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W e present a general interpolation theory for the phenom enologicale ectsofthem al uctuations
In superconductors. F luctuations are described by a sin ple gauge invariant extension ofthe gaussian
e ective potential for the G Inzburg-Landau static m odel. T he approach is shown to be a genuine
variationalm ethod, and to be stationary for in nitesin algauge variations around the Landau gauge.
Correlation and penetration lengths are shown to depart from themean eld behaviour in a m ore
or less wide range of tem perature below the critical regin e, depending on the class of m aterial
considered. The m ethod is quite general and yields a very good interpolation of the experin ental
data for very di erent m aterials.

PACS numbers: 7420De, 7425B¢t, 11.15Tk

I. NTRODUCTION

In a recent paperl] we have shown that the Gaussian E ective Potential (GEP ) can describe the behaviour of
superconductors, thus allow ing for a com parison w ith the experin entaldata. The GEP hasa long hjsl:oryl,l,l,l,
I, ,I,I,.,.] and has been discussed by several authors as a tool for descrbing the breaking of symm etry in the
standard m odel of electrow eak jnteractjons., .], but In that context no real com parison w ih experim ental data
w il be achievable until the detection of the H iggs boson. Thus H igh T. superconductors represent the best way to
test the reliability ofthe m ethod. W hile the com parison w ith experin entaldata is of special in portance as a test or
the GEP variationalm ethod itself, the m ethod can be regarded as a general interpolation schem e for the pre—critical
region of superconductors: too close to the critical point for them al uctuations being negligble, but not yet in the
critical range where universality sets in. In this pre—critical range, the GEP provides an interpolation between the
m ean— eld behaviour and the critical 1im it. B esides standard phenom enological param eters the m ethod relies on one
free param eterw hich characterizesthe w idth ofthe pre—<critical range and allow s fora very good t ofthe experim ental
data for very di erent m aterials ranging from cuprates lke YBa,Cu,0; to the double band superconductorM gB,.
T he free param eter tums out to be a characteristic energy scale of the m aterial.

T he generalphenom enology of superconductivity can be described by the standard A nderson-H iggsm echanisn : the
supercurrent is carried by pairs of charged ferm ionsw hose non-vanishing expectation value breaksthe gauge sym m etry,
and endow s the gauge bosons w ith a non—zero m ass. T hus, the standard G inzburg-Landau (G L) e ective Lagrangian
provides the best fram ew ork for a generaldescription of the phenom enology. M oreover, as the G L action can be seen
as a pow erexpansion ofthe exact action around the criticalpoint, the G L action m ust be recovered by any m icroscopic
theory at least around the transition. T herefore, w hatever the origin of the m icroscopic pairing m echanisn , the GL
action is a sound starting point for a general interpolation schem e of superconductivity. O fcourse we cannot trust the
m ean— eld approach to the GL e ective theory, and we expect that in high T. superconductorsm any unconventional
properties should have to do wih the breaking down of the sinple m ean—- eld picture. A ctually, unconventional
superconductors are characterized by a very sm allcorrelation length , which allow s the experin entalists to get closer
to the critical point w here the them al uctuations cannot be neglected and the m ean- eld approxin ation is doom ed
to fail. As far aswe know there is no clear evidence that the critical universal behaviour can always be reached in
the cuprate superconductors: a weakly charged super uid regin e has been predicted and observed ,.,.,.] n
nearly optin ally doped sam ples, while a charged criticalbehaviourhasbeen reported for the underdoped sam p]es.].
R ecently the superconducting pyrochlores have been shown to open up a w indow onto the charged critical regin e.].
However i is out of doubt that an interm ediate range of tem perature is now accessble, where them al uctuations
are not negligble even when the sam ple is still out of the truly critical regime. Thus, In order to describe som e
unconventional properties of high T. superconductors, we need to incorporate the role of themm al uctuations, but
unfortunately we cannot rely on the standard renom alization group m ethods.] which would only describe the
lin iting universal behaviour. W e need an approxin ate approach to the GL action for the non-universal regin e
w here the behaviour depends on the physical param eters of the sam ple, and we would prefer a non-perturbative
approxin ation in order to dealw ith any coupling, whatever its strengthness.

