arXiv:cond-mat/0406142v1 [cond-mat.supr-con] 5 Jun 2004

D ependence of the superconducting critical tem perature on the num ber of layers

in hom ologous series of high-T. cuprates
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Polish Academy of Sciences
P.O.Box 1410, 50950 W roclaw, Poland

We study a model of n-layer high-tem perature cuprates of hom ologous series like
HgBaCan, 1Cun0 4 2n+ toexplain thedependence ofthe criticaltem perature T (n) on thenum ber
n ofCu-O planes in the elem entary cell. Focusing on the description of the high-tem perature super-
conducting system in tem s ofthe collective phase variables, we have considered a sem im icroscopic
anisotropic three-dim ensional vector X Y m odel of stacked copper-oxide layers w ith adjastable pa—
ram eters representing m icroscopic in-plane and out-ofplane phase sti nesses. The m odel captures
the layered com position along c-axis of hom ologous series and goes beyond the phenom enological
Law renceD oniach m odel for layered superconductors. Im plem enting the spherical closure relation
for vector variables we have solved the phase XY m odel exactly w ith the help of transfer m atrix
m ethod and calculated T. (n) for arbitrary block size n, elucidating the role of the caxis anisotropy
and its In uence on the critical tem perature. Furthem ore, we accom m odate inhom ogeneous charge
distrbbution am ong planes characterized by the charge in balance coe cient R being the function of
num ber of layers n. By m aking a physically justi ed assum ption regarding the doping dependence
of the m icroscopic phase sti nesses, we have calculated the values of param eter R as a function of
block size n in good agreem ent w ith the nuclar m agnetic resonance data of carrier distribution in

m ultilayered high-T. cuprates.

I. NTRODUCTION

Characteristic comm on structure of high-tem perature
superconducting cuprates has been puzzling resesarchers
since the discovery of the phenom enon by Bednorz and
M uller® Tt is now accepted that all relevant carriers of
both spin and elctricity derive from the hybridized an-—
tbonding orbitals n the Cu-© planes¥ Obviously, the
Interlayer structure cannot be jgnoredE In the nom al
state, due to huge anisotropy, coherent transport In
the direction perpendicular to Cu-O planes is blocked.
However, i is observed that T. is strongly dependent
on the interlayer structure, which means that three-
din ensional (3D ) coupling of planes must play an in —
portant role In the onset of superconductivity® T sug—
gested to apply the Law rence and D oniach m odel (LD )
to cuprates, w hich originally was proposed for layered su—
perconductors and is based on the G Inzburg-L.andau de-
scription w ith pneighboring layers coupled by the Joseph-—
son tunneling® This approgch was pursued to study
Josephson plasp a resonancef anisotropy efcritical elds
H o and H o, 2 vortex m atter behavior? However, the
biggest disadvantage of the LD m odel is that it is based
on m ean— eld approxim ation, which neglects the role of
phase ugctuations, the Jatter playing a profound role in
cuprates?d

There is a signi cant evidence that in cuprates the
Cu-O planes are Jossphson coupled and the anisotropy
of caxis to abplanes penetration depth can vary from
5 to even 250 in various high-T. com pounds. T his gave
rise to interplane theorieseg. Interlayer tunneling m odel
(ILT) by Andersont} which assum ed that carriers were
Inooherent between layers in the nom al phase, how—
ever coherent transport of Cooper pairs n a form of

Josephson tunneling in superconducting state was al-
lowed. Unfrtunately, the original version of the ILT

theory by Anderson is no longer considered as a viable
m odelofhigh-T. m aterials, since it providesnom ore than
13 of the condensation energy in certain cupratesfatd

However, the Josephson coupling between Cu-O planes
is still believed to play an inportant role in cuprate
ox:'desi‘! In the process of synthesis of high-T. m ate—
rials it is possble to control (to som e extent) the dis—
tances between copper-oxide planes or the content of
the regions that separate them . It allow s to study, how

such changes In uence observed properties of these com —
pounds lke critical tem perature or electrical resistiziy
and elucidate the role of the inter-Jayer coupling23%d
In m ono— or bilayered high-T. m aterdals (ke LSCO or
YBCO com pounds), all copper-oxide planes are equiva—
lent, which m eans that charge carriers are distribbuted
hom ogeneously am ong copper-oxide planes. However,
m uli-lyered high-T. m aterials are characterized by the
existence of crystalographically inequivalent outer OP)

and inner (IP) Cu-O planes, which give rise to inhom o—
geneous carrier distribution am ong them . This, in tum,
m ay have a profound in uence on the critical tem pera—
ture, which isknow to be strongly doping dependent. For
exam ple, high-tem perature superconducting hom ologous
series, lkeHgBa;Ca, 1CuyOo42n+ ,arem aterials shar-
Ing the sam e charge reservoir, but dji-gring by the num —
bern ofCu-0 plnes in the unit cell2?24 They also have
the sam e characteristic dependence of the critical tem -
perature as a function of n wih a maximum forn = 3
orn = 4. A khough, these groups of cuprates have been
extensively studied, the-qrigin of this extrem um is still
not fiilly understood 242921

R ecently, C hakravarty et al. have argued that the ex—
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istence of the com peting order param eter that is nucle-
ated by charge In balance isultim ately responsble forthe
critical tem perature dow ntum w ith n 2d T hey present a
m ean— eld theory for a sihgl block of n superconduct—
Ing layers, however neglecting the interflock coupling.
M oreover, they use phenom enological G Inzburg-Landau
theory at zero-tem perature to anticipate the values ofthe
critical tem perature T, (n), based on the m agniude of
the T = 0 superconducting order param eter. C harge in —
balance is Introduceglas a com peting order param eter,
eg. d-densiy wave?d © depresses the critical tem per—
ature forn > 2, thus experim entally observed shape of
T. () is obtained. However, as the authors note, the
phase wuctuations, which are not taken into account,
m ight depress T. forn = 1 even more than forn = 3.
A though, i should correct the results forl1 < n < 3, &t
is not obvious, whether the m axinum of T. (h) can be
observed at all.

