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Josephson plasma resonance has been introduced recently as a powerful tool to probe interlayer
Josephson coupling in different regions of the vortex phase diagram in layered superconductors. In
the liquid phase, the high temperature expansion with respect to the Josephson coupling connects
the Josephson plasma frequency with the phase correlation function. This function, in turn, is
directly related to the pair distribution function of the liquid. We develop a recipe to extract the
phase and density correlation functions from the dependencies of the plasma resonance frequency
wp(B) and the ¢ axis conductivity o.(B) on the ab-component of the magnetic field at fixed ¢
-component. Using Langevin dynamic simulations of two-dimensional vortex arrays we calculate
density and phase correlation functions at different temperatures. Calculated phase correlations
describe very well the experimental angular dependence of the plasma resonance field. We also
demonstrate that in the case of weak damping in the liquid phase, broadening of the JPR line
is caused mainly by random Josephson coupling arising from the density fluctuations of pancake
vortices. In this case the JPR line has a universal shape, which is determined only by parameters
of the superconductors and temperature.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recent studies of J oseﬁhﬁn plasma resonance (JPR) absorption in highly anisotropic layered high-temperature and
organic superconductors have proved that this tool provides unique information on Josephson coupling of layers
and on the structure of vortex phases in the presence of an applied magnetic field. JPR in layered superconductors
was observed by applying a microwave electric field oriented along the ¢ axis which excites charge oscillations between
layers. In the superconducting state interlayer charge transfer is provided by tunneling of the Cooper pairs. In
the abseﬁzjaof a magnetic field the JPR frequency, wy, at zero temperature is determined by Josephson interlayer
coupling
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where Jy = c¢®o/(872s)\2) is the Josephson current, €. is the high frequency dielectric constant for electric fields along
the ¢ axis, A\gp and A. are the London penetration lengths for supercurrent in the ab plane and in the ¢ direction
respectively, v = A./Aqp is the anisotropy ratio and s is the interlayer spacing. For the most investigated HTS
compound BipSroCaCus0, (Bi-2212) the JPR frequency v, = w,/27 at low temperatures is in the range of several
hundred gigahertz. At nonzero temperature, in the presence of thermally excited quasiparticles, Eq. () is valid as
well, if the JPR frequency is well below the s ering rate of quasiparticles, because under this condition only the
Cooper pairs contribute to plasma oscﬂlatlong Then, the JPR frequency drops with temperature proportional
to 1/A2(T). This allows one to observe resonance absopption as a function of temperature at a fixed frequency of
uniform microwave electric field oriented along the ¢ axistd. Recently the JPR frequency wo(T') was also measured by
sweeping frequency@ and the value wy(0)/2m = 125 GHzgas obtained for slightly underdoped Bi-2212. The same
JPR frequency was recently obtained for a Bi-2212 whiskertd. Transport measurementstd on the mesa fabricated from
this wisker gave the critical current density Jo(0) = 1200 A/cm?. This allows one to extract the dielectric constant
€ from Eq. ({ll), €. =~ 12.

iﬁgneuc field applied along the ¢ axis, penetrates inside the superconductor in the form of pancake
Vortlce In an ideal material at low temperatures pancakes would form straight lines and have no influence
on interlayer coupling. Due to very weak coupling, pinning and thermal fluctuations easily misalign pancakes in dif-
ferent layers, which leads to suppression of effective Josephson couplingéd and, as a consequence, to reduction of the
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Josephson plasma resonance frequencya’a. In real materials pancakes in neighboring layers are always misaligned
due to pinning in the vortex glass phase (below the irreversibility line) and due to thermal disorder in the vortex
liquid phase. Misaligned pancakes induce a gauge-invariant phase difference gpnynJrér@between neighboring layers n
and n 4+ 1 which causes suppression of the JPR frequency according to the relationEdtd:

w2(B,T) = wj(T)C(B,T), C(B,T)= (cospnn41(r)), (2)

where (...) means thermal average and average over disorder caused by pinning centers.

The JPR frequency is given by the simple expression (E) and is not sensitive to phase dynamics only if ., (B, T)
is much higher than the characteristic frequencies wys of interlayer phase slips induced by vortex motionE] This
frequency can be estimated from the ab component of static resistivityBd, wy,s ~ (2 +4) - 108[1/s]-T[K]-pap. We
will show that, more directly, wps can be extracted from both the ¢ axis conductivity and plasma frequency. These
estimates show that typically wps in the liquid region varies from 1074w, at T ~ 40 K to 107%w, at T ~ 70 K. Thus,
the plasma frequency is determined by a snapshot of vortex positions. For this reason JPR study provides information
on the equilibrium properties of the vortex lattice though it is dynamic in nature.

The plasma frequency is mainly sensitive to the average value of cos ¢y, ,+1(r) even if its local variations are very
large, provided the random part of cos ¢y, nt+1(r) changes rapidly in space. In this case these rapid variations are
averaged out by the smooth external oscillating electric field. Space variations of cos @y nt1(r) result in mixing

of phase c ive modes with different momenta and frequency. Such a mixing is responsible for resonance line
broadeningedH. Mixing is determined by Josephson coupling and is proportional to li / /\3, where A\j; = s is the
Josephson length, and [, is the characteristic length of the phase correlation function

S(r,T,B) = (cos[n,nt1(r) = ©nnt1(0)]). 3)

Averaging in space is effective for I, < \;. This condition is fulfilled for fields B > B; = ®,/A\% in a vortex phase
with strong disorder along the ¢ axis, when [, =~ a. Such a situation is realized in the vortex liquid phase where
interlayer correlations of vortex positions are very weak and also in the Bean critical state obtained by sweeping
magnetic field after zero field cooling. [, is of the order of a also in the vortex glass phase obtained by cooling in
high magnetic fields above the “second peak” field (= 300 — 5@0 G), where the three-dimensional vortex lattice is
strongly disordered according to 4 SREA and neutron scatteringd measurements. In this decoupled phase, interaction
of pancake vortices in different layers is very weak, see discussion in Ref. @

Therefore, the key parameter which determines field and temperature dependence of the JPR frequency is C(B,T).
This allows the use of JPR as a sensitive probe of the vortex state. The field dependence of w,, allows one to observe
JPR absorption as a function of magnetic field by sweeping the magnetic field B at fixed frequency w of applied
microwave electric field. In this way the resonance magnetic figld B, was obtained as a function of temperature and
frequency w, wp(B,,T) = w, see, €. g., Refs. ,E,E,E. Tsui et all found the field and temperature dependence of wj, in
the vortex state of Bi-2212 by measuring B, (w,T') at several frequencies and using field sweeping (FS) after zero field
cooling. They found that the resonance frequency depends nonmonotonically on temperature at fixed field and h
a maximum at the irreversibility line. Measuring B, (w,T') in the field cooling (FC) and FS modes, Matsuda et al.

demonstrated that the plasma frequency is history dependent below the irreversihility line. Recenly the Josephson
plasma resonance has also been measured in the vortex crystal state at small fields£?HH. Field dependence of the JPR
frequency in this phase is well descri by the model based on the suppression of the Josephson coupling due to

elastic fluctuations of pancake vorticestd.
In the vortex liquid phase, for the magnetic ﬁeﬂﬁ @z oriented along the c axis, the field and temperature dependence
of JPR frequency is approximately described astrb

w2 (B, T) o< wiy(T)B;"T~" (4)

with v being slightly smaller than unity (= 0.8).

