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N emst and m agnetization experin ents revealthe existence of a large region of the cuprate phase
diagram above the T. curve In w hich vorticity and weak diam agnetism exist w ithout phase coherence.
W e discuss the im plication that the transition at T. is caused by the loss of long-range phase
coherence caused by spontaneous vortex creation. Below T, thesem easurem entsprovide an estin ate
ofthedepairing eld H ., which is found to be very lJarge (40-100 T depending on doping). W ediscuss
thehigh—- eld N emst and m agnetization resuls, binding energy, and the phase diagram ofhole-doped
cuprates. Som e new m agnetization resuls on the vortex liquid In very underdoped LSCO in the

Imit T ! O are reported aswell

PACS numbers: 7440+ k,72.15.J£74.72-+h,74 25 Fy

I. NTRODUCTION

A striking characteristic of a superconductor is the
sti ness of the m acroscopic wave fiinction j Jexpi
against distortions of tsphase  (London rigidity IL,12]).
T he long—range phase coherence sustained by the phase
sti ness { analogous to the shear rigidity of an ordinary
solid { is responsible for super uid properties such as
the M eissner e ect. The loss of shear rigidiy tums a
solid into a liquid. W hat is the analogous transition In
a superconductor? In BCS (B ardeen-C ooper-Schrie er)
superconductors, w here the pair am plitude j jvanishes
at the critical tem perature T, (in zero eld), this ques—
tion doesnot arise because phase coherence ism aintained
right up to T, above which the condensate (the \stu ")
disappears.

However, in the K osterlitz-Thouless K T) transition
In two-din ensional (2D ) system s, loss ofphase coherence
occurs at a tem perature Tx ¢ lower than the tem pera—
ture at which j jvanishes [[3]. T he phase-coherence col-
lapse results from the spontaneous unbinding of vortex—
antivortex pairs driven by entropy gain. The 2D super—
conductor becom es unstable to the spontaneous appear-
ance of m obik vortices at Tx v . Above Tx r, j @®)jre—
m ains nitebut the rapid di usion of (@nti)vortices leads
to strong (singular) uctuationsin (r). T he condensate,
w ith itsphase rigidity restricted to the short length scale

, corresponds to the \liquid" in the aboveanalogy ( is
the phase correlation length). M ore generally, 3D super—
conductors w ith highly anisotropic coupling, low super-

uld density 5 and large pairbinding energy m ay su er
a sin ilar loss ofphase coherence by vortex (loop) creation.
W e will call such transitions the phase-disordering sce—
nario.

From the start, the assum ption that the cuprates fol-
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Iow the BCS scenario has been deeply entrenched and
surprisingly di cul to dislodge, given the absence of
solid evidence. Nonetheless, a slin thread of evidence
for phase disordering has always been present. Very
early predictions M, [5] that phase disordering is dom i
nant in the UD (underdoped) region could not be reli-
ably tested (especially by high— eld m agnetization), and
Interest shifted to other issues. The early muon spin re—
laxation ( SR) experiments [¢], which showed that T.
Increases linearly wih ¢ In the UD region m ay be seen,
In hindsight, to be consistent w ith the phase-disordering
scenario. In an In uentialpaper, Em ery and K ivelson [1]
show ed that cuprates di er from low -T . superconductors
In having an anom alously low phase-disordering tem per—
ature. The observation by Corson et al. [@] of kinetic
Inductance up to 25 K above T, in ultrathin InsofBi
2212 re-focussed attention on this issue. &t was unclar,
how ever, if high-quality crystals behave di erently.

Herewe describe 2 experin entsw hich havebeen highly
e ective In addressing the role of vorticity and phase—
disordering in the phase diagram ofthe cuprates, nam ely
the Nemst e ect [9, 110, 11,112, 13] and torque m agne—
tom etry [L4,[15]. These 2 techniques probe directly the
super uid response, m uch lkethe SR and kinetic induc—
tance experin ents. H ow ever, they seem to be tailorm ade
for tiny crystals. M oreover, their resolution rem ainshigh
even In eldsup to 45 Tesla. Thishasallowed signi cant
progressin the task ofm easuring them agnetization curve
and determ ining the depairing eld H ., in the hole-doped
cuprates, which we discuss at length. W e also describe
recent results which probe the vortex liquid at low tem -
peratureT = 05K asx decreasesbelow the criticalvalie
Xc .

