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W e developed an experin entalm ethod for m easuring the intrinsic susceptibility

of powder of

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

w ith lead spheres. U sing thism ethod we determ ine
of doping. A universal linear (and not proportionality) relation between T. and
suggest possble explanations for this phenom enon.

I. NTRODUCTION

Am ong the basic properties of a superconductor is is
ability to expela m agnetic eld, ie. theM eissnere ect.
In allthem etallic superconductors the diam agnetice ect
is com plete, and below T., the susoeptibility, , equals

1. In the cuprates high tem perature superconductors
HTSC) the situation is far from being so simple, and
there is grow ing evidence of sam ples show Ing incom plete
M eissner e ect and even param agnetic M eissner e ect

g}]. At the sam e tin e there is an accum ulation of resuls
show ing that the superconducting ground state In these
m aterials is inhom ogeneous Q]. T herefore, it is possble
that the partialM eissnere ect ( < 1) in the cuprates
is an intrinsic property. T his possibility m otivated us to
perform a com prehensive study of D C -susceptbility in
cuprates. W e ook for correlationsbetween T, and , In
di erent HT SC fam ilies, and various doping.

Tt is in portant to m ention that Panagopolous et al
m easured the AC susceptibility of La; Sr, CuO4 and
HgBa,CuO 44+ fam ilies B]. H ow ever, they w ere not inter—
ested In com paring the absolute value of between the
fam ilies and concentrated only on com paring the tem —
perature dependence of the penetration depth between

and SR measuram ents, which resulted in very good
agreem ent.

Thedi culty ofdeterm ining the absolute value of is
caused by the granular nature of the cuprates, and their
ability to pin  ux very easily. Consequently, the m ag—
netization in these sam ples depends very much on the
m easurem ent procedure. For exam ple, cooling a sam —
pkina eld, orcooling n zero eld and then applying
the eld,willresul In a di erentm agnetization. O n the
other hand, the intrinsic suscgptibility ofa sam ple m ust
be wellde ned and one should be abl to com pare dif-
ferent sam ples.

T herefore, we rst develop the condition under which
the m easuram 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 of a bundl of lead spheres. Second, we
look for correlation between T, and ,in di erent HT SC
fam ilies w ith variousdoping. Ourm apr nding isa uni-
versal linear relation between T, and

Our measurem ents are done on a set of
HTSC fam ilies, which are di erent in many senses.

for a num ber of cuprate fam ilies as a fiunction
is found. W e

The di erent familles are Lg S Cu0C4 (LSCO),
YBa;Cu30y, (¥BCO) and is less known \coushn"
CaxLa; x)Barss xLages+x)Cu30y (€ LBLCO) sys-
tem with 4di erentvaluesofx.TheCLBLCO -_f(l]systen
In particular is ideal for our study due to several inter-
esting properties. Each value of x generates the full su—
perconductivity dom e from the under-doped to the over-
doped, and them axin um T. is x dependent. T hus, each
x can be considered as a superconducting fam ily. For all
values of x and y CLBLCO is tetragonal, so there are
no structuraltransform ations that can cause a change in
the volum e of the unit cell.

II. SAMPLE PREPARATION

Ceram ic sam plesof LSCO ,YBCO and CLBLCO were
m ade by solid-state reaction. For LSCO , stoichiom et-
ric am ounts of La,0 3, S1ICO 3 and Cu0 werem ixed and
ground using a ballm ill. The m Xtureswere red in air
for 12 days; this was repeated three tin es. A fter pel-
Jkting, the sam ples were sintered in O, for about 64h.
The sintering tem perature varied between 1100°C and
1175°C , depending on the Sr level; then the sam pleswere
cooled to room tem perature at a rate of 10°/h.

ForYBCO, the startingm aterialswere Y ;0 3,BaCO 3
and CuO . The m xture was red In air at 910C, then
pelletized and red again at 930C; the last step was
then repeated. W e also prepared pellets using YBCO
that was supplied by PRAXA IR . This sam pl ism ade
by com bustion spray pyrolysis; the grains’ average size is
39 m.Thepelletsofthe two kindsofYBCO were then
sintered in O, for 60h at 970°C, cooled at a rate 0o£10°/h
down to 510 °C, and at a rate of 5°/h to 410°C . The
sam ples were kept at 410°C for 5 days and then cooled
down to room tem perature at a rate of 10°/h.

