
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
61

20
31

v1
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.s
up

r-
co

n]
  1

 D
ec

 2
00

6

T w o types ofH c2(T)dependences in

B i2Sr2C a1� xY xC u2O 8+� w ith di�erent Y ttrium

content

I.L.Landaua;b H.Kellera

aPhysik-InstitutderUniversit�atZ�urich,W interthurerstrasse 190,CH-8057 Z�urich,

Switzerland

bInstitute for PhysicalProblem s,117334 M oscow,Russia

A bstract

W e reanalyze the m agnetization data collected on Bi2Sr2Ca1�x Y xCu2O 8+ � sam -

ples(K im atal,Phys.Rev.B 72,64525 (2005))and arguethatthem ethod,which

was used for the analysis ofequilibrium m agnetization data,is not adequate to

theexperim entalsituation.Asa result,thetem peraturedependenciesoftheupper

critical�eld H c2(T) and the m agnetic �eld penetration depth �(T),obtained in

this work,are m isinterpreted.Using a di�erent approach to analysis,we dem on-

strate thatthe norm alized H c2(T)curvesare ratherdi�erentfrom those presented

in theoriginalpublication and do notfollow predictionsoftheW ertham er-Helfand-

Hohenberg theory.Anotherim portantobservation isthattheH c2(T)dependencies

fortwo sam pleswith di�erentlevelsofdoping arequalitatively di�erent.
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1 Intrtoduction

Inthispaper,wereanalyzem ixed-statem agnetizationM (H ;T)datathatwere

collected on severalpolycrystallineBi2Sr2Ca1�x Y xCu2O 8+ � (Bi-2212)sam ples

and presented in Ref.[1].The m ain reason is that these data contain som e

hidden inform ation,which can be discovered by an appropriate analysis.W e

also argue that the m ethod,which was used for the analysis ofequilibrium

m agnetization data in [1],isnotadequate to the experim entalsituation and
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thedopingdependenceofthezero-tem peraturevalueoftheuppercritical� eld

H c2(0),presented in [1],should beconsidered asunjusti� ed.

Aswasdem onstrated in [2,3,4],allnum eroushigh-Tc superconductors(HTSC)

m ay be divided into two groups.The dependencies ofthe norm alized upper

critical� eld hc2 on T=Tc forHTSC’s belonging to the sam e group are prac-

tically identical,while they are distinctly di� erent between the groups.Ac-

knowledging thefactthatthelargergroup includesa hugevariety ofdi� erent

HTSC com pounds,while the second one israthersm all,we shalldenote the

correspondinghc2(T=Tc)curvesastypicaland unusual,respectively.Quitesur-

prisingly,the resultsfortwo Bi-2212 sam pleswith di� erentlevelsofdoping,

investigated in [1]and analyzed in thiswork,perfectly m atch thecorrespond-

ing hc2(T=Tc)curvesforthetwo abovem entioned groupsofHTSC’s.Aswell

as we are aware,it is the � rst observation ofsuch a behavior in Bi-based

HTSC’s.

Thereareseveraltheoreticalapproaches,which areusually em ployed foreval-

uation ofH c2 from experim entalm agnetization data [5,6,7].Allthesem odels

assum e conventionalsuperconductivity (an isotropic superconducting order

param eter)and a uniform sam ple with a zero dem agnetizing factor.Neither

ofthese conditionsissatis� ed in polycrystalline HTSC’s.Because the di� er-

encesbetween theoreticalassum ptionsand experim entalsituationsarerarely

discussed in theliterature,weconsiderthem in som edetails.

(i)Dem agnetizingfactor.Ifthesam plem agnetization M ism uch sm allerthan

an applied m agnetic� eld H ,dem agnetizing e� ectsareusually neglected.This

isnotcorrect.Ifa dem agnetizing factorn 6= 0,thesam plem agnetization can

be written asM n6= 0 = (1� n)Mn= 0 (in the case of4�M � H ),i.e.,M ! 0

for n ! 1,independent of an applied m agnetic � eld,tem perature or the

natureofthesam ple.Dem agnetizing e� ectsarenotim portantifonly relative

variationsofthesam plem agnetization areconsidered.In Ref.[1],however,the

Hao-Clem [5]and the vortex  uctuation [6,7]m odelswere em ployed forthe

analysisofexperim entaldata.The absolute valuesofM enterboth ofthese

m odelsand neglecting dem agnetizing e� ectsm ay resultin m isinterpretation

ofexperim entalresults.

