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W e present precise m easurem ents of the upper critical �eld (H c2) in the recently discovered

cobalt oxide superconductor. W e have found that the critical�eld has an unusualtem perature

dependence;nam ely,there is an abrupt change ofthe slope ofH c2(T) in a weak �eld regim e. In

order to explain this result we have derived and solved G or’kov equations on a triangular lattice.

O urexperim entalresultsm ay beinterpreted in term softhe�eld{induced transition from singletto

tripletsuperconductivity.

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

The recent discovery of superconductivity in

NaxCoO 2 � yH20,
1 m ay provide a unique insight

into the m echanism s,which determ ine superconducting

properties of transition m etal oxides. Although the

superconducting transition tem perature, Tc, is m uch

lowerthan Tc’sin cupratesuperconductors,both system

share m any com m on features. Co oxide becom essuper-

conducting after hydration that signi�cantly enhances

the distancebetween CoO 2 layers.Thissuggestscrucial

im portance ofthe dim ensionality. In particular,a quasi

two{dim ensional character of Co oxide shows up in

the resistivity m easurem ents. Above the transition

tem perature, the in{plane resistivity is three orders

of m agnitude less than out{of{plane one.2 Sim ilarly

to cuprates the Co{based superconductor represents a

strongly correlated system .Thestrong correlationsm ay

be responsible for a nonm onotonic doping dependence

ofTc.Nam ely,the criticaltem peratureism axim alfora

particular carrier concentration and decreases both for

overdoped and underdoped m aterials.3

However,in contradistinction to cuprates,CoO 2 lay-

ershavea form ofa triangularlattice.Thisfeaturem ay

be responsible for m agnetic frustration and unconven-

tionalsym m etry of the superconducting order param -

eter. Investigations ofthe pairing sym m etry with the

help ofnuclearm agneticresonance(NM R)4 and nuclear

quadrupole resonance (NQ R)5 lead to contradictory re-

sults. In particular, the presence of nodes in the su-

perconducting gap rem ains an open problem . It is also

unclear whether superconductivity originates from sin-

gletortripletpairing. Theoreticalinvestigationsdo not

lead to �rm conclusions. It has been shown that the

resonating valence bond state (RVB)m ay be realized in

the t{J m odelon a triangularlattice,6 provided t> 0.

Thism ay suggestRVB asa straightforward explanation

ofsuperconductivity in the Co oxides.7 However,it is

interesting thatin addition to singletsuperconductivity,

there isa region oftripletpairing in the phase diagram

proposed in Ref.7. M oreover,LDA calculations suggest

thattheground stateoftheparentsystem NaCo2O 4 m ay

beferrom agnetic.8 Recentdensity functionalcalculations

carried outforNaxCo2O 4 predictan itinerantferrom ag-

netic state that,however,com peteswith a weakeranti-

ferrom agneticinstability.9 Tripletsuperconductivity has

also been postulated on the basisofsym m etry consider-

ationscom bined with analysisofexperim entalresults.10

Therefore,the sym m etry ofthe superconducting or-

der param eter rem ains an open problem and both sin-

glet and triplet pairings should seriously be taken into

account. In particular, it is possible that singlet and

triplet types of superconductivity com pete with each

other. In such a case an externalm agnetic �eld m ay

favortriplet pairing,due to the absence ofthe Zeem an

pair breaking m echanism in this state. This should be

visiblein thetem peraturedependenceoftheuppercriti-

cal�eld,H c2.In orderto verify thispossibility wecarry

outprecise m easurem ents ofH c2. The obtained results

clearly indicate unconventionaltem perature dependence

ofH c2,thatcannotbedescribed within theW ertham er{

Helfand{Hohenberg (W HH)theory.11 The experim ental

dataarecom pared with theoreticalresultsobtained from

thesolution oftheG or’kov equationson a triangularlat-

tice.Theseresultsm ay beinterpreted in term sofa�eld{

induced transition from singlet to triplet superconduc-

tivity and suggestthatphase sensitive m easurem entsto

distinguish thisfrom otherpossibleinterpretationswould

be ofgreatinterest.

