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C ritical�eld in a m odelw ith localpairs

M arcin M ierzejewskiand M aciej M . M a�ska�

Departm entofTheoreticalPhysics,Institute ofPhysics,University ofSilesia,40-007 K atowice,Poland

W e analyze the role of Zeem an and orbital pair breaking m echanism s in m odels appropriate

for short coherence length superconductors. In particular,we investigate the attractive Hubbard

and the pair hoping m odels. The orbitalpair breaking m echanism dom inates in the m ajority of

m odels with s{wave and d{wave superconducting order param eters. O n the other,the repulsive

pair hopping interaction leads to �{type pairing,that is stable against the orbitalpair breaking.

Externalm agnetic �eld reduces this type ofpairing predom inantly due to the Zeem an coupling.

According to the recent experim ents this m echanism is responsible for closing ofthe pseudogap.

M oreover, the tem perature dependence ofthe gap closing �eld in �{phase �ts the experim ental

data very well.W ediscusswhetherthepreform ed pairsin the�{phase could be responsible forthe

pseudogap phenom enon.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Alm ost twenty years after discovery of high{

tem perature superconductors (HTSCs) the m echanism

responsiblefortheirunusualpropertiesrem ainsunclear.

The com plex phase diagram of HTSCs suggests that

there m ay be no single m echanism that dom inatesover

the entire doping range.In particular,the norm al{state

propertiesin underdoped and overdoped regim esaredif-

ferent.Highly overdoped com poundsin thenorm alstate

exhibitFerm iliquid behavior,whereasthesuperconduct-

ing statem ay bedescribed within a weak{coupling BCS

theory[1].O n theotherhand,in the underdoped regim e

the HTSCs exhibit unconventionalfeatures. The m ost

rem arkable ofthem are the extrem ely short coherence

length and a pseudogap thatopensin the norm alstate.

The presence ofthe pseudogap hasbeen con�rm ed with

the help ofvariousexperim entaltechniqueslike: angle{

resolved photoem ission [2,3,4],intrinsictunneling spec-

troscopy [5,6],NM R [7,8],infrared [9]and transport

[10]m easurem ents. Although,there isno com plete the-

oreticaldescription ofthe pseudogap,one usually con-

sidersthisphaseasa precursorofthesuperconductivity.

According to this hypothesis form ation ofCooperpairs

startsattem peratureT �,higherthan thesuperconduct-

ing transition tem perature Tc. Then,at Tc,these pre-

form ed pairsundergo Bose-Einstein condensation.

This hypothesis seem s to be supported by recentob-

servationsofthe vortex{likeNernstsignalabove Tc [11]

thatevolvessm oothlyintotheanalogoussignalbelow the

superconducting phase transition [12]. The M eissneref-

fectdoesnotoccurin thepseudogap phasedueto strong

phase 
uctuations rather than the vanishing ofthe su-

per
uid density.Therefore,theoreticaldescription ofthe

suppression ofthe M eissner e�ect requiresan approach

beyond the m ean{�eld level.Despite the absence ofthe

M eissnere�ectaboveTc,onecan observeinhom ogeneous

�Electronic address:m aciek@ phys.us.edu.pl

m agnetic dom ains that are interpreted as precursorsto

the M eissnerstate[13].

The short coherence length indicates that the pair-

ing takes place in the realspace,leading to boson{like

objects. A few m odels are com m only used to describe

system s with the local pairs. Nam ely, the attractive

Hubbard (AH)m odel[14],ferm ion{boson[15]and purely

bosonic m odels[16], as well as the Penson{K olb (PK )

m odel[17],i.e.,the tight{binging m odelwith localpair

hopping.Thesem odelsshould be considered ase�ective

approacheswhich do notexplain the m icroscopic origin

ofthe pairing interaction.

Anotherunusualproperty ofHTSCsisrelated to their

behavior in the externalm agnetic �eld. In particular,

tem perature dependence ofthe upper critical�eld H c2

has a positive curvature[18,19]in contradistinction to

classicalsuperconductors,where a negative curvature is

observed.M oreover,H c2 doesnotsaturate even atgen-

uinely low tem perature. Recent experim ents[20]show

thatalso the pseudogap isdestroyed by su�ciently high

m agnetic �eld,H pg. Although,the tem perature depen-

dence ofH pg has a negative curvature,it signi�cantly

di�ers from the predictions of the standard Helfand{

W ertham m er theory[21]. Nam ely, H pg(T) has a large

slope attem peraturesclose to T � and saturatesalready

atT ’ 0:7T �. These featuresm ay assistin veri�cation

ofthepreform ed Cooperpairshypothesisand,m oregen-

erally,in choosing them ostappropriatem odelofHTSC.