T hroughout, we write B12212, Bi2201 and LSCO for
BjQ_SrZC aCuy0g, ng_Srg % LayC uO ¢ and Lay x S, CuO 4,
regoectively. UD, OP and OD stand for underdoped,
optin ally doped and overdoped, respectively, whilke SC
stands for superconducting.
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FIG.1l: TheNemstsignaley vs.H In OP Bi2201 (Panela,
T.= 28K)and in OD Bi2201 (o, T. = 22K ).The character-
istic hillpro ke ofey extendsto T high above T. (m easured
wih r T intheabplaneandH J¢). Thedepairing eld H 2
is estin ated by extrapolating ey ! 0. Ref. E]].

II. VORTEXNERNST EFFECT

In the vortex-liquid state, an applied tem perature gra—
dient r T JjR causes the vortices to ow towards the
cooler end of the sam ple with velocity vk (the m ag-
netic eld H j#). A seach vortex core crossesa line drawn
T¢, the di erence of the phases ; and ; at the ends
slips by 2 . This translates Into a weak transient volt—
age pulse ]. Integration of all the voltage pulses from a
large num ber of vortices leads to a steady-state electric

eld given by the Josephson relation E = B v, which
m ay be observed asa N emst signaley E,=¥ T J. Here,
B= ogH +M)wihM themagnetization and  the
vacuum pem eabiliy.

Figure[d shows the Nemst pro lesey vs. H in OP
and OD Bi2201 (Panelsa and b, respectively) [L3]. T he
\tilted-hill" pro le which is apparent in intense elds is
characteristic of all cuprates studied. W hen H exceeds
the solidm elting eldH, (T),ey risessteeply to reach a
maxinum . Above the peak, the condensate am plitude
is progressively suppressed by H until it decreases to
a value approaching zero at the upper critical (depair-
ing) edHe ( 48T and 40 T in the OP and OD
sam ples, respectively) . T wo notew orthy features are the
an ooth continuity of the signal across the zero— eld T,
and itspersistence to tem peratureshigh above T.. T hese
2 features are not observed in low -T. superconductors (or
In the electron-doped cuprate Nd, x Ce,CuO,4). In the
hole-doped cuprates, they provide strong evidence for the
scenario that the transition at T, corresponds to the loss
of long-range phase coherence rather than the vanishing
of the am plitude j (r)3J.

The contour plot of gy (T;H ) In the T-H plane pro—
videsan instructive way to view the vortex-N emst signal.
Th Fig.[d, contourplots HrOD, 0P and UD Bi2201 are
displayed In Panels @), ) and (c), respectively. In each
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FIG.2: (coloronline) Contour plots of the m agnitude of the
Nemst signaley (T;H ) In the T-H plane orOD B12201 (T,
= 22K ,Panela), OP Bi2201 (T. = 28 K,Panelb) and UD
Bi2201 (T = 12 K, Panelc). The magniude of ey = 0
in the black regions, and increases In intensity through blue,
violet, red, orange to yellow (m axinum intensity). N ote that
the contour lines bulge to tem peratures signi cantly above T.
at high elds. In Panels (@) and (), the high- eld contours
begin to form closed loops In plying the approach to H.,.
E stin ated values of H ¢, (T ) are shown as solid squares w ith
error bars In Panel ). The axes in the 3 panels have the
sam e scale.

panel, ey Increases from zero (black regions) through the
blue, violet and red regions to reach itsm axinum valie
In the yellow region. T he vortex solid occupies the black
wedge In the low-T, snallkH comer. In Bi 2201, the
vortex liquid, which dom nates the entire T -H plane, ex—
tends to very high elds. M ore signi cantly, it extends
to tem peratures considerably above T, in all 3 sam ples.
T here is no evidence for an H ., line that goes to zero
at T.. Instead, the nferred H ., isnearly T independent
[shown as solid squares in Panel (b)]. W e retum to the
anom alous behavior of H o, below .
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FIG.3: The phase diagram of LSCO show ing Tonset Of the
N emst signal, the transition T. and the pseudogap tem per—
ature T In the \Nemst" region between Topser and Tc,
vorticity is observed by the Nemst and torque m agnetom e—
try experim ents. The numbers indicate = g =B n nV /KT
(initial sope of the ey -H curve). Ref. [13]]

