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We formulate a phenomenological Ginzburg Landau (GL) framework for high Tc cuprate super-
conductors in which a short range, partially coherent modulation of the electronic charge density
is explicitly coupled to a d-wave superconducting condensate. The resulting state is referred to as
a modulated electron lattice (MEL). By construction, MEL is distinct from the long-range, static
charge density wave (CDW) order seen in resonant x-ray scattering: it is short range, partially phase
coherent, and energetically linked to the emergence of superconducting coherence. In the present
GL formulation, a preferred bond direction wave vector q∗ ≈ 0.3 reciprocal lattice units arises phe-
nomenologically from the interplay between a momentum-dependent electronic susceptibility and
anomalous bond stretching phonons, consistent with neutron and x-ray data on YBa2Cu3O7−δ and
related compounds.

The GL free energy comprises a Lawrence Doniach d-wave superconducting functional, a charge
sector describing ρMEL(r), and local couplings between the two. Parameters are constrained by
optimally doped YBa2Cu3O7−δ data, in particular Tc ≃ 92K and an in-plane London penetration
depth λab(0) ≈ 150 nm in the absence of MEL. Within this phenomenological framework we identify
an “MEL enhancement window” in doping, temperature, MEL correlation length, and disorder,
where the presence of a short-range, coherence linked modulation modestly increases the superfluid
stiffness. Classical Monte Carlo simulations of the GL functional yield an enhancement of the in-
plane stiffness (and hence a reduction of λab) by of order ten percent in this window. We treat
this ten percent enhancement as a robust qualitative output of the GL analysis, but explicitly as a
working microscopic hypothesis that requires verification by self consistent Bogoliubov de Gennes
calculations.

The MEL framework also produces a set of concrete, falsifiable experimental signatures. Most
central for early scanning tunneling spectroscopy in Bi based cuprates are two predictions. First,
the Fourier-transformed local density of states should exhibit a q∗ ≈ 0.3 peak whose spectral weight
and sharpness increase as superconducting phase coherence develops below Tc, in contrast to static
CDW scenarios where charge order is weakened by superconductivity. Second, the local gap magni-
tude ∆(r) is predicted to correlate positively with the local MEL amplitude, reflecting the coherence
linked nature of the modulation. Additional consequences include a correlation between the MEL
correlation length ξMEL and |ψ|2, a percolation-like loss of global phase coherence once disorder ex-
ceeds a characteristic threshold, and an enhanced vortex-pinning scale Epin ∼ 0.08 eV at low fields
compatible with strong pinning in optimally doped YBa2Cu3O7−δ. The present work should there-
fore be viewed as an internally consistent, experiment constrained GL construction that organizes
a range of cuprate observations and yields testable predictions, rather than as a final microscopic
solution to the problem of high Tc superconductivity.

I. INTRODUCTION

Charge order and superconductivity are now rec-
ognized as ubiquitous and intertwined phenomena in
hole doped cuprates. Resonant x-ray scattering, nu-
clear magnetic resonance, and transport experiments
have established incommensurate charge density wave
(CDW) correlations with characteristic wave vectors near
q ≈ 0.3 reciprocal lattice units along the Cu–O bond
directions in several families, including YBa2Cu3O7−δ

(YBCO), Bi2Sr2CaCu2O8+δ (Bi-2212), and Hg based
compounds.[7–9] At the same time, scanning tunneling
microscopy/spectroscopy (STM/STS) and angle resolved
photoemission spectroscopy (ARPES) reveal nanoscale
electronic inhomogeneity, Fermi arc formation, and pseu-
dogap phenomena that cannot be captured by a simple
competition between a homogeneous d-wave condensate

and a static, long range CDW.[1, 4–6]
Intertwined order perspectives emphasize that super-

conductivity, CDW, spin order, nematicity, and possible
pair density wave (PDW) tendencies coexist in a complex
energy landscape.[3, 20] Bulk x-ray data indicate that
static long-range CDW competes with superconductiv-
ity in YBCO, with the CDW intensity suppressed below
Tc and enhanced when superconductivity is weakened by
fields or disorder.[8, 9] By contrast, STM/STS studies
of Bi and Hg based cuprates reveal short range, often
bond-centered modulations whose intensity can persist or
evolve in a more subtle fashion across Tc.[6, 10–12] These
observations motivate an intermediate phenomenological
regime in which charge modulations are neither negligible
fluctuations nor fully developed long range order.
In this work we formalize such an intermediate regime

as a modulated electron lattice (MEL) and couple it
to a d-wave superconducting order parameter within an
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anisotropic GL framework. MEL is defined as a short-
range, partially coherent modulation of the electronic
charge density with preferred wave vector q∗ ≈ 0.3 along
the Cu–O bonds. Crucially, the modulation is phase
linked to the superconducting condensate in the sense
that its energetic minimum coincides with the formation
of superconducting coherence. Long range, static CDW
order remains a competitor to superconductivity, con-
sistent with bulk x-ray interpretations.[7–9] MEL, how-
ever, occupies a different region of parameter space. It
is short range, partially coherent, and phase linked to
the d-wave condensate, which allows it to cooperate with
superconductivity and enhance phase stiffness within a
specific “MEL enhancement window” in doping, temper-
ature, correlation length, and disorder. This distinction
can be summarized succinctly as follows: MEL is not
a long-range CDW but a short range, coherence linked
modulation whose energetic minimum coincides with the
formation of superconducting coherence. Thus MEL sits
in a distinct regime from bulk CDW and can enhance,
rather than compete with, the d-wave condensate.

The present paper develops the MEL framework
in a controlled GL setting tailored to near optimally
doped YBCO, where Tc ≃ 92K and λab(0) is of order
150 nm according to muon spin rotation and microwave
measurements.[15–17] We construct a charge sector for
ρMEL(r) with a momentum dependent quadratic coeffi-
cient α(q) that encodes the combined effect of the elec-
tronic susceptibility and bond stretching phonons, such
that α(q) is minimized near q∗. We then couple this sec-
tor to a Lawrence Doniach d-wave superconducting func-
tional with anisotropic gradient coefficients Ks,x ̸= Ks,y

to allow for ab-plane anisotropy and chain-mediated ef-
fects in YBCO. The coupling terms are chosen to be lo-
cal and gauge invariant, primarily of the form γ ρMEL|ψ|2
and γ2ρ

2
MEL|ψ|2.

Classical Monte Carlo simulations of this GL func-
tional reveal an MEL enhancement regime in which mod-
erate short range modulation increases the in-plane su-
perfluid stiffness and thus reduces λab by of order ten per-
cent. Within the GL framework this ten percent enhance-
ment is a robust qualitative feature once the modulation
amplitude and correlation length cross certain thresholds.
At the same time, nodal quasiparticle physics, strong-
coupling effects, and microscopic band structure details
are not included at this level. For this reason we ex-
plicitly interpret the GL level stiffness enhancement as
a working microscopic hypothesis rather than as a com-
pleted microscopic calculation. A self consistent Bogoli-
ubov de Gennes (BdG) program, already initiated, will
provide the microscopic verification of the MEL induced
stiffness enhancement and will directly connect the the-
ory to STS observable local density of states (LDOS)
modulations.

