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U niversallinear relations betw een susceptibility and T
c
in cuprates
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(D ated:April14,2024)

W e developed an experim entalm ethod for m easuring the intrinsic susceptibility � ofpowder of

cuprate superconductors in the zero �eld lim it using a D C-m agnetom eter. The m ethod is tested

with lead spheres.Using thism ethod wedeterm ine� fora num berofcupratefam iliesasa function

ofdoping. A universallinear (and not proportionality) relation between Tc and � is found. W e

suggestpossible explanationsforthisphenom enon.

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

Am ong the basic propertiesofa superconductorisits

ability to expela m agnetic� eld,i.e.theM eissnere� ect.

In allthem etallicsuperconductorsthediam agnetice� ect

is com plete,and below Tc,the susceptibility,�,equals

� 1. In the cuprates high tem perature superconductors

(HTSC) the situation is far from being so sim ple,and

thereisgrowing evidenceofsam plesshowing incom plete

M eissner e� ect and even param agnetic M eissner e� ect

[1].Atthesam etim ethereisan accum ulation ofresults

showing thatthe superconducting ground state in these

m aterialsisinhom ogeneous[2]. Therefore,itispossible

thatthepartialM eissnere� ect(� < � 1)in thecuprates

isan intrinsic property.Thispossibility m otivated usto

perform a com prehensive study ofDC-susceptibility in

cuprates.W e look forcorrelationsbetween Tc and �,in

di� erentHTSC fam ilies,and variousdoping.

It is im portant to m ention that Panagopolous et al.

m easured the AC susceptibility ofLa2� ySry CuO 4 and

HgBa2CuO 4+ � fam ilies[3].However,theywerenotinter-

ested in com paring the absolute value of� between the

fam ilies and concentrated only on com paring the tem -

perature dependence ofthe penetration depth between

� and �SR m easurem ents,which resulted in very good

agreem ent.

Thedi� culty ofdeterm ining theabsolutevalueof� is

caused by thegranularnatureofthe cuprates,and their

ability to pin 
 ux very easily. Consequently,the m ag-

netization in these sam ples depends very m uch on the

m easurem ent procedure. For exam ple, cooling a sam -

ple in a � eld,orcooling in zero � eld and then applying

the� eld,willresultin a di� erentm agnetization.O n the

otherhand,the intrinsic susceptibility ofa sam ple m ust

be wellde� ned and one should be able to com pare dif-

ferentsam ples.

Therefore,we � rstdevelop the condition underwhich

the m easurem ents lead to the intrinsic susceptibility of

the cuprates. The developm ent of these conditions is

based on experience gained while trying to m easure the

m agnetization ofa bundle oflead spheres. Second,we

look forcorrelation between Tc and �,in di� erentHTSC

fam ilieswith variousdoping.O urm ajor� nding isa uni-

versallinearrelation between Tc and �.

O ur � m easurem ents are done on a set of

HTSC fam ilies, which are di� erent in m any senses.

The di� erent fam ilies are La2� ySryCuO 4 (LSCO ),

YBa2Cu3O y (YBCO ) and its less known \cousin"

(CaxLa1� x)(Ba1:75� xLa0:25+ x)Cu3O y (CLBLCO ) sys-

tem with 4di� erentvaluesofx.TheCLBLCO [4]system

in particularis idealfor our study due to severalinter-

esting properties. Each value ofx generatesthe fullsu-

perconductivity dom efrom theunder-doped to theover-

doped,and them axim um Tc isx dependent.Thus,each

x can beconsidered asa superconducting fam ily.Forall

values ofx and y CLBLCO is tetragonal,so there are

no structuraltransform ationsthatcan causea changein

the volum eofthe unitcell.

II. SA M P LE P R EPA R A T IO N

Ceram icsam plesofLSCO ,YBCO and CLBLCO were

m ade by solid-state reaction. For LSCO ,stoichiom et-

ric am ountsofLa2O 3,SrCO 3 and CuO were m ixed and

ground using a ballm ill. The m ixtureswere � red in air

for 1-2 days;this was repeated three tim es. After pel-

leting,the sam ples were sintered in O 2 for about 64h.

The sintering tem perature varied between 1100oC and

1175oC,dependingon theSrlevel;then thesam pleswere

cooled to room tem peratureata rateof10o/h.