The inﬂuer;@ ﬁ vortices on interlayer coupling in the vortex liquid was also probed by direct c-axis transport
measurement . In particular, pancake misalignment suppresses the Josephson current J.(T, B.) as compared to
its zero field value Jo(T), as J.(T,B,) = Jo(T)C(T, B,), so that J.(T, B,) is proportional to wQ%Z,T). The field
dependence J.(T, B,) « B; !, similar to Eq. ( E) was indeed found for the c-axis critical curren‘ﬂ .

Behavior of JPR in the liquid phase described by Eq. @) was explained in Ref. @ in the framework of the high
temperature expansion with respect to Josephson coupling. This approach provides a general relation, connecting the
average cosine factor C(B,T) with the phase correlation function S(r,T,B) defined by Eq. (),
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where thermal average (...) in Eq. (E) is now done without the Josephson coupling, E; = Ey/\? is the energy of

Josephson interlayer coupling per unit area, Fy = ®%s/16m3\2,, and
B
f= —/drS(r,T, B.) (6)
00

is a dimensionless universal function of order unity. The relation () was derived assuming that: a) (cos[@y n+1(r)]) =0
if the Josephson coupling is absent, and b) S(r,T, B,) is determined by vortices only, and thus its correlation length
l, = a. Such a perturbative approach is valid if the Josephson energy in the area li is small compared with T, i.e.
Eyl2 /N5 = Epa® /A5 < T. This condition is fulfilled in magnetic fields B, > B;(Ep/T) and, under such condition,
one gets wy(B,T) < wo(T'). For Bi-2212 crystals with v of the order of several hundred the high temperature
expansion approach is valid practically at all fields above ~ 100 G.

The same physical picture provides prediction for dependence of the JPR frequency on the in-plane field B, . In the
decoupled phase at B, > B the in-plane field produces an additional linearly growing term in the phase difference,
27 B,ys/®o, which accounts for the phase difference due to the vector potential corresponding to B,. Therefore, the
dependence of wf, on B, is simply determined by the Fourier transform of the phase correlation function S(r, T, B,).
It was also assumed in Ref. PJ that S(r, T, B.) can be approximated by a Gaussian, S(r) = exp(—wB,r?/2f®). In
this case the dependence of JPR on the in-plane field can be presented in the analytical form:

w2(By, B.,T) = wi(B.,T) exp(— frs’ B2 /®yB.). (7)

The exponential factor is the Fourier component of S(lﬁ Such dependence was found to describe fairly well the
experimental angular dependencies of the resonance field E

In this paper we develop a detailed theory of the Josephson plasma resonance in the liquid phase based on perturba-
tion theory with respect to the Josephson coupling. This approach is justified because wg Jwi =C(B,T) is well below
unity in this state. We will extend the analysis of Ref. @ by taking into account spin-wave type phase fluctuations in
addition to the effect of vortices on JPR. In this approach S(r,T, B) = S, (r,T)S,(r, T, B), where S,.(r,T) is deter-
mined by spin-wave type phase fluctuations, while S, (r, T, B) is the phase correlation function induced by vortices.
We will calculate S, (r, T) and express S, (r, T, B) via the correlation function of vortex density in the system without
Josephson coupling. We show that, at temperatures above the melting point, the coupling between two dimensional
pancake liquids in different layers is very weak and can be neglected. If, in addition, pinning inside the layers is
neglected, then the density correlation function coincides with the density correlation function of the two-dimensional
one-component Coulomb plasmald. Accurate analysis shows that the Gaussian dependence of S, (r) used in Refs. @
and [] actually exists only at r < a; at large distances S, (r) decays exponentially, S, (r) o< exp(—7/l). This means that
the dependence of JPR frequency on the in-plane field B, is also not exactly Gaussian, and is given by the Fourier
transform of the phase correlation function, fs(b) &~ (1/a?) [ drexp(ibz/a)S(r),

w2 (By, B2) = w3(0, B,) fs(Bs/+/B:Ho), (8)

with Hy = ®g/(2ms)?. As the function fs(b) is directly connected to the phase and density correlation functions,
this equation allows us to obtain information on the structure of the vortex state from experimental study of JPR.
We calculated numerically the two-dimensional density correlation functions using Langevin dynamics simulations
and used these functions to calculate the phase correlation functions S, (r, T, B) at different temperatures. Influence
of weak interlayer coupling and pinning is investigated perturbatively. We found that the function fs(b) in Eq. (§)
calculated from numerical data gives a better description of the angular dependencepf the resonance field than the
naive Gaussian ansatz (ﬂ) Part of these results has been published in a short papetEC.)

We will investigate also the shape of the resonance line. We demonstrate that in the case of weak damping in
the liquid phase the plasma resonance line acquires a universal shape due to fluctuation-induced inhomogeneities of
the interlayer phase difference. This mechanism gives a natural explanation for experimentally observed asymmetric
broadening of the line. The tail at high frequencies arises due to mixing of propagating plasma modes by random
Josephson coupling. The low frequency tail is caused by plasma modes localized in the rare large areas where the
Josephson coupling is suppressed due to fluctuations, similar to the well known Lifshitz tail in the electron density
of states in disordered semiconductors. These results were published in the short communication @ In this paper
we present their detailed derivations. At high frequences (fields) we calculate the shape of the line using perturbative
expansion with respect to inhomogeneous Josephson coupling. At frequencies below the resonance frequency we use
the method of optimal fluctuation to calculate the exponential tail of the JPR line.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section IT we present general thermodynamic relations for a layered super-
conductor in the mixed state and discuss phase dynamics. Section III is devoted to Josephson coupling in the liquid



state. We obtain the high temperature expansion for the parameter C(B,T), derive general relations connecting the
JPR frequency with the pair distribution functions, and calculate the pair distribution functions numerically. We also
establish a relation between the plasma frequency and the static c-axis conductivity. In Section IV we calculate the
shape of the JPR line in the liquid state due to the inhomogeneous broadening mechanism.

II. GENERAL FORMALISM
A. Thermodynamics

We consider a layered superconductor in the vortex state. In the most part of the field-temperature phase diagram
below T, the relevant degrees of freedom are the vortex coordinates r,, and phase spin-wave type degrees of freedom

cpgzl 41(r). The energy functional in terms of these degrees of freedom can be written as

Fius @01 (0} = Fem () + Fpin(Can) + Fopltnn, o'l 1 (1)}, 9)

Here Fepn(rny) is the funCthﬂﬂthh accounts for the two-dimensional energy of pancakes and their electromagnetic
interaction in different layers

Ey explik - (rpy — Ty ) + ig(n — m)]
Femltn) = 30 / didg 3 R+ (R +Q2)71] 1o
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where Q2 = 2(1 — cosq)/s?. The contribution Fp;, (r,,) accounts for pinning:
Fpin(tny) = Z/derm(r)&(r —Tny)s (11)

where Vi, (r) is the pinning potential for vortices, see, e.g., Ref. @ The last term is the energy of intralayer currents
associated with spin-wave type of excitations and the Josephson energy. It depends on the regular part of the phase
difference and vortex coordinates:

Foltnn o hin} = (12)
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Here V = (0/0x,0/0y). The mutual inductance of layers, Ly, is:

|n —m|s 1
- L = .
Aab - Ha) 2(1 — cosq) + s2 /N2,

d Aq
L = / S L(g) cos(n — m)g ~ S exp [—

5 (13)

The phase cpflvzl 41(r) is the singular part of the phase difference induced by vortices at positions r,, and r, 1, when

Josephson coupling is absent (1/\; = 0):
Pani1(F) = D[0u(r = Tan) = du(r ~Fuyr)] (14)

where ¢, (r) = arctan(y/x) is the polar angle of the point r
The average cosine of the total phase difference is given by the expression:

T 0
C—l—i—N—S@?(anms, (15)
2= [ Do ®)Drms b [ Flrnsn ea1/7]. (16)

Here (. ..)q:s is an average over disorder (pinning), NNV is the total number of layers, and S is the total area of the layer.