Beyond stiffness, the MEL framework generates several
falsifiable predictions. Two signatures are especially deci-
sive and do not rely on material-specific orthorhombicity.
First, the Fourier-transformed STS signal at q∗ ≈ 0.3

should sharpen and gain spectral weight as supercon-
ducting coherence develops, in contrast to a conventional
CDW competing with superconductivity, which would
weaken below Tc. Second, the local gap magnitude ∆(r)
should correlate positively with the local MEL ampli-
tude. This correlation is very difficult to reconcile with
purely competitive CDW/PDW scenarios that suppress
the condensate where the modulation is strongest. Fur-
ther predictions involve the temperature and disorder de-
pendence of the MEL correlation length, a percolation
like loss of global coherence at strong disorder, and field-
dependent vortex pinning.
The remainder of the paper is organized as follows.

Section II introduces the phenomenological MEL frame-
work and the GL free energy. Section III characterizes
the MEL enhancement window in terms of doping, tem-
perature, correlation length, and disorder. Section IV
presents the main GL level results for Tc, λab, vortex pin-
ning, and percolation, along with connections to existing
experiments. Section V discusses MEL specific exper-
imental signatures, emphasizing STM/STS tests in Bi-
based cuprates and a second phase of anisotropic studies
in YBCO. Section VI relates MEL to other intertwined-
order frameworks and lays out the limitations of the
present approach. Section VII describes the BdG pro-
gram and other future directions. Appendices A and B
give further technical details on the parameterization of
α(q) and on the planned BdG calculations.

II. PHENOMENOLOGICAL MEL GINZBURG
LANDAU FRAMEWORK

A. Definition of MEL and distinction from
CDW/PDW

We model the electronic charge density as ρ(r) =
ρ̄ + δρ(r), where ρ̄ is the spatially averaged density and
δρ contains all inhomogeneous components. Within the
MEL framework the low energy charge sector is domi-
nated by a short-range modulation at a preferred wave
vector q∗ oriented along a Cu–O bond direction. We take
|q∗| ≈ 0.30–0.31×(2π/a0) in reciprocal lattice units, con-
sistent with x-ray and neutron measurements on Bi-2212
and YBCO. This range is not chosen ad hoc: it cor-
responds to the minimum of the Ginzburg Landau free
energy when a short-range charge modulation coexists
with superconducting coherence, and it is precisely the
quantity targeted in our STM/STS experiments.
We therefore decompose the inhomogeneous charge

sector as

δρ(r) = ρMEL(r) cos(q
∗ · r) + higher harmonics, (1)

where ρMEL(r) is a slowly varying real amplitude encod-
ing both the local modulation strength and its short-
range domain structure. The characteristic correlation
length of this field, defined from the equal time correla-
tor of δρ, is denoted ξMEL.
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In this language, a conventional long-range CDW cor-
responds to a nonzero expectation value of the complex
Fourier component δρq∗ with a correlation length far ex-
ceeding the superconducting coherence length ξsc. By
contrast, MEL is defined by the following properties. The
modulation is short range, with ξMEL of order a few to
a few tens of lattice spacings, not parametrically longer
than ξsc. The modulation is partially coherent: ρMEL(r)
exhibits domain structure and substantial fluctuations
but retains a preferred q∗ and survives thermal averag-
ing. Most importantly, MEL is coherence linked : the
preferred MEL amplitude grows with the local supercon-
ducting coherence, scaling monotonically with |ψ(r)|2. In
contrast to conventional CDW tendencies that compete
with superconductivity, MEL is stabilized by the pres-
ence of a nonzero order parameter and therefore strength-
ens in regions where the d-wave condensate is well de-
veloped. This provides a concrete and experimentally
testable prediction for STM/STS, namely a positive cor-
relation between ρMEL(r) and ∆(r) below Tc.

This definition distinguishes MEL from both static
CDW and canonical PDW states. Long-range CDW,
as observed in resonant x-ray scattering in YBCO, re-
mains a competitor to superconductivity whose intensity
is diminished by the onset of the condensate.[7–9] PDW
states, in turn, correspond to spatially modulated super-
conducting pair amplitudes and naturally generate in-
duced charge order.[20] MEL is instead constructed as
a charge sector modulation that is coupled to, but not
identical with, the superconducting order parameter. It
thus occupies a distinct regime in which charge modu-
lations and the d-wave condensate can cooperate over a
constrained window of parameters.

B. Superconducting sector

We adopt an anisotropic Lawrence Doniach description
of the superconducting condensate. The order parame-
ter ψ(r) is understood as the coarse grained d-wave pair
amplitude; its angular structure enters through the stiff-
ness rather than through a tensorial order parameter. In
the continuum representation the superconducting free-
energy density is

fSC = αs|ψ|2 +
βs
2
|ψ|4

+
∑

µ=x,y,z

Ks,µ |Dµψ|2 , (2)

with covariant derivative Dµ = ∂µ−2ieAµ/ℏc. The coef-
ficients αs = αs(T ) and βs > 0 are standard GL param-
eters, and Ks,µ encode the anisotropic phase stiffness.
For a layered cuprate, Ks,z is strongly reduced relative
to Ks,x and Ks,y, reflecting weak Josephson coupling
along the c axis. Orthorhombicity and chain induced
anisotropy in YBCO are incorporated via Ks,x ̸= Ks,y,
with the b axis (chain direction) typically stiffer.