A s a toy m odel for electroweak interactions, the scalar electrodynam ics in four din ensions has been studied by
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ToanezM eier et al]] who com puted the GEP by use of C artesian coordinates for the eld com ponents. T his choice
breaks the U (1) symm etry of the eld and gives rise to an unphysical, and undesirable, m assive degree of freedom .
However, in three space din ensions, the U (1) scalar electrodynam ics is equivalent to the standard static GL e ective
m odel of superconductivity, and the GEP becom es a variational tool for superconductivity. In this paper, we show
that the unphysical degree of freedom can be avoided by use of polar coordinates for the eld com ponents. M oreover,
the choice ofa U (1) sym m etric G aussian fiinctional restores the gauge sym m etry and m akes the theory gauge invariant
for in niesim al gauge changes around the Landau gauge. In a previous work we discussed the sam e approxim ation
In uniarity gaugell]. The m ethod has been extended to two-din ensional system s by Abreu et all] In order to
study In superconductors. Unfortunately, we found out that the clain ed exactl] Integration of the longiudinal
com ponent of the electrom agnetic vector eld A  is only approxin atively exact. A ctually, as we show in the present
paper, that approxin ation is a variational one and its accuracy can be checked by standard variational argum ents.
Indeed, by a direct com parison ofthe energies, we show that the present m ethod yields a better result com pared w ith
the C artesian coordinate GEP of Ibanez-M eier et all ].

T he variational m ethod provides a way to evaliate im portant phenom enological quantities lke the correlation
length and the penetration depth  that em erge as the solution of a set of coupled equations. The G L param eter
¢ = = ,whose criticalbehaviour hasbeen addressed by H erbut and Tesanovid 1], is here shown to be described
by a very sinpl relation in the pre—critical regin e where it is found to be tem perature-dependent, in contrast to
the m ean- eld result. Thus, the GL param eter has been chosen as a usefilm easure of them al uctuations: its
dependence on tem perature is a sign of the breaking down ofthe m ean— eld approxin ation which predicts a constant
¢1 - Unfortunately, experin ental data on the tem perature dependence of the G L param eter are quie fragm entary
In the literature. The behaviour of and can be extracted by the know ledge of the critical m agnetic elds, but
experim ental Iim its on these data have narrow ed our chances ofa w ide com parison w ith experin ents. Up to now , our

GEP has shown the capability of tting the GL param eter for all the m aterials that we have been able to test.

T he paper is organized as follow s: in section ITthe G L action and partition function are reported and the sym m etry
ofthe m odel is discussed together w ith the conditions for the gauge invariance of the variational finctional; in section
IIT the Integration of the Iongitudinal vector eld is shown to be a varational approxin ation; in section IV the GEP
is evaluated in polar coordinates and the result is com pared w ith the Cartesian coordinate m ethod of Ref.]]; in
section V the variationalequations are solved for som e set of phenom enological param eters and the G L param eter is
com pared w ith the available experin ental data; som e comm ents and nal rem arks on the interpolation m ethod are
reported.

II. THE GLACTION AND GAUGE INVARIANCE

Let us consider the standard static GL action ]
Z
3 1 1 1, 2
S = d’x ZF F +ECD )(D )+EmB + B( ) . (1)

Here isa complex (charged) scalar eld, its covariant derivative is de ned according to

D =@ + iegA @)

and ; = 1;2;3 run over the three space dim ensions. The com ponents ofthemagnetic edF = @ A @A
satisfy

1 .
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and the partition fiinction is de ned by the finctional integral

Z
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The action S in Eq.l) hasa IocalU (1) symm etry as it is invariant for a Jocal gauge transform ation
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where (x) is an arbitrary function. The integration over A is then redundant in Eq.l) and a gauge =xing tem
must be inserted in order to m ake the partition finction nie. A ccording to the standard De W it-Faddeev-P opov
m ethod ] the partition function can be w ritten as