T he results presented in thispaper HrYBCO are from
the two types of sam ples. No di erence can be detected,
m eaning that the resuls are not sensitive to the prepa—
ration m ethod of the sam ples.

T he sam ples oxygen level, y, was then reduced by bak—
Ing the sam ple in O ; and quenching the sam ples in liquid
nitrogen. For very underdoped sam ples the reduction
was done In nitrogen atm ogphere. The reduction tem —
peratures are listed in table IT . T he preparation of the
CLBLCO sam plks is described elsewhere {41
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Te | y | Ty |atm osphere| M aterial
92 (1)K |6:983 PRAXA IR
86:7 (2)K |6:855(530°C O Technion
56:7 (2)K |6:549|740°C O Technion
50:5 (2)K |6:489|810°C O Technion
40 2)K |6.399|840°C 0 PRAXA TR
20 2)K 63 |580°C N, PRAXA TR

TABLE I:Summary of allthe YBCO sam ples and the pa—
ram eter valies used in their preparation. T, is the reduction
tem perature.
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FIG. 1l: (Colr online) The phase Diagram of CLBLCO,
LSCO,andYBCO aj‘fter conversion of chem icaldoping to hole
doping p using Eq. :}

T he oxygen levelofall the sam ples was detemm ined by
Jodom etric titration. In the LSCO sam ples the deviation
of the O xygen level from 4 is less than 0.005.

The T, ofall the sam ples is determm Ined using resistiv—
ity m easurem ents. In order to com pare all the sam ples,
and to overcom e the nontrivial problem of the relation
between the chem ical doping and p, we plot In Fjg.:_il: a
uni ed phase diagram using the P resland et al. fomula
B

Te=Temax =1 826p 0:16) )

which relates T, and the holes density p.

Scanning electron m icroscopy (SEM ) pictures show
that the grain sizes in our YBCO , and CLBLCO for dif-
ferent values of x, are of the sam e order of m agnitude,
and that the grains are agglom erates of crystalline w hose
typicallength is1 1 10 m .An exam pl can be seen
n Fig. Q T hese properties ensure that the dem agneti-
zation factor is sim ilar for the di erent fam ilies.
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FIG.2: SEM pictureofa CLBLCO samplwih x= 04 and
y = 6:983

ITII. EXPERIM ENTAL M ETHOD

The susceptibility m easurem ents were done using a
hom e built m agnetom eter based on a prin ary coil, two
com pensating secondary coils, and an extraction m otor.
Som e results were verdi ed with QD-SQU ID at BarTIlan
University and wih a Cryogenic S600 SQUID m agne—
tom eter recently installed in our lJab. T he m easurem ents
weredone in eld coolconditions EC), nam ely, for eld
changes the sam ple was wam ed above T. and coold
down in the new eld. Since we use a superconducting
m agnet there is always trapped ux in the m agnet lead-
ng to a constant shift in the eld values. Forthat reason
the m agnetization is m easured over a range of positive
and negative elds. T he susoceptbility isde ned by

1dm_
HtoV dH '

@)

wherem isthem agnetization cbtained from the induced
signalat the secondary coils, H isthe extemal eld, and
V is obtained from m ass/density. The calbration of the
m agnetom eter is explained below . The de nition of V
requires clari cation. T he problem in powder sam ples is
to achieve conditions w here the volum e out ofwhich the

eld isexpelled, i, equalsV . The zero eld cooling con—
dition ZFC) could resul in a shielding volum e V¢ which
isbiggerthan V because in certain geom etries Jossphson
connections can lead to shielding currents enclosing non—
superconducting regions in the sampl. The eld cool
conditions, on the other hand, lead to the M eissner vol-
um e and could result in a Vg which is sm aller than V
due to ux pihning. Therefore, our rst challenge is to