The in-plane superfluid stiffness components can be
written as ρs,µ ∝ Ks,µ|ψ|2, and the corresponding Lon-
don penetration depths satisfy λ−2

µ ∝ ρs,µ for µ = x, y.
We define an effective in-plane penetration depth λab by
λ−2
ab = (λ−2

x + λ−2
y )/2. The GL parameters are cho-

sen such that, in the absence of MEL and disorder, the
model reproduces Tc ≃ 92K and λab(0) ≈ 150 nm at
optimal doping, consistent with muon spin rotation and
microwave data.[15–17]

C. MEL charge sector and selection of q∗

The MEL charge sector is formulated in terms of
ρMEL(r) defined in Eq. (1). At the quadratic level it
is convenient to think in momentum space in terms of a
kernel α(q) multiplying |δρq|2. Phenomenologically, we
write α(q) as a combination of a smooth background,
a contribution from the static electronic susceptibility
χel(q), and a contribution from the relevant bond stretch-
ing phonons Dph(q). Both χel(q) and Dph(q) exhibit
anomalies near q ≈ 0.3 along the bond directions in sev-
eral cuprates.[9, 13, 14] The combined effect is that α(q)
develops a minimum at a bond direction wave vector q∗

in this range. Thus q∗ is not inserted arbitrarily but
reflects the structure of the underlying susceptibilities;
further details are given in Appendix A.

In real space we approximate the MEL sector by

fMEL =
αρ

2
ρ2MEL +

βρ
4
ρ4MEL

+
1

2

∑
µ=x,y

Kρ,µ

[
(∂µρMEL)

2 + q∗ 2
µ ρ2MEL

]
, (3)

with q∗x or q∗y selected depending on the local stripe ori-
entation. The gradient term with q∗µ enforces a preferred
modulation scale consistent with the minimum of α(q).
The quartic term with βρ > 0 stabilizes finite ampli-
tude modulations, and the anisotropic stiffnesses Kρ,x

and Kρ,y allow for uniaxial or biaxial responses, as seen
in different cuprate families.[9]
Disorder, for example from oxygen non stoichiometry

or irradiation, is represented by a quenched random field
Vdis(r) that couples linearly to ρMEL,

fdis = −Vdis(r) ρMEL(r). (4)

We take Vdis to be Gaussian distributed with zero mean
and variance characterized by a dimensionless disorder
strengthW . The effects ofW on ξMEL and on percolation
of superconducting domains are central to the discussion
in Sec. III.

D. Coupling between MEL and superconductivity

The leading symmetry allowed couplings between the
charge modulation and the superconducting order pa-
rameter are taken to be local in space and even in the
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gauge invariant quantity |ψ|2. In the present work we
retain

fcpl = γ1 ρMEL|ψ|2 + γ2 ρ
2
MEL|ψ|2, (5)

with real coefficients γ1 and γ2. The linear term in ρMEL

is allowed because ρMEL is defined as the slowly vary-
ing amplitude of a cosine modulation and is therefore
even under inversion r → −r. The sign of γ1 determines
whether the onset of superconductivity prefers locally en-
hanced or reduced charge modulation, while γ2 controls
the quadratic sensitivity of the pair condensate to the
presence of MEL.

For the purposes of this work, the important regime
is γ2 > 0 and effective parameters chosen such that a
finite ρMEL and a finite |ψ| jointly minimize the free en-
ergy in a restricted window of T and W . In this window
MEL becomes coherence linked in the sense described
above. Couplings of gradients, such as terms of the
form ηµρMELRe[ψ

∗D2
µψ], can in principle further influ-

ence current distribution and stiffness, but they are sub-
leading in the present phenomenological analysis and are
omitted for clarity.

E. Total free energy and dynamics

Collecting the pieces, the GL free energy is

F [ψ, ρMEL] =

∫
d3r (fSC + fMEL + fcpl + fdis) , (6)

with fSC, fMEL, fcpl, and fdis given by Eqs. (2), (3), (5),
and (4), respectively. This functional provides the basis
for both static and dynamical analysis.

To discuss qualitative dynamics one can adopt a time
dependent GL (TDGL) description with overdamped re-
laxational dynamics, in which ∂tψ and ∂tρMEL are pro-
portional to the functional derivatives −δF/δψ∗ and
−δF/δρMEL plus noise terms. These equations en-
sure that the stationary distribution is proportional to
exp(−F/kBT ). For the results presented here we focus
on equilibrium properties obtained by Monte Carlo sam-
pling of the static functional F . The TDGL equations
remain useful for interpreting time scales and for con-
necting to pump probe experiments, but a detailed dy-
namical analysis is beyond the scope of this initial GL
level study.

III. MEL ENHANCEMENT WINDOW:
PARAMETER REGIME

A. Doping and temperature

The MEL framework is intended to apply in a re-
stricted region of the cuprate phase diagram. Guided
by experimental constraints and by internal consistency

of GL simulations, we concentrate on hole concentra-
tions near optimal doping, p ≈ 0.16 ± 0.01, in YBCO
like and Bi-2212 like systems. In this regime the normal
state resistivity and Hall coefficient indicate a relatively
well-defined Fermi surface, while pseudogap signatures in
ARPES and STS remain substantial.[2, 4–6]
Within the GL description, the superconducting coef-

ficient is parameterized as αs(T ) = αs0(T/Tc0−1) in the
absence of MEL, where Tc0 is the bare transition tem-
perature. The coupling to MEL renormalizes αs to an
effective α̃s(T, ρMEL), which leads to a shift in the ob-
served Tc relative to Tc0. For fixed coupling parameters
we define the MEL enhancement window in temperature
as the range where MEL correlations are strong enough
to influence stiffness but not so strong as to induce static
long range charge order that competes with superconduc-
tivity. In practice, the GL level stiffness enhancement is
concentrated for T/Tc ≲ 0.95; above this the condensate
amplitude is too small for MEL to provide a significant
positive correction, although short range MEL correla-
tions may persist up to a pseudogap scale T ∗ > Tc.

B. Correlation length and modulation amplitude

MEL is defined by its finite correlation length ξMEL.
We extract ξMEL from the real space correlator of δρ(r)
or equivalently from the width of the q∗ peak in |δρq|2.
The GL simulations indicate that a minimal correlation
length of roughly 10 to 15 lattice spacings is required
for MEL to significantly influence the superfluid stiffness
without triggering static long range charge order. Shorter
correlation lengths effectively average out on the scale of
the coherence length and produce only weak local renor-
malizations of αs. Much longer correlation lengths cross
over toward CDW like behavior and, given the sign of γ2,
ultimately compete with superconductivity.
The modulation amplitude is characterized by a di-

mensionless parameter A defined as the typical ratio of
the peak to peak MEL modulation to the mean density,
A ∼ max |δρ|/ρ0. In the simulations we explore A in the
range 0.2 to 0.6, corresponding to tens of percent vari-
ations in the local charge density on nanometer scales.
The ten percent stiffness enhancement reported below
arises for moderate values of A combined with ξMEL in
the aforementioned range. The effect is not fine tuned:
varying A by of order twenty percent does not destroy the
enhancement, but very small A yields negligible changes
and very large A tends to drive the system toward strong
competition with superconductivity.

