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We study the amplitude and phase fluctuations of the Ginzburg-Landau order parameter for su-
perconductors in two spatial dimensions. Starting from the mean-field critical temperature Tc0,
we calculate the beyond-mean-field critical temperature Tc by including thermal fluctuations of the
order parameter within the Gaussian level. Moreover, from our beyond-mean field results, we derive
the Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-Thouless critical temperature TBKT, which takes into account topological
vortex-antivortex excitations in the phase fluctuations as well as the amplitude fluctuations, to ob-
tain the shifts of transition temperatures. We elucidate how the Gaussian thermal fluctuations and
phase fluctuations associated with vortex excitations affect thermodynamic properties by determin-
ing the H-T phase diagram for a type-II superconductor and computing the critical behaviors of
the heat capacity, which are experimentally accessible, allowing the characterization of the cascade
of different kinds of fluctuations in 2D superconductors.

I. INTRODUCTION

Phase transitions in low-dimensional systems are cen-
tral targets in modern physics and critical fluctuations
play a crucial role in shaping their complex phase dia-
gram, while featuring several anomalous properties de-
tectable in experiments. The Ginzburg-Landau theory
describes the behavior of an order parameter in a su-
perconductor near the superconducting transition under
spontaneous symmetry breaking, which captures a broad
range of phase transitions including second-order phase
transitions of superconductors or superfluids [1], multi-
band superconductors [2–5], and twisted bilayer graphene
[6]. Two-dimensional superconductors or superfluids,
however, undergo a topological phase transition with-
out spontaneous symmetry breaking, which is referred
to as the Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-Thouless (BKT) transi-
tion [7, 8]. BKT transitions were first observed in a
thin 4He film [9]. Later, it was experimentally observed
also in thin and disordered superconducting films [10–
13] and a 39K atomic gas [14] through the measurement
of sound velocities [15, 16]. Phase fluctuations associ-
ated with the vortex excitations suppressing the super-
conducting transition temperature play a key role in the
BKT transition. As exemplified by the BKT physics,
identifying what kind of fluctuations govern the micro-
scopic behavior of a material is imperative to reveal the
phase diagram. For instance, it has been investigated
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through measurements of thermodynamic quantities such
as the heat capacity [17–20] and the resistivity or the I-V
characteristics [12]. The recent experiment in Ref. [20]
reports spectroscopic and thermodynamic investigations
of the iron-based superconductor FeSe1−xSx throughout
the Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer-Bose-Einstein-condensate
(BCS-BEC) crossover [21], suggesting the dominant role
of Gaussian thermal fluctuations in the vicinity of criti-
cality.

In two-dimensional materials, in particular, the occur-
rence of off-diagonal long-range order is ruled out at fi-
nite temperatures [22, 23], and the BKT transition is an
infinite-order phase transition toward a quasi-long range
ordered state [24], which hinders singularities of thermo-
dynamic quantities in the vicinity of the transition point
making the role of respective fluctuations difficult to es-
tablish across the BKT transition. These specific fea-
tures of two-dimensional materials have motivated sev-
eral attempts to clarify the dominant fluctuations and
their evolution from the normal to the superconducting
state both theoretically and experimentally. In the nor-
mal phase of cuprate superconductors in the underdoped
regime, where the electronic behavior is practically two-
dimensional, phase fluctuations are predicted to mainly
contribute to the quasiparticle spectra [25]. The mea-
surement of the Nernst coefficient supports that vortex
excitations survive even well above the critical temper-
ature, but quite below the pseudogap temperature; the
doping dependence of the vortex excitations onset tem-
perature shows the same dome-like behavior of the criti-
cal temperature [26]. The specific heat of cuprates is also
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affected by the pseudogap and exhibits similar peaked
behavior as in FeSe [27]. Therefore, in two-dimensional
strongly coupled superconductors, the superconducting
transition is approached from the normal state through a
weak-pseudogap phase at high temperature, where only
amplitude fluctuations (Gaussian-like) are present, and
then through a strong-pseudogap phase close to critical
temperature, where also phase fluctuations are impor-
tant and add their effects to the amplitude fluctuations,
leading to well-formed pseudogap features and long-lived
Cooper pairs (a quasi-condensate configuration). In a
two-dimensional Fermi atomic gas above the superfluid
transition temperature, a T -matrix analysis revealed that
pseudogap grows with strong pairing fluctuations across
the BCS-BEC crossover [28], which is in fair agreement
with the experimental measurements of photoemission
spectra with 40K atoms [29, 30]. Theoretical works also
predict the nonmonotonic behavior of the BKT transition
temperature in terms of the pairing interaction strength
[31, 32] and the upper bound [33] across the BCS-BEC
crossover. On the other hand, in the context of ultracold
atoms, experimental or theoretical investigations of the
cooperative interplay between phase and amplitude fluc-
tuations in determining strong pseudogap features are
lacking, also considering that T -matrix approaches in
two dimensions close to the critical temperature are ill-
defined. The above discussion motivates us to investigate
the cascade of fluctuations in two-dimensional supercon-
ductors exploring a wide temperature range across the
critical temperature to disentangle the effect on the sys-
tem properties of each type of fluctuation.

In this work, we consider two-dimensional supercon-
ductors to analyze the effects of both the Gaussian
thermal fluctuations and topological phase fluctuations,
which result in the BKT transition within the Ginzburg-
Landau theory. We examine the fluctuations of differ-
ent natures characterizing the phase diagram of the sys-
tem and discuss their roles in the renormalization of
the superconducting critical temperature. In Sec. II, we
start from the Ginzburg-Landau free energy and show
the mean-field analysis. In Sec. III, we include thermal
fluctuations at the Gaussian level, which lowers the crit-
ical temperature from the mean-field one. In Sec. IV,
we further incorporate the vortex excitations responsible
for the BKT transition by solving the Nelson-Kosterlitz
(NK) renormalization group equations. We discuss the
roles of both the Gaussian thermal fluctuations and phase
fluctuations associated with vortex excitations, and ob-
tain a formula for the shift of critical temperatures. To
this end, we employ a semi-analytic relation between the
bare and the renormalized phase stiffness. Finally, we
determine and discuss the H-T phase diagram of a typi-
cal type-II superconductor in Sec. V and the critical be-
havior of the heat capacity in Sec. VI, which highlights
the roles of fluctuations. In particular, the phase fluc-
tuations associated with vortex excitations turn out to
drastically change the critical behavior of the heat ca-
pacity. Our results suggest that the measurement of the

heat capacity in the vicinity of critical temperature can
be utilized to verify what types of fluctuations govern a
two-dimensional superconducting material. Section VII
summarizes our results. Details of numerical and ana-
lytic computations are reported in Appendices A, B, and
C.