Abovethe SC dom e in the phase diagram ofLSCO , the
vortex-N emst signal is observed in the \Nemst region"
shown iIn gray scale in Fig. [3. The contour lnes indi-
cate the initial value ofthe Nemst coe cient = ey =B .
C learly, the Nemst region is closely related to the SC
dom ede ned by T, vs. x. On theOD side, i term inates
at x 025, whilke on the UD side, it reaches to 0.03.

The onset tem perature To,set is de ned as the tem —
perature above which ey cannot be resolved from the
negative quasiparticle (qp) contribution m]. A s shown,
Tonset Peaks at x = 010 instead ofthe OP doping x =
017 (@l the contours also show this skewed pro e so it
is not due to di culties In resolwing T onset). The m ax—
Inum valie of Topset (130 K) is signi cantly lower than
values of the pseudogap tem perature T quoted for the
UD region (T isonly roughly known in LSCO).

ITII. TORQUE MAGNETOM ETRY

T he vortex interpretation ofthe Nemst signals has re—
ceived strong support from high-resolution torque m ag—
netom etry m,ﬂ]. B ecause the supercurrent in cuprates
is quasi2D , torque m agnetom etry is ideal or probing its
diam agnetic response. If the angle o between H and c
is am all, the torque signal = m B may be expressed

as [14,[15]
= [ sz+M (T;H)NVBy; @)

where V is the crystal volum g, p= =z x is the
anisotropy ofthe param agnetic (packground) susceptibil-
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FIG.4: (color online) Curves of torque vs. H n OP Bi
2212. At the highest T (140 K ), the m agnetization is para—
magnetic M = L H),and H?.AsT decreases towards
T. = 865 K, a negative diam agnetic contribution becom es
apparent and grow s rapidly to pull the torque negative. H ys—
tereses is Jarge below 35K .
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FIG.5: (coloronline) M agnetization curvesM vs.H in OP
B1i2212 obtained from shown in Fig.[4d. The right panel
show s curves above 80 K in expanded scale. At low T (left
panel), the eld at which M extrapolates to zero H .2) is
estin ated to be 150200 T .Notethatas T ! T. , H., does
not decrease below 45T .

ity and M (T ;H ) the diam agneticm agnetization of inter—
est We choose axes zJr and x in the ab plane; hereafter
wewriteH, = H).

Above 4K,we ndexperimentally that [ isdom i~
nated by the param agnetic van V leck susceptbility opp-
Because o s H independent and only m ildly T de—
pendent, whilke M (T;H ) varies strongly wih T and is
nonlinear in H , the 2 contributions are easily sgparated.

Figure[d showshow vareswihH t©32T inOP Bi
2212. Above 120 K, only the param agnetic term p is
visbl. Below 120 K, the diam agnetic term M increases
rapidly to pull the cantilkever de ection to large negative
values as T decreasesbelow T. (865K).



D viding by By and subtracting the tem oH,
we isolate M (T;H ) which is plotted in Fig. [3. Below
70 K, the M -H curves closely resemble the Abrikosov
pro le fam iliar in low-T. superconductors; M logH
In the very large eld interval H o H Heyp. As
T ! T., however, a strdking deviation from m ean—

eld behavior becom es apparent. Slightly below T, the
derivative dM =dH In weak H changesabruptly from pos—
itive to negative at a \ separatrix" tem perature Tg. At T,
M H) jmpsabruptly at H = 0 to a nite value that
is H -independent to elds of 57 T (Ts is 23 K below
T.). Above T, M iIncreases as the fractional power law
M H'" ), where the exponent (T') > 1 is anoma-—
Jousand very strongly T dependent. In the intervalw here
> 1 (petween T. and 105 K ), the systam seem s to ex—
hii a fragile London rigidity which is easily destroyed
In niteH . Thepro M vs. H matches that of the
Nemst pro ey vs. H overa broad intervalofT . The
%tures above T, are discussed in detailin Refs. E] and
1.

