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A bstract. A Ginzburg-Landau{likefunctionalisproposed reproducing them ain

low-energy featuresofvariouspossiblehigh-Tc superconducting m echanism sinvolving

energysavingsduetointerlayerinteractions.Thefunctionalm aybeused torelatethese

savingsto experim entalquantities. Two exam plesare given,involving the m ean-�eld

speci�c heatjum p atTc and the superconducting 
uctuationsabove Tc. Com parison

with existing data suggests,e.g.,that the increase ofTc due to the so-called inter-

layer tunneling (ILT) m echanism ofinterlayer kinetic-energy savings is negligible in

optim ally-doped Bi2Sr2CaCu2O 8+ x.

1fm ram a@ usc.es
2Presentand perm anentaddress,to wherecorrespondenceshould be addressed

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0308423v2
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0308423v1


1 Introduction

One ofthe striking system aticsofthe superconducting criticaltem perature Tc ofthe

cuprate superconductors (HTSC) is its correlation,within each fam ily ofchem ically

sim ilarcom pounds,with thenum berN ofCuO 2 planesperunitcell.[1{3]W ell-known

exam plesofthesefam iliesaretheCa-spacedseries,withform ulaACaN � 1(CuO 2)N ,such

as the so-called La-,Hg-,Tl1-,and Tl2-series (where A is,respectively,La2� xSrxO 2,

HgBa2O 2,TlBa2O 3� �,and Tl2Ba2O 4� �). In allthese Ca-spaced series,the following

ruleisobserved to bewellobeyed,[1{3]atleastforlow N values,N � 3 [4]:

TN
c � TN = 1

c

TN = 1
c

/

�

1�
1

N

�

; (1)

where TN = 1
c and TN

c are the criticaltem peratures of,respectively,the single-layered

and theN -layered com pounds(atzero m agnetic�eld and forbulk sam pleswith opti-

m alholedoping concentration).Theorigin ofrelation (1)could in principlebesought

eitherin som eN -dependence oftheparam etersinvolved in in-planeinteractionslead-

ingtosuperconductivity,orin theexistenceofc-direction (i.e.,inter-layer)interactions

contributing,atleastin part,to the condensation energy. The latterway ofthinking

is consistent with the proposals m ade by various authors ofdi�erent form s ofinter-

layer interactions in HTSC saving energy in the superconducting state.[2,3,5]For

instance,eq.(1)wasobtained,forlow N ,by Leggett[3,4]by considering thescreening

ofCoulom b interlayerinteractionsam ongcarriers.Energy savingsin thesuperconduc-

ting state occurin this approach m ainly in the potentialenergy ofthe electrons.[3]

In whatconcernseq.(1)and forlow N ,Leggett’sform alism m ay be expected to ap-

ply in essence fora broad variety ofsuperconducting m echanism sresponsible forthe

c-direction attractivescreening.[3]A notableexception istheso-called interlayertun-

neling (ILT) m echanism proposed by Anderson,Chakravarty,and coworkers [2]. In

the ILT m odel,savingsoccurin the kinetic energy due to a decon�nem entprocessof

the Cooperpairs. This isoriginated by strong electronic correlationsthatblock the

coherentinterlayertunneling forsingleparticles,butnotforpairs.Strikingly,theILT

proposalagain leads to eq.(1) in spite ofthe very di�erent origin ofthe interlayer

energy savings.[6]

An experim entaltest was proposed by Anderson [7]and Leggett [8]to estim ate

in single-layered (i.e.,N = 1) HTSC the im portance ofthe ILT m echanism . The
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test involves the condensation energy E 0,obtained from speci�c heat data,and the

c-direction m agnetic penetration depth at T = 0 K.Anderson [7]argued that data

existingfortheN = 1com poundsoftheLa-series[9]and Hg-series[10]agreed with the

ILT prediction.In contrast,subsequentm easurem entsof�c in theN = 1 com pounds

ofthe La-series,[11]Hg-series,[12]and Tl2-series,[11,13]concluded that the ILT

m echanism givesa negligiblecontribution to E 0.Chakravarty etal.[14]then pointed

that,in addition tothesediscrepanciesbetween di�erentm easurem ents,thetestscould

be a�ected by am biguities in the obtainm ent ofE0; this aspect has been recently

answered in part in [15]. Note that, because ofthe N = 1 lim itation, the above

tests have probed only the energy savings due to the interaction between layers in

di�erent unit cells. However,this extra-cellinteraction m ay be expected to be the

lesssigni�cativeoneforenhancing Tc;therefore,thefailureofa given superconducting

interlayer m echanism to account forthe condensation energy ofthe N = 1 cuprates

doesnotruleitoutcom pletely asa substantialsourcefortheenhancem entofTc when

N > 1 (seealso below).