II. EX P ER IM EN TA L R ESU LT S

The m easurem ents have been carried out on

Na0:3CoO 2 � 1:3H2O .Na0:7CoO 2 (0.5g) was stirred in

20 m lofa 40x Br2 solution in acetonitrile atroom tem -

peraturefor4days(’1x’indicatesthattheam ountofBr2
used is exactly the am ount that would theoretically be

needed torem ovealltheNafrom Na0:7CoO 2).Theprod-

uct waswashed copiously with acetonitrile,followed by

waterand air{dried. After air{drying,the productwas

kept in a sealed container with 100% relative hum idity

for2 daysto obtain the hydrated superconductor.

Allthe m agnetic m easurem entswere perform ed using

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0402503v2
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FIG . 1: Tem perature dependence of m ass m agnetization

M (T) for various m agnitudes of m agnetic �elds. For clar-

ity ofthe �gure the M (T) curves are o�set,except the one

for0T.Theinsetpresentstem peraturedependenceofthe3
rd

harm onic susceptibility.

DC m agnetom eter/AC susceptom eterM agLab 2000Sys-

tem (O xford Instrum entsLtd.).Thereisonly onesuper-

conductingphasetransition in thesam pleand thereisno

coexistenceofphaseswith di�erentcriticaltem peratures

orcritical�elds. Ithasbeen wellcon�rm ed by a single

peak in a tem perature dependence ofm agnitude ofthe

3rd harm onicAC susceptibility (see the insetin Fig.1).

Forthird harm onicm easurem entstheAC m agnetic�eld

offrequency f= 1kHz and am plitude H ac = 10� 4T was

applied.FortheDC m easurem entswehaveapplied m ag-

netic�eldsup to9T.Thetem peraturewasstepped in the

rangeabout3� 6K in thecaseoflow and m oderatem ag-

netic�eldsand in therangeabout2� 5K forthe highest

�elds. The size ofthe step was 20m K and the tem per-

ature was stabilized during each m easurem entwith the

accuracy 2m K .A setoftypicalM (T)curvesrecorded for

applied �elds of0,2,4,6,and 8T is shown in Fig. 1.

Except the case oflowest m agnetic �elds the m agneti-

zation is positive in the whole tem perature range. It is

dueto thedom ination offerrom agneticand/orparam ag-

netic contributionsin the totalm agnetization athigher

�elds.Thesuperconducting transition m anifestsitselfas

a downturn in M (T)atlow m agnetic �elds,whereasat

the higher �elds only the change in the slope in M (T)

isobserved.Thisenabled a sim ple determ ination ofthe

criticaltem perature;nam ely,Tc wasdeterm ined from the

intersection ofthetwo straight{linesthat�trelevantlin-

earregim es(see Fig. 1). The zero{�eld criticaltem per-

aturedeterm ined in thisway isTc(0)= 4:345� 0:015 K .

The resultsofthe m easurem entsarepresented in Fig.2

in equivalentform asH c2(T).

Closeto Tc(H = 0)onecan expectthattheG inzburg{
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FIG .2: Experim entaldata for H c2(T). The horizontalline

showsthetheClogston{Chandrasekharlim it,whereastheline

connecting experim entalpoints is only a guide for the eye.

TheinsertshowsH c2(T)in thelow �eld regim e�tted by two

lines.

Landau theory givesaccurateresultsand,therefore,tem -

peraturedependenceofH c2 should belinear.In cuprate

superconductorsH c2 showsunconventionaltem perature

dependence.12,13 Close to Tc(H = 0) H c2(T) is alm ost

linearand,then,the curvature sm oothly increaseswith

thedecreasing tem perature.However,ascan beinferred

from Fig. 2,thisisnotthecaseforNaxCoO 2� yH20.For

1T <
� H <

� 3T the experim entaldata can be �tted very

wellby a linear function. However,such a �t deviates

from experim entalpointsforweakerm agnetic�eld.Sim -

ilar tem perature dependence ofH c2 has been obtained,

e.g.,from thespeci�cheatm easurem ents.14 ForH <
� 3T

the experim entaldata presented in Fig. 2,as wellas

those reported in Ref.14, can be �tted by two linear

functions. In our case they are: H c2(T) = 7:4 � 1:7T

in the weak �eld regim e and H c2(T) = 40 � 9:4T for

stronger m agnetic �eld. Using the W HH form ula,11

H c2(0)’ 0:7Tc(dH c2=dT)jTc,oneestim atescorrespond-

ingvaluesofH c2(0)’sequalto5.2T and 28T,respectively.