B. Phase dynamics

Time variations of the phase difference leading to excitations of quasiparticles and the deviations of the quasiparticle
distribution function from equilibrium should be accounted for in the time-dependent equation for the phase difference.
General equations describing phase dynamics are still under discussion and they depend on the mechanism of pairing,
see Refs. @—@ At the phenomenological level, the dynamic equations for the phase difference ¢, nt1(r,t) can
be derived as follows. Introducing the in-plane superfluid momentum p,, = V¢, — (2r/®p)A,,, we can express the
in-plane magnetic field as

HJ_ = ;)—Onz X (VQPn,n—i-l - szpn)
s
where n, is the unit vector in z-direction, V.p, = (Pn+1 — Pn)/s. Using this representation the z-component of the
Maxwell equation curlB = (47/c)j + (1/¢)0D/dt can be written as

47T,+568Ez O
cjz c Ot  2ms

(Vennt1 — sV.Vpn) (17)

where the current j, consists of the Josephson and quasiparticle contributions, j. = Josin¢p ni1 + jq.. From the
in-plane component of the Maxwell equation we obtain the independent equation for Vp,,

2

(=V2+2.7) Vp, = —j%ov (jn + E—jfa]a—L) - %sz%n_l n (18)
Here ¢,y is the high frequency dielectric constant for the in-plane electric field. We split the in-plane current into the
quasiparticle and superconducting components, j = js + jq with js = (¢®o/87%A\2,)py. In the following we consider
the case when the in-plane equilibration occurs at time scales much shorter than the inverse plasma frequency. This
allows us to neglect the in-plane quasiparticle current and electric field in Eq. (@) Solving formally Eq. (@) with
respect to Vp,, and substituting it into Eq. (E) we obtain

. ] z EC 6EZ
sin @n py1 — )\3 Z anV290m7m+1 + ]i—i—— —

J() 47TJ0 ot (19)

To obtain a closed set of equations for ¢, n+1, we have to connect E, with Opy nt1/0t. In a common Josephson
junction tkﬁ@quantities are connected by the famous Josephson relation O¢y, n41/0t = (2wcs/®g)E,. However, it
was shownk2'Ed that in atomically layered superconductors this simple relation is violated due to the charging of
layers. The charging effect leads to the variations of the chemical potential u, in the layer n, and, in general, the
time derivative of ¢, 41 can be written as

0P nt1 2mes Ln
Ponntr _ ZTC5 (g Hn) 2

where p,, is related with the variation of the charge p, as
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where Ap is the Debye screening length. The charge density is related to electric field by the Poisson equation

4
V.E, = E—Fpn (22)

Combining Egs.(R(), (1)), and (3) we obtain relation between E, and 0, 541/t

Opnny1  2mes 9 w2
o By (1-ApV2) E.. (23)

Finally, the quasiparticle current is determined by the quasiparticle conductivity o,
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The interlayer quasiparticle conductivity in superconductors with d-wave pairing remajns nonzero even at T —EO
and it was found to be ~ 1 — 2 (kohm cm)~! in Bi-2212 crystals at 4 K and B = depending weakly on B4
Eqgs. (@), (E), and @) form a closed set of equations for ¢y, ,+1. They describe phase dynamics when deviations
of the quasiparticle distribution function from that at equilibrium can be neglected. Deviations from equilibrium
and charging effects may lead to the broadening of JPR resonance in addition to the effect of dissipation caused by
quasiparticles. It is unclear at that moment how importanl@@re nonequilibrium effects because until now they were
studied only in the framework of simple microscopic modelstd, which may be unadequite for HTS.

As we are mainly interested in the effect of pancake vortices on JPR in the following, we will use simplified equations
in which we do not account for quasiparticle conductivitytd and charging effectﬁﬁ This simplest form of equation

for gpgzl 41(r,t) which describes phase variations at fixed vortex positions is:

L& o () 0 () 1 0
w_gw@nﬂﬂrl - )\3 ; anv2</)m,m+1 + sin [‘Pn,nJrl + wn,n+1(r):| = 47TJO &Dz(t% (25)

where D,(t) is the homogeneous in space alternating external electric field, and we assume that <P51UZL 41(r) is time

independent, because characteristic frequencies of vortex motion are well below the plasma frequency as discussed
above. For small amplitude variations we expand the phase difference as:

0
Prn1 (0,8) = o) (1) + @l i (1, 1). (26)

Here ‘szo.;z 41(r) is the solution of the stationary equation. We obtain for the Fourier component of the phase difference

induced by the external electric field, ¢, ,, 1 (r,w), the equation

2 .
w 9 9 (0) o iw
2 Pt £ X3 ; Lo V@l m41 = 1 €080 ()] = === D (D), (27)
The homogeneous part of the averaged electric field between layers n and n + 1 is
iw(l)o ’
E, =— 28
< (W)> omes <(pn,n+1> ( )

and JPR absorption is determined by the imaginary part of the inverse dielectric function, 1/e(w) = (E,(w))/D,(w).
Expanding ¢}, ,,,1(r) in terms of the eigenfunctions W,y (r) of the Schrodinger-like equation

2
0 Wa
— )\3 E Ly V20U o + cos[cp51131+1(r)]\llan = w—gkllom, (29)

we obtain a useful expression for Im(1/e(w)

1 ™w %
Ime(w) =30 /dr <; oo (0)T, (r)8(w — wa)> , (30)

(0)

m.n+1(r). This expression will be used in Sec. V to calculate the

where (...) is the average over configurations of cos ¢
shape of the JPR line.

ITI. JOSEPHSON COUPLING IN THE LIQUID STATE
A. High temperature expansion

In the vortex liquid phase we can use perturbation theory with respect to Josephson coupling, which relates the

cosine of the total phase difference with the phase correlation function S(r) as in Eq. (H) Splitting the total phase

difference ¢y, n+1(r) into vortex, 9051”21 41(r), and regular gogle 41(r) contributions, we obtain:

v r E E
(cosle s + i) = [ drleoslonnin(®) = onnn O = 52 [ drS. (618 (o). 1)
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where the correlation function of phases S, (r) = (cos[p,, ;11 ®nny1(0)]) is determined by vortex positions,

- / Dryy cospl )41 (r) = 9441 (0)] exp{—(1/T) [ Fem + Fpin] Pais,
7, = / Drpy exp{—(1/T)[Fom + Fyun

and S,(r) = (cos[gole 41(r) = gogle +1(0)]) describes the effect of spin-wave type phase fluctuations (phase difference

fluctuations in the absence of vortices),

/ Do 41 coslon (1) = G 1 (0)] exp[—(Bo/2T) 3 L Vo1 - Vol ],
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In the lowest order in E;, spin-wave type of fluctuations and vortex coordinates degrees of freedom do not interact.
In the Gaussian approximation for spin-wave type of phase fluctuations, we obtain:

