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Possbl phases and the B T phase diagram of interlayer Josephson vortices induced by a
m agnetic eld parallel to the superconducting layers are investigated by M onte C arlo sin ulations
based on the anisotropic, frustrated XY m odel. W hilke for low m agnetic elds and sm all anisotropy
param eters a sihgle rst-order transition is observed sim ilarly to the m elting of Abrikosov (or pan—
cake) vortex lattice, an intem ediate phase, characterized by decoupled, tw o-din ensional (2D ) quasi
Iongrange crystalline order (Q LRCO ) and superconductivity, is found at high m agnetic elds and
large anisotropy param eters. Combining the sinulation results with a symm etry argum ent, it is
revealed that this interm ediate phase is of K osterlitz-T houless K T) type, and the m elting of 2D
quasi Josephson vortex lattices and suppression of superconductivity isa K T transition. Evolution
of the Intem ediate phase to the low —tem perature phase of 3D LRCO is second order and belongs
to the 3D XY universality class. T.Epg three phase boundaries m erge at a m ulticritical point at the
m agnetic eld oforderBpc.= (=2 3 & ntheB T phase diagram . It is revealed that decoupling
of the 3D Josephson vortex lattice into the 2D phase is triggered by hops of Josephson ux lines
across superconducting layers activated by them al uctuations. The equilbrium phase diagram
w ih the KT phase at high m agnetic elds and large anisotropy param eters is consistent w ith the
peculiar Lorentz-force-independent dissipation observed in highly anisotropic high-T. superconduc—

torBLSrnCaCu,038+y by Iyeetal. Physica 159C , 433 (1989)).

PACS numbers: 74.60Ge, 7420De, 7425Bt, 7425Dw

I. NTRODUCTION

The high-T. superconductors share a layered struc—
ture In which the superconductiviy is widely believed
to occurm ainly In the CuO , layers Intervened by layers
of charge reservoir (plock layers). For m any purposes,
the m aterdals can be considered as intrinsic stacks of su—
perconducting layers, coupling with each other by the
Josephson e ect. T hey are therefore strongly anisotropic
between the nom al (caxis) and in-plane directions. In
spite of this anisotropy, the superconductors are three—
din ensional (3D ) in nature at tem peratures near the su—
perconductiviy transition point at zero m agnetic eld
T.. Egoecially, the critical phenom ena of superconduc—
tivity transition are govemed by the 3D XY universality
class 'EJ]. Since the coherence lengths diverge in the criti-
calregion, the short-range (SR ) nonuniform iy caused by
the layer structure becom es unin portant.

There are two cases that physics can be di erent.
The 1rst case is realized at low tem peratures, at which
the correlation length . becom es com parabl w ith, and
even an aller than the interlayer separation d, where two—
din ensional (2D ) properties can arise. A crossover be—
tween 2D and 3D behaviors is expected to occur when
the value of .=d is of the order of uniy. The second
case is realized when the superconductor is Inm ersed in
a strong m agnetic eld parallel to the Cu0O;, layers. The
coupling between the superconducting layers are weak-—
ened signi cantly by them agnetic eld, and thee ective
correlation length . can be very sm alleven at high tem -
peratures. To elucidate the second case is the ob fctive
of the present study. A s revealed In the present paper,

there is a genuine them odynam ic phase transition be—
tween 2D and 3D phases at high m agnetic elds.

Tt is now well established that the superconductivity
transition In a type II superconductor in m agnetic elds
'Q] is rst order, accom panied by the freezing ofthe ux-
line liquid into 3D lattice i, 4, §1. T his notion is partic-
ularly im portant because the transition was considered
second order for a long tine. W e notice however that
the rst-order nom alto superconductiviy transition is
mainly observed under m agnetic elds perpendicular to
the layers, where the 2D translation symm etry en-pyed
by pancake vortices is broken at the transition. In a
sharp contrast, a parallelm agnetic eld penetrates the
layered superconductor In the form of Josephson vortex
of ux quantum 6] through block layers[/]. The rele-
vant caxis transhtion symm etry is reduced a priori to
a discrete one, raising the possibility of new phases and
new m elting process.

A s an order com peting w ith the 3D lattice order, de—
coupled superconducting layersw ith in-plane quasi-long-
range (Q LR) correlations was proposed by E fetov even
before the discovery ofhigh-T. superconductorsw ith pro—
found layer structures ig]. Later on, an exponential de-
pendence of the interlayer shear m odulus on the m ag—
netic eld isderived by Ivlev et al. :_[9], consistently w ith
the decoupling scenario since the am all shear m odulus
can hardl hold the 3D lattice when themal uctua-
tions set in. This possbility was how ever questioned by
M ikheev and K olom eisky t_l-(_)'] using the renom alization
group RG) approach. It is derived that any weak inter—
layer coupling should be relevant and only a 3D LR crys—
talline order (CO) is possble, as far as hops of Joseph—


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0406183v1

son  ux lines across CuO, layers can be neglected, an
approxin ation adopted in the previous works. A sin ilar
conclusion w as obtained by K orshunov and Larkin '_ﬂ}']
Transport experiments on high-T. superconduc—
tors have been sheding lights on the possbl crys
talline order of Jossphson ux lnes. A peculiar
Lorentz—force-independent dissipation has been found in
BbSrnCaCuy0g+y under H = 5T by Iye et al. that the
resistivity is independent of the angle between the m ag—
netic eld and current when they are both paralkl to
the CuO, layer [_l-gi] In the same fam ily of m aterials,
non-O hm icpower-daw IV characteristics are observed by
other groups f_l-§', :_l-f"]. Chakravarty et al. dem onstrated
that the Lorentz-force-independent dissipation cannot oc—
cur In a lattice phase [_1-51 In order to explain these pe-
culiar dissipations, B latter et al. proposed a K osterlitz—
Thouless K T ) transition f_l-é, :_L-j] athigh m agnetic elds,
relating the creeping of Josephson ux lines across the
CuO; layers caused by applied currents w ith the shear-
kss ux-line state [I8]. (See [19] for a possble KT
phase at interm ediate m agnetic elds.) On the other
hand, an excess resistivity for H ? I over H JI, and
thus a Lorentz—force-dependent dissipation was observed
nYBa,Cus0; singkcrystalsat ow eds|p0,21,122].
Kes et al. addressed this di erence in tem s of the dif-
ferent anisotropy param eters @-2;] Taking the B ibased
m aterialsalm ost "m agnetically transparent”, the authors
attrbuted the experim entally observed dissipations to
uncontrolled m iss alignm ents ofm agnetic eld.