In the present work,we introduce a Ginzburg-Landau (GL){type functionalthat

reproducesin essencethem ain low-energy featuresoftheaboveproposalsofinterlayer

kineticand/orpotentialenergy savingsin HTSC.Thisfunctionalisbased on a sim ple

energy-balanceargum entexpected tobeagood approxim ation nearthetransition and

for low Cooper-pair densities,and m ay be usefulfor �nding experim entally testable

relationships involving the interlayer superconducting energy savings in HTSC with

N � 1. Two exam ples ofsuch tests willbe given in this letter: The �rst is a rela-

tionship between N and the m ean-�eld speci�c heat jum p at Tc. Ifit is ful�lled in

a fam ily ofchem ically sim ilarHTSC,itwillindicate thatthe superconductorsin the

seriesdi�eronly in theirinterlayerinteractions(i.e.,thateq.(1)isactually due to a

superconducting interlayerm echanism ).Thesecond testwillbeprovided by theGaus-

sian superconducting 
uctuationsabove Tc: Ourpresentfunctionalleads,forzero or

weak m agnetic �elds,to 
uctuationsidenticalto the well-known onesofm ultilayered

superconductorswith no interlayerenergy savings;however,the involved param eters

acquirenow additionalm eanings.In particular,theinterlayerJosephson tunnelingsare

related to them axim um increaseofTc thatcould beattributed totheILT m echanism .

Finally,weend thisletterwith a briefdiscussion ofavailableexperim entaldata.
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2 A prelim inary energy-balance argum ent leading

to eq.(1)

In alayered superconductorwith N superconducting layersin each c-direction unitcell

oflength s,we m ay write the freeenergy �f saved in thesuperconducting state,per

Cooperpairand unitvolum e,asthefollowing sum :

�f = s
� 1

h

N �fk + (N � 1)�f? int+ �f? ext

i

: (2)

Here �fk,�f? int and �f? ext are the energy savings,perCooperpairand unitarea,

dueto,respectively,thein-planeinteractionsin each superconducting layer,theinter-

actionsbetween each two adjacentlayersin the sam e cell(intra-cellinteraction),and

the interactionsbetween each two adjacentcells(extra-cellinteraction). W e assum ed

in eq.(2)thatallthe superconducting layersand intra-cellseparationsbetween them

areequivalent.W ealso assum ed thattheenergiessaved by each interlayerinteraction

m ay beconsidered asindependent,and thattheinteractionsbetween non-adjacentlay-

ersarenegligible.Theseassum ptionsareexpected to begood approxim ationsin both

Leggett’sand ILT proposals.[2,3]Letusnow expand �fk in powers ofthe reduced

tem perature "k(T)� ln(T=Tck)’ (T � Tck)=Tck,where Tck isthecriticaltem perature

ofthe system ifthe interlayer interactions were absent; this expansion is obviously

rem iniscentofthetypeofreasoningsused in theGL-liketheories.So,forthein-plane

interactionsabove "k(T)= 0 we write�fk = � �"k(T),where �isconstantand posi-

tive. Forthe interlayerinteractions,asthey willbe lessdependenton "k(T),we m ay

writein �rstapproxim ation �f? int = ��int and �f? ext = ��ext,where�int and �ext are

dim ensionlessconstants(positive,ifthecorresponding interactionshelp superconduc-

tivity). Afterthese sim ple powerexpansions,the actualcriticaltem perature TN
c can

beeasily calculated by justwriting thecondition �f(T N
c )= 0,i.e.,

"
N
e�(T

N
c )= 0; with "

N
e�(T)� "k(T)�

�ext

N
�

�

1�
1

N

�

�int: (3)

which directly leadsto:

TN
c � TN = 1

c

TN = 1
c

’ ln
TN
c

TN = 1
c

= (�int� �ext)

�

1�
1

N

�

: (4)

W e �nd,therefore,a resultequivalentto eq.(1),independently ofwhetherthe m ech-

anism ofinterlayerenergy savingsim ply the kinetic orpotentialenergies,orboth.In
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the above equation we have considered itusefulto explicitly em phasize the factthat

the logarithm ofthe quotientoftwo tem peratures isapproxim ately equalto the rel-

ative distance between them ;we willom itthe explicit em phasis ofthis pointin the

rem ainderofthispaper.