Tt iswell known that binding of electrons Into pairs is
essential n form Ing the superconducting state, how ever,
its rem arkable properties { zero resistance and M eissner
e ect { require the phase coherence am ong the pairs as
well. In conventionalBC S superconductors the phase or-
der is unim portant for determ ining of the value of the
transition tem perature T.. However, In superconduc—
tors with low carrier density such as high-T. oxide su—
perconductors, phase uctuations m ay have a profound
In uence on low tem perature propertjes.'lq In particular,
for cuprate superconductors, the conventional ordering
ofbinding and phase sti ness energies appears to be re—
versed. Thus, the issue how pairing and phase correla-
tions develop is a central problem of high-T. supercon-—
ductivity. T hem easurem ents ofthe frequency dependent
conductiviy, in the frequency range 100-600G H z, show s
that phase correlations indeed persist above T., where
the phase dynam,ics is govemed by the bare m icroscopic
phase sti nesses 24

In the present paper we propose a sem im icroscopic
m odel of n-layer cuprates, which is founded on m icro—
sopic phase sti nesses that set the characteristic en—
ergy scales: in-plane J,, interplane (n-block) J; and
Interblock Jg couplings. W e em ploy an approach that
goes beyond the mean eld lkevel and is ablk to cap—
ture both the e ects of phase uctuations and huge c-
axis anisotropy on the superconducting phase transition.
W e show that the depression of the critical tem perature
for n > 3 can be obtalhed naturally w ithout invoking
any com peting (hidden) order. Since superconducting
carriers are located In Cu-O planes, the n-plane phase
sti ness m ust naturally be doping dependent. A s this
dependence can be sin ply deduced from the established
T, phase diagram for cuprates, introduction of charge
In balance via the doping dependence of m icroscopic in—
plane phase sti ness allow s us for explanation of T. ()
as a function ofblock Jayersn in perfect agreem ent w ith
experin ental ndings®’

T he outline of the rem inder of the paper is as follow s.
In Section ITwe analyze a single-layer system . W e con—

struct an anisotropic three-din ensionalX Y m odel, which
w illbe solved In the spherical approxin ation to explicate
the dependence of critical tem perature on the anisotropy

= J, =Jy along caxis. Subsequently, In Section IITwe
elaborate on a m odel of stacked n-block layers relevant
forhigh-tem perature superconducting hom ologous serdes.
W em ap the system onto a spherical XY m odel, which is
solved exactly forarbitrary n w ith the help ofthe transfer
m atrix m ethod. In Section IV we determ ine the critical
tem perature T, (n) as a function of number of layersn.
In Section V we ncorporate the inhom ogeneous charge
distrbbution in hom ologous series by introducing doping
dependent in-plane phase sti nesses Jy ( ) for the sepa—
rate n layers in the block structure. W e found that the
m axin um ofthe phase coherent superconducting transi-
tion w ill be a bellkshaped curve as a function ofn w ih
amaximum forn = 3 for appropriate values of outer
( op) and inner ( i) planes dopings w ithin a block. Fi-
nally, in Section VIwe summ arize the conclusions to be
drawn from our work. Som e supplem entary m aterial is
relegated to the A ppendix.

II. SINGLE LAYER CUPRATES

In underdoped high-tem perature superconductors, tw o
tem perature scales of short-length pairing correlations
and long-range superconducting order seem to be well
separatedi?. W e consider the situation, in which local
superconducting pair correlations are established and the
relevant degrees of freedom are represented by phase fac—
tors 0 '\ (r;) < 2 , where r; numbers lattice sites
within “th abplane. T he system becom es superconduct—
Ingonce U (1) symm etry group goveming the ’ « (r;) fac—
tors is spontaneously broken and the non-zero value of

e ") appears signaling the long-range phase order.
T he dependence of critical tem perature on the spatial c-
axis anisotropy is of param ount in portance for cuprate
system s, in which two-din ensional physics predom inate.
First, we consider a single-layer system described by the
follow ing H am ittonian:

X X
H[]= % cos [ (ri)
Vi g

X X
& cos [+ (ri)

N i

"\ (r3)]
1 @)l @

where J, > 0 and J,; > 0 are inplane and Interplane
m icroscopic phase sti nesses, respectively. The factors
" (ri) are placed in sites of a threedin ensional cubic
lattice, where 1 = 1; 25N, wih N being the number
of sites In a plane, ‘= 1;::5N,; , where N, denotes the
num ber of layersand N = NN, isthe totalnumber of
sites. T he partition function of the system reads:

Z, y
Z = @
0 \

e U @)
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Figure 1: (Color online) P ictorial representation of the var-
jous crossovers due to Increased spatial anisotropy between
in-plane and interplane couplings: 3D ! 2D (isotropic inter—
actions to uncoupled planes) and 3D ! 1D (isotropic interac—
tions to uncoupled chains).

w here = 1=kg T wih T being the tempera—
ture. Introducing two-dim ensional vectors S (rj) =
Bx» (r1) i Sy (ri)] of the unit length S% (ry) = S2. (ry) +
S?. (i) = 1 de ned by

(i) 1; @)

S+ (ri) = [cos’ + (ry) ;sin’ -

the H am iltonian can be w ritten in the XY -m odel fom :

X X
H B] = g S (ri)  S()
X X
(ry) &1 (1) : @)

& S
Vi
In tem s of the vector variables the partition finction In
Eqg. 6_2) becom es:
241y

7 = &S (@)
1

s2@) 1 e HEL (5

it

where d°S- (r;)
finction  S? (ry)

dSc+ (r3) dSy- (r3) and the D irac—
1 assures that the integration over

S+ (ri) variables runs only over the values, which satisfy
the unit length condition S% (r;) = 1. Unfrtunately, the
partition fiinction in Eq. {_3) cannot be evalnated exactly.
However, replacing of the rigid length cgngwaint in Eg.
@) by a weaker spherical closure relation?i%
2 3
P
N

S% @) 1 ! S?2@) B:  (®)

i

renders them odel in Eqg. (:fl) exactly solvable. The rela—
tion in Eq. {4) m eans that the unit kength ofthe S+ (r3)
vectors is m aintained on average. The spherical con—
straint can be conveniently im plem ented w ih the help
ofD irac- function and the partition function in Eq. z_$)
becom es:

2 3

Z +1 Y X
7 = &S @) 4
1

S% (ry) NSe HBI
i i

(7)

