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We present small angle neutron scattering studies of the magnetic vortex lattice (VL) in
Ca0.04Y0.96Ba2Cu3O7 up to a field of 16.7 T, and Ca0.15Y0.85Ba2Cu3O7 up to 25 T. We find that
the series of vortex lattice structure transitions have shifted down in field relative to those reported
for the undoped compound. We attribute this mainly to the weakening of the 1-D superconduc-
tivity in the Cu-O chains by the disorder introduced by doping. The hole doping by calcium is
also expected to alter the Fermi velocity and it reduces the upper critical field of the system. The
high-field structure of the vortex lattice is similar to recent measurements on the parent compound
in fields of 25 T, which indicates that the fundamental d-wave nature of the superconducting gap
is unchanged by calcium doping. This is corroborated by the temperature dependence of the VL
form factor which also shows the same d-wave behaviour as observed in other cuprates. We also
find evidence of Pauli paramagnetic effects in the field dependence of the VL form factor.

INTRODUCTION

We report on small angle neutron scattering (SANS)
studies of the magnetic vortex lattice (VL) in
CaxY1−xBa2Cu3O7 (Ca-YBCO), with x = 0.04 & 0.15.
The parent compound of Ca-YBCO is YBa2Cu3O7

(YBCO7), the fully oxygen doped member of the
YBa2Cu3O7−δ (YBCO) family. YBCO was the first high
Tc superconductor where the mixed state was studied by
SANS [1], and since then, VL studies using SANS have
continued to provide a wealth of information about its
superconducting state [1–14]. Typically, hole doping in
YBCO is performed by varying oxygen content on the
Cu-O chains. The fully oxygenated compound with δ = 0
is very slightly overdoped, but has low pinning due to the
absence of oxygen vacancies. To increase the hole concen-
tration further, the system can be doped with calcium,
which has one less electron in its outer orbital structure
than yttrium. Hole doping in this manner, unlike oxygen
doping, does not modify the structure of the copper ox-
ide chains, allowing us to maintain fully-occupied chains,
while altering hole doping in the planes. The hole contri-
bution of the Cu-O chains is not trivially related to the
oxygen content, being strongly affected by disorder in the
chains [15]. Using a phenomenological relation between
the critical temperature in YBCO and the hole doping

p [16], we can estimate that the sample with x = 0.04
(Tc = 79 K [17]) has p = 0.20, while the x = 0.15 sample
(Tc = 57 K [17]) has p = 0.23. It is also suspected that
the chains themselves become superconducting through
the proximity effect, potentially adding an s-wave ad-
mixture to the order parameter of the system [18]. Fur-
thermore, the contribution to the superconducting order
parameter from the Cu-O chains behaves differently in
YBCO to those in the double-chained YBa2Cu4O8 sys-
tem [12–14, 19]. In addition to the complications of chain
superconductivity, the doping level itself is expected to
influence the order parameter in the cuprates [20, 21].
Since the VL is sensitive to the structure of the super-
conducting order parameter, it is an excellent probe to
investigate these matters.

EXPERIMENTAL DETAILS

The samples were (i) a mosaic of 12 lightly-twinned sin-
gle crystals of Ca-YBCO with 4% calcium doping, which
had been oxygenated to O7 under high pressure, so that
the Cu-O chains were complete; (ii) a mosaic of 3 more-
heavily-twinned single crystals of Ca-YBCO with 15%
calcium doping, which had similarly been oxygenated to
O7. The crystals were mounted on plates of high pu-
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(Å

-1
)

ν

4.5 T, 4%

ν

7.0 T, 4%

-5 -2.5 0 2.5 5
-5

0

2.5

5×10-2

×10-2

ν

16.4 T, 4%

-5 -2.5 0 2.5 5
-5

0

2.5

5×10-2

×10-2

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

0

1

2

3

-1

-2

-3

0 1 2 3-1-2-3 ×10-2

×10-2
(e) 2 T, 15%

0

2

4

6

-2

-4

-6
0 2 4 6-2-4-6 ×10-2

×10-2
(f) 16 T, 15%

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1

0 2 4 6-2-4-6

0

2

4

6

-2

-4

-6

×10-2

×10-2
(g) 20 T, 15%

ννν

(i)(h)

(a)

qx(Å
-1)