Z = D[; ;A ]eSeSfiX: @)
w here the gauge xing action is

Stix = Pr £ @®)
2

and £ @) = 0 isan arbirary gauge constraint. Z is nvariant for any change ofthe param eter and ofthe constraint
f.W ih som e abuse of language, this Invariance property is referred to as gauge Invariance while it is a m ore general
invariance as Z doesnot depend on the shape ofthe weight factorwhich hasbeen added in Eq.ll). Only or ! 0 the
welght factorexp ( Sfix) becomesa -function which enforces the constraint £ = 0 on the vector eld A . Thus gauge
Invariance denotes the invariance of the theory for any change of the constraint £ = 0 in thelmit ! 0. Thisisa
w eaker condition, but unfortunately even this isnot f1l lled by som e approxin ationsto the partition function. In som e
approxin ation schem es, such as the perturbative m ethod, the action S is split n two parts S = Sy + S; and di erent
approxin ations are considered for the two parts: for instance Sy m ight need no approxim ationswhile exp ( S1) could
be expanded as a power series of som e an all param eter. Even when S is gauge invariant the approxin ate Z can
result to be gauge dependent. It is easy to show that ifboth Sy and S; are gauge invariant then the approxim ate
Z is gauge invariant In the sense that in the Iimi ! 0 any gauge change £ ! f + £ leaves the approxin ate Z
unchanged. Thus In order to obtain a gauge invariant treatm ent we m ust take care that the exact action S is split in
gauge Invariant tem s.

TheGEP isa sort ofoptin ized rst order approxin ation: in C artesian coordinates{] the action is split according
to

Z
S FxIFF +i@ D@ Dti@ NE )+
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where 1+1i,= andS; =S Sp.Here ;, and’ ; are arbitrary variationalparam eters, and the free energy is

evaluated up to rst order In the expansion ofS; . The resul is then optim ized by variation of the free param eters.
W hen the shifts ’ ; are non vanishing the action Sy is not U (1) invardant, and the approxim ate partition fiinction
fails to be gauge invariant. T he lack of sym m etry is evident from the appearance of an unphysicalm assive G oldstone
boson (in fact, there are two di erent m ass pam eters ;1 and ;). In the next section we show by a variational
argum ent that In polar coordinates the action Sy can be taken as

Z
1 1 1 1
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where the eld isdecom posed accordingto = exp@ )and isaU (1) hvarant real eld. T he explicit integration

of the phase m akes the action nvariant for rotations in the 1, ; plane. Asbefore , and the shift ' are
variational param eters. W e still have a non-invariant term quadratic in the vector eld. However, ifwe take

f=@A 1)
any in nitesinalgauge change f ! £+ f yields
A ! A +@ 12)
and up to a surface tem
AA !'ARA 2f+0(F) 3

so that for ! 0 the constraint £ = 0 restores gauge invariance up to st order in the gauge change around the
Landau gauge @ A = 0. This discussion m otivates In part the choice of polar coordinates that gives rise to an
explicitly rotational invariant variational fiinctionaland no unphysicalm assive G oldstone boson. A notherm otivation
arises from the m ore pragm atic cbservation that the free energy is lower w ith the choice of this polar coordinate
variational fiinctional, and since we show that both m ethods are genuine variational m ethods a lower free energy
m eans an higher accuracy of the resuls.



ITII. GLACTION IN POLAR COORDINATES

In the previous section we have given som e m otivations for the choice of polar coordinates in Landau gauge. In
three space din ensions that gauge is the transverse gauge £ = r A . A sinpl coordinate change ! exp(@d ) In
the partition fiinction Eq.l) yields

Z Z
Z &*xL Z &ExL
z= DR ;’E DIk a4)
where L is the phase iIndependent lagrangian
1 2, 1 12 s, 1o 2.2 1
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and L isthe sum ofthe Lagrangian tem s which depend on the phase
1, 2
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Ifthe last tertn of L. were neglected, the phase could be integrated exactly (the integralis G aussian). It hasbeen
clam edfd, I, [1]] that In transverse gauge that tem should vanish exactly: the argum ent was that In transverse
gauge there is no longiudinal com ponent of the vector eld. In fact, the Fourder transform of the gradient @ is
proportional to the wave vector k and this is orthogonal to the Fourier transform of A for the gauge constraint
fk)=k A k)= 0.However, thisholdsonly for Fourier transform s. The last term ofL containsa 2 factor which
is not constant, and thus, In this case, the space integralofthis term in the action cannot be replaced by the sinple
Inverse-space Integralof the product of the Fourder transform s we could do that if the factor were constant). T hus
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 longiudinal com ponent of the eld A
would take the place of the phase . For Instance In Refi]] the phase  is gauged away but the quadratic tem
e “A? containsan in plici coupling tem &2 ?A; A between the transversalcom ponent A ¢ and the longitudinal
com ponent A ;; of the vector eld. Again the Integral of this coupling term would vanish if were constant (as it is
obvious by the sam e Fourder transform argum ent discussed above), but it is not vanishing in general and prevents
from an exact integration of the longiudinal com ponent.

