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E xperin ents on the irradiation-induced suppression of the critical
tam perature in high-T. superconductors are analyzed w thin the m ean—
eld A brikosov-G or’kov-like approach. It is shown that the experin ental
data orYBa,Cus0; singlk crystals can be quantitatively explained by
the pairbreaking e ects under the assum ption of the combined e ect of
potential and spin— ip scattering on the crtical tem perature and w ith

acoount or a non-pure d-wave superconducting order param eter.
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Particle irradiation is a powerfiil tool that gives an opportunity to m odify the
physical properties of superconductors. Trradiation-induced defects act as e ective
pinning centers W], thus causing the critical current density to increase. A part from
the practicalbene ts, irradiation e ectsm ay be used to probe the findam ental char-
acteristics of superconductors. For exam ple, peculiarities of the disorder-induced
suppression of the critical tem perature T. are expected to depend on the pairing
m echanism and the symm etry of the superconducting order parameter (o). In

this respect, a study of the regponse of high-T. cuprates to the Intentionally incor—
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porated in purities or radiation defects provides an indirect way to elicidate the
cause of their unusualnom aland superconducting properties. Am ong other things,
depending on the symm etry of (o), clear di erences were predicted for the defect-
Induced varations of the experim entally accessible characteristics such as T, [, ],
the density of states [[1], the isotope coe cient [I1], the speci c heat jimp [, etc.

Variousm echanisn s of the disorder-induced T, suppression have been considered,
Including, e. g., the pair breaking 1], Jocalization [[l], and phase uctuations ] ef-
fects, etc. Them ain problem here isthat the disorder resultsnot only in the decrease
of T, but also in the strong increase In the w idth of the superconducting transition,

T ., so that the functional form of T, versus, e. g., the defect concentration x4
appears to be poorly de ned at T, < < Ty, where T isthe niialvalue of T, In the
absence of the disorder. In fact, the value of T . usually becom es com parable to
the value of T, at T=T 03 L, E]. W hile the m easured T, versus x4 curve In
high-T. cuprateswas com m only cbserved to be approxin ately lnearat T.=T, > 03

], the details of T, (x4) behavior at T.=Ty < < 1 rem ained unclear.

In a recent paper 1], RullierA benque et al. reported the results ofexperin ental
studies of T. degradation under electron irradiation of underdoped and optin ally
doped YBa,Cus0; singl crystals. They havem easured T. and in-plane resistiviy

ab I a very broad range of x4, the value of x4 being proportional to by the
Increase n 4, Upon irradiation. The authors of Ref. ] succeeded In creation
of an extrem ely uniform distrbution of radiation defects over the sam pl, so that
the value of T . never exceeded 5 K .M oreover, the value of T . did not increase
m onotonously w ith radiation dose but had a maxinum at T_=Tq 03 and next
decreased again down to T . < 1 K at the highest dose for which the resistive

superconducting transition was stillobserved at T, 1 K . So, the dependence of T,



on ab (Or x4) was obtained w ith an excellent accuracy from T.=T, = 1 down to
T=Te = O (Or, at kast, T-=Ts 10 ).

Tt was found in Ref. []] that T, unexpectedly decreased quasilinearly w ith x4 in
the entire range from T down to T, = 0. Having com pared the resulsobtained w ith
the predictions of Abrikosov-G or’kov AG) pair breaking 1] and Em ery-K ivelson
phase uctuations ] theordes, the authors of Ref. ] arrived at a conclusion that
the experim entaldata are at variance w th AG theory and poInt to a signi cant role
ofphase uctuations of the order param eter In high-T. superconductors.

To com pare the pair breaking theory w ith the experim ent, the authors of Ref.

