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R. G ilardi, S. Streule, and J. M esot
Laboratory for Neutron Scattering;ETH Zurich and PSI Villigen;CH-5232 Villigen PSI;Switzerland

N. M om ono, and M . O da
Departem ent of Physics; Hokkaido University; Sapporo 060-0810 Japan

(D ated:April14,2024)

M agnetization and ac-susceptibility m easurem ents are used to characterize the m ixed phase

of the high-tem perature cuprate superconductor La2� xSrxCuO 4 over a large range of doping

(0.075 � x � 0.20). The �rst order vortex lattice phase transition line H F O T (T), the upper

critical�eld H c2(T)and thesecond peak H sp(T)have been investigated up to high m agnetic �elds

(8 Tesla applied perpendicularto theC uO 2 planes).O urresultsreveala strong doping dependence

ofthe m agnetic phase diagram ,which can m ainly be explained by the increasing anisotropy with

underdoping.W ithin ourinterpretation,the�rstordervortex lattice phase transition isdueto the

sublim ation (ratherthan m elting)ofthe vortex lattice into a gas ofpancake vortices,whereas the

second peak isrelated to the transition to a m ore disordered vortex glassstate.

PACS num bers:74.25.H a,74.25.Q t,74.25.O p,74.72.D n

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

Despite belonging to the fam ily of the � rst high-Tc
superconductor(HTSC) to be discovered,the m agnetic

phasediagram ofLa2�x SrxCuO 4 (LSCO )hasnotbeen as

intensively investigated asthatofothercupratessuch as

YBa2Cu3O x (YBCO )and Bi2Sr2CaCu2O 8+ x (BSCCO ).

The LSCO com pound has a relative sm allvalue ofTc
(38.5K atoptim aldoping),butisofhigh interestbecause

it� llsthegap between rather3D system ssuch asYBCO

and highly anisotropic2D system ssuch asBSCCO .The

anisotropy factor
2 can be de� ned asthe ratio between

the out-of-plane and the in-plane resistive com ponents

(�c=�ab)m easured in the norm alstate
1,2.An additional

advantageofLSCO isthat
 dependson the Srcontent

x and allowsa study ofthem agneticphasediagram over

a wide rangeofanisotropy (200 < 

2
< 4000)which lies

inbetween the values for YBCO (25 < 

2
< 100) and

BSCCO (3000 < 

2
< 30000).

The m agnetic phase diagram ofHTSC cupratesisdom -

inated by the m ixed phase (the lower critical � eld

H c1(0 K ) is about 10�2 T whereas the upper critical

� eld Hc2(0 K )isofthe orderof10
2 T),where the m ag-

netic 
 ux can penetrate into the sam ple in the form of

quantized 
 ux-lines (vortices). Due to the anisotropy

and therm al
 uctuationsoneobservesanum berofvortex

phases,which havebeen the subjectofextended experi-

m entaland theoreticalresearch in thelasttwo decades3.

In LSCO onecan distinguish between a� rstordertransi-

tion (FO T)lineH F O T (T),which hasbeen attributed to

them elting3,4,5 orsublim ation1,2 ofthevortexlatticeinto

a vortex 
 uid,and theirreversibility lineHirr(T),where

reversiblem agnetization and resistivity appear1,2,6.An-

other interesting feature is the so-called �shtaile�ect,

that is an anom alous second peak in the m agnetiza-

tion loops. The origin ofthe second peak line H sp(T)

iscontroversial,and hasbeen attributed to m echanism s

varying from dim ensionalcrossover7,collectivepinning8,

crossoverbetween di� erentpinning phases,crossoverto

a disordered vortex glass9,10,11,etc.

O nly recently the vortex lattice (VL) has been directly

observed in overdoped LSCO by m eans of sm all an-

gle neutron scattering (SANS),revealing a � eld-induced

transition from hexagonalto square sym m etry12,13 and

thevanishingoftheVL signalattem peratureswellbelow

Tc2
14.In the underdoped regim e ofLSCO ,on the other

hand,a m ore disordered vortex glasshasbeen observed

by m eans ofm uon spin rotation (�SR) experim ents15.