C. Disorder and percolation threshold

Disorder enters through the random field Vdis in
Eq. (4). For weak to moderateW , the primary effect is to
nucleate spatial variations in ρMEL and in |ψ|, leading to
a mosaic of superconducting and less superconducting re-
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gions. As W increases, this mosaic crosses a percolation
threshold where global superconducting connectivity is
lost even though locally superconducting islands remain.

In GL simulations this threshold occurs when the frac-
tion of the sample supporting a superconducting ampli-
tude above a certain cutoff falls below approximately
sixty percent. Translating to a more microscopic lan-
guage, this corresponds to a disorder strength where the
characteristic MEL amplitude and correlation length are
significantly reduced and the system breaks into discon-
nected domains on the scale of ξsc. In terms of oxygen
disorder in YBCO, this maps onto a regime where pla-
nar and chain oxygen vacancies or irradiation induced
defects suppress the superfluid density by fragmenting
current paths rather than by uniformly reducing |ψ|.

The MEL enhancement window therefore requires dis-
order below this percolation threshold. For very clean
systems the stiffness enhancement is limited by the finite
amplitude and correlation length of MEL, while for very
disordered systems global coherence is lost before MEL
can provide any net benefit.

D. Summary of the MEL enhancement window

The MEL enhancement window represents the temper-
ature range in which short-range, coherence linked charge
modulation and superconducting order develop coopera-
tively. In this regime the q∗ peak in the Fourier trans-
formed LDOS gains observable spectral weight and nar-
rows in momentum space, while the spatial correlation
between ∆(r) and ρMEL(r) becomes most pronounced.
These effects occur primarily for 0.4Tc ≲ T ≲ Tc in
the GL parameter sets considered here, a window in
which MEL enhances the effective stiffness without in-
ducing a competing long-range charge order. The ranges
summarized in Table I should therefore be interpreted
not as precise experimental boundaries but as falsifiable,
STM/STS accessible hypotheses for how MEL correla-
tions evolve in temperature, doping, and disorder.

IV. RESULTS AND COMPARISON WITH
EXPERIMENTS

A. Superfluid stiffness and λab

We now discuss the GL level results for the in-plane su-
perfluid stiffness and penetration depth. The key quan-
tity is the spatially averaged in-plane stiffness

ρ̄s,µ(T ) =
〈
Ks,µ|ψ(r)|2

〉
, (7)

where the average is taken over both thermal fluctua-
tions and disorder configurations, and overall prefactors
relating ρ̄s,µ to the physical stiffness are absorbed into
the calibration to λab(0). The corresponding effective

TABLE I. Representative MEL enhancement window in a
YBCO like or Bi-2212-like system, expressed in terms of hole
doping p, temperature T , MEL correlation length ξMEL, mod-
ulation amplitude A, and disorder strength W . The window
is defined as the regime where short range, coherence linked
MEL correlations modestly enhance the superfluid stiffness
without inducing competing long-range charge order or per-
colative loss of global superconductivity.

Parameter Representative range
Hole doping p p ≈ 0.16± 0.01 (near optimal);

possible extension to p ∼ 0.18
under strain or controlled tuning.

Temperature T T/Tc ≲ 0.95 (stiffness
enhancement window); short-range
MEL correlations may persist up to
T ∗ ∼ 1.2–1.3Tc.

Correlation length ξMEL 10a0 ≲ ξMEL ≲ 30a0
(a few to a few tens of lattice
spacings).

Modulation amplitude A 0.2 ≲ A ≲ 0.6
(dimensionless charge-density
contrast).

Disorder strength W below the percolation threshold
where superconducting paths
remain globally connected.

λab(T ) is defined from ρ̄s,x and ρ̄s,y as discussed below
Eq. (2).
In the absence of MEL (γ1 = γ2 = 0), the GL pa-

rameters are calibrated such that λab(0) ≈ 150 nm and
the temperature dependence of λ−2

ab (T ) follows an ap-
proximately linear behavior at low temperatures and a
mean field like suppression near Tc, consistent with muon
spin rotation and microwave measurements in optimally
doped YBCO.[2, 15–17] When MEL correlations are in-
troduced with parameters inside the window of Table I,
the GL functional develops an energetic preference for
regions where both |ψ| and ρMEL are moderately large.
The resulting spatial correlations between ρMEL and |ψ|2
lead to an increase in ρ̄s,x and ρ̄s,y relative to the MEL-
free case.
The magnitude of this enhancement depends on A,

ξMEL, and the couplings γ1 and γ2. For representa-
tive choices, the low-temperature λ−2

ab (0) is enhanced by
roughly ten percent compared to the MEL-free case. In
terms of the penetration depth itself, this corresponds
to a reduction in λab(0) from about 150 nm to approxi-
mately 140 nm, well within the spread of experimental
values λab(0) ≈ 150 nm to 160 nm but significant on
the scale of changes induced by moderate disorder or
field.[15–17] The enhancement persists over a range of
temperatures below Tc, with the relative effect gradually
decreasing as |ψ|2 diminishes near Tc.
It is important to stress that this ten percent enhance-

ment is a GL-level result obtained under the simplify-
ing assumption that the superfluid stiffness is directly
proportional to |ψ|2 and that nodal quasiparticles and
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FIG. 1. Temperature dependence of the in-plane penetra-
tion depth λab(T ) obtained from the MEL GL framework
in the enhancement window. The low-temperature value is
set by the tuned superfluid density to match optimally doped
YBa2Cu3O7−δ, and the overall magnitude of λab(0) ∼ 140 nm
is consistent with experimental values. Within the MEL win-
dow the effective stiffness is modestly enhanced, leading to
a correspondingly smaller λab than in the absence of MEL,
while outside this window the MEL contribution is negligible.

other low energy excitations are not explicitly treated.
In realistic d-wave superconductors, nodal quasiparticles
reduce the stiffness relative to the mean field order pa-
rameter magnitude and introduce additional temperature
and disorder dependencies.[19] The ten percent MEL in-
duced enhancement should therefore be regarded as an
upper bound on the possible effect once nodal physics
is included. In the present work we treat this enhance-
ment as a working microscopic hypothesis: it is a robust
feature of the GL functional given the chosen parameter
regime, but a full microscopic verification requires a self
consistent BdG calculation.