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

-3

-2

-1

0

1

2

3
×10-2

×10-2

q y
(Å
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FIG. 1. (Color online) Diffraction patterns from both the 4% calcium doped sample (a – d) and the 15% calcium doped sample
(e – g), in applied fields of (a) 3 T, (b) 4.5 T, (c) 7 T, (d) 16.4 T, (e) 2 T, (f) 16 T and (g) 20 T. In panels (e) and (f) the
sample was slightly rotated around the c axis as compared to the other panels, so that the spots are not exactly centered on
45◦ to the horizontal axis. In panel (g) measurements were done only for the Bragg condition on the -qx side. The opening
angle of the VL is defined as ρ for the hexagonal lattice and ν for the rhombic lattice, and diffraction patterns are plotted on
a normalised intensity scale. (h) Photograph of the 4% doped sample. (i) Photograph of the 15% doped sample.

rity aluminum, co-aligned so that the a and b axes were
horizontal or vertical and the c axis of the crystals were
perpendicular to the sample plate. Measurements were
taken with the c-axis of the crystals at 10◦ to the ap-
plied field, to reduce the pinning of the flux lines to twin
planes [9]. This value of angle was chosen to noticeably
reduce vortex pinning, but so that the effect of the tilted
field on the superconducting properties experienced by
the VL was small. (The superconducting properties are
expected to vary as the cosine of the angle between the
c-axis and applied magnetic field, which in this case is
> 0.98 compared with 1.0 for zero tilt [22].) These mea-
surements were performed on the D33 instrument [23]
at the Institut Laue-Langevin (ILL) in Grenoble, France
[24, 25], using the Birmingham 17 T cryomagnet [26], the
SANS-I instrument at the Paul Scherrer Institut (PSI)
Villigen, Switzerland, and at the HFM/EXED beamline
at HZB, Berlin [27–29].

The data from ILL and PSI were collected in
monochromatic mode. The VL was prepared using the
oscillation-field-cool method, whereby a small oscillation,
on the order of 1%, was made in the magnitude of the
applied field as the sample was cooling to base tempera-
ture. The resulting data were analysed using the GRASP
analysis package [30] and the diffraction patterns, such

as those in Fig. 1(a)-(f), were treated with a Bayesian
method for analysis [31]. After cooling, the field was
held fixed during the measurements, and for the scans as
a function of temperature, data were taken on warming.
Measurements were performed by rotating the sample
and applied field together through the Bragg conditions
for the vortex lattice diffraction spots, with background
measurements taken above Tc and subtracted from the
low temperature data to leave only the signal from the
vortex lattice.

For measurements performed on the HFM/EXED in-
strument we relied on the small ripple from the hybrid
magnet to provide the oscillation during cooling in field,
rather than direct control. This instrument operated us-
ing the time-of-flight (TOF) technique [32, 33] which re-
quires one or two fixed magnet rotation angles, for fore-
ground and similarly for background. These data were
analysed using the Mantid [34] software package.
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RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Field dependence of the vortex lattice structure

Typical VL diffraction patterns from both 4% and 15%
doped samples are presented in Fig. 1, illustrating the
various VL structures observed as a function of field.
From the 4% doped sample, in panel (a) at 3.5 T we see
twelve spots, corresponding to two distorted hexagonal
VLs which form in the two domains of the twinned crys-
tals. By comparison of these results with the data from
YBCO7 at 5 T, presented in Ref. [13], we can identify the
present VL structure with that seen between 2.5 & 6.5 T
in the parent compound. That showed weak diffraction
spots along the b*-axis, and four stronger off-axis spots.
Hence the VL spots bound by the angle ρ in Fig. 1(a) cor-
respond to the crystal domain with b* horizontal, along
which direction are the two weaker spots from this VL.
For a regular hexagonal VL, the diffraction spots lie on a
circle, while for a distorted VL they lie on an ellipse, with
the amount of distortion characterized by the axial ratio.
As in YBCO7 the distortion is consistent with a larger
superfluid density along the b-axis, giving anisotropy in
the London penetration depth, arising from supercon-
ductivity of the carriers in the chains [13] . We find that
the anisotropy is more strongly suppressed by field than
in YBCO7 [13] and is nearly absent by 4 T (see inset in
Fig. 2). At 4.5 T (Fig. 1(b)), the VL appears somewhat
disordered, and mixed-phase. We believe this indicates
that the VL structure undergoes a first order transition
from the low field hexagonal lattice (Fig. 1(a)) to a high
field rhombic lattice at 4.5 T (Fig. 1(b-d)). Again, by
comparison with the results of Ref. [13], we can identify
this with the rhombic structure which appears at 6.5 T
and above in YBCO7. In our twinned sample, we would
expect two domains to be present. If so, the spots are too
close to be clearly resolved when the phase first appears.
Alternatively, in this field-region, the VL structure may
be pinned to the twin planes, which would give spots at
45◦ to the crystal axes. At first glance, it appears that
between 4.5 T and 8 T there is a square phase, shown in
Fig. 1(c), which then undergoes a transition to the rhom-
bic phase, which is clearly present in panel (d). However,
upon closer inspection it is seen that the VL diffraction
spots in the “square” phase elongate tangentially with
increasing field before separating. This indicates that
the higher field region is a single rhombic phase, with a
lattice close to square at fields just above the transition,
and continuous evolution of its structure with field caus-
ing the diffraction spots from the two different domains
to separate at higher fields. In the 15% doped sample, in
panels (e–g), it appears that only the rhombic high-field
phase is present.

