arXiv:.cond-mat/0412471v1 [cond-mat.supr-con] 17 Dec 2004

D oping dependence of the vortex glass and sublin ation transitions in the high-T.
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R. Gilardi, S. Streule, and J. M esot
Laboratory for Neutron Scattering; ETH Zurich and P SI Villigen; CH 5232 V illigen P SI; Switzerland

N.Momono, and M . Oda
D epartem ent of P hysics; Hokkaido University; Sapporo 060-0810 Japan
D ated: April 14, 2024)

M agnetization and ac-susceptibility m easurem ents are used to characterize the m ixed phase
of the high-tem perature cuprate superconductor La, xS CuO4 over a large range of doping

(0.075 X 020).

The rst order vortex lattice phase transition line Hror (T), the upper

critical eld H 2 (T ) and the second peak H s (T ) have been investigated up to high m agnetic elds
(8 Tesla applied perpendicular to the C uO , planes). O ur resuls reveal a strong doping dependence
of the m agnetic phase diagram , which can m ainly be explained by the increasing anisotropy w ith
underdoping. W ithin our interpretation, the rst order vortex lattice phase transition is due to the
sublin ation (rather than m elting) of the vortex lattice into a gas of pancake vortices, w hereas the
second peak is related to the transition to a m ore disordered vortex glass state.

PACS numbers: 7425Ha, 7425Q0t,74250p, 74.72Dn

I. NTRODUCTION

D espite belonging to the fam ily of the st high-T.
superconductor HT SC) to be discovered, the m agnetic
phasediagram ofla,; x S,CuO 4 (LSCO ) hasnotbeen as
Intensively investigated as that of other cuprates such as
YBa,Cus0yx (YBCO) and BLSrCaCu,0grx BSCCO).
The LSCO compound has a relative am all value of T
(38 5K atoptin aldoping),but isofhigh interest because
it Isthe gap between rather 3D system ssuch asYBCO
and highly anisotropic 2D system s such asBSCCO .The
anisotropy factor 2 can be de ned as the ratio between
the out-ofplane and the in-plane resighive com ponents
( o= ap) Mmeasured in the nom alstate? . An additional
advantage of LSCO is that depends on the Sr content
x and allow s a study ofthe m agnetic phase diagram over
a w ide range of anisotropy (200 < 2 < 4000) which lies
inbetween the values or YBCO (25 < 2 < 100) and
BSCCO (3000 < 2 < 30000).

T he m agnetic phase diagram of HT SC cuprates is dom —
nated by the m ixed phase (the lower critical eld
Hea (O K) is about 10 2 T whereas the upper critical
eld He, 0 K) is ofthe order of 10 T ), where them ag—
netic ux can penetrate into the sample In the form of
quantized ux-lines (vortices). Due to the anisotropy
and themm al uctuations one observes a num ber of vortex
phases, which have been the sub #ct of extended experi-
m entaland theoretical research in the last two decades.
In LSCO one can distinguish between a  rst order transi-
tion CE‘OT),]I:insHFOT (T ),wl'll,igq hasbeen attributed to
them elting??® or sublin ationd? ofthe vortex Jattice into
avortex uid, and the irreversbility line Hiyy (IJ: v W here
reversible m agnetization and resistivity appear!?f. An—
other Interesting feature is the socalled shtail e ect,
that is an anom alous second peak In the m agnetiza—
tion loops. The origin of the second peak line H 4, (T)
is controversial, and has been attrbuted to m echanian s

varying from dim ensjonalcrossoven-l], collective pjnnjng:i',
crossover between di ergnt pinning phases, crossover to
a disordered vortex glas<®292%, etc.

Only recently the vortex lattice (VL) has been directly
observed In overdoped LSCO by means of small an-
gk neutron scattering (SAN S), revealing a e]d.—jlnduoed
transition from hexagonal to square symm etry'.lz.'iﬁ and
thevanishing ofthe VL signalat tem peratureswellbelow
To,%4. In the underdoped regin e of LSCO , on the other
hand, a m ore disordered vortex glass has been observed
by means of muon spin rotation ( SR) experin entdd.
Interestingly, recent inelastic neutron scattering (INS)
experim ents Indicate a possible interplay between the
vortex and copper-spin degrees of freedom . In opti-
mally doped LSCO, sub-gap soin excitations induced
by a magnetic gld of 7.5 Tesh have been cbserved at
bw—tanperamres'lq. M oreover, the spin gap was found
to close,at the irreversibility tem perature rather than
In underdoped LSCO, eld-induced static
ncom m ensurate m agnetic peaks have been observed!d,
and it has been suggested that these eld-induced m ag—
netic signals arise from antiferrom agnetic orgey in the
vortex cores and In the surrounding region€ 42424, En-
hanced antiferrom agnetic spin correlations in the vor-
tex core raon have been indeed observed in NM R
experin ent£423.