II. M O D EL

In thepresentpaperweshow thatopeningofthepseu-

dogap and its dependence on the m agnetic �eld can be

described within a m odelwith localpair hopping. O ur

starting pointisthetwo{dim ensional(2D)Penson{K olb

m odelwith the Ham iltonian given by:

H =
X

i;j;�

tije
i� ijc

y

i�cj� +
X

i�

(g�B H z� � �)c
y

i�ci�
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J
X

hi;ji

e2i� ijc
y

i"
c
y

i#
cj#cj": (1)

Here,c
(y)

i� creates(annihilates)an electron with spin � at

site i,tij isthe single electron hopping integralbetween

sites i and j,� is the chem icalpotentialand J is the

nearestneighborpairhopping interactions.Theexternal

m agnetic �eld perpendicularto the lattice H z shiftsthe

energy levels by g�B H z� (g is the gyrom agnetic ratio

and �B istheBohrm agneton)and m odi�esthehopping

term s.The single electron hopping integralacquiresthe

Peierlsfactor

�ij =
e

�hc

Z R i

R j

A � dl; (2)

whereasthephasefactorin thepairhoppingterm istwice

larger.

The Penson{K olb m odelcan be derived from a gen-

eral m icroscopic tight{binding Ham iltonian[22], where

the Coulom b repulsion m ay lead to the pairhopping in-

teraction.In such acaseJ isnegative(repulsivePenson{

K olb m odel).However,treating thePenson{K olb m odel

asofa phenom enologicalnature,we assum e J to be an

e�ectiveparam eter,thatcan benegativeaswellasposi-

tive.Itcan be understood asa resultofrenorm alization

originating,e.g.,from electron{phonon coupling[23].For

a nonzerosingleelectron hopping integralJ ! � J isnot

a sym m etry ofthe PK m odel[24]. However,supercon-

ducting correlationsoccurin thePenson{K olb m odelfor

attractivepairhopping interaction (J > 0)aswellasfor

therepulsiveone(J < 0),provided thatthepairhopping

islargeenough.The lattercase isusually referred to as

�{typepairing.Then,thetotalm om entum ofthepaired

electronsisQ = (�;�)and thephaseofsuperconducting

orderparam eteraltersfrom one site to the neighboring

one.Ithasbeen shown thatthere isa 
ux quantization

and M eissner e�ect in this state.[25]Superconductivity

survives also in the presence ofon{site Coulom b repul-

sion (Penson{K olb{Hubbard m odel),provided thatthis

interaction isnottoo large[26].

A . D ensity ofstates

At the m ean{�eld level, for J > 0 one obtains an

isotropicsuperconducting gap,identicalto thatobtained

forAH m odel.O n the otherhand,in the caseof�{type

pairing (J < 0),the density ofstates is �nite for arbi-

trary energy.However,thedensity ofstatesattheFerm i

levelm ay signi�cantly be suppressed for som e dopings.

In the sim plestcaseofthe nearestneighborhopping the

density ofstatesin the �{phaseisofthe form :

�(!)=
1

2

�

1�
�

~�

�

�0(!� ~�)+
1

2

�

1+
�

~�

�

�0(!+ ~�): (3)

Here, ~� =
p
�2 + 4jJ�j2,� � (� 1)ihci#ci"i is the �{

phaseorderparam eterand �0 isthedensity ofstatesfor
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FIG .1: D ensity ofstates for the Penson{K olb m odelin the

�{phase.W ehaveused t
0
= � 0:25t;J = � tand � = � 0:75t.

Thecurvesfrom thetopm ostto thelowestcorrespond to the

values ofthe order param eter � = 0; 0:1;:::;1:The dashed

line indicatesthe Ferm ilevel.

� = � = 0. O ne can see from Eq. (3) that the quasi-

particle poles split when � becom es �nite. Therefore,

a localm inim um in the density ofstates m ay occur at

theFerm isurface.Despitethepresenceofthism inim um

the density of states at the Ferm ilevelrem ains �nite

provided that ~� is sm allwhen com pared to the band

width.Inclusion ofthe nextnearestneighborhopping t0

leads to a m ore com plicated expression for the density

ofstates.However,the structure of� in the �{phasere-

m ains unchanged. Fig. 1. shows the density ofstates

calculated fort0 6= 0 and di�erentvaluesofthe �{phase

orderparam eter. G radualdecreasing of� at the Ferm i

levelresem blesopening ofthe pseudogap in HTSCs.

