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A bstract

A single vortex in the charged Bose gas (CBG ) has a charged core and is pro ke
di erent from the vortex in neutraland BC S super uids. Lower and upper critical

elds of CBG are discussed. T he unusual resistive upper critical eld, H o (T ), of
m any cuprates and a few other unconventional superconductors is described as the
BoseE instein condensation eld ofpreform ed bosonsbipolarons. ks nonlinear tem —
perature dependence follow s from the scaling argum ents. E xceeding the Paulipara-
m agnetic 1m i isexplained.C ontroversy in the determ ination ofH ., (T ) of cuprates
from kinetic and them odynam ic m easurem ents is addressed In the fram ework of

the bipolaron theory.
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Introduction

The seminal work by Bardeen,
Cooper and Schrie er [1] taken fur-
ther by E liashberg ] to the inter-
m ediate coupling solved one of the
m apr problem s in Condensed M at—
ter Physics. H igh-tem perature su-—
peroconductors present a challenge to
the oconventional theory. W hik the
BCS theory provides a qualitatively
correct description of some novel
superconductors lke m agnesiuim di-
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borade and doped fullerenes (if the
phonon dressing of carriers, ie. po—
laron fom ation is properly taken
Into account), cuprates ramain a
problem . Here strong antiferrom ag—
neticand charge uctuationsand the
Frohlich and Jahn-Teller electron—
phonon interactions have been iden—
ti ed asan essential piece ofphysics.
In particular, experin ental [B{10]
evidence for an exosptionally strong
electron-phonon mteraction In all
high tem perature superconductors is
now overw heln ing. O ur view , which
we discussed In detail elsswhere [11]
isthat the extension ofthe BC S the-
ory towards the strong interaction
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between electrons and ion vibrations
describes the phenom enon naturally.
The high tem perature superconduc-
tivity exists In the crossover region
of the electron-phonon interaction
strength from the BC S-lke to bipo—
laronic superconductivity aswaspre—
dicted before [12], and explored in
greaterdetail afterthe discovery [13{
16]. The low energy physics in this
regin e is that of a charged Bose gas
of an all bjpolarons, which are real-
soace bosons dressed by phonons.
They are itherant quasiparticles ex—
isting in the Bloch states at tem -
peratures below the dharacteristic
phonon frequency. Here I review the
bipolaron theory of the vortex state.

1 Charged vortex

CBG isan extram e type II supercon—
ductor, asshown below .W e can anal-
yse a single vortex In CBG and calcu—
latethecritical eldsby solvinga sta—
tionary equation forthem acroscopic

condensate wave function ¢ (r) [L7],
w #
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Subtracting n, In the Integral of
Eqg.(l) explicitly takes Into acoount
the Coulomb mteraction wih the
hom ogenecus dcarge background
of the sam e density as the density
of charged bosons n,. Here 2e and
m are the charge per boson and
the e ective m ass, respectively, and
~=c= kg = 1).

T he Integra-di erential equation (1)
is quite di erent from the G msourg-
Landau [18] and G rossP itaevskii
[19] equations, describing the vortex
In the BCS and netral super uids,
resoectively. W hilke CBG shares the
quantum ooherence wih the BCS
superconductors and neutral super-
uids owing to the BoseE instein
condensate BEC), the longrange
(honlocal) Interaction leads to som e
peculiarties. In particular, the vor-
tex is charged In CBG, and the co—
herence length is just the same as
the screening radiuis.

Indeed, introducing dim ensionless
quantitiesf = j sFny -, = r= (),
andh =2e () ©O)r A forthe or-
der param eter, length and m agnetic

eld, resgpectively, Eqg.(l) and the
M axw ellequations take the follow Ing
form :

1 d o dh f - 0;0)
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A new feature compared wih the
G L equations for a single vortex R0]
is the electric eld potential deter-
m ned as

1 Z
= av ¢ A

2e .
HsF 1l 5)

wih a new fiundamentalunit . =
em (OF. The potential is calou-
lated using the P oisson equation (3).