]made use ofthe AG fomula ] for a dwave superconductor We sesth = 1
hereafter)

hTe=Tc)= @@=2+1=4 T, ) 1=2); @

where (z) is the digamm a function and is the electron scattering tine [1],

Y/ oxg / ab- This formula gives a negative curvature of the T. versus ab
curve, contrary to the experin entalobservations. N ote, how ever, that, rst, the sym -
metry of () h ¥YBa,Cu;0; isdi erent from pure d-wave due to an orthorom bic
Jattice distortion 1] and, seocond, irradiation m ay result in appearance of spin— i
scatterers along w ith potential ones since radiation defects created in CuO, planes
disturb antiferrom agnetic correlations between copper soins. The AG —like form ula

that acoounts for both those e ects reads [, 101]

Teo 1 1
n = a ) o+ -
e 3T
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where [ and ; are scattering tin es due to potentialand spin— ip scatterers, respec—



tively, the coe cient

=1 h @)ifs=h *@)irs 3)

is a m easure of the degree of inplane anisotropy of (o), hi:iid g g means the Fem i
surface F'S) average. The range 0O 1 covers the cases of isotropic s-wave
( )=const, = 0),dwave h )i rs =0, = 1),andmixed (d+ s)-wave or
anisotropic swave (0< < 1) symmetriesof (o).

In fact, the assum ption about the combined e ect of potential and spin— ip scat—
tererson T, and acoount fora nonpured-wave () n YBa,Cus0; (@ e, 6 1)
allow for a quantitative explanation of the experim ental data [l] w thin the m odi-

ed pairbreaking A G -lke theory ], w thout resorting to phase uctuationse ects

. Fig. 1 show s the m easured T.=T versus ab taken from Ref. ] along w ih
theoretical curves computed with Eq. W) ©or = 029 and various values of the
ooe cient

= Jl=(,7+ D @)

that speci es the wlative contrdbution of soin— P scatterers to the total scatter-
Ing rate. Here we represent the scattering tin e in temm s of the inplane residual

resistivity o obtained by the extrapolation of (T) to T = 0,

I I I (5)
where !, is the plasm a frequency, see Refs. [l] and [F]. W e also m ake use of the
fact that o = ab In a very good approxin ation []. From Fig. 1 one can see

thatat = 09 and !, = 0:75 €V the quasilinear experin ental dependence of T, on
ab I YBa,Cus0 5 is quantitatively reproduced at = 0 0:01.
W e em phasize that the quantity !, thatentersEq. ) ©rT. through the relation

W) should be considered as just a characteristic energy which does not necessarily



coincide w ith the value of the plasn a frequency determ ined by, e. g., the optical
spectroscopy. Based on general grounds, one could expect ! 1 &V. In this
respect, although our choice of !,; = 0:75 €V is, to som e extent, arbitrary, the
change In !, results just in the change of the best tting valuesof and . For
exam ple, 08and 06, = 004 001 and 0:045 001 or!,; = 08and 1.0
eV, repectively, see Figs. 2 and 3. M eanwhilk, or = 1, i. e. Pr pure dwave
symm etry of (p), the experin ental data cannot be describbed at any value of ! .,
see Fig. 4. This is not surprising because of the orthorom bic crystal structure of
YBa,Cu30,; which excludes the pure d-wave symm etry of (o) and points to an

adm ixture of the s-wave com ponent to d-wave, so that () isof [d+ s)-wave or

(d+ is)-wave type 1]. So, the experim entaldata []] or Y Ba,Cus0 ; single crystals
can be quantitatively explained by the pair breaking theory taking a non-pure d-
wave () and the combined e ect of potential and soin— ip scatterere on T . into
acocount.

A s for the underdoped single crystals Y Ba,Cus0 ¢4, the experin ental dependence

Jof T=T versus , is close to that or YBa,Cus0, and can be tted within
the sam e approach at sin ilarvaluesof ! ,;, ,and . The discussion ofthe probable
e ect ofthe oxygen content, i. e., the hole concentration, on the value of ! ,;, the gap
anisotropy, and the relative am ount of spin— Jp scatterers in the sam pl is, however,
beyond the scope of this paper.