Another feature that could speak in favor ofthis in-

terpretation isanisotropy ofthe gap [3].M oreprecisely,

fort06= 0 the m agnitude ofsplitting ofthe quasiparticle

peaksdependson thedirection in theBrillouin zone.The

splitting ofthe spectralfunctionsispresented in Fig.2.

Asweconsiderisotropicorderparam eterthesplitting is

�niteeverywhereattheFerm ilevel,in contradistinction

to a purely d{wavegap.However,thisdrawback m ay be

rem oved when considering a nonlocalpairing.

B . R esponse to m agnetic �eld

In contradistinction to the AH m odel, the exter-

nal m agnetic �eld explicitly enters the term responsi-

ble for superconductivity, i.e., the pair hopping inter-

action. Therefore,the di�erences between AH and PK

m odels m ay show up in the electrom agnetic properties

[27]. Here,we investigate the tem perature dependence
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FIG .2:Thespectralfunctionsin variouspointsattheFerm i

surface.W e have used the sam e m odelparam etersasin Fig.

1. The position ofpoints A and B is depicted in the inset.

Thecontinuouscurvecorrespondsto thecase� = 0,whereas

the dashed lineshave been obtained for� = 0:5.

ofcritical�eld H crit. Itisde�ned asthe highestm agni-

tudeofthem agnetic�eld,forthatthereexistsanon{zero

solution forthe superconducting orderparam eter:

� i = hci#ci"i: (4)

As we carry out calculations at the m ean{�eld levelit

is im possible to determ ine the phase coherence of the

Cooper pairs. Therefore,the physicalinterpretation of

the critical�eld isnotunique. In the overdoped regim e

ofcupratesitcan directly correspond to the uppercrit-

ical�eld. O n the other hand,for underdoped system s,

and within the precursor scenario ofpseudogap,it can

be interpreted as H pg,i.e.,the �eld at which the inco-

herentpairsappear. O ne can argue thatthe PK m odel

can also be used as an e�ective m odelofother super-

conductors that are characterized by a short coherence

length: barium bism uthates,fullerides,Chevrelphases,

organicsuperconductorsand heavyferm ion system s.[27]

In thesecasesH crit should be considered asH c2.

Forthe sakeofsim plicity wede�ne:

~� i =
1

2

X

j

0

e2i� ij� j; (5)

wheretheprim em eansthatthesum m ation iscarried out

overthenearestneighborsofsitei.Then,them ean{�eld

Ham iltonian takeson the following form :

H =
X

i;j;�

tije
i� ijc

y

i�cj� +
X

i�

(g�B H z� � �)c
y

i�ci�

� J
X

i

�

c
y

i"
c
y

i#
~� i+ H:c:

�

: (6)

Atthe m ean{�eld levelthe only di�erence between PK

and AH m odelsisthe presence of ~� i in Eq.(6)instead

of� i. Therefore,in orderto calculate the critical�eld

one can follow an approach, that has previously been

developed forthelatticegaswith on{siteattraction [28].

Then,oneendsup with thelatticeversion oftheG or’kov

equations:

� i =
J

�

X

j;!n

~� jG (i;j;!n)G (i;j;� !n): (7)

Here,G (i;j;!n) isthe one{electron G reen’s function in

the presence ofa uniform and static m agnetic �eld. !n
denotes the ferm ionic M atsubara frequency. W ith the

help ofEq.(5) one can elim inate ~� i from the G or’kov

equations.Then,H crit(T)can be calculated from

� i =
J

2�

X

hj;li;!n

e2i� lj� jG (i;l;!n)G (i;l;� !n) (8)

or

� i =
� J

2�

X

hj;li;!n

(� 1)j+ le2i� lj� jG (i;l;!n)G (i;l;� !n):

(9)

Eqs. (8) and (9) are equivalent since (� 1)j+ l = � 1,

for the neighboring sites j and l. However,it is m ore

convenient to use the �rst/second of them for attrac-

tive/repulsivepairhopping interaction.

