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A bstract

W e reanalyze the m agnetization data collected on B1LSrCa; x ¥ xCuyOgy sam —
plks KIn atal, Phys.Rev.B 72, 64525 (2005)) and argue that the m ethod, which
was used for the analysis of equilbbrium m agnetization data, is not adequate to
the experin ental situation. A s a resul, the tem perature dependencies of the upper
critical eld H » (T) and the m agnetic eld penetration depth (T), obtained in
this work, are m isinterpreted. U sihg a di erent approach to analysis, we dem on—
strate that the nom alized H o, (T ) curves are rather di erent from those presented
In the originalpublication and do not ollow predictions ofthe W ertham erH elfand-
H ohenberg theory. A nother In portant cbservation is that the H o, (T ) dependencies
for two sam ples w ith di erent levels of doping are qualitatively di erent.
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1 Intrtoduction

In thispaper, we reanalyzem ixed-statem agnetization M #H ;T ) data thatwere
collected on several polycrystallne BLSnCa; x YxCuy,0gr B 12212) sam ples
and presented n Ref. [l]. The m ain reason is that these data contain som e
hidden Infomm ation, which can be discovered by an approprate analysis. W e
also argue that the m ethod, which was used for the analysis of equilibbrium
m agnetization data In [l], is not adequate to the experin ental situation and
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the doping dependence ofthe zero-tam perature value ofthe upper critical eld
H o 0), presented In [1], should be considered asunjusti ed.

A swasdean onstrated In 23,4, allnum erous high-T. superconductors H T SC)
m ay be divided into two groups. T he dependencies of the nom alized upper
critical eld h, on T=T. for HT SC'’s belonging to the sam e group are prac—
tically identical, whik they are distinctly di erent between the groups. A c-
know ledging the fact that the Jarger group includes a huge variety ofdi erent
HTSC oom pounds, while the second one is rather an all, we shall dencte the
corresoonding he, (T=T.) curves as typicaland unusual, respectively.Q uite sur-
prisingly, the results for two B 12212 sam ples with di erent levels of doping,
Investigated in [l] and analyzed in thiswork, perfectly m atch the correspond—
ing he, (T=T.) curves for the two above m entioned groups of HT SC'’s.Aswell
as we are aware, it is the 1wst observation of such a behavior in B ibased
HTSC'’s.

T here are several theoretical approaches, which are usually em ployed foreval-
uation ofH ., from experin entalm agnetization data [5,6,7]. A 1l these m odels
assum e conventional superconductivity (an isotropic superconducting order
param eter) and a uniform sam pl with a zero dem agnetizing factor. N either
of these conditions is satis ed In polycrystalline HT SC'’s. Because the di er-
ences between theoretical assum ptions and experin ental situations are rarely
discussed in the literature, we consider them in som e details.

(1) D em agnetizing factor. Ifthe sam plem agnetization M ismuch an aller than
an applied m agnetic eld H ,dem agnetizing e ects are usually neglected. This
is not correct. Ifa dem agnetizing factorn € 0, the sam ple m agnetization can
bewrtten asM 690 = (1 n)Mp—-g (in thecassof4 M H) ie, M ! 0
forn ! 1, independent of an applied m agnetic eld, tem perature or the
nature of the sam pl.D en agnetizing e ects are not in portant ifonly relative
variations ofthe sam plem agnetization are considered. In R ef. [1], however, the
Hao€lem [B] and the vortex uctuation [§)7] m odels were em ployed for the
analysis of experim ental data. The absolute values of M  enter both of these
m odels and neglecting dem agnetizing e ectsm ay result in m isinterpretation
of experin ental resuls.

(i) Pairing symm etry. Sym m etry ofthe order param eter is also in portant. In
the case of unconventional d-pairing, which is expected in HT SC’s, the dis-
tribution of the order param eter around vortex cores and the corresoonding
contrbution to the freeenergy isdi erent from that for conventional supercon—
ductors. T his is why theoretical calculations based on conventional s-pairing
should be used w ith caution ifthey are applied forthe analysis ofexperin ental
data ocollected on unconventional superconductors

(iii) P okcrystalline sam pks.H T SC ’s are highly anisotropic. In such m aterials,



ifthe direction ofan extemalm agnetic eld does not coincide w ith one of the
principle axes of the crystal, the m agnetic induction In the sam ple is not ex—
actly parallel to the applied m agnetic eld. In sam ples consisting of random Iy
oriented grains, this leads to an additional free energy and may in  uence the
sam ple m agnetization. &t should also be noted that, because m agnetizations
of di 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 calculations of Brandt [B], the m agnetic eld
dependence of M isa linear function of nH (London lim i) only in m agnetic

edsH < 0:dHy, (see also Fig.3 in Ref. PO]). At tam peratures, T & 08T,
the upper lin it of the m agnetic eld range is usually higher than this value.
In this case, deviations of M #H ) from the predictions of the London m odel
have to be acoounted for and a sin ple averaging, which was proposed in Ref.
[/] and used In Ref. [1], is not applicable.