NotethatforN = 1;2 theaboveequationsalso lead to:

ln
TN = 1
c

Tck
= �ext; ln

TN = 2
c

Tck
=
�ext+ �int

2
: (5)

Theserelationshipsindicatethatif�ext � �int ispossibleforT
N = 2
c tobequitedi�erent

from TN = 1
c even ifTN = 1

c ’ Tck. In thisrespect,we note thatthe recent observation

ofsuperconductivity in a sam ple ofthe N = 1 La-series com pound with thickness

only one c-direction unitcell[16]isnotcontradictory with the existence ofinterlayer

superconducting energy savingsin HTSC.These aspectsalso enhance the interestof

testing theexistence ornotofinterlayersuperconducting energy savingsin theN > 1

com pounds.

3 A sim pleG inzburg-Landau (G L)free-energy func-

tionalfor H T SC w ith interlayer energy savings

Ournextstep isto introducea GL-typefunctionalconsistentwith them ain proposals

forinterlayerkinetic and/orpotentialenergy savingsin HTSC.Thisfunctionalm ust

be chosen so that for low energies and Cooper-pair densities it recovers the energy

balances ofthe previous section. This isful�lled by the following expression forthe

di�erencebetween thesuperconducting and norm al-statefreeenergies,�F[	],atzero

m agnetic�eld:

�F[	] =

Z

d2r
X

n

NX

j= 1

a0

(

"k(T)j	 jnj
2 +

b

2a0
j	 jnj

4 + �
2
ab(0)jr xy	 jnj

2

� 
j

�

	 jn	
�

j+ 1;n + c:c:
�

+ (2
j � �j)

 

j	 jnj
2 + j	 j+ 1;nj

2

2

! )

: (6)

In the above expression, r = (x;y) and r xy are the in-plane coordinates and gra-

dient (we neglect the possible in-plane anisotropy);the indexes (j;n) labeleach jth

superconducting plane ofthe nth c-direction unitcell(we use also (N + 1;n)forthe
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(1;n+ 1)plane);	 jn = 	 jn(x;y)isthesuperconducting orderparam eterofthe(j;n)-

plane;�ab(0)is the GL am plitude ofthe in-plane coherence length;a0 and b are the

GL constants.Theinterlayerinteractionsin theabovefunctionalarecontained in the

lasttwo sum m ands.In them ,
j istheusualJosephson coupling constantbetween the

(j;n)and (j+ 1;n)planes,and �j param etrizesthe interlayer energy savingsdue to

interactionsalsobetween thesetwoplanes.These�j param eterscoincidewith theones

already used in eqs.(3) { (4),and to our knowledge this is the �rst tim e that they

areintroduced in a GL m odelofa layered superconductor.Aswe did in theprevious

section,we m ay assum e in the HTSC only two di�erentinterlayerseparations(intra-

and extra-cell)and so wetake
N = 
ext,�N = �ext and 
j6= N = 
int,�j6= N = �int.

The param eters�j deserve furtherdiscussion. W hen they are zero,the interlayer

sum m ands in eq.(6) reduce to 
jj	 jn � 	j+ 1;nj
2. As the latter expression is never

negative,itdoesnotlead toenergy savings.In fact,thisisprecisely thewell-known ex-

pression fortheinterlayerinteraction intheextended{Lawrence-Doniach GL-functional

form ultilayered superconductorswithoutinterlayerenergysavings.[17{19]In contrast,

when �j > 0 the interlayerenergy can be negative: Forinstance,if�j = 2
j the last

interlayersum m and in eq.(6)iszero and the�rstonebecom esproportionalto cos’j,

where ’j isthe di�erence ofthe phasesof	jn and 	 j+ 1;n. Thisisprecisely the form

oftheinterlayerkinetic-energy savingsproposed on m icroscopicalgroundsby theILT

m odel.[2,7]Finally,interlayerpotentialenergy savingsasthosein Leggett’sproposals

forthesuperconducting m echanism [3]m ay also becrudely included in ourfunctional

by considering di�erent�j > 0.Thisiscoherentwith thefactthatthese savingsm ay

beexpected to arisein thesecond oftheinterlayerinteraction sum m ands,i.e.,theone

notinvolving the phase ofthe superconducting wave function. Letusalso note that

thesekineticand potentialinterlayerenergy savingscould coexistin theHTSC;in that

case,the�j would resultfrom thesum ofthecontribution ofeach energy-savingsource,

leading then to energy savingsessentially oftheform A + B cos’j,asin factproposed

in [8]forthatm ixed scenario.

