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Critical eld in a m odelw ith local pairs

M arcih M ferzefw ski and M aciej M . M askal

D epartm ent of T heoretical P hysics, Institute of P hysics, U niversity of Sj_]esj-a, 40-007 K atowice, Poland

W e analyze the role of Zeem an and orbital pair breaking m echanisn s in m odels appropriate
for short coherence length superconductors. In particular, we investigate the attractive H ubbard
and the pair hoping m odels. The orbital pair breaking m echanisn dom inates in the m a prity of
m odels with s{wave and d{wave superconducting order param eters. On the other, the repulsive
pair hopping interaction leads to {type pairing, that is stable against the orbital pair breaking.
Extemalm agnetic eld reduces this type of pairing predom inantly due to the Zeem an coupling.
A ccording to the recent experim ents this m echanisn is responsble for closing of the pseudogap.

M oreover, the tem perature dependence of the gap closing eld in {phase ts the experimn ental
data very well. W e discuss w hether the preform ed pairs in the {phase could be responsble for the

pseudogap phenom enon.

I. NTRODUCTION

AImost twenty years after discovery of high{
tem perature superconductors HT SCs) the m echanisn
responsble for their unusual properties rem ains unclkar.
The complex phase diagram of HT SCs suggests that
there m ay be no single m echanisn that dom inates over
the entire doping range. In particular, the nom al{state
properties in underdoped and overdoped regin es are dif-
ferent. H ighly overdoped com pounds in the nomm alstate
exhibit Ferm iliquid behavior, w hereasthe superconduct-
ing state m ay be descrbed w ithin a weak {coupling BC S
theory E.']. O n the other hand, in the underdoped regin e
the HT SC s exhibit unconventional features. The m ost
rem arkable of them are the extrem ely short coherence
length and a pseudogap that opens In the nom al state.
T he presence of the pseudogap has been con m ed w ith
the help of various experin ental techniques like: angle{
resolved photoem ission {2,:3, :4], Intrinsic tunneling spec—
troscopy B, @], NMR |, 8], infrared H] and transport
f_l(_)'] m easurem ents. A lthough, there is no com plete the—
oretical description of the pseudogap, one usually con—
siders this phase as a precursor of the superconductiviy.
A ccording to this hypothesis form ation of C ooper pairs
starts at tem perature T , higher than the superconduct-
Ing transition tem perature T.. Then, at T, these pre-
form ed pairs undergo B oseE instein condensation.

T his hypothesis seam s to be supported by recent ob—
servations of the vortex {like N emst signal above T, [_1-1:]
that evolves an oothly into the analogous signalbelow the
superconducting phase transition [_iz_i] The M eissner ef-
fect does not occur in the pseudogap phase due to strong
phase uctuations rather than the vanishing of the su—
per uid density. T herefore, theoretical description ofthe
suppression of the M eissner e ect requires an approach
beyond the m ean{ eld level. D espite the absence of the
M eissnere ect above T, one can observe inhom ogeneous

m agnetic dom ains that are interpreted as precursors to
the M eissner state f_l:j]

The short coherence length indicates that the pair-
Ing takes place in the real space, lrading to boson {lke
obEcts. A faw models are comm only used to describe
system s wih the local pairs. Namely, the attractive
Hubbard AH) m odel (4], fom jon {boson [13] and purely
bosonic m ode]sf_l@l], as well as the Penson{Kolb (PK)
m odel[_l-j], ie., the tight{binging m odel w ith local pair
hopping. These m odels should be considered as e ective
approaches which do not explain the m icroscopic origin
of the pairing interaction.

A nother unusualproperty ofHT SC s is related to their
behavior in the extemalm agnetic eld. In particular,
tem perature dependence of the upper critical eld H
has a positive curvature@@‘, :_ig] in contradistinction to
classical superconductors, where a negative curvature is
observed. M oreover, H ., does not saturate even at gen-
uinely low tem perature. Recent experim entst_ZQ'] show
that also the pseudogap is destroyed by su ciently high
m agnetic eld, H 4. A Ithough, the tem perature depen-—
dence of H 4y has a negative curvature, it signi cantly
diers from the predictions of the standard Helfand{
W erthamm er theory P3]. Namely, H oy (T) has a large
slope at tem peratures close to T and saturates already
at T ' 0T . These featuresm ay assist in veri cation
ofthe preform ed C ooper pairs hypothesis and, m ore gen—
erally, In choosing the m ost appropriatem odelofHT SC .