(ii)Pairingsym m etry.Sym m etry oftheorderparam eterisalso im portant.In

the case ofunconventionald-pairing,which is expected in HTSC’s,the dis-

tribution ofthe orderparam eteraround vortex coresand the corresponding

contribution tothefreeenergyisdi� erentfrom thatforconventionalsupercon-

ductors.Thisiswhy theoreticalcalculationsbased on conventionals-pairing

should beused with caution iftheyareapplied fortheanalysisofexperim ental

data collected on unconventionalsuperconductors

(iii)Polycrystallinesam ples.HTSC’sarehighlyanisotropic.In such m aterials,
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ifthedirection ofan externalm agnetic� eld doesnotcoincidewith oneofthe

principle axesofthe crystal,the m agnetic induction in the sam ple isnotex-

actly parallelto theapplied m agnetic� eld.In sam plesconsisting ofrandom ly

oriented grains,thisleadsto an additionalfreeenergy and m ay in uence the

sam ple m agnetization.Itshould also be noted that,because m agnetizations

ofdi� erent grains are di� erent,there is som e m agnetic interaction between

the neighboring grains.The situation is even m ore com plex at higher tem -

peratures.Indeed,according to calculationsofBrandt[8],the m agnetic � eld

dependenceofM isa linearfunction oflnH (London lim it)only in m agnetic

� elds H < 0:1Hc2 (see also Fig.3 in Ref.[9]).Attem peratures,T & 0:8Tc,

the upperlim itofthe m agnetic � eld range isusually higherthan thisvalue.

In this case,deviations ofM (H )from the predictions ofthe London m odel

haveto beaccounted forand a sim pleaveraging,which wasproposed in Ref.

[7]and used in Ref.[1],isnotapplicable.

Them odeloftherm al uctuationsofvortices[6],which wasused fortheanal-

ysisofexperim entaldata in Ref[1],isbased on an experim entalobservation

that,in thecaseoflayered HTSC com pounds,thereisatem peratureT� < Tc,

atwhich the sam ple m agnetization doesnotdepend on an applied m agnetic

� eld [10].Aswellaswe are aware,the m odel[6]isthe only theory describ-

ing this feature.Using this approach,one m ay evaluate the m agnetic � eld

penetration depth � atT = T�.The only param eters,entering the expres-

sion for�(T�),representsthe distance between superconducting layers.This

param eter m ay be independently evaluated ass = � (kB T
�)=(�0M

�)(kB is

theBoltzm ann constant,and �0 isthem agnetic ux quantum ).However,the

ratio � T�=M � is always sm aller than the theoretically predicted value and,

contrary tothetheory,T�=M � ispractically independentofs[11].Thisiswhy

them odel[6]m ay beconsidered only asaqualitativeapproach totheproblem

and the resulting value of�(T�)m ay be di� erent from the actualm agnetic

� eld penetration depth.

Oneofpossiblereasonsoftheabovem entioned disagreem entbetween thethe-

ory and experim entsisthattherm al uctuationsofvortices,considered in [6],

isnottheonly  uctuation e� ectthatm ay contribute to thesam plem agneti-

zation.Aswasdiscussed in [2], uctuationsofTc throughoutthesam ple vol-

um e,which cannotbeavoided in HTSC’s,should also play an im portantrole.

Cuprates are non-stoichiom etric,which m akes them intrinsically inhom oge-

neousm aterials.Fluctuationsofchem icalcom position cannotbesm allerthan

thecorresponding statistical uctuationsin distribution ofnon-stoichiom etric

com ponents.In realsam ples,however,chem ical uctuationsareeven stronger

than the corresponding statisticalnum bers.Taking into account that Tc is

strongly dependenton thelevelofoxygen orotherdopants,wem ay conclude

thatthecriticaltem peraturem ustbespatially dependent.

At T above the bulk criticaltem perature,our sam ple can be considered as
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superconducting inclusions(grains)im bedded in norm alm etal.Thesam esit-

uation can beobserved atT < Tc in m agnetic� eldsH > Hc2.Attem peratures

wellbelow Tc and in H � H c2,the above m entioned non-uniform ity ofthe

sam pleisnotim portantand itm ay only lead to weak variationsofthevortex

density.In thiscase,thesam plem agnetization willcorrespond toan averaged

value ofH c2.However,closer to the H c2(T) line,the situation is di� erent.