W e can get rid of the phase by a variational argum ent: i tums out that the neglection of the phase tem s is not
an exact integration, but a good variational approxim ation. Let us denote by L, the phase dependent Lagrangian
w ithout the last tem

1
Lo=1L (eB=0)=52@ @ an
W e observe that up to constant factors the exact integration over yields
Z
z &SxLy Y 1
D[ k —: (18)

Thuswemay write theD [ 2] integralin Eq.l) as
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W e de ne the average over the phase as
R R 3
. D[l 27 ()
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W ith this notation the exact partition function Eq.-) reads
Z . .
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and the convexity of the exponential function ensures that
Z Z

Z &L e 2@ A Ex
Z DR ; Je e : (22)

T he average in the right hand side vanishes (it is linear n ), and the approxin ate partition function Z

Z
2 &ExL
Zp,= DR ; k (23)
satis es the variational constraint
7 Zp @4)
so that the approxin ate free energy F, = InZ, isbounded by the exact freeenergy F = InZ
F, F: @5)

T his bound ensures that, even neglecting the last term ofthe phase dependent lagrangian I in Eq.[ll), the resulting
approxin ate partition function Z still gives a genuine variational approxim ation.

Iv. THE GEP METHOD IN POLAR COORDINATES

In this section we study the GEP m ethod for the polar coordinate partition finction Eq.[ll) w ith the lJagrangian L

de ned according to Eq.{lll). The GEP m ay be evaluated by the same expansion m ethod discussed in Refl|] and
] and also reported by Cam arda et al.ll]. Here the GEP represents a vardationalestin ate of the free energy F,.
Inserting a source term for the real eld the partition function Z, reads

Z Z
z &ExL &x3
Zpbl= DR ; le e (26)
and the free energy is given by the Legendre transform
Z
FPl= hz,+ &x3’ @7)

where ’ is the average value of . A susualwe introduce a shifted eld
T= ! (28)
and then we solit the Jagrangian into two parts
L= Lo+ Lint (29)

where L isthe sum oftwo firee— eld term s: a vector eld A wih mass and a realscalar eld ~ with mass
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T he interaction then reads
Line = V0+V1~+V2~2+V3~3+V4~4+
1 1
3 €72 2AA +&'A A ~+§e§AA ~z @1)
w here
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The st order expansion of the free energy is

1 1 1 1
Fl]= éTr]n g~ XK;y) + ETr]n G x;y) +

3 . )2 } 2 . r2 2 .
+ d’x vy + wgE;x)+ 3vgX;x)7 + 2eB g®;x)+ G x;x) 37)

where g (x;y) is the freeparticle propagator for the scalar eld, and G  (x;y) is the freeparticlk propagator for the
vector eld

7
&Sk, 1
G ! x;y)= Weﬂ“x ¥) K>+ %+ - 1 xk : (38)
Inthelimi ! 0,up to an addiive constant
1 d3k 2 2
Trh G - &K;y) = 2V z )3]n(k + ) (39)

where V is the total volum e. D ropping all constant tem s, the free energy density Vers = F =V (e ective potential)
reads

Vees 'l = Li( )+ 2I1()+
1 1
+ Br4+§mg'2+§ m 2 24123537246 5I() Io()
+ €2+ () 2 5() 40)

w here the divergent Integrals I, are de ned according to
Z

d’k 1
LE= IR “
_1Z d’k s o
Il(M)_E W]ﬂ(M + k%) 42)

and are regularized by insertion ofa nie cuto k<

The free energy ) now depends on them assparam eters , and on the eld shift ’ . These are the variational
param eters that m ust be determ ined by the m inim ization of the energy density Verr . At the stationary point Vers
isthe GEP and the m ass param eters give the inverse correlation lengths for the elds, the so called coherence length

= 1= and penetration depth = 1= .The eld shift’ isthe orderparam eter ofthe phase transition: when ’ € 0
at them nimum o0fVeer the U (1) symm etry is broken In the ground state and the system is in the superconducting
phase.