Furthem ore, the -function can be conveniently repre—
sented 'ﬁll a spectral orm by the appropriate integral
x) = , d =2 iexp ( x), which introduces the La-
grange m ultiplier . Consequently, Eqg. Ej) can be writ-
ten as:
Z 41

d
z = — exp [

E N £ ()]; ®)

w here the free energy per site is given by:
Z

1 +1 Y
f()= - —mn &S+ ()
N 1
8 ' 9
< X =
exp, si) HB]:

it

In the them odynam ic Iim N ! 1 the dom inant con-
tribution to the Integralin Eq. @) com es from the saddle

point = g off () wih value of ( determ ined from
the condition:
Qf ()
= 0: 10)
Q _

To evaluate the free energy of the sysl:'em f=1£f(g) we
diagonalize the H am ilttonian from Eq. (_4) by introducing
Fourier transform ofS. (r;) variables:

1 X

S (m) = Hemree; 1)

NN, Sk ©
kg

wherek = (ky; ky) wih 7 < kxjky < 7 arewave vec-

torsw ithin abplanes, while - < ¢ < { iswave vector

along caxis. Here, a and c are lattice constant w ithin alb—

plane and caxis, respectively. The Ham itonian n Eq.
@) then transfom s to:
1 X

H = -

J k; Sk
oN (qu) k;a

Sk; a7 12)
kiaz



w here forthe Fouriertransform ed interactions J, and J,
on the 3D anisotropic cubic lJattice w ith nearest-neighbor
coupling we readily nd:

J ki) = 23k [cos (@ky) + cos (aky)]+ 2J, cos (o) :
13)

A sa resul, the integralin Eq. ('_23) becom es G aussian and
the free energy can be calculated:

Z

1 +1 Y
£= 2 —mn &Sy g,
N Tk
8 9
s Z
1X 1
exp: N_ 0 EJ (k;qz) Sk;qzsk;qz; 7
kiq
dReS, . dinSy,q
&Sy g, kg =, 14)

T he em ergence ofthe criticglpoint in the sphericalm odel
is signaled by the condition?’

1
= Jo=0; 1s)

G 'k=0;=0 o 5

which xes the saddlepoint value of the Lagrange m ul-
tiplier wihin the ordered phase:

_ ! Jo; 16)
0 2 0r
whereJy = J k= 0;q, = 0).Here, G (;q,) isthe order

param eter susceptibility de ned by:

G kjx) = Sk Sk; ii a7
w ith the statistical average:
Z +1 Y
hud = — &S+ (@)
O T
2 ' 3
X

4 52 @) NOue BB (y)

it
From Egs. C_l-g) and {_l-fl) we obtain the critical tem pera—
ture in the fom :
. X 1
c = lim

2 .
NT1 N Jo  J k;q)
kiq,

19)
Forone (1D) and two-din ensional (2D ) system s w ith

short—range interactions the ordered phase exists only in

the zero tem perature lin i, hence for dim ensions d

2 the spherical m odel does not exhibi phase transi-

tion wih-T. > 0, n agreem ent wih M em In-W agner

theorem 29 Ford = 3 the critical tem perature is nite

2kg Tc

0

0:659; (20)
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Figure 2: Superconducting critical tem perature T. as a func—
tion ofanisotropy  for crossovers from isotropic 3D to 1D or
2D anisotropic system s in logarithm ic scale for

w here the factor 2 in front ofky T, com es fyom the num —
ber of com ponents of the vector X Y m ode124

Introducing spatial anisotropy param eter 0
1 (eing the ratio between J, and J,), J k;x)
can be written In a form to accommodate 3D ! 2D
crossover from the isotropic superconductoron the three—
din ensional cubic lattice ( = 1) to the uncoupled
( = 0) copperoxide planes (see, F ig. Q):

J k;) = 2J [cos @ky) + cos (@ky) + cos (ox)]

J J; = J, =Jx: 1)

In a sinilar way we can study a 3D ! 1D crossover

from the isotropic superconductor to the uncoupled one—
din ensional chains:

J k;x) = 2Jf [cos(aky) + cos (@ky)]+ cos (ox)g

J & = Jx=J> : (22)
T he criticaltem perature can be found forboth cases from

Eqg. :_lé by perform Ing m om entum Integration. In the
them odynam ic lim it we have:

Z Z
1 X = dk ¢ dg 03)
NELN _@=a’ _ ="
For 3D ! 2D crossover it reads:
Jo 2 @2+ )2p1+ p4+2
ks Tc () 2
1 p p
K > 2 1+ 4+ 2 4+ 2 + 2
1 p p p
K 2 2 1+ 4+ 2 4+ 2 2 ;



while or 3D ! 1D changeoverthe Eq. {19):

Jo 21+ 2) 2p1+ p2 4
= =
kg T (1) ; D 4
K 2 P~ -+ -+ 1+
n r | r | #
o 1 1 p
K 2 + =+ -+ 1+ ;
2 2

@5)

wherp K (x) is the com plete elliptic iIntegral of the rst
kind 2% Tt is interesting, how these T. ( ) valies behave
in the lin iting cases. Forthe 3D ! 2D crossover from Eg.
d_24_ll) we obtain:

8
ko T < 1319 009442 00559% for ! 1
5B e 2 M 32= )+ 2]
Jo : > for ! O;
In 32=) 2n® (32=)

(26)
whilke for 3D ! 1D changeover, Eq. 2_2-5) it follow s that:
8
< 1319 0:09442 0:106% or ! 1
ks Tc 24 pE 2P —

Jo . ————p— for ! 0: @n

The resuls are presented In Fig. @' and In Tablk E
W hen the in-plane interactions are reduced, the criti-
cal tem perature drops quite rapidly as a function of
com pared to the isotropic system and r = 10 ° is
less than 1% of the isotropic valie. However, in the
case of the reduced coupling along caxis Weakly cou-—
pled planes), even for anisotropy param eter as sm all as

= 10 ° the critical tem perature is still about 30% of
the isotropic three-din ensionalvalie. T his resul is very
In portant as it proves that even very sm all interplanar
coupling (som etim es too an allto be directly ocbserved ex—
perin entally) yenders the phase transition in the 3D uni-
versality c]ass,'i4: w ith the critical tem perature decreas—
Ing slow Iy lke T 1=log . This result raises serious
doubtsw hether the outcom e of Intercalation experin ents
n cuprates,'lq which show am all changes of the critical
tem perature w ith increase of the inter-layer distance can
be interpreted as an argum ent in favor for a purely 2D
nature of high-T. superconductivity.

