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W epresenta generalinterpolation theory forthephenom enologicale�ectsoftherm aluctuations

in superconductors.Fluctuationsaredescribed by asim plegaugeinvariantextension ofthegaussian

e�ective potentialfor the G inzburg-Landau static m odel. The approach is shown to be a genuine

variationalm ethod,and tobestationary forin�nitesim algaugevariationsaround theLandau gauge.

Correlation and penetration lengthsare shown to departfrom the m ean �eld behaviourin a m ore

or less wide range of tem perature below the criticalregim e, depending on the class of m aterial

considered. The m ethod is quite generaland yields a very good interpolation ofthe experim ental

data forvery di�erentm aterials.

PACS num bers:74.20.D e,74.25.Bt,11.15.Tk

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

In a recent paper[1]we have shown that the G aussian E�ective Potential(G EP) can describe the behaviour of

superconductors,thusallowing fora com parison with the experim entaldata.The G EP hasa long history[2,3,4,5,

6,7,8,9,10,11]and hasbeen discussed by severalauthorsasa toolfordescribing the breaking ofsym m etry in the

standard m odelofelectroweak interactions[11,12],but in that context no realcom parison with experim entaldata

willbe achievable untilthe detection ofthe Higgsboson. ThusHigh Tc superconductorsrepresentthe bestway to

testthereliability ofthem ethod.W hilethecom parison with experim entaldata isofspecialim portanceasa testfor

the G EP variationalm ethod itself,the m ethod can beregarded asa generalinterpolation schem eforthe pre-critical

region ofsuperconductors:too closeto the criticalpointfortherm aluctuationsbeing negligible,butnotyetin the

criticalrange where universality sets in. In this pre-criticalrange,the G EP provides an interpolation between the

m ean-�eld behaviourand the criticallim it.Besidesstandard phenom enologicalparam etersthe m ethod relieson one

freeparam eterwhich characterizesthewidth ofthepre-criticalrangeand allowsforavery good �toftheexperim ental

data forvery di�erentm aterialsranging from cuprateslikeYBa2Cu2O 7�� to thedoubleband superconductorM gB2.

The freeparam eterturnsoutto be a characteristicenergy scaleofthe m aterial.

Thegeneralphenom enologyofsuperconductivity can bedescribed by thestandard Anderson-Higgsm echanism :the

supercurrentiscarriedbypairsofchargedferm ionswhosenon-vanishingexpectation valuebreaksthegaugesym m etry,

and endowsthegaugebosonswith a non-zero m ass.Thus,thestandard G inzburg-Landau (G L)e�ectiveLagrangian

providesthebestfram ework fora generaldescription ofthephenom enology.M oreover,astheG L action can beseen

asapowerexpansion oftheexactaction around thecriticalpoint,theG L action m ustberecoveredby any m icroscopic

theory atleastaround the transition. Therefore,whateverthe origin ofthe m icroscopic pairing m echanism ,the G L

action isa sound startingpointfora generalinterpolation schem eofsuperconductivity.O fcoursewecannottrustthe

m ean-�eld approach to theG L e�ectivetheory,and weexpectthatin high Tc superconductorsm any unconventional

properties should have to do with the breaking down ofthe sim ple m ean-�eld picture. Actually,unconventional

superconductorsarecharacterized by a very sm allcorrelation length �,which allowstheexperim entaliststo getcloser

to thecriticalpointwherethetherm aluctuationscannotbeneglected and them ean-�eld approxim ation isdoom ed

to fail. As faraswe know there isno clearevidence thatthe criticaluniversalbehaviourcan alwaysbe reached in

the cuprate superconductors:a weakly charged superuid regim e hasbeen predicted and observed[13,14,15,16]in

nearly optim ally doped sam ples,whilea charged criticalbehaviourhasbeen reported fortheunderdoped sam ples[17].

Recently thesuperconducting pyrochloreshavebeen shown to open up a window onto thecharged criticalregim e[18].