Them odelofthem al uctuations of vortices|dl], which wasused forthe anal-
ysis of experim ental data in Ref [1l], is based on an experin ental cbservation
that, n the case of layered H T SC com pounds, there isa tem perature T < T,
at which the sam ple m agnetization does not depend on an applied m agnetic
eld |I0]. Aswell aswe are aware, the m odel [6] is the only theory descrio—
Ing this feature. U sing this approach, one m ay evaluate the m agnetic eld
penetration depth at T = T .The only param eter s, entering the expres-
sion for (T ), represents the distance between superconducting layers. T his
param eter m ay be independently evaluated as s = T )=( oM ) kg is
the Bolzm ann constant, and 4 isthem agnetic ux quantum ).H owever, the
ratio T =M isalways analler than the theoretically predicted value and,
contrary to the theory, T =M ispractically independent ofs [L1].This iswhy
them odel [6]m ay be considered only as a qualitative approach to the problem
and the resulting value of (T ) may be di erent from the actualm agnetic
eld penetration depth.

O ne ofpossble reasons of the above m entioned disagreem ent between the the-
ory and experim ents is that them al uctuations of vortices, considered in |§],
isnot the only uctuation e ect thatm ay contribute to the sam ple m agneti-
zation.A swas discussed In 2], uctuations of T. throughout the sam ple vol-
um e, w hich cannot be avoided in HT SC'’s, should also play an in portant role.
Cuprates are non-stoichiom etric, which m akes them mntrinsically inhom oge—
neousm aterials. F luctuations of chem ical com position cannot be an aller than
the corresponding statistical uctuations in distrlboution of non-stoichiom etric
com ponents. In real sam ples, however, chem ical uctuations are even stronger
than the corresponding statistical num bers. Taking into acoount that T. is
strongly dependent on the level of oxygen or other dopants, we m ay conclide
that the critical tem perature m ust be soatially dependent.

At T above the buk critical tem perature, our sam ple can be considered as



superconducting nclusions (grains) inbedded in nom alm etal. The sam e sit—
uation can beobserved at T < T, nmagnetic eldsH > H, .Attem peratures
wellbelow T, and In H H o, the above m entioned non-uniform iy of the
sam ple isnot in portant and it m ay only lead to weak varations of the vortex
density. In this case, the sam ple m agnetization w ill correspond to an averaged
value of H ., . However, closer to the H o, (T) line, the situation is di erent.
Indeed, ifH > H o, (T ), we have only superconducting grains and the diam ag-
netic m om ent of the sam ple should be proportionalto H (see Egq. 412 in
[12]). In m agnetic elds close but below Hy, (T ), the superconducting order
param eter isanallin thebuk ofthesample ( ! OforH ! Hy),whike i
is substantially higher in the regions where local T, is higher. C onsidering the
sam ple m agnetization, we m ay conclide that it consists of two diam agnetic
contributions:M 4, (from Inclusions w ith higher T.) and M , s (from them ixed
state between the inclusions) . B oth these contrilbutions are approxin ately lin-
ear on H At the sam e tin g, the derivatives dM 4, =dH and dM , ;=dH have
opposite signs. At low tem peratures, M , ¢ M 4. However, M , s vanishes
at the buk value of T, while M 4, rem ains non-zero up to som ewhat higher
tam peratures. In other words, i must be a tempermture T < T, at which
@M ps=dH +dM g,=dH ) = 0,ie,M = M, +M 4, istem perature ndependent.

Aswe could see, spatial variations of the superconducting critical tem pera-—
ture in lnhom ogeneous sam ples result in an e ect sim ilar to that of them al

uctuations of vortices considered In 16]. It is quite lkely that both these ef-
fects are in portant and this is why the interlayer distance s, calculated from
experim ental values of T and M ass = T )=( oM ), is In disagree—
m ent with is experin ental results. It is also possble that in polycrystalline
sam ples, which are expected to be less hom ogeneous than single crystals, T
and M are entirely determ ined by spatial uctuations.

2 M odel

Here, we use a complktely di erent m ethod of analyzing of m agnetization
data. In this scaling approach, developed In Ref. ], no particular M #H )
dependence is assum ed a priori, and it can be applied to singlke crystals as
well as to polycrystalline sam ples, independent of the pairing m echanian or
the sam ple geom etry [3]. T he disadvantage of this analysis is that it does not
provide the absolute values ofH o, but only its relative tem perature variations.
T his is the prize to pay for itsuniversality. H owever, ifthe valie ofH o, at any
tem perature is established, a whole H , (T ) curve is obtained.