II. GINZBURG-LANDAU FUNCTIONAL

Close to the critical temperature the free energy of a
single-band superconducting material can be written as

F = Fn + Fs , (1)

where Fn is the contribution due to the normal compo-
nent and Fs is the contribution due to the emergence of
a superconducting order parameter ψ(r) below the criti-
cal temperature. Within the Ginzburg-Landau approach
[1], for a two-dimensional system of area L2, the super
component Fs is given by

Fs =

∫

L2

d2r

{

a(T ) |ψ(r)|2 + b

2
|ψ(r)|4 + γ |∇ψ(r)|2

}

,

(2)
where

a(T ) = α kB (T − Tc0) (3)

is a parameter which depends on the temperature T and
becomes zero at the mean-field (MF) critical temperature
Tc0, while b > 0 and γ > 0 are temperature-independent
parameters with kB being the Boltzmann constant. The
energy functional (2) and the values of the parameters α,
b and γ can be deduced from the microscopic BCS theory
as [34, 35]

α =
4π2

7ζ(3)

Tc0
TF

, b =
7ζ(3)

8π2

α2

ν
, γ =

~
2

4m
, (4)

with TF being the Fermi temperature, m being the elec-
tronic mass, ν = m/π~2 being the density of states for
two-dimensional electrons having a parabolic energy dis-
persion, and ζ(x) being the zeta function.
The partition function Z of the system is given by

Z = e−βFn Zs , (5)

where

Zs =

∫

D[ψ(r)] e−βFs[ψ(r)] (6)

is the partition function of the superconducting compo-
nent with β = 1/kBT . The thermal average of an ob-
servable O that is a functional of ψ(r) reads

〈O〉 = 1

Zs

∫

D[ψ(r)]O[ψ(r)] e−βFs[ψ(r)] . (7)
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FIG. 1. Order parameters as a function of the tempera-
ture T . The order parameter ψ0 is obtained at the MF

level with Eq. (11) (dotted curve), ψ
(GF)
0 is derived includ-

ing the Gaussian fluctuations (GF) in Eq. (19) with Eq. (39)

(dashed curve), and ψ
(BKT)
R =

√

JR(T )/2γ is determined by
Eqs. (58) and (59) including the phase fluctuations (PF) asso-
ciated with vortex excitations responsible for the BKT tran-
sition under lmax = ln(π/ξk0) (solid curve). We set Gi = 0.1.
The gray dotted-dashed curve represents the order parame-
ter obtained by Eqs. (58) and (59) under the MF bare values
without the Gaussian fluctuations. These order parameters
vanish at different critical temperatures: Tc0 at the MF level,
Tc at the GF level without vortices, and TBKT including the
vortex excitations. The thin dotted black curve represents
kBT = πγ|ψ0|

2, which stands for the NK criterion. It inter-
sects with the order parameter at TBKT (vertical violet dashed
line).

By assuming a real and uniform order parameter, i.e.

ψ(r) = ψ0 , (8)

the energy functional (2) with Eqs. (3) and (8) becomes

Fs0[ψ0]

L2
= a(T )ψ2

0 +
b

2
ψ4
0 . (9)

Minimizing Fs0 with respect to ψ0, one immediately finds

a(T )ψ0 + b ψ3
0 = 0 , (10)

and consequently

ψ0 =















0 for T ≥ Tc0,

√

−a(T )
b

for T < Tc0.

(11)

The uniform order parameter ψ0 becomes different from
zero only below the MF critical temperature Tc0, where,
by definition, Tc0 is such that

a(Tc0) = 0 . (12)

The temperature dependence of the mean-field order pa-
rameter (11) is shown in Fig. 1.

III. GAUSSIAN FLUCTUATIONS OF THE

ORDER PARAMETER

Extremizing the functional (2) with respect to ψ∗(r)
one gets the Euler-Lagrange equation

a(T )ψ + b |ψ|2ψ − γ∇2ψ = 0 . (13)

We write the space-dependent order parameter ψ(r) in
the following way

ψ(r) = ψ
(GF)
0 + η(r) , (14)

where η(r) represents a fluctuation with respect to the

real and uniform configuration ψ
(GF)
0 with the condition

〈η〉 = 〈η∗〉 = 0 , (15)

where 〈·〉 is the thermal average. Inserting Eq. (14) into
Eq. (13), we find

a(T )ψ
(GF)
0 + b (ψ

(GF)
0 )3 + a(T ) η + 2b (ψ

(GF)
0 )2η

+ b (ψ
(GF)
0 )2η∗ + 2b ψ

(GF)
0 |η|2

+ b ψ
(GF)
0 η2 + b |η|2η − γ∇2η = 0 , (16)

and after thermal averaging we obtain

[

a(T ) + 2b 〈|η|2〉+ b 〈η2〉
]

ψ
(GF)
0 +b (ψ

(GF)
0 )3+b 〈|η|2η〉 = 0 .

(17)
Clearly, only by removing all thermal averages, one re-

cover Eq. (10) and find that ψ
(GF)
0 is equal to ψ0 and

given by Eq. (11). In the framework of the Gross-
Pitaevskii equation, this is called the Bogoliubov approx-
imation [36].
We take into account thermal fluctuations of the order

parameter keeping 〈|η|2〉 but neglecting the anomalous
averages 〈η2〉 and 〈|η|2η〉. This is the so-called Popov
approximation [36]. In this way, we get

[

a(T ) + 2b 〈|η|2〉
]

ψ
(GF)
0 + b (ψ

(GF)
0 )3 = 0 , (18)

and consequently

ψ
(GF)
0 =















0 for T ≥ Tc,

√

−a(T ) + 2b〈|η|2〉
b

for T < Tc.

(19)

In this case, the uniform order parameter ψ
(GF)
0 becomes

different from zero only below the beyond-MF critical
temperature Tc determined by

a(Tc) + 2b 〈|η|2〉c = 0 , (20)

with 〈|η|2〉c ≡ 〈|η|2〉T→T+
c
. The free energy generating

Eq. (18) including the Gaussian thermal fluctuations is
given by

F
(GF)
s0

L2
=
[

a(T ) + 2b〈|η|2〉
]

(ψ
(GF)
0 )2 +

b

2
(ψ

(GF)
0 )4. (21)
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It is important to stress that, to treat self-consistently the
fluctuating field η(r), the Popov approximation requires
|η|2η ≃ 2〈|η|2〉η, |η|2 ≃ 〈|η|2〉, and η2 ≃ 0 in Eq. (16)
[36], which becomes

a(T ) η+2b (ψ
(GF)
0 )2η+2b 〈|η|2〉η+b (ψ(GF)

0 )2η∗−γ∇2η = 0 ,
(22)

taking into account Eq. (18). Notice that the Popov ap-
proximation gives a gapless spectrum, as required by the
Goldstone theorem [36].