The VL structures as expressed by the opening angles
ρ and ν, defined in Fig. 1, are shown in Fig. 2. For the
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Opening angle of the VL as a function
of applied magnetic field. Dashed lines indicate the opening
angle for a hexagonal and square lattice, with the respective
angles for the measured VL, ρ and ν, defined in Fig. 1. x
refers to the Ca-doping level in CaxY1−xBa2Cu3O7. Dark
blue (4) and (O) symbols correspond to the data obtained
at ILL in 2016 for Ca0.04Y0.96Ba2Cu3O7. The dark blue (◦)
symbols (inset) correspond to the anisotropy of the VL (de-
fined in the main text). Red points correspond to data from
Ca0.15Y0.85Ba2Cu3O7; (◦) data were obtained at PSI in 2021,
the (�) symbols correspond to data measured at ILL in 2021
and the red (�) symbols are from HFM/EXED in 2019.

4% sample, the low field hexagonal phase is slightly dis-
torted, with an opening angle ρ of less than 60◦. The
first order transition to the rhombic phase is seen at
4.5 T, after which the lattice structure evolves smoothly
with increasing field until around 13 T. From here we see
that the structure remains constant to the highest ap-
plied field of 16.7 T, with an opening angle ν of around
100◦. By comparison of the field-dependence of ν with
that seen in the undoped compound, we expect that the
rhombic spots labeled by ν in Fig. 1(d) arise from the
VL in the crystal domains that have b* horizontal, and
the spots closer to the horizontal arise from the VL in the
crystal domains that have b* vertical. A low-field hexag-
onal to a high-field rhombic VL transition is characteris-
tic of the cuprates, and is taken to be an indication of the
predominantly d -wave order parameter. In comparison
with the parent compound, however, we only observe two
of the three structure phases found in YBCO7 [12, 13],
which exhibits two hexagonal (low-field and mid-field)
and one rhombic (high-field) VL structure phases. The
single hexagonal phase we have observed in Ca-YBCO is
analogous to the mid-field hexagonal phase of YBCO7.
However, we cannot rule out the presence of the low-field
phase in Ca-YBCO, because the VL diffraction pattern is
too disordered below an applied field of 2 T to determine
the VL coordination and orientation precisely. Returning
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to the mid-field hexagonal to rhombic transition in 4%
Ca-YBCO: this takes place at a lower field than the same
transition in YBCO7, and a field-independent value of ν
above ∼ 13 T seen here is not observed within the same
field range in the parent compound. Rather, the rhom-
bic phase in YBCO7 appears to be evolving towards a
field-independent ν at around 23-25 T [32]. These ob-
servations indicate that the VL in 4% Ca-YBCO pos-
sesses a similar phase diagram to its parent compound,
but shifted down in field by approximately a factor of 2.
For the 15% sample, the opening angle appears in Fig. 2
to remain at 90◦, but the spots in Fig. 1(e)-(g) are elon-
gated tangentially, like those in Fig. 1(c). We take this to
indicate that in this sample too, the true value of ν would
be > 90◦, but this is obscured by the stronger effects of
twin-plane pinning in the 15% sample.