At T = 0 the coherence length isthe
sam e as the screening radius,

0= @7m 1) 7; ©6)

and the London penetration depth is

1=2
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m
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Here !, = [16 &ny=(om )1 is
the plaan a frequency. T here are now
six boundary conditions n a single-
vortex problem .Fourofthem arethe
sam e as in the BC S superconductor
R0, h=dh= =0,f=1for =1
and the ux quantization condition,
dh=d = pf= for = 0,wherep
isan integer. T he rem aining two con—
ditions are derived from the global
charge neutrality, = O for =1
and

fortheelkctric eld attheorigin, =

0: W e notice that the chem ical po-
tential is zero at any point In the
them alequilbbrium .

CBG isan extram e type II supercon-—
ductor w ith a very large G msourg-
Landauparameter, = (0)= (0)
1.Indeed, w ith them aterialparam e-
terstypical foroxides, such asm =
10m ., np = 10’ an * and the static
dielectric constant o = 10° we ob—
tain (©0)’ 048nm, (@©O) " 265nm,
and the G hdbourgLandau ratio '
552.0w ing to a large dielectric con—
stant the C oulom b repulsion ram ains

weak even for heavy bipolarons,

m €, jue @
= —— — 46:
0 @ n,=3)=3

It 1; Eg.@) is reduced to the
London equation wih the fam iliar
solution h= pKo( )= ,where Ky ( )
is the H ankel function of In agihary
argum ent of zero order. For the re-
gion p, where the order param —
eter and the electric eld di er from
uniy and zero, respectively, we can
use the ux quantization condition
to \integrate out" the m agnetic eld
In Eq.@). That leaves us with two
param eter-free equations w ritten for
r= as

K|~

p’f
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dr
and

r—=1 £ 11)
dr

They are satis ed by regular so—

utions of the orm £ = gr° and
= )+ (?=4);whenr! 0.The

constantsg, and  (0) are determ ined

by complete num erical integration

ofEgs.(10) and (11).The num erical

results forp= lareg ’ 1:5188 and
)’ 1:0515.

In the region p << r < p the so—
lutions are £ = 1+ @p’=r?) and

= PB=r’. In this region f dif-
fers qualitatively from the BCS or-
der param eter, fycg = 1 ©=r?)
R0]. The di erence is due to a local
charge redistribution caused by the
magnetic eld in CBG .Quite di er—
ent from the BCS superconductor,



where the total density of electrons
rem ains constant across the sam ple,
CBG allows for ux penetration by
redistributing the density of bosons
within the coherence volume. This
Jeads to an increase of the order pa-—
ram eter com pared w ih the hom oge-
neouscase (f = 1) in the region close
to the vortex core. Inside the core
the orderparam eter is suppressed, as
In the BC S superconductor. The re—
sulting electric eld, (together w ih
the m agnetic eld) acts as an addi-
tionalcentrifiigal force Increasing the
steepness (G,) ofthe order param eter
com pared with the BCS super uid,
whereg /7 1:1664.

The breakdown of the local charge
neutrality is due to the absence of
any equilloriim norm al state solu-
tion n CBG below H o, (T) line.Both
superconducting ( & 0) and nor-
mal ( x = 0) solutions are allowed
at any tem perature in the BCS su-
perconductors. Then the system de-
cides which of two phases (or their
m ixture) is energetically favorable,
but the local charge neutrality is re—
goected. In contrast, there isno equi-
lbrium nom al state solution W ith

s = 0) In CBG below H ., (T )-lne
because it does not respect the den—
sity sum rule. Hence, there are no
di erent phases tom ix, and the only
way to aocquire a ux in the them al
equilbrium is to redistribute the lo—
caldensity ofbosons at the expense
oftheir C oulom b energy. T hisenergy
determm nes the vortex free energy
F =E, Eyj,whith isthedi erence
of the energy of CBG with, E,, and
w ithout, E ¢, m agnetic ux,

z 1
F= dr— i + 2ieA (0] s@F
2m
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Using Egs.@), (3) and (4) it can be
w ritten in the din ensionless form as