Let us work with T ≥ Tc where ψ
(GF)
0 = 0. Then,

Eq. (22) reduces to

a(T ) η + 2b 〈|η|2〉η − γ∇2η = 0 , (23)

which is the Euler-Lagrange equation of the Gaussian
energy functional

FPopov
η (T ≥ Tc) =

∫

L2

d2r
[

(a(T )|η(r)|2 + 2b〈|η|2〉)|η(r)|2

+ γ |∇η(r)|2
]

.

(24)
Expanding the field η(r) in a plane-wave basis, i.e.

η(r) =
1

L

∑

k

η̃ke
ik·r , (25)

it is straightforward to find

FPopov
η (T ≥ Tc) =

∑

k

[

a(T ) + 2b〈|η|2〉+ γk2
]

|η̃k|2 .

(26)
The partition function Z of the system is then given by

Z = e−βFn

∫

D[η(r)] e−βF
Popov
η [η(r)]

= e−βFn−βF
+

fl , (27)

where

F+
fl = − 1

β
ln

∫

D[η(r)] e−βF
Popov
η [η(r)]

= − 1

β

∑

k

ln

(

πkBT

a(T ) + 2b〈|η|2〉+ γk2

)

, (28)

represents the contribution of the thermal fluctuations to
the free energy above Tc. The thermal average

〈|η|2〉 = 1

Zη

∫

D[η(r)] |η(r)|2 e−βFPopov
η [η(r)] (29)

reads

〈|η|2〉 = 1

βL2

∑

k

1

a(T ) + 2b〈|η|2〉+ γk2
, (30)

with Zη ≡
∫

D[η(r)] exp[−βFPopov
η [η(r)]]. At T → Tc+,

where Eq. (20) holds, we get

〈|η|2〉c =
1

L2

∑

k

kBTc
γk2

. (31)
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FIG. 2. Magnitude of the correction to the order parameter
by the Gaussian fluctuations 〈|η|2〉 calculated from Eq. (39)
below Tc and Eq. (30) above Tc with Gi = 0.1. The inset
shows the temperature derivative ∂T 〈|η|

2〉(T ).

In the continuum of momenta k, where
∑

k
=

L2
∫

d2k /(2π)2, we assume that some physical cutoff
constrains the values of k [38]. Under this assumption,
we find

〈|η|2〉c =
kBTc
2πγ

ln

(

Λ

k0

)

, (32)

where k0 is an infrared cutoff and Λ an ultraviolet cutoff.
Then, Eq. (20) gives

Tc0 − Tc
Tc

= 4Gi ln

(

Λ

k0

)

(33)

with

Gi =
b

4παγ
(34)

the Ginzburg-Levanyuk number. With Eqs. (4), Eq. (34)
reduces to Gi = πTc0/2TF. According to Larkin and Var-
lamov [38], one has Λ = 1/2ξ with ξ = (γ/αkBTc)

1/2 the
coherence length and k0 = (GiαkBTc/γ)

1/2. It follows
that Λ/k0 = 1/(4Gi)1/2 and consequently

Tc0 − Tc
Tc

= 2Gi ln

(

1

4Gi

)

. (35)

Note that this result takes into account both amplitude
and phase fluctuations of the order parameter at the
Gaussian level. See also Refs. [38–40]. However, Eq. (35)
does not include the effects of the topological defects
(quantized vortices and anti-vortices).

A. Gaussian fluctuations below Tc

To compute Eq. (19), we examine the Gaussian fluc-
tuations (GF) below Tc. Instead of Eq. (23), 〈|η|2〉 is
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determined by Eq. (22). Then, Eq. (22) reads

δFPopov
η

δη∗
= 0, (36)

with

FPopov
η ≡

∫

d2r

[

[

a(T ) + 2b(ψ
(GF)
0 )2

]

|η(r)|2

+ 2b〈|η|2〉|η(r)|2 + b

2
(ψ

(GF)
0 )2

[

η(r)2 + η∗(r)2
]

+ γ|∇η(r)|2
]

=
∑

k

[ (

a(T ) + 2b〈|η|2〉+ 3b(ψ
(GF)
0 )2 + γk2

)

η̃′2k

+
(

a(T ) + 2b〈|η|2〉+ b(ψ
(GF)
0 )2 + γk2

)

η̃′′2
k

]

, (37)

where η̃′
k
and η̃′′

k
are the real part and imaginary part,

respectively, of η̃k = η̃′
k
+ iη̃′′

k
. In Eq. (37), the first

term proportional to η̃′2
k

corresponds to the amplitude
fluctuations while the second term proportional to η̃′′2

k

corresponds to the phase fluctuations [38]. By setting

ψ
(GF)
0 = 0, Eq. (37) recovers Eq. (26) for T ≥ Tc. The

contribution of thermal fluctuations to the free energy
below Tc is obtained as

F−

fl = − 1

β
ln

∫

D[η(r)] e−βF
Popov
η [η(r)]

= − 1

2β

∑

k

[

ln

(

πkBT

a(T ) + 2b〈|η|2〉+ 3b(ψ
(GF)
0 )2 + γk2

)

+ ln

(

πkBT

a(T ) + 2b〈|η|2〉+ b(ψ
(GF)
0 )2 + γk2

)]

.

(38)
The thermal average of the GF is self-consistently deter-
mined by

〈|η|2〉 = 1

Zη

∫

D[η(r)]|η(r)|2e−βFPopov
η [η(r)]

=
1

2βL2

∑

k

[

1

a(T ) + 2b〈|η|2〉+ 3b(ψ
(GF)
0 )2 + γk2

+
1

a(T ) + 2b〈|η|2〉+ b(ψ
(GF)
0 )2 + γk2

]

. (39)

Above Tc in which ψ
(GF)
0 = 0, the two contributions from

amplitude and phase fluctuations become identical and
Eq. (39) recovers Eq. (30). The temperature dependences

of 〈|η|2〉 and the temperature derivative are shown in

Fig. 2. We numerically find that 〈|η|2〉 including the GF
determined by Eq. (30) can exhibit a slight discontinu-

ity at Tc as 〈|η|2〉T→T−
c
< 〈|η|2〉T→T+

c
. Nonetheless, the

deviation 〈|η|2〉T→T+
c

− 〈|η|2〉T→T−
c

is decreased with a

smaller Gi and we set Gi = 0.1 ≪ 1 so that the devia-
tion is negligible. See Appendix A for details. The order
parameter (19) including GF determined by Eq. (39) is
shown in Fig. 1 by a dashed green curve. With Eq. (33),
the order parameter (19) including the GF in the vicinity
of Tc can be written as

(ψ
(GF)
0 )2 =

αkB
b
A−(Tc − T ), (40)

with

A± ≡ 1 +
2b

αkB
∂T 〈|η|2〉

∣

∣

∣

∣

T→T±
c

, (41)

which are directly related to the temperature derivative
of 〈|η|2〉 shown in the inset of Fig. 2. The coefficient A−

in Eq. (40) reflects the Gaussian correction by 〈|η|2〉.