Recently, the m agnetization curves for a 2D large-
superconductor in the vicinity of ts KT transition was
calculated by O ganyesan, Huse and Sondhi E]. ForT <
Tx 1, the calculation reproduces several of the unusual
features in Fig.[H including the separatrix curve and the
change In sign of dM =dH In weak H on both sides of
the separatrix. However, above T 7, the theory does
not account for the anom alous exponent (T) discussed
above M isalwayslinearin H).

Asih the case of gy, wemay disphy M (T;H ) as a
contour plot in the T-H plane Fig.[d). Above 100K
In the upper panel, the m agnitude M jin OP Bi2212
issmall K8 A/m; desp blue region). As T decreases
below T. to 35 K, M jrises to values > 2,000 A /m (red
region). Let us recallthat, n the M F (m ean— eld) tran—
sition, the contours above T. converge radially to the
point (T;H) = (T¢;0), whik below T. they are com —
pressed into the H o, curve which is a straight line ter—
m Inating at (T.;0). Here, the pattem is very di erent.
The contours are roughly parallel and vertical near T,
except In very low H where they converge to (T.;0) non—
analytically. At Ts (85K ), the contour is strictly vertical,
re ecting the constancy of M vs. H below 5 T.The
variation of the m agnitude over the whole T-H region is
also instructive. In the M F transition, M jshould drop
sharply to nearzero at the M F lhe H , 1 t),wih
t= T=T.. Instead, M jhere varies relatively slow Iy over
the whole plane, retaining signi cant am plitude up to
120 K, which corresponds to the vortex signal detected
earlier In the Nemst experin ent. There is no evidence
for a sharp boundary tem inating at T, corresponding to
the M F H, (T) curve (extrapolation oftheM -H curves
in Fig.[d yields values of H ., = 100-150 T even near T..
T hisanom alousbehaviorofH ., waspointed out long ago
for the KT transition ]. It m ay be generic to super-
conductors undergoing phase-disordering transitions. By
com parison, the contour features are even m ore strdkingly
anom alous in UD Bi2212 (Fig.[d, lower panel). Above
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FIG.6: (coloronline) Contourplotsof M (T;H )jin OP Bi

2212 (T. = 865 K, upper panel) and in UD B1i2212 (T. =
50 K, Iower panel). In upper (lower) panel, the contour lines
below T. are spaced 100 (50) A /m apart. Above T. in both
panels, they are as indicated. At the separatrix tem perature
Ts (85K and 47 K in upper and lower panels, respectively),
the contour is verticalup to 5 T .

T. G0 K), M jis observable over a broader interval of
T . The m ore pronounced curvature of the contour lines
(relative to the OP sample) re ects the larger tem per—
ature interval above T. where phase uctuations exist.
T he non-analytic behavior in weak elds around (T;0)
is also m ore evident.

IVv. THE DEPAIRING FIELD AND BIND ING
ENERGY

T he torque experin entsallow M vs. H tobem easured
directly to elds as high as 45 T, which is the scale of
H . (0) In UD, single-ayer cuprates (pout still quite a bit
sn aller than in Bi2212 asevident in Fig.[8). TheM H
curves in UD B 12201 are reported in Ref. ﬂ].



An important quantity m ay be derived by integrat-
'glg the M -H curve. In BCS theory, the integral

OHCZ M (H ) dH isthe condensation energy ofthe super—
conducting state E .. This identity, based on them ody-
nam ic argum ents, should be valid in a phase-disordered
superconductor n the limit T = 0. The integration is
especially accurate in the B ibased cuprates and in UD
LSCO where hystereses are neglighbl at argeH and low
T .Forsingle layerBi2201,we nd @t 4K)E.= 2,600
J/m? in an UD samplewih T. = 12 K, whereasE. =
5,600 J/m 3 in an OP samplewih T, = 28 K . These valk
ues are signi cantly sm aller than In OP bilayer Bi2212
wih T.= 865K, wherewemeasureE, 6 18J/m?3.
(For com parison, in A1, In, Pb and Nb, E. = 39, 341,
2,560 and 15,600 J/m 3, respectively.)