Notethat < lnotonly foram ixed (d+ s)-wave (o), butalso foran anisotropic
swave (p).Recently the dwave symm etry of () in hole-doped cuprate super-
conductors 1] hasbeen doubted by ssveral authors (see, e. g, Refs. [,00]). The
re-analysis of the results obtained by the angleresolred photoen ission spectroscopy,

the Fourer transform scanning tunneling spectroscopy, the low -tem perature ther-



m al conductiviyy, etc., including the phase-sensitive techniques, has shown that the
com bined data agree quantitatively w ith the extended s-wave symm etry [, E0].
M akingussofthe t []] ( )= 245(0s4 + 0225)m eV to singleparticke tunnel-
Ing spectra 0cf YBa,Cuz047 , the angke being measured from the Cu-O bonding
direction, we have 09 PrYBa,Cu0; . It ollows from the tspresented In
Ref. (1] that even m ore Iower value of may be expected orB1,Sr,CaCu,04; .
In this resgpect, i would be very interesting to study the behavior of T, versus 4
In this and other high-T. cupratesdown to T, = 0.

Finally, a note is In order about one m ore argum ent presented in Ref. ] in
favour of the phase uctuations theory and against the pairbreaking m echanisn of
T. suppression in high-T. cuprates. A ccording to Ref. 1], the positive curvature of
the T.( 4) curve is necessarily required to explain them axim um of the transition
width T . asa function of , that was experim entally cbserved at T.=T,, 03.
N ote, however, that, rst, this argum ent is Incom patible w ith the experin ental data
them selves since the curvature ofthemeasurad T. ( 5,) dependence is W ith a few
exoeptions) close to zero In the whole range of  ,, and, respectively, In the whole
range of T =Ty, ncluding the region near T.=Ty 0:3. Second, the line of reasoning
in Ref. [l] is based on a naive assum ption that T . (xq) / X4 @T=dxgq). Such
an assum ption is at least questionable for the resistive superconducting transition
whose critical tem perature and w idth are detem Ined by the zero-—resistance path
and the unifom ity of the defect distrdbution, resgoectively. Besides, the value of

T . depends on a speci ¢ crterdon used for its evaluation from the curve ., (T).
T hus, the know ledge of the function T, (x4) alone is obviously insu cient to draw
the de nite conclusions about the function T . (x4), and vice versa.

W e note that the phase uctuations theory 1] goes beyond the standard m ean—



eld theory and in plies that the so called pssudogap [1] is a precursor to super-
conductivity. T his contradicts the experim ents w hich give evidence for interplay be-
tween com peting and coexisting (superconducting and non-superconducting) ground
states, see, e. g, Ref. [1]. W e note also that the A G -lke pair breaking approach is
basad on the BC S-Bogolubov m ean— eld theory that seem s to descrbe the spatialt-
m om entum quasiparticle states in high-T. cuprates, at least In the optin ally doped
sam ples such as, e. g, YBa,Cuz0 5, mtherwell 0, F].

In summ ary, we have shown that experin ents on the irradiation-induced T. sup—
pression in YBa,Cuz;0; can be quantitatively explained w ithin the AG —1ke pair
breaking m ean— eld theory under the assum ption ofthe combined e ect ofpotential
and soin— i scattering on T. and w ith acoount for a nonzero Fermm i surface average
of the superconducting order param eter, w thout resorting to phase uctuations ef-
fects. O ne can not exclude, how ever, a possbility that the latter becom e in portant

atT. ! 0, i. e, In the very vicinity of the superconductor-insulator transition.

Tam grateilto A .V .Kuznetsov for assistance.
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Fig.1l.T=T, versus g In electron irradiated Y Ba,Cu30 5 crystals. E xperin ent
] (triangles). Theory, Egs. ) -W), for! ;= 0:75ev, = 0:9,and = 0 (dashed

Ine), 001 (solid line), and 1 (dotted lne).
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Fig.2.ThesameasnFig.1for!,;= 08ev, = 08,and

004 (s0ld line), and 1 (dotted line).
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Fig.3.ThesameasnFig.1for!,;=10ev, = 0%6,and = 0 (dashed line),

0.045 (solid line), and 1 (dotted line).
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Fig. 4. Thesmeasin Fig.1for = land !,;= 05e&V (dashed line), 0.7 &V

(solid Iine), and 1 &V (dotted line), see Ref. 1]