In order to understand these experin ents perform ed In
the presence of an externalm agnetic eld, it is crucialto
have a good know ledge ofthe rich and com plicated m ag—
netic phase diagram of HTSC . W e w ill present here a
detailed study ofthe doping dependence of the m agnetic
phase diagram in LSCO single crystals from a m acro-—
scopic point of view .
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II. EXPERIM ENTAL

T he m agnetic phase diagram of LSCO has been In-
vestigated by means of magnetization M ) and ac-
susceptbility ( ) measurements. We used a Quan-—
tum D esign Physical P roperties M easurem ents System
PPMS) up to eldsof8 T applied approxin ately per-
pendicularto the CuO , planes. Theangle between the

eld direction and the caxis of the sam ples was always
an aller than 10 degrees. This precision is good enough
for the present study, since the critical lines (e€g. m elt—
Ing line H, , upper critical eld H.,) are known to be
only slightly a ected by snall anglks (9. Hy (-),-
Huo (= 0)=cos( ),He () He( = 0)=cos( )Eded.
Four high quality LSCO singl crystals wih di erent
doping levels have been m easured. D etails of the sam ple
growth can be fund elsswherd??. The samples are la-
beled by the doping region (OD foroverdoped and UD for
underdoped) together w ith their T., de ned by °(T.) =
2 %0 K).The width of the superconducting transition

T. hasbeen determ ined by the 10% 90% criterion. OD —
31K isa highly overdoped x=020,T.=315K, T.=28
K) 51l mgcrystal. OD 36K is slightly overdoped (x=0.17,
T=362K, T.=15K) and Jsaport;on.ofthe crystal
used HrourSANS and IN S experin ent<42% . W hilem ost
of the m easurem ents on the OD 36K sam ple have been
perform ed on a 293 m g cylindrical crystal, for zero— eld
cooled m agnetization m easurem ents the crystalhasbeen
cut to a 84 m g plate-like shape w ith the caxis parallel
to the largest face, In order to reduce the diam agnetic
signal. UD 29K is an underdoped x=0.10, T.=292 K,

T.=13K) 37 mgplatelke crystalw ith the caxispar-
allel to the largest face, which hgasbeen cut from a larger
crystalused n SR experin entdd. Finally, UD 19K isa
highly underdoped (x=0.075, Tc=19K, T.=38K) 52
m g plate-like crystalw ih the caxis perpendicular to the
largest face.

III. RESULTS

W e start w ith the com plex acsusceptbiliy = %1 @
The samples are placed In an extermal m agnetic eld
Hext = Hge + Hac cos (Lct), with H,.=10 Oe and
'2c= 10Hz, 0T Hg 8T.A sstof eld-coold FC)
tem perature scans (T) for the four LSCO samples in
di erentmagnetic elds is shown in chrg:.l, w ith the real
part °and in agihary part © plotted separately. Tn all
sam ples the peak in  © shifts toward Jow tem peratures
and sharpens w ith increasing m agnetic eld. However,
the m agnitude of the shift is strongly doping dependent:
forUD-19K amagnetic eld of 6 T is su cient to shift
thepeak by 085 T, wheresasforOD 31K the shift caused
bya edof8T isonly 045 I The detailed eld depen-
dence w illbe discussed in Section -IV- In Fjgd a represen—
tative curve (T) measured at Hg3=3 T for UD 29K is
plotted together w ith m agnetization curvesM (T ). One
can notice that there is no di erence between the zero—
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FIG.1l: Real and in aghary part of the acsusceptibility

(T) orOD31K,0D 36K, UD 29K and UD -19K m easured
at di erentm agnetic eldsbetween 0 T and 8 T . The peak In

®(T) rapidly shifts toward lower tem peratures w ith increas-
ing ed.

eld cooled (ZFC) and the FC (T ) data, whereas FC
and ZFC M (T') curves separate below the irreversibility
tem perature Tiy, . Slightly above Ty, there isa jump in
them agnetization,,indicating the presence ofa  rst order
transition FO T )22 . Sin ilar data have been cbtained for
the other sam ples and for other values ofH 4-. The jum p
ism ore pronounced at high m agnetic elds, and in UD —
19K only a broad anom aly could be cbserved (to note
is that in this sam pl the Joss peaks In ©(T) are very
broad, aswell).
The experim ental Ti,, is often obtained from the loss
peak n  @(T),which is directly related to the m axin um
sbpe n  °(T')2%. However, in our case, Ti, obtained
by acsusceptibility m easurem ents is slightly higher than
the "real" Ti,r, and is concom tant to the jimp n M (T)
at Tror . The irreversbility line and the FOT line are
found to be close to each other in allthe sam ples, and are
therefore strongly related to each other. In the follow ing
wew illoconsider only the FO T line in the phase diagram .