III. MULTILAYERED SYSTEM

To describe superconducting cuprates of hom ologous
fam ilies, we m odify the m odel presented in Sec. II to
Include the presence of the n-layer block structure. To
this end, we group every n consecutive layers in blocks.
T he Intra-layer (in the ab planes) interactions are given
by Jx > 0, whilke the plane coupling along c direction

\ LT () : N
3! 2p: 12|30 ! 1D =

1 1 1
0.1 0.80 0.64
0.01 0.59 023
0.001 046 0.074
0.0001 0.38 0.024
0.00001 032 0.0075
0.000001 028 0.0024

Table I: Ratio of the superconducting critical tem perature
T. () to the isotropic threedin ensional value T. (1) for sev—
eral values of the anisotropy param eter facilitating the
crossovers from isotropic 3D to anisotropic 1D or 2D system s.

is di erent inside J, > 0 and between Js > 0 blocks,
respectively (see, Fjg.:_j). T he phase H am iltonian ofthe
system can now be w ritten:

X X
H = & cos[ + (ri) "+ ()]
i< 3
X X X2
& s mn+ @) "mn+ +1 ()]
i m 0
, X X
g sl mn+n 1 (r1) "mn+n (C)]; 28)

where Indices i and j run over sites In the abplanes of
the “th layer, while numbersthe layersw ithin them -
th block. Introducing tw o-din ensional vectors from Eq.
6_3), the H am iltonian reads:
X X
H = g S\
i< j
X X X°?
& Smn+

i m 0

0
J_) Smn+n

(ri) S~ (ry)

(i) Smn+ +1 (1)

1 (ri) Sm n+n (r'): (29)

Furthem ore, we m ake use of the spherical closure re—
lation in Eq. {8). However, the direct in plem entation of
theEq. (6) is obstructed by the lack of com plete transla—
tionalsym m etry: grouping of layersw ithin blocks breaks
translationalsym m etry along c axis, since the interplane
coupling varies w ith period of n, when m oving from one
plane to another. As a result, the threedin ensional
Fourier transform of the S. (r;) variablks n Eq. {11),
used to diagonalize single-layer H am ittonian in the previ-
ous Section, cannot be perform ed. To overcom e this dif-

culy, we in plem ent a com bination of two-din ensional
Fourder transform for In-plane vector variables

1 X .
Sh (ry) = . Sye FTi. (30)

Koy



Figure 3:

(Color onlne)
high-tem perature superconductors of hom ologous series of
cuprates. Coupled Cu-O planes are grouped in blocks of n
planes. The m icroscopic phase sti nesses Jy, J, and Jg are
indicated by the thick lines.

Structure of the mulidayer

and transfer m atrix m ethod for one-dim ensional deco—
rated structure along caxis®8 This operation diagonal-
izesallterm s in the H am iltonian in Eq. C_ZS_S) w ith respect
to k, leaving the dependence on Jayer index unchanged.
T herefore, the partition function can be written in the
form :

8
Z 41 d < 1 Z 41 Y 5
zZ = —exp N + - d“Sik-
1 2 : 2 1
kit
2 39
X o =
expd — Sy, K)Sk«d ; G1)
kk.\.\O - 4
0 .
whereA, =~ (k) isan element ofa square N » N, band

m atrix, appearing as a result of non-trivial coupling
structure along c-direction:

n
Z
2 ) ¢ 39
L 0 0 0 0 0
I 2 0 0 0 0 0
0
L e ) % 0 0 0 0
0
J, Jx (k) J,
0 0 5 5 -5
Ay, k)= 0 0 0 LR ok 0 0 0 N
2 2 2 ? (32)
0
Js Iy k) J,
2 2 2 0 0
0
J, Iy (k) Js
0 0 0 ¢ 2 2 2
J, J-
0 0 0 0 0 " al
I, Ty k)

0 0 0 0 0 2= - :




w here
Jx k)= 27y [oos (@ky) + cos (aky)]: (33)

Here, Ay, hassquaren n diagonalblocks:

2 5 ) 3
k J-
5 > 0 0
J-> *e *.
= g 2 ° . 0 % (34)
4 0 = 5
J, Jx k)
0 o N

containing interactions inside the stack ofn planes. Per-
form ing G aussian integration in Eq. (_SL), one arrives at
the equation nvolving detemm inant of the m atrix n Eq.

Ba):

2 o , 13
Z+1 qd X ng ?
7 = —expiN + m@ _—__AS5. @35
1 2 i detAN?

T hus, theproblm of nding thepartition function in Eq.
d35 isto nd a way to calculate the determ nant of the
matrix Ay, :

det Ay, )  HAv, It 36)

However, because of the band structure of the ma-
trix Ay, it can be conveniently done using generalised
Laplacem ethod. A sa resul, the determ nant n Eq. {_56)
can be w ritten In a recurrence fom :

. . . J, . .

ﬁN? J= j?’njj'\N? nJ 2' Bn 1]?N7 n 1J7
37)
whereAy, ,andAy, , 1 arisefrom ramovingthe rst

n andn+ 11:owsandoo]umnsofAN, , respectively. Sin —
ilarly to Eq. B?), or Ay, 17jthe recurrence ormula
can be w ritten as:

An,

1J= Ba 1j?N? nJ

0 -

Jo
2

Bn 2JRn, n 132 GB8)

De ning Boj= 1, the Hmuk i Eq. {38) hods Hrany
n 2. The results for the sihgle-layer system (n = 1)
from the previousSection can be recovered by peﬁbm ng
calculations for any n 2 and setting & = J . Using
Egs. Bﬂ) and C38) we can w rite the recurrence relation
fortheAy, N Eq. 62) as an operator equation:
" # " #
Ax, ] An, nJ

, = Ta o (39)
An, 1] Ax, n 1]

where T4 is transferm atrix:

2 st 3
J, .
Bnj 2' B 17
T, = 1, (40)
4 ) J, 5
Bn 17 2 Bn 2]

Applying the mule In Eg d_3-£_5 ) recursively, one obtains:
n # n #
Ay 2 3 _ N, 1 AnJ