nd the appropriate m easurem ent conditions, where V
obtained from m ass/density is exactly the volum e out of
which the eld is expelled for pow ders.
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FIG .3: (Colbronlne) The volum e fraction f oflead, which is
the superconducting volum e obtained from m easurem ents,
divided by the real volum e taken from m ass/density, plot—
ted vs. the m ass of sam ples. In the top axis we show also
the din ensionality of the powder as the height it occupies
iIn the sam ple container divided by its diam eter. The solid
squares represent sohere shaped grains and open circles rep—
resent pancakeshaped grains. In the Inset we show them ag—
netization curves for three characteristic cases descrdbbed in
the text.

In order to gain experience we perform ed a prelim -
nary experim ent with Pb spheres where the theoretical

iswellknown since Pb is a type I superconductor, so

isnegligble. W e used sphere diam eter of 0.5 mm , and
assum ed that is the susceptibility ofa single sphere In—
cluding the dem agnetization factor ( 3=2) and obtained
Vse= limg s o l% . W e calibbrated the susceptom eterus—
ing a few spheresm ixed w ith sand so that they were very
well separated from each other. Raw data are presented
n the jnsertofFjg.:_ﬂ wherewe show curvesofM = m =V
vsH for 3 samples: (I) the ew Pb spheres m ixed w ith
sand (1724m g); (II) a layerofPb spheres (55:81m g); and
(I1D) a fullcontainer ofPb spheres (634:5m g). In allcases
a linear eld dependence isobserved at Iow elds. In the

rst and third caseswe nd the same slopeatHd ! O,
but both are di erent from the second case. Thism eans
that isolated spheres and a full container of spheres give
the sam e resulk.

Our ndingsihtem soff = .=V are summ arized in
Fig. :j,where f isdepicted asa function of sam plem ass,
and as a function ofheight of spheres in the container ()
over its diam eter (d), on the lower and upper abscissa,
respectively. For a am all num ber the Pb spheres, which
form a 2D layer at the bottom of the container h=d <
1), we nd f > 1. As the number of spheres Increases,
the volum e they occupy in the container becom es 3D in
nature thh=d > 1), and £ converges to 1. W e repeated
the experim ent with \pancake" shaped pieces of lead;
the results are qualitatively the sam e. T his leads to one
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FIG.4: (Colr online) Field coold m agnetization vs tem -
perature in a variety of elds, In the snall eld lim it where
H 0=d’ and d is typicalgrain size.
of the ndings of this work. A s Iong as FC conditions

prevail and we use large valies of h=d, we can safely
assum e that Vi = V. This m eans that the m agnetic

eld wanders inside the sam ple, in between the di erent
grains, and 1s allthe em pty spaces.

In the cuprates of course is unknown, yet it is pos—
sble to check if the experim ental conditions 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. Weused eldswhich are anallenough that
even one uUx quanta o = 20 Oe- m? cannot pene-
trate our grains (cross section scale A 1 m? ), ham ely,
H 0=A = 20 Oe. One such measurem ent is shown
in Fig. :fl M ostly data in the sub-Oe elds are com—
pltely presented. T he m agnetization at the lowest tem —
perature as a function of eld is then plotted in Fjg.:_B.
In this gure a sihgk line seems to t the entire eld
range. H ow ever, when zoom ing in on the sub-O e region,
w hich is shown iIn the inset, a globalshift ofthe line w ith
respect to the t is seen between negative and posiive

elds (due to bias currents in the power supply). T here—
fore, we tm vs. H to two di erent lnes in a 10 Oe

eld range around zero m agnetization, and obtain the
susceptbility only from the averaged slope according to
Eq.lr_i. However, outside this 20 Oe eld range a kink in
them agnetization appearsw hich webelieve indicates the

rst vortex that enters into a grain. T herefore, alldata in
ourexperin ent were acquired using this200e eld range
In stepsofl Oe. W e are aware ofworks show ing a signif-
icant non-linear eld dependence ofthe m agnetization in
single crystals, especially in very ow elds (mOe) 'bav].
However, we did not see any deviation from lineariy in
our experin ental conditions over this 20 O e range.