Figure 1 illustrates the qualitative behavior of λab(T )
with and without MEL. The MEL induced enhancement
is largest at low temperatures and diminishes as T ap-
proaches Tc. The shape is compatible with existing data
within experimental uncertainties, and future precision
measurements of λab(T ) in systems where MEL signa-
tures can be independently tracked will provide a strin-
gent test of this aspect of the framework.

B. Transition temperature and its MEL
dependence

Within GL theory the superconducting transition
temperature is determined by the sign change of the
quadratic coefficient in |ψ|2. Short range MEL corre-
lations renormalize this coefficient through the coupling

α̃s(T ) = αs(T ) + γ1 ⟨ρMEL⟩+ γ2 ⟨ρ2MEL⟩, (8)

where the averages are evaluated in the normal state in
the presence of MEL induced charge fluctuations. In the

GL parameter sets considered here, γ1 and γ2 shift the
transition temperature only modestly, reflecting the fact
that MEL is short range and does not compete with the
global superconducting coherence. We therefore calibrate
the coefficients so that the resulting Tc matches the ex-
perimentally observed Tc ≃ 92 K in YBCO, treating this
value as a fixed empirical input rather than a prediction
of the minimal GL model.
Consequently, we do not claim a parameter free pre-

diction of Tc from MEL. Instead, the role of MEL in the
present framework is to redistribute stiffness and to orga-
nize the interplay between pseudogap scale charge corre-
lations and superconducting coherence, while remaining
consistent with the experimental Tc value. Any attempt
to extract a microscopic pairing scale directly from the
GL functional without a full BdG analysis would be un-
justified. Simple BCS-like expressions for Tc in terms of
an effective coupling, even if they qualitatively reproduce
the order of magnitude, should be regarded as heuristic
and are not central to the MEL phenomenology.

C. Vortex pinning and field dependence

The GL functional also provides a description of vortex
physics in the mixed state. In the presence of an applied
magnetic field B along the c axis, vortices nucleate where
the superconducting order parameter is suppressed. In
the MEL framework, regions of reduced ρMEL and weak-
ened stiffness naturally act as vortex pinning centers,
while regions with strong MEL and enhanced stiffness
are less favorable vortex locations.
The characteristic energy required to depin a vortex

from an MEL induced pinning site defines an effective
pinning scale Epin(B). Our Ginzburg Landau simu-
lations yield Epin ≈ 0.08 ± 0.02 eV in the low field,
optimally doped regime, arising from modulation in-
duced variations in the local superconducting stiffness
near MEL domain boundaries. This magnitude is con-
sistent with strong pinning energies inferred from mag-
netization and transport studies in YBCO,[18] and nat-
urally decreases as the field increases and vortices be-
gin to overlap. The resulting Epin(B) dependence pro-
duces a critical current density Jc(B) characteristic of a
strongly pinned vortex solid, which melts into a vortex
liquid at higher temperatures or magnetic fields. Impor-
tantly, MEL predicts that regions with enhanced ρMEL(r)
form preferential pinning sites an experimentally falsifi-
able signature that can be probed via vortex core imaging
in STM/STS.
Figure 2 summarizes the qualitative field dependence

of Epin and Jc. These results are again GL level and do
not include microscopic details of vortex core structure
or nodal quasiparticles, which are known to be important
in d-wave superconductors.[18] In the MEL framework,
the main function of the charge modulation is to pro-
vide an inhomogeneous stiffness landscape that naturally
supports strong pinning, consistent with the high critical
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FIG. 2. Field dependence of the vortex pinning energy and
supercurrent density in the MEL framework. The solid curve
shows the characteristic pinning energy Epin(B) extracted
from the GL simulations, while the dashed curve shows the
corresponding critical supercurrent density Js(B). The over-
all scales are chosen to be consistent with strong pinning and
large Js in high-quality YBa2Cu3O7−δ. Within the MEL en-
hancement window the stiffness and pinning are both en-
hanced relative to a purely homogeneous superconducting
background.

currents observed in YBCO.

D. Disorder, percolation, and loss of global
coherence

As the disorder strength W increases, the spatial dis-
tributions of ρMEL and |ψ| become progressively more
fragmented. At moderate W , superconducting regions
connected via MEL-enhanced stiffness still percolate, and
the system retains global phase coherence. Beyond a
critical disorder threshold, the superconducting fraction
drops below the percolation limit and global supercon-
ductivity is lost, even though sizable local |ψ| persists on
isolated islands.

Figure 3 summarizes this percolation physics in terms
of the domain continuity fraction fc and a normalized
local conductance proxy G(x). For weak disorder, fc ≈ 1
and MEL active superconducting paths percolate across
the sample. As σ/A0 is increased, fc drops sharply
once the percolation threshold is crossed, in parallel with
a rapid change in G(x) as a function of oxygen con-
tent. The MEL enhancement window occupies the rela-
tively clean side of this diagram, where disorder is strong
enough to generate an inhomogeneous landscape but not
so strong as to destroy connectivity. This picture is
qualitatively consistent with experimental observations
that moderate disorder can leave Tc and superfluid den-
sity relatively robust, whereas strong disorder eventually
suppresses global superconductivity via fragmentation of
current paths.[2]
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FIG. 3. Percolation of MEL active domains under disorder
and its connection to oxygen stoichiometry. The lower hori-
zontal axis shows the dimensionless disorder strength σ/A0,
defined as the ratio of the standard deviation of the local
MEL amplitude to its clean-limit scale. The left vertical
axis (solid curve) gives the domain continuity fraction fc, i.e.
the fraction of the system participating in a system-spanning
MEL enhanced superconducting network. For weak disor-
der fc ≈ 1, while above a threshold σ/A0 ∼ 0.3–0.4 the
connectivity collapses rapidly, signaling a percolation driven
loss of global phase stiffness. The upper horizontal axis in-
dicates a representative mapping to local oxygen concentra-
tion x in YBa2Cu3O7−δ, and the right vertical axis (dashed
curve) shows the corresponding MEL domain formation prob-
ability or normalized local conductance, G(x), extracted from
the same simulations. The coincidence of the sharp drop in
fc with the rapid change in G(x) highlights that MEL en-
hanced superfluid stiffness is controlled by the connectivity
of MEL domains rather than by local order parameter ampli-
tude alone.