II. MODEL

In the present paperwe show that opening ofthe pseu—
dogap and is dependence on the m agnetic eld can be
described within a m odelw ith local pair hopping. Our
starting point is the two{din ensional (2D ) Penson{K ob
m odelw ith the H am ilttonian given by:
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Here, ci(y) creates (annihilates) an electron w ith spin = at
site i, tj5 is the single electron hopping integralbetw een
sites i and j, is the chem ical potential and J is the
nearest neighbor pair hopping interactions. T he extemal
m agnetic eld perpendicular to the lattice H , shifts the
energy levels by g s H, (g is the gyrom agnetic ratio
and p isthe Bohrm agneton) and m odi es the hopping
tem s. T he single electron hopping integral acquires the
P elferls factor

Z
e R

= — A dy 2
ij he R, 5 @)

w hereasthe phase factor in the pairhopping term istw ice
larger.

The Penson{K ob m odel can be derived from a gen—
eral m icroscopic tight{binding Ham iltonian P4], where
the Coulom b repulsion m ay lead to the pair hopping in—
teraction. In such a case J isnegative (repulsive P enson {
K ob m odel). H owever, treating the Penson{K olb m odel
as of a phenom enological nature, we assume J to be an
e ective param eter, that can be negative aswell as posi-
tive. It can be understood as a result of renom alization
origihating, eg., from electron{phonon coupling f_2-3_:] For
a nonzero single electron hopping ntegrald ! J isnot
a symm etry of the PK m odel @-4] H ow ever, supercon—
ducting correlations occur in the Penson{K ol m odel for
attractive pair hopping interaction (J > 0) aswellas for
the repulsive one (J < 0), provided that the pairhopping
is Jarge enough. T he latter case is usually referred to as

{type pairing. T hen, the totalm om entum ofthe paired
electronsisQ = ( ; ) and the phase of superconducting
order param eter alters from one site to the neighboring
one. It hasbeen shown that there isa ux quantization
and M eissner e ect in this state.lg-gx'] Superconductivity
survives also in the presence of on{site Coulomb repul-
sion Penson{K ol {H ubbarc_i m odel), provided that this
nteraction is not too largeR6].

A . D ensity of states

At the mean{ eld lvel, for J > 0 one ocbtains an
isotropic superconducting gap, identical to that obtained
for AH m odel. On the other hand, in the case of {type
pairing (J < 0), the density of states is nite for arbi-
trary energy. H ow ever, the density of states at the Fem 1
¥evelm ay signi cantly be suppressed for som e dopings.
In the sin plest case of the nearest neighbor hopping the
density of states In the {phase is of the fom :
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FIG . 1: Density of states for the Penson{K olb m odel in the

{phase. W ehaveused ¥ = 025t; 3= tand = 0:75t.
The curves from the topm ost to the lowest correspond to the
values of the order parameter = 0; 0:;::;1: The dashed
line indicates the Fem i level.

0. One can see from Eq. (3) that the quasi-
particle poles split when becomes nie. Therefore,
a localm ininum in the density of states m ay occur at
the Ferm isurface. D espite the presence of thism inim um
the densiy of states at the Fem i level rem ains nite
provided that ~ is small when com pared to the band
w idth . Inclusion of the next nearest neighbor hopping t°
Jeads to a m ore com plicated expression for the density
of states. H owever, the structure of i the {phase re-
m ains unchanged. Fig. 1. shows the density of states
calculated ©rt’ 6 0 and di erent values of the {phase
order param eter. G radualdecreasing of at the Fem i
Jevel resem bles opening of the psesudogap in HT SC s.
Another feature that could speak in favor of this n—

terpretation is anisotropy of the gap ij]. M ore precisly,
Hrt®6 0 the m agniude of splitting of the quasiparticlke
peaksdepends on the direction in the B rillouin zone. T he
splitting of the spectral fiinctions is presented in Fig. 2.
A s we consider isotropic order param eter the splitting is

nite everyw here at the Fem i level, in contradistinction
to a purely d{wave gap. H ow ever, this drawback m ay be
rem oved when considering a nonlocal pairing.

B . Response to m agnetic eld

In contradistinction to the AH model, the exter-
nal m agnetic eld explicitly enters the term responsi-
bl for superconductiviy, ie., the pair hopping inter-
action. T herefore, the di erences between AH and PK
models may show up In the electrom agnetic properties
f_Z-j]. Here, we investigate the tem perature dependence
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FIG .2: The spectral functions in various points at the Fem i
surface. W e have used the sam e m odel param eters as In F ig.
1. The position of points A and B is depicted in the inset.
T he continuous curve corresoonds to the case = 0, whereas
the dashed lines have been obtained for = 0:5.

of critical eld H .. It is de ned as the highest m agni-
tude ofthem agnetic eld, forthat there existsa non {zero
solution for the superconducting order param eter:

= hoyopis 4)