In thefollowing weconsideronly thenearest{neighbor

one{particlehoppingintegraltand usetheLandau gauge

A = H z (0;x;0).Then,the Harperequation

g(�px;py;x + 1)+ 2cos(hx � pya)g(�px;py;x)

+ g(�px;py;x � 1)= t
�1
E (�px;py)g(�px;py;x); (10)

determ ineseigenvaluesE (�px;py)oftheone{particlehop-

ping term . The corresponding eigenstates are enum er-

ated by �px;py and areofthe form :

Ux;y (�px;py)= e
ipyyag(�px;py;x): (11)

Here,x;y are integerswhich enum erate the lattice sites

in x̂ and ŷ directions,whereas h=(2�) is a ratio ofthe


ux through a latticecellto one
ux quantum .W erefer

to Ref.[28]forthe details.

The one{electron G reen’s function can be expressed

with the help of eigenvalues and eigenstates of the

norm al{state Ham iltonian. Then,the sum m ation over

M atsubara frequencies in Eqs. (8) and (9) can explic-

itly be carried out.In the Landau gaugethe presenceof

m agnetic �eld doesnotchangethe plane{wavebehavior

in ŷ{direction [see Eq. (11)]. Therefore,the supercon-

ducting orderparam eterdependsonly on x and pairing

ofelectrons takes place for the sam e ŷ{com ponents of

theirm om enta,asin the absence ofm agnetic �eld,i.e.,

(py;� py)for J > 0 and (py;� � py) forJ < 0. Taking
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these featuresinto accountone can rewrite the G or’kov

equationsforthe attractive:

� x0 =
J

2
p
N

X

x

� x

X

py ;�px ;
�kx

�(�px;py;�kx;� py)

�
�
2cos(2hx)g(�px;py;x)g

�
�kx;� py;x

�

+ g(�px;py;x + 1)g
�
�kx;� py;x + 1

�

+ g(�px;py;x � 1)g
�
�kx;� py;x � 1

��

� g(�px;py;x
0)g

�
�kx;� py;x

0
�
; (12)

aswellasforthe repulsivepairhopping interaction:

� x0 =
� J

2
p
N

X

x

� x

X

py ;�px ;
�kx

�(�px;py;�kx;� � py)

�
�
2cos(2hx)g(�px;py;x)g

�
�kx;� � py;x

�

� g(�px;py;x + 1)g
�
�kx;� � py;x + 1

�

� g(�px;py;x � 1)g
�
�kx;� � py;x � 1

��

� g(�px;py;x
0)g

�
�kx;� � py;x

0
�
: (13)

Here� x � � x;y(� 1)
y and theCooperpairsusceptibility

�(�px;py;�kx;ky)hasthe following form :

�(�px;py;�kx;ky) =

�

tanh
E (�px;py)� � � g�B H z

2kB T

+ tanh
E
�
�kx;ky

�
� � + g�B H z

2kB T

#

�
�
2
�
E (�px;py)+ E

�
�kx;ky

�
� 2�

���1
:

(14)

The above equations determ ine the strength ofm ag-

netic�eld atwhich thelocalpairingdisappears.W ehave

carried outcalculationsfor 150� 150 cluster with peri-

odic boundary conditions(bc)along the ŷ axis. Asthe

Landau gauge breaksthe translation invariance along x̂

axis we have used �xed bc in this direction. O ur pre-

vious calculations indicate that such a size ofcluster is

su�cientto obtain convergentresults.[28]

Fig.3 showsthe tem peraturedependence ofH crit ob-

tained for attractive and for the repulsive pair hopping

interaction. These results are com pared with H crit(T)

calculated from the 2D AH m odel[28]with U = � t.W e

have adjusted the strength ofthe pair hopping interac-

tion to obtain the sam e criticaltem perature in the ab-

senceofm agnetic�eld.ForJ > 0 H crit(T)in PK m odel

is very close to that of AH m odel. It m eans that in

the case ofs{wave pairing the Peierlsfactorin the pair

hopping term leadsonly to a sm alldecreaseofsupercon-

ducting correlations. However,the tem perature depen-

dence ofH crit in the �{state di�ers qualitatively from

thes{wavecase.Nam ely,H crit(T)hasa very largeslope

fora weak m agnetic �eld and saturatesalready atrela-

tively high tem perature. Such a behaviorofthe critical

�eld resem blesH pg(T),thathasrecently been observed

0,01 0,02 0,03
k

B
T

0

0,005

0,01

0,015

H
cr

it

η-type (PK)
s-wave (PK)
s-wave (AH)

FIG .3:Tem peraturedependenceofH crit fort
0
= 0and � = 0.

