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D ependence ofthe superconducting criticaltem perature on the num ber oflayers

in hom ologous series ofhigh-T
c
cuprates
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Polish Academ y of Sciences
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W e study a m odel of n-layer high-tem perature cuprates of hom ologous series like

HgBa2Can� 1CunO 2+ 2n+ � toexplain thedependenceofthecriticaltem peratureTc (n)on thenum ber

n ofCu-O planesin theelem entary cell.Focusing on thedescription ofthehigh-tem peraturesuper-

conducting system in term softhecollectivephasevariables,wehaveconsidered a sem i-m icroscopic

anisotropic three-dim ensionalvectorXY m odelofstacked copper-oxide layers with adjustable pa-

ram etersrepresenting m icroscopic in-plane and out-of-plane phase sti�nesses. The m odelcaptures

the layered com position along c-axis ofhom ologous series and goes beyond the phenom enological

Lawrence-D oniach m odelforlayered superconductors. Im plem enting the sphericalclosure relation

for vector variables we have solved the phase XY m odelexactly with the help oftransfer m atrix

m ethod and calculated Tc (n)forarbitrary block sizen,elucidating theroleofthec-axisanisotropy

and itsin
uenceon thecriticaltem perature.Furtherm ore,weaccom m odateinhom ogeneouscharge

distribution am ong planescharacterized by thechargeim balancecoe�cientR being thefunction of

num beroflayersn. By m aking a physically justi�ed assum ption regarding the doping dependence

ofthe m icroscopic phase sti�nesses,we have calculated the valuesofparam eterR asa function of

block size n in good agreem entwith the nuclearm agnetic resonance data ofcarrierdistribution in

m ultilayered high-Tc cuprates.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Characteristic com m on structure ofhigh-tem perature

superconducting cuprateshasbeen puzzling researchers

since the discovery ofthe phenom enon by Bednorz and

M �uller.1 It is now accepted that allrelevant carriersof

both spin and electricity derive from the hybridized an-

tibonding orbitals in the Cu-O planes.2 O bviously,the

interlayer structure cannot be ignored.3 In the norm al

state, due to huge anisotropy, coherent transport in

the direction perpendicular to Cu-O planes is blocked.

However, it is observed that Tc is strongly dependent

on the interlayer structure, which m eans that three-

dim ensional(3D) coupling ofplanes m ust play an im -

portant role in the onset ofsuperconductivity.4 It sug-

gested to apply the Lawrence and Doniach m odel(LD)

tocuprates,which originallywasproposed forlayered su-

perconductorsand isbased on theG inzburg-Landau de-

scription with neighboring layerscoupled by theJoseph-

son tunneling.5 This approach was pursued to study

Josephson plasm aresonance,6 anisotropyofcritical�elds

H c1 and H c2,
7,8 vortex m atter behavior.9 However,the

biggestdisadvantageofthe LD m odelisthatitisbased

on m ean-�eld approxim ation,which neglectsthe role of

phase 
uctuations,the latterplaying a profound role in

cuprates.10

There is a signi�cant evidence that in cuprates the

Cu-O planes are Josephson coupled and the anisotropy

ofc-axis to ab-planes penetration depth can vary from

5 to even 250 in varioushigh-Tc com pounds. Thisgave

risetointerplane theoriese.g.interlayertunnelingm odel

(ILT)by Anderson,11 which assum ed thatcarrierswere

incoherent between layers in the norm al phase, how-

ever coherent transport of Cooper pairs in a form of

Josephson tunneling in superconducting state was al-

lowed. Unfortunately, the originalversion of the ILT

theory by Anderson is no longer considered as a viable

m odelofhigh-Tc m aterials,sinceitprovidesnom orethan

1% ofthe condensation energy in certain cuprates.12,13

However,the Josephson coupling between Cu-O planes

is still believed to play an im portant role in cuprate

oxides.14 In the process of synthesis of high-Tc m ate-

rials it is possible to control(to som e extent) the dis-

tances between copper-oxide planes or the content of

the regionsthatseparate them . Itallowsto study,how

such changesin
uenceobserved propertiesofthesecom -

pounds like criticaltem perature or electricalresistivity

and elucidate the role of the inter-layer coupling.15,16

In m ono-orbi-layered high-Tc m aterials (like LSCO or

YBCO com pounds),allcopper-oxide planesare equiva-

lent, which m eans that charge carriers are distributed

hom ogeneously am ong copper-oxide planes. However,

m ulti-layered high-Tc m aterialsare characterized by the

existence ofcrystalographically inequivalentouter(O P)

and inner(IP)Cu-O planes,which give rise to inhom o-

geneouscarrierdistribution am ong them . This,in turn,

m ay have a profound in
uence on the criticaltem pera-

ture,which isknow tobestronglydopingdependent.For

exam ple,high-tem peraturesuperconducting hom ologous

series,likeHgBa2Can� 1CunO 2+ 2n+ �,arem aterialsshar-

ing the sam e chargereservoir,butdi�ering by the num -

bern ofCu-O planesin theunitcell.17,18 They alsohave

the sam e characteristic dependence ofthe criticaltem -

perature as a function ofn with a m axim um for n = 3

orn = 4.Although,these groupsofcuprateshave been

extensively studied,the origin ofthis extrem um is still

notfully understood.19,20,21

Recently,Chakravarty etal.haveargued thatthe ex-
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istence ofthe com peting orderparam eterthat is nucle-

ated bychargeim balanceisultim atelyresponsibleforthe

criticaltem perature downturn with n.22 They presenta

m ean-�eld theory for a single block ofn superconduct-

ing layers,however neglecting the inter-block coupling.

M oreover,they use phenom enologicalG inzburg-Landau

theory atzero-tem perature toanticipatethevaluesofthe

criticaltem perature Tc(n),based on the m agnitude of

theT = 0 superconducting orderparam eter.Chargeim -

balance is introduced as a com peting order param eter,

e.g. d-density wave.23 It depresses the criticaltem per-

ature for n > 2,thus experim entally observed shape of

Tc(n) is obtained. However,as the authors note, the

phase 
uctuations, which are not taken into account,

m ight depress Tc for n = 1 even m ore than for n = 3.

Although,itshould correctthe resultsfor1 < n < 3,it

is not obvious,whether the m axim um ofTc(n) can be

observed atall.

Itiswellknown thatbinding ofelectronsinto pairsis

essentialin form ing the superconducting state,however,

itsrem arkableproperties{ zero resistanceand M eissner

e�ect{ require the phase coherence am ong the pairsas

well.In conventionalBCS superconductorsthephaseor-

der is unim portant for determ ining ofthe value ofthe

transition tem perature Tc. However, in superconduc-

tors with low carrier density such as high-Tc oxide su-

perconductors,phase 
uctuations m ay have a profound

in
uenceon low tem peratureproperties.10 In particular,

for cuprate superconductors,the conventionalordering

ofbinding and phase sti�nessenergiesappearsto be re-

versed. Thus,the issue how pairing and phase correla-

tions develop is a centralproblem ofhigh-Tc supercon-

ductivity.Them easurem entsofthefrequency dependent

conductivity,in the frequency range100-600G Hz,shows

that phase correlations indeed persist above Tc,where

the phase dynam icsisgoverned by the bare m icroscopic

phasesti�nesses.24

In the present paper we propose a sem i-m icroscopic

m odelofn-layer cuprates,which is founded on m icro-

scopic phase sti�nesses that set the characteristic en-

ergy scales: in-plane Jk,inter-plane (in-block) J? and

inter-block J
0

?
couplings. W e em ploy an approach that

goes beyond the m ean �eld level and is able to cap-

ture both the e�ects ofphase 
uctuations and huge c-

axisanisotropy on thesuperconducting phasetransition.