Howeveritisoutofdoubtthatan interm ediate range oftem perature isnow accessible,where therm aluctuations

are not negligible even when the sam ple is stillout ofthe truly criticalregim e. Thus,in order to describe som e

unconventionalpropertiesofhigh Tc superconductors,we need to incorporate the role oftherm aluctuations,but

unfortunately we cannot rely on the standard renorm alization group m ethods[19]which would only describe the

lim iting universalbehaviour. W e need an approxim ate approach to the G L action for the non-universalregim e

where the behaviour depends on the physicalparam eters ofthe sam ple,and we would prefer a non-perturbative

approxim ation in orderto dealwith any coupling,whateveritsstrengthness.

As a toy m odelfor electroweak interactions,the scalar electrodynam ics in four dim ensions has been studied by

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0507577v2
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Iba~nez-M eieretal.[12]who com puted theG EP by useofCartesian coordinatesforthe�eld com ponents.Thischoice

breaksthe U(1)sym m etry ofthe �eld and givesrise to an unphysical,and undesirable,m assive degree offreedom .

However,in threespacedim ensions,theU(1)scalarelectrodynam icsisequivalentto thestandard staticG L e�ective

m odelofsuperconductivity,and the G EP becom esa variationaltoolforsuperconductivity. In thispaper,we show

thattheunphysicaldegreeoffreedom can beavoided by useofpolarcoordinatesforthe�eld com ponents.M oreover,

thechoiceofaU(1)sym m etricG aussian functionalrestoresthegaugesym m etryand m akesthetheory gaugeinvariant

forin�nitesim algauge changesaround the Landau gauge.In a previouswork we discussed the sam e approxim ation

in unitarity gauge[1]. The m ethod has been extended to two-dim ensionalsystem s by Abreu et al[20]in order to

study �lm superconductors. Unfortunately,we found outthatthe claim ed exact[21]integration ofthe longitudinal

com ponentofthe electrom agneticvector�eld A � isonly approxim atively exact.Actually,asweshow in the present

paper,thatapproxim ation isa variationalone and its accuracy can be checked by standard variationalargum ents.

Indeed,by a directcom parison oftheenergies,weshow thatthepresentm ethod yieldsa betterresultcom pared with

the Cartesian coordinateG EP ofIba~nez-M eieretal[12].

The variationalm ethod provides a way to evaluate im portant phenom enologicalquantities like the correlation

length � and the penetration depth � thatem erge asthe solution ofa setofcoupled equations. The G L param eter

�G L = �=�,whosecriticalbehaviourhasbeen addressed by Herbutand Tesanovic[19],ishereshown to be described

by a very sim ple relation in the pre-criticalregim e where it is found to be tem perature-dependent,in contrast to

the m ean-�eld result. Thus,the G L param eter has been chosen as a usefulm easure oftherm aluctuations: its

dependenceon tem peratureisa sign ofthebreaking down ofthem ean-�eld approxim ation which predictsa constant

�G L. Unfortunately,experim entaldata on the tem perature dependence ofthe G L param eterare quite fragm entary

in the literature. The behaviour of� and � can be extracted by the knowledge ofthe criticalm agnetic �elds,but

experim entallim itson thesedata havenarrowed ourchancesofa widecom parison with experim ents.Up to now,our

G EP hasshown the capability of�tting the G L param eterforallthe m aterialsthatwehavebeen able to test.

Thepaperisorganized asfollows:in section IItheG L action and partition function arereported and thesym m etry

ofthem odelisdiscussed togetherwith theconditionsforthegaugeinvarianceofthevariationalfunctional;in section

IIIthe integration ofthe longitudinalvector�eld isshown to be a variationalapproxim ation;in section IV the G EP

is evaluated in polar coordinates and the result is com pared with the Cartesian coordinate m ethod ofRef.[12];in

section V the variationalequationsaresolved forsom esetofphenom enologicalparam etersand the G L param eteris

com pared with the available experim entaldata;som e com m entsand �nalrem arkson the interpolation m ethod are

reported.

