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By com parison ofrecentdirectm easurem entsofthetem peraturedependenceoftheuppercritical

�eld H c2 in an YBa2Cu3O 7� x high-Tc superconductor with the scaling analysis ofm agnetization

data,collected in �elds H � H c2,we dem onstrate that that the tem perature dependence ofthe

G inzburg-Landau param eter� isnegligible.Anotherconclusion isthatthenorm alized tem perature

dependence ofH c2 is independent ofthe orientation ofthe m agnetic �eld in respect to crystallo-

graphic axes ofthe sam ple. W e also discuss that isotropy ofthe tem perature dependence ofH c2

straightforwardly followsfrom the G inzburg-Landau theory if� doesnotdepend on tem perature.

PACS num bers:74.72.-h,74.25.O p

Evaluation ofthe uppercritical� eld Hc2 and itstem -

peraturedependencerepresentsa di� culttask ifhigh-Tc
superconductors(HTSC)areconcerned.Theproblem is

thatH c2 isvery high and can be m easured directly only

in pulsed m agnetic� eldsofm egagaussam plitudes.This

isan obviousreason thatonly severalsuch studieswere

published so farand notallofthem m ay be considered

asreliablem easurem ents.W ecould � nd only a very few

works,in which m easurem ents were extended to a con-

siderable range ofT=Tc and allofthem were m ade on

YBa2Cu3O 7� x sam ples.
1,2,3,4,5

Atthe sam e,H c2 representsone ofthe m ain param e-

tersofa superconductorand itsknowledgeisofprim ary

im portance.Thisiswhyseveralindirectapproacheshave

been proposed and used in order to evaluate H c2(T)

from equilibrium m agnetization data collected in � elds

H � H c2.
6,7,8,9,10,11,12 However,alltheseapproachesare

based on certain assum ptions,which are not necessar-

ily satis� ed in experim ents.Thism akesexisting Hc2(T)

resultsquestionable.

W e shallnot consider alltheoreticalm ethods for the

analysisofm agnetization data. O urgoalisto discussa

scaling procedure,proposed in Ref.12,in orderto com -

pare the norm alized tem perature dependencies ofH c2,

obtained by em ploying thisprocedure,with directm ea-

surem entsoftheuppercritical� eld.Aswedem onstrate

below,good agreem entbetween theresultsprovidescon-

vincing evidence ofthe validity ofthis scaling analysis

and allowsto m ake som e conclusionsaboutthe tem per-

aturedependenceoftheG inzburg-Landau param eter�..

The scaling procedure is based on a single assum p-

tion that � is tem perature independent. In this case,

equilibrium m ixed statem agnetizationsm easured atdif-

ferent tem peratures but in the sam e norm alized � elds

H =H c2(T) are proportionalto H c2(T). This is true in

� eldsH � Hc1,i.e.,thissituation can only be achieved

in high � superconductors,which isthe caseforHTSC’s

aswellasform any othernovelsuperconducting m ateri-

als.

According to Ref. 12,the m agnetizationsofa sam ple

attwo di� erenttem peraturesT and T0 arerelated by

M (H ;T0)= M (hc2H ;T)=hc2 + c0(T)H ; (1)

wherehc2 = H c2(T)=H c2(T0)isthenorm alized upercrit-

ical� eld and c0(T)= �n(T0)� �n(T)(�n isthenorm al-

statem agneticsusceptibility ofasam ple).The� rstterm

on therightsideofEq.(1)describesthepropertiesofthe

m ixed state ofidealtype-IIsuperconductors,while the

second oneisintroduced in orderto accountforallother

tem perature dependent contributions to m agnetization,

which areunavoidablein HTSC’s.

By a suitable choice of hc2 and c0(T) individual

M (H ) curves m easured at di� erent tem peratures m ay

be m erged into a single m aster curve M eff(H ;T0). In

thisway the tem perature dependence ofthe norm alized

uppercritical� eld isobtained.12

This approach turned out to be quite e� ec-

tive for the analysis of reversible m agnetization

data.12,13,14,15,16,17,18,19,20 The m ain and unexpected re-

sultofthese analysesisthatallnum erousHTSC’sm ay

bedivided intotwogroups.Thedependenciesofthenor-

m alized uppercritical� eld Hc2 on T=Tc forHTSCsbe-

longing to thesam egroup arepractically identical,while

they are distinctly di� erent between the groups. The

larger group includes a huge variety of various HTSC

com pounds,whilethesecond oneisrathersm alland con-

sistsofjustseveralcuprates.12,13,14,15,Apparently,alevel

ofdoping playsan im portantrole in thism atter.12,13 In

the following,we shalldiscuss only the larger group of

HTSC’s because the corresponding H c2(T) curve is in-

deed closeto resultsofRefs.1,2,3,4,5.

Anotherim portantresultofthescalinganalysisisthat

practically thesam ecurveswereobtained forsinglecrys-

tals,grain-aligned sam ples,and ceram ics.13,21 Thisindi-

catesthat,in spite ofstrong anisotropy ofabsolute val-

uesofH c2,itsnorm alized tem peraturevariation depends

very littleon theorientation ofan applied m agnetic� eld.