T he stationary conditions

@Vers
a2 =0 43)
@Vers
e 2 =0 (44)
give two coupled gap equations:
=125 ()+mZ+12 7%+ 282 T0() 45)
2o () @6)

For any ’ valie the equationsm ust be solved num erically, and the m inin um point values and must be nserted
back into Eq.[ll) in order to get the G aussian free energy Veer (' ) as a fiinction of the order param eter ’ . For a
negative and am allenough m é ;we ndthatVerrs hasam ininum ata non zero valueof’ = ', i, > 0, thus Indicating



that the system is in the broken-sym m etry superconducting phase. O focoursethem asses , only take theirphysical
valie at them inIn um point of the free energy ’ ; iy - T his point is ound by requiring that

@Vers
@r 2

=0 @7

w here as usual the partial derivative is allowed as far as the gap equations [ll), lll) are satis ed | ]. The condition
) com bined w ith the gap equation [l yields the very sin ple result

2
- . 48)
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However, we notice that here themass must be fund by solution of the coupled gap equations. Thus Egs. (),
Il and W) are a set of coupled equations and m ust be solved together in order to nd the physical values for the
correlation lengths and the order param eter.

Insertion of Eq.lll) into Eq. [l yields the sin ple relation forthe GL parameter ¢,

GL =~ — T o0 “9)

where ( = eg =8 ) is the mean—- eld GL param eter which does not depend on tem perature. A s discussed by
Cam arda et al.[l], Eq.ll) show s that the G L param eter is predicted to be tem perature dependent through the non
trivialdependence of and ’ i, . At low tem perature, where the order param eter ’ , i, is large, the deviation from
the m ean— eld value ¢ is negligble. Conversly, close to the critical point, where the order param eter is vanishing,
the correction factor in Eq.[lll) becom es very im portant. T he deviation from them ean- eld prediction ¢ = o also
depends on the cut-o parameter asfor ! 0 allthee ectsof uctuationsvanish together w ith the ntegrals I , .
T his param eter de nes another length scale ‘= 1= ,which is a characteristic of the m aterial.

A test of the present m ethod com es from the direct com parison w ih the cartesian coordinate GEP discussed by
ToanezM eier et al]]. Both m ethods are genuine variationalm ethods and a direct com parison of the free energy
density gives inform ation on the accuracy. In Fig.l we report our polar coordinate GEP together w ith the three—
din ensional version of the cartesian coordinate GEP . The polar coordinate GEP yields a lower free energy density
thus indicating that, besides being m ore sym m etric and appealing (there are no unphysical degree of freedom and no
m assive gauge bosons), the m ethod is also m ore e ective.

V. INTERPOLATION OF THE EXPERIM ENTAL DATA

A swem entioned earlier, another appealing aspect ofthe GEP approxin ation in three space-tin e din ensions resides
In the chance to com pare its results w ith the phenom enology of high T. superconductors. For this com parison to be
consistent we need to x the bare param eters of the G L action; follow ing [1], we can use the standard derivation of
the GL action ) (see []) to nd a connection between m icroscopic rst-principle quantities and phenom enologic
bare param eters. T hus, we have:

2eP
e = — kgTco (50)
hc

w here 2e represents the charge ofa C ooper pair, T, is the critical tem perature and ( the zero tem perature coherence

¥ength.
T he know ledge of the zero tem perature coherence length and penetration depth enablesusto x the other param -

eters; regarding the bare m ass param eterm g as a linear function of tem perature, we obtain:

T
m2=m2+ 1 — @3 m?2) (1)

wherem § is the value which is required in orderto nd = 1= , from the gap equation ) at’ = ', m,andm?

is the value ofm é at the transition point. The m ean— eld approxin ation predicts that m i = 0, but the e ect ofthe
uctuations is to shift the transition point to a negative non-vanishing m é value.

Finally, the bare coupling p is xed through Eq. [l by requiring that at zero tem perature (ie. ormZ = m3)

the penetration depth ¢ = 1= .



T he cuto still rem ains to be xed; thus, the interpolation schem e for the superconducting properties we have
to dealw ith contains one free param eter (ie. ), which is a characteristic energy scale of the sam ple, and will be
determ ined by a direct t ofthe experin entaldata.

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

T]gcazBa2CU30]_0 (Tc = 1215 K, 0o = 1:36 nm, 0o = 100) ), YBa,Cuy,O~ (T, = 622 K, 0= 1:65nm ,
o= 187) Illand M gB, (T.= 386K, (= 39nm, o= 31:66) [l]. For the last two m aterials we have ocbtained the
G L param eter by the relation [11]:
H 2
c2 - (52)
2H o1 n

(where H .; and H ., represent the Iow er and upper critical elds,respectively), and extrapolated the zero tem perature
phenom enological values needed to  x the bare param etersby a linear t.