II. T H E G L A C T IO N A N D G A U G E IN VA R IA N C E

Letusconsiderthe standard static G L action[22]

S =

Z

d
3
x

�
1

4
F��F

��
+
1

2
(D ��)

�
(D

�
�)+

1

2
m

2

B �
�
� + �B (�

�
�)

2

�

: (1)

Here� isa com plex (charged)scalar�eld,itscovariantderivativeisde�ned according to

D � = @� + ieB A � (2)

and �;� = 1;2;3 run overthe three space dim ensions. The com ponents ofthe m agnetic �eld F�� = @�A � � @�A �

satisfy

1

2
F�� F

��
= jr � A j

2
(3)

and the partition function isde�ned by the functionalintegral

Z =

Z

D [�;�
�
;A �]e

�S
: (4)

The action S in Eq.(1)hasa localU (1)sym m etry asitisinvariantfora localgaugetransform ation

A ! A + r �(x) (5)

� ! �e
� ieB �(x) (6)
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where �(x) is an arbitrary function. The integration over A is then redundant in Eq.(4) and a gauge �xing term

m ustbe inserted in orderto m ake the partition function �nite. According to the standard De W itt-Faddeev-Popov

m ethod[23]the partition function can be written as

Z =

Z

D [�;�
�
;A �]e

�S
e
�S f ix : (7)

wherethe gauge�xing action is

Sfix =

Z

d
3
x
1

2�
f
2

(8)

and f(A)= 0 isan arbitrary gaugeconstraint.Z isinvariantforany changeoftheparam eter� and oftheconstraint

f.W ith som eabuseoflanguage,thisinvarianceproperty isreferred to asgaugeinvariancewhileitisa m oregeneral

invarianceasZ doesnotdepend on theshapeoftheweightfactorwhich hasbeen added in Eq.(7).O nly for� ! 0 the

weightfactorexp(� Sfix)becom esa �-function which enforcestheconstraintf = 0 on thevector�eld A .Thusgauge

invariance denotesthe invariance ofthe theory forany change ofthe constraintf = 0 in the lim it� ! 0. Thisisa

weakercondition,butunfortunatelyeven thisisnotful�lled bysom eapproxim ationstothepartition function.In som e

approxim ation schem es,such astheperturbativem ethod,theaction S issplitin two partsS = S0 + S1 and di�erent

approxim ationsareconsidered forthetwo parts:forinstanceS0 m ightneed no approxim ationswhileexp(� S1)could

be expanded as a power series ofsom e sm allparam eter. Even when S is gauge invariant the approxim ate Z can

resultto be gauge dependent. It is easy to show that ifboth S0 and S1 are gauge invariantthen the approxim ate

Z is gauge invariantin the sense that in the lim it � ! 0 any gauge change f ! f + �f leavesthe approxim ate Z

unchanged.Thusin orderto obtain a gaugeinvarianttreatm entwem usttakecarethattheexactaction S issplitin

gaugeinvariantterm s.

TheG EP isa sortofoptim ized �rstorderapproxim ation:in Cartesian coordinates[12]theaction issplitaccording

to

S0 =

Z

d
3
x

�
1

4
F��F

��
+
1

2
(@��1)(@

�
�1)+

1

2
(@��2)(@

�
�2)+

+
1

2


2

1(�1 � ’1)
2
+
1

2


2

2(�2 � ’2)
2
+
1

2
�
2
A

2

�

(9)

where�1 + i�2 = � and S1 = S � S0.Here
i,� and ’ i arearbitrary variationalparam eters,and thefreeenergy is

evaluated up to �rstorderin the expansion ofS1. The resultisthen optim ized by variation ofthe free param eters.

W hen the shifts ’i are non vanishing the action S0 is not U (1) invariant,and the approxim ate partition function

failsto begaugeinvariant.Thelack ofsym m etry isevidentfrom theappearanceofan unphysicalm assiveG oldstone

boson (in fact,there are two di�erent m ass parm eters 
 1 and 
2). In the next section we show by a variational

argum entthatin polarcoordinatesthe action S0 can be taken as

S0 =

Z

d
3
x

�
1

4
F��F

��
+
1

2
(@��)(@

�
�)+

1

2


2
(� � ’)