A ssum Ing that the hole density n, = 015/Cu in OP
Bi2201 and and 022/Cu In OP B12212, we calculate
the condensation energy per hok E .=n, to be 29 and 41

eV, respectively. T he corresponding value for Bi 2212
(21 meV perholk) is surprisihgly large. The large jum p
In E.=ny between sihgle and bilayer system s is not un—
derstood.

V. LOW -TEM PERATURE VORTEX LIQU ID

A s one crosses the SC -dom e boundary m oving up in
tem perature at xed x, the loss of phase coherence oc—
curs via the spontaneous unbinding of vortex-antivortex
pairs driven by the gain in entropy, in analogy w ith the
2D KT transition. It is Interesting to cross the boundary
by decreasing x below the critical value x. 0.055 at
very low T . As x approaches the M ott lim it x = 0, in—
creased localization ofthe C ooper pairs In plies that local

uctuations in the pair density n (r) decreases. Hence
the conjugate variable, the phase , uctuates strongly.
Atvery low T ,thishappensby the rapid m otion ofquan-
tum vortices. If the vortex solid is unstable, long-range
phase coherence is not possbl even when T ! 0.

To explore this Interesting issue, we have extended the
torque experin ent to below 1 K. Below 6 K, a new
contbution to the torque signal arises from the weakly
anistropic param agnetic response of localm om ents (son
s= %) given by

g )

M p = ng ptanh[ g( )esH ]; ( = 1=kgT)

)
wih p the Bohrmagneton and ky Boltzm ann’s con—
stant. Here, ng is the density of the localm om ents and

g= dgc GbsWhere g (Gap) is the g-factorm easured
with H = H in the abplane). In LSCO forx < x., we

nd that g(T) isunobservable untilT fallsbelow 15
K.
A fter this spin contrdbution is rem oved, we obtain the
m agnetization curves associated w ith supercurrents in
the Cu0, layers shown in Fig.[7 (in a crystalw ith x =
0.055). At 40 K, a weak diam agnetic signalw ith a pro-
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FIG.7: (color online) M agnetization curves M vs. H in
LSCO (x= 0.055) at selected T below 40 K .W hile the overall
m agnitude M jincreases rapidly from 40 K to 5 K, it ceases
to change below 5K .TheM H pro ke resem bles that of the
N emst signal Fig.[).

le that peaksnear5 T becom es evident. Them axin um

valie of M jincreases as T decreases to 5 K . However,
asT decreasesto 035K, no further change in M jis ob-
served. W e note that the curve bears a close resem blance
to the tilted-hillpro le oftheNemst signal Fig.[d). The
diam agnetic signalextendstoa eldof 37T which we
dentify w ith the depairing eld H ., (0). W em ay contrast
this behavior w ith that in a crystal inside the SC dom e
wih x = 0.060). There, M grow s to very large values
and exhibits hysteretic behavior when the vortices enter
the solid state.

The low-T m agnetization reveals a sharp qualitative
di erence between sam ples Inside the SC dom e and jast
outside. In both cases, the depairing eld is very large
(2040 T), so that tightly bound pairs exist. However,
decreasing the tem perature to 0 has very di erent ef-
fects. Inside the dome (X > x.), the vortices enter the
solid phase w ih an irreversbilty eld 8 T, and large
hysteresis is observed. If x lies outside the dom e, cooling
hasno cbservablee ectson theM -H curvesbelow 6K.
T he vortices rem ain in the liquid state, and long-range
phase coherence is absent down to 0.5 K . W e interpret
these resuls as evidence for the existence of a quantum
vortex liquid in which uctuationsin prevent the estab-
lishm ent of long-range phase coherence even in the lin i
T = 0. This in plies Iocalization of the pairs. T he para-
m agnetic signal Eq.[2) suggests how this com es about.