F=2 h? % 1+ £5)14d :(2)

In the large  Imm it the main con—
trbution comes from the region
p= < < p,where £ 7 1 and
' PB=(? ?).The enemy is thus
the sam e as that in the BC S super—
conductor, F / 2 ph( )=2.& is
seen that the m ost stable solution is
the form ation of the vortex w ith one
ux quantum , p = 1; and the lower
critical eld isthesam easintheBCS
superconductor, hg n =2 ) RO].
However, di erent from the BCS su—
perconductor, where the G nsourg—
Landau phenom enology is m icro-
soopically jasti ed in the tem per-
ature region close to T., the CBG
vortex structure is derived here in
the low tem perature region. A ctu-—
ally the zero tem perature solution is
applied in a w ide tam perature region
well below the BossEnstein con-—
densation tem perature, where the
depletion of the condensate ram ains
an all. T he actual size of the charged
core is about 4

2 Upper critical eld in the
strong-coupling regim e

Ifwe \swich o " the Coulomb re—
pulsion between bosons, an ideal



CBG cannotbebosscondensed at -
nite tem peratures In a hom ogeneous
magnetic eld becausse of a one-
din ensional particle m otion at the
Jowest Landau level R1].H owever, an
Interacting charged B ossegas is con—
densed n a eld lower than a certain

crtical value H , (T ) R2]. C ollisions
between bosons and/or with in pu-
rities and phonons m ake the m otion
three-din ensional, and elin lnate the
onedim ensional sngularty of the
density of states, which prevents
BEC of the ideal gas n the IXd.
As we show below the upper criti-
cal eld of CBG di ers signi cantly

from H , (T) of BCS superconduc—
tors. It has an unusual positive cur-
vaturenear T, H o (T) (L. TYy?

and divergesat T ! 0, ifthere isno
Jocalisation due to a random poten—
tial. The Jocalization can drastically
change the low -tem perature behav-
iorofH 4, (T), so that at high density
of in purties a reentry e ect to the
nom alstate m ight occur.

In line w ih the conventional de ni-
tion, H, (T) isa eld,wherea rst
nonzero solution ofthe linearized sta—
tionary equation forthem acroscopic
condensate wave flinction occurs,

1 [ 2ieh ()1 +
- ia r) s (@
= Vet (£) s(X): 13)

Here we introduce the \scattering"
potential Vgt (r) caused, for ex—
ampl, by particleparticle and/or
particle-m purity ocollisions. Let us

rst discuss noninteracting bosons,
Vseat (£) = 0: Their energy spectrum

In the hom ogeneocusm agnetic eld is

k2
"= !lh+ 1=2)+ Zm—z; (14)

where | = 2eH o,-m and n =
0;1;2;:1 .BEC occurs when the
chem ical potential \touches" the
lowest band edge from below, ie.

= | =2_Hence, quie di erent from
the GL equation, the Schrodinger
equation (13) doesnotallow fora di-
rect determm ination ofH o, In fact, it
determm ines the value of the chem ical
potential. T hen using this value the
upper critical eld is found from the
density sum rule,

4
fOIN (jHz)d =n,;  (15)

Ec

where N ( ;Hy) is the density of
states OOS) of the Ham iltonian,
Eq.13),£( )= kxp( =T 1]
is the BossEinstein distrbution
function, and E . is the lowest band
edge. For ideal bosons we have

=E.= !=2and
P )
N ( jHp)= 5
4
b 1
< € :
n=0 ! n+ 1=2)

Substituting this DO'S into Eq.(15)
yields

P_
2m )21 % ax 1
4 2 . X1 exp x=T) 1
=n, n(T); (16)
where



HCT)sz(m )3:2!21 o
4 2 . exp ®=T) 1
® 1
P a7)
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n=1

is the number of bosons occupying
the evels from n = 1 ton = 1 :
T his num ber is practically the sam e
asinzero eld,n (T) = ny, (T=T.)>7,if
! T.:0 n the contrary, the num ber
ofbosons on the Iowest level, n = 0;
isgiven by a divergent integralon the
left-hand side of Eq.(18). Hence the
only solution to Eq.(16) isH » (T) =
0:

T he scattering of bosons e ectively
rem oves the one-din ensional singu—
larity n N ( jHe) / ! ( 1=2)17
lradingtoa niteD O S nearthebot—
tom ofthe lowest level,

No( jHw)/ e—=—:  (18)
o H )

Using the Fem iD irac golden rulk
the collision broadening ofthe lowest
evel (H ) is proportional to the
sameDOS

0Hw)/ No( ;He); 19)

o0 that , scales with the eld as

oH)/ H c22:3 .Then the num ber of
bosonsat the Jow est level isestin ated
as

jo
2m )21 % oax 1
n =
° 42 x1=2 exp (x=T )
0
/ THZS; (20)
aslongasT o:Herewe apply the

one-din ensionalD O S,but cut the In—

HcZ(T)’
arbitrary
units

0.0 1.0 77,

Fig.l.Uppercritical eld ofCBG com —
pared wih H o, (T) of BCS supercon—
ductors.
tegral at
arrive at

o from below . Fially we

Ho@)=Ho' £2)°72; @1

wheret= T=T.,and H ; isa tem pera—
ture Independent constant. T he scal-
Ing constant H o depends on the scat—
tering m echanian . Ifwewrte Hy =

o=@ £), then the characteristic
Jength is

0 ; 22)

where 1 is the zero— eld m ean-free
path of low energy bosons.

The upper critical eld hasa nonlin—
ear behaviour,

Ho@T)/ T TV

In the vicinhity of T, and diverges at
low -tem peratures as

Ho,@T)/ T 3:2:



These sinple scaling argum ents are
fully con med by DO S calculations
with inpuriy R2] and boson-boson
R3] scattering. The \ooherence"
length ¢ 0ofCBG, Eq.(22), degpends
on the mean fiee path 1 and the
interparticke distance n, ° : Tt has
nothing to do wih the size of the
bipolaron, and ocould be as large as
the coherence length of the weak-—
coupling BC S superconductors.

ThusH o, (T) of strongly-coupled su-
perconductors hasa \3/2" curvature
nearT. di erent from the lnearBCS
H, (T). The curvature is a univer-
sal feature of CBG, which does not
depend on a particular scattering
mechanism and on approxin ations
m ade. Another interesting feature
of strongly-coupled superconductors
is a breakdown of the Pauli param —
agnetic Iim it given by H, ’ 1:84T.
In the weak-coupling theory. H o, (T)
of bipolarons exceeds this lim it be-
cause the sihgkt bipolron binding
energy is much larger than their
T.:Bosons are condensed at T = 0
no m atter what their energy spec—
trum is.Hence, in the charged Bose—
gasmodel, H,(0) = 1 ,Figl.For
com posed bosons, like bipolarons,
the pairbreaking lm it is given by
s H o (0) ,othatH , (0) Hp:

3 Universalupper critical eld
of unconventional supercon-
ductors

In cuprates R4{30], spin-Jladders
Bl] and omanic superconductors
B2] high m agnetic eld studies re-
vealed a nonBCS upward curva—

ture of resistive H ., (T ) . W hen m ea—
surem ents were performed on Ilow—
T. unconventional superconductors
25,26,28,31,32], the Pauli lim i was
exceeded by several times. A non-—
linear tem perature dependence In
the vicihity of T. was unam bigously
cbserved In a few samples R7{30].
Im portantly, a them odynam ically
determ ined H , tumed out mudh
higher than the resistive H ., B3]due
to contrasting m agnetic eld depen—
dencies of the speci ¢ heat anom aly
and of resistive transition.