2
+
1

2
�
2
A

2

�

(10)

wherethe�eld isdecom posed according to � = � exp(i)and � isa U (1)invariantreal�eld.Theexplicitintegration

ofthe phase  m akes the action invariant for rotations in the �1,�2 plane. As before 
,� and the shift ’ are

variationalparam eters.W e stillhavea non-invariantterm quadraticin thevector�eld.However,ifwetake

f = @�A
�

(11)

any in�nitesim algaugechangef ! f + �f yields

A � ! A � + @�� (12)

and up to a surfaceterm

A
�
A � ! A

�
A � � 2�f + O (�f

2
) (13)

so that for � ! 0 the constraintf = 0 restoresgauge invariance up to �rst orderin the gauge change around the

Landau gauge @�A
� = 0. This discussion m otivates in part the choice ofpolar coordinates that gives rise to an

explicitly rotationalinvariantvariationalfunctionaland no unphysicalm assiveG oldstoneboson.Anotherm otivation

arises from the m ore pragm atic observation that the free energy is lower with the choice ofthis polar coordinate

variationalfunctional,and since we show that both m ethods are genuine variationalm ethods a lower free energy

m eansan higheraccuracy ofthe results.
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III. G L A C T IO N IN P O LA R C O O R D IN A T ES

In the previoussection we have given som e m otivations for the choice ofpolar coordinatesin Landau gauge. In

three space dim ensionsthatgauge isthe transverse gauge f = r � A . A sim ple coordinate change � ! � exp(i)in

the partition function Eq.(7)yields

Z =

Z

D [A �;�
2
]e
�

Z

d
3
xL Z

D []e
�

Z

d
3
xL

(14)

whereL isthe phase independentlagrangian

L =
1

2
(r � A )

2
+
1

2
@��@

�
� +

1

2
m

2

B �
2
+ �B �

4
+
1

2
e
2

B �
2
A

2
+

1

2�
(r � A )

2
(15)

and L isthe sum ofthe Lagrangian term swhich depend on the phase

L =
1

2
�
2
@�@

�
 + eB �

2
@�A

�
: (16)

Ifthe lastterm ofL wereneglected,the phase could be integrated exactly (the integralisG aussian).Ithasbeen

claim ed[1,20,21]that in transverse gauge that term should vanish exactly: the argum ent was that in transverse

gauge there is no longitudinalcom ponent ofthe vector �eld. In fact,the Fourier transform ofthe gradient@� is

proportionalto the wave vector k and this is orthogonalto the Fourier transform ofA for the gauge constraint

f(k)= k � A (k)= 0.However,thisholdsonly forFouriertransform s.Thelastterm ofL containsa �
2 factorwhich

isnotconstant,and thus,in thiscase,the spaceintegralofthisterm in the action cannotbe replaced by the sim ple

inverse-spaceintegraloftheproductoftheFouriertransform s(wecould do thatifthefactor� wereconstant).Thus

we cannot neglect that term and the exact integration over the phase  would depend on the �eld A . W e stress

that any gauge change does not solve the problem either,as an undesirable longitudinalcom ponentofthe �eld A

would take the place ofthe phase . For instance in Ref.[24]the phase  is gauged away but the quadratic term

e2B �
2
A

2 containsan im plicitcoupling term e2B �
2
A L � AT between thetransversalcom ponentA T and thelongitudinal

com ponentA L ofthe vector�eld. Again the integralofthiscoupling term would vanish if� were constant(asitis

obvious by the sam e Fourier transform argum entdiscussed above),but it is not vanishing in generaland prevents

from an exactintegration ofthe longitudinalcom ponent.