ForYBCO ,thestarting m aterialswereY 2O 3,BaCO 3

and CuO .The m ixture was � red in air at 910oC,then

pelletized and � red again at 930oC;the last step was

then repeated. W e also prepared pellets using YBCO

that was supplied by PRAXAIR.This sam ple is m ade

by com bustion spray pyrolysis;thegrains’averagesizeis

3.9 �m .Thepelletsofthetwo kindsofYBCO werethen

sintered in O 2 for60h at970
oC,cooled ata rateof10o/h

down to 510 oC,and at a rate of5o/h to 410oC.The

sam pleswere keptat410oC for5 daysand then cooled

down to room tem peratureata rateof10o/h.

Theresultspresented in thispaperforYBCO arefrom

thetwo typesofsam ples.No di� erencecan bedetected,

m eaning thatthe resultsare notsensitive to the prepa-

ration m ethod ofthe sam ples.

Thesam plesoxygen level,y,wasthen reduced by bak-

ingthesam plein O 2 and quenchingthesam plesin liquid

nitrogen. For very underdoped sam ples the reduction

was done in nitrogen atm osphere. The reduction tem -

peraturesare listed in table II. The preparation ofthe

CLBLCO sam plesisdescribed elsewhere[4].

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0504293v1


2

Tc y Tr atm osphere M aterial

92(1)K 6:983 PRAXAIR

86:7(2)K 6:855 530
o

C O 2 Technion

56:7(2)K 6:549 740
o

C O 2 Technion

50:5(2)K 6:489 810
o

C O 2 Technion

40(2)K 6.399 840
o

C O 2 PRAXAIR

20(2)K 6.3 580
o

C N 2 PRAXAIR

TABLE I:Sum m ary ofallthe YBCO sam ples and the pa-

ram etervaluesused in theirpreparation.Tr isthe reduction

tem perature.
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FIG . 1: (Color online) The phase D iagram of CLBLCO ,

LSCO ,and YBCO afterconversion ofchem icaldopingtohole

doping p using Eq.1.

Theoxygen levelofallthesam pleswasdeterm ined by

iodom etrictitration.In theLSCO sam plesthedeviation

ofthe O xygen levelfrom 4 islessthan 0.005.

TheTc ofallthe sam plesisdeterm ined using resistiv-

ity m easurem ents. In orderto com pare allthe sam ples,

and to overcom e the nontrivialproblem ofthe relation

between the chem icaldoping and p,we plotin Fig.1 a

uni� ed phase diagram using the Presland etal. form ula

[5]

Tc=Tc;m ax = 1� 82:6(p� 0:16)2 (1)

which relatesTc and the holesdensity p.

Scanning electron m icroscopy (SEM ) pictures show

thatthegrain sizesin ourYBCO ,and CLBLCO fordif-

ferent values ofx,are ofthe sam e order ofm agnitude,

and thatthegrainsareagglom eratesofcrystallinewhose

typicallength isl� 1� 10 �m .An exam plecan beseen

in Fig. 2. These propertiesensure thatthe dem agneti-

zation factorissim ilarforthe di� erentfam ilies.

FIG .2:SEM pictureofa CLBLCO sam ple with x = 0:4 and

y = 6:983

III. EX P ER IM EN TA L M ET H O D

The susceptibility m easurem ents were done using a

hom e built m agnetom eterbased on a prim ary coil,two

com pensating secondary coils,and an extraction m otor.

Som e results were veri� ed with Q D-SQ UID atBar-Ilan

University and with a Cryogenic S600 SQ UID m agne-

tom eterrecently installed in ourlab.Them easurem ents

weredonein � eld coolconditions(FC),nam ely,for� eld

changes the sam ple was warm ed above Tc and cooled

down in the new � eld. Since we use a superconducting

m agnetthereisalwaystrapped 
 ux in the m agnetlead-

ingto a constantshiftin the� eld values.Forthatreason

the m agnetization is m easured over a range ofpositive

and negative� elds.Thesusceptibility isde� ned by

� = lim
H ! 0

1

V

dm

dH
; (2)

wherem isthem agnetization obtained from theinduced

signalatthesecondary coils,H istheexternal� eld,and

V isobtained from m ass/density.The calibration ofthe

m agnetom eter is explained below. The de� nition ofV

requiresclari� cation.The problem in powdersam plesis

to achieveconditionswherethevolum eoutofwhich the

� eld isexpelled,Vsc,equalsV .Thezero� eld coolingcon-

dition (ZFC)could resultin ashieldingvolum eVsc which

isbiggerthan V becausein certain geom etriesJosephson

connectionscan lead to shielding currentsenclosing non-

superconducting regions in the sam ple. The � eld cool

conditions,on the otherhand,lead to the M eissnervol-

um e and could result in a Vsc which is sm aller than V

due to 
 ux pinning. Therefore,our� rst challenge is to

� nd the appropriate m easurem ent conditions,where V

obtained from m ass/density isexactly thevolum eoutof

which the � eld isexpelled forpowders.
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FIG .3:(Coloronline)Thevolum efraction f oflead,which is

