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Experim ents on the irradiation-induced suppression ofthe critical

tem perature in high-Tc superconductorsare analyzed within the m ean-

�eld Abrikosov-Gor’kov-likeapproach.Itisshown thattheexperim ental

dataforYBa2Cu3O 7� � singlecrystalscan bequantitatively explained by

thepairbreaking e�ectsundertheassum ption ofthecom bined e�ectof

potentialand spin-
ip scattering on the criticaltem perature and with

accountfora non-pured-wavesuperconducting orderparam eter.

PACS:74.62.Dh,74.20.-z,74.25.Fy,74.72.Bk

Particle irradiation is a powerfultoolthat gives an opportunity to m odify the

physicalpropertiesofsuperconductors. Irradiation-induced defectsactase�ective

pinning centers[1],thuscausing thecriticalcurrentdensity to increase.Apartfrom

thepracticalbene�ts,irradiation e�ectsm aybeused toprobethefundam entalchar-

acteristics ofsuperconductors. For exam ple,peculiarities ofthe disorder-induced

suppression ofthe criticaltem perature Tc are expected to depend on the pairing

m echanism and the sym m etry ofthe superconducting order param eter �(p). In

thisrespect,a study ofthe response ofhigh-Tc cupratesto the intentionally incor-
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porated im purities or radiation defects provides an indirect way to elucidate the

causeoftheirunusualnorm aland superconducting properties.Am ongotherthings,

depending on thesym m etry of�(p),cleardi�erenceswerepredicted forthedefect-

induced variationsoftheexperim entally accessible characteristicssuch asTc [2,3],

thedensity ofstates[4],theisotopecoe�cient[5],thespeci�c heatjum p [6],etc.

Variousm echanism softhedisorder-induced Tc suppression havebeen considered,

including,e.g.,thepairbreaking [7],localization [8],and phase
uctuations[9]ef-

fects,etc.Them ain problem hereisthatthedisorderresultsnotonlyin thedecrease

ofTc butalso in thestrong increasein thewidth ofthesuperconducting transition,

�T c,so that the functionalform ofTc versus,e. g.,the defect concentration xd

appearsto bepoorly de�ned atTc << Tc0,whereTc0 istheinitialvalueofTc in the

absence ofthe disorder. In fact,the value of�T c usually becom es com parable to

the value ofTc atTc=Tc0 � 0:3 [10,11]. W hile the m easured Tc versusxd curve in

high-Tc cuprateswascom m only observed tobeapproxim ately linearatTc=Tc0 > 0:3

[10],thedetailsofTc(xd)behavioratTc=Tc0 << 1 rem ained unclear.

In arecentpaper[12],Rullier-Albenqueetal.reported theresultsofexperim ental

studies ofTc degradation under electron irradiation ofunderdoped and optim ally

doped YBa2Cu3O 7� � singlecrystals.They havem easured Tc and in-planeresistivity

�ab in a very broad range ofxd,the value ofxd being proportionalto �� ab,the

increase in �ab upon irradiation. The authors ofRef. [12]succeeded in creation

ofan extrem ely uniform distribution ofradiation defects overthe sam ple,so that

the value of�T c neverexceeded 5 K.M oreover,the value of�T c did notincrease

m onotonously with radiation dose but had a m axim um atTc=Tc0 � 0:3 and next

decreased again down to �T c < 1 K at the highest dose for which the resistive

superconducting transition wasstillobserved atTc � 1 K.So,thedependenceofTc



on �� ab (orxd)wasobtained with an excellentaccuracy from Tc=Tc0 = 1 down to

Tc=Tc0 = 0 (or,atleast,Tc=Tc0 � 10� 2).

Itwasfound in Ref.[12]thatTc unexpectedly decreased quasilinearly with xd in

theentirerangefrom Tc0 down toTc = 0.Havingcom pared theresultsobtained with

the predictionsofAbrikosov-Gor’kov (AG)pairbreaking [13]and Em ery-Kivelson

phase
uctuations[9]theories,theauthorsofRef.[12]arrived ata conclusion that

theexperim entaldataareatvariancewith AG theory and pointtoasigni�cantrole

ofphase
uctuationsoftheorderparam eterin high-Tc superconductors.

To com pare the pair breaking theory with the experim ent,the authors ofRef.