W e can getrid ofthe phase by a variationalargum ent:itturnsoutthatthe neglection ofthe phase term sisnot

an exactintegration,but a good variationalapproxim ation. Letus denote by L0 the phase dependent Lagrangian

withoutthe lastterm

L0 = L(eB = 0)=
1

2
�
2
@�@

�
: (17)

W e observethatup to constantfactorstheexactintegration over yields

Z

D []e
�

Z

d
3
xL0

�
Y

x

1

�
: (18)

Thuswe m ay write the D [�2]integralin Eq.(14)as

Z �

Z

D [A �;�]e
�

R
d
3
xL

( R
D []e

�

R
d
3
xL 

R
D []e

�

R
d3xL 0

)

: (19)

W e de�ne the averageoverthe phaseas

h(:::)i =

R
D []e

�

R
d
3
xL 0(:::)

R
D []e

�

R
d3xL 0

: (20)

W ith thisnotation the exactpartition function Eq.(14)reads

Z =

Z

D [A �;�]e
�

Z

d
3
xL

*

e
�

Z

d
3
xeB �

2
@�A

�
+



(21)
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and the convexity ofthe exponentialfunction ensuresthat

Z �

Z

D [A �;�]e
�

Z

d
3
xL

e
�

Z


eB �

2
@�A

�
�


d
3
x
: (22)

The averagein the righthand sidevanishes(itislinearin ),and the approxim atepartition function Zp

Zp =

Z

D [A �;�]e
�

Z

d
3
xL

(23)

satis�esthe variationalconstraint

Z � Zp (24)

so thatthe approxim atefreeenergy Fp = � lnZp isbounded by the exactfree energy F = � lnZ

Fp � F : (25)

Thisbound ensuresthat,even neglecting thelastterm ofthephasedependentlagrangian L in Eq.(16),theresulting

approxim atepartition function Zp stillgivesa genuine variationalapproxim ation.

IV . T H E G EP M ET H O D IN P O LA R C O O R D IN A T ES

In thissection westudy theG EP m ethod forthepolarcoordinatepartition function Eq.(23)with thelagrangian L

de�ned according to Eq.(15).TheG EP m ay beevaluated by thesam e� expansion m ethod discussed in Ref.[12]and

[25]and also reported by Cam arda etal.[1].Herethe G EP representsa variationalestim ate ofthefree energy Fp.

Inserting a sourceterm forthe real�eld � the partition function Zp reads

Zp[j]=

Z

D [A �;�]e
�

Z

d
3
xL

e
�

Z

d
3
xj�

(26)

and the free energy isgiven by the Legendretransform

F [’]= � lnZp +

Z

d
3
xj’ (27)

where’ isthe averagevalue of�.Asusualweintroduce a shifted �eld

~� = � � ’ (28)

and then wesplitthe lagrangian into two parts

L = L0 + Lint (29)

whereL0 isthe sum oftwo free-�eld term s:a vector�eld A � with m ass� and a realscalar�eld ~� with m ass
:

L0 =

�

+
1

2
(r � A )

2
+
1

2
�
2
A �A

�
+
(r � A )2

2�

�

+

�
1

2
(r ~�)

2
+
1

2


2~�

2

�

(30)

The interaction then reads

Lint = v0 + v1
~� + v2

~�
2
+ v3

~�
3
+ v4

~�
4
+

+
1

2

�
e
2

B ’
2
� �

2
�
A �A

�
+ e

2

B ’A �A
� ~� +

1

2
e
2

B A �A
� ~�

2
(31)

where

v0 =
1

2
m

2

B ’
2
+ �B ’

4
(32)

v1 = m
2

B ’ + 4�B ’
3

(33)

v2 =
1

2
m

2

B + 6�B ’
2
�
1

2


2

(34)

v3 = 4�B ’ (35)

v4 = �B (36)
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The �rstorderexpansion ofthe free energy is

F [’] =
1

2
Trln

�
g
�1
(x;y)

�
+
1

2
Trln

�
G
�1

�� (x;y)
�
+

+

Z

d
3
x

�

v0 + v2g(x;x)+ 3v4g(x;x)
2
+
1

2
e
2

B

�
g(x;x)+ ’

2
� �

2
�
G �� (x;x)

�

(37)

where g(x;y)isthe free-particle propagatorforthe scalar�eld,and G ��(x;y)isthe free-particle propagatorforthe

vector�eld

G
�1

�� (x;y)=

Z
d3k

(2�)3
e
�ik(x�y)

�

���(k
2
+ �

2
)+

�
1

�
� 1

�

k�k�

�

: (38)