the superconducting volum e obtained from � m easurem ents,

divided by the realvolum e taken from m ass/density, plot-

ted vs. the m ass ofsam ples. In the top axis we show also

the dim ensionality of the powder as the height it occupies

in the sam ple container divided by its diam eter. The solid

squaresrepresentsphere shaped grains and open circles rep-

resentpancake-shaped grains.In theinsetwe show the m ag-

netization curves for three characteristic cases described in

the text.

In order to gain experience we perform ed a prelim i-

nary experim ent with Pb spheres where the theoretical

� iswellknown since Pb isa type Isuperconductor,so

� isnegligible.W eused spherediam eterof0.5 m m ,and

assum ed that� isthesusceptibility ofa singlespherein-

cluding thedem agnetization factor(� 3=2)and obtained

Vsc = lim H ! 0
1

�

dm

dH
.W ecalibrated thesusceptom eterus-

ing afew spheresm ixed with sand sothatthey werevery

wellseparated from each other.Raw data arepresented

in theinsertofFig.3whereweshow curvesofM = m =V

vsH for3 sam ples: (I)the few Pb spheresm ixed with

sand (17:24m g);(II)alayerofPb spheres(55:81m g);and

(III)afullcontainerofPb spheres(634:5m g).In allcases

a linear� eld dependenceisobserved atlow � elds.In the

� rst and third cases we � nd the sam e slope at H ! 0,

butboth aredi� erentfrom thesecond case.Thism eans

thatisolated spheresand a fullcontainerofspheresgive

the sam eresult.

O ur� ndingsin term soff = Vsc=V aresum m arized in

Fig. 3,wheref isdepicted asafunction ofsam plem ass,

and asafunction ofheightofspheresin thecontainer(h)

over its diam eter (d),on the lower and upper abscissa,

respectively. Fora sm allnum berthe Pb spheres,which

form a 2D layeratthe bottom ofthe container(h=d <

1),we � nd f > 1. As the num ber ofspheres increases,

the volum e they occupy in the containerbecom es3D in

nature (h=d > 1),and f converges to 1. W e repeated

the experim ent with \pancake" shaped pieces of lead;

the resultsarequalitatively the sam e.Thisleadsto one
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FIG .4: (Color online) Field cooled m agnetization vs tem -

perature in a variety of�elds,in the sm all�eld lim it where

H � � 0=d
2
and d istypicalgrain size.

ofthe � ndings ofthis work. As long as FC conditions

prevailand we use large values of h=d, we can safely

assum e that Vsc = V . This m eans that the m agnetic

� eld wandersinside the sam ple,in between the di� erent

grains,and � llsallthe em pty spaces.

In the cuprates� ofcourse isunknown,yetitispos-

sible to check ifthe experim entalconditions developed

for Pb apply here as well. For this we determ ined the

m agnetization m in an FC procedure for various ap-

plied � elds. W e used � eldswhich are sm allenough that

even one 
 ux quanta �0 = 20 O e-�m 2 cannot pene-

trateourgrains(crosssection scaleA � 1�m2),nam ely,

H � �0=A = 20 O e. O ne such m easurem entis shown

in Fig. 4. M ostly data in the sub-O e � elds are com -

pletely presented.The m agnetization atthe lowesttem -

perature asa function of� eld isthen plotted in Fig. 5.

In this � gure a single line seem s to � t the entire � eld

range.However,when zoom ing in on the sub-O eregion,

which isshown in theinset,a globalshiftofthelinewith

respect to the � t is seen between negative and positive

� elds(dueto biascurrentsin thepowersupply).There-

fore,we � t m vs. H to two di� erent lines in a 10 O e

� eld range around zero m agnetization,and obtain the

susceptibility only from the averaged slope according to

Eq.2.However,outside this20 O e � eld rangea kink in

them agnetization appearswhich webelieveindicatesthe

� rstvortexthatentersintoagrain.Therefore,alldatain

ourexperim entwereacquired usingthis20O e� eld range

in stepsof1 O e.W eareawareofworksshowing a signif-

icantnon-linear� eld dependenceofthem agnetization in

singlecrystals,especially in very low � elds(m O e)[6,7].