Sr(r) = exp G%/dkdq%&?) - <%>2a’ “= 2:130' (32)

We cut off the logarithmic divergence in the integration over k is at k & 1/&,;, where &4 is the superconducting
correlation length. As we show below, a particular value of this cutoff has no influence on observable quantities

B. Relation between the phase correlation function S,(r) and the density correlation function of the liquid

Next we express the phase correlation function S, (r, T, B) via the density correlation function of pancake vortices
induced by the B, component of the magnetic field. Let us consider the phase difference between points r and 0 in
the layer n induced by pancakes with density p,(R) =) 6(R —r,,). Denoting the phase in the layer n at the point
r by ¢,(r) we obtain

6 () — 6 (0) = / IR p,(R)F(r. R), (33)
where

ﬁ(rv R) = ¢v(r/2 - R) - ¢v(_r/2 - R) (34)

is the angle at which the segment connecting points —r/2 and r/2 is seen from the point R = (X,Y). 8(r,R) has a
jump of 27 when point R intersects segment [—r/2,r/2]. Choosing the x axis along the segment [—r/2,r/2], we can
represent B(r,R) as

Yr
(R 724 = (X 72

B(r,R) = arcsin (35)

For the phase difference cpglvzl (r) — 9051”21 +1(0) between layers n and n 4 1 in the presence of both components B,

and B, we obtain

(n+1)s
P (1) = @)1 (0) = Dy () + (2m/Dy) / dz [A.(r,2) — A.(0,2)], (36)
B, (r) = / dR[pn(R) — pos1 (R)]B(x, R). (37)

Here A,(y) = — B,y is the vector potential for the B, component of magnetic field. We assume here that B, is large
enough so that it penetrates almost freely into the sample and therefore has no influence on the phase fluctuations.

In the following we will use the Gaussian approximation for the random function ®,(r), i.e. we neglect irreducible
higher-order correlation functions. Then



(cos[®y (r)]) = exp[~Fy(r)],  Fy(r) = ([@4(r)])?/2. (38)
Therefore the vortex-induced phase fluctuations are characterized by the the correlation function
Sy (r) = exp[—Fy(r)] cos(2ms B,y /®o). (39)

Using Eqs. (B7) and (B§) we connect F,(r) with the following density correlation function

K(r) = (1/2)([pn(r) = prs1(r)][pn(0) = pn41(0)])
= Ko(r) — Kq(r) (40)
by the relation
Fy(r)= /deRlK(R— R1)B(r,R)B(r,Ry), (41)

where K, (r) = (dpo(r)dp,(0)) and 6p,(r) = pn(r) — n, is the deviation of vortex density from its average value
n, = B,/®¢ in the layer n at point r. We will use the representation

K(r) = n,6(r) +n2h(r), nv/drh(r) = -1 (42)

In the case of uncorrelated pancake arrangements in neighboring layers h(r) is the pair distribution function of the
2D liquid. Using identity [drK(r) = 0 we rewrite Eq. (1)) as

Fy(r) = —(n3/2) / dridRA(r1)[6(r, R —r1/2) - B(r,R +r1/2)]* (43)
Performing the integration over R and averaging over orientation of r; we finally obtain
F,(r) = —wng/drlrlh(rl)J(r, r1), (44)

where the universal function J(r,r1) is given by

J(r,ry) =2 In(ry /7) + 2], r1 >, (45)
J(r,r) = 4m [2rry — r2 — (r2/2) In(r/r)], r<r

The function J(r,r1) and its first three derivatives are continuous functions of  and 1 but the fourth derivative has
jump 87 /r? at r = r1. Eqgs. (@) and @) represent a very important general relation connecting phase fluctuations
with the vortex density fluctuations in the Gaussian approximation for the pancake liquid. The function F(r)
increases linearly at large r,

E,(r)y=r/ly, aflg= —87T2/ dzaz®h(x), r>a, (46)
0
indicating exponential decay of phase fluctuations at large distances. Here we introduced the dimensionless distance
x =r/a with a = n, /2 For small r the function F,(r) increases approximately quadratically with r:
F,(r) =~ n(r/a)? (ln G, Cg) , Co= —27T/ dezh(z)lnz, r<a. (47)
r 0

Note that h(z) depends on the temperature and pinning. The temperature dependence is determined by the dimen-
sionless parameter T/ Ey if the effect of pinning is neglected. Respectively, the function F,(r/a) is also temperature
and pinning dependent.



C. Effective Josephson coupling and plasma frequency

The problem of calculating of C(B,T), which determines the Josephson plasma frequency is now reduced to cal-
culation of the integral ([i4) with pair distribution functions of the liquid, h(r). These functions are not available
analytjcally. They can be calculated from Monte Carlo simulationstd or (approximately) using the density functional
theoryd. As the first approximation we consider uncorrelated two dimensional liquids in layers. For weakly coupled
superconductors the density correlations between the layers and weak pinning can be taken into account perturba-
tively. In the 2D approximation the vortex systenEis equivalent to the one-component two-dimensional Coulomb
plasma, which was studied extensively in the pasttl. The pair distribution function hop(r, B,T, Fy) within this

approximation has an exact scaling property:
th(T,B,T, Eo) = th(T‘/a,T/Eo) (48)

i.e., it depends on magnetic field only through the spatial scale. As follows from Eq. (@) this scaling property is
also transferred to the function Fy(r), F,(r) = F,(r/a,T/Ey). If, in addition, fluctuations of the regular phase
are neglected then at B, = 0 we obtain from Egs. (é, ) the expression (B) for C. Correlation properties of the
liquid determine the field independent universal function f(7'/Ey) defined by Eq. (E) Therefore, the scaling property
C x 1/B, would be exact if we neglect (i) coupling between pancake liquids in different layers (ii)pinning inside the
layers, and (iii) regular phase fluctuations. All these effects are typically small in the pancake liquid phase.

Now, we further develop this approach and include fluctuations of the regular phase, magnetic interlayer coupling
and pinning. First, we include the effect of regular phase fluctuations. As the temperature approaches 7T, the role of
these fluctuations of regular phase progressively increases. The correlation function of regular phase S,.(r) is given
by Eq. (BJ). We substitute (BJ) into Eq. (BI)) and take into account that the Josephson coupling, Ey oc A;2, and the
plasma frequency at zero field are renormalized by the phase fluctuations. Their suppression is determined by the
cosine factor at B = 0, C(T'), which was estimated in Ref. (] as

C(T) = (Lan/ A1) (49)

Using the scaling property of S, (r) we obtain for magnetic field along the ¢ axis:

e’
(ool + el = 10 T (B2 (50)

where
fs(T) = 271'/ da:xlfQQ‘S’v(x,T)
0

again depends only on reduced temperature T/ Ey within the 2D approximation. Therefore, regular phase fluctuations
reduce the power index in the field dependence of C and make it temperature dependent. Numerical calculations,
described below in Section [[ILH, give f,(T) ~ 1.0 — 1.75T/(27Eo) at a = T /(27 Ey) < 0.1. Using Eqs. (B1), (BJ) and
(@) we obtain the JPR frequency for arbitrarily oriented magnetic field:

B Eo (Bs\'"", [ 27sB,
wi(Bm,Bz,T)—wg(T)ﬁ (B—Z> fs (\/m,T>, (51)
fs(0,T) =2m / h drx' =28, (x, T)Jo(bx), (52)
0

where Jo(z) is the Bessel function.