In the lim it� ! 0,up to an additiveconstant

Trln
�
G
�1

�� (x;y)
�
= 2V

Z
d3k

(2�)3
ln(k

2
+ �

2
) (39)

where V isthe totalvolum e. Dropping allconstantterm s,the free energy density Veff = F =V (e�ective potential)

reads

Veff[’] = I1(
)+ 2I1(�)+

+

�

�B ’
4
+
1

2
m

2

B ’
2
+
1

2

�
m

2

B � 

2
+ 12�B ’

2
+ 6�B I0(
)

	
I0(
)

�

+
�
e
2

B ’
2
+ e

2

B I0(
)� �
2
�
I0(�) (40)

wherethe divergentintegralsIn arede�ned according to

I0(M )=

Z
d3k

(2�)3

1

M 2 + k2
(41)

I1(M )=
1

2

Z
d3k

(2�)3
ln(M

2
+ k

2
) (42)

and areregularized by insertion ofa �nite cut-o� k < �.

Thefreeenergy (40)now dependson them assparam eters
,� and on the�eld shift’.Thesearethevariational

param etersthatm ustbe determ ined by the m inim ization ofthe energy density Veff. Atthe stationary pointVeff
istheG EP and them assparam etersgivetheinversecorrelation lengthsforthe�elds,theso called coherencelength

� = 1=
 and penetration depth � = 1=�.The�eld shift’ istheorderparam eterofthephasetransition:when ’ 6= 0

atthe m inim um ofVeff the U (1)sym m etry isbroken in the ground state and the system isin the superconducting

phase.

The stationary conditions

@Veff

@
2
= 0 (43)

@Veff

@� 2
= 0 (44)

givetwo coupled gap equations:



2
= 12�B I0(
)+ m

2

B + 12�B ’
2
+ 2e

2

B I0(�) (45)

�
2
= e

2

B ’
2
+ e

2

B I0(
): (46)

Forany ’ valuethe equationsm ustbesolved num erically,and the m inim um pointvalues
 and � m ustbeinserted

back into Eq.(40) in order to get the G aussian free energy Veff(’) as a function ofthe order param eter ’. For a

negativeand sm allenough m 2
B ,we�nd thatVeff hasam inim um ata non zerovalueof’ = ’m in > 0,thusindicating
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thatthesystem isin thebroken-sym m etrysuperconducting phase.O fcoursethem asses
,� only taketheirphysical

valueatthe m inim um pointofthe freeenergy ’m in.Thispointisfound by requiring that

@Veff

@’2
= 0 (47)

where asusualthe partialderivative isallowed asfarasthe gap equations(45),(46)are satis�ed[11].The condition

(47)com bined with the gap equation (45)yieldsthe very sim pleresult

’
2

m in =

2

8�B
: (48)

However,we notice thathere the m ass
 m ust be found by solution ofthe coupled gap equations. ThusEqs.(48),

(45)and (46)are a setofcoupled equationsand m ustbe solved togetherin orderto �nd the physicalvaluesforthe

correlation lengthsand the orderparam eter.

Insertion ofEq.(48)into Eq.(46)yieldsthe sim plerelation forthe G L param eter�G L

�
2

G L =

�
�

�

� 2

= �0
1

1+
I0(
)

’2m in

(49)

where �0 = e2B =(8�B ) is the m ean-�eld G L param eter which does not depend on tem perature. As discussed by

Cam arda etal.[1],Eq.(49)showsthatthe G L param eterispredicted to be tem perature dependentthrough the non

trivialdependence of
 and ’ m in.Atlow tem perature,wherethe orderparam eter’m in islarge,the deviation from

the m ean-�eld value �0 isnegligible. Conversely,close to the criticalpoint,where the orderparam eterisvanishing,

thecorrection factorin Eq.(49)becom esvery im portant.Thedeviation from them ean-�eld prediction �G L = �0 also

dependson the cut-o� param eter� asfor� ! 0 allthe e�ectsofuctuationsvanish togetherwith the integralsI n.

Thisparam eterde�nesanotherlength scale‘= 1=�,which isa characteristicofthe m aterial.