W e show thatthe depression ofthe criticaltem perature

for n > 3 can be obtained naturally without invoking

any com peting (hidden) order. Since superconducting

carriers are located in Cu-O planes,the in-plane phase

sti�nessm ustnaturally be doping � dependent. Asthis

dependence can be sim ply deduced from the established

Tc� � phasediagram forcuprates,introduction ofcharge

im balance via the doping dependence ofm icroscopic in-

plane phase sti�ness allowsus for explanation ofTc(n)

asa function ofblock layersn in perfectagreem entwith

experim ental�ndings.17

The outlineofthe rem inderofthe paperisasfollows.

In Section IIwe analyze a single-layersystem . W e con-

structan anisotropicthree-dim ensionalXY m odel,which

willbesolved in thesphericalapproxim ation to explicate

thedependenceofcriticaltem peratureon theanisotropy

� = J? =Jk along c-axis.Subsequently,in Section IIIwe

elaborate on a m odelofstacked n-block layersrelevant

forhigh-tem peraturesuperconductinghom ologousseries.

W em ap thesystem onto a sphericalXY m odel,which is

solvedexactlyforarbitraryn with thehelp ofthetransfer

m atrix m ethod. In Section IV we determ ine the critical

tem perature Tc(n)asa function ofnum beroflayersn.

In Section V we incorporate the inhom ogeneous charge

distribution in hom ologousseriesby introducing doping

dependentin-plane phase sti�nessesJk (�)forthe sepa-

rate n layersin the block structure. W e found thatthe

m axim um ofthephasecoherentsuperconducting transi-

tion willbe a bell-shaped curve asa function ofn with

a m axim um for n = 3 for appropriate values ofouter

(�op)and inner(�ip)planesdopingswithin a block. Fi-

nally,in Section VIwe sum m arize the conclusionsto be

drawn from our work. Som e supplem entary m aterialis

relegated to the Appendix.

II. SIN G LE LA Y ER C U P R A T ES

In underdoped high-tem peraturesuperconductors,two

tem perature scales of short-length pairing correlations

and long-range superconducting order seem to be well

separated10. W e consider the situation,in which local

superconductingpaircorrelationsareestablished and the

relevantdegreesoffreedom arerepresented by phasefac-

tors 0 � ’‘(ri) < 2�, where ri num bers lattice sites

within ‘-th abplane.Thesystem becom essuperconduct-

ing onceU(1)sym m etry group governing the’‘(ri)fac-

tors is spontaneously broken and the non-zero value of

ei’ ‘(ri)

�
appears signaling the long-range phase order.

Thedependence ofcriticaltem peratureon thespatialc-

axisanisotropy is ofparam ountim portance for cuprate

system s,in which two-dim ensionalphysicspredom inate.

First,weconsidera single-layersystem described by the

following Ham iltonian:

H [’] = � Jk

X

‘

X

i< j

cos[’‘(ri)� ’‘(rj)]

� J?

X

‘

X

i

cos[’‘(ri)� ’‘+ 1 (ri)]; (1)

where Jk > 0 and J? > 0 are in-plane and inter-plane

m icroscopic phase sti�nesses,respectively. The factors

’‘(ri) are placed in sites ofa three-dim ensionalcubic

lattice,where i = 1;:::;N k with N k being the num ber

ofsitesin a plane,‘= 1;:::;N ? ,where N ? denotesthe

num beroflayersand N = N kN ? isthe totalnum berof

sites.The partition function ofthe system reads:

Z =

Z 2�

0

Y

‘;i

d’‘(ri)e
� �H [’]

; (2)
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Figure 1: (Color online) Pictorialrepresentation ofthe var-

ious crossovers due to increased spatialanisotropy between

in-plane and inter-plane couplings: 3D ! 2D (isotropic inter-

actions to uncoupled planes)and 3D ! 1D (isotropic interac-

tionsto uncoupled chains).

where � = 1=kB T with T being the tem pera-

ture. Introducing two-dim ensional vectors S‘(ri) =

[Sx‘(ri);Sy‘(ri)]ofthe unitlength S
2
‘
(ri)= S2

x‘
(ri)+

S2y‘(ri)= 1 de�ned by

S‘(ri)= [cos’‘(ri);sin’‘(ri)]; (3)

the Ham iltonian can be written in the XY-m odelform :

H [S] = � Jk

X

‘

X

i< j

S‘(ri)� S‘(rj)

� J?

X

‘

X

i

S‘(ri)� S‘+ 1 (ri): (4)

In term softhevectorvariablesthepartition function in

Eq.(2)becom es:

Z =

Z + 1

� 1

Y

i;‘

�
d
2
S‘(ri)�

�
S
2
‘ (ri)� 1

�	
e
� �H [S]

;(5)

where d2S‘(ri) � dSx‘(ri)dSy‘(ri) and the Dirac-�

function �
�
S
2
‘
(ri)� 1

�
assuresthatthe integration over

S‘(ri)variablesrunsonly overthe values,which satisfy

theunitlength condition S2
‘
(ri)= 1.Unfortunately,the

partition function in Eq.(5)cannotbeevaluated exactly.

However,replacing ofthe rigid length constraintin Eq.

(5)by a weakersphericalclosurerelation25,26

�
�
S
2
‘ (ri)� 1

�
! �

2

4 1

N

X

i;‘

S
2
‘ (ri)� 1

3

5 : (6)

rendersthe m odelin Eq.(4)exactly solvable.The rela-

tion in Eq.(6)m eansthatthe unitlength ofthe S‘(ri)

vectors is m aintained on average. The sphericalcon-

straint can be conveniently im plem ented with the help

ofDirac-� function and thepartition function in Eq.(5)

becom es:

Z =

Z + 1

� 1

Y

i;‘

d
2
S‘(ri)�

2

4
X

i;‘

S
2
‘ (ri)� N

3

5 e� �H [S]
:

(7)

Furtherm ore,the �-function can be conveniently repre-

sented in a spectral form by the appropriate integral

�(x)=
R1
� 1

d�=2�iexp(� �x),which introducesthe La-

grange m ultiplier�. Consequently,Eq. (7)can be writ-

ten as:

Z =

Z + 1

� 1

d�

2�i
exp[� N �f(�)]; (8)

wherethe freeenergy persite isgiven by:

f(�) = �
�

�
�

1

N �
ln

Z + 1

� 1

Y

i;‘

d
2
S‘(ri)

� exp

8
<

:
� �

X

i;‘

S
2
‘ (ri)� �H [S]

9
=

;
: (9)

In the therm odynam ic lim itN ! 1 the dom inantcon-

tribution totheintegralin Eq.(8)com esfrom thesaddle

point � = �0 off(�) with value of�0 determ ined from

the condition:

@f(�)

@�

�
�
�
�
�= �0

= 0: (10)

To evaluate the free energy ofthe system f = f(�0)we

diagonalizetheHam iltonian from Eq.(4)by introducing

Fouriertransform ofS‘(ri)variables:

S‘(ri)=
1

N kN ?