IV. TOPOLOGICAL DEFECTS IN THE PHASE

OF THE ORDER PARAMETER WITH

GAUSSIAN FLUCTUATIONS

Let us write the space-dependent order parameter as

ψ(r) =
[

ψ
(BKT)
0 + η(r)

]

eiθ(r), η(r) = |η(r)|eiφ(r),
(42)

with |η(r)| being the real Higgs field and φ(r) being
the regular phase with zero winding number correspond-
ing to the phase fluctuations. The Nambu-Goldstone
phase field θ(r) takes into account phase fluctuations
with quantized vortices. The compactness of the phase
angle field θ(r) implies

∮

C

∇θ(r) · dr = 2πq (43)

for any closed contour C. Here, q = 0,±1,±2, · · · is
the integer topological charge associated with the cor-
responding quantized vortex (positive q) or antivortex
(negative q). Thus, the field θ(r) can be written as

θ(r) = θ0(r) + θvor(r) , (44)

where θ0(r) is vortex free and only θvor(r) contains
nonzero topological charges. Inserting Eq. (42) into
Eq. (2), one obtains

Fs = F
(BKT)
s0 + Fη + Fθ, (45)

with

Fη ≡
∫

d2r

[

[

a(T ) + 2b(ψ
(BKT)
0 )2 + γ(∇θ̃)2

]

|η(r)|2

+
b

2
|η(r)|4 + b

2
(ψ

(BKT)
0 )2

[

η(r)2 + η∗(r)2
]

+ bψ0

[

(ψ
(BKT)
0 )2 + |η(r)|2

]

[η(r) + η∗(r)] + γ|∇η(r)|2
]

,

(46)
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which recovers FPopov
η in Eq. (37) under the Popov ap-

proximation by taking the thermal average and neglect-
ing (∇θ̃)2, and

Fθ ≡ γ

∫

d2r

[

(ψ
(BKT)
0 )2(∇θ̃)2

+ 2ψ
(BKT)
0 (∇θ)2 Re[η(r)] + 2ψ

(BKT)
0 ∇θ ·∇Im[η(r)]

+
1

4(ψ
(BKT)
0 )2

[η(r)∇η∗(r)− η∗(r)∇η(r)]2
]

,

(47)
which involves θ(r) and

θ̃(r) ≡ θ(r) +
〈|η|2〉

(ψ
(BKT)
0 )2

φ(r). (48)

The last line in Eq. (47) is the higher-order contribution
in η(r) which is neglected in the following.
From Eq. (47), the equation of motion in terms of θ

reads

0 = −γ(ψ(BKT)
0 )2(∇θ̃)2 + γψ

(BKT)
0 [η(r) + η∗(r)]∇2θ

− iγψ
(BKT)
0

[

∇
2η∗(r)−∇

2η(r)
]

.
(49)

By performing the thermal average with respect to η on
the equation of motion (49), one may obtain

0 = γ(ψ
(BKT)
0 )2∇2θ̃ =

δFPopov
θ

δθ
, (50)

where

FPopov
θ ≡ J0(T )

2

∫

d2r (∇θ̃)2 (51)

is the XY free energy under the Popov approximation

generating Eq. (50) with J0(T ) ≡ 2γ(ψ
(BKT)
0 )2 being the

bare phase stiffness. Note that θ̃(r) in Eq. (48) keeps the
circulation of vorticity invariant from that of θ(r) because
φ(r) is regular. The equation of motion with respect to

ψ
(BKT)
0 reads

0 =
δFs

δψ
(BKT)
0

= 2ψ
(BKT)
0

[

a(T ) + b(ψ
(BKT)
0 )2 + 2b|η(r)|2 + γ(∇θ̃(r))2

]

.

(52)
Here, we neglected the anomalous terms of η(r) which
vanish with the thermal average. Performing the thermal

average with respect to FPopov
s = F

(BKT)
s0 + FPopov

η +

FPopov
θ with

F
(BKT)
s0

L2
=
[

a(T ) + 2b〈|η|2〉+ γ〈(∇θ̃)2〉
]

(ψ
(BKT)
0 )2

+
b

2
(ψ

(BKT)
0 )4,

(53)

one obtains

(ψ
(BKT)
0 )2 = −a(T ) + 2b〈|η|2〉+ γ〈(∇θ̃)2〉

b
, (54)

if a(T ) + 2b〈|η|2〉 + γ〈(∇θ̃)2〉 ≥ 0 where 〈|η|2〉 is given

by 〈|η|2〉 =
∫

D[η(r)]|η(r)|2exp[−βFPopov
η [η(r)]]/Zη and

〈(∇θ̃)2〉 can be evaluated as

〈(∇θ̃)2〉 = 1

Zθ

∫

D[θ̃(r)](∇θ̃(r))2 e−βF
Popov

θ

=
Λ2 − k20
4πK0(T )

, (55)

with Zθ ≡
∫

D[θ̃(r)]e−βF
Popov

θ and K0(T ) = βJ0(T ). In

the high-temperature regime in which a(T ) + 2b〈|η|2〉 +
γ〈(∇θ̃)2〉 < 0, ψ

(BKT)
0 = 0. Inserting Eq. (55) into

Eq. (54), we determine ψ0 in Eq. (54) and the bare su-
perfluid phase stiffness J0(T ). By solving Eq. (55) with

respect to 〈(∇θ̃)2〉, one obtains 〈(∇θ̃)2〉 = [−a(T ) −
2b〈|η|2〉−

√
D]/2γ. Unfortunately, it has a real root only

in the low-temperature regime in which D ≡ [−a(T ) −
2b〈|η|2〉]2 − b(Λ2 − k20)/2πβ ≥ 0 holds. Then, in the
high-temperature regime in which D < 0, we assume
〈(∇θ̃)2〉 = [−a(T ) − 2b〈|η|2〉]/2γ, which vanishes at Tc
by neglecting the imaginary part. Consequently, in the

high-temperature regime of D < 0, we have ψ
(BKT)
0 =

ψ
(GF)
0 /

√
2.