M otivated by an experin ent by K wok et al. suggestive
of continuous m elting transition at intem ediate m ag—
netic elds :_[-2_:4], Balents and N elson proposed a am ectic
phase: a regular subset ofblock layers are selectively oc—
cupied by Jossphson vortices; in the occupied block lay-—
ers Josephson  ux lines behave lke liquid. T hey showed
that m elting of the 3D lattice can be continuous in the
presence of layer pinning [_§§‘] See also t_2-_6].

A though these studies provide im portant physical in—
sights for the m ixed states in layered type IT supercon-—
ductors, it is clear that discrepancies am ong di erent ap—
proaches have not been resolved and that a uni ed pic-
ture is still not available. Them ain di culty lies in the
features of di erent energy contributions involred in the
present system : First, the intervortex repulsive force is
highly anisotropic between the c axis and the ab plane;
Second, Josephson ux lines feel strong pinning poten-—
tials from the CuO, lhyers. At a st glance, approxi-
m ations which take into account di erences in strengths
of these energy contrbutions can sin plify the problem .
Tt tums out that the situation is quite com plicated. T he
Josephson  ux lines arrange them selves such that they
reside at positions from which deviations in di erent di-
rections cost equalenergies. A though the profound layer
structure reduces the caxis com ponent of the displace-
ment eld at low tem peratures, i certainly enhances the
rigidity of the ux-line lattice and stabilizes i to high
tem peratures. At them elting tam perature, therm al uc—
tuations are signi cant and am ear out the strong layer

pihning to an e ectively weak one. Therefore, no ap—
proxin ation can be Justi ed easily in the regin e ofphase
transition. O ne thus has to treat the com petition am ong
the anisotropic repulsion energy, the perdodic layer pin—
ning potential, and them al uctuations sin ultanecusly.

O n the otherhand, since a Josephson vortex is of large
size in the in-plane direction, point-like defectsplay m uch
lesspinninge ect com pared w ith a pancake vortex. It re—
lieves one from being Involved into glassy problem s, and
m akesthe study on a pure Josephson-vortex system m ore
relevant to reality. A s a result, the high— eld part of the
B T phase diagram for a pure vortex system becom es
accessible experin entally. For this point, please see sev-
eral interesting proposals R4, 28, 29] in term s of pan-—
cake vortices, which are how ever ham pered by ineviable
point-like defects in superconductors which govem the
behaviors of pancake vortices.

T hese situationsm otivate us to investigate Josephson—
vortex system s by means of M onte Carlo simulations.
The Ham iltonian is the so-called anisotropic, frustrated
XY model on the superconductivity order param eter,
w here the frustrations in phase variables are induced by
them agnetic eld. Thism odelhasbeen used to sin ulate
quite successfully the m elting phenom enon of A brikosov

(or pancake) vortex lattice under m agnetic elds paralt
kel to the ¢ axis Eg, :_51:, :_52_5, ',_3-’§, ',_3-’4, :_3-5] W e adopt the

sam em odel in the present study on interlayer Josephson

vortices. The man results are summ arized as follow s.

There isam ulticriticalpoint n theB T phase diagram :

below the multicritical eld a sihgle rstorder melting
transition upon tem perature swesping is observed; above

it there exists an intermm ediate KT phase characterized

by Inplane 2D, QLRCO and superconductivity In be-
tween the nom alphase and 3D lattice phase, accom pa—
nied by two continuous m elting transitions. The exis—
tence ofa KT phase at m agnetic elds above the m ulti-
critical point explains the peculiar dissipations, such as

the Lorentz—force-independent resistance and the power—
law non-O hm ic IV characteristics, observed in B ibased

m aterials for which the multicritical m agnetic eld is
approxin ately B / 2T presum ing = 150. In con-
trast, Lorentz-force-dependent dissipations are expected

for YBa,Cusz0O7 , sihce to access the KT phase one

needs a magnetic eld above B, " 50T taking = 8.
Som e of the results were published in Ref.36, 371.

T he rem aining part of this paper is organized as fol-
Iow s. In Sec. IIthem odelH am iltonian is introduced and
som e details of the sin ulation techniques are presented.
A fter a discussion on the description on  ux line lattice,
we show in Sec. IIT sim ulation results on the rstorder
m elting fora system correspondingtoYBa,Cu30; sih—
gl crystals. It then follow s num erical evidences on an
Interm ediate phase in a highly anisotropic system . De-
tailed characteristics are provided which allow usto con—
clude the KT nature of this phase. The superconduc—
tivity transition is discussed in Sec. IV, and the rela—
tionship wih the crystallin order of Jossphson vortices
is revealed. Section V addresses the possible universality



of the transition between 2D phase and the 3D lattice.
TheB T phasediagram of Josephson vortex system s is
m apped out in Sec. V I.F inally, sum m ary on them ain re—
suls derived from sin ulations and discussions on recent
experim ents are given in Sec. V II.

II. MODEL AND SIMULATION DETA ILS

In the presence ofm agnetic eld, the am plitude of su-
perconductivity order param eter, associated w ith the lo—
cal tendency of ekctron pairing, attains a nite value
at H., through a crossover. The genuine them ody-
nam icphase transition takesplace at a tem perature lower
than that corresponding to H o, (T ). T herefore, the m ost
In portant them al uctuations in the them odynam ic
phase transition com e from phase variables of the super—
conductivity order param eter. Under a m agnetic eld
parallel to the layers, the e ective Ham iltonian is thus
67
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The model is de ned on the sin pl cubic grid w ith the
uni length equalto the separation between CuO , layers
d. The couplings given by J = §d=16 > 2, are lin ited
to nearest neighboring grid sites and = = ;5. TO
be speci ¢, weput R ? ¢y ? ¢ and B J§, and choose the
Landau gauge A = (0;0; xB) inh Eq.(1).

T he cosine functions of the gauge invariant phase dif-
ferences in ab planes m odel the kinetic energy term s in
a G inzburg-Landau free energy functional. H igher har-
m onics are neglected since the low est orderterm sw ith 2
m odulation are su cient for descrbing relevant them al

uctuations at phase transitions. T he second term in the
Ham ilttonian is the Josephson energy between neighbor-
ing CuO, layers. The m agnetic eld weakens the inter-
layer coupling by inducing frustrations. O urH am ittonian
can be derived from the Law renceD oniach free energy
functional @é], which is proposed for layered supercon-—
ductors and recognized as a good m odel for high-T. su—
perconductors w ith profound layer structure.