At x = 0055, a small fraction fy of the holes enter
a state that displays a param agnetic m agnetic signature
consistent w ith nearly free localm om entsofl 5 (s= %)
w hile the rem ainder rem ain C ooperpaired. A s x further



decreases to 0.04 and 0.03, the fraction f5 grow s at the
expense of the diam agnetic signal, suggesting a progres—
sive conversion Into the param agnetic state. By x = 0.03,
thism agnetic state begins to display m agnetic hysteresis
below 2 K suggestive of glassy behavior (the m agnetic
hysteresis is easily distinguished from the hysteresis of
the vortex solid seen only above x.) . D etailsw illbe pub-
lished elsew here.

VI. SPIN GAP,CHARGE PAIRING AND
ONSET TEM PERATURE

A sshown in Fig.[3, the Nemst region occupies a large
area that extends above the SC dome into the psesud-
gogap state. T he electronic properties in the Nemst re—
gion arehighly unusual. A though the inplane resistivity

a2 Ishigh and nom inally T -linear, both the Nemst and
diam agnetic signals increase steeply as T ! TJ . Sig-
ni cant pair condensate am plitude exists in this region
but the high concentration ofthem ally generated m obile
(anti)vortices reduces phase rigidity to very short length
scales in zero H , so that the M eissner e ect is absent
altogether.

In discussions of the pseudogap, it seem s in portant to
recognize that the soin and charge degrees are a ected
di erently. A s shown in Fig. [3, the pseudogap tem pera—
tureT liesabove To,set. Hencewhen thepseudogap rst
appears (at 200300 K ) there is no evidence for C ooper
pairing. At such high T, the pseudogap is actually a spin
gap. The pseudogap was rst nferred from the T de-
pedence of the relaxation rate 1=(T1T) and the Knight
shift K ¢ iIn NM R experin ents. C ooper pairing involr—
Ing the charge degrees occurs only below Topset, as evi-
denced by the steep rise ofthe vortex-N emst and diam ag—
netic signals. T his In plies that the soin degrees sense the
pairing Instability long before the charge degrees. W hen
the charges pair, vorticity and diam agnetism becom e de—
tectable, ie. local \superconductivity" with very short

appears. In this regard, it is signi cant that m ea—
surem ents of a \pseudogap" above T. by ARPES and
tunneling @ hich probe the charge degrees) are con ned
toT < 110K in Bi2212. W e suggest that these experi-
m ents are jist detecting the gap of the superconducting
condensate, but In is phase-disordered state.

R ecently, the in portant role of vortices in the UD re—
gion hasbeen em phasized in several theories [19,120,121,
22,123,124,125]. An interesting theory for T, set hasbeen
proposed by Anderson R35]. Hartreetock factorization
of the tJ Ham iltonian yields 2 selfenergies ~yx and %,
which m ay be represented in the space (cosky, cosky) as
the orthogonalvectors [2€]

“x (cosk,  cosk,); & (cosk + cosky): (3)

A key feature is that the self energy 7 shares the sam e
\extended s-wave" form asthe gp kinetic energy. Athigh
tem peratures (Topset < T < T ), % isunaligned w ith the
kinetic energy, but \locks" to it at Topset - Below Topsets
the selfenergy “x (the superconducting gap param eter),
continues to uctuate in phase until T, where phase co-
herence becom es long-range.

Finally, we mention theories that propose that the
N emst signals (even thosebelow T.) are not produced by
vortices at all, but by quasiparticles that occupy highly
unusual electronic states { either a charge density wave
wih adwavegap ODW ) R7], oraband ofuncondensed
bipolaron bosons 28]. In our view , these gp-based the-
ories are not viable. \Fis" to Nemst or m agnetization
data seem to be based on ad hoc, unrealistic assum p—
tions. T he collective evidence, notably the adiabatic con—
tihuiy from below to above T, the strong correlation
of the Nemst and diam agnetic signalw ith the SC dom e,
the accurate scaling betw een the N emst and diam agnetic
signals above T, and the high— eld suppression of both
signals at H ., present a strong case for a vortex-liquid
origin (see Ref. [L3]).
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