A testofthe presentm ethod com esfrom the directcom parison with the cartesian coordinate G EP discussed by

Iba~nez-M eier et al.[12]. Both m ethods are genuine variationalm ethods and a direct com parison ofthe free energy

density gives inform ation on the accuracy. In Fig.1 we report our polar coordinate G EP together with the three-

dim ensionalversion ofthe cartesian coordinate G EP.The polar coordinate G EP yields a lowerfree energy density

thusindicating that,besidesbeing m oresym m etricand appealing (thereareno unphysicaldegreeoffreedom and no

m assivegaugebosons),the m ethod isalso m oree�ective.

V . IN T ER P O LA T IO N O F T H E EX P ER IM EN TA L D A TA

Aswem entioned earlier,anotherappealingaspectoftheG EP approxim ation in threespace-tim edim ensionsresides

in the chance to com pareitsresultswith the phenom enology ofhigh Tc superconductors.Forthiscom parison to be

consistentwe need to �x the bare param etersofthe G L action;following [1],we can use the standard derivation of

the G L action (1)(see [22]) to �nd a connection between m icroscopic �rst-principle quantities and phenom enologic

bareparam eters.Thus,wehave:

eB =
2e

�hc

p
kB Tc�0 (50)

where2erepresentsthechargeofa Cooperpair,Tc isthecriticaltem peratureand �0 thezero tem peraturecoherence

length.

Theknowledgeofthezero tem peraturecoherencelength and penetration depth enablesusto �x theotherparam -

eters;regarding the barem assparam eterm 2
B asa linearfunction oftem perature,weobtain:

m
2

B = m
2

c +

�

1�
T

TC

�

(m
2

0 � m
2

c) (51)

where m 2
0 isthe value which isrequired in orderto �nd 
 = 1=�0 from the gap equation (45)at’ = ’m in,and m 2

c

isthe value ofm 2
B atthe transition point.The m ean-�eld approxim ation predictsthatm 2

c = 0,butthe e�ectofthe

uctuationsisto shiftthe transition pointto a negativenon-vanishing m 2
B value.

Finally,the bare coupling �B is�xed through Eq.(46)by requiring thatatzero tem perature (i.e. form 2
B = m 2

0)

the penetration depth �0 = 1=�.
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The cuto� � stillrem ains to be �xed;thus,the interpolation schem e for the superconducting properties we have

to dealwith containsone free param eter(i.e. �),which is a characteristic energy scale ofthe sam ple,and willbe

determ ined by a direct�tofthe experim entaldata.

W e have com pared our theoretical results with the experim ental G L param eter for three di�erent m aterials:

Tl2Ca2Ba2Cu3O 10 (Tc = 121:5 K ,�0 = 1:36 nm , �0 = 100) [26], YBa2Cu2O 7�� (Tc = 62:2 K ,�0 = 1:65nm ,

�0 = 187)[27]and M gB2 (Tc = 38:6K ,�0 = 3:9nm ,�0 = 31:66)[28].Forthelasttwo m aterialswehaveobtained the

G L param eterby the relation [29]:

H c2

2H c1

=
�2

ln�
(52)

(whereH c1 and H c2 representthelowerand uppercritical�elds,respectively),and extrapolated thezero tem perature

phenom enologicalvaluesneeded to �x the bareparam etersby a linear�t.

Thesm allnum berofavailableexperim entaldataisduetothedi�cultyofperform ingm easurem entsofthecoherence

length and penetration depth (or,alternatively,ofthe two critical�elds)up to the pre-criticalregion.

In Fig.2,Fig.3 and Fig.4 the com parisonsbetween ourinterpolation curves,asobtained by Eq.(49),and the data

relativeto the threem aterialsm entioned above,areshown.