Interestingly, recent inelastic neutron scattering (INS)

experim ents indicate a possible interplay between the

vortex and copper-spin degrees of freedom . In opti-

m ally doped LSCO , sub-gap spin excitations induced

by a m agnetic � eld of7.5 Tesla have been observed at

low-tem peratures16. M oreover,the spin gap was found

to close at the irreversibility tem perature rather than

at Tc2
16,17. In underdoped LSCO ,� eld-induced static

incom m ensurate m agnetic peaks have been observed18,

and ithasbeen suggested thatthese � eld-induced m ag-

netic signals arise from antiferrom agnetic order in the

vortex coresand in the surrounding regions19,20,21. En-

hanced antiferrom agnetic spin correlations in the vor-

tex core region have been indeed observed in NM R

experim ents22,23.

In order to understand these experim ents perform ed in

thepresenceofan externalm agnetic� eld,itiscrucialto

havea good knowledgeoftherich and com plicated m ag-

netic phase diagram ofHTSC.W e willpresent here a

detailed study ofthedoping dependenceofthem agnetic

phase diagram in LSCO single crystals from a m acro-

scopicpointofview.
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II. EX P ER IM EN TA L

The m agnetic phase diagram ofLSCO has been in-

vestigated by m eans of m agnetization (M ) and ac-

susceptibility (�) m easurem ents. W e used a Q uan-

tum Design PhysicalProperties M easurem ents System

(PPM S) up to � elds of8 T applied approxim ately per-

pendiculartotheC uO 2 planes.Theangle� between the

� eld direction and the c-axisofthe sam pleswasalways

sm allerthan 10 degrees. This precision is good enough

forthe presentstudy,since the criticallines(e.g. m elt-

ing line H m ,upper critical� eld Hc2) are known to be

only slightly a� ected by sm all� angles(e.g. Hm (� )�
H m (� = 0)=cos(� ),H c2(� )� H c2(� = 0)=cos(� ))24,25.

Four high quality LSCO single crystals with di� erent

doping levelshavebeen m easured.Detailsofthesam ple

growth can be found elsewhere26. The sam ples are la-

beled bythedopingregion (O D foroverdopedand UD for

underdoped)togetherwith theirTc,de� ned by �
0(Tc)=

1

2
�
0(0 K ).The width ofthe superconducting transition

� Tc hasbeen determ ined bythe10% -90% criterion.O D-

31K isa highly overdoped (x= 0.20,Tc= 31.5K ,� Tc= 2.8

K )51m gcrystal.O D-36K isslightly overdoped (x= 0.17,

Tc= 36.2 K ,� Tc= 1.5 K )and is a portion ofthe crystal

used forourSANS and INS experim ents12,17.W hilem ost

ofthe m easurem entson the O D-36K sam ple have been

perform ed on a 293 m g cylindricalcrystal,forzero-� eld

cooled m agnetization m easurem entsthecrystalhasbeen

cut to a 84 m g plate-like shape with the c-axis parallel

to the largest face,in order to reduce the diam agnetic

signal. UD-29K is an underdoped (x= 0.10,Tc= 29.2 K ,

� Tc= 1.3 K )37 m g plate-likecrystalwith thec-axispar-

allelto thelargestface,which hasbeen cutfrom a larger

crystalused in �SR experim ents15.Finally,UD-19K isa

highly underdoped (x= 0.075,Tc= 19 K ,� Tc= 3.8 K )52

m g plate-likecrystalwith thec-axisperpendicularto the

largestface.

III. R ESU LT S

W estartwith thecom plexac-susceptibility�= �0+ i�00.