X

k;qz

Sk;qze
� i(kri+ qzc‘); (11)

wherek = (kx;ky)with �
�

a
< kx;ky <

�

a
arewavevec-

torswithin ab-planes,while � �

c
< qz <

�

c
iswavevector

alongc-axis.Here,a and carelatticeconstantwithin ab-

plane and c-axis,respectively. The Ham iltonian in Eq.

(4)then transform sto:

H = �
1

2N

X

k;qz

J (k;qz)Sk;qz � S� k;� qz; (12)
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wherefortheFourier-transform edinteractionsJk and J?
on the3D anisotropiccubiclatticewith nearest-neighbor

coupling wereadily �nd:

J (k;qz)= 2Jk [cos(akx)+ cos(aky)]+ 2J? cos(cqz):

(13)

Asaresult,theintegralin Eq.(9)becom esG aussian and

the freeenergy can be calculated:

f = �
�0

�
�

1

�N
ln

Z + 1

� 1

Y

k;qz

d
2
Sk;qz

� exp

8
<

:
�
1

N

X

k;qz

�

�0 �
1

2
J (k;qz)

�

S
�
k;qz

Sk;qz

9
=

;
;

d
2
Sk;qz �

dReS�
k;qz

dIm Sk;qz

�
: (14)

Theem ergenceofthecriticalpointin thesphericalm odel

issignaled by thecondition25

G
� 1 (k = 0;qz = 0)� �0 �

1

2
�J0 = 0; (15)

which �xesthe saddle-pointvalue ofthe Lagrange m ul-

tiplier� within the ordered phase:

�0 =
1

2
�J0; (16)

whereJ0 = J (k = 0;qz = 0).Here,G (k;qz)istheorder

param etersusceptibility de�ned by:

G (k;qz)= hSk;qz � S� k;� qzi; (17)

with the statisticalaverage:

h:::i =
1

Z

Z + 1

� 1

Y

i;‘

d
2
S‘(ri)

� �

2

4
X

i;‘

S
2
‘ (ri)� N

3

5 :::e� �H [S]
: (18)

From Eqs.(10)and (14)weobtain thecriticaltem pera-

turein the form :

�c = lim
N ! 1

2

N

X

k;qz

1

J0 � J (k;qz)
: (19)

Forone (1D)and two-dim ensional(2D)system swith

short-rangeinteractionsthe ordered phaseexistsonly in

the zero tem perature lim it, hence for dim ensions d �

2 the spherical m odel does not exhibit phase transi-

tion with Tc > 0, in agreem ent with M erm in-W agner

theorem .25 Ford = 3 the criticaltem peratureis�nite

2kB Tc

J0
� 0:659; (20)

Figure 2:Superconducting criticaltem perature Tc asa func-

tion ofanisotropy � forcrossoversfrom isotropic 3D to 1D or

2D anisotropic system sin logarithm ic scale for�.

wherethefactor2 in frontofkB Tc com esfrom thenum -

berofcom ponentsofthe vectorXY m odel.25

Introducing spatial anisotropy param eter 0 � � �

1 (being the ratio between Jk and J? ), J (k;qz)

can be written in a form to accom m odate 3D! 2D

crossoverfrom theisotropicsuperconductoron thethree-

dim ensional cubic lattice (� = 1) to the uncoupled

(� = 0)copper-oxideplanes(see,Fig.2):

J (k;qz) = 2J [cos(akx)+ cos(aky)+ �cos(cqz)]

J � Jk; � = J? =Jk: (21)

In a sim ilar way we can study a 3D! 1D crossover

from theisotropicsuperconductorto theuncoupled one-

dim ensionalchains:

J (k;qz) = 2J f�[cos(akx)+ cos(aky)]+ cos(cqz)g

J � J? ; � = Jk=J? : (22)

Thecriticaltem peraturecan befound forboth casesfrom

Eq. 19 by perform ing m om entum integration. In the

therm odynam iclim itwe have:

lim
N ! 1

1

N

X

k;qz

� � � =

Z �

a

� �

a

d2k

(2�=a)
2

Z �

c

� �

c

dqz

(2�=c)
:::: (23)

For3D! 2D crossoveritreads:

J0

kB Tc(�)
=
2(2+ �)

�
2
p
1+ � �

p
4+ 2�

�

��2

� K

�
1

2�

�
2
p
1+ � �

p
4+ 2�

��p
4+ 2� + 2

��

� K

�
1

2�

�
2
p
1+ � �

p
4+ 2�

��p
4+ 2� � 2

��

;

(24)
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while for3D! 1D changeoverthe Eq.(19):

J0

kB Tc(�)
=
2(1+ 2�)

�
2
p
1+ � �

p
2� 4�

�

�2
p
�

� K

"

2

 
p
� �

r
1

2
+ �

!  r
1

2
+ � �

p
1+ �

! #

� K

"

2

 
p
� +

r
1

2
+ �

!  r
1

2
+ � �

p
1+ �

! #

;

(25)

where K (x) is the com plete elliptic integralofthe �rst

kind.27 It is interesting,how these Tc(�) values behave

in thelim iting cases.Forthe3D! 2D crossoverfrom Eq.

(24)weobtain:

kB Tc

J0
�

8
<

:

1:319� 0:0944�2 � 0:0559�4 for� ! 1

2�

ln(32=�)
�
��[ln(32=�)+ 2]

2ln
2
(32=�)

for� ! 0;

(26)

while for3D! 1D changeover,Eq.(25)itfollowsthat:

kB Tc

J0
�

8
<

:

1:319� 0:0944�2 � 0:106�4 for� ! 1�
2+

p
2
�
�2
p
�

4K 2
�
3� 2

p
2
� for� ! 0:

(27)

The results are presented in Fig. 2 and in Table I.

W hen the in-plane interactions are reduced, the criti-

caltem perature drops quite rapidly as a function of�

com pared to the isotropic system and for � = 10� 5 is

less than 1% of the isotropic value. However, in the

case ofthe reduced coupling along c-axis (weakly cou-

pled planes),even for anisotropy param eteras sm allas

� = 10� 6 the criticaltem perature is stillabout 30% of

theisotropicthree-dim ensionalvalue.Thisresultisvery

im portantasitprovesthateven very sm allinter-planar

coupling(som etim estoosm alltobedirectly observed ex-

perim entally)rendersthephasetransition in the3D uni-

versality class,14 with the criticaltem perature decreas-

ing slowly like Tc � 1=log�. This result raises serious

doubtswhethertheoutcom eofintercalation experim ents

in cuprates,15 which show sm allchanges ofthe critical

tem peraturewith increaseoftheinter-layerdistancecan

be interpreted as an argum entin favorfor a purely 2D

natureofhigh-Tc superconductivity.

III. M U LT I LA Y ER ED SY ST EM

To describe superconducting cuprates ofhom ologous

fam ilies,we m odify the m odelpresented in Sec. II to

include the presence ofthe n-layerblock structure. To

thisend,we group every n consecutive layersin blocks.