Indeed,ifH > H c2(T),wehaveonly superconducting grainsand thediam ag-

netic m om ent ofthe sam ple should be proportionalto H (see Eq.(4.12 in

[12]).In m agnetic � elds close but below Hc2(T),the superconducting order

param eter� issm allin thebulk ofthesam ple(� ! 0forH ! H c2),whileit

issubstantially higherin theregionswherelocalTc ishigher.Considering the

sam ple m agnetization,we m ay conclude thatitconsists oftwo diam agnetic

contributions:M gr (from inclusionswith higherTc)and M m s (from them ixed

statebetween theinclusions).Both thesecontributionsareapproxim ately lin-

earon H .1 Atthe sam e tim e,the derivativesdM gr=dH and dM m s=dH have

opposite signs.At low tem peratures,M m s � M gr.However,M m s vanishes

atthe bulk value ofTc,while M gr rem ainsnon-zero up to som ewhathigher

tem peratures.In other words,it m ust be a tem perature T� < Tc,at which

(dM m s=dH + dM gr=dH )= 0,i.e.,M = M m s+ M gr istem peratureindependent.

As we could see,spatialvariations ofthe superconducting criticaltem pera-

ture in inhom ogeneoussam plesresultin an e� ectsim ilarto thatoftherm al

 uctuationsofvorticesconsidered in [6].Itisquite likely thatboth these ef-

fectsareim portantand thisiswhy theinterlayerdistance s,calculated from

experim entalvalues ofT� and M � as s = � (kB T
�)=(�0M

�),is in disagree-

m entwith itsexperim entalresults.Itisalso possible thatin polycrystalline

sam ples,which are expected to be lesshom ogeneousthan single crystals,T�

and M � areentirely determ ined by spatial uctuations.

2 M odel

Here,we use a com pletely di� erent m ethod ofanalyzing ofm agnetization

data.In this scaling approach,developed in Ref.[2],no particular M (H )

dependence is assum ed a priori,and it can be applied to single crystals as

wellasto polycrystalline sam ples,independent ofthe pairing m echanism or

thesam plegeom etry [3].Thedisadvantageofthisanalysisisthatitdoesnot

providetheabsolutevaluesofH c2 butonlyitsrelativetem peraturevariations.

Thisistheprizetopay foritsuniversality.However,ifthevalueofH c2 atany

tem peratureisestablished,a wholeH c2(T)curveisobtained.

Thescaling procedureisbased on theassum ption thattheGinzburg-Landau

1 According to [8],M m s(H )isapproxim ately linearfunction down to H � 0:3H c2.
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param eter� istem perature independent.In thiscase,the m ixed-state m ag-

neticsusceptibility m ay bewritten as

�(H ;T)= �(H =H c2); (1)

i.e.,thetem peraturedependence of� isonly dueto tem peraturevariation of

H c2.Eq.(1)isalreadysu� cienttoestablish arelation between m agnetizations

attwo di� erenttem peratures[2]

M (H =hc2;T0)= M (H ;T)=hc2; (2)

where hc2(T)= H c2(T)=H c2(T0)is the upper critical� eld norm alized by its

valueatsom earbitrary chosen tem peratureT0 < Tc.Thisequation isvalid if

thediam agneticresponseofthem ixed stateistheonlysigni� cantcontribution

to thesam ple m agnetization.Considering HTSC’s,however,we have to take

into account their noticeable param agnetic susceptibility �n in the norm al

state and itsdependence on tem perature.In orderto accountfor�n(T),we

haveto introducean additionalc0(T)H term in Eq.(2).According to [2],the

resulting equation connecting M (H ;T0)and M (H ;T)m ay bewritten as

M (H =hc2;T0)= M (H ;T)=hc2 + c0(T)H (3)

with

c0(T)= �n(T)� �n(T0) (4)

W e note thatEqs.(1)and (2)are rathergeneraland they can be obtained

from any m odelbased on theGinzburg-Landau theory,includingtheso-called

nonlocalLondon theory and the Hao-Clem m odel.Atthe sam e tim e,aswas

discussed in [13,14],theserelationsrem ain valid even ifM (H )isdi� erentfrom

predictionsofthe conventionalGinzburg-Landau theory and,therefore,they

areapplicableto unconventionalsuperconductorsaswell.