The sam ples are placed in an external m agnetic � eld

H ext = H dc + H ac � cos(!act), with H ac= 10 O e and

!ac = 10 Hz,0 T� H dc � 8 T.A setof� eld-cooled (FC)

tem perature scans �(T) for the four LSCO sam ples in

di� erentm agnetic � eldsisshown in Fig.1,with the real

part�0 and im aginary part�00 plotted separately.In all

sam ples the peak in �
00 shifts toward low tem peratures

and sharpens with increasing m agnetic � eld. However,

them agnitudeoftheshiftisstrongly doping dependent:

forUD-19K a m agnetic � eld of6 T issu� cientto shift

thepeakby 0.85� Tc,whereasforO D-31K theshiftcaused

by a� eld of8T isonly 0.45� Tc.Thedetailed � eld depen-
dencewillbediscussed in Section IV.In Fig.2arepresen-

tative curve �(T)m easured atH dc= 3 T forUD-29K is

plotted togetherwith m agnetization curvesM (T). O ne

can notice that there is no di� erence between the zero-
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FIG .1: Realand im aginary part of the ac-susceptibility

�(T)forO D -31K ,O D -36K ,UD -29K and UD -19K m easured

atdi�erentm agnetic�eldsbetween 0 T and 8 T.Thepeak in

�
00
(T)rapidly shiftstoward lowertem peratureswith increas-

ing �eld.

� eld cooled (ZFC) and the FC �(T) data,whereas FC

and ZFC M (T)curvesseparatebelow the irreversibility

tem perature Tirr.Slightly above Tirr there isa jum p in

them agnetization,indicatingthepresenceofa� rstorder

transition (FO T)1,2.Sim ilardatahavebeen obtained for

theothersam plesand forothervaluesofH dc.Thejum p

ism ore pronounced athigh m agnetic � elds,and in UD-

19K only a broad anom aly could be observed (to note

is that in this sam ple the loss peaks in �
00(T) are very

broad,aswell).

The experim entalTirr is often obtained from the loss

peak in �00(T),which isdirectly related to them axim um

slope in �
0(T)27. However,in our case,Tirr obtained

by ac-susceptibility m easurem entsisslightly higherthan

the"real" Tirr,and isconcom itantto thejum p in M (T)

at TF O T . The irreversibility line and the FO T line are

found tobeclosetoeach otherin allthesam ples,and are

thereforestrongly related to each other.In thefollowing

wewillconsideronly theFO T linein thephasediagram .

M (T)dataprovideadditionalinform ation aboutthevor-

tex behavior.In the reversibleregion above Tirr a clear
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FIG .2: a)Realand b)im aginary partoftheac-susceptibility

�(T) ofUD -29K in an external�eld of3 T.TF O T is deter-

m ined by the peak position in �
00
(T),which corresponds to

the m axim um slope in �
0
(T). c) M agnetization data m ea-

sured at H dc= 3 T,after subtraction ofa linear background

taken in thenorm alstate.Below Tirr theFC and ZFC M (T)

curves separate,whereas at TF O T a jum p is observed. Tc2

is estim ated by extrapolation (see text). Tfluct is de�ned as

the tem perature where the data deviatesfrom the horizontal

norm alstate line.

diam agnetic signalis presentup to tem peratureslarger

than Tc. This region is characterized by strong 
 uctu-

ations and there is no wellde� ned upper criticaltem -

peratureTc2.Thetem perature Tfluct,atwhich diam ag-

netic(superconducting)
 uctuationsappear,hasbeen de-

� ned asthetem peraturewherethedata begin to deviate

from the horizontalnorm alstate line (see Fig.2c). The

sim plestway to estim ate Tc2 isto use the extrapolation

m ethod based on the linear Abrikosov form ula28. The

transition tem perature Tc2 is derived from the intersec-

tion ofa linear� twith the norm al-statehorizontalline,

asshown in Fig.2c. Itwasshown thatthisprocedure is

nottotally correctforHTSC,wheretheAbrikosov linear

region islim ited to a sm alltem peraturerangebecauseof

therounding closeto Tc2
29,30.Indeed in theunderdoped

regim e,where 
 uctuations are larger,using extrapola-
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FIG .3:ZFC isotherm ic m agnetization curvesfora)O D -31K

and b)UD -29K .ForO D -31K ,H p and H sp have been deter-

m ined as indicated by the arrows. For UD -29K ,only H sp

could be observed.The insetsshow fullhysteresisloopswith

H irr.

tion we getunphysicalvaluesforthe uppercritical� eld

(positive slope ofH c2(T),see Sec. IV). However,treat-

ing the data asproposed by Landau and O tt30 one gets

m ore reasonable upper criticallines for allthe sam ples

(seeFig.4).