T he scaling proocedure is based on the assum ption that the G nzburg-Landau

1 Acocording to B], M s H ) is approxin ately linear function down to H O03H -



param eter  is tem perature ndependent. In this case, the m ixed-state m ag-
netic susoeptibility m ay be w ritten as

H;T)= H=Hc); 1)

ie., the tem perature dependence of is only due to tem perature variation of
Ho.Eg. (1) isalready su  clent to establish a relation between m agnetizations
at two di erent tem peratures|2]

M H=hg;To)=M H;T)=hg; @)

where hy, (T) = H » (T)=H o, (Ty) is the upper critical eld nom alized by is
value at som e arbitrary chosen tem perature Tg < T..This equation is valid if
the diam agnetic response ofthem ixed state istheonly signi cant contrdbution
to the sam ple m agnetization . C onsidering H T SC ’s, how ever, we have to take
Into account their noticeable param agnetic susceptbility , in the nom al
state and its dependence on tem perature. In orxder to acoount for , (T ), we
have to Introduce an additionalg (T )H tem in Eqg. (2).A cocording to 2], the
resulting equation connectingM H ;Ty) and M #H ;T ) m ay be wrtten as

M H=hy;To)=M H;T)=h,+ ¢ (T)H 3)

w ith

CO(T)= n(T) n(TO) @)

W e note that Egs. (1) and (2) are rather general and they can be obtained
from any m odelbased on the G Inzburg-Landau theory, ncluding the so-called
nonlocal London theory and the Hao€Clem model. At the same tine, aswas
discussed in [L3}14], these relations rem ain valid even ifM #H ) isdi erent from
predictions of the conventional G inzburg-L.andau theory and, therefore, they
are applicable to unconventional superconductors as well.

Tt should be noted that at tem peratures close to T, som e additional contribu—
tion to M arises from  uctuation e ects. A s was discussed inl2], the second
term In Eq. (3) m ay also acoount for this contribution . H ow ever, because this
contrdbution is not exactly proportional to H , it can be accounted for only
partially.

Eqg. 3) can be usad as the basis for the scaling procedure. T he adjustable pa—
ram etershe, (T ) and ¢ (T ) are cbtained from the condition thatM H =h.,;Tq),
calculated from data collected at di erent tem peratures, collapse onto a single
m aster curve, which represents the equilbrium m agnetization at T = T, R].



A sa resul, the tam perature dependence of the nom alized upper critical eld
he (T) is obtalned. Extrapolating the resulting he, (T) curve to he, = 0, we
can also obtain the value of the zero— eld critical tem perature.

Tt was dem onstrated that this scaling procedure works quite well and m ay be
used In order to reliably cbtain tem perature dependencies of the nom alized
upper critical eld h, from equilbbrium m agnetizationsm easured at di erent
tem peratures [2,3,9,13/14)15,16]. In the follow ing, we use M ¢ H ) to denote
M #H =he;Ty) caloulated using Eq. (3) In order to distinguish it from directly
m easured m agnetization data.

3 Analysis ofm agnetization data

Figs.1l (@) and 1 (o) show scaled m agnetization curves fortwo B 12212 sam ples
wih di erent Yttrium ocontents. As may be seen, the quality of scaling is
aln ost perfect in both cases and deviations of Individual data points do not
exceed the accuracy ofthe orignaldata asthey can be taken from the gures
presented in [L].

T he resulting tem perature dependencies of the nom alized upper critical eld
for these sam ples are shown In Figs. 2 and 3. In order to dam onstrate a weak
Interference between the two  tparam eters, we repeated the scaling proce—
dure assum Ing ¢ 0.Asmay be seen In Fig. 2, the di erence between the
two sets of datapoints is insigni cant (see also[15]). At the same tin e, be-
cause the nom alstate param agnetism in H T SC 's exists and it is tem perature
dependent, we do not see any reason to neglect ¢ (T).

The resuls Por a sam ple wih the Y -concentration x = 02 are shown in Fig.

2.The solid line represents the "typical” he, (T=T.) dependence, cbtained In

Ref. ], and tted to the data points by adjisting T.The value of T, = 926

K, evaluated In such a way, is close to the value given in the original pub-
cha‘don Asmay be ssen In Fig. 2, the data ponnts ollow the solid line

quite closely clearly dem onstrating that this sam ple belongs to the abovem en—
tioned larger group of HTSC’s. W e also note that because the hy, (T) curve

forthisgroup of HT SC's isquite di erent from predictions ofthe W ertham er-
Helfand-H chenberg W HH) theory [L7] (the dashed line in Fi. 2), the zero—
tem perature upper critical eld He, (0), evaluated by em ploying this theory

w illbe well above its real value.