E. Pseudogap phenomenology within MEL

The pseudogap regime in cuprates remains a sub-
ject of intense debate.[1–3] Within the MEL framework,
we interpret the pseudogap as a regime where short-
range, partially coherent MEL correlations have formed
but global superconducting phase coherence is absent or
fragile. In this regime ρMEL develops substantial am-
plitude and ξMEL grows, while |ψ| remains small on
average or is strongly fluctuating. The local density
of states exhibits a partial suppression at the Fermi
level with q∗-modulated features in Fourier space, con-
sistent with STM/STS observations of checkerboard or
stripe like patterns in the pseudogap state of Bi-based
cuprates.[6, 11, 12]

Once Tc is crossed, superconducting coherence devel-
ops and MEL becomes coherence linked via the cou-
plings in Eq. (5). The q∗ peak in the Fourier-transformed
LDOS is predicted to sharpen and gain spectral weight
as the condensate forms, in contrast to the weakening
of static CDW order seen in resonant x-ray scattering
below Tc in YBCO.[8, 9] This interpretation of the pseu-
dogap is model dependent and not unique; PDW based
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and other intertwined-order frameworks provide alterna-
tive explanations.[3, 20] The distinctive feature of MEL
is the explicit short-range, coherence linked modulation
tied to the d-wave condensate.

V. MEL SPECIFIC EXPERIMENTAL
SIGNATURES

The MEL framework gains credibility only if it pro-
duces specific, falsifiable predictions that differ from
those of conventional CDW or PDW scenarios. In this
section we highlight the most decisive signatures and
their experimental prioritization.

A. Temperature evolution of the q∗ peak across Tc

The first and most direct MEL signature is the temper-
ature evolution of the q∗ peak in Fourier transformed STS
maps. In Bi-2212 and related systems, STM/STS exper-
iments already reveal bond-centered modulations with
wave vectors near q ≈ 0.3 in both the pseudogap and
superconducting states.[6, 10–12] The MEL framework
predicts a specific pattern for how the amplitude and
width of this peak should evolve upon cooling through
Tc.

In the pseudogap regime above Tc, short-range MEL
correlations produce a finite but relatively broad q∗ peak.
As the temperature decreases toward Tc, both the ampli-
tude and the correlation length of MEL grow, sharpening
the peak. Once superconductivity sets in, the coherence-
linked coupling amplifies regions where both ρMEL and
|ψ| are large, leading to a further increase in the spectral
weight at q∗. In other words, the q∗ peak should either
remain robust or become stronger as the system enters
the superconducting state.

This behavior contrasts with standard static CDW
competition scenarios, in which the development of
superconductivity depletes the CDW order parameter
and suppresses the x-ray intensity at the CDW wave
vector.[8, 9] While one must be careful in comparing
LDOS-based and x-ray-based signals, a systematic sharp-
ening and strengthening of the q∗ STS peak below Tc
would be highly suggestive of a coherence linked modu-
lation rather than a purely competing CDW.

Figure 4 depicts this predicted evolution schematically.
The first phase of MEL testing in STM/STS should focus
on Bi-based cuprates where high resolution LDOS maps
are already routinely obtained.[6] The goal is to track the
q∗ peak as a function of T across Tc and to compare the
results with the MEL expectation.
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FIG. 4. Schematic Fourier transform STS intensity |g(q, E)|
near the bond direction wave vector q∗ ≃ 0.3 r.l.u. across the
superconducting transition. Solid curves show the MEL sce-
nario: above Tc (T > Tc) the q∗ peak is broad and relatively
weak, at T ≈ Tc it is moderately enhanced, and below Tc

(T < Tc) it becomes both sharper and higher in intensity as
the MEL envelope Φ(r) locks to the superconducting conden-
sate ψ(r). The vertical dotted line marks q∗. For comparison,
the dashed curve sketches a conventional CDW competition
scenario in which the q∗ peak is reduced below Tc as the com-
peting superconducting gap opens. The qualitative trend in
the q∗ peak height and width across Tc provides a decisive
discriminator between MEL and pure CDW competition.

B. Local gap modulation correlation ∆(r) vs.
ρMEL(r)

The second decisive MEL signature is the spatial corre-
lation between the local superconducting gap magnitude
∆(r) and the local MEL amplitude, which we denote here
as a proxy for ρMEL(r). In STM/STS studies, ∆(r) is
extracted from the energy position of coherence peaks
or from a suitable LDOS criterion, while the modulation
amplitude can be characterized by the local Fourier am-
plitude at q∗ or by filtering the real-space data.

Within MEL, coherence linked couplings ensure that
the preferred charge-modulation amplitude grows with
the local superconducting coherence. Consequently, we
predict a positive spatial correlation between the super-
conducting gap ∆(r) and the MEL amplitude ρMEL(r),
quantified by a coefficient C∆,MEL > 0. This trend is fun-
damentally different from conventional CDW scenarios,
where charge order domains typically anticorrelate with
the gap. In MEL the correlation persists over a broad
temperature window below Tc and becomes strongest in
the enhancement regime, providing a direct and falsifi-
able STM/STS signature. Regions exhibiting stronger
q∗ modulation should therefore display larger ∆(r) on
average, a prediction that can be tested by comparing
gap maps with Fourier-filtered LDOS maps at q∗.

By contrast, in conventional CDW competition sce-
narios a strong modulation tends to suppress the su-
perconducting order parameter, leading to an anti cor-
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FIG. 5. Real space correlation between the local supercon-
ducting gap and MEL related modulation strength. The up-
per panel shows the simulated gap magnitude ∆(x) along a
one-dimensional cut through the sample, and the lower panel
shows the corresponding Fourier transform STS coherence
peak intensity or local MEL amplitude along the same cut.
Regions with larger ∆(x) coincide with stronger modulation,
demonstrating the positive spatial correlation characteristic
of a coherence linked MEL state. Such a trend is difficult
to reconcile with simple CDW competition scenarios, which
typically produce anti correlation between charge order and
superconducting gap strength.

relation between ∆(r) and the charge modulations.[3, 9]
PDW-based scenarios can in principle produce more com-
plex patterns, including sign changes and nodes in the
pair amplitude, but a robust positive correlation between
∆(r) and a predominantly charge-like modulation is not
generic.[20]

Figure 5 illustrates the MEL expectation. Quantita-
tively, one can define a correlation coefficient C∆,MEL

between the local gap and the local modulation ampli-
tude and measure it as a function of temperature and
doping. A positive C∆,MEL that strengthens below Tc
would strongly support the MEL interpretation.

C. Correlation length ξMEL(T,W ) and disorder
effects

A third MEL related observable is the evolution of the
MEL correlation length ξMEL with temperature and dis-
order. In STS experiments, ξMEL can be extracted from
the real-space autocorrelation of the filtered q∗ compo-
nent or from the width of the q∗ peak in Fourier space.
In x-ray scattering, line widths of charge order peaks pro-
vide a complementary measure.

