu-
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FIG . 2: In-layer density correlations at layer M =2 of the

clean layered-HTSC asthetem peratureislowered.(a)Scaled

vortex-density correlation-length,�D =R ,for di�erentsystem

sizesat� = 0:14.Thedashed curveisjusta guideto theeye.

(b)Thesam echaracteristic length-scale,�D =R ,asa function

ofj�T j
2
in log-linear scale for the system (N ;M ) = (72;18)

with exponential�t(solid line). [The arrow m arksthe tran-

sition tem perature for� = 0:14,�T ;m = � 3:25.]

m erically the two-pointcorrelation function

CP (m )=
4�R 2

Q 2

*

1

M

MX

n= 1

 �
n(r) n+ m (r)

+

: (11)

Here the overline denotes a spatial average over the

surface of the sphere of radius R and the prefactor

is just a \norm alization" factor. W e im pose periodic

boundary conditions on the order param eter:  M + p =

 p, p = 1;2;:::;M . Appearance of long-range inter-

layer correlations can be observed directly from plots

ofthe vortex positions in alllayers as the tem perature

is lowered below the e�ective tem perature �T;m (see

Fig. 3) and are con�rm ed by the change from expo-

nentialto algebraic decay ofthe phase correlation func-

tion,Re[CP (m )],in Fig. 4(a). In the high-tem perature

regim e,where the phase correlation function decaysex-

ponentially as Re[CP (m )] � exp(� m =�P ), we extract

the phase correlation-length,�P ,and plot it (scaled by

M ) against j�T j
2 (Fig. 4(b)). W e rem ark that,anal-

ogously to �D ,Ref.
25 also predicts the behavior �P �

exp(constj�T j
2). This form givesa consistent�t to the

data just above �T;m (solid line in Fig. 4(b)),but for

�T � �T;m the length scale �P grows faster than this

exponential. W e attribute the even m ore-rapid increase

of�P for �T � �T;m to an inter-layer coupling transi-

tion which takesplace also at�T;m .Thiscriterion gives

us good agreem entalso with num ericalvalues ofRef.15

where the estim ated coupling-transition tem perature is

about�T;m = � 3:5 for� = 0:14. In thatinvestigation,

however,no freezing transition isobserved! Thatisthe

fundam entaldi�erence argued in thispaper.

To sum m arize,we have investigated correlation func-

tionsforin-layerstructureofthe pancake-vortex system

and forthe coupling ofthe orderparam eterin di�erent

layers in the S-LD-LLL m odel. Results from M C sim -

ulations,m easuring the structure factor in every layer,
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FIG . 3: Angular vortex-positions in all layers of the pure

layered-superconductorwith interlayercoupling � = 0:14 for

(N ;M ) = (72;18) as the tem perature is lowered: �T =

� 3;� 4;� 5;� 6;� 7;� 8. [(a),(b),(c),(d),(e),(f) respectively.]

Equalgray-tonerepresentthesam elayer.Theappearanceof

pancake-vortex dom ainssignalsthe beginning ofthe coupled

phase[which also appearsata tem peraturebetween �T = � 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 ofthe

inter-layerphase-correlation-function,Re[C P (m )],as a func-

tion ofthe \distance" m along the c-axis.Exponentialdecay

is observed above (open sym bols) and about (crossed sym -

bols) the transition tem perature, �T ;m , but power-law de-

crease (�lled sym bols) below the transition. In each case

the m entioned curve is �tted. (b) Scaled phase-correlation-

length,�P =M ,vsj�T j
2
in log-linearscaleforthesystem in (a)

and also with exponential�t.[The arrow m arksthecoupling

transition tem perature,which toourresolution coincideswith

�T ;m .]

suggestthatthereisan e�ectivetem perature�T;m below

which the pancake-vortex system freezesto a crystalline

phase but above which the system behaves as a liquid.

This is signaled both by appearance ofBragg peaks in

the vortex structure-factor S(k) and the rapid increase

ofthe in-layervortex-density correlation length,�D . Si-

m ultaneous to this freezing transition there appears a

coupling ofthe order param eter in the di�erent layers

which isshown directly from m easurem entsofthevortex

positionsin every layerand iscon�rm ed by theexistence

oflong-ranged correlationsin theorderparam eterofthe

distantlayers.Explicitly,theexponentialdecay in corre-

lationsalong thec-axisabovethetransition tem perature

�T;m changesto algebraic decrease in the low tem pera-

ture regim e,�T < �T;m . The transition isof�rstorder

and �T;m depends on the interlayercoupling-param eter

�. The LD-LLL m odelhas shown12,15 consistency with

the experim entalm elting-curvein YBCO .
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