To dem onstrate that it is the intrinsic susceptibility
of the 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 asa function ofapplied eld. The

eld scale is shifted dueto ux trapped in the superconducting
m agnet. Nevertheless, a straight line seem s to t the data
well. Only a zoom in the zero m agnetization region, depicted
in the inset, show s that the shift is not identical on the two
sides of zero m agnetization. T he susceptibility is determ 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 ents as a function ofm ass fora CLBLCO sam pl with
T.= 423K In a cylindrical sam ple holderof5mm inner
diam eter. Again, arge massmeans a 3D cylindric lke
sam ple. In contrast the sam ple resembles a disk when
them ass is an all. A s can be seen in Fjg.-'_é, decreases
w ith increasing m ass and saturates. A 1l our m easure—
m ents are therefore done w ith large m ass. Second, we
use a set of sieves, and divide the pow der grains into two
groups: 20 m < d< 40 m andd< 20 m whered isthe
characteristic size of a grain. W e measured  of these
two sam plesboth In FC and ZFC conditions, and the re—
sults are shown in Fig. il (@) and (o), respectively. T here
is hardly any grain size dependence In the FC m easure—
m ents, especially w hen com pared to the ZFC experin ent.
T his indicates that the grain size does not play a role In
determ ning as long aswe use FC procedure.

Third, due to the combiation of weak ux pinning
(com pared to low T. superconductors) and high tem per-
atures, the tin e dependence of the m agnetization can
be very complex. Ourm ain interest here is to nd the
optim alcooling schemena eld In orderto obtain repro—
duchblem agnetization at base tem peratures. W e checked
the susceptbility ofa sam pl as a function ofthe cooling
rate. W e found, in agreem ent w ith previous works g],
that n FC conditions it is in portant to pass through T,
slow y. Therefore, in all our m easurem ents we cool the
sam ples slow Iy enough so that no di erence In the m ea—
surem ents is observed by cooling them even m ore slow ly.

T T T T T T T
0.45) T el A
o ZFC
040 i
\ o
035F |\ |
\ 2 /
©
=030} 5 ]
>
5
0.25+ 2
~— ©
0.20 T =
' = P
0.15

1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30 0.35
Mass(gr)

FIG .6: (Coloronline)
T.= 423 K.
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FIG .7: (Colronline) Them agnetization curves for tw o grain
sizesboth in (@) FC and () ZFC . (c) depicts m easurem ents
for two di erent cooling rates.

This is dem onstrated In Fig. :_7.(0) where we show that
cooling at two di  erent rates does not vary our result.
As a naltest we measured the m agnetization of a
T, 40K LSCO sampl, 1rst n the form of a sintered
pellet and then of the powder after pulverization. The
results are shown in Fig. :g{ In the ZFC m easurem ents
there is a great di erence between the m agnetization of
the pellet and of the powder. W hile for the powder we
observed the linearbehaviorwe saw before, for the pellet
we nd amore complx curve. Up to 20 G the calcu—
lated susceptibility is alm ost -1, indicating a shielding
supercurrent that keeps the entire volum e of the sam ple
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FIG. 8: (Color online) M agnetization m easurem ents in FC

and ZFC conditions of a sintered pellet and pow der obtained
by pulverizing the pellet. In FC conditions there isno di er-
ence between the two sam pls.

free of m agnetic ux. Above this eld the susceptibility
decreases and reaches a value sin ilar to that of the pow —

der. The di erence between the two sam ples is only the
connection between the grains, those can be describbed

as Josephson junctions w ith som e average critical eld,
H j5c1 . Above this eld the intergrain links can not sup—
port the shielding current and ux penetrates into the
space between the grains and we get local shielding of
the grains as in the powder.

O n the otherhand, the FC m easurem entsgivea di er-
ent picture. Them agnetization is linearin all elds, both
for the pellet and for the pow der. Furthem ore, the sus-
ceptbility is identical for both sam ples. This indicates
that the Intergrain links cannot support any M eissner
currentsat all. The eld isnot expelled from the volum e
In between grainseven at eldsbelow Hjc; .