D. Influence of interlayer coupling and pinning. Perturbative estimate.

We consider now the influence of weak interlayer magnetic coupling and weak pinning. In both cases it is necessary
to calculate a correction to the density correlation function and substitute it into Eq. (@) The starting point of the
calculation is the thermodynamic expression for the density correlation function

Kpm(r = 1) = (3pn(r)dpm (r')) (53)

% /Drnyépn(r)épm(r’) exp (— Fop + f}nc + ]:pin) : (54)




Here we split the electromagnetic part of the energy (IE) into the intralayer two-dimensional part (Fap) and the
interlayer magnetic coupling (Fy,) part. It is convenient to represent all energy contributions in continuous form:

Fop=7Ee Y / drdr’ In ——6p, (1)pn(x') (55)

v —r'|

1
Fe = 3 % / drdr' Vipe(r — 1/, — m)6pp (v)dpm (r) (56)

Fon=Y" / drVoin (£)5p (x) (57)

with
(Voin(r)Vpin (0)) = W(r). (58)

Magnetic interaction between pancake vortices, Vin.(r,n), has been considered in Refs. @»@ At small distances
r,ns < Agp & simple analytical expression can be obtained for n > 0

r2 + (ns)? +ns
2ns

7TSEQ
22,

Vine(r,n) = r2+ (ns)? —ns —nsln (59)

If both Fine and Fpin are neglected then K,,_,,(r) = Kap(r)dnm, with Kop(r) being the density correlation function
of a 2D Coulomb plasma, Kop(r) = n,d(r) + n2hap(r).

First, we obtain the correction to the density correlation function induced by magnetic coupling, Ay Ky —m(r —17).
Expanding ( [53) with respect to Fine we obtain:

1
Amcanm(r> = _T / drlerVmC(r + ry —rqo,n— m)KQD(rl)KQD (1'2). (60)

Interplane phase correlations are determined by the density correlation function in neighboring layers, |m — n| = 1
(see Eq. (i) ). The integral (G0) decreases rapidly at 7 > a, because the main contribution comes from the distances
r1,72 of the order a and f drKsp(r) = 0. For s < 7 < Ag, the interaction potential for pancakes in neighboring
layers Vine(r, 1) increases linearly with 7, Vine(r, 1) ~ (msEo/2)\2,)r and the correction to Ki(r) is:

sk
AmcKi(r) = _ﬁ /drldrg (Jr + 11 — 1o — 7) Kop(r1)Kap(ra). (61)
ab

Using the scaling property of Kop(r), we get a simple dimensional estimate of this integral
AmcKi(r)/n2 = (saFo /A2, T) Fne(r/a), (62)

where Fi,o(x) is a dimensionless function of order unity. An exact shape of this function can be obtained by numerical
evaluation of the integral in Eq. (f])). Using the scaling estimate (f2) we obtain the correction to C given by Eq. (5()
due to magnetic coupling, A, .C:
Al f sb)2E2B,
mc — Jmc 9 4o 2/
A2, T2B3/2
with fie ~ 1. This correction is small because of the small parameter s/Aqp &~ 0.01 in atomically layered supercon-
ductors.
Let us turn now to the pinning-induced correction to the demnsity correlation function, ApinKp—m(r — ') =
ApinKo(r — r')0pm. Expanding (@) with respect to Fpin we obtain in the second order with respect to pinning
potential:

ApinKo(r —1') = (63)
1

Ve /drlerW (r1 —r2) [(3p(r)dp(r')dp(r1)dp(r2)) — Kap(r — ') Kap(ry —r2)].

This correction is determined by the quartic correlation function of density. Such a perturbation approach is valid for
weak pinning when the pinning energy of a single vortex, E, ~ /W (0), is small in comparison with the temperature.
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An important observation following from Eq. (@) is that, in this temperature interval, the first pinning correction
exactly coincides with the correction induced by the extra interaction potential W (ry —r2) /7. The range of this
potential coincides with the correlation length of pinning, 7,, that is much smaller than the intervortex spacing.
It means that this potential has almost no influence on the density correlation function at E, < T, because the
contribution to the correction comes only from the rare configurations when two particles approach at distance of
the order of r,. We can conclude, therefore, that influence of pinning on the pair distribution function of the liquid
is negligible at T' > FE,,. This conclusion is in agreement with the more defailed study of influence of point pinning
on correlation properties of the pancake liquid using the replica approachbd. Note, that strong pinning sites with
E, = Ej, such as columnar defects produced by the heavy ion irradiation, can not be treated perturbatively and may
strongly influence density correlations of the pancake liquid.

E. Phase correlations in pancake liquid regime. Numerical calculations

In the decoupled liquid phase correlations can be calculated using the pair distribution function A(r) of the two-
dimensional vortex system. The phase correlation function F,(r) is connected with h(r) by relation ({4]). To study
the behavior of phase correlations in the liquid state we performed numerical simulations of the motion of N, = 900
point vortices by numerical solution of the set of Langevin equations for the vortex coordinates R;:

dR;

= 2 BB~ Ry) + fri(t). (64)

i#]

Here f,(r) is the intervortex interaction force, fz;(t) is the Langevin force, {fria(0)fr;ja(t)) = 2T04p0;;0(t). The

quantity 27 Fy = 25®3/(47\.p)?, and the lattice constant ag = 1/2/+v/3n, of the ideal lattice are taken as the units of

energy and length. To facilitate numerical calculations we model the real infinite-range 1/r interaction force by the

finite-range interaction force f,(r) = (1/r) (1 —1r?/ rgut)z, cut off at the finite length 7.,¢. To minimize the effect of

cutting we have chosen the cutting length r.,; = 4.33 to reproduce the shear modulus Cgs = BPo/(8m\sp)? for the
uncut interactions (i.e., for re,: = c00). We solve the Langevin equations @) at different values of T ranging from
0.006 to 0.1. Simulations give a melting transition at 7;, ~ 0.007, in agreement with the value of the melting point for
the two-dimensional Coulomb plasmald. A set of pair distribution functions, h(r), has been generated using averaging
over a large number (= 2-10* ) of vortex configurations (see Fig. ﬂ) For each h(r) we calculated the phase correlation
function, S(r), integrating numerically Eq. (@) Several phase correlation functions are presented in Fig. E Note
that the phase correlation function has surprisingly weak temperature dependence. To facilitate comparison with
experiment, we also calculated the function f(b,T) that determines the angular dependence of the plasma frequency
via Eqs. (@) and (@) This function is plotted in Fig. E We also calculated typical lengths, characterizing decay of
S(r): lo defined by Eq. (), R, and R, where the last two lengths are defined by relations

o0 o0
R? = / rdrS(r), R} = / r3drS(r)/R2. (65)
0 0

Temperature dependence of the phase correlation length Iy is shown in Fig. E For comparison we also show two
points extracted directly from the se correlation functions, which were generated using Monte Carlo simulations of
the uniformly frustrated XY modelRd. We see that the results of the two models are in perfect agreement. We found
that, in spite of considerable change in shape of h(r) with increasing temperature, the phase correlation function does
not change much. In particular, we find that Iy drops from 0.3ag to 0.25a (see Fig. [), R? ~ (0.12 — 0.13) a2, and
R? ~ (0.49 — 0.55) a2, (R1 ~ 2R ) in the investigated temperature range.