It can be noted that the experim entalG L param eter is alm ost constant at low tem peratures, according to the

m ean-�eld description,while it shows a sharp tem perature-dependence (at T=Tc � 0:8 for Tl2Ca2Ba2Cu3O 10,at

T=Tc � 0:9 forYBa2Cu2O 7� �,atT=Tc � 0:6 forM gB2)in the pre-criticalregion:itisin thisregion thatthe m ean-

�eld approxim ation breaksdown,while ourm odelshowsitse�ectiveness.W e would liketo em phasizethatthe G EP

approxim ation isable to reproduce the G L param eterbehaviourforclassesofcom pounds(cupratesand diborides)

with very di�erentm icroscopicstructuresand,probably,di�erentpairing m echanism .Thesedi�erencesarereected

in thecuto� valuesweused to �tthedata:they havethesam eorderofm agnitude(�� 0 = 20 forTl2Ca2Ba2Cu3O 10,

��0 = 5 for YBa2Cu2O 7� �) for the two cuprates,while the cuto� used for the diboride (��0 = 900 for M gB2) is

abouttwo orderofm agnitudegreater.In thissense,theparam eter� seem sto bea characteristicenergy scaleofthe

sam ple,related to itsm icroscopicstructure,and,asa consequence,to thesizeoftheregion whereuctuationscannot

be neglected.

Finally,wewantto rem ark that,very closeto the criticalpoint,som euniversalbehaviourshould be expected and

the role oftherm aluctuations becom es too im portant to be dealt with by the present m ethod. In fact the G EP

alwayspredictsaweak �rstordertransition atthecriticalpointeven fortheneutralsuperuid (realscalartheory)[30].

Thisisnota problem fortheinterpolation oftheexperim ataldata asthedi�erenceonly arisesin a very narrow range

oftem peratureatthetransition point.Thusthem ethod seem sto besuitableforinterpolating thepre-criticalregion

wheretheorderofthetransition doesnotm akeany di�erence.Any extension to thecriticalrangewould requirethe

properinclusion ofvortexuctuationswhich areexpected toplayam ajorroleatcriticality[31],and havebeen recently

shown to change the orderofthe transition in the G L m odel[24]. W e also m ention thata variationalperturbative

extension ofthe gaussian approxim ation hasbeen shown to be ableto reach the criticalregim e[32]

In sum m ary wehaveshown thata polardecom position ofthecom plex �eld in theaction hasthem eritofallowing

the integration ofthe longitudinalvector�eld (by a furthervariationalapproxim ation),isbetterthan the Cartesian

decom position in [12]and,atvariancewith them ean-�eld approxim ation,yieldsaone-param eterinterpolation schem e

which �tsvery wellalltheavailabledata,in thewholerangeoftheaccessibletem peratures.M oreover,thevariational

characterofthe m odel,allowing the study ofany kind ofcoupling,m akesthe G EP a suitabletoolforthe inspection

ofotherphysicalsystem s,such assuperuids.

AstheG EP providesa niceway to interpolatetheexperim entaldata beyond them ean-�eld regim e,weexpectthe

m ethod to bereliableforthedescription ofsym m etry breaking in 3+ 1 dim ensionswherethescalarelectrodynam ics

m ay be regarded asa toy m odelforthe standard electro-weak theory.
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FIG .1: Com parison between thepolarG EP (solid line)and theCartesian G EP dashed line.Thevalueoftheparam etersare:

m
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B
=�

2

B
= � 80,�=� B = 10,eB =�B = 0:001. Note thatthe origin ofthe ’ axiscoincideswith the m inim um ofthe Cartesian

G EP to em phasize thatourpolardecom position ofthe �eld leadsto a lowere�ective potential.
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FIG .2: The G L param eter according to Eq.(49) for �0 = 100,�0 = 1:36 nm ,Tc = 121:5 K and ��0 = 20 (fullline). The

circlesare the experim entaldata ofRef.[26]forTl2Ca2Ba2Cu3O 10.
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FIG .3: The G L param eteraccording to Eq.(49)for�0 = 187,�0 = 1:65 nm ,Tc = 62 K and ��0 = 5 (fullline). The circles

are the experim entaldata ofRef.[27]forYBa2Cu2O 7� �.
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FIG .4: The G L param eter according to Eq.(49) for �0 = 31:66,�0 = 3:9 nm ,Tc = 38:6 K and ��0 = 900 (fullline). The

circlesare the experim entaldata ofRef.[28]forM gB 2.
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