As shown by Kosterlitz and Thouless [7], in the two-
dimensional case, the total number of quantized vortices
varies as a function of the temperature: at zero tempera-
ture there are no vortices, however as the temperature
increases vortices start to appear in vortex-antivortex
pairs. The phase stiffness is renormalized by the presence
of these vortex-antivortex pairs. The pairs are bound at
low temperatures, until at the BKT critical temperature
TBKT an unbinding transition occurs above which a pro-
liferation of free vortices and antivortices is observed. At
TBKT the renormalized phase stiffness JR(T ) jumps to
zero and for T > TBKT the superfluidity is completely
lost. Moreover, the renormalized free energy becomes

FPopov
s = F

(BKT)
s0 [ψBKT

R ] + FPopov
η [ψBKT

R ]

+

∫

d2r
JR(T )

2
|∇θ̃(r)|2 (56)

where

ψ
(BKT)
R (T ) =

√

JR(T )

2γ
. (57)

We now discuss how one can obtain the renormalized
phase stiffness JR(T ) from the bare one J0(T ). The NK
renormalization group equations are given by [7]

∂lKl(T )
−1 = 4π3yl(T )

2 (58)

∂lyl(T ) = [2− πKl(T )] yl(T ) (59)
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where l is the running RG scale, which goes from l = 0
(bare results) to l = lmax = ln (π/ξk0) (fully renormal-
ized results),

Jl(T ) = kBT Kl(T ) (60)

is the running phase stiffness, and

µl(T ) = −kBT ln yl(T ) (61)

is the running vortex-core energy. We can obtain the fully
renormalized phase stiffness JR(T ) = Jlmax

(T ) and the
fully renormalized vortex-core energy µR(T ) = µlmax

(T ).

Quite remarkably, by separation of variables, from
Eqs. (58) and (59) one finds [43]

yl(T )
2 − 1

π3Kl(T )
− 1

2π2
lnKl(T ) = C , (62)

where C is an integration constant, determined by the
initial conditions. For the critical trajectory, where T =
TBKT, one has yR(TBKT) = 0 and KR(TBKT) = 2/π,
namely

kBTBKT =
π

2
JR(T

−

BKT) . (63)

In addition, from Eq. (62) and the previous expressions,
one also obtains for the critical trajectory [43]

C =
ln(π/2)− 1

2π2
= −0.0278 . (64)

It is important to stress that Eq. (63) relates the BKT
critical temperature TBKT to the fully renormalized phase
stiffness JR(TBKT) calculated at the same BKT critical
temperature. Sometimes, one uses an approximated ver-
sion of Eq. (63), the so-called NK criterion [8], substitut-
ing JR(T

−

BKT) with J0(T
−

BKT). In this way, one quickly
gets an approximated TBKT from the knowledge of the
bare superfluid density J0(T ). Here, however, we im-
prove this approximation. For the initial condition of
the vortex core energy we choose

µ0(T ) =
π2

4
J0(T ) , (65)

that is currently the most rigorous choice for supercon-
ductors and superfluids [44–47]. As a consequence, the
initial condition of the vortex fugacity reads

y0(T ) = e−π
2K0(T )/4 . (66)

Consequently, at the BKT critical temperature from
Eqs. (62), (64), and (66) we have

2

πK0(TBKT)
− ln

(

2

πK0(TBKT)

)

− 2π2e−π
2K0(TBKT)/2

= 1 .
(67)

The unknown K0(TBKT) can be then found by solving
numerically the above equation, obtaining

K0(TBKT) = 1.055 (68)

or, equivalently, from K0(TBKT) = J0(TBKT)/(kBTBKT),
the remarkable semi-analytical result [60]

kBTBKT = 0.948 J0(TBKT) . (69)

This formula is much simpler than Eq. (63) because it
depends only on the knowledge of the bare phase stiff-
ness J0(T ). Moreover, it is much more reliable than the
approximated NK criterion discussed earlier.
Several theoretical studies beyond perturbative RG

analysis revealed that the RG equations (58) and (59)
are not subject to modification due to the coupling with
the Higgs mode by redefining the vortex fugacity in-
cluding a constant factor [51–56]. Based on this knowl-
edge, we keep using the RG equations but with the bare

quantities given by K0(T ) = 2γ(ψ
(BKT)
0 )2 and y0(T ) =

exp[−π2K0(T )/4] determined from Eq. (54) which en-
codes the coupling with the Higgs mode.
Using the renormalized phase stiffness KR(T ) =

2γ(ψ
(BKT)
R )2 and vortex fugacity y(T ), we can obtain the

effective free energy by integrating out θ̃ in Eq. (51) as

Ffl,XY = − 1

β
ln

∫

D[θ̃(r)] e−βF
Popov

θ

= − 1

β

∑

k

ln

(

2π

KR(T )k2

)

. (70)

As in Eq. (38), the integration of η(r) results in

F−

fl = − 1

β
ln

∫

D[η(r)] e−βF
Popov
η [η(r)]

= − 1

2β

∑

k

[

ln

(

πkBT

a(T ) + 2b〈|η|2〉+ γ〈(∇θ̃)2〉+ 3b(ψ
(BKT)
R )2 + γk2

)

+ ln

(

πkBT

a(T ) + 2b〈|η|2〉+ γ〈(∇θ̃)2〉+ b(ψ
(BKT)
R )2 + γk2

)]

. (71)
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FIG. 3. Dependence of the critical temperatures Tc0, Tc, and
TBKT in the unit of TF on Gi. The gray region Gi & 0.1 is the
unphysical region in which Tc/Tc0 increases in terms of Gi.
The shaded region of Tc < T < Tc0 is governed by the Gaus-
sian thermal fluctuations (GF), while the phase fluctuations
(PF) associated with vortex excitations are dominant in the
region of TBKT < T < Tc.

In the normal phase in which ψ
(BKT)
R = 0, F+

fl is given by
Eq. (28) and we neglect Ffl,XY because we have Fθ[ψ0 =

ψ
(BKT)
R ] = 0.
The superfluid phase transition temperatures scaled

by the Fermi temperature are summarized in Fig. 3.
In Fermi systems, a larger value of Gi = πTc0/2TF
corresponds to a stronger pairing interaction. In our
Ginzburg-Landau problem, when the bare phase stiffness
in the vicinity of Tc is given by

J0(T ) =
kB

2πGi
A−(Tc − T ), (72)

we obtain

Tc − TBKT

TBKT
=

2π

0.948A−

Gi (73)

with Gi the Ginzburg-Levanyuk number defined by
Eq. (34) and A− is defined by Eq. (41). The formula (73)
is valid if the BKT transition temperature is close to Tc
at which the linear approximation of the phase stiffness
in Eq. (72) holds, corresponding to Gi ≪ 1. Without
Gaussian fluctuations, Eq. (73) reduces to

Tc0 − TBKT,0

TBKT,0
=

2π

0.948
Gi, (74)

where TBKT,0 represents the BKT transition tempera-
ture without the Gaussian thermal fluctuations. The
dotted-dashed gray curve in Fig. 1 represents the order
parameter without Gaussian fluctuations. The obtained
BKT transition temperature (73) is lower than the upper
bound TF/8 for Gi . 0.4 under A− ≃ 1 [33]. Figure 3
also reveals that the ratio between the GF and MF crit-
ical temperatures Tc/Tc0 swells with a large Gi, which is

unphysical because fluctuations must tend to break or-
dered phase lowering the transition temperature. The
gray region in Fig. 3 represents the unphysical region in
which Tc/Tc0 increases with respect to Gi. Therefore,
we can identify Gi . 0.1 as the regime in which our
Ginzburg-Landau analysis is physically reasonable.
The effects of fluctuations on the transition tempera-

ture are summarized in Fig. 1. It shows the order pa-
rameters |ψ0|2 = αkB(Tc0 − T )/b within the MF level in

Eq. (11), |ψ(GF)
0 |2 = −a(T )/b − 2〈|η|2〉 at the GF level,

and |ψ(BKT)
R |2 = JR(T )/2γ including the vortex excita-

tions. Including the GF without vortex excitations de-
creases the Tc0 to Tc as in Eq. (35). The PF associated
with the vortex excitations further reduce the critical
temperature from Tc to TBKT,0, and the coupling with
the Higgs mode reduces TBKT,0 to TBKT as reported in
Fig. 1.