F. Extracting the phase correlation and pair distribution functions from angular dependence of the plasma
frequency

Measurements of dependence of the resonance frequency w, on B, at fixed B, and T allow one, in principle,
to obtain the phase correlation function S(r) and the pair distribution function h(z), i.e., to extract quantitative
information about correlations in the vortex liquid. Using Eq. (51 the function f(b) = fs(b)/fs(0) can be found from
the dependence wy(B,) as:

w2(By = by/®oB. /2ms)

p

: (66)
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Usually the angular dependence of the resonance field B,.(6) is measured at fixed microwave frequencyB’E rather than
wp(Bg). This dependence also can be used to extract f(b):

s [b _ 278 By.(0)

$0B.0)| {BTZ(H)} B (&%)

B,,(0)

The function Fy(z) may be found by the reverse Fourier transform from Eq. (53),

Fy(z,T)=—1In [% /0 h dbf (b)bJo(bw)} : (68)

In the final stage the density correlation function h(z) according to Eq. ( [4) is given by the relation:

hz) = —— d{ﬁi{xdm(x)]}. (69)

8l dx dx da3

Unfortunately it includes high order derivatives which makes the procedure very difficult for practical realization.

It is more practical to compare the Fourier transform of the phase correlation function f(b), which can be directly
extracted from the angular dependence of resonance field via Eq. @), with the theoretically predicted function
obtained by numerical simulations (Fig. E) To make this comparison we used angular dependence of the resonance
field for an optimally doped Bi-2212 sample at 40 K from Fig. 3 of Ref. [l. We plot in Fig. [ the function B, (6)/B,(0)
(a at this temperature can be neglected) vs 275B,,(0)/+/®oB,.(0) and the theoretical f(b) at T/27Ey = 0.032,
roughly corresponding to 40 K. One can see that the experimental f(b) is very close to the theoretical one. This
indicates that phase fluctuations in real Bi-2212 crystals are well described by the pancake liquid model.

G. Relation between the plasma frequency and the c-axis conductivity in vortex liquid

In this part we will establish a relation between w, and the ¢ -axis conductivity o, in the vortex liquid which allows
us to estimate the characteristic frequency of phase slips, wps, from experimental data for w, and o.. For the plasma
frequency we obtain:

W3(B) = (47sJZ Je.T) / drS(r, B,t = 0), (70)

S(I‘, B, t) = <COS[@H7H+1(I.7 t) - wn,nJrl(Oa O)]>a (71)

The c-axis conductivity below T, consists of the quasiparticle and Josephson contributions. The conductivity due to
the ini@layer Josephson currents is finite in the liquid phase because of the phase slips induced by pancake thermal
motiontd. When the temperature is decreased at fixed field, the system smoothly crosses over from the region of
dominating quasiparticle transport to the region of dominating Josephson transport. We consider the latter region,
where the conductivity is related to the correlation function of the Josephson currents via the Kubo formula

oo = (sjg/T)/ dt/dr@in%nﬂ(o,()) Sin @p 1 (r,t)) = (sJ§/2T)/drdtS(r,t). (72)
0
Now the characteristic frequency ws involved in the ¢ axis conductivity may be estimated using the relation

d cw?
e = Oof rS(r,0) _ € wp, (73)
Jo dt [deS(r,t)  8mo.

if both conductivity and plasma frequency are known at a given temperature and magnetic field.

In Bi-2212 crystals with T, ~ 85 K a c-axis conductivity o. ~ 0.5 ohm~tcm~! was found in Ref. p3l at T = 67
and B, = 0.3 T. JPR frequency in a crystal with similar T¢ is w, /27 ~ 120 GHz at 4.2 K and ~ 90 GHz at 67 K&.
From these data, using Eq. (51) we estimate w, /27 ~ 10 GHz at T = 67 K and B, = 0.3 T. With €. ~ 12 we obtain
wps/2m ~ 0.2 GHz at B, = 0.3 T. Thus we estimate wp,/w, &~ 0.02 which justifies the static approach for calculation
of plasma frequency.

Consider now influence of the in-plane field on the c-axis conductivity. In the lowest order in Josephson coupling,
we split [@n.n+1(0,0) — @p nt1(r,t)] into the contribution induced by pancakes and that caused by the unscreened
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parallel component B,. Assuming that B, is along the x axis, we obtain a simple expression for the contribution of
the parallel component to the phase difference:

‘Pn,nJrl(Oa O) - ‘Pn,nJrl(rv t) ~
[Sﬁn,nJrl(Ov O) - Sﬁn,nJrl(ra t)]BIZO - 27T5Bry/(1)0- (74)

Inserting this expression into Egs. (1) and (fJ) we obtain
0c(B., By) = (1sJ2/T) / drrG(r, B.)Jo(2msB,r/®o), (75)
where
G(r,B.) = /OOO dtS(r,t, B,). (76)

The function S(r,t) describes the dynamics of the phase difference caused by mobile pancakes. If g(B,, B;) =
0.(B1,B:)/0c(B.,0) is known in the vortex liquid, the correlation function G(r) = G(r)Jg®3/4nsTo.(B.,0) may be
found using the inverse Fourier-Bessel transform:

G(r,B.) = / B, B.g(Ba, B.)Jo(27sBar /). (77)

This procedure was realized in Ref. p3 and the function G(r, B,) was found for pristine and irradiated Bi-2212 crystals.

IV. LINE SHAPE OF PLASMA RESONANCE
A. Formulation of the problem and general relations

To find the line shape we need an equation for the phase difference which describes time variations of the interlayer
phase difference and intralayer charges in the presence of an alternating electric field applied along the ¢ axis. We
will use the simplest version of this equation (@), which is similar to the Schrodinger equation. Thus the problem
of inhomogeneous line broadening is very similar to the problem of the density of states of a quantum particle in a
random potential, and one can use the same techniques. The role of the random potential in our problem is played
by un,(r) = cos[gpggzl“(r)] — C. Neglecting the Josephson coupling, we obtain:

S(r
(a0t (0)) = “ L, (78)
where S(r) is the phase correlation function (f]). At large frequencies the random potential can be treated as a small
perturbation. The exact criterion will be formulated below. Perturbative analysis of Eq. (@) can be conveniently
performed using the Green function formalism. The Green function G,y (r,r’; E) is defined as the solution of the
equation:

> {IE = C+ un(®)6nm + A5 LumV?} G (1,75 E) = 66 (r — 1) . (79)
with E = w?/w?. The homogeneous part of the alternating averaged phase is connected with G (r,r'; E) by the
relation:

, _iwD,( 2 iwD,(w) w?

= dr’ { Gpp =—G|k=0,g=0,— |, 80

() =25 [ (G (01 55) ) = =20, =02 (50)

where G(k,q; E) is the Fourier component of Gy, (r —t'; E) = (Gpw (r,r'; E)). The homogeneous part of the
averaged electrlc field between layers n and n + 1 is:

iw?®dg 1 w? w?
Ez = = "y = — G = — Dz . 81
(E-0) = G @) = £ 256 (0,08 = 25 ) D.(w) (1)

Therefore, the dielectric function which describes the response to a homogeneous external electric field is connected
with the Green function as:

1 1 w? w?
=—5G (070;}5:_2), (82)

e(w) ecwd wd

The JPR absorption and shape of the JPR line is determined by Im[1/e(w)].
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B. Diagrammatic expansion with respect to the random potential u,(r)

The Green function at u(r) = 0 is

1
E - I<J2(k,q),

222

Go(k,q; E) = -
2(1 — cosq) + s2/X22,

K*(k,q) = C +

(83)

This function determines the spectrum of the phase collective mode w(k, q) = wor(k, ¢). Using a standard diagram-
matic approach, we can write:

G(kvq;E) = [E - Kz(kvcﬁ - E(kvq;E)]ilv (84)

where 3(k, ¢; E) is the self-energy. In the lowest order with respect to u(r) (the Born approximation for scattering)
we obtain:

(i) = [ o Go (€. B) S(k =), (55)

The imaginary part of the self-energy, 3a(k, ¢; E), determines line broadening, while the real part, ¥ (k, ¢; E), deter-
mines the shift of the resonance center due to inhomogeneities. For E—C <« )\3 /a?, one can neglect the k -dependence
of S(k) and we obtain:

Sallc.q B) = (80/165%) [ dlcdad [B - € = (. 0)] = (50/433)0(E ~C), (56)
2 a?
e = ")

where ©(z) =1 at x > 0, and vanishes otherwise. Sy is the Fourier component of the function S(r) at k = 0, i.e.