M (T ) data provide additional inform ation about the vor-
tex behavior. In the reversble region above T;y, a clear
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FIG .2: a)RealandDb) in agihary part ofthe acsusceptibility

(T) ofUD29K 1n an extemal eld of 3 T.Tror is deter
m ined by the peak position in ®(r), which corresponds to
the m aximum slope in °%T). oo M agnetization data m ea—
sured at H 4.=3 T, after subtraction of a linear background
taken in the nom alstate. Below Tirr the FC and ZFC M (T)
curves separate, whereas at Tror a jump is observed. Tc;
is estin ated by extrapolation (see text). Trwer is de ned as
the tem perature where the data deviates from the horizontal
nom al state line.

diam agnetic signal is present up to tem peratures larger
than T.. This region is characterized by strong uctu-—
ations and there is no well de ned upper critical tem —
perature T, . T he tam perature Try e, at which diam ag-
netic (superconducting) uctuationsappear, hasbeen de—
ned as the tem perature w here the data begin to deviate
from the horizontal nom al state line (see Fjg}_Z:c) . The
sin plest way to estim ate T, is to use the extrapolation
m ethod based on the linear Abrkosov omul?4. The
transition tem perature T, is derived from the intersec—
tion of a linear t wih the nom alstate horizontal line,
as shown in Fjg.'_Zc. Tt was shown that this procedure is
not totally correct forH T SC, w here the Abrikosov linear
region is Iim ited to a am glltem perature range because of
the rounding close to T,2424. Ideed in the underdoped
regin e, where uctuations are larger, using extrapola—
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FIG .3: ZFC isothermm ic m agnetization curves for a) O D 31K

and b) UD 29K .For OD 31K, H, and H s, have been deter-
m ined as indicated by the arrows. For UD 29K, only H sp

could be observed. T he insets show fiill hysteresis loops w ith
Hivrr.

tion we get unphysical values for the upper critical eld
(positive slope of H ; (T'), see Sec. 'IV)) . Howgever, treat—
Ing the data as proposed by Landau and O 24 one gets

m ore reasonable upper critical lines for all the sam ples

(se Figd).

W e also perform ed isotherm ic ZFC M (H ) m easurem ents

at di erent tem peratures (see Fjg-'_.:%). In the OD sam -
pls we could cbserve two peaks In the M H ) curves

(see FigBa or OD 31K ). The rst minina H, in the

OD samples_is known to be related to surfaced and/or
geom etricaB? barriers. Due to these barriers the eld
doesn’t penetrate the bulk at the lower critical eld He;

but only at an higher eld H,. The second (and largest)

mininaH ¢ (second peak) is related to som e q;q—lp,jnnjng
m echanism , although its origh is controversial®249 | m

UD sam ples only one peak could be observed. W e argue

that this is actually the second peak H g, . T he penetra—
tion eld Hp, is most probably hidden, due to the low
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FIG . 4: M agnetic phase diagram of the four LSCO sam ples
(OD-31K,0D 36K ,UD 29K ,UD -19K ) show Ing the tem per-
ature dependencies of the second peak eld H ¢, (T), theFOT
line Hro (T), the upper critical eld H . (T) (detem ined
by extrapolation and by the scaling procedure), and the eld
H et (T) where diam agnetic uctuations set in. In a)-d) the
second peak line has been tted by the power law CEq.(E)),
w hereas the' lFOT line has been tted by the sublimn ation
model Eqg.@)). In b) we have attem pteld to t the second
peak line by the decoupling theory CEq'.@)), whiltinc)a t
ofthe FOT to the m elting theory (Eq.(_i)) is also shown.

valie of H ip . This interpretation is supported by the
fact thateven in the OD samples it isdi cult to identify
H, at high tem peratures close to T. wWhere H , occurs
at low elds).M oreover, very accurate SQU ID m easure—
ments on UD 29K clearly showed the presence of two
m inina atH , and H ¢, even in the underdoped regin el4.

W e also perform edrsom e full hysteresis loops, as shown
In the insets ofF jgt_IJ. . The ascending and the descending
branchesm ect at H ;,,, whose values are consistent w ith
those ocbtained by FCZFC M (T ) curves.