V. MAGNETIC PROPERTIES

In this section, we show the magnetic properties by fo-
cusing on the penetration depth and the critical magnetic
fields.

A. Penetration depth

Adopting the saddle-point approximation with respect
to the appropriate free energy functional, one can deduce
the London penetration depth [40, 49]

λ(T ) =

√

b

2µ0Q2γa(T )
=

√

1

2µ0Q2γ|ψ0(T )|2
(75)

of the magnetic field at the MF level, at the GF level,

and also at the BKT level by substituting ψ0 with ψ
(GF)
0

and ψ
(BKT)
R where Q is the electrical charge and µ0 is the

magnetic constant.
Having the London penetration depth λ(T ) and the

Ginzburg-Landau coherence length

ξ(T ) =

√

γ

|a(T )| =
√

γ

b|ψ0(T )|2
, (76)

one immediately finds the Ginzburg-Landau parameter

κ =
λ(T )

ξ(T )
=

√

b

2µ0Q2γ2
, (77)

such that κ < 1/
√
2 for type-I superconductors and

κ > 1/
√
2 for type-II superconductors [49]. We deter-

mine the order parameters in Eqs. (75) and (76) by the
saddle-point of the free energy in Eq. (9) within the MF
level, Eq. (21) including GF, and Eqs. (58) and (59) in-
cluding the vortex excitations responsible for the BKT
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FIG. 4. H-T phase diagram of a type-II superconductor
within the MF level, including the GF, and the vortex ex-
citations, respectively. The critical magnetic fields are given
by Eqs. (83) with Eqs. (79), (81), and (82) respectively for
Gi = 0.1 and κ = 1.3. The phase in the region 0 < H < Hc1

is the Meissner phase while the one in Hc1 < H < Hc2 is the
Shubnikov-Abrikosov phase [49].

transition. The GL parameter is independent of the or-
der parameter and temperature by definition of Eq. (77).
BKT transitions can be discussed in type-II supercon-
ductors and we focus on them in the following [50].
The coherence length in Eq. (76) also represents the

vortex core size. According to Fig. 1, Eq. (76) implies
that the vortex core size becomes larger by taking into
account thermal fluctuations.

B. Critical magnetic field

At the MF level, the thermodynamic critical magnetic
field Hc is related to the free energy as [49]

Fs0 = −L2µ0

2
H2

c . (78)

It follows that the critical magnetic field reads [49]

Hc(T ) =

√

2

µ0

∣

∣

∣

∣

a(T )ψ2
0(T ) +

b

2
ψ0(T )4

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

√

b

µ0
ψ0(T )

2 =
αkB√
µ0b

(Tc0 − T ). (79)

We now include the effects of fluctuations in the calcu-
lation of the critical magnetic field. However, adopting
the saddle-point approximation, we use instead Eq. (21)
as

F
(GF)
s0 = −L2µ0

2
(H(GF)

c )2, (80)

and the critical magnetic field is given by

H(GF)
c (T ) =

√

b

µ0

(

ψ
(GF)
0

)2

. (81)

with Eq. (19). By including the vortex excitations and
adopting a similar saddle-point approximation on the
BKT free energy (53), the critical magnetic field is sub-
ject to renormalization as

H(BKT)
c (T ) =

√

b

µ0

(

ψ
(BKT)
R

)2

. (82)

With the Ginzburg-Landau parameter κ, the critical
magnetic fields Hc1 and Hc2 of type-II superconductors
are deduced from Hc by using the formulas [49]

Hc1(T ) =
1√
2

ln(κ)

κ
Hc(T ), (83a)

Hc2(T ) =
√
2κHc(T ) . (83b)

Here, the expression of Eq. (83a) is valid only with κ≫
1/

√
2 [49]. Figure 4 shows the H-T phase diagram within

the MF level and the beyond-MF level including GF,
and vortex excitations, respectively, for Gi = 0.1. We
used the GL parameter κ = 1.3, which is the typical
value in Nb superconductors [49]. The phase in the region
0 < H < Hc1 is the Meissner phase while the one in
Hc1 < H < Hc2 is the Shubnikov-Abrikosov phase [49].

VI. HEAT CAPACITY

From the free energy, one can also determine the size
of the discontinuous jump in the heat capacity at the
superfluid phase transition point as [38]

∆C = − T

L2

∂2Fs

∂T 2
. (84)

First, we start with a recap of the mean-field case plus
the thermal fluctuations, which is exactly the case con-
sidered in Ref. [38]. The contribution from the thermal
fluctuations Ffl can be singular while that from Fs0 is
regular. In the vicinity of Tc0, the heat capacity due to
the thermal fluctuations reads

∆C±

fl,MF = − T

L2

∂2F±

fl,MF

∂T 2
(85)

By focusing only on the most singular part in Eq. (85)
in the vicinity of the superfluid phase transition temper-
ature, a straightforward calculation yields (see Appendix
B)

∆C−

fl,MF = ∆C+
fl,MF, (86)

if ξΛ → ∞ and ξk0 → 0. Otherwise, the relation (86) no
longer holds. Consequently, the heat capacity exhibits
no jump at the superfluid phase transition under Gi → 0
within the mean-field level in 2D [38].
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FIG. 5. Fluctuation contributions to the heat capacity
∆Cfl as a function of the reduced temperature ε = (T −
Tc0)/Tc0 (MF), (T − Tc)/Tc (GF), (T − TBKT)/TBKT (BKT)
with Gi = 0.075 (a), 0.1 (b), 0.2 (c).

By including the GF, we obtain

∆C−

fl,GF =

(

A−

A+

)3

∆C+
fl,GF, (87)

if ξΛ → ∞ and ξk0 → 0. Otherwise, the relation (87)
no longer holds. In contrast to the MF case in Eq. (86),
Eq. (87) implies that the heat capacity can exhibit dis-
continuity at the superfluid transition point even with
ξΛ → ∞ and ξk0 → 0 due to the Gaussian corrections in
A±.

Figure 5 shows the heat capacity due to the fluctuation
contribution ∆Cfl = −T∂2F±

fl /∂T
2/L2 with three differ-

ent values of the Ginzburg-Levanyuk number Gi, which
may exhibit singular behavior at the transition temper-

ature, with respect to the reduced temperature

ε =











































T − Tc0
Tc0

(MF),

T − Tc
Tc

(GF),

T − TBKT

TBKT
(BKT).