W ealsoperform ed isotherm icZFC M (H )m easurem ents

at di� erent tem peratures (see Fig.3). In the O D sam -

ples we could observe two peaks in the M (H ) curves

(see Fig.3a for O D-31K ).The � rst m inim a Hp in the

O D sam plesis known to be related to surface31 and/or

geom etrical32 barriers. Due to these barriers the � eld

doesn’tpenetrate thebulk atthe lowercritical� eld Hc1
butonly atan higher� eld Hp.Thesecond (and largest)

m inim aH sp (second peak)isrelated tosom e
 ux-pinning

m echanism ,although itsorigin iscontroversial7,8,9,10.In

UD sam plesonly onepeak could be observed.W e argue

thatthisisactually the second peak H sp. The penetra-

tion � eld Hp is m ost probably hidden,due to the low
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FIG .4: M agnetic phase diagram ofthe four LSCO sam ples

(O D -31K ,O D -36K ,UD -29K ,UD -19K )showing the tem per-

aturedependenciesofthesecond peak �eld H sp(T),theFO T

line H F O T (T), the upper critical �eld H c2(T) (determ ined

by extrapolation and by the scaling procedure),and the �eld

H fluct(T)wherediam agnetic 
uctuationssetin.In a)-d)the

second peak line has been �tted by the power law (Eq.(5)),

whereas the FO T line has been �tted by the sublim ation

m odel(Eq.(3)). In b) we have attem pted to �t the second

peak line by the decoupling theory (Eq.(4)),while in c)a �t

ofthe FO T to the m elting theory (Eq.(2))isalso shown.

value ofH sp. This interpretation is supported by the

factthateven in theO D sam plesitisdi� cultto identify

H p athigh tem peratures close to Tc (where H sp occurs

atlow � elds).M oreover,very accurateSQ UID m easure-

m ents on UD-29K clearly showed the presence of two

m inim a atH p and H sp even in theunderdoped regim e
15.

W e also perform ed som e fullhysteresisloops,as shown

in theinsetsofFig.3.Theascending and thedescending

branchesm eetatH irr,whosevaluesareconsistentwith

thoseobtained by FC-ZFC M (T)curves.

In order to facilitate the analysis and discussion ofthe

experim ental results, the characteristic � elds (Hc2(T),

H fluct(T), H F O T (T) and H sp(T)) ofthe four sam ples

have been plotted in the H vs T phase diagram sshown

in Fig.4.Them agneticphasediagram ofLSCO isusually

divided in fourm ain phases:

1.Above the uppercritical� eld Hc2(T),LSCO isin

the non-superconducting state and the m agnetic


 ux isfreeto enterthe crystalhom ogeneously.

2.Between H c2(T)and H F O T (T)(H irr(T))them ag-

netic 
 ux is partially expelled from the supercon-

ductor.Them agnetic� eld ispresentin thesam ple

in the form of vortices which are in a reversible

regim e. In this region the vortices are therm ally

activated and highly dynam ic.

3.Below H F O T (T) (H irr(T)) the vortices are in an

irreversibleregim e,ascan beseen by thedi� erence

in theFC/ZFC dataorin thehysteresisloops.Here

thevorticesarefrozen in a lattice(VL),which can

be directly observed in SANS experim ents12,13,14.

4.Below H p(T)(ideally H c1(T))the system isin the

M eissnerstate and the 
 ux iscom pletely expelled

from the bulk ofthe sam ple.

Indeed we can roughly understand ourresultsin LSCO

within thisdescription,even though wehavesom eaddi-

tionallinesin the phase diagram (e.g. H sp and H fluct).

The� rstobservation isthatthem agneticphasediagram s

ofO D and UD LSCO arequalitatively sim ilarbutquanti-

tatively very di� erent.In particularforthe UD sam ples

the reversible region is m uch larger than for O D ones,

whereasthesecond peak lineoccursatm uch lower� elds.

IV . D ISC U SSIO N

Before discussing the possible reasons for this strong

dopingdependenceofthephasediagram wewanttohave

a detailed look atthe singlelines.