The VL structure transitions observed here, and in
other systems, can be attributed to anisotropies in both
the electronic structure and the superconducting gap. In
general, VL structure theories attempt to model this ei-
ther by considering an anisotropic Fermi velocity in the
presence of an isotropic superconducting gap, or vice
versa [35–44]. We find several problems when draw-
ing comparisons between these models and our results.
Firstly, these theories tend to discuss tetragonal systems,
whereas ours is orthorhombic. Consequently, they pre-
dict a high-field square VL structure, rather than the
rhombic lattice we find here. Secondly, as was noted in
work on YBCO7 [12, 13], they predict a single 45◦ rota-
tional transition between two distorted hexagonal phases
rather than the 90◦ transitions observed in the YBCO
compounds discussed here. However, beyond this we are
able to draw qualitative comparisons between the the-
ory and our results. In both the β model of Suzuki et
al. [42] and the model of Affleck et al. [39], which respec-
tively consider anisotropy in Fermi velocity and the su-
perconducting gap, the transition to the high-field struc-
ture moves to lower fields as the anisotropy in either the
Fermi velocity or the gap is increased. This suggests
these anisotropies are more pronounced in Ca-YBCO.
There are also first-principles calculations using Eilen-
berger theory, which have predicted that at high field the
vortex nearest-neighbor directions align along the nodes
of the order parameter [41]. Our observation that - in
the high-field limit of our experiments - the VL nearest-
neighbor directions are essentially the same in 4% Ca-
YBCO and YBCO7 indicates that calcium doping leaves
the superconducting gap node directions little changed in
this region. However, increased hole doping does cause
the upper critical field to fall [45], so it seems likely that
the addition of calcium is reducing the field-scale by this
means. We note that there is contradictory evidence in
the literature regarding the influence of calcium doping
on the hole content of the CuO2 planes. Raman spec-
troscopy measurements suggest that Ca atoms form in-
dependent nanophases in the material, which would mean

that additional carriers from the calcium do not con-
tribute to doping [46], whereas scanning tunnelling spec-
troscopy measurements have indicated that calcium dop-
ing does contribute additional holes to the system [20].
Our measurements, showing clear differences in the field-
scale of VL transitions in YBCO7 and Ca-YBCO, sup-
port the latter scenario. However, characteristic fields
can be identified for both the YBCO7 and Ca-YBCO,
in particular the field at which the opening angle stops
changing, and the point at which the opening angle goes
through 90◦. The fields for the 4% doping are approx-
imately a factor of two smaller than in YBCO7. This
is larger than expected given the different Tc values and
the effect of hole-doping on the critical field [45]. Indeed,
Grissonnanche et al. [45] find that a 5% doped sam-
ple has an upper critical field that is two-thirds that of
YBCO7.

Field dependence of VL form factor

The spatial variation of magnetic field within the vor-
tex lattice, expressed by the VL form factor, is shown in
Fig. 4 for the diffraction spots seen in Fig. 1. The form
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FIG. 3. (Color online) Opening angle of the VL as
a function of applied magnetic field for YBa2Cu3O7 and
CaxY1−xBa2Cu3O7. Dashed lines indicate the opening angle
for a hexagonal and square lattice. Meanwhile YBa2Cu3O7

passes through a low field structure (LFS), an intermediate
field structure (IFS) and stabilizes in a high field structure
(HFS), Ca0.04Y0.96Ba2Cu3O7 goes through the IFS and also
stabilizes in the HFS and Ca0.15Y0.85Ba2Cu3O7 remains at
the HFS for the entire field range.
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factor is a Fourier component of the field variation at the
scattering vector q , and is related to the integrated in-
tensity, I(q), as measured by SANS, through the relation
[47]:

Iq = 2πV φ
(γ

4

)2 λ2n
Φ2

0q
|F (q)|2. (1)

Here V is the sample volume, φ is the flux of incident
neutrons, γ is the magnetic moment of the neutron in
nuclear magnetons (1.91), λn is the wavelength of the in-
cident neutrons and Φ0 is the flux quantum, h/2e. The
spatial variation of field within the mixed state is deter-
mined both by the London penetration depth λ and the
coherence length of the Cooper pairs ξ. As remarked
earlier, the field direction is sufficiently close to the c-
axis that the response is dominated by the carrier mo-
tion in the basal plane. Hence we can use an expression
for an orthorhombic superconductor with the field ap-
plied parallel to the c-axis of the material, with the form
factor given by the anisotropic extended London model
(ALM) [48–50]:

F (q) =
〈B〉 exp(−c(q2xξ2b + q2yξ

2
a))

q2xλ
2
a + q2yλ

2
b

(2)

where 〈B〉 is the average internal induction, ξi is the co-
herence length along axis i, λi is the penetration depth
arising from supercurrents flowing in direction i, and qx,
qy are in-plane Cartesian components of the scattering
vector, with qx parallel to b∗. The parameter c accounts
for the finite size of the vortex cores, and a suitable value
for c in our field and temperature range is 0.44 [32]. For
fields close to Bc1, the denominator needs an additional
+1, but for the fields employed here, this addition is neg-
ligible.