In order to facilitate the analysis and discussion of the
experin ental results, the characteristic elds He (T),
Hemet T), Hror (T) and H g (T)) of the four sam ples
have been plotted in the H vs T phase diagram s shown
n Fjg;ff. T hem agnetic phase diagram ofLSCO isusually
divided in ourm ain phases:

1.ADbove the upper critical eld He, (T), LSCO isin
the non-superconducting state and the m agnetic
ux is free to enter the crystalhom ogeneously.

2.BetweenHx (T)and Hror (T) H irr (T)) them ag-
netic ux is partially expelled from the supercon—
ductor. Them agnetic eld ispresent In the sam ple
In the form of vortices which are In a reversbl
regin e. In this region the vortices are them ally
activated and highly dynam ic.

3.Below Hypgor (T) #H irr (T)) the vortices are In an
irreversible regin e, as can be seen by the di erence
n theFC /ZFC data or in the hysteresis loops. Here
the vortices are frozen in a lattice VL), which can
be directly cbserved in SAN S experin entdl34314,

4.Below H, (T) (deally H; (T)) the system is In the
M eissner state and the ux is com pletely expelled
from the bulk of the sam ple.

Indeed we can roughly understand our results in LSCO

w ithin this description, even though we have som e addi-
tional Iines in the phase diagram (eg. Hsp and H rice) -
The rstobservation isthatthem agnetic phase diagram s
0ofOD and UD LSCO arequalitatively sim ilarbut quanti-
tatively very di erent. In particular for the UD sam ples
the reversble region is much larger than for OD ones,

w hereas the second peak line occursatmuch lower elds.

IV. DISCUSSION

Before discussing the possble reasons for this strong
doping dependence of the phase diagram wew ant to have
a detailed ook at the single lines.

W e start from the upper critical line H o, (T ), which is
not wellde ned since uctuations are very strong near
Tz . This ism ore pronounced in the underdoped regin e,
where diam agnetic uctuations are present even at tem —
peratures T¢y, ot m uch lJargerthan T.. Thisanom alousbe-
havior in the-ynderdoped regin e has also been ocbgerved
in Nemst®3£42% and scanning SQU D m icroscopy®d ex—
perin ents and has been interpreted as being due to
vortex-like excitations in the pseudogap region. A sa con—
sequence, H o, (T) as detem ined by extrapolation has an
unphysicalpositive slope. In orderto getm ore reasonable
upper critical eld lines, we used,the Landau-O tt scaling
procedure or m agnetization data®! , taking the values of



He (0 K) listed in Table I. The resulting Hp (T) lines
are plotted In Fjg.fJ:.

W etum now tothe FO T line Himorr (T ), which isusually
denti ed with the m elting 1in@?®, that is the transition
of the vortex-solid into a vortex-liquid, In which the VL
loses its shearm odulus. T he tem perature dependengg, of
Hror (T) is predicted by the m elting theory to bel#2

m

HpexT)=Hmn 1 @)

T
Tc
T he prefactor is known to depend alm ost only on the
anisotropy of the system . In fact, considering H

2.2 ! ( . is the n-plane penetration depth) and
the fact that T2 aé is alm ost constant®?, one obtains
Hn 2 . Fitting our data by this m odel is not sat—
isfactory, since we obtain a huge doping dependence of
the exponentm and the prefactorH,, doesn’t ollow the
expected  dependence (see .T.ab]g.i_:l) . M oreover, In all
SANS experin ents on HT SC13444) the ring-like inten—
sity expected between Hror and H., for a liquid of
straight vorticed®? has never been cbserved. A more
precise meling theory, still based on the Lindem ann
cr:irer:lonﬂ, predicts a m ore gpm plicated tem perature de-
pendence of the m elting Ine :

AGHo 0% EF  1)7?
q 2
1+ 1+4c2FE DF

T

Hyper(T)=

2)

e )?
(4 = )HZ(0) 2 O
ber ( ¢ isthe pem eability of free space, kg isthe Boltz—
m ann’s constant, H . is the them odynam ic critical eld,
and ., is the inplane coherence length), B 5.6 and ¢,
is the Lindem ann num ber. However, even this form ula
doesn’t describe ourdata very well, shcethe tted curves
are unsatisfactory (see for exam ple Fjg:ffc forUD 2% ),
¢, is doping dependent and in som e cases higher than

the expected values (¢ 01-02).