Such abehaviorm ay originatefrom com petition between

two superconducting orderparam eterswith closetransi-

tion tem peraturesbutdi�erenttem peraturedependences

ofH c2.Singletand tripletorderparam etersarepossible

candidates due to the absence ofZeem an pair breaking

in the latter case. H c2(0) obtained from the W HH for-

m ula in the strong �eld regim e isbeyond the Clogston{

Chandrasekhar(CC) lim it. H c2(0)’s reported in Ref.15

and estim ated from Ref.14 are even higher. Although,

the extrapolated H c2(0) m ay be overestim ated,our ex-

perim entaldata clearly show that H c2 exceeds the CC

lim italready forT ’ 0:6Tc. The large slope ofH c2(T)

suggeststhateven in the case ofrenorm alization ofthe
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param agnetic pair breaking m echanism (e.g.,sim ilar to

thatin thestrong{couplingelectron{phonon approach16)

H c2(0) should be beyond the CC lim it. This speaks in

favor oftriplet superconductivity. O n the other hand,

H c2(0) estim ated from the low �eld data does not ex-

ceed CC lim it. Therefore,superconductivity in a weak

m agnetic�eld m ay originatefrom thesingletpairing.In

the following we show thatthistem pting interpretation

ofexperim entaldata rem ainsin agreem entwith theoret-

icalresults obtained from the num ericalsolution ofthe

G or’kov equations.O ur�tneglectsa positive curvature

ofH c2(T)thatoccursforH <
� 0:9 T.Atthe end ofthis

paper,wediscusspossibleoriginsofthisfeature.

III. T H EO R ET IC A L A P P R O A C H T O T H E

U P P ER C R IT IC A L FIELD

In ordertocalculatetheuppercritical�eld weconsider

a triangularlatticeim m ersed in a uniform perpendicular

m agnetic�eld:
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tij is the hopping integralbetween the sites iand j in

theabsenceofm agnetic�eld and �ij isthePeierlsphase

factor,responsible for the diam agnetic response ofthe

system :

�ij =
2�

�0

Z j

i

~A �~dl; (2)

where �0 = hc=e is the ux quantum . The chem ical

potential� has been introduced in orderto controlthe

carrierconcentration.In the Ham iltonian (1)

� ij = hci"cj# � ci#cj"i (3)

and

�
"#

ij = hci"cj# + ci#cj"i; (4)

�
""

ij = hci"cj"i; (5)

�
##

ij = hci#cj#i (6)

denotethepairingam plitudesin singletand tripletchan-

nels,respectively.

In orderto determ inetheuppercritical�eld wefollow

theprocedureintroduced in Refs.17,18.Nam ely,wediag-

onalizethekineticpartoftheHam iltonian [the�rstterm

∆1

∆3∆
2

1i−

i

1i+

FIG .3: O rder param eters for superconductivity on a trian-

gularlattice.Such a setoforderparam etersisintroduced in

each pairing channel,i.e.,for�; � "#
; � ""

; � ##.

in Eq.(1)]by introducing a new setofferm ionic opera-

tors. In the Landau gauge ~A = (� H zy;0;0)this setof

ferm ionic operatorsisdeterm ined by a one{dim ensional

eigenproblem known astheHarperequation.W erestrict

further considerationsto the nearest{neighborhopping,

i.e.,tij = tforthe neighboring sitesi;j and 0 otherwise.

Using the solutions ofthe Harper equation we write

down a self{consistent equation for the gap functions.