So= [ dr {cos [0, 0) = e00a O] ). (5%)

It is of the order a? in both the liquid phase and the vortex glass phase with strong disorder. In addition, in the
liquid phase, the high temperature expansion gives the relation Sy = 2CT/E, which allows us to connect the width
of the line with its center. Parameter ¥, = Sp/4A\% = CT/(2Ep) gives the reduced scattering rate due to the random
potential. Perturbative expansion with respect to the random potential works if £ —C > Y. In the real units this
criterion is given by (w? —w?)/w?2 > T/2Ey. In spite of strong local variations of the random potential u(r), which are
much larger than C, the parameter ¥, is much smaller than C. The reason is that typically the ac phase ¢;l)n 41(r)
varies smoothly in space and effectively averages out these short-range variations.
The dielectric function can be now represented as

1 1 w?
(W)  ecw?—w[l—s(w)] - iwfO(w? —w?) (89)

Here wy, = (T/2Ep)'/?w, is the line width for the vortex liquid at the right-hand side of the resonance line, and
s1(w) = (T/2mEo) In[cj/a*(w? — w?2)]. The shape of the resonance line in the Born approximation is given by the
expression:

2 2
1 } _1 w b @(w2 —wf)), (90)

m [@ e (w? —w2[1- sl(w)])2 + wi

The Born approximation gives only the right-hand side of the resonance line because it describes transformation of
the homogeneous plasma mode (with £ = 0 and ¢ = 0) into the inhomogeneous phase collective modes with nonzero

momenta k < a/A? and g of the order unity in the presence of the random coupling cos @5321 41(r). Estimate for values

k involved in the line broadening follows from the relation x?(k,q) &~ Sy/4A\?% at values g of the order unity. This
means that the main part of the JPR line near its center at w > w, comes from averaging over distances R < )\% /a
in the vortex liquid state. Fluctuations of potential at smaller distances result in a far right-hand wing of the JPR

line. Note that wp in the liquid phase is small compared with the frequency of the line center due to the small factor
n = T/2E0
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The absorption as function magnetic field is given by

-2 #B-5 6(B-B,), (o1)

fm L(w,B> T [B- B (1—s)P+ (uB,)

where B, = fw?E;®q/2Tw? is the resonance magnetic field in the liquid phase. Eq. (@) is valid at B—B, > uB,, and,
thus the term (uB,)? in the denominator may be dropped. Then the dﬁpendence of absorption on B is proportional
to B/(B — B,)?, and this dependence is in agreement with experimentH.

C. Self-consistent Born Approximation

Perturbative analysis of the previous Section can be improved by using the renormalized Green function (Q) in
the Born expression for the self energy (@) This approximation, known as the self-consistent Born approximation,
leads to the following equation for the self-energy

1

. _ SO i
E(k7Q>E) - 2(271')3 /d dq E—H2(k/,q/) —E(k/;q/;E)'

(92)

Introducing dimensionless function s;(¢) and s2(¢) of the dimensionless variable ¢ = (E — C)/X + (2/7) In(A\% /a?)
with Yoo = Sp/4N% as:

=50, et = 2w () (93)

we obtain the following equations for these functions

Sg = 1 + 1 arctan Rl (94)
2 s 59
1
Slz—E;MI@+ﬁﬁ2+sﬂ (95)
The resonance absorption p(w) can be written in terms of these functions as:
plwws /w? = f [(W* —@p)/wi] (96)
52(¢)
Q) = : 97
RN SN 0

Here @, is the resonance frequency shifted by the random Josephson coupling, @2 = w2(1 — (T/wEy) In(B/By)).
This negative shift is due to the second order perturbative correction to the ground state “energy”, similar to the
well known result of quantum mechanical perturbation theory. The scaling representation (Pg) is exact, i.e., the
shape of the line is fully determined by two dimensionless functions s1(¢) and s2(¢). Eqs. (p4) and (p5) allow us to
calculate these functions approximately. Fig. E shows dependencies of the reduced JPR absorption p(w)wg Jw? and
the functions s; 2 on the reduced frequency (. The self-consistent Born approximation corresponds to summation of
the perturbation series, which includes only certain class of diagrams. Omited terms have the same order and this
approximation does not describe quantitatively the line shape in the region of maximum and below. In particular,
within this approximation ¥4 and resonant absorption still vanish at £ < C — X /7. In the real situation, there
is a long absorption tail due to the localized plasma modes arising from exponentially rare fluctuation suppression
of coupling at areas. This tail is very similar to the Lifshitz tail in the density of states in inhomogeneous
semiconductorsebq,

D. Lifshitz Tail

To calculate the exponential tail dye to localized plasma modes (left-hand side of the resonance line) one has to
use the method of optimal fluctuationd. We will follow the derivations present in the book of Lifshitz, Pastur, and
GredeskulPd. From now on we make the replacement £ — E — C. The resonant absorption is determined by the
averaged spectral density
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() = % / 'S T (G (r — 3 F — )], (98)
which can be represented as:
p(E) = / dry " / Du(r)P{un(r)} > W, (0,0;u)¥, (r,n; u)d (E — £, {u}), (99)

where W, (r,n;u) and &, are eigenfunction and eigenvalue of the state v in the system with the potential u,(r).
The probability of realization of this potential is P{u,(r)} = exp[—H{u(r)}]. The scale of variations of typical
eigenfunctions ¥, (r,n;u) for not too small &, is much larger than the scale of variation of w,(r). This allows us to
treat u,(r) as a short ranged Gaussian random variable and approximate H{u,(r)} as

H{un(r)} = Z/dr%. (100)

This is a good approximation to find the line shape not far away from the line center because the eigenvalue &
not far away from C comes from the effective random potential w,(r) averaged over large length scales R. This
approximation breaks down only for very large and highly improbable fluctuations of the random potential. With
exponential accuracy in the tail region we have p(E) x exp(—®(E)) with

@(E) = min H{un (1)} ey - (101)

where Ey{u} is the lowest eigenvalue at given uy,(r). Following the standard line of reasoninga, which we outline in
the Appendix, we obtain that ®(E) is determined by solution of the nonlinear dimensionless eigenvalue problem:

- v2¢n + v?ﬂbi = _GOVid}n(r)' (102)
with condition 1, (0) = 1. ®(F) can be found from solution of this equation as:

_ME,
EQSO '

o(E) (103)

with 14 = 3, [ dryd (r). Numerical solution of Eq. ([L09) gives ¢ = —0.1642 and ¢4 = 2.4178. Asymptotic solution
at large distances corresponds to a dipole field:

leo| % — 2n?

p(r) =0224————
(x) (leo| 72 + n2)°/?

