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A bstract. A G inzburg-Landau{lke functional is proposed reproducing the m ain
low -energy features of various possible high-T. superconducting m echanian s lnvolving
energy savings due to Interlayer Interactions. T he functionalm ay beused to relate these
savings to experin ental quantities. Two exam ples are given, involving the m ean— eld
goeci c heat Jump at T. and the superconducting uctuations above T.. C om parison
w ith existing data suggests, eg., that the increase of T, due to the socalled inter-
layer tunneling (ILT ) m echanian of nterlayer kineticenergy savings is negligble in
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1 Introduction

O ne of the striking systam atics of the superconducting critical tem perature T, of the
cuprate superconductors HT SC) is its correlation, within each fam ily of chem ically
sim ilar com pounds, w ith the numberN ofCu0 , plnesperunit cell. {I {3]1W ellknown
exam ples ofthese fam ilies are the C a-gpaced serdes, w th ormula ACay ; CuO,)y ,such
as the socalled La— Hg— TL— and T L-series Where A is, respectively, La, S50 ,,
HgBa,O,, TBa,03 ,and TLkBayO, ). In all these Ca-spaced series, the follow Ing
rule is cbserved to be well dbeyed, [1{3] at last for ow N values, N 3@
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where TV ~! and T) are the critical tem peratures of, respectively, the single-ayered
and the N —-layered com pounds (at zero m agnetic eld and forbulk sam plesw ith opti-
m alhole doping concentration). T he origin of relation (1) could in principle be sought
either In som e N -dependence of the param eters nvolved in In-plane interactions lead-
ing to superconductivity, or In the existence of cdirection (ie., inter-ayer) nteractions
contrbuting, at last in part, to the condensation energy. The latter way of thinking
is consistent w ith the proposals m ade by various authors of di erent formm s of Inter—
layer Interactions n HTSC saving energy in the superconducting state. ,3,5] For
instance, eq. {I}) wasobtained, for low N , by Leggett B,4]1by considering the screening
ofCoulomb interlayer interactions am ong carriers. Energy savings in the superconduc—
ting state occur in this approach mainly in the potential energy of the ekctrons. [3]
In what concems 9. {]:) and for low N , Leggett’s form alisn m ay be expected to ap—
ply in essence for a broad variety of superconducting m echanian s regoonsible for the
c-direction attractive screening. 3] A notable exception is the so-called interlayer tun-
neling (ILT) m echanisn proposed by Anderson, Chakravarty, and coworkers R]. In
the ILT m odel, savings occur In the kinetic energy due to a decon nem ent process of
the Cooper pairs. This is orighhated by strong elctronic correlations that block the
coherent interlayer tunneling for single particks, but not for pairs. Strikingly, the ILT
proposal again leads to eq. I) in spite of the very di erent origin of the interlayer
energy savings. ]

An experin ental test was proposed by Anderson []] and Leggett ] to estim ate
In shgl-layered (ie., N = 1) HTSC the importance of the ILT mechanian . The



test nvolves the condensation energy E o, obtalned from speci ¢ heat data, and the
c-direction m agnetic penetration depth at T = 0 K . Anderson [}] argued that data
existing ortheN = 1 com pounds ofthe La-series []and H g-serdes {1(] agreed w ith the
ILT prediction. In contrast, subsequent m easurem ents of . in the N = 1 com pounds
of the La-series, [[1] Hg-series, [12] and T L-series, 11,13] concluded that the ILT

m echanisn gives a negligbl contrbution to E,. Chakravarty et al. {14] then pointed
that, In addition to these discrepanciesbetween di erent m easurem ents, the tests could
be a ected by ambiguities in the ocbtainm ent of Ey; this aspect has been recently
ansvered In part in {I5]. Note that, because of the N = 1 lin itation, the above
tests have probed only the energy savings due to the Interaction between layers in
di erent uni cells. However, this extra-cell interaction m ay be expected to be the
less signi cative one for enhancing T.; therefore, the failure of a given superconducting
Interlayer m echanism to acoount for the condensation energy ofthe N = 1 cuprates
does not rule it out com pletely as a substantial source for the enhancaem ent of T, when
N > 1 (see also below).

In the present work, we introduce a G InzburgLandau G L) {type functional that
reproduces In essence them aln low -energy features of the above proposals of interlayer
kinetic and/or potential energy savings in HT SC . T his functional isbased on a sin ple
energy-balance argum ent expected to be a good approxin ation near the transition and
for Jow Cooperpair densities, and m ay be useful for nding experim entally testable
relationships Involving the interlayer superconducting energy savings in HTSC with
N 1. Two exam ples of such tests willbe given In this ketter: The st isa r=h-
tionship between N and the mean— eld speci c heat Jump at T. If it is ul lled In
a fam ily of chem ically sin ilar HT SC, it w ill lndicate that the superconductors in the
series di er onky 1 their interlayer interactions (ie., that eq. {1) is actually due to a
superconducting interlayerm echanisn ) . T he second test w illbe provided by the G aus—
sian superconducting uctuations above T.: O ur present functional kads, for zero or
weak m agnetic elds, to uctuations identical to the wellkknown ones of m ultilayered
superconductors w ith no Interlayer energy savings; however, the Involved param eters
aocquire now additionalm eanings. In particular, the interlayer Jossphson tunnelings are
related to them axin um increase of T, that could be attributed to the ILT m echanisn .
F inally, we end this ketter w ith a bref discussion of available experin ental data.