Within the GL framework, ξMEL grows upon cooling
from T ∗ toward Tc, reflecting the increasing strength
of short range MEL correlations, and then saturates or
modestly increases further below Tc as coherence linked

effects become important. Disorder reduces ξMEL by
breaking up domains and can ultimately suppress MEL
altogether once the percolation threshold is crossed. The
dependence of ξMEL(T,W ), together with measurements
of λab(T,W ) and Jc(W ), offers a way to test whether
the enhancement window in Table I is realized in a given
material.

D. Percolation behavior and oxygen disorder

The percolation-like loss of global superconductiv-
ity with increasing disorder, discussed in Sec. IV, sug-
gests experiments where controlled disorder is introduced
through oxygen ordering, ion irradiation, or chemical
substitution. In YBCO, varying oxygen content and or-
dering in the Cu–O chains modifies both the hole con-
centration and the disorder landscape. Within the MEL
picture one expects a regime where changes in chain oxy-
gen ordering primarily rearrange the stiffness landscape
and MEL domains without drastically altering the mean
hole concentration. In such a regime the superfluid den-
sity and Tc may remain relatively robust until disorder
induced fragmentation reaches the percolation threshold,
at which point both quantities collapse rapidly.

Mapping this behavior as a function of oxygen ordering
and comparing it with independent measures of charge
correlations would provide a stringent test of MEL. Sim-
ilar reasoning applies to controlled irradiation experi-
ments, where disorder can be tuned at fixed composition.

E. Experimental prioritization: Bi-based systems
vs. YBCO

From a practical standpoint, early MEL testing should
focus on materials where high resolution STM/STS is
well established and where orthorhombic complications
are minimal. Bi-2212 and related Bi-based cuprates are
therefore natural first targets.[6, 10–12] In these materials
the two most decisive and relatively unambiguous MEL
signatures are the temperature evolution of the q∗ peak
across Tc and the local ∆(r) versus modulation amplitude
correlation. Both can be probed with existing STM/STS
techniques.

YBCO, with its Cu–O chains and orthorhombic lat-
tice, offers additional opportunities to test MEL via
anisotropic responses along the a and b axes. However,
such experiments are more challenging due to surface
preparation and cleaving issues. We therefore view de-
tailed a/b-anisotropy studies in YBCO as a second phase
program to be pursued once the Bi-based STM/STS
signatures are established. In this second phase, the
anisotropic GL coefficients Ks,x, Ks,y, Kρ,x, Kρ,y, and
possibly anisotropic couplings γ1,2 can be constrained by
measurements of directional stiffness, vortex behavior,
and charge correlations.



10

VI. RELATION TO INTERTWINED ORDERS
AND LIMITATIONS

The MEL framework should be placed in the broader
context of intertwined orders in cuprates.[2, 3, 20] Static
long-range CDW, as detected by resonant x-ray scatter-
ing in YBCO and related compounds, is well established
as a competitor to superconductivity. PDW states, in
which the superconducting order parameter itself is spa-
tially modulated, provide another route to intertwined
charge and superconducting orders. Nematic and spin
orders further enrich the landscape.

MEL can be viewed as a phenomenological coarse
graining of a subset of these intertwined tendencies, fo-
cusing on a short range charge modulation at q∗ that
becomes energetically favored in the presence of d wave
superconducting coherence. It does not preclude more
microscopic PDW physics or other intertwined orders; in-
deed, in some microscopic realizations a PDWmight gen-
erate an effective MEL sector at longer length scales. The
distinguishing feature of MEL is its explicit treatment as
a separate charge sector field ρMEL with a preferred q∗,
coupled to but not identical with the superconducting
order parameter.

Several limitations of the present work should be high-
lighted. First, the GL functional is classical and does
not include quantum fluctuations, which can be impor-
tant in underdoped regimes and near quantum critical
points. Second, nodal quasiparticles and strong-coupling
effects are not explicitly treated. These effects are known
to influence the temperature dependence of the super-
fluid stiffness and to modify the response to disorder.[19]
Third, the parameterization of α(q) is phenomenologi-
cal; while it reflects the observed anomalies in χel(q) and
bond stretching phonons, it is not derived from a mi-
croscopic Hamiltonian. Fourth, the present simulations
focus on near optimally doped YBCO and do not at-
tempt a systematic survey across the full doping phase
diagram.

Given these limitations, the MEL framework should
be regarded as an internally consistent, experiment con-
strained GL construction that organizes a range of obser-
vations and yields concrete predictions, rather than as a
complete theory of high-Tc superconductivity. Its most
specific and falsifiable predictions concern the behavior of
q∗ modulations and their correlations with the supercon-
ducting gap and stiffness. Confirmation or falsification of
these predictions will help to clarify whether MEL cap-
tures an essential aspect of the cuprate phenomenology
or whether the dominant intertwined orders are better
described by alternative frameworks.

VII. OUTLOOK: BDG PROGRAM AND
MICROSCOPIC EXTENSIONS

A central next step is a fully microscopic treatment of
MEL within a self consistent BdG framework. The BdG

program underway proceeds along several lines. First,
the electronic band structure of a representative cuprate
(initially YBCO or Bi-2212) is combined with a d-wave
pairing interaction and a periodic potential representing
a modulation at q∗ ≈ 0.3 along the bond directions. Sec-
ond, self consistent solutions are obtained for the BdG
equations in the presence of this modulation, yielding
reconstructed bands, LDOS maps, and current–current
correlation functions. Third, the microscopic superfluid
stiffness is computed from the current–current response
and compared with the corresponding GL-level stiffness,
thereby testing the working hypothesis that short-range
MEL can produce a modest stiffness enhancement. Fi-
nally, the BdG solutions may reveal whether a preferred
q∗ emerges dynamically from the interplay of electronic
interactions and phonons, thereby providing a micro-
scopic underpinning for the phenomenological α(q).

In parallel, first principles and density functional based
studies of χel(q) and bond-stretching phonons in cuprates
can refine the parameterization of α(q). Existing inelas-
tic x-ray and neutron data already indicate anomalies
near q ≈ 0.3 in YBCO and related compounds,[13, 14]
but a quantitative mapping from these anomalies to the
effective GL coefficients remains to be completed.