Thehy (T=T,.) curve fora samplewih x = 0:d,asshown in Fig. 3, isquie dif-

2 Because the zero—- eld superconducting transition in H T SC ’s is rather broad, the
valie of T, evaluated as t wasdone In [ll], m ay be considered only as approxin ate.
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Fig. 1. The scaling results for two Bi2212 sam ples w ith di erent doping levels.
M agnetization data are taken from Figs.1l and 2 ofRef. [1].

ferent and practically coincides w ith those for several other H T SC com pounds

belonging to the sn aller group of HT SC’s. O ur evaluation of T, = 842 K for

this sam ple is practically the sam e as the value provided in Ref. [l]. W e note

that, although in this case h, (T=T.) is closer to the W HH theory, the di er-
ences are still signi cant and this theory should not be used for the evaluation
ofH » (0).

4 D iscussion

T he observation that, considering tem perature dependencies of H o, all nu—
merous HT SC’s m ay be divided Into two groups is ram arkable. However, it
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Fig. 3. The nom alized upper critical eld hy as a function of T=T. for a sam pl
wih x = 0:d.The he, (T=T.) curves for several sam ples, belonging to the an aller
group of HT SC's [3,13], are shown for com parison. T he solid and the dashed lines
are the same as in Fig. 2.

is even m ore surprising that no any intem ediate ho, (T=T.) was ocbserved so
far. Because both typical and unusualhy, (T=T.) curves were cbserved in the
sam e fam ilies of HT SC’s R}3,9], one m ay assum e that the level of doping is



essential. A sin ilar conclusion m ay also be drown from the resuls presented
In thiswork. This iswhy it would be extrem ely interesting to study the tran—
sition from one type ofthe h, (T=T.) dependence to the other system atically.
W e also note that In this Y -doped Bi2212, an overdoped sampl 21l nto
the an aller group (unusualhy, (T=T.) curves), whilke in the case of Y -123 only
underdoped sam ples behave in such away (seeFig. 3).

Finall, we brie y discuss the results of Ref.|[1]. The m ain result is the de-
pendence of the zero-tem perature upper critical eld He, (0) on the doping
level. Tn order to cbtained this plot, the authors had to extrapolated their
Ho(T)datato T = 0.However, aswe argue below , neither the H o, (T ) curves
nor their extrapolations can be considered as reliabl. W e also note that the
H o (T) curves presented in [I] are quite di erent from our results (see Figs. 2
and 3).

Asmay be seen In Fig. 4 of Ref. [1], the H », (T ) data points cover a rather
narrow range of T=T. values. In such cases, em ploying theoretical expressions

for extrapolation of experin entaldata is justi ed only if it is esyablished that
the corresponding theory is quantitatively applicabl.A swellaswe are aw are,

there are no experin ental proofs that the m odi cation of the W HH theory,
proposed In [18], can be used for description of HT SC ’s. M oreover, there are

no theoretical reasons to expect this. Indeed, the theories [17,18] are based on

the conventional BC S theory and their applicability to unconventional super-
conductors is questionable. W e also note that, considering the H , (T ) data

presented In Fig. 4 of Ref. [l], one can easily see that the data-points are in

disagreem ent w ith the theoretical curves, which were used for their extrapo—
Jation.

A nother waming is that the presented H o, (T ) data do not show a tendency
to vanish at T = T.. This is a strong indication on som e drawbacks in the
theory, which was used for evaluation ofH ., from m agnetization data.Aswe
discussed in the Introduction, this theory neglects spatial uctuations of T
and this is why it is quite likely that it is not applicable to real sam ples. In
this case, the data, presented In Fig4 of Ref. [l], do not represent H , and
the oconclusions m ade in this work are not actually based on the presented
experin ental data.

In conclusion, using an altemative approach to the analysis of experin ental
data presented in Ref. [l], we dem onstrate that, depending on the Y -content,
BiSrnCa; 4 YCuy,0gy samplesm ay have qualitatively di erent tem perature
dependencies of the upper critical eld.This resul is in agreem ent w ith previ-
ous cbservations of sin ilarbehavior n otherH T SC com pounds [3,13].A nother
In portant point isthat ourH o, (T ) curves are ratherdi erent from the results
ofthe origihalpublication .W e argue that this disagreem ent between two anal
ysis of the sam e experin ental data is due to non-applicability of the vortex



uctuation m odel to description of real HT SC sam ples.
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