M agnetic �eld breaks the translationalsym m etry and,

therefore,theorderparam etersaresitedependent.How-

ever,in the chosen gauge they depend on the y coor-

dinate only. As the superconductivity develops on the

triangularlattice,at each site we introduce three order

param eters(� 1;� 2;� 3)in each pairing channel,i.e.,for

�;� "#;� "";� ## (seeFig. 3).In ordernotto assum e

any particularpairing sym m etry weconsidertheseorder

param eters as independent quantities. In the following

wedo notassum eany particularorbitalsym m etry ofthe

pairstate.However,independently ofthissym m etry all

these orderparam etersvanish atTc.Therefore,the gap

equation can be expressed with the help ofthree vec-

tors ~� 1;2;3,where ~� a = (� a
1; �

a
2;:::).Thelowerindex

enum erates rows ofthe lattice sites,whereas the upper

one indicates the direction ofthe bond,as depicted in

Fig.3.H c2 isde�ned asa �eld,atwhich allcom ponents

ofthese vectors vanish. This can be determ ined from

the linearized version ofthe gap equation thatis ofthe

following form :

0

@

~� 1

~� 2

~� 3

1

A =

0

@ M

1

A

0

@

~� 1

~� 2

~� 3

1

A (7)

For the sake ofbrevity we do not presentan explicit

form ofM .Thism atrix can be expressed with the help

ofthe Cooperpairsusceptibility and eigenfunctionsob-

tained from the Harperequation.

Thetem peraturedependenceofH c2 hasbeen obtained

from Eq.(7)forsingletand tripletsuperconductivity.In

thelattercasewehaveinvestigated separately thepaired

statesj##i,1=
p
2(j"#i+ j#"i),and j""i.W erefertothese

statesbythecorrespondingspin projection Sz = � 1;0;1,

respectively. These states are a�ected by the m agnetic

�eld in di�erent ways due to the Zeem an coupling. In
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FIG .5: Num ericalresultsforhc2(T).W e have assum ed the

m odelparam eters n = 0:67 and V
s
= V

t
= 0:7t. For these

m odelparam eterskTc ’ 0:2t. The experim entalpointshave

been taken from Ref.14

thecaseofequal{spin{pairing thiscoupling isalm ostin-

e�ective asitleadsto a renorm alization ofthe chem ical

potentialonly � ! ~� = � � 1=2g�B H z.

Figures 4 and 5 show the num ericalresults obtained

for 150� 150 cluster. In particular,in Fig. 5 we have

chosen the occupation num ber that is close to the ex-

perim entally determ ined optim aldoping. W e present a

reduced m agnetic�eld h = 2��=� 0,where�0 istheux

quantum and � isthe m agnetic ux through the lattice

cell.W hen thezero{�eld transition tem peraturesforsin-

gletand triplet pairings are ofcom parable m agnitudes,

the slope ofH c2(T)ism uch largerfortripletsupercon-

ductivity. As a result,the triplet superconductivity is

characterized by m uch largerH c2(T = 0).Itisinterest-

ing thatthisfeaturerem ainsvalid also fortripletpairing

with Sz = 0 thatisa�ected by the Zeem an pairbreak-

ing (see Fig. 4). As expected,the highest value ofthe

uppercritical�eld isobtained forthetripletequal{spin{

pairing. Com paring Figs. 4 and 5 one can see thatthe

above statem entson the slope ofH c2(T)hold in a wide

range ofthe m odelparam eters. However,due to lim i-

tation ofthe cluster approach it is di�cult to perform

num ericalcalculationsatvery low tem peratures.17 From

Figs.5 and 2 followsthatexperim entaldata arequalita-

tively reproduced when Tc(H = 0)fortripletsupercon-

ductivity isslightly lessthan the transition tem perature

for the singlet one. Then,su�ciently strong m agnetic

�eld leads to a transition from singlet to triplet super-

conductivity that shows up in a change ofthe slope of

H c2(T).