W e believe that many unoconven-—
tional superconductors are in the
bosonic’ lm it of preformed real
Soace bipolarons, so their resistive
Heo is actually a crdtical eld of
the BossEinsten condensation of
charged bosons R2]. Calculations
carried out for the heat capacity of
CBG (see below) lead to the con-
clusion that the resistive H ., and
the them odynam ically detem ined
H o, are very di erent in bosonic su—
perconductors. W hilke the m agnetic
eld destroys the condensate of ideal
bosons, it hardly shifts the speci ¢
heat anom aly as observed.

A com prehensive scaling of resistive
H o, m easuram ents in unconventional
superoconductors is shown in Fig2
B0] n the framework of the m i
crosoopic m odel of charged bosons
scattered o Inmpurities (section 2).
G eneralised Eqg.(21) accounting fora
tem perature dependence ofthe num —
ber ofdelocalised bosons, ny, (T ); can
be w ritten as

"

He([T)=Hy

Np (T ) &:2
tnb (Tc)



In the vicihity of T. one obtains
the parameterfree H, (T) / (1
£)°=2 usihg Eq.(23), but the low-
team perature behaviour dependson a
particular scatteringm echanism , and
a detailed structure ofthe density of
localised states. A s suggested by the
nom al state Hall m easuram ents In
cupratesny, (T ) can be param eterised
asnp(T) = n,(0) + constant T
B4], sothat H , (T ) isdescrbed by a
singleparam eter expression as

n

$o
bl t) -
HoT)=Hy —

+1 £7°

T he param eter b is proportional to
the num ber of delocalised bosons at
zero tem perature. W e expect that
thisexpression isapplied in thewhole
tem perature region except ulra-—
low tem peratures, where the Fem i
G olden—rule In the scaling fails. Ex—
ceeding the Paulipairbreaking lim it
readely follows from the fact, that
the shgktpair binding energy is
related to the nom alstate pssudo-
gap tem perature T , rather than to
T.. T is higher than T. in bosonic
superconductors, and cuprates.

The universal scaling of H o, near T,
is con med by resistive m easure-
m ents of the upper critical eld of
many cuprates, soin-ladders, and
organic superconductors, as shown
In Fig2. A1l measuram ents reveal
a universml (I £ behaviour i
a wide tem perature region (inset),
when they are tted by Eqg.(24).
The low-tem perature behaviour of
H o (T )=H o isnot universal, but well
descrbed using the sam e equation
w ith the single tting param eter, b.

HeoHy

T T T
ox A
-

,,,,,

1-T/T,

:(24) 0 2 4 6 s

Fig. 2. Resisitive upper critical eld
(determ ined at 50% of the transi-
tion) of cuprates, spin-ladders and
organic superconductors scaled ac-
cording to Eg.(24). The param eter b
is 1 (solid line), 0.02 (dashed-dotted
Ine), 0.0012 (dotted 1lne), and O
(dashed line). The inset shows a uni-
versal scaling of the sam e data near
T. on the logarithm ic scale. Sym —
bols correspond to T1 2201 ( ),
LSCO (4 ),B1i 2201(),Bi 2212(),
YBCO (), Lay xCexCuly4y (),
SrCaipCus0g41 (+), and
(TM TSF ),PFs )

The param eter is close to 1 In high
quality cuprates w ith a very narrow
resistive transition R9]. &t naturally
becom es rather an all in overdoped
cuprates where random ness is m ore
essential, so alm ost allbosons are Jo—
calised (at Jeast in one din ension) at
Zero tem perature.

-
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4 Speci c heat anomaly in
CBG

Bose liquids (orm ore precisely H e*)
show the characteristic -point sin—
gularity of their speci ¢ heat, but
super uid Fem i liquids 1lke BCS
superconductors exhibit a sharp sec—
ond order phase transition accom -
panied by a nite jimp in the spe-
ci c heat. Tt was established beyond
doubt [B5{39] that the anom aly in
high T. cuprates di ers qualitatively
from the BSC prediction. As was
stressed by Salam on et al.[40] the
heat capaciy is logarithm ic near the
transition, and consequently, cannot
be adequately treated by the m ean—

eld BCS theory even ncluding the
gaussian uctuations. In particular,
estin atesusing the gaussian uctua—
tions yield an unusually an all coher—
ence volum e [36], and G i number of
the order of one.