Continuous curve has been obtained for the PK m odelwith

J = � 1:56t (�{type pairing). The dashed line corresponds

the attractive pairhopping interaction J = 0:5t. The dotted

line showsthe critical�eld in the AH m odelwith U = t.
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FIG .4: Fit ofthe theoreticalresults to the experim ental

data for the pseudogap closing �eld H pg(T).[20]The contin-

uousline representsH crit(T)calculated fortherepulsive pair

hopping interaction. W e have used the sam e m odelparam e-

tersasforthe �{pairing in Fig.3.

in Bi2Sr2CaCu208+ y.[20]In Fig. 4 we com pare our re-

sultsand the experim entaldata.

W ithin the Helfand{W ertham m ertheory,the tem per-

ature dependence ofcritical�eld is predom inantly de-

term ined by the diam agnetic pair breaking m echanism .

The Zeem an coupling becom es im portant only for suf-
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FIG .5: H crit(T) calculated for attractive and repulsive PK

m odelwith and withouttheZeem an coupling.W ehaveused

the sam e m odelparam etersasin Fig.3.

�ciently strong m agnetic �eld. This feature holds also

in the case ofthe lattice gas.[29]In orderto investigate

the role ofthe Zeem an and orbitalcontributionsin PK

m odel,we haverepeated ourcalculationsin the absence

ofthe Zeem an term . The resulting H crit(T)isshown in

Fig.5.

In contradistinction to the s{wave superconductivity,

the diam agnetic pair breaking is of m inor im portance

in the case of�{pairing. This feature is responsible for

extrem ely high values of H crit in the absence of Zee-

m an term .Experim entalinvestigations[20]show thatthe

pseudogap closing �eld scales linearly with T �. In Ref.

[20]thevalueofthescalingfactorhasbeen interpreted in

favoroftheZeem an coupling asa m echanism thatcloses

thepseudogap.Thispairbreakingm echanism dom inates

also in the caseof�{pairing.

III. SU M M A R Y

To sum m arize, we have investigated the PK m odel

with attractiveaswellasrepulsivepairhopping interac-

tion.W ehaveshownthattherepulsivepairhoppingterm

m ay lead to theoccurrenceoflocalm inim um in theden-

sity ofstates,thatischaracteristic forpseudogap phase

ofunderdoped cuprates.Itoriginatesfrom thespittingof

the quasiparticle peaks. Despite the on{site pairing the

m agnitudeofthesplittingisadirection{dependentquan-

tity,provided thatt06= 0.Anisotropyofthepseudogap is

observed in ARPES experim ents.[3]W e havealso calcu-

lated thetem peraturedependenceofH crit,de�ned asthe

highestm agnetic �eld forwhich there existsa non{zero

solution for the order param eter. W e have found that

in thecaseof�{typepairing Hcrit(T)reproducestheex-

perim entaldata for the pseudogap closing �eld. These

featuresdo notoccurforattractivepairhopping interac-

tion. In this case the gap structure as wellas H crit(T)

aresim ilarto thoseobtained forAH m odel.

O ur approach to the critical�eld accounts both for

Zeem an and diam agnetic pairbreaking m echanism s. In

the case ofs{wave pairing inclusion ofthe Zeem an cou-

pling doesnotlead to any essentialchangesin H crit(T).

O n theotherhand,Zeem an term isofcrucialim portance

for �{pairing,whereas the diam agnetic pair breaking is

ine�ective.Accordingtotheexperim entaldatathepseu-

dogap isclosed by the Zeem an splitting.

Aswehavepreviously[28]shown,otherm odelsappro-

priate forshortcoherence superconductorshave ground

states (with s{wave or d{wave sym m etry) that are al-

m ost insensitive to the Zeem an interaction. Therefore,

the PK m odelwith J < 0 is unique in that the gap is

closed predom inantly due to the Zeem an interaction.

Collecting the features: the presence ofthe pseudo-

gap,itsanisotropy,Zeem an origin ofH crit (in agreem ent

with theexperim entaldata),thepresenceof
ux quanti-

zation and the M eissnere�ect,(consistentwith the pre-

form ed Cooper pairsscenario),m ay lead to a tem pting

hypothesisthatthe pairhopping can be responsible for

the pseudogap. However,in orderto avoid the problem

ofinterpretation ofthecritical�eld,itshould beveri�ed

beyond the m ean{�eld level,discussed in thispaper.
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