(88)

In both MF and GF levels, the heat capacity exhibits
a discontinuity at criticality ε = 0. This is consistent
with our analytic calculation in Appendix B. Indeed, we
are working with a finite momentum cutoff k0 > 0 and
the continuous behavior of the heat capacity in a 2D su-
perconductor within the MF level can be obtained only
under the condition ξk0 → 0 as well as ξΛ → ∞. On the
other hand, by taking into account the BKT transition,
the heat capacity shows no singularity at ε = 0. This
continuous change originates from the smooth behavior
of the order parameter at TBKT shown in Fig. 1 and re-
flects the infinite-order phase transition [24]. Instead,
it exhibits a maximum above the BKT transition tem-
perature for any values of Gi, which is consistent with a
numerical prediction [24]. The contribution of phase fluc-
tuations in Eq. (70) is mainly responsible for the behavior
of ∆Cfl. In other words, the measurement of the heat ca-
pacity around the critical temperature can be useful to
verify the BKT transition in a finite-size superconduct-
ing material [19]. For instance, Mizukami et al. reported
a BCS-like jump of the heat capacity at the supercon-
ducting transition temperature in the nematic phase of
FeSe1−xSx, when x < 0.17 [20]. This can be attributed
to the dimensionality of the sample that is not strictly
2D and thus, Gaussian fluctuations are dominating over
the topological ones giving the typical jump in the heat
capacity at the transition temperature. We suggest that
the change in behavior of the heat capacity can be used to
detect the transition from the 3D to the 2D regime when
the thickness of the sample is reduced. However, upon
entering the tetragonal phase at x > 0.17, where nematic
order is suppressed, the discontinuous jump of the heat
capacity at the critical temperature disappears. This has
been attributed to a reminiscence of the BEC transition
in Bose gas systems, so in this regime, the continuity of
the heat capacity at the transition is due to other ef-
fects rather than dimensionality. In this phase, highly
non-mean-field behaviors consistent with BEC-like pair-
ing are found in the thermodynamic quantities with gi-
ant superconducting fluctuations extending far above Tc.
The broadening of the peak in the heat capacity at the
superconducting transition when the system is tuned to-
ward the crossover and the BEC regime of the BCS-BEC
crossover observed in experiments is compatible with our
results in Fig. 5. A larger Gi decreases the RG cutoff
lmax = ln (π/ξk0) smearing the jump of the phase stiff-
ness, which results in the broadening of the heat capacity
as shown in Fig. 5. With Gi = 0.075 shown in Fig. 5(a),
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the maximum of the BKT heat capacity is closer to ε = 0
than the one with Gi = 0.1 plotted in Fig. 5(b) and the
behaviors of the GF and BKT heat capacities in the su-
perfluid phase ε < 0 are almost indistinguishable. How-
ever, the maximum of the BKT heat capacity above TBKT

makes the behaviors in the normal phase ε > 0 dramat-
ically different. Compared with Fig. 5(c), we can also
observe that the heat capacity is suppressed as well as
broadened by a large value of Gi. It demonstrates that a
smaller infrared momentum cutoff k0 = (GiαkBTc/γ)

1/2

enhances the heat capacity not only at the GF level (see
Eqs. (B12)) but also at the BKT level.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, we performed the Ginzburg-Landau
analysis to reveal that the mean-field critical tempera-
ture Tc0 of the Ginzburg-Landau functional is reduced
by Gaussian fluctuations according to Eq. (35). Then,
it is further reduced by vortex excitations according to
Eq. (73). We incorporated the effects of both ampli-
tude fluctuations and phase fluctuations associated with
vortex-antivortex excitations responsible for the BKT
transition. With the semi-analytic relation between the
bare superfluid phase stiffness and the renormalized one,
we obtained a formula for the shift of the transition tem-
perature including the topological vortex-antivortex ex-
citations. Based on our approach to the cascade of fluc-
tuations, we obtained the H-T phase diagram of type-II
superconductors and the critical behaviors of the heat
capacity. The singular behavior of the heat capacity at
criticality is hindered by phase fluctuations associated
with the vortex-antivortex excitations, which is useful
to verify which types of fluctuations dominate in a two-
dimensional superconducting material.
The Ginzburg-Landau theory is capable of describing

multicomponent systems such as multiband supercon-
ductors as well as the single-component ones studied in
this manuscript. In particular, the BKT transition is
subject to change qualitatively due to the multicompo-
nent character [57–61]. The clarification of the roles of
fluctuations and their temperature evolution in the multi-
component two-dimensional superconductivity or super-
fluidity by extending this work to include multichannel
fluctuations would be of great interest [39].

Appendix A: Determination of 〈|η|2〉

The self-consistent equation (39) determines 〈|η|2〉.
Figure 6 shows a plot of

g[〈|η|2〉(T )] ≡ 〈|η|2〉

− kBT

8πγ
ln

(

1

4Gi

2αkB(Tc0 − T )− 4b〈|η|2〉+ αkBTc/4

2αkB(Tc0 − T )− 4b〈|η|2〉+GiαkBTc

)

,

(A1)

-0.06

-0.04

-0.02

 0

 0.02
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FIG. 6. Plot of g[〈|η|2〉] in Eq. (A1) with respect to 〈|η|2〉c −
〈|η|2〉 below Tc with Gi = 0.1. The zero point corresponds to
the root of Eq. (39). The filled red points satisfying 〈|η|2〉c −
〈|η|2〉 ≥ 0 are physical roots, while the open circles in the
region of 〈|η|2〉c − 〈|η|2〉 ≤ 0 are unphysical roots.

with Gi = 0.1. Equation (39) equivalent to g[〈|η|2〉(T )] =
0 determines 〈|η|2〉. There are two roots of Eq. (39) for

〈|η|2〉c − 〈|η|2〉 ≤ 0 and 〈|η|2〉c − 〈|η|2〉 > 0 respectively

with 〈|η|2〉c ≡ 〈|η|2〉T→T+
c

defined by Eq. (32). The for-

mer is an unphysical root (open circles in Fig. 6) and the
latter that vanishes at zero temperature is what we ob-
tained to illustrate the order parameter in Fig. 1 (filled
red points in Fig. 6). However, the self-consistent equa-

tion (A1) reveals that 〈|η|2〉 = 〈|η|2〉c at T = Tc is satis-
fied only by the unphysical root and the physical root still
has a deviation 〈|η|2〉T→T−

c
> 〈|η|2〉c as shown in Fig. 6.

This deviation of 〈|η|2〉T→T−
c

from 〈|η|2〉c is diminished
by a smaller Gi and vanishes in Gi → 0. To consider the
region in which the deviation is negligible, we consider
Gi = 0.1 ≪ 1 throughout this work.