. T7 . 41)
Ay, 1] ' AL 1]

Therefore, nding the solution of the Eq. Gﬁl-l:) reduces
to the problem of determ ining the power of the transfer
m atrix operator T ; : To this end we diagonalize the m a—
trix T 1 w ith the help ofa unitary transform ation U; (see,
Appendix Al):

u, b 42)

where ; and ; are eigenvaliesofT;, whereasU; isa
unitary m atrix built of elgenvectors of T ; . T herefore,

1
. 0 i @3)

The eigenvalue ; is chosen to satisfy ; > 5. In the
largeN ., (themm odynam ic) lin it only the largest eigen—
value ; willcontribute to the statisticalsum in Ed. {_35),

" #DLN? 1 ( nw
1 0

0 0 o=

#) In, 1

I
=

1 1
P o, (44)
00

Combining Egs. @1), 43) and @4) we obtain nally:

" # o #
Ay, J iN, 1 10 1 And
Ry, 17 ¥ ' An 1]

45)

w here:



8 \ Vo 9
2 0o "2 u 0 2 i >
1 J, , % . 2 . 0o 2 2
1= E?ﬁn] 2' Bn 23t Bnit - Bn 27 J, Bn 1]? : 46)
From Eq. @5) one can extract the value of determ inant ofthe m atrix Ay, :
. nLN7 1 . 1 .
ﬁN? = 1 (U)ll Ul 1 Bnjt U1 21 Bn 137 @7)
where U) and U, ! denote elam ents of the m atrix U; and the Inversem atrix U, 1,J:espectjye1y (see, A ppendix
A!). Explicitly,
2 V2 ' 35 3in, 1
! u 0o © 2
JO 2 % 4 . J, ﬁ Jo 2
. ? + - 5
Bni > Bn 27 BnJ > Bn 2 2 Bn 1]
1= C + ’ 48
Ax. ] 5 > (48)
4 5

is the function ofdetermm inants ofm atricesB , w ith intra—
block Interactions J, and
C= Uiy, U’ | Badt U0, Bo1d:  (49)
T he detem inant ofthem atrix B, In Eq. C_il_i) can be
ound using sin ilarm ethod by em ploying the Laplace ex—
pansion (see Eq. (_3])—{_45)) . However, since the order of
B, is nite, both elgenvalues of the new transferm atrix
T , must be taken into account:

nw # " #
j3n+1.j _ Tr21:2 1 :sz: —u,
BaJ BaJ
. # ' #
n= .
0
+O n=2 1 Uz ' izj i (50)
1]
where transfer m atrix T , is:
2 : - 3
h S0 2 252 h 00T
T, =4 2 4 4 2 5.
z SS) 252 !
2 7

(1)

U, ism atrix built of eigenvectors of T ; and eigenvalues
3 of T ,and read:

(

! g k) P 232 Jx k)
2 2 2 2
s 9
Je k) ° =
£ (%) 52)

2 S

Finally, we arrive at the value of B, jdetermm mnant:

_Bo3 o5, v, B3 or s
L
. 2
2 F
s B2J (2.) 53)
Jk (k) 2
o)
> (%)
wih 4 and given by Eq. C52§) Thus, wih the

resut in Eq. 63) the calculation of the determ inant of
thematrix Ay, In Eq. d48) and thereby the partition
fiinction given by Eq. d35) is com pleted.

IV. CRITICAL TEMPERATURE

U sing the partition function in Eq. I_§§‘) w ith the def-
initions in Egs. {_4§) and {_4?) the free energy f is given
by:

1 X IN, 1
f= - —- n ; k) + N,
NoNy 2 N,
1 X
InC
N, Ny .
Z _ 2
1 a d“k
ey Y S B 7))
N N, ! 1 n._ @ =a)

while the saddlepoint equation for the spherical La-
grange m ultiplier becom es:

= 0: (55)



E xplicitly,
P
. 1Z? 2Kk @Cg“" Dn(k)_'_%@D@n(k)
= - P—
n - =a) Cn k) D, kK)+ D, k) -,
(56)
where we have de ned:
0 !2
. J,
Cnh k)= BnJ T Bn 23]
2 . !2 32
D, (k)=4j3nj+ : :Bn 2?
0 2 2
J,  Bn 17J: (57)
The inplane m om entum dependence of ; k), C, k)

andD , (k) comesfrom Jy (k) dependenceof B, j seeEq.
C53 T he saddlepoint value  can be determ ned from
the condition that in criticality order—pa]:am eter suscep—
tibility becom es in nite (see, Eq. ClS

P
Cnhn k) Dn k)+ D,y k)
= 0: (58)
@C, pP—— @D ,
@(k) D+ % k)

Q@ k=0

C losed form ulas for the critical tem perature can be easily
obtained only for sm allvalues ofn. For exam ple, In the
case of a bilayer system @ = 2), the respective determ i-
nants read:

) J k) g J» ?
j32]_ 2 2 12
Jx k)
B1j= kT;
Boi=1; (59)

and the saddle point equation n Eq. ¢_5-§) can be w ritten
explicitly:
Z

o 5 I k)
25 n T
— (2 =a) 2 232
| 0oz kb F
£ ! 60
T h ; s 20 (©0)
o 7 k& +J, -
w ith the Lagrange m ultiplier:
h !
0= Jk (k= O)+ J? + J? : (61)
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Figure 4: (Color online) C ritical tem perature vs. num ber of
Cu-O layers wihin block for J, =J, = 0:1 and J: =J, = 0:01
blue lled circles). Em pty circles (green) denote the critical
tenpe_rgtturedependenoeTC n)= T. 1)+ 028 1 1=n), from

Ref. :g(_i (factor of 028 was chosen to t the resuls of the
present paper) . D iam onds (red) represent results from M onte—
Carlo (M C) sinulationsofthe cJassacalX Y m odel (C arlson, et
al., Ref. 29) The data ofR ef. l_29 is scaled by overall factor of
0:77 to accom m odate the nite size e ect ofM C sim ulations.

inally, the critical tem perature of this system (cf. Eqg.
C_lgi ) is given by
Z 41 2@ )g+ Jo + T
c = 5 )&t -
1 @ )4 @ )d + J?
1
Ei 5 (62)
2@ )3+ T2+ 27, £
w ih
Z _ 2
a d°k
()= — I cos (@k) cosf(ak)] (63)
5 @ =a)

being density of states of the square lattice given by :
r !
1 z J3
= —K 1 — 1 =
() 3 1 5

i (64)

where (x) is the uni-step function. For higher valies
ofn we can resort to direct num erical evaluation ofE gs.
C_5-§‘) and {_52_5) In order to com pute T, (n).