A s we carry out calculations at the mean{ eld level it
is Inpossbl to determ ine the phase coherence of the
C ooper pairs. Therefore, the physical interpretation of
the critical eld is not unigue. In the overdoped regin e
of cuprates it can directly corresoond to the upper crit-—
ical eld. On the other hand, for underdoped system s,
and w ithin the precursor scenario of pseudogap, i can
be interpreted as H 4, ie., the eld at which the Inco—
herent pairs appear. O ne can argue that the PK m odel
can also be used as an e ective m odel of other super-
conductors that are characterized by a short coherence
length: barium bisn uthates, fullerides, C hevrel phases,
organic superconductors and heavy ferm ion system s. 1_2-:}]
In these cases H .4+ should be considered asH ., .
For the sake of sim plicity we de ne:
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w here the prin em eans that the sum m ation is carried out

over the nearest neighborsofsite i. Then, them ean{ eld
H am iltonian takes on the follow ing form :

X , X
H = tse g o+ (@ BH. et
1;3; i
J chcl Vit Ho: (6)

At themean{ eld kvelthe only di erence be‘gween PK

and AH m odels is the presence of ¥; n Eq. (§) Instead
of ;. Therefore, In order to calculate the critical eld
one can ollow an approach, that has previously been
developed for the lattice gasw ith on {site attraction R§].
T hen, one ends up w ith the Jattice version ofthe G or'’kov
equations:

JX
i= = 746 3 a)G G la): 7
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Here, G (;J;!,) is the one{electron G reen’s function in
the presence of a uniform and static m agnetic eld. !,
denotes the ferm ionic M atsubara frequency. W ih the
help oqu.('_S) one can elim inate ~; from the G or’kov
equations. Then, H .+ (T ) can be calculated from
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Egs. @) and {d) are equivalent since ( 1)7*! = 1,

for the neighboring sites j and 1. However, it is m ore
convenient to use the rst/second of them for attrac-
tive/ repulsive pair hopping interaction.

In the follow ing we consider only the nearest{neighbor
one{particle hopping integralt and use the Landau gauge
A = H, (0;x;0). Then, the H arper equation

g xipyix+ 1)+ 2cos hx  pya)g P« ipyiX)
+9 Pxipyix 1) =t'E (oxipy) g Oxipyix);  (10)

determm IneseigenvaluesE (ox;py ) ofthe one{particle hop-
ping tem . The corresponding eigenstates are enum er—
ated by px;py and are of the fom :

Uxy ©xiby) = ejpyyaq ox ipy i X) - (11)

Here, x;y are Integers which enum erate the lattice sites
In R and ¥ directions, whereas h=2 ) is a ratio of the

ux through a lattice cellto one ux quantum . W e refer
to Ref. P8] or the details.

The one{electron G reen’s function can be expressed
wih the help of eigenvalies and eigenstates of the
nom al{state Ham iltonian. Then, the summ ation over
M atsubara frequencies in Egs. ('S) and @) can explic—
ik be carried out. In the Landau gauge the presence of
m agnetic eld does not change the plane{w ave behavior
in p{direction [see Eq. {I1)]. Therefore, the supercon-
ducting order param eter depends only on x and pairing
of electrons takes place for the sam e y{com ponents of
their m om enta, as In the absence ofm agnetic eld, ie.,
y; py) orJ > 0 and (y; r) orJ < 0. Taking



these features into account one can rew rite the G or’kov
equations for the attractive:

J X X
x0 = 519? x PxiPyikxi Py)
x Py iPx iKx

2c00shx) g PxiPyiX) g Kxi Pyix

+ g pxipyixt 1)g ki pyix+ 1
+ ghxiryix 1)g ki pyix 1
I Exipyix)g kei Pyix° ; 12)

aswellas for the repulsive pair hopping interaction:

J X X .
x0 = = x iPyikei
EPF x Py iPx iKx e i
2c0s(2hx) g (ExiPyiX) g Kk« Byix
g Pxipyix+ 1)g ky; Bix+ 1
g PExipyix 1)g ki; pix 1
9 Exipyix) g ki pyix’ a3)

Here 4 x;y ( 1)¥ and the C ooper pair susceptibility
ox 7Py ikx 7ky) has the Hllow ng om :
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T he above equations determ ine the strength ofm ag—
netic eld at which the localpairing disappears. W e have
carried out calculations for 150 150 cluster w ith peri-
odic boundary conditions (oc) along the ¢ axis. A s the
Landau gauge breaks the translation nvariance along R
axis we have used xed bc in this direction. O ur pre—
vious calculations indicate that such a_size of cluster is
su cient to obtain convergent resuls.}8]