W e start from the upper criticalline H c2(T),which is

not wellde� ned since 
 uctuations are very strong near

Tc2.Thisism orepronounced in theunderdoped regim e,

wherediam agnetic
 uctuationsarepresenteven attem -

peraturesTfluctm uchlargerthanTc.Thisanom alousbe-

haviorin the underdoped regim ehasalso been observed

in Nernst33,34,35 and scanning SQ UID m icroscopy36 ex-

perim ents and has been interpreted as being due to

vortex-likeexcitationsin thepseudogap region.Asacon-

sequence,H c2(T)asdeterm ined by extrapolation hasan

unphysicalpositiveslope.Inordertogetm orereasonable

uppercritical� eld lines,weused theLandau-O ttscaling

procedureform agnetization data30,taking thevaluesof
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H c2(0 K ) listed in Table I. The resulting H c2(T) lines

areplotted in Fig.4.

W eturn now to theFO T lineH F O T (T),which isusually

identi� ed with them elting line3,4,5,thatisthetransition

ofthe vortex-solid into a vortex-liquid,in which the VL

losesitsshearm odulus.Thetem peraturedependenceof

H F O T (T)ispredicted by the m elting theory to be
3,4,5:

H m elt(T)= H m �

�

1�
T

Tc

� m

(1)

The prefactor is known to depend alm ost only on the

anisotropy of the system . In fact, considering H m �


�2
T
�2
c �

�4

ab
(�ab isthe in-plane penetration depth)and

the fact that T �2
c �

�4

ab
is alm ost constant39,one obtains

H m � 

�2 . Fitting our data by this m odelis not sat-

isfactory,since we obtain a huge doping dependence of

theexponentm and theprefactorH m doesn’tfollow the

expected 
 dependence (see Table I). M oreover,in all

SANS experim ents on HTSC13,40,41 the ring-like inten-

sity expected between H F O T and H c2 for a liquid of

straight vortices42 has never been observed. A m ore

precise m elting theory, still based on the Lindem ann

criterion43,predictsa m orecom plicated tem peraturede-

pendence ofthe m elting line3:

H m elt(T)=
4c4LH c2(0)

B

G
(Tc
T
� 1)2

�

1+

q

1+ 4c4
L
B

G
(Tc
T
� 1)Tc

T

� 2
(2)

where G = 1

2
(


kB Tc

(4�=�0)H
2

c
(0)�3

ab
(0)
)2 is the G inzburg num -

ber(�0 istheperm eability offreespace,kB istheBoltz-

m ann’sconstant,H c isthetherm odynam iccritical� eld,

and �ab isthe in-plane coherencelength),B� 5.6 and cL

is the Lindem ann num ber. However,even this form ula

doesn’tdescribeourdataverywell,sincethe� tted curves

are unsatisfactory (see forexam ple Fig.4c forUD-29K ),

cL is doping dependent and in som e cases higher than

the expected values(cL � 0.1-0.2).
An alternativem odeltothem eltingtransition isgiven by

thesublim ation theory1,2,based on thestronganisotropy

originating from the layered structure intrinsic to all

HTSC.W ithin thisscenario the m elting isaccom panied

by the sim ultaneous decoupling ofthe vortex lines into

2D pancakevortices(vortex gas).Thephenom enological

scaling law which appliesto allHTSC isgiven by:

H subl(T)[O e]= 2:85� 

�2
s
�1

�
Tc

T
� 1

�

(3)

where s is the distance between the C uO 2 layers

(6.6� 10�8 cm in LSCO ).This form ula has been used in

order to explain the FO T transition and nicely � ts our

data.
 isthe only free param eter,and the � tted values

are in good agreem entwith the m easured values ofthe

anisotropy (seeTableI).

Itrem ainsto discussthesecond peak lineH sp(T)which

has been explained on the basis ofthe therm aldecou-

pling theory45,46,47, which predicts the suppression of

TABLE I:Characteristic param etersforLSCO asa function

ofthe Sr concentration x. The values ofthe upper critical

�eld H c2(0 K )
6
,ofthe penetration depth �ab

37
,and ofthe

anisotropy 

2,38,44

havebeen extrapolated from experim ental

valuesfound in theliterature.H m and m havebeen obtained

by �ttingthedataby Eq.(1),theLindem ann num bercL using

Eq.(2).
subl and 
dec aretheanisotropiesobtained by �tting

ourdata using thesublim ation,respectively decoupling m od-

els. Finally,the exponentn hasbeen obtained by �tting the

data with Eq.(5).