Spatialvariationsand them al uctuations in them ag—
netic induction, and thus m agnetic couplings, are ne—
glected In Ham iltonian (1), which is In principle justi-

ed only at the strongly type IT lim it. It is a reasonable
approxin ation in the present case. T he London penetra—
tion depth . isvery large (oforder m ), whichm akesthe
spatialvariation ofthe m agnetic induction in the x direc—
tion and thusthem agnetic interactionsam ong Josephson

ux linesvery am all. M agnetic couplingsm ay plhy a role
w hen pancake vortices are activated by them al uctua-
tions. It was addressed, how ever, that the m agnetic in-
teraction between tw o pancake vorticeson a sam e Cu0 ,

layer increases w ith the separation only as 1=R at large
distance because of the interlayer coupling {_12_3I], which is
therefore much an aller than the elastic energy. There—
fore, m agnetic couplings can be ignored safely as far as
the them odynam ic phase transition is concemed.

Them al uctuations in the am plitude of superconduc—
tivity order param eter can be taken into account in sev—
eralways. O ne can include a tem perature dependence of
the am plitude In them ean—- eld way, such that the pene-
tration depth and the coupling constants vary w ith tem —
perature. T his treatm ent pem is a quantitative com par-
ison between sinulated quantities and experin ental ob—
servations Q-Z_i, 5@‘] A tematively, one can take them al
averages of superconductivity order param eter on scales
larger than the unit length of grid in ab planes. A fully
disordered con guration ofphase variableson the scale of
d then resuls in zero superconductivity order param eter
at any larger length scales.

TheHam iltonian (1) provides a reasonable description
for the layer pinning on Josephson vortices in the whole
tem perature regin e, even w thout taking into account
the tem perature dependence of G inzburg-Landau corre—
lation length. At low tem peratures, the layers m odeled
by the discreteness of the underlying grid in the ¢ direc—
tion set a serdes of barriers to the m otion of Jossphon

ux lines. If tem perature is high enough, on the other
hand, pancake vortices are activated them ally on CuO ,
layers, such that Josephson ux lines can hop to neigh-
boring block layers easily. Therm al uctuations reduce
e ectively the layer pinning potential.

The above Ham iltonian has a trivial lim it =1,
where KT transition takes place at TP2™ / 0:89J=ks
In each independent ab plane. For large but nie
anisotropy param eters, there is a broad crossover regin e
which is dom inated by this lin it, which can be seen in
the speci cheat :_B_Ji,:_zl_ﬁ)]

In the present study, the magnetic eld is xed at
f Bd?= ;, = 1=32 whilk the anisotropy param eter is
tuned for the convenience of sinulation. The system
size is Ly Ly, Lc= 384d 200d 20d under peri-
odic boundary conditions. T here are totally N, = 48000
Josephson vortices In the ground state. T he system size
is set anisotropically since we are interested In system s
of large anisotropy param eters: thereare £ Ly=d= 12
Josephson  ux lines the x direction, which is com parable
w ith the number of Jossphson ux lines in the c axis:
L.=2d = 10. (See Fig. 2 of B7]) Asthe eld direction
coincides w ith ab planes of strong couplings, the system
size In this direction has to be taken large enough in or-
der to treat therm al uctuationssu ciently. A though a
follanalysison niesizee ectsisstilldi cult wih the
available com puting resource, it w illbe revealed later by
com paring sin ulation resuls fordi erent anisotropy pa—
ram eters that the phases and phase diagram derived In
the present paper are free of serious nie-=size e ects.

In a typicalsin ulation process, we start w ith a random
con guration ofphase variables at a su cient high tem -
perature. T he system isthen cooled dow n gradually w ith




the tem perature skips and the number of M onte C arlo
sweeps listed In Ref.[_3]l]. A fter arriving at the lattice
phase at a su cintly low temperature, T = 01J=ksp,
we heat the system back slow ly. T hemm al averages are
taken over 10’ M onte Carlo sweeps at tem peratures
around the transition points. A1l the results shown In
the present paper are calculated in the heating process.

III. CRYSTALLIZATION TRANSITION
A . D escription of Josephson vortex lattice

T he crystalline order of the system is described by the
correlation fiinction

SR)=h R) @i h R)ih 0% @)

whereR = (x;y;z) and R ) isthe y com ponent of the

vortjcjtyPat position R which is explicitely de ned by
R) R, Ro,; ) withR, = (x;z),and is

Fourier transform ation, ie. the structure factor,

Z

sk)= d’Re ¥ "SR): 3)

In lattice phase subct to them al uctuations, the
vortex density is expressed in term s ofthe reciprocalvec—
tors as

R)= oe ¥o ®+ [ R)e ¥ Ry

(4)

whereK y with j= 0;1;2 are prim itive reciprocal lattice
vectorsand K g+ K 1+ K ; = 0. H igherham onicsarenot
Included for sim plicity, which are not in portant for the
later discussions on phase transitions. 5 R )’s are order
param eters of the crystalline order, and are expressed by
the displacement ed u = @ ;0;uc) [B11:

jR) = e vEL )

T he density-density correlation is then given by corre—
lation functions of order param eters

P

SR) = sk ¥ yR) O+ cx]
6)

P .
shoyife ¥ R+ colg® R);

w ith the correlator of displacem ent eldsde ned by

gK;R) he & BE) uO], )
T he cross tem sbetween di erent reciprocal vectors dis—
appear because of the In nite expectation values of dis—

placem ent elds. T he structure factor is then given by

SR)e T2 By oy

S k) SR i K9 Ry o ik+Ky) Ry K SR

(8)

For the present ux line system, it is convenient to
consider partial structure factors In the section per—
pendicular to the magnetic eld. They are related to
ghe above 3D one by a partial integral, S kx;yike)

dk,e®¥S (k). In the present paper, we w ill show sin —
ulation results on S (ky;ke) S Kyx;y = 0;kc) which re—
vealsthe vortex correlations In the sam e crosssection per—
pendicular to the m agnetic eld.