2 A prelim inary energy-balance argum ent leading
to eq. (1)

In a layered superconductor w ith N superconducting layers in each cdirection unit cell
of length s, wem ay write the free energy £ saved in the superconducting state, per

C ooper pair and unit volum g, as the follow ing sum :
h i
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Here £, £, and £, are the energy savings, per C ooper pair and unit area,
due to, respectively, the In-plane nteractions in each superconducting layer, the inter—
actions between each two adpoent layers in the sam e cell (intra-cell Interaction), and
the Interactions between each two adpoent cells (extra-cell interaction). W e assum ed
in eq. @) that all the superconducting layers and intra—cell ssparations between them
are equivalent. W e also assum ed that the energies saved by each interlayer interaction
m ay be considered as independent, and that the Interactionsbetween non-ad -pcent lay—
ers are negligble. T hese assum ptions are expected to be good approxin ations in both
Leggett’s and ILT proposals. §,3] Let us now expand £, in powers of the reduced
tem perature " (T) h(T=Ty)’ (T Ty )=Tu, where Ty is the critical tem perature
of the system if the Interlayer interactions were absent; this expansion is cbviously
rem iniscent of the type of reasonings used In the G L-lke theordes. So, for the Inplane
Interactions above "y (T) = Owewrite £fi = " (T), where is constant and posi-
tive. For the Interlayer interactions, as they w illbe less dependent on ", (T ), we m ay
write In st approxin ation £ e = it and £, o = exty Where 4. and o are
din ensionless constants (positive, if the corresponding interactions help superconduc—
tivity) . A frer these sin ple power expansions, the actual critical tem perature T can
be easily caloulated by just writing the condition £ (T)) = 0, ie,

1
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which directly leads to:
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We nd,therefore, a result equivalent to eg. (1), independently of whether the m ech—
anisn of Interlayer energy savings im ply the kinetic or potential energies, orboth. In



the above equation we have considered it usefiil to explicitly em phasize the fact that
the logarithm of the quotient of two tem peratures is approxin ately equal to the =k
ative distance between them ; we will om it the explicit em phasis of this point in the

rem ainder of this paper.

Note that forN = 1;2 the above equations also lead to:
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T hese relationships indicate that if o nt iISpossbl or TY =2 to be quite di erent
from TY™! even ifTY ™! 7 Ty . In this respect, we note that the recent observation
of superconductivity n a sampl of the N = 1 La-series com pound w ith thickness
only one cdirection unit cell {1§] is not contradictory w ith the existence of interlayer
superconducting energy savings in HT SC . These aspects also enhance the Interest of
testing the existence or not of interlayer superconducting energy savings in theN > 1

com pounds.

3 A simpleG inzburg-Landau (G L) free-energy func-
tional for H T SC w ith Interlayer energy savings

O ur next step is to Introduce a G L-type functional consistent w ith the m ain proposals
for interlayer kinetic and/or potential energy savings In HT SC . This functionalmust
be chosen so that for low energies and Cooperpair densities i recovers the energy
balances of the previous section. This is il llked by the Pllow ng expression for the
di erence between the superconducting and nom alstate free energies, F [ ], at zero
m agnetic eld:

Z , X X ( _ b , .
F[ ] = d’r =h) "k(T)] jnj2+ 2a J jnj4+ ab(o)jrxy jnf
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In the above expression, r = (x;y) and r,, are the in-plane coordinates and gra-
dient We neglect the possbl n-plane anisotropy); the indexes (j;n) label each jth
superconducting plane of the nth cdirection unit cell We use also N + 1;n) for the