The dependence of the critical tem perature on the
num ber of layersn In a b]ockowas presented In Fig. -_4
Phase sti nesses Jy, J; and J, were chosen to satisfy

I J2 > Ty ; (65)

which is physicaOJJy reasonable, since the interlayer cou—
plings J; and J, aremuch snaller than in-plane phase
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Figure 5: (Coloronline) C ritical tem perature T. (n) forn = 4
as a function of c-axis phase sti nesses J, and J: .

sti ness J, and inter-layer (intra-block) phase sti ness
J, is greater than interblock coupling J, . W e fund
that the critical tem perature increases m onotonically
wih n. Thishasa sin ple explanation: forn = 1 (shgle-
layer system ) w ith the xed phase sti ness Jy, the criti-
caltem perature is detem ined by J?O , e Fig. :_2 On the
otherhand, In the Imitofn ! 1, n—]oayerblod<s are of
n nite size and interblock coupling J, ise ectively re—
placed by J; . Because J, > J?O , according to the result
from the previous Section, T n= 1 )> T n = 1). For
Interm ediate values on n, one can expect a m onotonic
Increase of the T, (n) wih increasing n, as depicted In
Fig. :fﬁ In this respect, our ndings are sim ilar to the
results from Ref. Z-Q‘, where the increase of the critical
tem perature of identically doped m em bers of the sam e
hom ologous serdes due to the interlayer C oulom b interac—
tion was found to be

T. )= T, (1) + const 1

(66)

Sin ilar rgsults were obtained by M onteCarb
sinulations?? where T. ) was computed numeri-
cally by m eans of the B inder param eted for system s
of size up to 24 24 24. Additionally, we present
tl}e in uence of jnter—pr]anar oc')upJJ'ng constants J, and
J, on T, see Figs. § and &. For a bilayer system
the role of both interaction constants is identical. For
system s wg’i:h n 3 the In uence ?f the interblock
coupling J, is less visble, however J, = 0 suppresses
the critical tem perature to zero, sihce for nite n the
isolated stack of n coupled layers is e ectively quasi
tw o-din ensional. Therefore, we conclide that the
change of the number n of layers within block cannot
alone lad to the appearance of the maxinum in the
critical tem perature T, as a function ofn for xed values

10

l}.& T T 0.6
1] 0.05 010 0.05 0.00
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Figure 6: C ritical tem perature T. (n) as a function of caxis

0
phase sti nessesJ, and J, forvariousvaluesofn asindicated
in the inset.

of the m icroscopic phase sti nesses. It is necessary to
Introduce another factor, which acts com petitively to tlo'le
e ective increasing of inter-layer coupling (orJ. > J, )
triggered by increase of n. A s In hom ologous series of
superconducting cuprates In-plane lattice param eters
and distances between Cu-O planes are constant am ong
di erent members of the fam ily (see, Ref. 18), one
can expect that the change of n willmainly a ect Jy
coupling param eter. W ithout assum Ing any speci c
m echanisn or Introducing a com peting thidden) order,
one can calculate values of J, for given J, and J;
lrading to dependence of critical tem perature on n,
which is In agreem ent w ith experinental ndings. The
result is presented in Fig. 7 and in Tabkdl. It is visble
that or n = 2; 3 depicted dependence changes from
rising to &lling. This coincides w ith the fact that for
n = 3 layers lose their equivalence ie. they solit for
two groups: outer, Iying on block surfaces and inner.
Because, In realm aterials, w thin block of Cu-© planes
caxis redistribution of charge ispossible, one can expect
that the nonequivalence ofthe planesw ithin a block m ay
Jead to renomm alization of the in-plane phase sti nesses
of the respective layers.

V. CHARGE REDISTRIBUTION

In this section, using the result of the previous para—
graphs, we present a phenom enological theory for the
downtum ofthe T, (n) wih increasing num ber of layers
In multilayer m aterials and com pare it against the ob—
served system atics, providing support to the presented
theory. The idea is sinple: it is well known that a su—
perconductor is characterized by a globalphase sti ness,
which is proportionalto the condensate density. In high—
T. cuprates the globalphase sti ness is strongly doping
dependent and this dependence has a universal character



n Tc K] Jx mev]
1 97 191
2 126 191
3 135 183
4 125 158
5 110 131
6 97 110
7 88 9.64

Table II: Superconducting critical tem perature T. (n) of
HgBazCan 1CunO2n+2+ compounds taken from Ref. 17
and the corresponding values of the in-plane sti nesses Jy
calkulated from Eq. (56) for J; = 026lmeV and J, =
0:000361m &V .
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Figure 7: In-plane phase sti ness Jy, from Table :_I-L as a
function of num ber of layersn.

as evidenced experin entally by the dom e-shaped depen-—
dence of the critical tem perature as a function of dop—
Ing. Phrased In the language of the presented m odel
w ith phase variables and m icroscopic phase sti nesses,
it m eans that the param eters of this m odel have to be
changed substantially w ith doping, since the globalphase
sti ness (ie. the condensate) buildson m icroscopicphase
sti nesses and phase variables. The dependence of the
phase sti nesses on doping obviously cannot be found
In the presented m odel, since they are treated ase ective
valies to be determm ined, In principle, from the (yet un—
available) m icroscopic theory. However, assum ing that
all of them share the sam e doping dependence:

Jy = g ()Jx
J» = g()%&
3, = g()%; 67)

11

- bor i

one can rew rite the saddle point equation n Eqg
the fom :
Te ()= g ()h F;Jh i3, (68)

w hereh isa function that is independent on doping . For
a given m icroscopic phase sti nesses it follow s from Eq.
C_ég) that the function g ( ) detem ines the overall dop—
Ing dependence of T, ( ). How ever, the parabolic shape
of T.( ) iswellknown (see, Ref. .31) and the supercon—
ducting \dom e" in the T phase diagram extends from