Appendix B: Computation of heat capacity in

D-dimensional superconductors and superfluids

In this Appendix, we provide the calculation of the
heat capacity considered in Sec. VI within the mean-field
and Gaussian level with an extension to D-dimension.
First of all, the contribution from the uniform superfluid
order reads

∆C0(T ) = − T

LD
∂2Fs0(T )

∂T 2
, (B1)

with Fs0(T ) = LD
[

a(T )ψ2
0 + bψ4

0/2
]

at the MF level. At
the GF and the BKT level, Fs0 is replaced with Eq. (21)
and Eq. (53), respectively. Within the MF level, Eq. (11)
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yields

∆C
(MF)
0 =















0 (T ≥ Tc0),

α2k2B
b

T (T < Tc0).

(B2)

By including the thermal fluctuations within the GF
level, Eqs. (19) and (40) give

∆C
(GF)
0 =















0 (T ≥ Tc),

α2k2B
b

A−(2−A−)T (T . Tc).

(B3)

The contribution from the fluctuations given by Eq. (84)
in the superfluid phase reads

∆C−

fl = − T

LD
∂2F−

fl (T )

∂T 2

= −kBT
LD

ξ2
∑

k

∂T ξ
−2 + T∂2T ξ

−2/2

1 + ξ2k2/2

+
kBT

2

2LD
ξ4
∑

k

(

∂T ξ
−2

1 + ξ2k2/2

)2

, (B4)

where the coherence length

ξ(T )2 =























2γ

a(T ) + 3bψ2
0

(MF),

2γ

a(T ) + 2b〈|η|2〉+ 3b(ψ
(GF)
0 )2

(GF),

(B5)

coincides with Eq. (76) in the superfluid phase. In the
vicinity of criticality, Eq. (B5) yields the relations

∣

∣ξ(T → T−

c0)
2
∣

∣ =
1

2

∣

∣ξ(T → T+
c0)

2
∣

∣ (B6a)

∣

∣∂T ξ(T → T−

c0)
−2
∣

∣ = 2
∣

∣∂T ξ(T → T+
c0)

−2
∣

∣ (B6b)

within the MF level, and

∣

∣ξ(T → T−

c )2
∣

∣ =
A−

2A+

∣

∣ξ(T → T+
c )2

∣

∣ (B7a)

∣

∣∂T ξ(T → T−

c )−2
∣

∣ =
2A−

A+

∣

∣∂T ξ(T → T+
c )−2

∣

∣ (B7b)

by including the thermal fluctuations within the Gaus-
sian level. Equation (B4) can be written as

∆C−

fl

= −ΩDkBT

(2π)D
ξ2−D

(

∂T ξ
−2 +

T

2
∂2T ξ

−2

)
∫ ξΛ

ξk0

dx
xD−1

1 + x2/2

+
ΩDkBT

2

2(2π)D
ξ4−D

(

∂T ξ
−2
)2
∫ ξΛ

ξk0

dx
xD−1

(1 + x2/2)2
,

(B8)

where ΩD = DπD/2/Γ(D/2 + 1) is the volume of the
D-dimensional unit sphere with Γ(x) being the Gamma
function. In the same manner, the heat capacity in the
normal phase is given by

∆C+
fl = − T

LD
∂2F+

fl (T )

∂T 2

= −2kBT

LD
ξ2
∑

k

∂T ξ
−2 + T∂2T ξ

−2/2

1 + ξ2k2/2

+
kBT

2

LD
ξ4
∑

k

(

∂T ξ
−2

1 + ξ2k2/2

)2

= −2ΩDkBT

(2π)D
ξ2−D

(

∂T ξ
−2 +

T

2
∂2T ξ

−2

)
∫ ξΛ

ξk0

dx
xD−1

1 + x2/2

+
ΩDkBT

2

(2π)D
ξ4−D

(

∂T ξ
−2
)2
∫ ξΛ

ξk0

dx
xD−1

(1 + x2/2)2
.

(B9)
The most singular part is the second line in Eqs. (B8) and
(B9) compared to each of the first terms, respectively.
Using the relations (B6) and (B7), the singular part of
the heat capacity in the vicinity of criticality provides
the relation

∆C−

fl,MF = 2D/2−1∆C+
fl,MF, (B10)

within the MF level [38], and

∆C−

fl,GF = 2D/2−1

(

A−

A+

)4−D/2

∆C+
fl,GF, (B11)

within the Gaussian level if ξΛ → +∞ and ξk0 → 0.

For D = 2, in particular, Eqs. (B10) and (B11) recover
Eqs. (86) and (87), respectively. Practically, one obtains
the overall heat capacity as

∆C− = ∆C0 +∆C−

fl

= ∆C0 −
kBT

4π

(

∂T ξ
−2 +

T

2
∂2T ξ

−2

)

ln

(

1 + ξ2Λ2/2

1 + ξ2k20/2

)

+
kBT

2

8π
ξ2(∂T ξ

−2)2
(

1

1 + ξ2k20/2
− 1

1 + ξ2Λ2/2

)

,

(B12a)

∆C+ = ∆C+
fl

= −kBT
2π

(

∂T ξ
−2 +

T

2
∂2T ξ

−2

)

ln

(

1 + ξ2Λ2/2

1 + ξ2k20/2

)

+
kBT

2

4π
ξ2(∂T ξ

−2)2
(

1

1 + ξ2k20/2
− 1

1 + ξ2Λ2/2

)

.

(B12b)
The fluctuation contributions in Eqs. (B12) imply that a
smaller infrared momentum cutoff k0 enhances the heat
capacity.
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Appendix C: Heat capacity including vortex

excitations in two-dimensional superconductors and

superfluids

The heat capacity including the vortex excitations can
be obtained as

∆CBKT = ∆C0 +∆Cfl, (C1)

where ∆C0 is given by Eq. (B1) with D = 2 under the

substitution of ψ0 = ψ
(BKT)
R and ∆Cfl ≡ ∆Cfl,η+∆Cfl,XY

with

∆C−

fl,η = − T

L2

∂2F−

fl

∂T 2

= −kBT
4π

(

∂T ξ
−2 +

T

2
∂2T ξ

−2

)

ln

(

1 + ξ2Λ2/2

1 + ξ2k20/2

)

+
kBT

2

8π
ξ2(∂T ξ

−2)2
(

1

1 + ξ2k20/2
− 1

1 + ξ2Λ2/2

)

,

(C2)
and

ξ(T )2 =
2γ

a(T ) + 2b〈|η|2〉+ γ〈(∇θ̃)2〉+ 3b(ψ
(BKT)
R )2

.

(C3)
Moreover, the XY free energy in Eq. (70) also contributes
to the heat capacity as

∆Cfl,XY = − T

L2

∂2Ffl,XY

∂T 2
. (C4)
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