The intra-layer(in the ab planes)interactionsare given

by Jk > 0,while the plane coupling along c direction

� 3D ! 2D :
Tc(�)

Tc(1)
3D ! 1D :

Tc(�)

Tc(1)

1 1 1

0.1 0.80 0.64

0.01 0.59 0.23

0.001 0.46 0.074

0.0001 0.38 0.024

0.00001 0.32 0.0075

0.000001 0.28 0.0024

Table I: Ratio of the superconducting critical tem perature

Tc (�)to the isotropic three-dim ensionalvalue Tc (1)forsev-

eral values of the anisotropy param eter � facilitating the

crossoversfrom isotropic3D to anisotropic1D or2D system s.

is di�erent inside J? > 0 and between J
0

?
> 0 blocks,

respectively (see,Fig.3).ThephaseHam iltonian ofthe

system can now be written:

H = � Jk

X

‘

X

i< j

cos[’‘(ri)� ’‘(rj)]

� J?

X

i

X

m

n� 2X

�� 0

cos[’m n+ � (ri)� ’m n+ �+ 1 (ri)]

� J
0

?

X

i

X

m

cos[’m n+ n� 1 (ri)� ’m n+ n (ri)];(28)

where indices iand j run oversites in the ab-planes of

the‘-th layer,while� num bersthe layerswithin the m -

th block. Introducing two-dim ensionalvectorsfrom Eq.

(3),the Ham iltonian reads:

H = � Jk

X

‘

X

i< j

S‘(ri)S‘(rj)

� J?

X

i

X

m

n� 2X

�� 0

Sm n+ � (ri)Sm n+ �+ 1 (ri)

� J
0

?

X

i

X

m

Sm n+ n� 1 (ri)Sm n+ n (ri): (29)

Furtherm ore,we m ake use ofthe sphericalclosure re-

lation in Eq.(6).However,thedirectim plem entation of

theEq.(6)isobstructed by thelack ofcom pletetransla-

tionalsym m etry:groupingoflayerswithin blocksbreaks

translationalsym m etry alongcaxis,sincetheinter-plane

coupling varieswith period ofn,when m oving from one

plane to another. As a result, the three-dim ensional

Fourier transform ofthe S‘(ri) variables in Eq. (11),

used todiagonalizesingle-layerHam iltonian in theprevi-

ousSection,cannotbeperform ed.To overcom ethisdif-

�culty,we im plem enta com bination oftwo-dim ensional

Fouriertransform forin-planevectorvariables

S‘(ri)=
1

N k

X

k

Sk‘e
� ikri: (30)
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Figure 3: (Color online) Structure of the m ulti-layer

high-tem perature superconductors of hom ologous series of

cuprates. Coupled Cu-O planes are grouped in blocks ofn

planes. The m icroscopic phase sti�nessesJk,J? and J
0

? are

indicated by the thick lines.

and transfer m atrix m ethod for one-dim ensionaldeco-

rated structure along c-axis.28 This operation diagonal-

izesallterm sin theHam iltonian in Eq.(29)with respect

to k,leavingthedependenceon layerindex ‘unchanged.

Therefore,the partition function can be written in the

form :

Z =

Z + 1

� 1

d�

2�i
exp

8
<

:
N � +

1

2
ln

Z + 1

� 1

Y

k;‘

d
2
Sk‘

� exp

2

4�
1

N k

X

k;‘;‘0

Sk‘A
‘‘

0

N ?
(k)Sk‘0

3

5

9
=

;
; (31)

whereA ‘‘
0

N ?
(k)isan elem entofa squareN ? � N? band

m atrix, appearing as a result of non-trivial coupling

structurealong c-direction:

n
z }| {

A N ?
(k)=

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

� �
�Jk(k)

2
�

�J?
2

... 0 0 � � � 0 0 0

�
�J?
2

... �
�J?
2

0 0 � � � 0 0 0

... �
�J?
2

� �
�Jk(k)

2
�

�J
0

?

2
0 � � � 0 0 0

0 0 �
�J

0

?

2
� �

�Jk(k)

2
�

�J?
2

...
...

...
...

0 0 0 �
�J?
2

... �
�J?
2

0 0 0

...
...

...
... �

�J?
2

� �
�Jk(k)

2
�

�J
0

?

2
0 0

0 0 0 � � � 0 �
�J

0

?

2
� �

�Jk(k)

2
�

�J?
2

...

0 0 0 � � � 0 0 �
�J?
2

... �
�J?
2

0 0 0 � � � 0 0
... �

�J?
2

� �
�Jk(k)

2

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

9
>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>=

>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>;

N ? :

| {z }

N ?

(32)
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where

Jk (k)= 2Jk [cos(akx)+ cos(aky)]: (33)

Here,A N ?
hassquaren � n diagonalblocks:

B n =

2

6
6
6
6
6
4

� �
�Jk(k)

2
�

�J?
2

0 0

�
�J?
2

...
... 0

0
...

... �
�J?
2

0 0 �
�J?
2

� �
�Jk(k)

2

3

7
7
7
7
7
5

(34)

containing interactionsinsidethestack ofn planes.Per-

form ing G aussian integration in Eq.(31),onearrivesat

the equation involving determ inantofthe m atrix in Eq.

(32):

Z =

Z + 1

� 1

d�

2�i
exp

2

4N � +
X

k

ln

0

@
N

1

2
N ?

k

detA N ?

1

A

3

5 : (35)

Thus,theproblem of�ndingthepartition function in Eq.

(35)isto �nd a way to calculatethe determ inantofthe

m atrix A N ?
:

det(A N ?
)� jAN ?

j: (36)

However, because of the band structure of the m a-

trix A N ?
it can be conveniently done using generalised

Laplacem ethod.Asaresult,thedeterm inantin Eq.(36)

can be written in a recurrenceform :

jA N ?
j= jB njjA N ? � nj�

 
�J

0

?

2

! 2

jB n� 1jjA N ? � n� 1j;

(37)

whereA N ? � n and A N ? � n� 1 arisefrom rem ovingthe�rst

n and n+ 1 rowsand colum nsofA N ?
,respectively.Sim -

ilarly to Eq. (37),for jA N ? � 1jthe recurrence form ula

can be written as:

jA N ? � 1j = jB n� 1jjA N ? � nj

�

 
�J

0

?

2

! 2

jB n� 2jjA N ? � n� 1j: (38)

De�ning jB 0j= 1,the form ula in Eq.(38)holdsforany

n � 2. The results for the single-layersystem (n = 1)

from thepreviousSection can berecoveredbyperform ing

calculationsforany n � 2 and setting J? = J
0

?
. Using

Eqs. (37)and (38)we can write the recurrence relation

forthe A N ?
in Eq.(32)asan operatorequation:

"
jA N ?

j

jA N ? � 1j

#

= T 1

"
jA N ? � nj

jA N ? � n� 1j

#

; (39)

whereT 1 istransferm atrix:

T 1 =

2

6
6
6
6
4

jB nj �

 
�J

0

?

2

! 2

jB n� 1j

jB n� 1j �

 
�J

0

?