However,we did notsee any deviation from linearity in

ourexperim entalconditionsoverthis20 O erange.

To dem onstrate that it is the intrinsic susceptibility

ofthe cuprates that we are m easuring,we present four
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FIG .5: (Color online) The zero tem perature m agnetization

aftera�eld cooled isplotted asafunction ofapplied �eld.The

�eld scaleisshifted dueto
uxtrapped in thesuperconducting

m agnet. Nevertheless,a straight line seem s to �t the data

well.O nly a zoom in thezero m agnetization region,depicted

in the inset,shows that the shift is notidenticalon the two

sidesofzero m agnetization.The susceptibility isdeterm ined

by �tting the data to two lines, on di�erent sides of zero

m agnetization,and taking the averaged slope.

tests. First, we perform ed the susceptibility m easure-

m entsasa function ofm assfora CLBLCO sam plewith

Tc = 42:3 K in a cylindricalsam pleholderof5 m m inner

diam eter. Again,large m ass m eans a 3D cylindric like

sam ple. In contrast the sam ple resem bles a disk when

the m assissm all.Ascan be seen in Fig.6,� decreases

with increasing m ass and saturates. Allour m easure-

m ents are therefore done with large m ass. Second,we

usea setofsieves,and dividethepowdergrainsinto two

groups:20�m < d < 40�m and d < 20�m whered isthe

characteristic size ofa grain. W e m easured � ofthese

two sam plesboth in FC and ZFC conditions,and there-

sultsareshown in Fig.7(a)and (b),respectively.There

ishardly any grain size dependence in the FC m easure-

m ents,especiallywhen com pared totheZFC experim ent.

Thisindicatesthatthegrain sizedoesnotplay a rolein

determ ining � aslong asweuse FC procedure.

Third,due to the com bination ofweak 
 ux pinning

(com pared to low Tc superconductors)and high tem per-

atures, the tim e dependence of the m agnetization can

be very com plex. O ur m ain interest here is to � nd the

optim alcoolingschem ein a� eld in ordertoobtain repro-

duciblem agnetization atbasetem peratures.W echecked

thesusceptibility ofa sam pleasa function ofthecooling

rate. W e found,in agreem ent with previous works [8],

thatin FC conditionsitisim portantto passthrough Tc
slowly. Therefore,in allour m easurem ents we coolthe

sam plesslowly enough so thatno di� erence in the m ea-

surem entsisobserved by cooling them even m oreslowly.
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FIG .6:(Coloronline)� vs.m assfora CLBLCO sam plewith

Tc = 42:3 K .
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FIG .7:(Coloronline)Them agnetization curvesfortwograin

sizesboth in (a)FC and (b)ZFC.(c)depictsm easurem ents

fortwo di�erentcooling rates.

This is dem onstrated in Fig. 7(c) where we show that

cooling attwo di� erentratesdoesnotvary ourresult.

As a � naltest we m easured the m agnetization of a

Tc � 40K LSCO sam ple,� rst in the form ofa sintered

pellet and then ofthe powder after pulverization. The

results are shown in Fig. 8. In the ZFC m easurem ents

there isa greatdi� erence between the m agnetization of

the pellet and ofthe powder. W hile forthe powder we

observed thelinearbehaviorwesaw before,forthepellet

we � nd a m ore com plex curve. Up to 20 G the calcu-

lated susceptibility is alm ost -1, indicating a shielding

supercurrentthatkeepsthe entire volum e ofthe sam ple
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FIG .8: (Color online) M agnetization m easurem ents in FC

and ZFC conditionsofa sintered pelletand powderobtained

by pulverizing the pellet.In FC conditionsthere isno di�er-

ence between the two sam ples.

free ofm agnetic 
 ux. Above this� eld the susceptibility

decreasesand reachesa valuesim ilarto thatofthepow-

der.The di� erence between the two sam plesisonly the

connection between the grains,those can be described

as Josephson junctions with som e average critical� eld,

H Jc1.Abovethis� eld the inter-grain linkscan notsup-

port the shielding current and 
 ux penetrates into the

space between the grains and we get localshielding of

the grainsasin the powder.