An altemativem odeltg them elting transition is given by
the sublin ation theory®®, based on the strong anisotropy
origihating from the layered structure intrinsic to all
HTSC .W ihin this scenario the m elting is accom panied
by the sin ultaneous decoupling of the vortex lines into
2D pancake vortices (vortex gas). T he phenom enological
scaling Jaw which appliesto allHT SC is given by:

where G = is the G mnzburg num —

T
Hompm (T)Del= 285 “*s! T 1 3)

where s is the distance between the CuO, layers

(6.6 10° am i LSCO).This ormula has been used in

order to explain the FOT transition and nicely ts our
data. isthe only free param eter, and the tted values
are in good agreem ent w ith the m easured values of the

anisotropy (see Tablk ).

It rem ains to discuss the second peak line H ¢, (T) which

has been explaingd on the basis of the them al decou—
pling theory?349%7, which predicts the suppression of

TABLE I:Characteristic param eters for LSCO as a function
of the Sr concentration x. The values of the,gypper critical

eld H <2 (0 &)t , of the penetration depth ab'z', and of the
anisotropy RELED have been extrapolated from experin ental
valies found in the literature. H, and m have been cbtained
by :ct:'ng the data by Eq.(:L:), the Lindem ann num berc;, using
Eq.(_zl) . suprand gec are the anisotropies obtained by tting
our data using the sublin ation, respectively decoupling m od—
els. Finally, th'eI exponent n has been obtained by tting the
data wih Eq.£).

LSCO 0D 31K 0D 36K UD 29K UD -19K
X 020 0.17 0.10 0.075
Tc 315K 362 K 292 K 19K
T ¢ 28K 15K 13K 38K

H. (0K) 45T 60 T 45T 35T
ab 1970 A 2400 A 2800 A 3000 A
20(2) 20(2) 45(5) 60 (5)
Hp 30T 28 T 15T 15T
m 1.7 18 33 6.1
e 028 029 020 0.16
subl 20 22 47 64
dec 12 13 40 85
n 23 21 21 25

Iong-range order in the direction ofthe applied eld due
to them al, ~uctuations. The expected tem perature de—
pendence i

H

Hgec(T)=H = 1 @)
T
with H = 3=(@6 3ekg (s ?T. ap(0)?), where o is
the ux quantum and e 2.718 isthe exponentialnum —
ber. This function doesn’t twellour data, as shown in
Figdb for 0D -36K . M oreover, the estin ated values for
, obtained by substituting the known values of s, T.
and 4, (0) in the theoretical expression for B , are not
satisfactory com pared to the experin entalvaljes (see Ta—
ble T). M oreover recent SAN S m easurem entstd indicate
that the di raction signal from the vortex lattice persists
up to Hror (T) and therefore discredit the decoupling
theory. The origin of the second peak is m ost proba—
bl to be found in som e change of the pinning m ech—
anisn . It has been often suggested that this feature is
related,to the transition to a m ore disordered vortex glass
phasat'f'iq, and very- recent experin ental results con m
this interpretation®329. pur experin ental data are bet—
ter tted by a power law?

n

T
1 — ©)

H )=H
sp(T 0 Tc

ascan be seen in Fjg:_4 and Fjg:f). T he value of the expo—
nent is close to n=2 In all sam ples (see Fjgg and Tablk
:_i) . Interestingly, the value of H( seem s to be propor-
tional to 3, even though (up to our know ledge) no
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FIG . 5: Temperature dependence of H ¢ 3 ptted In a
double logarithm ic scale. A 1l the data m easured In sam ples
w ith di erent doping levels collapse on one linew ith slope 2.
T his indicates that the power law (Eq.@)) has an exponent
n 2andH, / S We hav;e used the values of obtained
by tting our data using Eq.(@') ( sup1 In Table ).

theory predicts such a  dependence. However, a large
anisotropy naturally renders the vortex system m ore sus—
ceptible to disorder. The observed anisotropy depen-—

dence of H o (T) is therefore in qualitative agreem ent
w ith a scenario where the second peak line is related to
a eld-induced vortex glass transition.

V. CONCLUSION

A rst ook at the m agnetic phase diagram s shown In
Fjg:fl could indicate that the vortex m atter in LSCO is
strongly doping dependent. This is true from a quanti-
tative point of view , but qualitatively all sam ples display
the sam e transitions (second peak, irreversbiliy, FO T
and upper critical lines). The quantitative doping de—
pendence of the m agnetic phase diagram can m ainly be
explained by the di erent degree of anisotropy: Hg, is
und to be proportionalto > andHpor to 2 .The
Interpretation of the second peak in LSCO is still con—
troversial but our data seem to favor the vortex glass
scenario, whereasthe FO T line is consistent to the subli-
m ation theory rather than to the m elting theory. M ore—
over, strong superconducting uctuations above T. have
been observe In the underdoped regim e.
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