2

! 2

jB n� 2j

3

7
7
7
7
5
: (40)

Applying the rulein Eq.(39)recursively,oneobtains:

"
jA N ?

j

jA N ? � 1j

#

= T

1

n
N ? � 1

1

"
jA nj

jA n� 1j

#

: (41)

Therefore,�nding the solution ofthe Eq. (41) reduces

to the problem ofdeterm ining the powerofthe transfer

m atrix operatorT 1:To thisend we diagonalizethe m a-

trix T 1 with thehelp ofaunitary transform ation U1 (see,

Appendix A):

T 1 = U1

"
�1 0

0 �2

#

U
� 1
1 ; (42)

where �1 and �2 are eigenvaluesofT 1,whereasU1 is a

unitary m atrix builtofeigenvectorsofT 1.Therefore,

T

1

n
N ? � 1

1 = U1

"
�

1

n
N ? � 1

1 0

0 �
1

n
N ? � 1

2

#

U
� 1
1 : (43)

The eigenvalue �1 is chosen to satisfy �1 > �2. In the

large-N ? (therm odynam ic)lim itonly the largesteigen-

value�1 willcontributetothestatisticalsum in Eq.(35),

"
�1 0

0 �2

# 1

n
N ? � 1

=

(

�1

"
1 0

0 �2=�1

#) 1

n
N ? � 1

=
N ? ! 1

�
1

n
N ? � 1

1

"
1 0

0 0

#

: (44)

Com bining Eqs.(41),(43)and (44)weobtain �nally:

"
jA N ?

j

jA N ? � 1j

#

=
N ? ! 1

�
1

n
N ? � 1

1 U1

"
1 0

0 0

#

U
� 1
1

"
jA nj

jA n� 1j

#

;

(45)

where:
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�1 =
1

2

8
><

>:
jB nj�

 
�J

0

?

2

! 2

jB n� 2j+

v
u
u
t
"

jB nj+

�
�J

0

?

2

� 2

jB n� 2j

#2

�
�
�J

0

?

�2
jB n� 1j

2

9
>=

>;
: (46)

From Eq.(45)onecan extractthe valueofdeterm inantofthe m atrix A N ?
:

jA N ?
j= �

1

n
N ? � 1

1 (U)
11

��
U
� 1
1

�
11
jB nj+

�
U
� 1
1

�
21
jB n� 1j

�
; (47)

where(U)
��

and
�
U
� 1
1

�
��

denoteelem entsofthem atrix U1 and theinversem atrix U
� 1
1 ,respectively (see,Appendix

A).Explicitly,

jA N ?
j= C

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

jB nj�

 
�J

0

?

2

! 2

jB n� 2j

2
+

v
u
u
u
t

2

4jB nj+

 
�J

0

?

2

! 2

jB n� 2j

3

5

2

�

�
�J

0

?

�2
jB n� 1j

2

2

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

1

n
N ? � 1

; (48)

isthefunction ofdeterm inantsofm atricesB n with intra-

block interactionsJ? and

C = (U1)11

��
U
� 1
1

�
11
jB nj+

�
U
� 1
1

�
21
jB n� 1j

�
: (49)

The determ inantofthe m atrix B n in Eq.(34)can be

found usingsim ilarm ethod by em ployingtheLaplaceex-

pansion (see Eq.(37)-(45)).However,since the orderof

B n is�nite,both eigenvaluesofthe new transferm atrix

T 2 m ustbe taken into account:

"
jB n+ 1j

jB nj

#

= T
n=2� 1

2

"
jB 2j

jB 1j

#

= U2

�

"
�
n=2� 1

+ 0

0 �
n=2� 1

�

#

U
� 1
2

"
jB 2j

jB 1j

#

; (50)

wheretransferm atrix T 2 is:

T 2 =

2

4

h
� �

�Jk(k)

2

i2
�

�
2
J
2

?

4
�

�
2
J
2

?

4

h
� �

�Jk(k)

2

i

� �
�Jk(k)

2
�

�
2
J
2

?

4

3

5 ;

(51)

U2 ism atrix builtofeigenvectorsofT 2 and eigenvalues

�+ ;�� ofT 2and read:

�� =
1

2

( �

� �
�Jk (k)

2

�2
�
�2J2

?

2
�

�

� �
�Jk (k)

2

�

�

s �

� �
�Jk (k)

2

�2
� (�J? )

2

9
=

;
: (52)

Finally,we arriveatthe valueofjB njdeterm inant:

jB nj=
jB 2j

2

�
�

n

2

+ + �
n

2

�

�
+
jB 1j

2

�
�

n

2

+ � �
n

2

�

�

�
2jB 2j� (�J? )

2

s �

� �
�Jk (k)

2

�2
� (�J? )

2

: (53)

with �+ and �� given by Eq. (52). Thus, with the

resultin Eq.(53),the calculation ofthe determ inantof

the m atrix A N ?
in Eq. (48) and thereby the partition

function given by Eq.(35)iscom pleted.

IV . C R IT IC A L T EM P ER A T U R E

Using the partition function in Eq.(35)with the def-

initionsin Eqs. (46)and (49)the free energy f isgiven

by:

f =
�

�
�

1

�N ? N k

X

k

ln�
1

n
N ? � 1

1
(k)+

1

2�N k

lnN k

�
1

�N ? N k

X

k

lnC

� !
N kN ? ! 1

�

�
�

1

�n

Z �

a

� �

a

d2k

(2�=a)
2
ln�1 (k) (54)

while the saddle-point equation for the spherical La-

grangem ultiplierbecom es:

@f(�)

@�

�
�
�
�
�= �0

= 0: (55)
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Explicitly,

1=
1

n

Z �

a

� �

a

d2k

(2�=a)
2

@C n (k)

@�

p
D n (k)+

1

2

@D n (k)

@�

Cn (k)
p
D n (k)+ D n (k)

�
�
�
�
�
�= �0

;

(56)

wherewehavede�ned:

Cn (k)= jB nj�

 
�J

0

?

2

! 2

jB n� 2j

D n (k)=

2

4jB nj+

 
�J

0

?

2

! 2

jB n� 2j

3

5

2

�

�
�J

0

?

�2
jB n� 1j

2
: (57)

The in-plane m om entum dependence of �1 (k), Cn (k)

andD n (k)com esfrom Jjj(k)dependenceofjB nj,seeEq.

(53).The saddle-pointvalue �0 can be determ ined from

the condition thatin criticality order-param etersuscep-

tibility becom esin�nite (see,Eq.(15)):

Cn (k)
p
D n (k)+ D n (k)

@Cn (k)

@�

p
D n (k)+

1

2

@D n (k)

@�

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�k = 0

� = �0

= 0: (58)

Closed form ulasforthecriticaltem peraturecan beeasily

obtained only forsm allvaluesofn.Forexam ple,in the

caseofa bilayersystem (n = 2),the respective determ i-

nantsread:

jB 2j=

�

� �
�Jk (k)

2

�2
�

�
�J?

2

� 2

;

jB 1j= � �
�Jk (k)

2
;

jB 0j= 1; (59)

and thesaddlepointequation in Eq.(56)can bewritten

explicitly:

1 =

Z �

a

� �

a

d2k

(2�=a)
2

� � 1

2
�Jk (k)r h

�0 �
�

2

�
Jk (k)� J

0

?

�i2
�

�2J2

?

4

�
1

r h
�0 �

�

2

�
Jk (k)+ J

0

?

�i2
�

�2J2

?