Itisnotdi�cultto calculatetheT N
c resulting from eq.(6).Forthat,onejusthas

to write the condition �F[	 jn(0)](T
N
c ) = 0,where 	 jn(0) are the equilibrium wave

functions,verifying@�F =@	 jn = 0.Justasexpected,TN
c sim ply followseqs.(3){(5).
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4 Jum p at Tc ofthe m ean-�eld speci�c heat

Itisalso quitedirectto calculatefrom eq.(6)them ean-�eld speci�cheatjum p atthe

transition,cNjum p,i.e.,thediscontinuity atT = TN
c in thespeci�cheatwhen considering

theuniform wave function m inim izing �F[	].W eget:

cjum p =
N

sTN
c

a20

b
; (7)

whereagain sisthelayered-structurerepetition distance.Thisproportionality ofcNjum p

and N =sTc hasbeen tothebestofourknowledgeunnoticed up tonow even forlayered

superconductorswith no interlayerenergy savings.Two im portantadditionalrem arks

are: First,cNjum p is found to be independent ofthe interlayer interaction param eters,

both �j and 
j (exceptindirectly trough T
N
c ,seeeq.(4)).Second,according to eq.(7)

the quantity cjum p=(N =sTc) willbe the sam e for allthe HTSC with equalin-plane

interactions (and hence equalGL param eters a0 and b). In particular,experim ental

veri�cation ofthisconstancy in a seriesofchem ically sim ilarHTSC would provide a

com pelling argum entfavoring thateq.(1)isin factdue only to theexistence ofa su-

perconductinginterlayerm echanism ,and nottosom eN -dependenceoftheparam eters

involved in in-plane interactions. (W e note however thatfailure offul�lm entofthat

proportionality would notrule outcom pletely interlayer interactions contributing at

least in part to the Tc enhancem ent,as they could stillcoexist with in-plane e�ects

varying a0 and bin theseries.)

5 G aussian-G inzburg-Landau (G G L) 
uctuations

above Tc

Letusnow considerthe superconducting 
uctuationsabove Tc thatresultfrom func-

tional(6). Forthat,we apply to itthe sam e form alism previously used in [18,19]to

study the Gaussian regim e ofthe superconducting 
uctuationsin m ultilayered super-

conductorswithoutinterlayerenergy savings,i.e.,with �j = 0.The calculationsgo in

parallelto those in [18,19],and so we willnotm ake them explicitin thisletter. The

im portant result is that the 
uctuation spectrum offunctional(6) with arbitrary �j

is justthe sam e asfound in [18,19]for�j = 0,ifwe interpret in these equations Tc
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asTN
c .Thisappliesalso to theresultsdirectly derived from thatspectrum ,including

the 
uctuation-induced observablescalculated in [18,19]atT > Tc forzero m agnetic

�eldsand also forweak m agnetic �eldsperpendicularto the layers,i.e.,the in-plane

paraconductivity [18],thein-planem agnetoconductivity [18],the
uctuation suscepti-

bility [18],and the
uctuation speci�cheat[19].Therefore,foralltheseobservableswe

conclude thatthe �nalexpressionsobtained in refs.[18,19] (i.e.,eqs.(3.4){(3.8)and

(4.5){(4.7)in ref.[18],and (9){(12)in ref.[19])are applicable forallvaluesof�j.

The above result indicates that any analysis ofexperim entaldata based on the

aboveequationsofrefs.[18,19]willbealsoapplicablein the�j 6= 0scenario.Thisisan

im portantinform ation becausethoseanalysesareableto determ ineratherunam bigu-

ously the valuesofthe Josephson couplingsbetween layers,
int and 
ext (see [18{22]

and also below).Precisely theseJosephson couplingsgivea m axim um lim itforthein-

terlayerkineticenergy savingsin eq.(6).In particular,them axim um relativeincrease

ofTc thatm ay be due to the ILT m echanism isgiven by eq.(5)with �int = 2
int and

�ext = 2
ext.Notethatin [18{22]instead ofthe variables
int and 
ext itisoften used

the equivalentsetcom posed by �c(0)and 
int/
ext,where �c(0)isthe c-direction GL

coherence length am plitude;in term softhese alternative variables,eq.(5)leadsto a

m axim um increaseofTc dueto theILT m echanism of:

ln
TN = 1
cILT

Tck
� 2

 

�c(0)

s

! 2

; (8)

ln
TN = 2
cILT

Tck
� 2

 

�c(0)

s

! 2  

1+

ext


int

!  

1+

int


ext

!

: (9)

6 A brief com parison w ith existing experim ental

inform ation

Testing eq.(7)in a given fam ily ofHTSC requires reliable knowledge ofcjum p on it.