The externalm agnetic �eld a�ects the relative phase

oftheorderparam eterin di�erentdirectionspresented in

Fig.3.According to Eq.(2)thisphasecan changefrom

site to site and,therefore,it is im possible to determ ine

globally the type of the sym m etry of the energy gap.

However,we havefound thatforsingletpairing Tc(H =

0)isexactly thesam eastransition tem peratureobtained

ford1+ id2 sym m etry,accordingtothenotation in Ref.
7.

O n the other hand, for the triplet pairing Tc(H = 0)

correspondsto thatforthe f{wave pairing when n <
� 1

and px + ipy sym m etry for larger occupation num ber.

The exact position ofthe boundary between both the

tripletsolutionsdependson the pairing potential.

IV . D ISC U SSIO N A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

O ur linear �t to the experim entaldata in the inter-

m ediate�eld regim eseem sto be very accurate,strongly

supporting the triplet pairing. Even stronger evidence

com esfrom the presenceofsuperconductivity abovethe

CC lim it. However,atweak �eld there existsalso other

possibility: H c2(T) for the �eld less then approx. 0.9T

can be �tted by a concave curve. Sim ilarity between

NaxCoO 2 � yH20 and high{Tc superconductorsm ay sug-

gesta com m on m echanism thatleadsto thepositivecur-

vature of H c2(T). This also speaks in favor of a sin-

glet pairing in this regim e. In such an approach the

singlet{triplet transition takes place at slightly higher

�eld,H � 0:9 T.From a theoreticalpoint ofview the

upwardcurvatureofH c2(T)can occurforinstancein:ex-

trem ely typeIIsuperconductorsdescribed by theboson{

ferm ion m odel,19 thesystem swith a strong disordersuf-

�cientlyclosetothem etal{insulatortransition,20 thedis-

orderedsuperconductorsduetom esoscopicuctuation,21

Josephson tunnelingbetween superconductingclusters,22

in am ean{�eld{typetheoryofH c2 with astrongspin{ip

scattering,23 and due to a reduction ofthe diam agnetic
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pair{breakingin thestripephase.24 O thertheoreticalap-

proachesto thisproblem include,e.g.,the superconduc-

tivity with a m ixed sym m etry (s+ d)orderparam eter25

and Bose-Einstein condensation ofcharged bosons.26

H c2(T) obtained from the resistivity m easurem ents27

is lower than presented here and,e.g.,in Refs.14,15. In

particular,it is lower than H c2(T) obtained from m ag-

netization m easurem entson quasi{singlecrystals.28 This

discrepancy rem ainsunexplained.O neofpossibleexpla-

nationsisthatitoriginatesfrom the presence oflattice

defects,thatforshortcoherencelength superconductors

form Josephson junctions.These junctionsa�ectthe re-

sistivity m easurem entsm uch strongerthan them agneti-

zation ones.

To conclude, we have m easured the tem per-

ature dependence of the upper critical �eld in

Na0:3CoO 2 � 1:3H2O and we have found an interesting

feature;nam ely,an abruptchange ofslope ofH c2(T)in

a weak{�eld regim e.Thisfeatureisin qualitativeagree-

m ent with results reported in Ref.14. M oreover,such a

bend in aweak�eld regim eisvisiblealsoin otherm agne-

tizationm easurem ents,15 in speci�cheatm easurem ents14

as wellas in resistivity m easurem ents (see Fig. 4a in

Ref.27.) In orderto explain theorigin ofsuch a behavior

wehavesolved G or’kov equationson a triangularlattice

forsingletand triplettypesofpairing. O urexperim en-

talresults are consistent with a scenario ofcom peting

singlet and triplet superconductivity. W ithin such an

approach m agnetic�eld inducesa transition from singlet

to triplet superconductivity that shows up in a change

of slope of H c2(T): in a weak m agnetic �eld the sin-

gletpairing takesplace and su�ciently strong m agnetic

�eld drives the system into the triplet state. Recently,

a �eld{induced transition between various types ofsin-

glet superconductivity has been proposed to take place

in cuprates29 (an occurrenceofa m inoridxy com ponent

ofthe orderparam eter).
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