4

(60)

with the Lagrangem ultiplier:

�0 =
�

2

h
Jk (k = 0)+ J? + J

0

?

i
: (61)

Figure 4: (Color online) Criticaltem perature vs. num berof

Cu-O layerswithin block forJ? =Jk = 0:1 and J
0

?
=Jk = 0:01

(blue �lled circles). Em pty circles(green)denote the critical

tem peraturedependenceTc (n)= Tc (1)+ 0:28(1� 1=n),from

Ref. 20 (factor of0:28 was chosen to �t the results ofthe

presentpaper).D iam onds(red)representresultsfrom M onte-

Carlo(M C)sim ulationsoftheclassicalXY m odel(Carlson,et

al.,Ref.29).Thedata ofRef.29 isscaled by overallfactorof

0:77 to accom m odate the�nitesize e�ectofM C sim ulations.

Finally,the criticaltem perature ofthis system (cf. Eq.

(19))isgiven by

�c =
1

2

Z + 1

� 1

d��(�)
2(2� �)Jk + J? + J

0

?q
(2� �)Jk

�
(2� �)Jk + J?

�

�
1

q �
2(2� �)Jk +

�
J? + 2J

0

?

��2
� J2

?

(62)

with

�(�)=

Z �

a

� �

a

d2k

(2�=a)
2
�[� � cos(akx)� cos(aky)] (63)

being density ofstatesofthe squarelattice given by:

�(�)=
1

�2
K

 r

1�
�2

4

!

�

�

1�
j�j

2

�

; (64)

where �(x)isthe unit-step function. Forhighervalues

ofn wecan resortto directnum ericalevaluation ofEqs.

(56)and (58)in orderto com pute Tc(n).

The dependence of the critical tem perature on the

num ber oflayersn in a block was presented in Fig. 4.

Phasesti�nessesJk,J? and J
0

?
werechosen to satisfy

Jk � J? > J
0

? ; (65)

which is physically reasonable,since the interlayercou-

plingsJ? and J
0

?
are m uch sm allerthan in-plane phase
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Figure5:(Coloronline)Criticaltem peratureTc (n)forn = 4

asa function ofc-axisphase sti�nessesJ? and J
0

?
.

sti�ness Jk and inter-layer (intra-block) phase sti�ness

J? is greater than inter-block coupling J
0

? . W e found

that the critical tem perature increases m onotonically

with n.Thishasa sim pleexplanation:forn = 1 (single-

layersystem )with the �xed phase sti�nessJk,the criti-

caltem peratureisdeterm ined by J
0

?
,seeFig.2.O n the

otherhand,in the lim itofn ! 1 ,n-layerblocksareof

in�nite sizeand inter-block coupling J
0

? ise�ectively re-

placed by J? .BecauseJ? > J
0

?
,according to the result

from the previousSection,Tc(n = 1 )> Tc(n = 1).For

interm ediate values on n,one can expect a m onotonic

increase ofthe Tc(n) with increasing n,as depicted in

Fig. 4. In this respect,our �ndings are sim ilar to the

results from Ref. 20,where the increase ofthe critical

tem perature ofidentically doped m em bers ofthe sam e

hom ologousseriesdueto theinterlayerCoulom b interac-

tion wasfound to be

Tc(n)= Tc(1)+ const�

�

1�
1

n

�

: (66)

Sim ilar results were obtained by M onte-Carlo

sim ulations,29 where Tc(n) was com puted num eri-

cally by m eans of the Binder param eter30 for system s

of size up to 24 � 24 � 24. Additionally, we present

the in
uence ofinter-planar coupling constants J? and

J
0

? on Tc, see Figs. 5 and 6. For a bilayer system

the role ofboth interaction constants is identical. For

system s with n � 3 the in
uence of the inter-block

coupling J
0

?
is less visible,however J

0

?
= 0 suppresses

the criticaltem perature to zero, since for �nite n the

isolated stack of n coupled layers is e�ectively quasi

two-dim ensional. Therefore, we conclude that the

change ofthe num ber n oflayers within block cannot

alone lead to the appearance of the m axim um in the

criticaltem peratureTc asa function ofn for�xed values

Figure 6: Criticaltem perature Tc (n) as a function ofc-axis

phasesti�nessesJ? and J
0

? forvariousvaluesofn asindicated

in the inset.

ofthe m icroscopic phase sti�nesses. It is necessary to

introduceanotherfactor,which actscom petitively to the

e�ective increasing ofinter-layercoupling (forJ? > J
0

? )

triggered by increase ofn. As in hom ologous series of

superconducting cuprates in-plane lattice param eters

and distancesbetween Cu-O planesare constantam ong

di�erent m em bers of the fam ily (see, Ref. 18), one

can expect that the change ofn willm ainly a�ect Jk
coupling param eter. W ithout assum ing any speci�c

m echanism or introducing a com peting (hidden) order,

one can calculate values of Jk for given J? and J
0

?

leading to dependence of critical tem perature on n,

which is in agreem entwith experim ental�ndings. The

resultispresented in Fig.7 and in Table II.Itisvisible

that for n = 2;3 depicted dependence changes from

rising to falling. This coincides with the fact that for

n = 3 layers lose their equivalence i.e. they split for

two groups: outer, lying on block surfaces and inner.

Because,in realm aterials,within block ofCu-O planes

c-axisredistribution ofchargeispossible,onecan expect

thatthenonequivalenceoftheplaneswithin a block m ay

lead to renorm alization ofthe in-plane phase sti�nesses

ofthe respectivelayers.

V . C H A R G E R ED IST R IB U T IO N

In this section,using the resultofthe previouspara-

graphs, we present a phenom enologicaltheory for the

downturn ofthe Tc(n)with increasing num beroflayers

in m ultilayer m aterials and com pare it against the ob-

served system atics,providing support to the presented

theory. The idea is sim ple: it is wellknown that a su-

perconductorischaracterized by a globalphasesti�ness,

which isproportionalto thecondensatedensity.In high-

Tc cupratesthe globalphase sti�nessisstrongly doping

dependentand thisdependencehasauniversalcharacter
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n Tc [K ] Jk [m eV ]

1 97 19.1

2 126 19.1

3 135 18.3

4 125 15.8

5 110 13.1

6 97 11.0

7 88 9.64

Table II: Superconducting critical tem perature Tc (n) of

HgBa2Can� 1CunO 2n+ 2+ � com pounds taken from Ref. 17

and the corresponding values of the in-plane sti�nesses Jk

calculated from Eq. (56) for J? = 0:261m eV and J
0

?
=

0:000361m eV .

Figure 7: In-plane phase sti�ness Jk, from Table II, as a

function ofnum beroflayersn.

asevidenced experim entally by thedom e-shaped depen-

dence ofthe criticaltem perature as a function ofdop-

ing. Phrased in the language of the presented m odel

with phase variables and m icroscopic phase sti�nesses,

it m eans that the param eters ofthis m odelhave to be

changed substantiallywith doping,sincetheglobalphase

sti�ness(i.e.thecondensate)buildsonm icroscopicphase

sti�nesses and phase variables. The dependence ofthe

phase sti�nesseson doping � obviously cannotbe found

in thepresented m odel,sincethey aretreated ase�ective

valuesto be determ ined,in principle,from the (yetun-

available) m icroscopic theory. However,assum ing that

allofthem sharethesam e doping dependence:

Jk = g(�)~Jk

J? = g(�)~J?

J
0

? = g(�)~J
0

? ; (67)

onecan rewritethe saddlepointequation in Eq.(56)in

the form :

Tc(�)= g(�)h

�
~Jk;

~J? ;~J
0

?

�
; (68)

whereh isafunction thatisindependentondoping�.For

a given m icroscopic phase sti�nessesitfollowsfrom Eq.