In otherwords,ifthetem peraturedependenceoftheup-

percritical� eld iswritten as

H c2(T)= H c2(0)F (1� T=Tc); (2)
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H c2(0)dependson the orientation ofthe m agnetic� eld,

while the function F isisotropic.

As was argued in Ref. 12,the fact that the analyses

ofm agnetization data form any di� erentHTSC’sresult

in practically identicalnorm alized H c2(T=Tc)cannotbe

a coincidence butratherrepresentsstrong evidencethat

thisapproach isgenerally correct. Atthe sam e tim e,it

doesnotnecessary m ean that� istem peratureindepen-

dent. Indeed,the universality ofH c2(T=Tc) willnotbe

altered if� is tem perature dependent,but this depen-

dence isthe sam efordi� erentHTSC’s.

Ifparam agnetic contribution to the sam ple m agneti-

zation isnegligible oritcan be evaluated with su� cient

accuracy,there willrem ain only one adjustable param e-

terin Eq.(1)and,in thiscase,the tem perature depen-

denceof� can alsobeevaluated from thescalinganalysis

ofm agnetization data,asitwasdem onstrated in exper-

im ents with low-Tc superconductors.
19,20 However,this

is not the case for HTSC’s,in which the norm al-state

param agneticcontribution isalwayssubstantialand can

hardly be evaluated independently. In otherwords,the

m ain assum ption abouttem perature independence of�

in HTSC’shasneverbeen tested.

Thisiswhy,weconsiderrecentdirectm easurem entof

H c2(T=Tc)in pulsed m agnetic� elds
4,5 asauniqueoppor-

tunity forsuch a test. An im portantadvantageofthese

worksisthatanew m ethod ofaradiofrequencytransm is-

sion wasdeveloped.Thistechniqueallowsforevaluation

ofH c2 with substantiallybetteraccuracythan previously

used m agnetoresistancem easurem ents.

It seem s to be com m only accepted that both H c2(0)

and F in Eq.(2)depend on the orientation ofthe m ag-

netic� eld.4,5 W ecould not,however,� nd anyexperim en-

talcon� rm ationsofthisin theliterature.Furtherm ore,it

seem s that H
(c)

c2 (T)=H
(c)

c2 (0) and H
(ab)

c2 (T)=H
(ab)

c2 (0) are

practically identical, i.e., F -function in Eq. (2) is in-

deed isotropicasitwasargued on thebasisofthescaling

analysis.13
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FIG . 1: (Color online) Experim ental H
(ab)

c2
(T=Tc) and

H
(c)

c2
(T=Tc)data from Refs. 3 and 5,respectively. The solid

lineisthenorm alized H c2(T=Tc)curveobtained by scaling of

equilibrium m agnetization data and �tted to data points.

In Fig. 1 we plot H
(ab)

c2 (T=Tc) (left y-scale) and

H
(c)

c2 (T=Tc) (right y-scale) from Refs. 5 and 3, re-

spectively. The latter results were obtained by m ag-

netoresistance m easurem ents carried out on epitaxial

YBa2Cu3O 7� x � lm . The zero-� eld resistive transition

wasabout4 K widewith the zero resistancestatebelow

83.5K .Thisprovidesconsiderableuncertainty in Tc.For

this plot Tc was chosen by extrapolation ofthe H c2(T)

curve,presented in Fig. 4 ofRef. 3,to H c2(T) = 0.

This givesTc = 87:5 K ,which is the very upper end of

the resistive transition. Asm ay be seen in Fig. 1,both

data setsm atch each otherquite welland the di� erence

between them doesnotexceed uncertainty oftheresults.

The norm alized tem perature dependence ofH c2,ob-

tained by scaling ofm agnetization data in � elds H �

H c2,
12 which is also shown in Fig. 1,perfectly � ts ex-

perim entaldata.Thisagreem entwith directexperim en-

talresultsstrongly supportsthem ain assum ption about

tem perature independence of�. Indeed,even a rather

weaktem peraturedependenceof�,predicted by thecon-

ventionalBCS theory,23 changestheresulting hc2(T=Tc)

curvein a way thatitcannotsatisfactory describeexper-

im entaldata (see Ref.24 forthe corresponding curve).

W ealso notethatthetem peraturedependenceofH c2

isquitedi� erentfrom predictionsoftheBCS theory (see

Fig.1).23 Thism eansthatvaluesofH c2(0)forHTSC’s,

evaluated from high-tem peratureH c2 datausingthecor-

responding form ula of Ref. 23, are strongly overesti-

m ated (see also Ref.5).

There are two m ain conclusions: (i) The G inzburg-

Landau param eter � is tem perature independent. This

follows from good agreem ent between the norm alized

H c2(T) curve, obtained by scaling of m agnetization

data, with direct m easurem ents (see Fig. 1). (ii)

H c2(T)=H c2(0)isisotropic.Thisstatem entwasinitially

m ade on the basisofthe analysisofm agnetization data

collected on polycrystallinesam ples.13 Now itisalsocon-

� rm ed by direct com parison of Hc2(T) curves for two

di� erentorientationsofthe m agnetic� eld (Fig.1).