In a 3D crystal phase, gK ;R )’s approach to con-—
stants at large distances, and -function Bragg peaks
should be observed at the reciprocallattice vectors. For
the present system ofweak interlayer couplings, there isa
com peting orderto the 3D crystalline order, in which the
Josephson vortices are strongly correlated in each block
layer such that a Q LRO ispresent, while only SR corre—
lations are realized in the c direction:

gK ;;R) e ¥Fe=r )

wih R = (r;z), and r an inplne positional vec—
tor rescaled from the origial one according to the in-
plane elastic constants {_lC_i, :_25] As will be reveald
later, this case occurs when the mangeic eld and the
anisotropy param eter are large enough, such that every
block layer is occupied by Josephson vortices and the
two unit vectors In real space are a; = (3=£;0;0) and
a, = ([@=2£;0;d). The prin itive reciprocal lattice vec—
torsareK = ( 2f =d;0; =d)and (0;0; 2 =d). The
last two ones are equivalent to the origin. In this case,
dom inant them al uctuations are associated w ith the
other four reciprocal vectors. E specially, the k. and ki
pro lesofthe partial structure factorwith y = 0 around
them are evaluated as

S ( 2f =djkc) dxdze % =HZg® ;R)
. 10)
S2F ke —aZ
R iky 2f =d)x
S kx; =d) dxdze x gK ;R)
11)
*x 2f =dj ™ ;
wih R = (x;0;z), up to muliplicative coe cients and

linear corrections. N am ely, in such a phase of2D Q LRO
the structure factor should show power-law singularities
In the ky direction at reciprocallattice vectors, while
an ears out in the k. direction In a Lorentzian form . By

tting the pro s of the Bragg spots, the correlation
length . and the exponent o0fQLRO in abplanes can
be evaluated. D etailed discussions on pro ls of Bragg
peaks In the an ectic phase of liquid crystals can be found
in Ref.[4d].



FIG. 1: Structure factors S (kx ;kc) for = 8 at several
typical tem peratures. Top-left: T = 0:1J=kgs ; Top-right:
T = 0:96J=kp ; Bottom left: T = 0:98J=kp ; Bottom —right:
T = 1:5J=kg . The panels are for wave num bers w ithin kx 2
[ 25 =192d;25 =192d] (horizontal) and k. 2 [ 2 =d;2 =d]
(vertical). The spots at (kx;ke) = (0; 2 =d) are quivalent
to (0;0) in the present system .

B . First-order m elting transition: = 8

Let us start wih a system of the anisotropy param —
eter = 8, which models the high-T. superconductor
YBa,Cusz0y Upon tem perature sweeping, a  wst—
order transition is observed, indicated by the -function
peak in the speci ¢ heat and a kink anomaly In the
Josephson energy at T, = 0:96J=ky, as displayed In
Figsl and 4 of Ref.[37].

In order to characterize the phase transition better,
w e Investigate the crystalline order of Josephson vortices
In tem s of the structure factors. At low tem peratures,
there isa ne 3D LRCO in the system indicated by the

—flinction Bragg peaks at the reciprocal-attice vectors,
not only them inim alonesbut also at hjgher—ordl(—:;r satel-
Iites, as displayed In the top-left panel of Figdi. The
B ragg peaksare cbserved up to T, ’ 0:96J=kgp , w thout
Josing their sharpness as shown in the top—right panel of
Figi and in Figd. The 30 LRCO disappearswhen tem —
perature crosses T, . The rstorder transition at T, is
therefore denti ed asthem elting ofthe Josephson vortex
lattice, sim ilar to the m elting of Abrikosov (or pancake)
vortex lattice in m agnetic elds parallel to the c axis.

At T " 0:98J=ky, SR correlations are observed as
shown in the bottom -left panel of F igil, which charac-
terize a vortex liquid with layer m odulation. It is wor-
thy to notice that, in spie of the high anisotropy In the
vortex lattice, them al uctuations of large wave-Jengths
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FIG.2: ki (Eft) and kc' (right) pro les of Bragg peaks in
the top—J:jglrltpa.nelofFjgn_LI for = 8atT = 0:96J=ks .

are quite isotropic for = 8 asre ected In the soots at
kyike) = ( 2f =d; =d) in the bottom —left panel of
Fjg.:I:. At higher tem peratures, T 12J=kg , correla—
tions are suppressed by themm al uctuations to the scale
ofgrid size of sin ulation as depicted in the bottom —right
panel of ¥ jga'}' . Containing huge num ber of closed vor-
tex loops the system is com pletely disordered. In such
a case, a coarsegraining In the ab planes resuls in zero
am plitude ofthe superconductivity orderparam eter, cor—
responding to the nom al states. In this tem perature
regin e vortices are therefore not suitable for describing
the system anym ore. T he transform ation from the vortex
Jicquid to the nom alphase isa crossover, characterized by
the broad peak in the speci cheat in Fig. 3 ofRef.:_[f%_JJ].

W e have also sinulated systemswih 1 < 8 at
f = 1=32. The melting point increases with decreas-
Ing anisotropy param eter. Josephson vortices distribute
in a subset of block layers or < 5 B37]. The phase
transitionsare rst orderatwhich 3D LRCO setsup for
all the cases we have searched. T hese sin ulation results
look inconsistent w ith scenarios of continuousm elting at
Intermm ediate and low m agnetic elds.

C . M ulticriticalpoint

The rstorder melting of Josephson vortex lattice is
suppressed to continuous transitionsw hen the anisotropy
param eter increasesto = 10, when the 1ling factor is

xed at £ = 1=32, as reported in Ref. [3BV]. A critical
valie of the product between the anisotropy param eter
and ling factorm ay be given by :_[-1_33 ,:_-3_'7]:

1z)

Hh
I
[\S]
=
wl

Tt is easy to see that below the critical value, the
Josephson vortex system is physically equivalent to a 3D
anisotropic Abrikosov vortex lattice. Rescaling the sys—
tem by the anisotropy param eter should resul in an ef-
fective isotropic system . A 1l physical properties, includ—
Ing possbl phases and the nature of phase transition,
should be essentially the sam e as the isotropic system



FIG.3: Structure factors S (kx;kc) for = 20 at several
typical tem peratures. Top-left: T = 0:65J=ks ; Top-right:
T = 0:7J=kp ; Bottom —left: T = 0:95J=kp ; Bottom —right:

= 0:97J=kg . T he panels are for wave num bersw ithin ky 2
[ 25 =192d;25 =192d] (horizontal) and k. 2 [ 2 =d;2 =d]
(vertical). The spots at (kx;ke) = (0; 2 =d) are quivalent
to (0;0) in the present system .

except for an anisotropy scaling Ifl.f:] T his physical dis-
cussion is consistent w ith our observations presented in
the preceding subsection.

O n the other hand, the system becom es un-rescalable
above the critical value, since the m inin al inter<vortex
separation In the ¢ axis 2d has been reached at the crit-
icalvalie. Any Increase In either f or results in over-
wheln ing x-direction interwvortex repulsions, which en—
hance the In-plane crystalline order. A though the CuO ,
layers x the Interwortex distance for Josephson vortices
In the c axis, i has nothing to do w ith the Intervortex
correlations. This is the m ost in portant peculiarity of
the interlayer Josephson vortices com pared w ith liquid
crystals in which am ectic orders are realized.