[12]m ade use ofthe AG form ula [13]fora d-wave superconductor (we set �h = 1

hereafter)

ln(Tc0=Tc)= 	(1=2+ 1=4�T c�)� 	(1=2); (1)

where 	(z) is the digam m a function and � is the electron scattering tim e [14],

�� 1 / xd / �� ab. This form ula gives a negative curvature ofthe Tc versus �� ab

curve,contrarytotheexperim entalobservations.Note,however,that,�rst,thesym -

m etry of�(p)in YBa 2Cu3O 7� � isdi�erentfrom pured-waveduetoan orthorom bic

latticedistortion [15]and,second,irradiation m ay resultin appearanceofspin-
ip

scatterersalong with potentialonessince radiation defectscreated in CuO 2 planes

disturb antiferrom agnetic correlationsbetween copperspins. The AG-like form ula

thataccountsforboth thosee�ectsreads[3,16]
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where�p and �s arescatteringtim esduetopotentialand spin-
ip scatterers,respec-



tively,thecoe�cient

� = 1� h�(p)i2

F S=h�
2(p)iF S (3)

isa m easure ofthe degree ofin-plane anisotropy of�(p),h:::iF S m eansthe Ferm i

surface (FS) average. The range 0 � � � 1 covers the cases ofisotropic s-wave

(�(p)=const,� = 0),d-wave (h�(p)i F S = 0,� = 1),and m ixed (d+ s)-wave or

anisotropics-wave(0< � < 1)sym m etriesof�(p).

In fact,theassum ption aboutthecom bined e�ectofpotentialand spin-
ip scat-

tererson Tc and accountfora non-pured-wave�(p)in YBa 2Cu3O 7� � (i.e.,� 6= 1)

allow fora quantitativeexplanation oftheexperim entaldata [12]within them odi-

�ed pairbreakingAG-liketheory [17],withoutresortingtophase
uctuationse�ects

[9].Fig.1 showsthem easured Tc=Tc0 versus�� ab taken from Ref.[12]along with

theoreticalcurves com puted with Eq. (2) for � = 0:9 and various values ofthe

coe�cient

� = �
� 1
s =(�� 1p + �

� 1
s ) (4)

that speci�es the relative contribution ofspin-
ip scatterers to the totalscatter-

ing rate. Here we represent the scattering tim e in term s ofthe in-plane residual

resistivity �0 obtained by theextrapolation of�ab(T)to T = 0,

�
� 1
p + �

� 1
s = (!2

pl=4�)�0 ; (5)

where !pl isthe plasm a frequency,see Refs. [7]and [16]. W e also m ake use ofthe

factthat�0 = �� ab in a very good approxim ation [12]. From Fig. 1 one can see

thatat� = 0:9 and !pl= 0:75eV thequasilinearexperim entaldependenceofTc on

�� ab in YBa2Cu3O 7 isquantitatively reproduced at� = 0� 0:01.

W eem phasizethatthequantity !plthatentersEq.(2)forTc through therelation

(5)should be considered asjusta characteristic energy which doesnotnecessarily



coincide with the value ofthe plasm a frequency determ ined by,e. g.,the optical

spectroscopy. Based on generalgrounds, one could expect !pl � 1 eV.In this

respect,although our choice of!pl = 0:75 eV is,to som e extent,arbitrary,the

change in !pl results justin the change ofthe best�tting valuesof� and �. For

exam ple,� � 0:8 and 0.6,� = 0:04� 0:01 and 0:045� 0:01 for!pl = 0:8 and 1.0

eV,respectively,see Figs. 2 and 3. M eanwhile,for� = 1,i. e.,forpure d-wave

sym m etry of�(p),the experim entaldata cannotbe described atany value of! pl,

see Fig. 4. This isnotsurprising because ofthe orthorom bic crystalstructure of

YBa2Cu3O 7� � which excludesthepured-wave sym m etry of�(p)and pointsto an

adm ixture ofthe s-wave com ponentto d-wave,so that�(p)isof(d+ s)-wave or

(d+ is)-wavetype[15].So,theexperim entaldata[12]forYBa2Cu3O 7 singlecrystals

can be quantitatively explained by the pair breaking theory taking a non-pure d-

wave �(p)and the com bined e�ectofpotentialand spin-
ip scatterere on T c into

account.

Asfortheunderdoped singlecrystalsYBa2Cu3O 6:6,theexperim entaldependence

[12]ofTc=Tc0 versus�� ab isclose to thatforYBa2Cu3O 7 and can be �tted within

thesam eapproach atsim ilarvaluesof!pl,�,and �.Thediscussion oftheprobable

e�ectoftheoxygen content,i.e.,theholeconcentration,on thevalueof!pl,thegap

anisotropy,and therelativeam ountofspin-
ip scatterersin thesam pleis,however,

beyond thescopeofthispaper.