W hile both conclusionswere m ade independently,ac-

cording to the G inzburg-Landau theory,the second one

follows from the � rst. Indeed, Hc2(T) =
p

2�H c(T)

whereH c isthetherm odynam iccritical� eld,which can-

not be anisotropic. Therefore,anisotropy of H c2 m ay

arisefrom theanisotropy of� only.If� doesnotdepend

on tem perature,asitfollowsfrom the discussion above,

H c2(T)=H c2(0) = H c(T)=H c(0),i.e.,the function F in

Eq.(2)isisotropic.

Although direct m easurem ents of H c2(T) are only

available for YBa2Cu3O 7� x sam ples, there cannot be

m uch doubts that both conclusions are also valid for

m any other superconductors belonging exhibiting the

sam enorm alized H c2(T=Tc)curves.
12,13,14,15

In conclusion,it was dem onstrated that tem perature

dependencesofthenorm alized uppercritical� eld,which

were established by scaling of m agnetization data col-

lected in � elds H � Hc2,are in very good agreem ent

with recentdirectm easurem entsofH c2(T)in m egagauss
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m agnetic � elds.3,5 This agreem ent shows that the tem -

peraturedependenceoftheG inzburg-Landau param eter

in HTSC’s is rather weak. Another result ofthe pre-

sented analysisisthatH c2(T)=H c2(0)isisotropic.

A cknow ledgm ents

Thisworkwasin partsupported byheNCCR M aNEP-

IIofthe SwissNationalScience Foundation (Project4)

and perform ed in the group ofJ.Hulliger.

1 K .Nakao,N.M iura,and Y.Enom oto,J.Phys.:Condens.

M atter10 11571 (1998).
2
K .Nakao,T.Takam asu,N.M iura,and Y.Enom oto,Phys-

ica B 246247,429 (1998).
3
N.M iura,H.Nakagawa,T.Sekitani,M .Naito,H.Sato,

and Y.Enom oto,Physica B 319,310 (2002).
4 T.Sekitani, N.M iura, S.Ikeda,Y.H.M atsuda, and Y.

Shiohara,Physica B 346347,319 (2004).
5
T.Sekitani,Y.H.M atsuda,and N.M iura,New J.Physics

9,47 (2007).
6
Z.Hao and J.R.Clem ,Phys.Rev.Lett.67,2371(1991).

7 Z.Hao and J.R.Clem , M .W .M cElfresh, L.Civale, A.

P.M alozem o�,and F.Holtzberg,Phys.Rev.B 43,2844

(1991).
8
Z.Te�sanovi�c,L.Xing,L.Bulaevskii,Q .Li,and M .Sue-

naga,Phys.Rev.Lett.69,3563 (1992).
9
L.N.Bulaevskii,M .Ledvijand V.G .K ogan,Phys.Rev.

Lett.68,3773 (1992).
10

V.G .K ogan,M .Ledvij,A.Yu.Sim onov,J.H.Cho,and

D .C.Johnston,Phys.Rev.Lett.70,1870 (1993).
11

V.G .K ogan, A.G urevich, J.H.Cho, D .C.Johnston,

M ing Xu, J. R.Thom pson, and A.M artynovich, Phys.

Rev.B 54,12386 (1996).
12 I. L. Landau and H.R. O tt, Phys.Rev. B 66, 144506

(2002).
13

I.L.Landau and H.R.O tt,Physica C 385,544 (2003).

14 I.L.Landau and H.R.O tt,Physica C 411,83 (2004).
15

I.L.Landau and H.K eller,Physica C 458,38 (2007).
16

I. L. Landau and H. R.O tt, Phys.Rev.B 72, 176502

(2005).
17

J.R.Thom pson,J.G .O ssandon,L.K rusin-Elbaum ,D .

K .Christen,H.J.K im ,K .J.Song,K .D .Sorge,and J.L.

Ullm ann,Phys.Rev.B 69,104520 (2004).
18

M . M . D oria, S. Salem -Sugui Jr., P. Badica, and K .

Togano,PhysRev.B 73,184524 (2006).
19

I.L.Landau,H.R.O tt,A.Bilusic,A.Sm ontara,and H.

Berger,J.M agn.M agn.M ater.272-276,e1095 (2004).
20 I. L. Landau, R.K hasanov, K . Togano, and H. K eller,

Physica C 451,134 (2007).
21

I. L. Landau, J. B. W illem s, and J. Hulliger, accepted

for publication in J. Phys.: Condensed M atter (cond-

m at/0710.3360).
22

Itisabsolutely unclearwhy Tc = 90:5 K wasused in Fig.

4(b) ofRef.4,in which data ofRef.3 are replotted as a

function ofT=Tc.Asm ay be seen in Fig.5 ofRef.3,this

valueofTc iswellabovesuperconductingtransition forthis

sam ple.
23

E. Helfand and N. R. W ertham er, Phys Rev.147, 288

(1966),N.R.W ertham er,E.Helfand and G .Hohenberg,

ibid.147,295 (1966).
24

I.L.Landau and H.R.O tt,Physica C 398,73 (2003).


