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W e study the sensitivity ofTc and the pseudogap onset tem perature,T �,to low

�elds,H ,for cuprate superconductors,using a BCS-based approach extended to

arbitrary coupling.W e�nd thatT � and Tc,which areofthesam esuperconducting

origin,have very di�erent H dependences. The sm allcoherence length m akes T �

ratherinsensitiveto the�eld.H owever,thepresence ofthe pseudogap atTc m akes

Tc m oresensitiveto H .O urresultsforthecoherence length � �twellwith existing

experim ents. W e predictthat very near the insulator� willrapidly increase.

Thepseudogap phenom enahavebeen agreatchallengetocondensed m at-

terphysicistssincelastcentury.Yettherehasbeen noconsensuson theorigin

ofthe pseudogap and its relation to the superconducting order param eter.

Theoriesaboutthe pseudogap physicsfallinto two categories:(1)precursor

versus(2)non-precursorsuperconductivity.Fortheform er,pseudogap form s

asa consequenceofprecursorsuperconducting pairing,and therefore,shares

the sam e origin asthe orderparam eter. In contrast,forthe lattercategory,

pseudogap hasadi�erentorigin,e.g.,ahidden DDW (d-density wave)order.1

O n theotherhand,experim enthasrevealed di�erentbehaviorsofTc and

thepseudogaponsettem peratureT � in m agnetic�elds.2 However,thereisstill

no propertheoreticalexplanation.Thisdi�erence hasbeen used asevidence

againstprecursorsuperconductivity scenarios. Here we show that itcan be

wellexplained within the presentprecursorsuperconductivity theory.3;4;5

O ur calculation is based on an extension ofBCS theory which incorpo-

ratesincoherentpairexcitations.These pairexcitationsbecom e increasingly

im portantatlargecoupling g,and lead to a pseudogap in the single-particle

excitation spectrum ,as seen in the cuprates. As the tem perature increases

from T = 0,these pairs can survive a higher tem perature (> Tc) than the

condensate,untilthey are com pletely destroyed by the therm ale�ectatT �.

In agreem entwith experim ent,we�nd thatT � and Tc havevery di�erent�eld

(H )dependences.Thesm allcoherencelength (�)m akesT� ratherinsensitive

to the �eld. However,the presence ofthe pseudogap atTc (at optim aland
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under-doping)m akesTc relatively m ore sensitive to H . O urresultsforthe

coherencelength � �twellwith existingexperim ents.Furtherm ore,wepredict

thatvery nearthe insulator� willrapidly increase.

W e�rstconsiderthezero m agnetic�eld case.W einclude,in addition to

tim e-reversalstatepairing,�nitecenter-of-m assm om entum pairexcitationsin

theproblem and then treattheinterrelated single-and two-particlepropaga-

torsself-consistently.W etruncatethein�nite seriesofequation ofm otion at

thethree-particlelevel,and then factorizethethree-particleG reen’sfunction

G 3 into single-particle(G )and two-particle(G 2)G reen’sfunctions.
6

Here we consideran electron system near half�lling on a quasi-two di-

m ensional(2D)squarelattice,with tight-bindingdispersion �k.Theelectrons

interactvia a separablepotentialVk;k0 = g’k’k0;where’k = coskx � cosky

(ford-wave).W e usea T-m atrix approxim ation forthe self-energy,and have

�(K )= G
�1

0
(K )� G

�1
(K )=

X

Q

t(Q )G 0(Q � K )’
2

k�q=2
; (1)

t(Q )= �
j� scj

2

T
�(Q )�(Tc � T)+

g

1+ g�(Q )
; (2)

where� sc istheorderparam eter,and �(Q )=
P

K
G (K )G 0(Q � K )’2

k�q=2
.

For sm allQ 6= 0,t(Q ) can be written in a standard propagatorform . The

pseudogap isgiven by � 2

pg � �
P

Q
t(Q ),thetotalgap4 by � =

q

� 2
sc + � 2

pg,

and the quasiparticledispersion by E k =
p
�2
k
+ � 2’2

k
.

Tc isdeterm ined by thesuperconductinginstability condition 1+ g�(0)=

0,in conjunction with the num berconstraintn = 2
P

K
G (K ). W e obtain a

setofthree equations.4 Taking into accountthatthe cupratesisclose to the

M ottinsulatorand thusin-planehopping tk(x)= t0(1� n)= t0x,wherex is

the doping concentration,we solveforTc,�,chem icalpotential�,and � pg.

TheresultsforTc,� pg(Tc),and �(T = 0)asa function ofx aresum m arized

in Fig.1(a). O ur predictions �t experim ent wellwith � g=4t0 = 0:045 and

t0 � 0:6 eV.Form oredetails,seeRefs.3{5.