005to 025 w ith the optin aldopingope  0:5.
T his allow s us to extract the doping dependence ofg ( )
as a quadratic function of in the fom :

(

1 2
= Vo< < 0O
g()= 1 ( opt)” for0:05 0:025 (69)
0 or < 0050r > 025;
where = 0:01. According to resuls of the previous

section, in the case of strong anisotropy (Jy J- ;J?O ),
the inplane phase sti ness Jy, hasthem aprin uence on
the critical tem perature T., which is weakly dependent
on Interplanarphase sti nesses (see, F . :’_2:) . Therefore,
we lim it further discussion to the case, where the Inter—
p]anar phase sti nesses as fiinctions of doping J» J>

and J N J" , are approxim ately constant. The value of
Jy can be determ ined using the ©llow ing procedure. O b—
viously, sihgle-and double-layer system s cannot exhibit
charge redistribution: all the planes are equivalent and
therefore, the Jayers can be optin ally doped g ( ope) = 1.
Using the data for the critical tem perature T, () Por
optim ally-doped m en:uro—cuproateﬁz forn= 1;2,wecan
determm ine Jy and the ratio J, =J; . Unfortunately, the
e%tj:n ates of the values of couplings along caxis J; and
J, aredi cul tom ake. H owever, using the relation be—
tw een zero-tem perature caxis and ab penetration depths

and bare phase sti nesses£3
! Jy
2 — k
2@ =0
L 7 (70)
2(@=0 ?

we can evaluate J"Z =Jx to detemm ine the value of the

weakest coupling J"Z . In order to do this, we assum e
the largest anisotropy ratio

2= 230 (71)

found in cuprates.[fj- In this way all the phase sti nesses
canbe xed;we found that J; = 19:dm eV (see, Table ),
while J; = 026m eV and J“Z = 0:00036m &V . A lthough,
the estin ates of caxis phase sti nesses In general can
substantially vary their In uence on the critical tem per-
ature is rather weak, as shown in Section II.

In the multi-ayer systems @ 3) the planes are
not equivalent any m ore and charge redistribution w ithin



blocks is possble242d T herefore, in-plane phase sti ness
of every layer ‘becomes Jy ( ). Sihce our m odel does
not contain independent values of J, for di erent planes
(which would com plicate theoretical considerations con—
siderably { given the lack of the translational symm etry
along caxis), we m odify Eq. C_6]‘) and use the average
overn layers in the n-layer block:

Jyi ! g(i): (72)

i=1

Je’ ()

However, nuckar m agnetic resonance (NM R) m easure—
m ents show that charge distribbution am ong Inner planes
is aln ost constant®4 T herefore, we characterize charge
distrdbbution by tw o param eters: we assum e that the dop—
ing of nner and outer planes is given by i and op, re-
spectively, see F ig. :g Introducing a ratio of dopings for
outer and inner planes

R= =p>1; (73)
and noting that in every block there are 2 outerandn 2
Inner layers, we can write Eqg. (_72_?) as:

Jy
IV (piR;n) = f ROR )+ @0 2)g(p)]: (74)

By observing that the maximum of the critical
tem perature T, (h) corresponds to the maxinum of
J2V (piR;n),wecan nd theoptinalvalie of i, =

opt
using the condition
dJ?Y ( ;R ;n)
d ip
iPT opt
Explicitly, ushg Eq. (/4) we obtain Br _,.:
, n 2+ 2R
= (76)

opt ®tn 2+ 2r?’

which allows to nd the value of the e ective inplane
phase sti ness

Jd I @iR) (77)

as a function of num ber of layersn and charge In balance
ratioR :
ALl #

2. 2R 1
: (78)
nin 2+ 2R?)

IV ;R)= % 1

Using Eq. C_7-§‘) we can determ ine the charge imbal-
ance param eters R as a fiinction of number of layers n
for a given set of experin ental data for the critical tem —
perature T, (n). For this purpose we use the dependence
of the superconducting critical tem perature on num ber
of layers reported by Kuzem skaya, et al.,, Ref. :_1]I The
procedure reads as follow s:

12

outer plane
overdoped
—
inner planes

underdoped

_‘E'““‘M-,—

outer plane
overdoped

Figure 8: (Color online) Schem atic representation of charge
redistribution leading to overdoping of outer and underdoping
of inner layers, respectively.

(i Forn = 1 and n =

consequently J27 (n;R)

from experin ent, we can detem ine the in-plane J; and
0

J, J7 (rn = 1) phase sti nesses using Eq. (5@‘) for
the critical tem perature T, (n = 1) and the supplem en—
tary equations C_7-(_)') and Cj]_:)

(i) Forn = 2 we detem ine in-block J; phase sti ness
using Eq. (6) r T @ = 2), whik keeping J; and J5
unchanged. II;I thisway allthe energy setting param eters
Jx,J? and J, are xed.

(iil) Forn > 2, with the com puted param eters Jy, J>
and J, , by m aking use of Eq. {56) for theoretical T, (n),
we calculate the values of R, using T, (n) as an input
from experim ent.

T he obtained values ofthe ratio R arepresented in F ig.
-r_fj, w hile resulting dopings of inner and outer planes are
shown In Fig. :_fg From these resultswe can inferthat for
n=1;2;3 thecr:itjcaltemperaturejsrjsjngduetothejgl—
creased inter-layer (intra-block) phase sti nessJ. > J,,
w hile the charge redistribution forn = 3 is rather am all.
For values ofn > 3 the critical tem perature is very sen—
sitive to charge redistribution and we have a decrease
from T, = 135K forn = 3 R = 135) to T, = 125K
forn =4 R = 182). The calculated values of R are
In good agreem ent w ith experin ental results based on
NMR measurem ent of HgBa;Ca;Cus0, compound by
K otegawa, Ref. 34. Interestingly, the cbtained param e~
ters R ﬁzrn = 3;4 are much am aller than those found
inRef. 35 R = 45 and R = 9, respectively) caloulated
using sin pli ed considerations based on com petition be-
tw een electrostatic and band energy estin ates. H ow ever,
In the realm aterials charge depletion in the inner layers
m ay be high enough to destroy the superconductivity in
these layers, ie. doping ofone type ofplanesm ay bewell
outside superconducting region. T his scenario have also
been con m ed experim entally by NM R studies of ve-
layer com pound HgBa,CasCus0y 24 Only outer Cu-0
planes are superconducting w ith T, = 108K , while Inner
planes exhibit a static antiferrom agnetic ordering w ith

2 by de nition R = 1 and
Jy . Using the value of T, (1)



[R ¢hiswork)|[R Ref.B3)|R Ref B3)|R Ret B3d)

n
1 1 1 1 na.
2 1 1 1 na.
3 135 1.14 45° na.
4 1.82 149 9 na.
5 223 1.64 na. 38°
6 256 na. na. na.
7 2.78 na. na. na.