Notethat� < 1notonlyforam ixed (d+ s)-wave�(p),butalsoforan anisotropic

s-wave�(p).Recently thed-wavesym m etry of�(p)in hole-doped cupratesuper-

conductors[19]hasbeen doubted by severalauthors(see,e.g.,Refs.[20,21]).The

re-analysisoftheresultsobtained by theangle-resolved photoem ission spectroscopy,

the Fouriertransform scanning tunneling spectroscopy,the low-tem perature ther-



m alconductivity,etc.,including thephase-sensitivetechniques,hasshown thatthe

com bined data agree quantitatively with the extended s-wave sym m etry [20,21].

M aking useofthe�t[21]�(�)= 24:5(cos4� + 0:225)m eV tosingle-particletunnel-

ing spectra ofYBa2Cu3O 7� �,the angle � being m easured from the Cu-O bonding

direction,we have � � 0:9 forYBa2Cu3O 7� �. Itfollowsfrom the �tspresented in

Ref. [21]thateven m ore lowervalue of� m ay be expected forBi2Sr2CaCu2O 8+ y.

In thisrespect,itwould be very interesting to study the behaviorofTc versus�ab

in thisand otherhigh-Tc cupratesdown to Tc = 0.

Finally,a note is in order about one m ore argum ent presented in Ref. [12]in

favourofthephase
uctuationstheory and againstthepair-breaking m echanism of

Tc suppression in high-Tc cuprates.According toRef.[12],thepositivecurvatureof

theTc(�� ab)curveisnecessarily required to explain them axim um ofthetransition

width �T c asa function of�� ab thatwasexperim entally observed atTc=Tc0 � 0:3.

Note,however,that,�rst,thisargum entisincom patiblewith theexperim entaldata

them selvessincethecurvatureofthem easured Tc(�� ab)dependence is(with a few

exceptions)closeto zero in thewholerangeof�� ab and,respectively,in thewhole

rangeofTc=Tc0,includingtheregion nearTc=Tc0 � 0:3.Second,thelineofreasoning

in Ref. [12]is based on a naive assum ption that �T c(xd) / xd(dTc=dxd). Such

an assum ption isatleastquestionable forthe resistive superconducting transition

whose criticaltem perature and width are determ ined by the zero-resistance path

and the uniform ity ofthe defect distribution,respectively. Besides,the value of

�T c depends on a speci�c criterion used forits evaluation from the curve �ab(T).

Thus,the knowledge ofthe function Tc(xd)alone isobviously insu�cient to draw

thede�niteconclusionsaboutthefunction �T c(xd),and viceversa.

W e note thatthe phase 
uctuationstheory [9]goesbeyond the standard m ean-



�eld theory and im pliesthatthe so called pseudogap [22]isa precursorto super-

conductivity.Thiscontradictstheexperim entswhich giveevidenceforinterplay be-

tween com petingandcoexisting(superconductingandnon-superconducting)ground

states,see,e.g.,Ref.[23].W enotealso thattheAG-likepairbreaking approach is

based on theBCS-Bogolubov m ean-�eld theory thatseem sto describe thespatial-

m om entum quasiparticlestatesin high-Tc cuprates,atleastin theoptim ally doped

sam plessuch as,e.g.,YBa2Cu3O 7,ratherwell[24,25].

In sum m ary,wehaveshown thatexperim entson theirradiation-induced Tc sup-

pression in YBa2Cu3O 7� � can be quantitatively explained within the AG-like pair

breakingm ean-�eld theory undertheassum ption ofthecom bined e�ectofpotential

and spin-
ip scattering on Tc and with accountfora nonzero Ferm isurfaceaverage

ofthesuperconducting orderparam eter,withoutresorting to phase
uctuationsef-

fects.Onecan notexclude,however,a possibility thatthelatterbecom eim portant

atTc ! 0,i.e.,in thevery vicinity ofthesuperconductor-insulatortransition.

Iam gratefulto A.V.Kuznetsov forassistance.
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Fig.1.Tc=Tc0 versus�� ab inelectron irradiatedYBa2Cu3O 7 crystals.Experim ent

[12](triangles).Theory,Eqs.(2)-(5),for!pl= 0:75eV,� = 0:9,and � = 0(dashed

line),0.01 (solid line),and 1 (dotted line).
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Fig.2.Thesam easin Fig.1 for!pl= 0:8 eV,� = 0:8,and � = 0 (dashed line),

0.04 (solid line),and 1 (dotted line).
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Fig.3.Thesam easin Fig.1 for!pl= 1:0 eV,� = 0:6,and � = 0 (dashed line),

0.045 (solid line),and 1 (dotted line).
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Fig. 4. The sam e asin Fig. 1 for� = 1 and !pl = 0:5 eV (dashed line),0.7 eV

(solid line),and 1 eV (dotted line),seeRef.[18].