In a �nite �eld,the G inzburg-Landau free energy functionalnearTc can

be expanded to quadraticorderin the orderparam eter� sc:

F �

 

�0(T)+ �
2

�
r

i
�
2eA

c

� 2
!

j� scj
2
; (3)

where �0(T)= ��0

�

1�
T

Tc

�

,and �
1

Tc

dTc

dH

�
�
�
�
H = 0

=
2�

�0

�
2
=

2�

�0

�2

��0
. As an es-

tim ate,onehasH c2(0)� �0=(2��
2).(�0 = hc=2e isthe 
ux quantum ).
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Figure 1. (a) Calculated cuprate phase diagram . T � was estim ated using the BCS m ean-

�eld solution.Experim entaldata aretaken from :(�)R ef.7;(�)R ef.8;(4 )R ef.9.Form ore

details see R ef.4. N ote here �(0) has been m ultiplied by 2 to com pare with experim ent,

since ’k = 2 at k = (�;0). (b) M agnetic length scales associated with Tc and T � as a

function ofdoping concentration in the cuprates.

For 3D weak coupling (BCS), ��0 = N (0) and the phase sti�ness

�2 = N (0)7�(3)=48�2(vF =Tc)
2. Therefore N (0) is canceled in �2B C S =

7�(3)=48�2(vF =Tc)
2. In general,�0 and �2 can be determ ined from the ex-

pansion oft�1 (Q ):

�0 =
1

g
+ �(0;0); �

2
=
1

2

q

det
�
@qi@qj�(Q )

�
�
�
�
�
Q = 0

: (4)

In weak �eld,T � eH =m c,we use sem iclassicalphase approxim ation

to treat the single-particle and pair propagators. Both the single-particle

and pair m om enta can be m odi�ed by the interaction with the �eld. But

form ally,the Dyson’s equation rem ains the sam e,and the superconducting

transition isstilldeterm ined by the pairing instability (Thouless)condition:

g�1 + �̂(0)= 0� �0 + �2 �
�
2e

c
H
�
,where �̂(Q )isthepairsusceptibility in the

�eld.To linearorderin H ,wecan evaluate�0 and �
2 atH = 0.

AtT �,the pseudogap iszero,only the bareG reen’sfunction isinvolved,

�0(Q )=
P

K
G 0(K )G 0(Q � K )’2

k�q=2
.W e have

�
1

T �

dT �

dH

�
�
�
�
H = 0

=
��2

���
0

2�

�0

; �
�2
=
��2

���
0

; (5)
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where ��
�

0
=
X

k

’
2

k

�

� f
0
(�k)+

d�

dT

T

�k

�
1� 2f(�k)

2�k
+ f

0
(�k)

��

T = T �

Atweak coupling (fors-wave ’kF = 1),we recoverthe BCS lim it: � �

E F , ��
�

0
= �

P

k
f0(�k)’

2

k
� N (0)’2

kF
� N (0). And ��

2
is determ ined by

expanding �0(q;0)=
X

k

1� f(�k)� f(�k�q )

�k + �k�q
’
2

k�q=2
to the q2 order.

Atlargeg (fortheunderdoped cuprates),� pg(Tc)islarge.Noticing that

T � isvery weaklyH dependentin thestrongpseudogap regim e[seeFig.1(b)],

and thatT � / � pg in zero �eld,weassum e� pg isonly weakly H dependent.

In otherwords,only thesuperconducting orderparam eterisstrongly coupled

to the�eld.Then weobtain ��0 � �
P

k
’2
k
f0(E k),which decreasesrapidly as

� pg increases.�
2 isobtained by expanding to the q2 order

�(q;0)=
X

k

�
1� f(Ek)� f(�k�q )

E k + �k�q
u
2

k �
f(E k)� f(�k�q )

E k � �k�q
v
2

k

�

’
2

k�q=2 : (6)

Atweakcoupling,� and �B C S coincide.Butthey splitapartasgincreases

and the pseudogap opens(see Ref.10 fordetails). In Fig.1(b),we plotthe

doping dependence ofthe calculated � and ��.Atlarge x (overdoping,weak

coupling),the two arenearly equal.Butforunderdoping,while �� continues

to decrease with decreasing x,� rem ains nearly 
at for a broad range ofx

untilits �nalrapid increase toward the insulator lim it. Since dT=dH / �2,

T � isratherinsensitiveand Tc isrelatively m oresensitiveto H .Theseresults

arein agreem entwith experim entalobservations.2;11
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