The di erent behavior of the FC and ZFC m easure—
m ents in the pellet sam ple dem onstrate another advan-—
tage of ourm easurem ent procedure; it is not sensitive to
the connectivity between grains.

W e interpret the results ofall the above tests as reach—
Ing experin ental conditions where am all variations of
these conditions have no a ect on . Therefore, we be—
lieve that our experin ents are in the lin it where isthe
Intrinsic susceptibility of the cuprates.

IV. RESULTS

In Fjg.:_é we show the FC susceptbilty ofall our sam —
ples asa function ofp, the hole concentration, where p is
calculated using Eq.:!:. T he curves of vs. p resamble
the phase diagram of Fig. -'}', leaving no doubt that T.
and are som ehow related.
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FIG.9: (Color online) The negatjve”susoeptzbﬂjty as a func-
tion ofhole doping p taken from Eqih.

In Fig. :_l-(_]' (@) we present T, versus for all sam ples.
W e nd that T increases linearly (at low doping) wih
ncreasing , and the linear relation is ddentical for all
fam ilies (W ihin experim ental errors). This is the m ain
and theory-independent nding of this work. It is im —
portant to m ention that no correlation between  and
T. was found when the m easurem ents were done In ZFC
conditions.

V. DISCUSSION

The fact that all the sam ples obey the sam e linear
relation between T. and is very surprising, given the
di erences between these cuprate fam ilies. Tt may be
that, because ofthe com plexity ofthese m aterials, a new
e ective m edia theory is needed to explain this relation.
N evertheless, wewould liketo o era sin plerexplanation
forourdata based on tw o experin ental observations. O n
the one hand, i iswellknown that in the cuprates there
is a universal linear relation between T. and the nverse
In-plane penetration depth squared t_é], known astheUe-
mura relation. This relation was revealed by a com pre—
hensive com parison of the penetration depth, m easured
by the muon spin relaxation ( SR) technigue, between
di erent fam ilies of HT SC . O n the other hand, based on
the grow ng evidence for inhom ogeneiy in the cuprates
and our observation that is independent of grain size
and connectivity (seeF J'g.-?, and -'j), it is conceivable that
the length scale ofgrain sizesobserved n F J'g.-'_ﬂ isnot the
correct grain size. Therefore, we speculate that the ag—
glom eratesseen n F jg.:_j arem ade ofa very large num ber
ofeven am aller units stuck together, and that their num -
ber is so Jarge that the size ofeach one is sm aller than the
penetration length, at least In the low doping regin e. In
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this approach the true e ective grain size length scale a
would be a param eter to be determ ined experin entally.

In type II superconductors such as the HT SC, the
penetration length plays an inportant rolke in the sus-
ceptibilty, and = b g&)=x) |[10,{ 11}, where
X = a= In spherical, plane, and cylindrical shaped
grainsb= 3=2;1;1, and g x) isthe Langevin, hyperbolic
tangent and them odi ed Bessel finctions, regpectively
flO :11! U nder the assum ed long penetration length as-
sum onn (a— < 1) gx)=x can be expanded to give

= o 2 wih c= 1=10, 1=3, 1=4 Pr the spheri-
cal, plane, and cylindrical shaped cases, respectively. W e
firther speculate that ()= O ( 2) for all geom etries.
The amsotropy of the cuprates result In the replacem ent

= 13 4 flz A fter averaging over all grain shapes
and sizes we expect

= 5 3)
ab

w here ¢ is the averaged c and is a num ber on the order
ofunity (including the factor 1:3).

W e also perform ed SR m easurem entson sintered pel-
letsm ade from the same CLBLCO powders, at the Paul
Scherrer Institute @ SI) Sw itzerland, by eld cooling in
3kOeto 18K .A fullaccount of these m easurem ents In
CLBLCO isgiven in Ref. [;LZ% andtheYBCO and LSCO
data were taken from Ref. Il4|] F igure ,l()(b depicts T
versus forallthe samples. Herewe used T, from SR
as In the orignalUem ura plot.