(68)that the function g(�) determ ines the overalldop-

ing dependence ofTc(�). However,the parabolic shape

ofTc(�) is well-known (see,Ref. 31)and the supercon-

ducting \dom e"in theT � � phasediagram extendsfrom

� � 0:05to� � 0:25with theoptim aldoping �opt � 0:15.

Thisallowsusto extractthe doping dependence ofg(�)

asa quadraticfunction of� in the form :

g(�)=

(
1� 1

�
(� � �opt)

2
for0:05< � < 0:025

0 for� < 0:05or� > 0:25;
(69)

where � = 0:01. According to results ofthe previous

section,in the case ofstrong anisotropy (Jk � J? ;J
0

? ),

thein-planephasesti�nessJk hasthem ajorin
uenceon

the criticaltem perature Tc,which is weakly dependent

on inter-planarphasesti�nesses(see,Fig.2).Therefore,

we lim itfurtherdiscussion to the case,where the inter-

planarphase sti�nessesasfunctionsofdoping J? � ~J?
and J

0

? � ~J
0

? are approxim ately constant. The value of
~Jk can bedeterm ined using thefollowingprocedure.O b-

viously,single-and double-layersystem scannotexhibit

charge redistribution: allthe planes are equivalent and

therefore,thelayerscan beoptim ally doped g(�opt)= 1.

Using the data for the critical tem perature Tc(n) for

optim ally-doped m ercuro-cuprates17 forn = 1;2,wecan

determ ine ~Jk and the ratio ~J
0

? =
~J? . Unfortunately,the

estim atesofthe valuesofcouplingsalong c-axis ~J? and
~J
0

? aredi�cultto m ake.However,using therelation be-

tween zero-tem peraturec-axisand abpenetration depths

and barephasesti�nesses:32

1

�2
k
(T = 0)

� ~Jk

1

�2
?
(T = 0)

� ~J
0

? (70)

we can evaluate ~J
0

? =
~Jk to determ ine the value of the

weakest coupling ~J
0

? . In order to do this, we assum e

the largestanisotropy ratio

�? =�k � 230 (71)

found in cuprates.33 In thisway allthe phase sti�nesses

can be�xed;wefound that ~Jk = 19:1m eV (see,TableII),

while ~J? = 0:26m eV and ~J
0

? = 0:00036m eV. Although,

the estim ates ofc-axis phase sti�nesses in generalcan

substantially vary theirin
uence on the criticaltem per-

atureisratherweak,asshown in Section II.

In the m ulti-layer system s (n � 3) the planes are

notequivalentany m oreand chargeredistribution within
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blocksispossible.34,35 Therefore,in-planephasesti�ness

ofevery layer ‘ becom es Jk (�‘). Since our m odeldoes

notcontain independentvaluesofJk fordi�erentplanes

(which would com plicate theoreticalconsiderationscon-

siderably { given the lack ofthe translationalsym m etry

along c-axis),we m odify Eq. (67) and use the average

overn layersin the n-layerblock:

Jk ! J
av
k (�)=

~Jk

n

nX

i= 1

g(�i): (72)

However,nuclear m agnetic resonance (NM R) m easure-

m entsshow thatchargedistribution am ong innerplanes

is alm ost constant.34 Therefore,we characterize charge

distribution by twoparam eters:weassum ethatthedop-

ing ofinnerand outerplanesisgiven by �ip and �op,re-

spectively,see Fig.8.Introducing a ratio ofdopingsfor

outerand innerplanes

R = �op=�ip > 1; (73)

and notingthatin every block thereare2outerand n� 2

innerlayers,wecan writeEq.(72)as:

J
av
k (�ip;R;n)=

~Jk

n
[2g(R�ip)+ (n � 2)g(�ip)]: (74)

By observing that the m axim um of the critical

tem perature Tc(n) corresponds to the m axim um of

Jav
k
(�ip;R;n),wecan �nd theoptim alvalueof�ip = ��opt

using the condition

dJav
k
(�ip;R;n)

d�ip

�
�
�
�
�
�ip= �

�

opt

= 0: (75)

Explicitly,using Eq.(74)we obtain for��opt:

�
�
opt = �

2
opt

n � 2+ 2R

n � 2+ 2R2
; (76)

which allows to �nd the value ofthe e�ective in-plane

phasesti�ness

Jk � J
av
k (n;R) (77)

asa function ofnum beroflayersn and chargeim balance

ratio R:

J
av
k (n;R)= ~Jk

"

1�
�2opt(n � 2)(R � 1)

2

�n(n � 2+ 2R2)

#

: (78)

Using Eq. (78) we can determ ine the charge im bal-

ance param eters R as a function ofnum ber oflayers n

fora given setofexperim entaldata forthe criticaltem -

peratureTc(n).Forthispurposeweusethedependence

ofthe superconducting criticaltem perature on num ber

oflayersreported by K uzem skaya,etal.,Ref. 17. The

procedurereadsasfollows:

Figure 8: (Color online) Schem atic representation ofcharge

redistribution leadingtooverdopingofouterand underdoping

ofinnerlayers,respectively.

(i) For n = 1 and n = 2 by de�nition R = 1 and

consequently Jav
k
(n;R)� ~Jk. Using the value ofTc(1)

from experim ent,we can determ ine the in-plane ~Jk and

~J
0

? � ~J? (forn = 1)phase sti�nessesusing Eq.(56)for

the criticaltem perature Tc(n = 1) and the supplem en-

tary equations(70)and (71).

(ii)Forn = 2 wedeterm inein-block ~J? phasesti�ness

using Eq. (56)for Tc(n = 2),while keeping ~Jk and ~J
0

?

unchanged.In thisway alltheenergy setting param eters
~Jk,

~J? and ~J
0

? are�xed.

(iii)Forn > 2,with the com puted param eters ~Jk,
~J?

and ~J
0

?
,by m aking useofEq.(56)fortheoreticalTc(n),

we calculate the values ofR,using Tc(n) as an input

from experim ent.

Theobtained valuesoftheratioR arepresented in Fig.

9,while resulting dopingsofinnerand outerplanesare

shown in Fig.10.From theseresultswecan inferthatfor

n = 1;2;3thecriticaltem peratureisrisingduetothein-

creased inter-layer(intra-block)phasesti�nessJ? > J
0

? ,

whilethe chargeredistribution forn = 3 israthersm all.

Forvaluesofn > 3 the criticaltem perature isvery sen-

sitive to charge redistribution and we have a decrease

from Tc = 135K for n = 3 (R = 1:35) to Tc = 125K

for n = 4 (R = 1:82). The calculated values ofR are

in good agreem ent with experim entalresults based on

NM R m easurem ent of HgBa2Ca4Cu5O y com pound by

K otegawa,Ref. 34. Interestingly,the obtained param e-

ters R for n = 3;4 are m uch sm aller than those found

in Ref. 35 (R = 4:5 and R = 9,respectively)calculated

using sim pli�ed considerationsbased on com petition be-

tween electrostaticand band energy estim ates.However,

in the realm aterialschargedepletion in the innerlayers

m ay be high enough to destroy the superconductivity in

theselayers,i.e.dopingofonetypeofplanesm ay bewell

outside superconducting region.Thisscenario have also

been con�rm ed experim entally by NM R studies of�ve-

layer com pound HgBa2Ca4Cu5O y.
36 O nly outer Cu-O

planesaresuperconducting with Tc = 108K ,whileinner

planes exhibit a static antiferrom agnetic ordering with
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n R (thiswork) R (Ref.34) R (Ref.35) R (Ref.36)

1 1 1 1 n.a.