D . Intemm ediate phase: = 20

In order to reveal the crystalline order of Jossphson
vortices above the criticalpoint, we choose = gO which
is quite above the multicritical valne = 16= 3’ 924
at £ = 1=32. An approprately large anisotropy param —
eter realizes the intermm ediate phase In a wide tem pera—
ture regin e while leaves a reasonable Interlayer Joseph—
son coupling, and thus is convenient for com puter sim —
ulations. For T 0:65J=ks , a 3D LRCO same as that
for = 8 is observed in this highly anisotropic case as
shown in the top-left panelofFigd and in Figd.
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FIG.4: kx (Eff) and kc (right) pro les of Bragg peaks in
the top ]eﬂ:panelofFJgd for = 20atT = 0:65J=ks .
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FIG.5: kx (Eff) and kC (xjght) pm les of Bragg peaks in
the top J:jghtpa.nelofFJgG for =20atT = 0:70=ks .

In a sharp contrast to the case of = 8, however, the
Bragg soots or = 20 at (ke;ke) = ( 2f =d; =d)
an ear signi cantly in the k direction as tem perature in—
creases to T = 0:{7J=kp , while leaving the sharpness n
the k, direction alm ost unchanged as seen in the top-—
right panel of Figid. Themal uctuations are therefore
very anisotropic as well as the structure of the vortex
lattice. The di usive and stripe-lke B ragg spots survive
to T ’ 0:95J=kp (see the bottom —eft panel of F igid).

As shown in the right panel ofFJgE the k. pro e
of the Bragg spots at T = 0:{/J=kg is tted well by
the Lorentzian function in Eq.{10) with the correlation
¥ength .’ 1:5d. Therefore, the Josephson vortices are
coupled to each other only SR in the c axis. A lthough
it is not easy to distinguish num erically the ky pro ke In
the left panel ofF jg;li from a -—function Bragg peak, i is
easy to see that a —function one is in possble as far as
the systam is decoupled in the c axis.

Theky pro lesofstructure factors S (k; ;kc) forhigher
tem peratures are depicted In F jg:_d . They are clearly dif-
ferent from the -—function peak for T 0650=k for
the present system , and those for = 8 In the whole
tem perature regine T T, . Supposing a cusp singular-
ity in thepro lesin FJg:E we can evaliate the exponent

in the correlation function Eq. (S'r)) by tting the data
points ncluding the peak values. This analysis results
n 7 197 0:07;142 001;117 0007;111 0:003
atT = 0:96;0:95;0:92;0:8J=ky , w ith the error bars from
the least-squares ttings. The tting curves are shown
In Fig#k by the solid curves. The good qualiy ofthe t-



0.012 T T
i T=0.96J/k, |
i T=0.95J/k, | 3
0.009 | v T=0.92J/kB ———————————————————
Z> i I T=0.8J/kB |
/\_\ |-
g L
1 0.006 +
(] [
< L
x
X L
B L
0.003 DT MY
0
0 5 10 15 20
k [17192d]
FIG.6: kx pro lsofstructrure factors S (kx ;kc) around the

Bragg spots for = 20 in the Intem ediate phase. T he solid
curves are resu s of the least-squares ttingsto thepowerlaw
function as describbed In text.

tingswih > 1 for allthe tem peratures, especially for
0 ky =16d, can be taken as a justi cation of the
assum ption on the cusp shgularity.

T he tem perature dependence of the m axin alvalie of
Bragg peaks is shown in Fjg:'j.. T he intensity of Bragg
spots is an all and increases very slow ly with decreas—
ing tem perature for 0:7J=kg T 0:95J=kp . A cross
T where the spotsbecom e -function like, the intensiy
Increases noticably. A s a com parison, that for = 8 in—
creases very sharply w ith decreasing tem perature as soon
as they becom e observabl at the m elting point T, as
shown In Fjg:j..

One can also evaluate the partial structure factor
S kyiky) S kyjky;z= 0),which describes the Joseph-—
son vortex correlations in the sam e block layers. The
pro Xs around the Bragg spots k;ky) = ( 2f =d;0)
should behave as

S k«;0) ke 2f =dj* ; S@f =d;k,) K,

13)

The sinulted results are displayed :n Figi§ r T =

08J=kg . A power-law singulariy is observed, which is
consistent w ith that in the x ¢ crosssections. The col-
lpse of two pro les keft to the peak in Figi§ indicates
that the In-plane correlation finctions are govemed by
the sam e exponent . The deviation on the right side
of the peak is obviously caused by the second peak In
the ky pro ke at k = 4f =d, which is absent in the k,

direction. Since < 2 observed In the structure factor
S Kx;ke), the unnom alized pro lesshould diverge in the
them odynam ic lin it as in the above equations. T here—
fore, one cannot evaluate the exponent directly from
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FIG.7: Temperature dependence of the intensity of B ragg
peaks for = 8 and 20.
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FIG.8: Pro lesofthe structure factor S (ki ;ky) around the

Bragg spot (kx;ky) = ( =164;0) or = 20atT = 0:8J=ks .

the pro les.

T he above observations therefore Indicate the existence
of an Intemm ediate phase for = 20, characterized by
SR interlayer correlation and inplane Q LRO , which is
clearly absent or = 8 below the m ulticritical point.

Is an intermm ediate phase plausbl In the present sys—
tem theoretically? A ccording to the perturbative RG
expansion to a 2D system by Balents and Nelson @-!E‘],
the lattice is stabl at low tempermtureswih < 1=2
w here dislocations caused by hops of segm ents of Joseph—
son  ux lines across the superconducting layers are irrel-
evant whilke the Interlayer coupling is relevant; at high
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FIG.9: Tem perature dependence of ratios of Josephson ux
lines w hich contain segm ents hopping into neighboring block
Jayers, of those which either hop or collide w ith neighbors in
the sam e block layers, and ofpopulations ofthem ally excited,
closed loops of Josephon vortices (nomm alized by 40 240) and
ofthose containing also pancake vortices (nom alized by 240).

tem peratures wih > 2 where the dislocations are rel-
evant w hile the interlayer coupling is irrelevant, the sys—
tem behaves as liquid. In the interm ediate tem perature
regin €, both ofthem are relevant and the fate ofthe sys—
tem isnot very wellcontrolled. T he system m ay take one
of the two states, or it can take the sm ectic order as the
authors suggested.