Itshould benoted thatattem peraturesclosetoTc,som eadditionalcontribu-

tion to M arisesfrom  uctuation e� ects.Aswasdiscussed in [2],the second

term in Eq.(3)m ay also accountforthiscontribution.However,becausethis

contribution is not exactly proportionalto H ,it can be accounted for only

partially.

Eq.(3)can beused asthebasisforthescaling procedure.Theadjustablepa-

ram etershc2(T)and c0(T)areobtained from thecondition thatM (H =hc2;T0),

calculated from datacollected atdi� erenttem peratures,collapseontoasingle

m astercurve,which representsthe equilibrium m agnetization atT = T0 [2].
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Asa result,thetem peraturedependenceofthenorm alized uppercritical� eld

hc2(T) is obtained.Extrapolating the resulting hc2(T)curve to hc2 = 0,we

can also obtain thevalueofthezero-� eld criticaltem perature.

Itwasdem onstrated thatthisscaling procedureworksquitewelland m ay be

used in orderto reliably obtain tem perature dependenciesofthe norm alized

uppercritical� eld hc2 from equilibrium m agnetizationsm easured atdi� erent

tem peratures[2,3,9,13,14,15,16].In the following,we use M eff(H )to denote

M (H =hc2;T0)calculated using Eq.(3)in orderto distinguish itfrom directly

m easured m agnetization data.

3 A nalysis ofm agnetization data

Figs.1(a)and 1(b)show scaled m agnetization curvesfortwo Bi-2212sam ples

with di� erent Yttrium contents.As m ay be seen,the quality ofscaling is

alm ostperfectin both casesand deviationsofindividualdata pointsdo not

exceed theaccuracy oftheoriginaldata asthey can betaken from the� gures

presented in [1].

Theresulting tem peraturedependenciesofthenorm alized uppercritical� eld

forthesesam plesareshown in Figs.2 and 3.In orderto dem onstratea weak

interference between the two � t-param eters,we repeated the scaling proce-

dure assum ing c0 � 0.Asm ay be seen in Fig.2,the di� erence between the

two setsofdata-pointsisinsigni� cant (see also [15]).Atthe sam e tim e,be-

causethenorm al-stateparam agnetism in HTSC’sexistsand itistem perature

dependent,wedo notseeany reason to neglectc0(T).

The resultsfora sam ple with the Y-concentration x = 0:2 are shown in Fig.

2.The solid line represents the "typical" hc2(T=Tc)dependence,obtained in

Ref.[2],and � tted to thedata pointsby adjusting Tc.ThevalueofTc = 92:6

K,evaluated in such a way,is close to the value given in the originalpub-

lication.2 As m ay be seen in Fig.2,the data points follow the solid line

quiteclosely clearlydem onstratingthatthissam plebelongstotheabovem en-

tioned largergroup ofHTSC’s.W e also note thatbecause the hc2(T)curve

forthisgroup ofHTSC’sisquitedi� erentfrom predictionsoftheW ertham er-

Helfand-Hohenberg (W HH)theory [17](the dashed line in Fig.2),the zero-

tem perature upper critical� eld Hc2(0),evaluated by em ploying this theory

willbewellaboveitsrealvalue.

Thehc2(T=Tc)curveforasam plewith x = 0:1,asshown in Fig.3,isquitedif-

2 Becausethezero-�eld superconducting transition in HTSC’sisratherbroad,the

valueofTc,evaluated asitwasdonein [1],m ay beconsidered only asapproxim ate.
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Fig.1.The scaling results for two Bi-2212 sam ples with di�erent doping levels.

M agnetization data aretaken from Figs.1 and 2 ofRef.[1].

ferentand practically coincideswith thoseforseveralotherHTSC com pounds

belonging to thesm allergroup ofHTSC’s.Ourevaluation ofTc = 84:2 K for

thissam pleispractically thesam easthevalueprovided in Ref.[1].W enote

that,although in thiscase hc2(T=Tc)iscloserto theW HH theory,thedi� er-

encesarestillsigni� cantand thistheory should notbeused fortheevaluation

ofH c2(0).