We find, however, no values of λ and ξ for which equa-
tion 2 is able to fit the full range of 4% data in Fig. 4.
The fit presented in this figure is for the high-field phase
only. We use a modified anisotropic London model as in
Ref. [32], with the basal-plane penetration depths linked
as follows:

λ2b(B) = λ2a{1 + 0.4 · tanh [(B − 5 T)/7 T]}. (3)

This equation differs from that used in Ref. [32]; the
cross-over field of 5 T is half that used for YBCO7.

This fit returns a value for λa = 168(3) nm. The value
for the London penetration depth seems quite reason-
able, being slightly higher than for the parent compound
YBCO7. The fitted coherence length would be the aver-
age of that in the a and b directions (because the Bragg
reflections are close to {110} directions), but it is un-
physically small (0.14 Å). On the other hand, assuming
that the field-scale has been suppressed still further, the
15% Ca-doped form factor was fitted with the a constant
penetration depth to the extended London model, giving
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FIG. 4. (Color online) Vortex lattice form factor as a function
of applied magnetic field. x refers to the Ca-doping level in
CaxY1−xBa2Cu3O7. The shaded grey area defines the phase
transition between low- and high-field phases for the 4% sam-
ple, which is observed in Fig. 1(b), where both phases are
present. The solid line is a fit of the 4% high field data to
the model of equation 2 and the lower dashed line is a fit to
the 15% data using the extended London model. Dark blue
(4) and (O) symbols correspond to data obtained at ILL
in 2013 for Ca0.04Y0.96Ba2Cu3O7. Red points correspond to
data from Ca0.15Y0.85Ba2Cu3O7; the (◦) data were obtained
at ILL in 2021, the (�) symbols correspond to data measured
at ILL in 2021 and the (�) symbols are from data obtained
at HFM/EXED in 2019.

reasonable ab-average values of λ = 179(3) nm and ξ =
2.64(8) nm (Bc2 = 47(3) T).

This deviation of the form factor from the extended
London model was also observed within previous SANS
studies on the parent compound [13, 14, 32], although
this began at the much higher field of ∼ 12 T, and con-
tinued through to the highest measured field of 25 T. In
the original study where the deviation of the form fac-
tor from the model was reported, it was suspected that
disorder in the vortex lattice was contributing to a static
Debye-Waller effect, which reduced scattering from the
VL at lower fields [14]. With increasing field, the cor-
responding increase in the inter-vortex interaction was
proposed to overcome the pinning of the flux lines to
defects in the crystal lattice, reducing the static Debye-
Waller effect and leading to the apparent increase in the
VL form factor which rendered the London model unable
to fit the data. Corroborating evidence for this was seen
in the temperature dependence of the VL form factor,
where indications of an irreversibility temperature sug-
gesting the crossing of a glass-solid transition were seen.
However, in the temperature dependent data presented
in Fig. 6, which will be discussed in detail later, we see
no indication of such an irreversibility temperature.
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We therefore turn to the possibility of the Pauli param-
agnetic effect, whereby the Fermi surface splitting of spin
up and spin down electrons by the Zeeman effect leads to
the paramagnetic breaking of Cooper pairs. Pauli param-
agnetic pair breaking is one of two possible mechanisms
by which superconductivity is destroyed at Hc2, so at
such low fields it is not expected to be relevant in the
bulk. However, within the vortex core region the Cooper
pairs are much less strongly bound, and so this can lead
to the formation of a paramagnetic moment and the cor-
responding alteration of the vortex core structure [51, 52].
This would increase the field contrast between the cores
and the bulk which is observed as a corresponding in-
crease in the VL form factor. This has also been ob-
served in heavy-fermion superconductors [52–54], a boro-
carbide [55] and an iron-based superconductor [56]. We
have speculated that in YBa2Cu3O7 the continued de-
viation of the VL form factor in the parent compound
at the highest measured fields [32] could have a similar
origin. While the models constructed to describe the be-
haviour of the heavy fermion system, CeCoIn5 [57, 58],
are not quantitatively appropriate for our results, we can
draw several qualitative conclusions from them, and from
more recent work [52]. Firstly, since we are at relatively
small fractions of H/Hc2, we expect the Pauli contri-
bution to be small compared to the orbital component,
leading to a deviation from the London model as we see
here rather than the dominance of Pauli effects. Second,
we expect the effect of Pauli paramagnetism to be larger
in Ca-YBCO than the parent compound, since the effect
is proportional to the effective mass which has been seen
to be increasing with doping in this region of the cuprate
phase diagram [59, 60]. This correlates with our observa-
tion here that the form factor in Ca-YBCO deviates from
the London model at fields as low as 5 T, while in the
parent compound it remained London-like until around
12 T, and further supports our earlier conclusion that
calcium doping contributes holes to the system.