In simnulations, we analyze the trapctories of the
Josephson  ux lines when they travel through the sam —
plk. Asdepicted In Fjg:_fi, Josephson  ux-lines are com —
pktely con ned by the CuO,; layersbelow T . W ihout
dislocations caused by the hops, the system is In lat-
tice phase as shown In the top—left panel ofF jg:_'a’, consis—
tent w ith the theory. D islocationsbecom e popular in the
sy stem I:Nhel’l tem perature is elavated cross T as shown
In FigQ. Ik is interesting to observe that the maximal
valie of the exponent in our sinulations, r 197
at T ' 0:96J=kp , is close to the theoretical prediction

= 2 forthe phase boundary between liquid and the In-
term ediate phase. H owever, we should notice that whilke
the theory predicted relevance of interlayer coupling in
the interm ediate regim €, our sin ulations indicate the SR
caxis correlation. The origin of this dJscrepancy is not
clearatthism om ent. A spointed out In Ref. ElO one pos—
sbility is that although the long-wave-length displace—
m ents of Josephson ux lines in the neighboring layers
are coupled, accum ulation of disorders in a stack of lay—
ers lkads to decoupling, nam ely SR c-axis correlation.

In Fjg:'_d, we also display the tem perature dependence
of population of closed Jossphson vortex loops activated
them ally. T hese excitationshave not been treated in the
elastic theory, and are responsible for the tem perature

dependence of the exponents . The elastic constants in
the present system are therefore not sin ply dom inated by
entropy as discussed in the elastic theory. O ur sysl:em is
sin ilarto the them otropic sm ectics in thisaspect [42] A
counter exam ple is found in the yotropic ]am ellar phase
ofa multilayer uid m em brane system .[44] See .[45] for
a detailed discussion.

E. N ovelK osterlitz-T houless phase

Sihce the density-density correlations are SR in the
c direction in the interm ediate phase, the e ective free
energy is govemed by the long-wave-length uctuations
given in the ollow ing density expression

iko

©= (e T o@e™ % 14)
with ko (Kkxoikyo) = @f =d;0) and
(r) _ ] :eﬁf ux—d (15)

W hen a smallam plitnde j jis set up P51, presum ably
at T ' 0:96J=kg asmFJgsﬁ; and-'/i the e ective free
energy is reduced to

FErouy)?: (16)

Since the digplacem ent eld v, is continuous and of the
m odulusd=f, the above freeenergy ise ectively the sam e
asthe H am ittonian ofthe 2D XY m odel. T he interm edi-
ate phase therefore allsonto the KT  xed line.

Iv. SUPERCONDUCTIVITY TRANSITION

So far we have concentrated on the crystalline order
of Josephson vortices. Tt is also in portant to investigate
the superconductivity in the system . A lthough the am —
plitude ofthe local order param eter of superconductiviy
is xed in the Ham iltonian (1), the fate of m acroscopic
superconductivity is govemed by the order of Jossphson
vortices. W e m easure the LR superconductivity by the
helicity m odulus Bl- :32

Asshown In Fngld In-plane helicity moduli for = 8
set up sharply at the melting point T, ’ 0:96J=kg,
where 3D LRCO is realized. The nite helicity m odu-
lus  along them agnetic eld indicates the breaking of
U (1) gauge symm etry, and thus the appearance of LRO
of superconductivity. The nie 4 is, on the otherhand,
the signature of the Intrinsic pinning on Josephson vor-
tices from the layer structure, since the helicity m odulus

x M easures the energy cost for sliding Josephson vor-
tices in the cdirection. . isvanishingdown to zero tem -
perature, re ecting the absence of pinning force in the x
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FIG .10: Tem perature dependence of in-plane helicity m od—
ulifor = 8 and = 20. The solid line is for theoretical

prediction of the universal jimp at KT transitions. For a
pure 2D unfrustrated XY m odel correspondingto = 1 in
Ham iltonian (1) Tb‘are ’ 089J=kg .

direction. T herefore, the system is superconducting in ab

plane or T T, . The sharp drop of the inplane helic—

ity m oduliat them elting point is In accordance w ith the
rst-order nature of the m elting transition.

A typical con guration of phase variables on an ab
plane at low tem peratures is displayed in Fjgi_l-}'. The
phasesareunifomm alongthem agnetic eld. It isalso reg-
ular in the x direction, except for a single-w avenum ber
m odulation govemed by the densiy of Jossphson ux
nes (3, 6.

T he static phase wave can be displayed In am ore trans—
parentw ay by show ing the supercurrent in the x direction

Iy (x) sihh( (+ R) ' (). The supercun:ents associ-
ated w ith the phase distrbbution in F nglL aredisplayed in
the keft panelofF Jg,_lg . Regions of positive and negative
supercurrents in the x direction are decorated by white
and black tones respectively. T here are four black (@and
white) strjpes in the region of I, = 128d, corresponding
to the density of Josephson ux linesf = 1=32. The pat-
tem of supercurrents on a neighboring ab plane is shown
in the right panelofF Jg:_ié . The stripeson the two planes
are opposite to each other In black and white tones, and
sustain four Josephson ux linesbetween them shown In
Fig2 of Ret.37].

Variations of the ]ghase variables along the c direction
is displayed in FJg,_13 The con guration is sin ilar to
the sequence (0;0; ; ;0;0;
sim ulated caxism odulation ism ore com plex, which to—
gether w ith that In the x direction m inin izes the energy
forweak but nite interlayer couplings.

T he am plitude of the phase m odulation in x direction
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FIG.1l: A typical con guration of phase variables on an
abplane at T = 0:1J=kg for = 8. Shown is a region of
dinensions ik 1, = 64d 64d.

FIG. 12: Supercurrents between two sites neighboring to
each other in_the x direction. Shown is the region ofthe sam e
origin of F igfll but of larger dim ensions k1, = 128d 128d.

isam allaround and above them ulticriticalpoint in accor-
dance w ith the analytic result by Bulevsky and C lem :

A = 1=2 ( £ < 1 [6]. M ost of the frustrations in—
duced by them agnetic_ eld arecon ned in the cdirection
as clearly seen In Fjg:_ll_i. T he lJarge phase m odulations

In the ¢ direction m ake the phase slip hard, resulting In

the nite helicity m odulus . The an all, and thus soft

phasem odulations In the x direction suppress the helicity

modulus . to zero.

For = 20, nie In-plane helicity m oduli signal the
onset ofQ LRO of superconductivity, asa tw in oftheQ L—
RCO of Jossphson vortices. The sharp drops of helicity
moduli or = 20 corresgpond to the universal imp In
KT transitions §7].