Fig. 3 show s the tem perature dependence of H pi+ Ob—
tained for attractive and for the repulsive pair hopping
interaction. These results are com pared with H cp (T)
calculated from the 2D AH modelp8lwith U = t.We
have adjusted the strength of the pair hopping interac—
tion to obtain the sam e critical tem perature in the ab—
sence ofm agnetic eld.ForJ > 0 H o (T) n PK model
is very close to that of AH model. It means that in
the case of s{wave pairing the P elerls factor in the pair
hopping temm leads only to a sm all decrease of supercon—
ducting correlations. However, the tem perature depen-
dence of H opy+ In the {state di ers qualitatively from
the s{wave case. Nam ely, H .4+ (T ) has a very large slope
for a weak m agnetic eld and saturates already at rela—
tively high tem perature. Such a behavior of the critical

eld resembles H 4 (T ), that has recently been observed
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FIG .3: Tem perature dependence ofH crit ort®= 0and = 0.
Continuous curve has been obtained for the PK m odel w ith
J = 156t ( {type pairing). The dashed lne corresponds
the attractive pair hopping interaction J = 0:5t. T he dotted
line show s the critical eld in the AH modelwih U = t.
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FIG . 4: Fit of the theoretical results to the experin ental

data for the pseudogap closing eld H pq (T ).R0] The contin—-
uous line represents H i (T ) calculated for the repulsive pair
hopping interaction. W e have used the sam e m odel param e—
ters as for the {pairing in Fig. 3.

In BSrnCaCuyz0gy .[_2-g] In Fig. 4 we com pare our re—
sults and the experin entaldata.

W ithin the Helfand{W ertham m er theory, the tem per-
ature dependence of critical eld is predom nantly de—
tem Ined by the diam agnetic pair breaking m echanianm .
The Zeem an coupling becom es In portant only for suf-
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FIG.5: Hcrie (T) calculated for attractive and repulsive PK
m odelw ith and w ithout the Zeem an coupling. W e have used
the sam e m odel param eters as In Fig. 3.

ciently strong m agnetic eld. This feature holds also
In the case of the lattice gas.f_Z-gi] In order to investigate
the role of the Zeam an and orbial contributions in PK
m odel, we have repeated our calculations in the absence
of the Zeem an tem . The resulting H 4+ (T ) is shown In
Fig. 5.

In contradistinction to the s{wave superconductivisy,
the diam agnetic pair breaking is of m inor im portance
In the case of {pairing. This feature is responsble for
extram ely high values of H ..+ In the absence of Zee-
m an tem . E xperim ental nvestigations f_Z-(_)'] show that the
pseudogap closing eld scales linearly with T . In Ref.
f_Z-C_i] the value ofthe scaling factor hasbeen interpreted In
favor of the Zeem an coupling as a m echanisn that closes
the pseudogap. T hispairbreakingm echanism dom inates
also in the case of {pairing.

III. SUM M ARY

To summ arize, we have investigated the PK m odel
w ith attractive as well as repulsive pair hopping interac—
tion. W ehave show n that the repulsive pairhopping term

m ay lead to the occurrence of Iocalm inin um In the den-
sity of states, that is characteristic for pseudogap phase
ofunderdoped cuprates. It originates from the soitting of
the quasiparticle peaks. D espite the on{site pairing the
m agnitude ofthe splitting is a direction {dependent quan-—
tity, provided that t°6 0. A nisotropy ofthe pseudogap is
observed In ARPE S experin ents.f_j] W e have also calcu—
lated the tem perature dependence ofH .+, de ned asthe
highest m agnetic eld for which there exists a non{zero
solution for the order param eter. W e have found that
In the case of {type pairing H i (T ) reproduces the ex—
perin ental data for the pseudogap closing eld. These
features do not occur for attractive pair hopping interac—
tion. In this case the gap structure aswellas H ¢ (T)
are sim ilar to those cbtained or AH m odel.

Our approach to the critical eld accounts both for
Zeem an and diam agnetic pair breaking m echanian s. In
the case of s{wave pairing lnclusion of the Zeem an cou—
pling does not lad to any essential changes in H it (T ) .
O n the otherhand, Zeam an term is ofcrucial in portance
for {pairing, whereas the diam agnetic pair breaking is
ne ective. A ccording to the experim entaldata the pseu—
dogap is closed by the Zeem an splitting.

A swe have previously I_Z-Q‘] show n, otherm odels appro—
prate for short coherence superconductors have ground
states Wwith s{wave or d{wave symm etry) that are al
m ost Insensitive to the Zeem an interaction. T herefore,
the PK modelwih J < 0 is unigue in that the gap is
closed predom inantly due to the Zeem an interaction.

Collecting the features: the presence of the pseudo—
gap, is anisotropy, Zeem an origin ofH .4+ (In agreem ent
w ith the experim entaldata), the presence of ux quanti-
zation and the M eissner e ect, (consistent w ith the pre—
form ed C ooper pairs scenario), m ay lad to a tem pting
hypothesis that the pair hopping can be responsble for
the pseudogap. H owever, in order to avoid the problem
of nterpretation ofthe critical eld, it should be veri ed
beyond the m ean{ eld level, discussed In this paper.
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