Vortex lattice at higher temperatures

We have measured the temperature-dependence of the
VL signal in 4% Ca-YBCO. The angle between the VL
vectors was found to be temperature independent in these
measurements, and the rocking curve width, shown in
Fig. 6(d), remains reasonably constant with increasing
temperature except at the lowest measured field of 1 T.
This is in contrast to YBCO7 at high field, which had
a temperature dependence to the VL structure above an
identifiable irreversibility temperature, which was visible
both as a change in the angle between the VL vectors and
the FWHM of the rocking curves [14]. Passing above the
irreversibility temperature was seen to reduce the static
Debye-Waller factor, leading to a corresponding increase
in the integrated intensity of the rocking curves. This
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FIG. 5. (Color online) Form factor of the VL as a
function of applied magnetic field for YBa2Cu3O7 and
CaxY1−xBa2Cu3O7.

rendered the temperature dependence of the VL form
factor at high field unsuitable for fitting to models which
had proved successful at lower fields and in other super-
conductors. The absence of both a strong temperature-
dependent rocking curve width and of an identifiable ir-
reversibility temperature suggests that the vortex lattice
is strongly pinned by the effects of the Ca dopants. We
therefore expect that the variation of the VL form factor
with temperature, which is shown in Fig. 6(a – c), is not
affected by changes in the perfection of the VL, allowing
us to investigate the gap structure in this material.

We fit the temperature dependence of the normalised
VL form factor to the relation in Eqn. 2, and this is
shown as the solid lines in Fig. 6 (a – c). Following the
method that has been applied in the modelling of the VL
form factor in both cuprate and pnictide superconductors
[13, 14, 61, 62], we express the temperature dependence
of the London penetration depth via an expression for
the superfluid density:

ρs(T ) = 1−

1

4πkBT

∫ 2π

0

∫ ∞
0

cosh−2

(√
ε2 + ∆2

k(T, φ)

2kBT

)
dφdε,

(4)

where ρs is the superfluid density, normalised to its value
at temperature T = 0 and 1/λ2 ∝ ρs; φ is the azimuthal
angle about the Fermi surface and

√
ε2 + ∆2

k(T, φ) gives
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the excitation energy spectrum. The gap function was as-
sumed to be separable into temperature and momentum
dependent factors such that ∆k(T, φ) = gk(φ)∆0(T ),
where gk(φ) describes the momentum dependent gap as a
function of angle around the Fermi surface. The tempera-
ture dependence of the gap, ∆0(T ), can be approximated
by

∆0(T ) = ∆0(0) tanh

(
π

α

√
a

(
Tc
T
− 1

))
, (5)

where ∆0 is the magnitude of the gap at zero temperature
and α & a are parameters related to the pairing state [63].
The data were fitted to a d -wave gap, gk(φ) = cos(2φ)
and BCS d -wave pairing is represented by α = 2.14 and
a = 4/3. For larger values of the gap expected in high-Tc
materials, we retain the BCS temperature-dependence of
the gap (values of α & a), but expect ∆0(0) to be of the
order of 3 Tc [64].

It has been previously noted in the cuprates that
non-local effects can become increasingly important with
field, which leads to a flattening of the temperature de-
pendence of the superfluid density at low temperature.
Work by Amin et al. [40, 43] showed that in the non-local
regime, below a characteristic temperature T ∗, the linear
temperature dependence flattens out to a T 3 dependence.
This behavior can be represented by the relation [13]:

ns(T ) = 1−(1−ns(T ))

(
Tc + T ∗

Tc

)(
T 2

T 2 + (T ∗)2

)
, (6)

where ns is the superfluid density, as calculated above in
the local limit. T ∗ is field dependent parameter given by
T ∗ ∼ ∆0(ξ0/d) ∝

√
H.