The jmp of helicity modulus in Figli( is rounded

) derived in H_e_f.BG . The from the universalone by the nitesize e ect as usual

An analysison nie-sizee ectsiscertainly helpfilhere.
However, as one can see In a carefill study by Lee and

Teitelon a 2D Coulomb gas system In Ref.[_4§'], this ap—
proach is usually very hard since the nitesize e ects
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are Jogarithm ically weak [49]. A sin ilar analysis for the
present system should be even harder, since rst, there is
a SR correlation in the c direction, secondly, the system
size should be very huge in order to contain su cient
num ber of Josephson vortices, and thirdly, the present
system is anisotropic in all three directions.

For these reasons, we w ill not seek to verify the uni-
versal Jum p in the present system . Instead, upon reveal-
Ing the existence of the novelK T phase from sim ulation
results and the sym m etry argum ent in term s of the crys—
talline order of Josephson vortices In the pn'egedjng sec—
tion, we adopt the expected universal jim p Elj]

=kg Tx 1 = 2= @7

to estim ate }:he KT transition tem perature Lé(_i] From
data in Figyl0,we nd Ty ’ 0:91J=ks .

The KT transition tem perature or = 20 is above
that of the isolated 2D system Tp3™ / 0:89J=ks . This
is physical since couplings betw een nearest neighboring
layers enhance ordering. The bare KT transition point
sets a lower bound for the nom al to superconductiviy
transition in m agnetic elds parallel to the ab plane, as
can be read from Ham iltonian (1).

An inportant feature in the helicity m odulifor = 20
is revealed in Figl0. Nam ely, the helicity m oduli in x
and y directions are collapsing at all tem peratures. P re—
sum ing that the relation between the exponent a (T ) de—

ned in the IV characteristicsV P and the helicity
m oduli {_5]_;, :_5?]

a =1+ =ks T; for = X;y 18)
In the KT phase derived In pure 2D system s is also ap—
plicable for the present KT phase, the collapse of he-
licty moduli in the two in-plane directions is consis—
tent w ith the orientation-independent, ie. Lorentz—force—
independent, dissipationsw hen the current and m agnetic

eld are both parallelto the abplane :_[1_é] Further inves-
tigation is expected In order to address this point com —
pltely. -,

O ne m ight notice that in Fjg,'_lg the helicity m oduli
for the tw o anisotropy param eters are very close to each
other. It is reasonabl since, 1rst, both rstorder and
KT transitions reveal sharp drops in the helicity m od—

ulus, and secondly, the anisotropy param eters are both

10

very large such that the transition points are close to
the lower bound TP2™ = 089J=ks . The heliciy m od-
uli in the x and y directions are close to each other for

= 8 m erely because that it is close to the m ulticritical
point. For am aller anisotropy param eters, thus far from
the m ulticritical point, we nd clearly that the isotropy
In the n-plane helicity m odulus isbroken. This explains
the anisotropic resistivity in sam ples of Y Ba,Cu30 5

V. PHASE TRANSITION AT Ty

W hat isthe nature ofthe phase transition betw een the
2D QLRO and 3D LRO atT ? In order to answer this
question, we follow Balentsand N elson to com pose an ef-
fective Landau free-energy fiinctional for the 3D Joseph-
son vortex lattice, which was form ulated for a possble
smectic to crystal transition R5]. The vortex density
In the 3D crystal phase is expressed by three prim itive
reciprocal-lattice vectors as in Eq.(:ff) . A Landau free en—
ergy for the dom inant uctuations is given by, up to a
spatial anisotropy In the coe cients which is unin por-
tant here,

h

R
F =1=2 &R hij5 :F+hi5 ,7¥

+gG 15 2+5 ;5 )
i
2)+ 7

19)

+rG aF+ )+ w1 2+

where the order parameter ( = 1 associated wih

kx;ke) = (0; 2 =d) has been Included into the coef-
cients g and w. Our simulations have revealed that
Josephson  ux lines are com pletely con ned by super—

conducting layers, namely uc = 0, orT < T . Thus, the
two order param eters in Eq.(_S) becom e com plex conju—
gate to each other:

1= ,=3 B e 20)
T he free energy is then reduced to
Z
F= &R Ouy)?: @1)

T he phase transition is therefore second order w ith the
critical phenom ena govermed by the universality class of
the 3D XY m odel

A phase transition in this universality class possesses
a negative critical exponent for the speci c heat. This
naturally explains the an ooth tem perature dependence
of the sinulated speci c heat around T 1n Fig. 3 of
Ref.31].

W hen the criticalpoint T is approached from below,
Interlayer shear m odulus of the Josephson vortex lattice
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FIG. 14: B T phase diagram for J'nter]ayeﬁ Josephson
vortices w ith a m ulticritical point at B e = =2 3 &. The
phase boundaries T, B );Tkr B) and T (B) are associated
with rst-order,KT and 3D XY phase transitions asdiscussed
in text. Possible crossovers are lncluded by dashed lnes.

is softened continuously to zero as Ceg d= . (T
T) wih ' 067, and ram ains vanishing in the whole
Interm ediate phase.

VI. PHASE DIAGRAM

Based on the analysespresented so long, wem ap out in
Figdd theB T phasediagram for interlayer Josephson
vortices, noting that the sam e physics should occur w hen
them agnetic eld istuned at a given anisotropy param —
eter. The rstorderm elting line at low m agnetic elds
branches Into two phase boundaries at the m ulticritical
point characterized by the m agnetic eld

Bne= B=——: 22)

2 3 &
T he phase at high m agnetic elds and interm ediate tem —
peratures is a novelK T phase.

T here are tw o dashed, crossover curves in the phase di-
agram Figyl4. The high-tem perature one denoted by T,
follow s the broad cusp in the speci ¢ heat where huge
num bers of vortex loops are excited. It is a crossover
w here the am plitude of superconductivity order param e-
ter attainsa nite value, and thus corresoonds to He, in
the m ean— eld theory. T he low -tem perature and alm ost—

eld-independent line T, denotes a crossover team pera—
ture below which them ally activated pancake vortices
are very few and bound to each other too tightly such
that Josephson ux lines cannot hops across the CuO,
layers. Transport properties can be di erent on the two
sides of the crossover line T}, since random ly distributed
point-like defects m ight pin Josephson ux lines via the
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pancake vortices present above Ty (1_5-25, :_'J-Z_L‘] A s the dis—
placam ent In the ¢ direction is m assive below Ty, one
expects the transverse M eissnere ect in the low tem per-
ature regim e.

VII. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSIONS

Themain ndingofthepresentwork isthatthenom al
to superconductivity phase transition in m agnetic elds
parallel to superconducting layers is rst order at low

elds, while two-step and continuous with a KT type
interm ediate phase athigh elds. T here is gm ulticritical
point at m agnetic eld oforderB, .= (=2 3 & i the
B T phase diagram .