A com parison betw een the tw o plots reveals Interesting
Inform ation. F irst, by com paring the SR and suscepti-
bility results we can estim ate a. For thiswe tboth T
versus and in the underdoped region to straight lines

with o sets | and
() are given by

0

Tc= K (+ ) @)
and

Tc=K (+ ) ©)
regoectively, where K = 62(5) K- secand where K =

145(5) K . W e detem ine a by m aking K and K
agree w ith each other once they are expressed In tem s
of sp.Takihg =7 10 _ tlﬁ]where isin sec !
and ,p Ih Angstrom , and ﬁ:om Eqg. -4 we obtain

7 10K 2= K @? . 2: 6)

Solving this equation with ¢ . 1 we nda & 200 nm .
T his length scale, which is an aller than the typicalcrys—
talline size estin ated from SEM , could be due to defects

or an intrinsic separation nto dom ains. T he sam e length

scale was also found independently by ac—susoethbJJJty

In YBCO and was ascribed to tw inning Il6 H owever,
our experin ent show sthat this isnot the origin ofa since

CLBLCO and LSCO have no tw inning.

Second, there is an o set in both and so that
at ! 1 we nd T 10 K . This universal devi-
ation from strict proportionality between T, and 2
is In agreem ent w ith the m easurem ents of Zuev et al
on YBCO Ins :_ﬂ_‘J] The susoeptbility o set could
be explained by free soin that are present in under-
doped HT SC and freeze as a soin glass [_l-g] The ex—
pected susceptibility of param agnetic spins is given by

=4 N Z,.=CGkgTV),wherethe4 isintroduced here
since we nom alized the susceptbility in Fig. EO so that
= 1 for a superconductor [instead of 1=@ )]. Tak—
ng efr = 19 g perCuy, T = 16K,N = 3 spinsin a
unit cell, and V the volme ofa cellwe nd ° 0:.
However, free spin can not explain the o set in the SR
since they tend to increase rather than decrease
i, namely, wih spins  is never zero. A di erent ex-
p]anatjon for the o set, suggested in Ref. j[L7], is that
Te / ab P wih p 1=2. This power law is m ost pro—
nounced in the region T, < 10 K . This region is out of
the scope of our m easurem ents, but p 1=2 at ultra low
doping willgive an arti cialo setofthe T versus or
for "nom aldoping” (T. > 10).

Third, panel () show s the well known boom erang ef-
fect In YBCO and LSCO, namely, overdoped sam ples
have higher than underdoped ones w ith the same T..
In CLBLCO there isan antiboom erang In both SR and

m easurem ents especially forthe x = 01 sampl. This
is a surprising result since it m eans that in overdoped
CLBLCO , where the hole concentration is ]arge, there is
in fact a an aller super uid density @ / ab) than in
underdoped sam ples w ith sm aller hole concentration.



VI. CONCLUSIONS

W e found a universal linear dependence for under-
doped HT SC between T, and fordi erent fam ilies, w ith
doping as an In plicit param eter. A possible explanation
forthisdependence isthat in underdoped com pounds the
penetration depth 51, is longer than an e ective grain
size length scale a, which ism uch am aller than the grains
size m easured using SEM . In that case is proportional
to a? abz. By comparing Tc( ) and Tc( ) we estin ate
a & 200 nm . The am azing agpect of this new grain size
is that it is independent of sam ple preparation, type of
com pound, and doping. It appears to be sin ilar to do—
m ain size In ferrom agnets which are not detem ined by
the sam ple size. In addition, our universal line does not

crossthe origin in the T,, plane ndicating universalde-
viation from strict proportionality between T, and 2.

VII. ACKNOW LEDGMENT

W e would ke to thank the P SI facility for their kind
hospiality and continuing support of this profct. W e
aregratefulto Y . Yeshurun orthe use ofhisQD -SQ U ID
m agnetom eter and for very helpfil discussions. This
work was fiinded by the Israeli Science Foundation and
the Posnansky Resecarch Fund in H igh Tem perature su—
perconductiviy. A .K anigelw ould like to thank the Lady
D avis f£llow ship for nancial support.