We employed the Ginzburg-Landau relation for the
field dependence of the gap, ∆(B)/∆(0) = (1 −
(B/Bc2)2)1/2, and a phenomenological relation for the
critical temperature, Tc(B) = Tc(0)(1 − B/Bc2)1/2 [65].
The fits used Bc2 = 100 T, which is a reasonable estima-
tion for the upper critical field [45], and a critical tem-
perature Tc = 76 K, which is slightly lower than other
reported values, but was consistent with all three sets of
data we fitted.

We present the fits of the d -wave model with non-local
corrections to the temperature dependence of the form
factor in Fig. 6 (a). Starting with the 1 T data in panel
(a), we expect a T ∗ of around 6 K from the BCS gap of
2.14 Tc, using the value of the critical field to estimate
ξ0. Leaving the magnitude of ∆0 as the free parameter
of the fit, such that T ∗ is determined by ∆0, we find that
it returns a value of ∆0 = (3.21± 0.09) Tc, which corre-
sponds to a T ∗ = 9.7 K. While this gap value is ∼ 50 %
larger than the weak-coupling BCS value, we note that
large gap values in cuprates are not unusual [66], so this
is a reasonable value. The fit is clearly a good descrip-
tion of the data, and possesses the finite low-temperature

(a)

0 20 40 60 80

T (K)

0

0.5

1

F
or

m
fa

ct
or

(n
or

m
.)

(b)

0 20 40 60 80

T (K)

0

0.5

1

F
or

m
fa

ct
or

(n
or

m
.)

(c)

0 20 40 60 80

T (K)

0

0.5

1

F
or

m
fa

ct
or

(n
or

m
.)

(d)

0 20 40 60 80

T (K)

0

1

2

3

F
W

H
M

(d
eg

) 1 T
4 T
16.4 T

FIG. 6. (Color online) Vortex lattice form factor as a function
of temperature in an applied field of (a) 1 T, (b) 4 T and (c)
16.4 T. The solid line in panel (a) is a fit to the anisotropic
London model using a d-wave gap described in the text. Panel
(d) shows the variation of the rocking curve FWHM as a
function of temperature for the data presented in plots (a)
to (c).

slope characteristic to nodal gap structures, indicating
that this material is d -wave in nature and that the non-
local effects do not contribute strongly at low field, which
is as expected.

For the fits at 4 T and 16.4 T, if we follow the
Ginzburg-Landau relation for the field dependence of the
gap, we would expect the gap value at 4 T to be 3.20 Tc
with T ∗ ∼ 20 K, and at 16.4 T the gap to be 3.12 Tc with
T ∗ ∼ 40 K. However, we find that these parameters are
not able to fit the data. Indeed, following the predicted√
H dependence for T ∗ does not allow for the fitting of

the data for any value of the gap. We have therefore kept
the GL relation for the gap, which gives the values de-
scribed above, but left T ∗ as a variable parameter in these
fits. This gives T ∗ = 59± 3 K at 4 T and T ∗ = 70± 3 K
at 16.4 T. This is higher than expected, with T ∗ ≈ Tc at
the highest measured fields. This suggests that the onset
of non-local effects is both more rapid and stronger with
increasing field than the current models would predict.

CONCLUSIONS

We have investigated the vortex lattice structure of cal-
cium doped YBCO and have compared the behavior of
the vortex lattice with that of pure YBCO7. The results
from the 15% doped sample are dominated by pinning,
but the 4% doping shows similar behavior to YBCO7

but with a lower field scale. In the limit of high fields,
both systems show the same vortex lattice structure. We
therefore conclude that the underlying gap structure is
the same in both systems, and attribute the different field
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scale in the VL structural transitions mainly to the weak-
ening of the 1-D superconductivity in the Cu-O chains by
the disorder introduced by doping. Furthermore, in the
4% Ca-doped sample the field dependence of the form
factor can only be fit to the anisotropic London model
with unphysically small coherence lengths. This com-
pares with the reported behavior in YBCO7 where the
anisotropic London model cannot be fit at high fields with
any reasonable coherence length. We speculate that this
is due to the onset of a significant Pauli paramagnetic
contribution inside the vortex cores as a function of field.
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