T he an allnum ber ofavailable experim entaldata isdue to the di culty ofperform ingm easurem entsofthe coherence
length and penetration depth (or, altematively, of the two critical elds) up to the pre—<critical region.

In Fig2, Fig3 and Fig4 the com parisons between our interpolation curves, as obtained by Eq.ll), and the data
relative to the three m aterials m entioned above, are shown.

Tt can be noted that the experim ental GL param eter is alm ost constant at low tem peratures, according to the
m ean— eld description, while it shows a sharp tem peraturedependence (@t T=T. 08 or TLCa,Ba,Cuz0 g, at
T=T. 09 PrYBa,Cu,07 ,atT=T. 06 orM gB,) in the precritical region: it is in this region that the m ean—
eld approxin ation breaks down, whil ourm odel show s its e ectiveness. W e would lke to em phasize that the GEP
approxin ation is able to reproduce the G L param eter behaviour for classes of com pounds (cuprates and diborides)
w ith very di erent m icroscopic structures and, probably, di erent pairing m echanisn . These di erences are re ected
In the cuto valueswe used to t the data: they have the sam e order ofm agnitude ( (= 20 HrTLCaBa,Cusz01g,
0= 5 PrYBa,Cu,0; ) Por the two cuprates, whilke the cuto used fr the dboride ( ¢ = 900 orM gB;) is
about two order of m agniude greater. In this sense, the param eter seam s to be a characteristic energy scale ofthe
sam ple, related to itsm icroscopic structure, and, as a consequence, to the size of the region where uctuations cannot
be neglected.

F inally, we want to rem ark that, very close to the critical point, som e universalbehaviour should be expected and
the role of themm al uctuations becom es too in portant to be deal w ith by the present m ethod. In fact the GEP
alwayspredictsa weak rstordertransition at the criticalpoint even for the neutralsuper uid (realscalartheory) [0].
This isnot a problem for the interpolation ofthe experim ataldata as the di erence only arises in a very narrow range
of tem perature at the transition point. T hus the m ethod seem s to be suitable or interpolating the pre—<critical region
w here the order of the transition does not m ake any di erence. Any extension to the critical range would require the
proper nclision ofvortex uctuationswhich are expected to play am a pr role at criticality (1], and have been recently
shown to change the order of the transition In the GL m odelll]. W e also m ention that a varational perturbative
extension of the gaussian approxin ation hasbeen shown to be able to reach the critical regin e 1]

In summ ary we have shown that a polar decom position of the com plex eld in the action has the m erit of allow ing
the Integration of the longitudinal vector eld (by a further variational approxin ation), is better than the C artesian
decom position in [1]] and, at variance w ith them ean— eld approxin ation, yields a oneparam eter interpolation schem e
which tsvery wellallthe available data, in the whole range of the accessib le tem peratures. M oreover, the variational
character of the m odel, allow Ing the study of any kind of coupling, m akes the GEP a suitable tool for the inspection
of other physical system s, such as super uids.

A sthe GEP provides a nice way to Interpolate the experin ental data beyond the m ean- eld regin e, we expect the
m ethod to be reliable for the description of sym m etry breaking in 3+ 1 din ensions where the scalar electrodynam ics
m ay be regarded as a toy m odel for the standard electro-w eak theory.
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FIG .1l: Com parison between the polar GEP (solid line) and the Cartesian GEP dashed line. T he value of the param eters are:
80,

= p = 10, e = g = 0:001. Note that the origin of the ’ axis coincides w ith the m Inimn um of the C artesian
GEP to em phasize that our polar decom position of the eld leads to a lower e ective potential.
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FIG.2: The GL param eter according to Eq.Jll) or o = 100, ¢ = 136 nm, Tc = 1215 K and o = 20 (full line). The
circles are the experim entaldata of Ref.l] for TkCa,Ba,Cus0 1o .
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FIG .3: The GL param eter according to Eq.[l) ©r o= 187, o= 165nm,Tc= 62K and o= 5 (full line). The circles
are the experin entaldata of Ref.[ ] for YBa,Cu,0 4
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FIG.4: The GL param eter according to Eq.[ll) ©r o = 3166, o= 39nm, T.= 386K and o = 900 (fi1ll line). The
circles are the experin entaldata of Ref.l] forM gB,.



	Introduction
	The GL action and gauge invariance
	GL action in polar coordinates
	The GEP method in polar coordinates
	Interpolation of the experimental data
	Acknowledgments
	References