[1]1 P. Svedlindh, K . N iskanen, P. Norling, P. Nordblad, L.
Lundgren, B. Lonnberg and T . Lundstrom P hysica,
C1l62-164, 1365 (1989), W . Braunisch, N . Knauf, V.
K ataev, S.Neuhausen, A .G rutz, A .Kock,B .Roden,D .
Khom skii and D . W holleben PhysRev. Lett., 68, 1908
(1992).

R1K .M .Lang,V .M adhavan,JE .Ho man,E.W .Hudson,
H .Eisaki, S.Uchida and J.C .Davis Nature, 415, 412
(2002).

B] C.Panagopoulos, BD . Ramnford, JR . Cooper, W . Lo,
JL. Tallon, JW . Loram , J. Betouras, ¥ S. Yang and
CW .Chu, PhysRev.B, 60, 14617 (1999).

41D . Goldschm idt, G. M . Reisner, Y . D irektovitch, A .
Knizhnik, E. Gartstein, G. Kinmel, and Y . Eckstein,
Phys.Rev. B, 48, 532 (1993).

BIM .R.Presland, J. L. Tallon, R.G .Bucklky, R.S.Lu
and N .E.Flower ,Physica C 176, 95 (1991).

b] L.KrmusinEbaum, A.P.Malzemo and Y. Yeshurun
H igh Tem perature Superconductors Ed.Ed.M B.Brod-
sky,R C.Dynes, K .K ftazawa and H L. Tuller, M aterial
R esearch Society, P ittsburgh PA, 1988), Vol 99, p. 221

[/1L.KrusinEbaum, A.P.Malbzemo , Y. Yeshurun, D .
C . Cronem eyer and F Holzberg, Physica C, 153-155 ,
1469 (1988).

BlY.Yeshurun, A P.M alozemo and A . Shaulwv ,
M od. Phys., 68, 911 (1996).

PlY.J.Uemura,L.P.Le, G .M .Luke,B.J.Stemlieb, W .
D.Wu,J.H.Brewer, T.M .Riseman,C.L.Seaman, M .

Rev.

B.Maplk, M . Ishkawa, D .G . Hinks, J. D . Jorgensen,
G . Saio, and H.Yam ochi, Phys. Rev. Lett., 66, 2665
(1991).

[10] D .Shoenbery, Superconductivity (U niversity P ress, Cam —
bridge, 1952).

l11B.M .Smolyak, E V .Postrkhin and G V . Em akov Su-
percond. Sci. Technol., 7, 427 (1994).

2] V .I.Fesenko,V .N .G orbunov,and V .P.Sm ilga, P hysica
C 176,551 (1991).

[131A .Keren, A.Kaniel, J. S. Lord, and A . Am ato, Solid
StateComm .126, 39 (2003).

[l4]Y .J.Uemura,G .M .Luke,B .J.Stemlieb, J.H .Brewer,
J.F.Carolan, W .N .Hardy,R .Kadono, J.R .K em pton,
R.F.Ki¥e ,S.R.Kreitzman,P .M uhem, T .M .Risem an,
D.LLW illlams, B. X . Yang, S. Uchida, H . Takagi, J.
G opalakrishnan, A .W . Skight, M .A . Subram anian, C .
L.Chin, M .Z.Ciplak, Gang X0, V.Y .Les, B. W .
Statt, C .E .Stronach,W .J.Kosskr,andX .H .Yu,Phys.
Rev.Lett. 62, 2317 (1989).

[15]Y .J.Uemura, Solid State Commun 126, 23 (2003).

[l6] E. Polturak, D . Cohen, and A . Brokm an, Solid State
Comm .68, 671 (1988).

[L71Y.Zuev, M .S.Kimn, and T.R . Lemberger, Cond-m at
0410135.

[18] A Keren and A Kanigel, Phys. Rev. B 68, 012507
(2003). SSanna, G A llodi, G Concas, A D H illier, and
R DeRenzi, Phys.Rev. Lett. 93, 207001 (2004).