The magnetic eld dependence of
the anom aly 41] is also unusual, but
it can be described by the bipolaron
model [42,30]. Calculations of the
soeci ¢ heat of charged bosons in a
m agnetic eld require an analytical
DOS,N ( ;B) ofapartick, scattered
by other particles and/or by a ran—
dom potential of In purities. W e can
use DO S In the magnetic Xd wih
an In puriy scattering, which allow s
foran analytical result [30].T he soe-
ci cheat coe cient

C (T;B) a ?

N (;B)

T TdT exp [( )=T ]

ca]cu]atedwiththjngSandwith
detem ined from ny, =

d N (;B)E()

45 : : — T

C(H,T)-C(0,T)
IS

Fig. 3. Tem perature dependence of the
speci ¢ heat devided by tem perature
(@o. units) of the charged Bosegas
scattered o in purities for several elds
(!;/ = 2eB=m ).Fi. 3b shows two
anom alies, the lowest one traces re—
sistive transition, whilk the highest
anom aly is the nom al state feature.

isshown in Fig 3.

The broad maximum at T T
is practically the same as in the
deal Bose gas wihout scattering
42]. & barely shifts in the mag-
netic eld.H owever, there is the sec—
ond anom aly at lower tem peratures,
which is absent in the ideal gas. &t
shifts w ith the m agnetic eld, trac-
Ing precisely the resistive transition,
as clearly seen from the di erence
between the speci c heat in the eld
and zero—eld curve, Fig. 3b. The
goeci cheat, Fig. 3, is In striking re—
sem blance w ith the G eneva group’s
experin ents on D yB a,Cuz0; and
on YBa,Cus0; HE1l], where both
anom alieswere observed . W ithin the
bipolaron m odel, when them agnetic

eld is applied, i hardly changes
the tem perature dependence of the

fhem icalpotentialnearthe zero eld

T. because the energy spectrum of
them ally excited bosons is practi-
cally unchanged. That is because
their characteristic energy (of the



order of T.) ram ains huge com pared
w ith the m agnetic energy of the or-
der of2eB=m .In contrast, the en—
ergy spectrum of low energy bosons
is strongly perturbed even by a weak
m agnetic eld.A sa result the chem -
calpotential touches’ the band edge
at lower tam peratures, whilk having
alm ost the sam e kink’-lke tem per-
ature dependence around T. as in
zero eld.W hilke the lower anom aly
corresoonds to the true longrange
order due to the BoseE instein con-
densation, the higher one is just a
h em ory’ about the zero— eld transi-
tion. This m icroscopic consideration
show s that a genuine phase transi-
tion into a superconducting state is
related to resistive transition and
to the lower speci ¢ heat anom aly,
whilke the broad higher anom aly
is the nom al state feature of the
bosonic system in the extermalm ag—
netic eld.Dierent from the BCS

superconductor these two anom a—
lies are well separated In the bosonic
superconductorat any eld but zero.

In oconclusion, the bipolaron theory
ofthe critical eldsand vortex struc—
tures In strong-coupling supercon-—
ductors has been reviewed. A singke
vortex in this regin e has a charged
core and itspro e di erent from the
vortex In neutraland BC S super u-
ids. The upper critical eld is also
qualitatively di erent from the weak
and Intem ediate-coupling H o, (T).
W e have interpreted unusual resis—
tive upper critical elds ofm any un-—
conventional superconductors as the
BoseE Instein condensation eld of
preform ed bosonsbipolarons. T heir
nonlinear tem perature dependences
follow from the scaling argum ents.

10

Exceeding the Pauli param agnetic
lin it has been explained, and the
controversy In the determ ination of
H o, (T) of cuprates from kinetic and
them odynam ic m easurem ents has
been addressed In the fram ework of
the bipolaron theory.
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