O n theotherhand,theFC m easurem entsgiveadi� er-

entpicture.Them agnetization islinearin all� elds,both

forthe pelletand forthe powder.Furtherm ore,the sus-

ceptibility is identicalfor both sam ples. This indicates

that the inter-grain links cannot support any M eissner

currentsatall.The� eld isnotexpelled from thevolum e

in between grainseven at� eldsbelow HJc1.

The di� erent behavior ofthe FC and ZFC m easure-

m ents in the pellet sam ple dem onstrate anotheradvan-

tageofourm easurem entprocedure;itisnotsensitiveto

the connectivity between grains.

W einterprettheresultsofalltheabovetestsasreach-

ing experim ental conditions where sm all variations of

these conditionshave no a� ecton �. Therefore,we be-

lievethatourexperim entsarein thelim itwhere� isthe

intrinsicsusceptibility ofthe cuprates.

IV . R ESU LT S

In Fig.9 weshow the FC susceptibilty ofalloursam -

plesasa function ofp,theholeconcentration,wherep is

calculated using Eq.1.The curvesof� � vs.p resem ble

the phase diagram ofFig. 1,leaving no doubt that Tc
and � aresom ehow related.
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FIG .9: (Color online)The negative susceptibility asa func-

tion ofhole doping p taken from Eq.1.

In Fig.10(a)wepresentTc versus� � forallsam ples.

W e � nd that Tc increaseslinearly (at low doping) with

increasing � �,and the linearrelation isidenticalforall

fam ilies (within experim entalerrors). This is the m ain

and theory-independent � nding ofthis work. It is im -

portant to m ention that no correlation between � and

Tc wasfound when them easurem entsweredonein ZFC

conditions.

V . D ISC U SSIO N

The fact that allthe sam ples obey the sam e linear

relation between Tc and � is very surprising,given the

di� erences between these cuprate fam ilies. It m ay be

that,becauseofthecom plexity ofthesem aterials,a new

e� ective m edia theory isneeded to explain thisrelation.

Nevertheless,wewould liketoo� erasim plerexplanation

forourdatabased on twoexperim entalobservations.O n

theonehand,itiswellknown thatin thecupratesthere

isa universallinearrelation between Tc and the inverse

in-planepenetration depth squared [9],known astheUe-

m ura relation. Thisrelation wasrevealed by a com pre-

hensive com parison ofthe penetration depth,m easured

by the m uon spin relaxation (�SR) technique,between

di� erentfam iliesofHTSC.O n theotherhand,based on

the growing evidence forinhom ogeneity in the cuprates

and ourobservation that � is independent ofgrain size

and connectivity (seeFig.8 and 7),itisconceivablethat

thelength scaleofgrain sizesobserved in Fig.2isnotthe

correctgrain size. Therefore,we speculate thatthe ag-

glom eratesseen in Fig.2arem adeofaverylargenum ber

ofeven sm allerunitsstuck together,and thattheirnum -

berissolargethatthesizeofeach oneissm allerthan the

penetration length,atleastin thelow doping regim e.In
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FIG .10:(Coloronline)(a)Tc vs� � atT = 1:6 K forvarious

sam plesofCLBLCO ,YBCO and LSCO .(b)Tc vsthe m uon

depolarization rate � at T = 1:8 K for the sam e CLBLCO

sam ples.D ata forYBCO and LSCO are from Ref.[14]

thisapproach the true e� ective grain size length scale a

would be a param eterto be determ ined experim entally.

In type II superconductors such as the HTSC, the

penetration length plays an im portant role in the sus-

ceptibility, and � = � b(1 � g(x)=x) [10, 11], where

x = a=�. In spherical, plane, and cylindricalshaped

grainsb= 3=2;1;1,and g(x)istheLangevin,hyperbolic

tangent,and the m odi� ed Besselfunctions,respectively

[10,11].Underthe assum ed long penetration length as-

sum ption (a=� < 1) g(x)=x can be expanded to give

� = � ca2�� 2 with c = 1=10,1=3,1=4 for the spheri-

cal,plane,and cylindricalshaped cases,respectively.W e

furtherspeculatethat�(�)= O (�� 2)forallgeom etries.

Theanisotropy ofthecupratesresultin thereplacem ent

� = 1:3�ab [12]. After averaging over allgrain shapes

and sizeswe expect

� = � c
a2

�2
ab

(3)

where c isthe averaged c and isa num beron the order

ofunity (including the factor1:3).