On the experimental side, the near term priority is to
carry out the STM/STS measurements required to test
the MEL specific signatures in Bi-based cuprates. This
includes high-resolution temperature dependent Fourier
mappings of the LDOS near q∗ across Tc, detailed stud-
ies of the local ∆(r) versus modulation amplitude corre-
lation, and measurements of the MEL correlation length
as a function of temperature and disorder. Complemen-
tary muon spin rotation and microwave experiments can
track λab(T ) and its dependence on disorder and strain
in samples where MEL signatures are established.

Looking further ahead, once the MEL signatures are
either confirmed or ruled out in Bi-based systems, the
anisotropic physics of YBCO provides a rich arena
for more refined tests. Direction-dependent stiffness
measurements, vortex imaging along different crystallo-
graphic directions, and directional charge order studies
by x-ray scattering can be combined with the anisotropic
GL and BdG frameworks to explore how MEL couples to
chain bands and orthorhombicity.

Ultimately, the MEL framework should be judged by
its ability to connect microscopic modeling, GL phe-
nomenology, and experimental observables in a coher-
ent way. The present work provides the GL founda-
tion and delineates the key predictions. The forthcom-
ing BdG calculations and STM/STS campaigns will de-
termine whether MEL is a useful organizing principle for
cuprate superconductivity or whether the field must turn
to alternative intertwined-order scenarios.
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Appendix A: Phenomenological parameterization of
α(q) and selection of q∗

For completeness we collect a slightly more explicit pa-
rameterization of the momentum dependent coefficient
α(q) entering the MEL sector. Motivated by inelastic
x-ray and neutron scattering data in YBCO and related
cuprates,[9, 13, 14] we take

α(q) = α0 + celχel(q) + cphDph(q), (A1)

where χel(q) is a coarse-grained electronic charge sus-
ceptibility and Dph(q) represents the dispersion of the
relevant bond stretching phonon branches. A simple il-
lustrative form is

χel(q) =
χ0

1 + ξ2χ(q − qχ)2
,

Dph(q) =
D0

Ω(q)
, (A2)

where q denotes the magnitude of the in-plane wave vec-
tor along a Cu–O bond direction, ξχ is an electronic cor-
relation length, qχ is the wave vector at which the elec-
tronic susceptibility peaks, and Ω(q) is the bond stretch-
ing phonon frequency. Both χel(q) and Dph(q) are en-
hanced near q ≈ 0.3 in reciprocal lattice units, so that
the combined α(q) in Eq. (A1) develops a minimum at

q∗ ≈ argmin
q

[α0 + celχel(q) + cphDph(q)] . (A3)

In practice we treat q∗ as fixed by experiment, but the
above form makes explicit that it follows from a com-
petition between electronic and phononic contributions
rather than being inserted by hand.

The curvature of α(q) at q∗ sets an effective stiffness
in momentum space that controls the spread of ρMEL(q)
around q∗ and hence the real-space correlation length
ξMEL. Within GL simulations, the combination of pa-
rameters is chosen such that ξMEL lies in the 10–30
lattice-spacing range in the enhancement window (Ta-
ble I), consistent with short-range but nontrivial coher-
ence.

Appendix B: Outline of the MEL
Bogoliubov–de Gennes program

The BdG program sketched in Sec. VII proceeds from
a minimal microscopic model designed to capture the es-
sential physics of MEL at the quasiparticle level. One
convenient choice is a two dimensional tight-binding
Hamiltonian on a square lattice representing the CuO2

planes,

H0 =
∑
k,σ

ϵk c
†
kσckσ, (B1)

with dispersion

ϵk = −2t(cos kx + cos ky)− 4t′ cos kx cos ky

− 2t′′(cos 2kx + cos 2ky)− µ, (B2)

where (t, t′, t′′) are hopping parameters chosen to repro-
duce a representative cuprate Fermi surface and µ fixes
the doping.

A d-wave pairing interaction is then introduced at the
mean field level,

H∆ =
∑
k

[
∆k c

†
k↑c

†
−k↓ +H.c.

]
, ∆k = ∆0

cos kx − cos ky
2

,

(B3)
together with a periodic potential representing MEL,

HMEL = Vq
∑
r,σ

cos(q∗ · r) c†rσcrσ, (B4)

with q∗ along a Cu–O bond direction and Vq setting the
modulation amplitude. The full BdG Hamiltonian H =
H0 + H∆ + HMEL is then diagonalized in real space on
finite clusters with periodic boundary conditions, and the
pairing field ∆r is updated self-consistently.

From the converged BdG solutions one can compute
the reconstructed band structure, the LDOS N(r, E),
and the current–current correlation function entering the
microscopic superfluid stiffness. The effect of HMEL on
nodal and antinodal quasiparticles, on the superfluid den-
sity, and on the real space patterns in N(r, E) can then
be directly compared with both the GL level expectations
and STM/STS data. In particular, one can test whether
a modest positive correction to the stiffness of order ten
percent survives in the presence of realistic nodal quasi-
particles and Fermi surface reconstruction, or whether
the net effect is neutral or negative. This comparison
will provide a quantitative check on the GL-level work-
ing hypothesis that short-range MEL can enhance the
phase stiffness in an experimentally relevant window.

Appendix C: Example MEL real-space configuration

For completeness we show in Fig. 6 a representative
real-space snapshot of the MEL field ρMEL(r) used in
the GL and TDGL simulations. The configuration is
generated by sampling the MEL sector of the free en-
ergy in the regime where the quadratic coefficient α(q)
is minimized on a ring at |q| ≃ q∗ ≈ 0.3 r.l.u. and the
correlation length satisfies ξMEL ≳ 10–15 a0. The result-
ing pattern consists of short-range, stripe like modula-
tions along a Cu–O bond direction with a well-defined
local phase that varies slowly on the scale of the lattice
but is not globally ordered. This illustrates the defin-
ing features of MEL: the modulation is short range and
partially coherent, forming domains of typical size ξMEL,
and is thus distinct from a long-range static CDW. When
coupled to the superconducting order parameter via Fcpl,
the phase of these domains tends to lock to the conden-
sate phase, leading to the coherence-linked enhancement
of superfluid stiffness discussed in the main text.
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FIG. 6. Example real-space configuration of the MEL den-
sity field ρMEL(r) on a 50 × 50 lattice. Colors represent the
local value of ρMEL in arbitrary units. The pattern consists
of short-range, stripe-like modulations along a Cu–O bond
direction with correlation length ξMEL of order 10–15 lattice
spacings and a spatially varying local phase. Such configura-
tions are typical in the MEL enhancement window where the
quadratic coefficient α(q) is minimized at |q| ≈ q∗ ≃ 0.3 r.l.u.
but long-range CDW order has not formed.
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