LSCO O D -31K O D -36K UD -29K UD -19K

x 0.20 0.17 0.10 0.075

Tc 31.5 K 36.2 K 29.2 K 19 K

�T c 2.8 K 1.5 K 1.3 K 3.8 K

H c2(0 K ) � 45 T � 60 T � 45 T � 35 T

�ab 1970 �A � 2400 �A 2800 �A � 3000 �A


 20(2) 20(2) 45(5) 60(5)

H m 30 T 28 T 15 T 15 T

m 1.7 1.8 3.3 6.1

cL 0.28 0.29 0.20 0.16


subl 20 22 47 64


dec 12 13 40 85

n 2.3 2.1 2.1 2.5

long-rangeorderin thedirection oftheapplied � eld due

to therm al
 uctuations. The expected tem perature de-

pendence is47

H dec(T)= H
� �

�
Tc

T
� 1

�

(4)

with H
� = �3

0=(16�
3
ekB �0s


2
Tc�ab(0)

2), where �0 is

the
 ux quantum and e� 2.718 isthe exponentialnum -

ber.Thisfunction doesn’t� twellourdata,asshown in

Fig.4b for O D-36K .M oreover,the estim ated values for


,obtained by substituting the known values ofs, Tc
and �ab(0)in the theoreticalexpression for B �,are not

satisfactorycom paredtotheexperim entalvalues(seeTa-

ble I). M oreoverrecentSANS m easurem ents13 indicate

thatthedi� raction signalfrom thevortex latticepersists

up to H F O T (T) and therefore discredit the decoupling

theory. The origin ofthe second peak is m ost proba-

bly to be found in som e change of the pinning m ech-

anism . It has been often suggested that this feature is

related tothetransition toam oredisordered vortexglass

phase9,10,and very recent experim entalresults con� rm

thisinterpretation11,15. O urexperim entaldata are bet-

ter� tted by a powerlaw48

H sp(T)= H 0 �

�

1�
T

Tc

� n

(5)

ascan beseen in Fig.4 and Fig.5.Thevalueoftheexpo-

nentisclose to n= 2 in allsam ples(see Fig.5 and Table

I). Interestingly,the value ofH 0 seem s to be propor-

tionalto 

�3 , even though (up to our knowledge) no
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4

6

10
3

2

4

6
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4

2
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p
⋅ γ
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 OD-36K (γ=22)
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FIG . 5: Tem perature dependence of H sp � 

3
plotted in a

double logarithm ic scale. Allthe data m easured in sam ples

with di�erentdopinglevelscollapseon onelinewith slope� 2.

This indicates that the power law (Eq.(5)) has an exponent

n � 2 and H 0 / 

� 3
.W e have used the valuesof
 obtained

by �tting ourdata using Eq.(3)(
subl in Table I).

theory predicts such a 
 dependence. However,a large

anisotropy naturally rendersthevortex system m oresus-

ceptible to disorder. The observed anisotropy depen-

dence of H sp(T) is therefore in qualitative agreem ent

with a scenario where the second peak line isrelated to

a � eld-induced vortex glasstransition.

V . C O N C LU SIO N

A � rstlook atthe m agnetic phase diagram sshown in

Fig.4 could indicate thatthe vortex m atter in LSCO is

strongly doping dependent. This is true from a quanti-

tativepointofview,butqualitatively allsam plesdisplay

the sam e transitions (second peak,irreversibility,FO T

and upper criticallines). The quantitative doping de-

pendence ofthe m agnetic phase diagram can m ainly be

explained by the di� erent degree ofanisotropy: Hsp is

found to be proportionalto 
�3 and H F O T to 
�2 .The

interpretation ofthe second peak in LSCO is stillcon-

troversialbut our data seem to favor the vortex glass

scenario,whereastheFO T lineisconsistentto thesubli-

m ation theory ratherthan to the m elting theory.M ore-

over,strong superconducting 
 uctuationsaboveTc have

been observein the underdoped regim e.
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