Unfortunately,the latterprovesdi�cult. An illustrative exam ple ofthese di�culties

happensin the Tl2-series. The N = 2 and 3 com poundsofthisserieswere m easured

by thesam egroup,in sim ilarsam ples,and usingthesam ecriterion forobtainingcjum p,

in [23].Thecorresponding cjum p=(N =sTc)areequalto 2:6� 10� 3 J/m 2 forN = 2,and

2:8� 10� 3 J/m 2 forN = 3. Thissuggests ful�llm entofeq.(7),i.e.,thatthe Tc(N )
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variation in thisseriesisdueonlytointerlayerinteractions.However,m easurem entsby

othergroup [24]in theN = 1 com pound ofthesam eseriesrevealed a quitesm alland

sym m etric speci�cheatpeak around Tc.Thism ay beinterpreted asa negligiblecjum p

(and then notful�llm entofeq.(7)),orcould haveitsorigin in,e.g.,Tc-inhom ogeneities

broadening and sym m etrizing the speci�c heatpeak around Tc [25],orin pseudogap-

induced e�ects [24]. Therefore,an ultim ate testing ofeq.(7) would im ply a m ore

extensive analysisofthe experim entalspeci�c heat. Naturally,itshould also include

otherCa-spaced series.Such adetailed study isbeyond thescopeofthepresentletter.

M uch lessam biguity existsatpresentin understanding thesuperconducting 
uctu-

ationsaboveTc in HTSC in term softheGGL m odelofm ultilayered superconductors.

As com m ented above,for our present purposes the m ain interest lies in the N > 1

com pounds. M easurem ents in high-quality single-crystal sam ples are available for

at least two bilayered and optim ally doped HTSC,Bi2Sr2CaCu2O 8+ x (Bi-2212) and

YBa2Cu3O 7� � (Y-123). Those data were extensively analyzed in term s ofthe GGL

m odelofm ultilayered superconductorswith nullinterlayerenergy savings.[18{22]As

m entioned above,thesekindsofanalysesrem ain fully applicablein thecaseofnonzero

interlayerenergy savings,with thebonusthattheobtained Josephson couplingparam -

etersgivethem axim um increaseofTc thatcould beattributed to theILT m echanism .

Forinstance,in [18,19,22]itwasdeterm ined forY-123 that�c(0)’ 1:1� 0:1�A,and

1=30 <
� 
int=
ext

<
� 30. By using eq.(9),these valuessuggestan upper lim itofaround

70% forthe increase ofTc due to kinetic-energy savings. In the case ofBi-2212,the

results are m ore conclusive: The analysisofthe superconducting 
uctuationsin this

com pound leadsto �c(0)<
� 0:5 �A,and to 
int=
ext valueswhoseboundariescom patible

with experim entsdepend on �c(0)roughly as�
2
c(0)

<
� 
int=
ext

<
� �� 2c (0)(where �c(0)is

in �A).[21,22]W hen thesevaluesareused in eq.(9),they lead toaround 1% m axim um

increaseofTc dueto theILT m echanism in Bi-2212.

7 C onclusions

W e introduced a sim ple Ginzburg-Landau{type functionalthatreproduces the m ain

low-energy featuresoftheexisting proposalsofinterlayerkineticand/orpotentialen-

ergy savingsin HTSC.Thisfunctionalm ay beused to�nd relationshipsbetween these

9



savingsand experim entalobservables. Two exam ples ofsuch relationshipswere pro-

posed:The�rstinvolvesthem ean-�eld speci�cheatjum p atTc,cjum p,and thenorm al-

ized m ean interlayerdistance sTc=N ;ifboth are inversely proportionalto each other

in a seriesofHTSC,thiswould indicatethatthey shareidenticalin-planeinteractions

and theirTc’saredi�erentdueonly to interlayerinteractions.Thesecond relationship

involves the superconducting 
uctuations above Tc at zero or weak m agnetic �elds,

from which itm ay beobtained a m axim um lim itfortherelativeincreaseofTc dueto

interlayer kinetic energy savings (as those in the ILT m odel). W hen com pared with

availableexperim ents,thissecond relationship indicatesthattheincreaseofTc dueto

interlayerkineticenergy savingsisnegligiblein optim ally-doped Bi-2212,and between

zero and � 70% in optim ally-doped Y-123. Although based on a sim pli�ed m odel,

these conclusionscan beexpected to be,atleast,qualitatively correct.They provide,

to the bestofourknowledge,the �rsttestofthe signi�cance ofthe interlayerkinetic

energy savingsin theTc ofany N > 1 HTSC.
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