W ealsoperform ed �SR m easurem entson sintered pel-

letsm adefrom thesam eCLBLCO powders,atthePaul

ScherrerInstitute (PSI)Switzerland,by � eld cooling in

3 kO eto 1.8 K .A fullaccountofthesem easurem entsin

CLBLCO isgiven in Ref.[13],and theYBCO and LSCO

data were taken from Ref.[14]. Figure 10(b)depictsTc
versus� forallthe sam ples.Here we used Tc from �SR

asin the originalUem ura plot.

A com parison between thetwoplotsrevealsinteresting

inform ation.First,by com paring the �SR and suscepti-

bility resultswe can estim ate a. Forthiswe � tboth Tc

versus� and � in theunderdoped region to straightlines

with o� sets�
0
and �

0
.The solid linesin Fig.10(a)and

(b)aregiven by

Tc = � K�(� + �
0
); (4)

and

Tc = K �(� + �
0
); (5)

respectively,whereK � = 62(5)K -� secand whereK � =

145(5) K .W e determ ine a by m aking K �� and � K��

agree with each other once they are expressed in term s

of�ab.Taking � = 7� 106�� 2
ab

[15]where� isin � sec� 1

and �ab in Angstrom ,and � from Eq.4 weobtain

7� 106K ��
� 2

ab
= K �ca

2
�ab

� 2
: (6)

Solving this equation with c . 1 we � nd a & 200 nm .

Thislength scale,which issm allerthan thetypicalcrys-

tallinesizeestim ated from SEM ,could bedueto defects

oran intrinsicseparation into dom ains.Thesam elength

scale was also found independently by ac-susceptibility

in YBCO and was ascribed to twinning [16]. However,

ourexperim entshowsthatthisisnottheorigin ofa since

CLBLCO and LSCO haveno twinning.

Second, there is an o� set in both � and � so that

at �ab ! 1 we � nd Tc � 10 K .This universaldevi-

ation from strict proportionality between Tc and �� 2

is in agreem ent with the m easurem ents of Zuev et al.

on YBCO � lm s [17]. The susceptibility o� set could

be explained by free spin that are present in under-

doped HTSC and freeze as a spin glass [18]. The ex-

pected susceptibility ofparam agnetic spins is given by

� = 4�N �2
eff

=(3kB TV ),wherethe4� isintroduced here

since we norm alized the susceptibility in Fig.10 so that

� = � 1 fora superconductor[instead of� 1=(4�)].Tak-

ing �eff = 1:9�B perCu,T = 1:6 K ,N = 3 spinsin a

unit cell,and V the volum e ofa cellwe � nd �0 � 0:1.

However,freespin can notexplain the o� setin the �SR

� since they tend to increase � rather than decrease

it,nam ely,with spins � is never zero. A di� erent ex-

planation for the o� set,suggested in Ref.[17],is that

Tc / �
� 2p

ab
with p � 1=2. This power law is m ost pro-

nounced in the region Tc < 10 K .This region is out of

thescopeofourm easurem ents,butp � 1=2 atultra low

doping willgivean arti� cialo� setoftheTc versus� � or

� for"norm aldoping" (Tc > 10).

Third,panel(b)showsthe wellknown boom erang ef-

fect in YBCO and LSCO ,nam ely, overdoped sam ples

have higher� than underdoped oneswith the sam e Tc.

In CLBLCO thereisan anti-boom erangin both �SR and

� m easurem entsespecially forthe x = 0:1 sam ple.This

is a surprising result since it m eans that in overdoped

CLBLCO ,wheretheholeconcentration islarge,thereis

in fact a sm aller super
 uid density (ns / �
� 2

ab
) than in

underdoped sam pleswith sm allerholeconcentration.
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W e found a universal linear dependence for under-

doped HTSC between Tc and � fordi� erentfam ilies,with

doping asan im plicitparam eter.A possibleexplanation

forthisdependenceisthatin underdoped com poundsthe

penetration depth �ab is longer than an e� ective grain

sizelength scalea,which ism uch sm allerthan thegrains

sizem easured using SEM .In thatcase� isproportional

to a2�
� 2

ab
. By com paring Tc(�) and Tc(�) we estim ate

a & 200 nm . The am azing aspectofthisnew grain size

is that it is independent ofsam ple preparation,type of

com pound,and doping. Itappearsto be sim ilarto do-

m ain size in ferrom agnetswhich are notdeterm ined by

the sam ple size.In addition,ouruniversalline doesnot

crosstheorigin in theTc,� planeindicatinguniversalde-

viation from strictproportionality between Tc and �
� 2.
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