4 D iscussion

The observation that,considering tem perature dependencies ofH c2,allnu-

m erous HTSC’s m ay be divided into two groups is rem arkable.However,it
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Fig.2.The norm alized upper critical�eld hc2 as a function oftem perature for a

sam plewith x = 0:2.Forcom parison,wealso show hc2(T)obtained ifthescaling is

based on Eq.(2)(c0(T)� 0).Thesolid line representsthebest�tofthe "typical"

hc2(T=Tc)curve,obtained in Ref.[2],to the data points(see textfordetails).The

dashed linerepresentsto theW HH theory.
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Tc = 84.2 K (this work)
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Fig.3.The norm alized uppercritical�eld hc2 as a function ofT=Tc for a sam ple

with x = 0:1.The hc2(T=Tc) curves for severalsam ples,belonging to the sm aller

group ofHTSC’s[3,13],are shown forcom parison.The solid and the dashed lines

are thesam e asin Fig.2.

iseven m ore surprising thatno any interm ediate hc2(T=Tc)wasobserved so

far.Because both typicaland unusualhc2(T=Tc)curveswere observed in the

sam e fam iliesofHTSC’s [2,3,9],one m ay assum e thatthe levelofdoping is
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essential.A sim ilarconclusion m ay also be drown from the resultspresented

in thiswork.Thisiswhy itwould beextrem ely interesting to study thetran-

sition from onetypeofthehc2(T=Tc)dependenceto theothersystem atically.

W e also note that in this Y-doped Bi-2212,an overdoped sam ple fallinto

thesm allergroup (unusualhc2(T=Tc)curves),whilein thecaseofY-123 only

underdoped sam plesbehavein such a way (seeFig.3).

Finally,we brie y discuss the results ofRef.[1].The m ain result is the de-

pendence ofthe zero-tem perature upper critical� eld Hc2(0) on the doping

level.In order to obtained this plot,the authors had to extrapolated their

H c2(T)datato T = 0.However,aswearguebelow,neithertheH c2(T)curves

northeirextrapolationscan be considered asreliable.W e also note thatthe

H c2(T)curvespresented in [1]arequitedi� erentfrom ourresults(seeFigs.2

and 3).

As m ay be seen in Fig.4 ofRef.[1],the H c2(T)data points cover a rather

narrow rangeofT=Tc values.In such cases,em ploying theoreticalexpressions

forextrapolation ofexperim entaldata isjusti� ed only ifitisesyablished that

thecorrespondingtheory isquantitatively applicable.Aswellasweareaware,

there are no experim entalproofsthatthe m odi� cation ofthe W HH theory,

proposed in [18],can be used fordescription ofHTSC’s.M oreover,there are

no theoreticalreasonsto expectthis.Indeed,thetheories[17,18]arebased on

theconventionalBCS theory and theirapplicability to unconventionalsuper-

conductors is questionable.W e also note that,considering the H c2(T) data

presented in Fig.4 ofRef.[1],one can easily see thatthe data-pointsare in

disagreem entwith the theoreticalcurves,which were used fortheirextrapo-

lation.

Anotherwarning isthatthe presented H c2(T)data do notshow a tendency

to vanish at T = Tc.This is a strong indication on som e drawbacks in the

theory,which wasused forevaluation ofH c2 from m agnetization data.Aswe

discussed in the Introduction,this theory neglects spatial uctuations ofTc

and thisiswhy itisquite likely thatitisnotapplicable to realsam ples.In

this case,the data,presented in Fig.4 ofRef.[1],do notrepresent H c2 and

the conclusions m ade in this work are not actually based on the presented

experim entaldata.

In conclusion,using an alternative approach to the analysisofexperim ental

data presented in Ref.[1],wedem onstratethat,depending on theY-content,

Bi2Sr2Ca1�x Y xCu2O 8+ � sam plesm ay havequalitatively di� erenttem perature

dependenciesoftheuppercritical� eld.Thisresultisin agreem entwith previ-

ousobservationsofsim ilarbehaviorinotherHTSC com pounds[3,13].Another

im portantpointisthatourH c2(T)curvesareratherdi� erentfrom theresults

oftheoriginalpublication.W earguethatthisdisagreem entbetween twoanal-

ysis ofthe sam e experim entaldata isdue to non-applicability ofthe vortex
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 uctuation m odelto description ofrealHTSC sam ples.
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