2 1 1 1 n.a.

3 1.35 1.14 4.5
a

n.a.

4 1.82 1.49 9
b

n.a.

5 2.23 1.64 n.a. 3.8
c

6 2.56 n.a. n.a. n.a.

7 2.78 n.a. n.a. n.a.

Table III:Calculated valuesoftheratio R (thiswork,second

colum n)asa function ofnum beroflayersn using thedata for

Tc (n)from K uzem skaya,etal.Ref.17,com pared with there-

sultsfrom otherworks:R based on calculated valuesofcharge

concentration ofouter (0.45
a;b
)and innerlayers (0.1

a
;0.05

b
)

using a theory ofcom petition between electrostatic and band

energy estim ates(D iStasio,etal.,Ref.35);nuclearm agnetic

resonancem easurem entofHgBa2Ca4Cu5O y com pound
c
with

the valuesofcharge concentration ofouter(0.212)and inner

layers(0.057);n.a.{ non-available.

Figure9:Criticaltem peratureTc vs.num beroflayersn that

�ts the experim entaldata from Ref. 17 and the calculated

valuesofparam eterR describing theratio ofdoping ofouter

to innerplanes.D ashed line isonly guide forthe eye.

TN = 60K .Thissuggestpossibleextension ofourm odel

to include independent in-plane phase sti�nesses ofthe

innerand outerlayers.

V I. SU M M A R Y A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have considered a m odel of n-layer high-

tem perature cuprates of hom ologous series like

HgBa2Can� 1CunO 2+ 2n+ � to study the dependence

of the critical tem perature Tc(n) on the num ber n

of Cu-O planes in the elem entary cell. W e focus on

the \phase only" description of the high-tem perature

superconducting system m otivated by the experim ental

Figure 10:D oping ofinner�ip and outer�op planesvs.num -

beroflayersn thatcorrespondsto the data from Fig.9.

evidence that the ordering of the phase degrees of

freedom is responsible for the em ergence ofthe super-

conducting state with long-range order. To this end,

we have proposed a three-dim ensionalsem im icroscopic

XY m odel with two-com ponent vectors that involve

phase variables and adjustable param eters represent-

ing m icroscopic phase sti�nesses. The m odel fully

im plem ents com plicated stacked plane structure along

c-axisto capturethe layered com position ofhom ologous

series. This allows us to go well beyond widely used

phenom enologicalLawrence-Doniach m odelfor layered

superconductors. Im plem enting sphericalclosure rela-

tion wehavesolved thephaseXY m odelexactly with the

help oftransferm atrix m ethod and calculated Tc(n)for

chosen system param etersand arbitrary block sizen.In

thisway we were able to elucidate the role ofthe c-axis

anisotropy and itsin
uence on the criticaltem perature.

Furtherm ore,by m aking a physically justi�ed assum p-

tion regarding thedoping dependenceofthem icroscopic

phase sti�nesses we were able to calculate the bell

shaped curveofTc(n)asa function ofblock size n with

a m axim um at n = 3 by e�ectively accom m odating

inhom ogeneous charge distribution am ong planes. The

success ofour approach suggeststo us that atleast for

thesuperconducting phasetransition propertiesstudied,

one does not need to invoke any com peting \hidden"

order param eter that appear in other approaches.22 In

thepresentwork,thevanishing ofthesuperconductivity

with underdoping can be understood by the reduction

ofthein-planephasesti�nessesand can belinked to the

m anifestation ofM ottphysics(no doubleoccupancy due

to thelargeCoulom b on-siterepulsion)thatleadsto the

lossoflong-range phase coherence while m oving toward

half-�lled lim it (� = 0). For doping � = 0, the �xed

electron num berim plies large 
uctuationsin the conju-

gate phase variable,which naturally translates into the

reduction of the m icroscopic in-plane phase sti�nesses
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and destruction ofthesuperconducting long-rangeorder

in thislim it.In the opposite region oflarge�,the onset

ofa pair-breaking e�ect(atthe pseudogap tem perature

T �) can deplete the m icroscopic phase sti�nesses,thus

reducing the criticaltem perature. Therefore,it would

be interesting to relate the phase sti�nessesparam eters

used in the presentpaperwith the m icroscopicm aterial

characteristics of the electronic system (like hopping

param eters, antiferrom agnetic exchange and Coulom b

energy)to establish a link between oursem i-m icroscopic

approach and physics of strongly correlated system s.

The charge redistribution taking place in m ulti-layered

cupratesalso pointsouttheprofound im pactofcharging

e�ects and unusualrole ofthe internalelectric �elds in

cupratesuperconductors.37
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A ppendix A :M A T R IX D IA G O N A LIZA T IO N

The transfer m atrix m ethod requires raising transfer

m atrix to an arbitrary power. Ifm atrix T ofthe order

m hasm distincteigenvalues�1;:::;�m itcan be diago-

nalized:

T = UD U
� 1
; (A1)

whereU isa m atrix builtofeigenvectors"̂1;:::;̂"m ofT :

U =

2

6
4 "̂1 ::: "̂m

3

7
5 (A2)

while

D =

2

6
4

�1 0 0

0
... 0

0 0 �m

3

7
5 : (A3)

is diagonalm atrix. In result any integer power p ofT

can be sim ply found:

T
p =

�
UD U

� 1
�
:::
�
UD U

� 1
�

| {z }
p

= UD
p
U
� 1
; (A4)

sinceU� 1U = 1.Finally:

T
p = U

2

6
4

�
p

1 0 0

0
... 0

0 0 �pm

3

7
5 U� 1

: (A5)

Thisprocedureisutilised in Sec.III.Thecolum nsofthe

m atrix U1 in Eq.42 contain eigenvectorsofm atrix T 1:

U1 =

2

6
6
4

4jB nj+

�
�J

0

?

�2
jB n� 2j�

p
�

8jB n� 1j

4jB nj+

�
�J

0

?

�2
jB n� 2j+

p
�

8jB n� 1j

1 1

3

7
7
5 ; (A6)

where:

� =

�

16jB nj+

�
�J

0

?

�2
jB n� 2j

�2
�

�
4�J

0

? jB n� 1j

�2
(A7)

The inverseofthe m atrix U1 isgiven by:

U
� 1
1

=

2

6
6
6
6
6
4

�
4jB n� 1j
p
�

4jB nj+

�
�J

0

?

�2
jB n� 2j+

p
�

2jB n� 1j

4jB n� 1j
p
�

�

4jB nj+

�
�J

0

?

�2
jB n� 2j�

p
�

2jB n� 1j

3

7
7
7
7
7
5
: (A8)

Sim ilarly,the m atrix U2 in Eq.50 isbuiltofeigenvectorsofT 2:

U1 =

2

6
4

1

2

�
� �

�Jk

2

�
� 1

2

s ��
� �

�Jk

2

�2
� (�J? )

2

�
1

2

�
� �

�Jk

2

�
+ 1

2

s ��
� �

�Jk

2

�2
� (�J? )

2

�

1 1

3

7
5 : (A9)
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