(I;n+ 1) plane); 5, = 4 K;y) isthe superconducting order param eter of the (j;n)-—
plne; ., (0) is the GL am plitude of the inplane coherence length; ag and b are the
G L constants. T he Interlayer Interactions in the above functional are contained in the
last two summ ands. In them, 5 is the usual Jossphson coupling constant between the
(Jyjn) and (J+ 1;n) planes, and j param etrizes the interlayer energy savings due to
Interactions also between these two planes. These j param eters coincide w ith the ones
already used In egs. @) { @), and to our know kdge this is the rst tin e that they
are introduced In a GL m odel of a layered superconductor. A swe did in the previous
section, wemay assume In the HTSC only two di erent interlayer ssparations (intra—

and extra—<cell) and sowetake § = otr v = et @Nd 568 T hesr 6N T ince

The param eters ; deserve further discussion. W hen they are zero, the interlayer
summ ands In eq. (@) reduce to 5J i s+1m 7. As the latter expression is never
negative, it doesnot lead to energy savings. In fact, this isprecisely the welkknown ex—
pression forthe Interlayer Interaction In the extended {Law renceD oniach G L-flinctional
form ulilayered superconductors w ithout interlayer energy savings. [[7{19] In contrast,
when 5> 0 the interlayer energy can be negative: For instance, if ; = 2 5 the Jast
Interlayer summ and In eg. (§) is zero and the st one becom es proportionalto cos’;,
where ’ ; is the di erence ofthe phases of 5, and ;1. This is precisely the form
of the interlayer kineticenergy savings proposed on m icroscopical grounds by the ILT
m odel. 2,11 F inally, interlayer potential energy savings as those in Leggett’s proposals
for the superconducting m echanism 3] m ay also be crudely included in our finctional
by considering di erent ;> 0. This is coherent w ith the fact that these savings m ay
be expected to arise in the second of the interlayer interaction summ ands, ie., the one
not involving the phase of the superconducting wave fiinction. Let us also note that
these kinetic and potential nterlayer energy savings could coexist in the HT SC; in that
case, the ;would result from the sum ofthe contribution ofeach energy-saving source,
leading then to energy savings essentially ofthe form A + B cos’ 5, as In fact proposed

in [B] forthat m ixed scenarb.

It isnot di cul to calculate the T) resulting from eg. (6) . For that, one jist has
to write the condition F [ 4, 0)1@)) = 0, where in (0) are the equilbrium wave
functions, verifying @ F=@ 4, = 0. Justasexpected, T) sinply follow segs. @) { G).



4 Jump at To ofthem ean— eld speci c heat

It is also quite direct to calculate from eq. (§) them ean— eld speci cheat jim p at the
transition, &, , ie. the discontinuity at T = T[] in the speci cheat when considering
the uniform wave function m inin izng F [ ]. W e get:

N &
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Cimp =

w here again s is the layered-structure repetition distance. T his proportionality of cILm o
and N =sT. hasbeen to the best of our know ledge unnoticed up to now even for layered
superconductors w ith no interlayer energy savings. Two in portant additional rem arks
are: First, cﬁmp is found to be independent of the interlayer interaction param eters,

both jand ; (except indirectly trough TJ , see eq. ¢)). Second, according to eq. (1)

the quantity Cymp=WN=sT.) willbe the same for all the HTSC with equal nplane
Interactions (@nd hence equal G L param eters ap; and b). In particular, experin ental
veri cation of this constancy In a series of chem ically sin ilar HT SC would provide a
com pelling argum ent favoring that eq. 1) is in fact due only to the existence of a su-
perconducting Interlayer m echanian , and not to som e N -dependence ofthe param eters
Ihvolved in In-plane interactions. W e note however that failure of 1l Im ent of that
proportionality would not rule out com plktely interlayer interactions contributing at
Jeast In part to the T. enhancam ent, as they could still coexist with inplane e ects

varying ap; and b in the series.)

5 G aussian-G lnzburg-Landau (GG L) wuctuations
above T,

Let us now oonsider the superconducting uctuations above T, that result from func-
tional (). For that, we apply to it the sam e form alism previously used in [1§,19] to
study the G aussian regin e of the superconducting uctuations in m ultilayered super-
conductors w ithout Interlayer energy savings, ie., with ;= 0. The calculations go In
parallel to those in [1§,19], and so we will not m ake them explicit in this letter. The
in portant result is that the uctuation spectrum of functional {b) w ith arbitrary 4
is just the same as found . {1§,19] or ; = 0, if we interpret in these equations T.



as TY . This applies also to the results directly derived from that spectrum , ncluding
the uctuation—induced observables calculated i 18;19]at T > T. for zero m agnetic
elds and also for weak m agnetic elds perpendicular to the layers, ie., the inplane
paraconductivity f1§], the in-plane m agnetoconductivity [l§], the uctuation suscepti-
bility {18], and the uctuation speci cheat![19]. T herefore, for all these observableswe
conclude that the nal expressions obtained in refs. f18,19] (ie. egs.(3.4){ (3.8) and
45){@.7) in ref. 18], and (9){ (12) In ref. 9]) are applicabk for allvalies of ;.