Table ITT: C alculated values of the ratio R (this work, second
colum n) asa function ofnum ber of layers n using the data for
T. (h) from Kuzem skaya,etal. Ref. EZ, com pared w ith the re—
suls from otherworks: R based on calculated valuesof charge
concentration of outer (0.45%°%) and mner layers (0.1%;0.05°)
using a theory of com petition betw een electrostatic and band
energy estin ates (D iStasio, et al, Ref. 33); nuckarm agnetic
resonancem easurem ent ofHgBa;CasCusO, com pound® w ith
the values of charge concentration of outer (0212) and inner
Jlayers (0.057); na. { non-available.
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Figure 9: C ritical tem perature T vs. num ber of layers n that

ts the experin ental data from Ref. 17 and the calculated
values of param eter R describing the ratio of doping of outer
to Inner planes. D ashed lne is only guide for the eye.

Ty = 60K . This suggest possble extension of ourm odel
to nclide independent in-plane phase sti nesses of the
Inner and outer layers.

VI. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION S

We have considered a model of n-layer high-
tem perature cuprates of homologous series lke
HgBa,Cay 1Cun0 24 2n+ to study the dependence
of the critical tem perature T. n) on the number n
of Cu-© planes in the elementary cell. W e focus on
the \phase onl" description of the high-tem perature
superconducting system m otivated by the experim ental
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Figure 10: D oping of Inner ;, and outer ., planesvs. num —
ber of layers n that corresponds to the data from Fig. :?

evidence that the ordering of the phase degrees of
freedom is responsible for the em ergence of the super—
conducting state wih long-range order. To this end,
we have proposed a three-dim ensional sem im icroscopic
XY model wih two-component vectors that involve
phase variables and adijistable param eters represent-
Ing m icroscopic phase stinesses. The model fully
In plem ents com plicated stacked plane structure along
caxis to capture the layered com position of hom ologous
series. This allows us to go well beyond widely used
phenom enological Law renceD oniach m odel for layered
superconductors. Im plem enting spherical closure rela—
tion we have solved the phase XY m odelexactly w ith the
help of transfer m atrix m ethod and calculated T, (n) for
chosen system param eters and arbitrary block sizen. In
this way we were abl to elicidate the rok of the caxis
anisotropy and its in uence on the critical tem perature.
Furthem ore, by m aking a physically justi ed assum p—
tion regarding the doping dependence of the m icroscopic
phase stinesses we were ablk to calculate the bell
shaped curve of T. (n) as a function ofblock size n w ith
amaximum at n = 3 by e ectively accom m odating
Inhom ogeneous charge distribution am ong planes. The
success of our approach suggests to us that at least for
the superconducting phase transition properties studied,
one does not need to invoke any com peting \hidden"
order param eter that appear In other approachesgg In
the present work, the vanishing of the superconductivity
w ith underdoping can be understood by the reduction
ofthe in-plane phase sti nesses and can be linked to the
m anifestation ofM ott physics (ho double occupancy due
to the large C oulom b on-site repulsion) that leads to the
loss of long-range phase coherence while m oving tow ard
half-led Imi ( = 0). For dopihg = 0, the xed
electron num ber in plies Jarge uctuations in the conju—
gate phase variable, which naturally transhtes into the
reduction of the m icroscopic in-plane phase sti nesses



and destruction of the superconducting long-range order
In this lim it. In the opposite region of large , the onset
of a pairbreaking e ect (at the pseudogap tem perature
T ) can deplte the m icroscopic phase sti nesses, thus
reducing the critical tem perature. Therefore, it would
be interesting to relate the phase sti nesses param eters
used In the present paper w ith the m icroscopic m aterial
characteristics of the electronic system (like hopping
param eters, antiferrom agnetic exchange and Coulomb

energy) to establish a link between our sem im icroscopic
approach and physics of strongly correlated system s.
T he charge redistribution taking place in m ulti-ayered
cuprates also points out the profound im pact of charging
e ects and unusual role ¢f the Intemal electric elds In

cuprate superconductors?’
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where U isam atrix built ofelgenvectors™ ;:::; ™, ofT
2 3
6 7
U= 4|"™| :::|" 5 @a2)
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is diagonalm atrix. In result any integer power p of T
can be sin ply found:

TP= UDU ' ::UDU ' =UDPFU }; @ 4)
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sihce U U = 1.Fially:
Appendix A:MATRIX DIAGONALIZATION 5 3
Yo o0
T he transfer m atrix m ethod requires raising transfer TP = Ué61 gU 1, @5)
m atrix to an arbirary power. If matrix T of the order 0 0
m hasm distinct eigenvalues 1;:3; , it can be diago- o o %
nalized:
; T his procedure jsgtjjjsed in Sec. ITI. T he colum ns of the
T =UDbU 7 @l) m atrix U anq.:flgi contain eigenvectors ofm atrix T ; :
2 3
. o 2 . . 2 . _
g 4B, 7+ Js Bn 23] 4B+ J, Bn 23+ ;
U; = 4 B B 5; (A 6)
8Bn 1] 8Bn 1]
1 1
w here:
0 2 2 0 2
= 16 B, Jt+ J? Bn 23] 4 J? Bn 1] AT
T he inverse of the m atrix U; is given by:
2 3
) o 2 R
48, 173 48,3+ J, Bn 23t
B
> :
U11= j?O)nzlj b_ . @ 8)
4 48, .3 4B,J+ J, Bn 2] 5
T 2Bn 13
Sin ilarly, the m atrix U, i Eq. 50 is built of eigenvectors of T ; :
2 s S 3
1 JIx 1 Jx 2 2 1 Jx + 1 Jx 2 2
Ul:g? 2 2 2 (%) 2 2 2 2 (%) g: @9)
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