T hat the above phases are genuine for the interlayer
Josephson vortices rather than artifacts from  nite-size
and short+tin e e ects can be concluded from the follow -
Ing considerations: F irst, the successfiil observation of
the single, rstordermelting transition or = 8 indi-
cates that the system size is su cient for the onset of
3D LRCO below the mulicritical anisotropy param eter;
Second, the SR order in the c direction for = 20 isnot
a niesizee ect, sihceperiodic boundary conditions are
adopted In the present study, which tend to enhance or-
dering. It is not a short simulation-tin e e ect either,
since a heating process from a 3D LR crystalline order
is adopted; Third, i is clear that the system described
by Ham ittonian (1) wih a nie should order (m aybe
partially) at a tem perature higher than that of the 1im it
case = 1 , which com poses of independent 2D super-
conductors with TP3™ ’ 089J=ks . Thus, the n-plane
vortex correlation functions at, orexam ple, T = 0:7 and
08J=ks < TP3™ or = 20 cannot be SR; with the
short rangeness of c-axis correlations, they cannot be LR
either. They then should be Q LR, consistent w ith that
dem onstrated num erically.

The peculiar transport properties observed In
BbSrnCaCu,0g+y when magnetic elds and currents
are both parallel to the CuO, layers are ablk to be
explained in tem s of the B T phase diagram , since
dissipation at am all currents should be govemed by
the equilbrium properties. In the KT phase, isotropic
helicity m oduliw ith the universal jim p at the transition
point are responsible to the isotropic, and therefore
Lorentz—force-independent, dissipation and the pow er-Jlaw
non-O hm ic IV characteristics. In the 3D lattice phase,
which is realized at low magnetic elds for Bibased
m aterials or up to quite strong elds In YBCO m ateri-
als, larger dissipations should be observed at transverse
currents than parallel ones.

The B T phase diagram i Figil4 is consistent
w ith several recent experin ents. By detecting the os—
cillation In the caxis ux ow of Jossphson vortices in
BiLSrnCaCuy03g+y, Oo0li and Hirata sucoeeded in mea-—
suring the phase boundary on which the 3D triangular
lattice softens I_5§:] The resultant curve has the same
shape ormed by T B) at high elds and T, B) at



low elds, with a kink corresponding to the m ulticriti-
calpoint. In the sam em aterial, M irkovic et al. observed
that the sharp drop ofthe resistivity associated w ith the

rst-order vortex lattice m elting at low m agnetic eldsis
suppressed Into a sm ooth one when them agnetic eld is
elevated to about 1T , suggesting a continuousphase tran—
sition f_5-§] T he steep nom alto superconductivity phase
boundary at high m agnetic elds observed by Lundqgvist
etal [57]isin accordancew ith the Jowerbound TP3™ on
Txr B ), although the KT features are stillnot available
experin entally.

Recently K akeya et al. observed two plasn a m odes
when applying a m agnetic eld paralkelto the ab plane,
of frequency higher (lower) than that of zero m agnetic

eld and Increasing (decreasing) w ith the m agnetic eld
f58]. W hile the high branch is caused by the resonance
betw een the electrom agnetic eld and coherentm otion of
Interlayer Josephson vortices, the low branch is aSJgned
to the shear vibration of Josephson vortex lattice {‘59]
Since the K T phase proposed in the present work is char-
acterized by vanishing interlayer shear m odulus, the low
plasm a m ode should disappear and the high m ode is still
observabl asthem agnetic eld ortem perature approach
thephaseboundary T from the 3D lattice phase. T here—
fore, the Josephson plasn a phenom enon provides a pow —
erful technigue to test our phase diagram .

Sihce the multicritical eld is approxin ately 50T for
YBa,Cuz04 presum ing = 8 and d = 12A, the nor-
m alto superconductivity phase transition should be rst
order at m agnetic elds available in laboratory to date.
This is consistent w ith a recent m easurem ent on the spe-
ci cheat by Schilling et al. up to 10T 160]. Tt is revealed
that the phase boundary is an ooth in accordance w ih
the 3D anisotropic G L theory, and thus the system ises—
sentially the sam e as the Abrikosov (or pancake) vortex
system . A m eandering phase boundary was ocbserved in
transport m easurem ents by G ordeev et al. in the same
fam ily ofm aterials and el regin e |54]. The di erence
m ight be quantitative, or m ay be the result of di erent
experim ental techniques. It is noticed that our phase
diagram isnot to scalke at low elds.

Tt is Interesting to ask whether the phase diagram of
Interlayer Josephson vortices can be derived from a Lin—
dem ann type theory. In a Lindem ann theory a lattice is
supposed to m elt when the them al average of displace—
ment eld exceeds a certain fraction of interwortex dis—
tance. T his picture hasbeen usefiil in understanding the
m elting of pancake vortex lattice (or Bragg glass). O ne
should be very carefilw hen applying the Lindem ann the—
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ory to the m elting of interlayer Josephson vortex lattice,
since thermm al uctuations are very anisotropic egoecially
at strong m agnetic elds above the m ulicritical point.
W hile them al uctuations in the ¢ direction are pinned
com plktely below T , those in ab planes diverge as tem —
perature approaches i from below . Layers of Josephson
vortices slide easily over each other In the interm ediate
phase. A naive Lindem ann theory is clearly not applica—
bl.

Tt is inportant to notice the di erences am ong the
present system and am ectic liquid crystals w ith or w th—
out an extemal eld. Ideal amecitcA liquid crystals
have liquid-lke correlations in two dim ensions and a
solid like periodic m odulation of the density along the
third direction. The elastic free-energy functional for a
an ectic possesses the so—called Landau-P eierls instabil-

l6l .62, .63], ie. suppression of in-plane quadratic

J:sl: derivatives. W hen a m agnetic or dielectric eld is
applied, the layer nom al is energetically con ned in a
predeterm Ined plane. The quadratic st derivative is
then suppressed In only one direction. System s in this
group were called planar hyered, and the possble phases
and phase diagram s were addressed by G rinstein et al.
{_6-4]. T he interlayer Josephson-vortex system in m agnetic

elds parallel to the layers is polar hyered, In which the
nom al of Josephson-vortex layers is along the crystal-
graphic c axis. T here is no Landau-P eierls lke instabil-
ity left any m ore in the present system . The di erence in
symm etry results in the di erent phases, as clearly indi-
cated by the sim ulated structure factors. Ik is interesting
to observe the sin flarity between the last two layered sys—
tem s, nam ely both of them contain a m ulticritical point
in their phase diagram s.
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