(104)

because the time derivative of the phase difference ¢y, p+1(r) = U, (r) gives the electric field E, between layers n and
n + 1. This electric field of the dipole type describes plasma oscillations with low frequencies when opposite charges
are distributed between layers in the regions where Josephson coupling is below the average value due to fluctuations
in the vortex density.

From Eq. ([[03) we obtain ®(E) = 14.72)\%F/S,, which corresponds to the low-frequency tail (low-magnetic-field
tail) of the dielectric function:

1 Eo(wg —w?)
Im [Tw)} x exp l—7.36T76‘%] (105)

at fixed magnetic field (w, depends on B). At fixed frequency, the imaginary part of the inverse dielectric function
as a function of magnetic field is:

Im {ﬁ] x exp (—3.6SB;;TB) . (106)

where 1 = T/2F, and the frequency dependent resonance field B, is defined after Eq. (P1)). In real units the coarse-
grained optimum cosine fluctuation at E = C — w?/wi < C is:
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FE 2 r |€0|
n = nnti1 —C = — — 1, =\ —. 107
n(£) = 5 P s — C |€0|wn(TE) re = A/ 2 (107)

Thus both sides of the resonance line are characterized by the width wy, ~ (T/Ep)'/?w, in the vortex liquid phase at
B, > Bj;. Comparing the shape of the left-hand side of the resonance line, Eq. ( with that of the right-hand
side, Eq. (@), we see that the low-field side is;sharper in agreement with experimenttBH.

By using Eq. (@) and data of Matsuda et alB for the resonance line in the liquid phase at T = 36 K, we may estimate
the parameter u &~ 0.06, while our theoretical estimate u = T/2Ey(T) gives & 0.13 at Ay, = 2500 A and s =15.6 A.
We note that, actually, Eq. (@) may be invalid near B = B,, and, thus, our estimate of u from experimental data is
correct by order of magnitude only. The line was found to be anisotropic with a sharper left-hand side in agreement
with Egs. (P1)) and ([l07). Thus, our model gives at least qualitative explanation of the JPR line form.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have obtained a quite complete description of the JPR for the vortex liquid phase in magnetic fields B, > Bj.
We related the JPR frequency in the presence of a tilted magnetic field, w,(B;, B.), to the correlation function of the
pancake liquid. Numerical results for the density correlation function of the two-dimensional Coulomb plasma allow
one to predict the field dependence of the plasma frequency or vice versa; experimental data for w, (B, B,) allow one
to obtain information on the density correlations in the pancake liquid.

We have explained the line shape of the JPR in the liquid phase by inhomogeneous broadening caused by disorder
in pancake positions along the c¢ axis. It is the excitation of the phase collective modes with nonzero momenta by a
homogeneous-in-space alternating electric field in the presence of an inhomogeneous vortex distribution that leads to
line broadening of the JPR line at w > w,,. Rare fluctuation suppressions of coupling in large areas due pancake density
fluctuations result in the left-hand side (w < wp) of the resonance line broadening. These mechanisms lead to a JPR
line that agrees well with experimentally observed asymmetric line shape. Due to this inhomogeneous broadening of
JPR line mechanisms associated with dissipation due to quasiparticles remain hidden when measurements are made
in a disordered vortex state.
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Appendix: Spectral density in the Lifshitz tail region

In this Appendix we derive the eigenvalue equation ([[02) which determines the spectral density A(E) o exp(—®(E))
in the Lifshitz tail region. Using the Lagrange technique we represent ®(FE) as

P(E) = min [H{u,(r)} = S(E — Eo{u})], (108)

B is the Lagrange factor, which has to be determined by the condition £y{u} = E. Representing Eylu] as

o {u} = min | Ho{w} + 3 / drun (£) 92 () (109)
with the Hamiltonian for the “free particle”
Ho{¥} = \? Z/eran\I/nV\Ilm (110)

we can rewrite Eq. ([L01]) as:

) : (111)

®(E)=—-BE + Irgn (ﬁHo{\I/} + muin [H{un(r)} + ﬁZ/drun(r)\I!i(r)
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Optimal wu,(r) is determined by the condition

M
e BU2(r) =0 (112)
which gives
un(r) = =SoBU5(r)/2, (113)
and Eq. ([[01) can be represented as:
®(E) = —BE + min | BHy{¥} — B S > [ dri(r) (114)
b7 4 = " '
Optimal ¥,,(r) is determined by the equation
— AT Lum VU (r) = (BSo/2) W3 (r) = BV, (x). (115)

Applying the operator —V?2 + s?/A2, to this equation and neglecting small terms of the order s*/\2, we can rewrite
this equation in a simpler form

— NV (x) + (BSo/2) VAU (x) = —EV2U,(r), (116)

where V%\I!n =2V, -V, 4+; — ¥, _;. Using relation

Ho{¥} =\ Z/ernmv\ynwm = Z/dr ((8S0/2)Wp(x) + EVZ(r)) (117)
we obtain for ®(E):
®(E) = —BE +min | BHy{T} — 5”5 > [ dewi(r) (118)
n 7 0 4 < n
B%So 4
== zﬂ:/dr\yn(r). (119)
Introducing dimensionless variables
- AJ 2F
U, (r) =Ye(0)hp(r), r=T—7——, € =—5—, 120
(£) = Wo(0)u 1) e = 550 (120)
we obtain the dimensionless equation . ®(FE) can be found from solution of this equation as:
a(B) = D3 w0y (121)

with 1y = >, [ dFpd (7). Using the relation fW2(0) = 2E/¢nSy we obtain the final relation ([10J).
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FIG. 1. Temperature evolution of pair distribution functions for a 2D vortex liquid (Langevin dynamics simulations). The
plots are labeled by reduced temperature measured in units 27 Ey (as in Refs. E) In parenthesis we also show approx-
imate values of corresponding real temperature for Bi-2212 assuming a temperature dependent London penetration depth
Aap = 200nm /(1 — (T/T:)?)? with T. = 90K.
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FIG. 2. Phase correlation functions at different temperatures obtained by numerical integration of Eq. (@) with numerical
pair distribution functions shown in Fig. EI
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FIG. 3. The Fourrier transform of the phase correlation function f(b) which determines the angular dependence of the
plasma frequency given by Eq. (bl)). The function is calculated by the Fourier-Bessel transformation (@) using the phase

correlation functions shown in Fig. .
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FIG. 4. Comparison between the function f(b) = fs(b)/fs(0) extracted from the angular dependence of the resonance field
(optimally doped Bi-2212 sample at 40 K from Ref. f, Fig. 3) and numerically calculated f(b) at T'= 0.032 - 2w Ey
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FIG. 5. Temperature dependence of the phase correlation length defined by Eq. (@) in units of lattice constant ag. Squares
represent results of numerical integration of Eq. (@) using pair distribution functions h(r) generated from Langevin dynamics
simulations. Spread of data is due to an error in the integration because of numerical noise in h(r) at large r. Two filled
circles represent correlation lengths extracted directly from the phase correlation function, which was obtained by Monte Carlo
simulations of the frustrated XY modeltd.

FIC. 6. Plot of reduced JPR lineshape p(w)wg/w? vs reduced frequency ¢ obtained within SCBA (Egs. (E)7 (@)7 and (@))
The insert shows frequency dependencies of the dimensionless self energies s and s2.
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