The above result indicates that any analysis of experim ental data based on the
above equations of refs. [1§,19]w illbe also applicable in the ;6 0 scenarbo. Thisisan
In portant inform ation because those analyses are able to determ ine rather unam bigu—
ously the values of the Jossphson couplings between layers, i and o (see [18{22]
and also below ) . P recisely these Jossphson couplings give a m axim um lin it for the In—
terlayer kinetic energy savings in eq. (). In particular, them axinum relative hcrease
of T. that m ay be due to the ILT m echanisn isgiven by eq. ) with 5= 2 4 and

ext = 2 ext. Note that in [[8{22] instead of the variables . and o it is often used
the equivalent set composed by (0) and ¢/ exer Where (0) is the cdirection G L
coherence Jength am plitude; in tem s of these altemative variables, eq. &) lads to a
maximum Increase of T, due to the ILT m echanian of:

2
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6 A Dbrief com parison w ith existing experin ental
inform ation

Testing eq. (1) In a given fam ily of HT SC requires reliable know lkedge of ¢y, On it.
U nfortunately, the Jatter proves di cult. An illustrative exam ple of these di culties
happens n the T L-serdes. The N = 2 and 3 com pounds of this series were m easured
by the sam e group, in sin ilar sam ples, and using the sam e criterion for obtaining Cym
in P3]. The corresponding Cyp o= N =sT.) areequalto 26 10° J/m? orN = 2, and
28 103 J/m? orN = 3. This suggests ful Iment of eq. {7), ie., that the T. (N )



variation In this series is due only to Interlayer interactions. H ow ever, m easuram ents by
other group P4]in theN = 1 com pound ofthe sam e series revealed a quite sn alland
symm etric speci ¢ heat peak around T.. Thism ay be interpreted as a negligble Cynp
(@nd then not fil I ent ofeq. (7)), or could have its origin in, eg., T.-inhom ogeneities
broadening and symm etrizing the speci c heat peak around T. R§], or in pseudogap—
induced e ects P4]. Therefore, an ultin ate testing of eq. {7) would inply a more
extensive analysis of the experin ental speci ¢ heat. Naturally, it should also include
other C a~spaced series. Such a detailed study isbeyond the scope of the present letter.

M uch less am biguity exists at present in understanding the superconducting uctu-—
ations above T, In HT SC In tem s ofthe GG L m odel ofm ultilayered superconductors.
A s comm ented above, for our present purposes the m ain interest lies In the N > 1
com pounds. M easurem ents In high-quality singlecrystal sam ples are availlble for
at least two bilayered and optin ally doped HTSC, BLSrnCaCu,0gx B1i2212) and
YBa,Cuz05 (Y 123). Those data were extensively analyzed In term s of the GG L
m odel of m ulrilayered superconductors w ith null nterlayer energy savings. H8{22]A s
m entioned above, these kinds of analyses rem ain fully applicable in the case of nonzero
Interlayer energy savings, w ith the bonus that the obtained Jossphson coupling param —
eters give them axin um Increase of T, that could be attrbuted to the ILT m echanism .
For instance, in f1§,19,22] it was determ ined for Y123 that ()’ 11 0:dA, and
1=30 < 4= exe < 30. By using eq. {9), these values suggest an upper lm it of around
70% for the increase of T, due to kineticenergy savings. In the case of B12212, the
results are m ore conclusive: The analysis of the superconducting uctuations in this
com pound leadsto .(0) < 05 A, and to t= ext Values whose boundaries com patible
w ith experin ents depend on . (0) roughly as 2(0) < 4= ext < .2 (0) Where () is
nA). PL,22]1W hen these values are used n eq. (9), they kad to around 1% m axin um
increase of T, due to the ILT m echanisn n Bi2212.

7 Conclusions

W e Introduced a sin ple G inzburg-Landau {type functional that reproduces the m ain
Jow -energy features of the existing proposals of interlayer kinetic and/or potential en—
ergy savings in HT SC . This functionalm ay be used to nd relationshipsbetween these



savings and experim ental cbservables. Two exam ples of such relationships were pro—
posed: The rst involvesthem ean— eld speci cheat imp atd, ¢y p, and the nom al-
ized m ean interlyer distance sT =N ; if both are nversely proportional to each other
In a series of HT SC, thiswould Indicate that they share identical in-plane interactions
and their T.’sare di erent due only to interlayer interactions. T he second relationship
Involves the superconducting uctuations above T, at zero or weak m agnetic elds,
from which it may be obtained a m axinum lin it for the relative Increase of T, due to
Interlayer kinetic energy savings (@s those in the ILT model). W hen com pared w ih
available experin ents, this second relationship indicates that the increase of T, due to
Interlayer kinetic energy savings is negligible in optin ally-doped B 12212, and between
zero and 70% In optin ally-doped Y -123. A though based on a sinpli ed m odel,
these conclusions can be expected to be, at last, qualitatively correct. T hey provide,
to the best of our know ledge, the st test of the signi cance of the Interlayer kinetic
energy savings n the T ofany N > 1 HTSC.
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