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Charge density wave fluctuations in La,_,Sr,CuQ4 and their competition with superconductivity
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We report hard (14 keV) x-ray diffraction measurements saetcompositionsx(= 0.11,0.12,0.13) of the
high-temperature superconductor,LaSr,CuQy. All samples show charge-density-wave (CDW) order with
onset temperatures in the range 51-80 K and ordering waeseaztose to (0.23,0,0.5). The CDW is strongest
with the longest in-plane correlation length near 1/8 dgpi@n entering the superconducting state the CDW is
suppressed, demonstrating the strong competition betthesrharge order and superconductivity. CDW order
coexists with incommensurate magnetic order and the wataneof the two modulations have the simple
relationshipdcharge= 20spin.  The intensity of the CDW Bragg peak tracks the intensityhaf low-energy
(quasi-elastic) spin fluctuations. We present a phaseatiagf La_,Sr,CuQy including the pseudogap phase,
CDW and magnetic order.

PACS numbers: 71.45.Lr,74.25.Kc,74.72.-h

I. INTRODUCTION together with other cuprat&sshow (Kohn) anomalies in the
optic phonons. These are often associated with charge-order

A large body of experimental evidence now suggests thaf'9-
charge density wave (CDW) order may be a generic feature In this paper, we use 14 keV x-rays to observe charge den-
of underdoped high-temperature cuprate superconddctors Sity wave order in La Sr.CuQ;. We studied three com-
For example, in YBaCu;Os,., charge order has been de- pQS|t|0ns of LSCO near 1/8 doping. For the composition
tected in magnetic fields 15 T by NMR2€ and ultrasounti ~ With the strongest CDW, LigrgSio.12CuQy, the component of
indicating that it is essentially static. X-ray expering@dt the ordering wavevector within the Ca®lanes isqcow =
observe incommensurate charge density wave order in zef®-2350). This value is similar to that found in related com-
field which may only fluctuate on frequency scales less thafounds La_Ba.CuQy (LBCO), Lags-Ndo.4Sr.CuQy (Nd-
~1 me\B9. Taken together, these experiments suggest thatSCO) and Lae_Euo.4Sr.CuQy (Eu-LSCO) which are ei-
incommensurate charge correlations appear below the psetfier not superconducting or have suppressed supercongucti
dogap temperature, compete with the superconductivity ané- I LSCO, we observe a suppression of the CDW on enter-
become static in magnetic fiel@s15 T. |ng.t.he superconducting state, demonstrating the strong co

The La_,Sr,Cu0, (LSCO) system is a canonical exam- Petition between the charge order and superconductivity.
ple of highZ, superconductivity. It has a simple structure There have been three recent rep&r&of x-ray studies of
without the complications of the CuO chains and Gug> ~ the CDW in La ggSi.12CuQy, one of the compositions stud-
layers present in some other cuprates. The LSCO system igd here, in the last two years. These studies used resaminta
interesting to study amongst the various cuprate supetmsnd non-resonant diffraction techniques with x-ray energresnf
tors because d0p|ng with Ba instead of Sr or add|ng Nd 0|529 eV to 100 keV. The results presented her-'e are broadly
Eu causes the material undergo a low temperature structuri) agreement the very recent studie€’. The earlier stuckp
(LTT) phase transition not found elsewhere (see Bkc. lils Th concluded no bulk CDW was present. In the light of the re-
leads to charge ordering and the strong suppression or aBults presented in this paper, we believe the authors plpbab
sence of Superconductivity_ Thei_@erCuO4 System can be f:-lrrived at th|S conclusion because they studied a CDW satel-
thought of as a “parent compound” where the LTT transitionlite position with small (or zero) structure factor. We coamg
does not oceur. these studies with the present work in $ec]V E.

Many physical properties of the LSCO system suggest the
existence of charge ordering near dopimg: 1/8. Firstly,
the superconducting onset temperatiireas a function of II.  BACKGROUND
doping shows a suppression of about 5 Kpat 1/8, with
respect to the general tredl. This suggests the pres- At high temperatures, l,a,Sr,CuO; has the so-called
ence of a competing phase. J1aSr,CuO; also shows a high temperature tetragonal (HTT) structure with spacegro
region of incommensurate spin density wave (SDW) orded4/mmm, flat CuG planes and lattice parametets=
near 1/8 dopind12=16 The presence of SDW order fol- » ~3.78A, ¢ ~13.2A. We will use the lattice of this struc-
lows charge ordering in closely related compounds such ature to describe real and reciprocal space in this paper. The
Lay,_,Ba,CuQ, (LBCO)Y. NMR1812and Hall effect® mea-  structure is built from copper-centered oxygen octahe@iea.
surements have suggested that there may be charge ordew Tito ~ 240 K, these rotate about the [110]-type direc-
in Lap_,Sr,CuQy. Extended x-ray absorption fine structure tions to form a new low temperature orthorhombic (LTO,
(EXAFS) and atomic pair distribution function (PDF) anal- Bmab) structure. The related materials LBCO, Eu-LSCO and
ysis of neutron scattering dé&has provided evidence of or- Nd-LSCO exhibit an additional phase transi#io a low-
dering structural distortions. Finally, the LSCO systé##  temperature tetragonal phase (LPB2/ncm). This structure
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has octahedra rotated around [100]-type direction andappe _; _ Q
to favor charge stripe formation. Thus these three material— Lo, SECUOy Te(K) Teow (K) 0 (rlu) &(T=T.) (3)
all form stripe order at or belowi rr. However, no bulk LTT 0.110(2) 24.4(2)  51(5  0.224(3) 19(4)
transition has been observed inLaSr,CuOy. 0.120(2) 29.5(2)  75(10)  0.235(3) 30(4)
0.130(2) 30.4(2) 80(20) 0.232(3) 25(4)

III. EXPERIMENTAL DETAILS
TABLE I. Characteristics of the La,Sr,CuQs samples studied.
Composition £) evaluated from average of EDX and ICP-AES. The
superconducting ons&t was determined from the 1 Oe field-cooled
. ) . magnetization. CDW order has onset temperafigig,y and order-
Single crystals of LaSr.CuQ, with three compositions  ing wavevector(5,0,0.5). The CDW correlation length in the-
close taxr = 1/8 were grown by the travelling-solventfloating- direction isé,.
zone technique using an infra-red image furnace. Further de
tails of the growth method are given in Réfsl 31 hnd 32. Simi-
lar samples have been well characterized by inelastic oeutr be more precise, the peaks are actually “rods” of scattening
scattering (INS¥? and angle-resolved photoemission spec-reciprocal space which are parallektoas shown in Fig11(a).
troscopy (ARPESY. The Sr stoichiometry, was measured The intensity of the rods is modulated as a functior f =
by scanning electron microscopy with energy dispersive x{c*) with peaks at half-integer positich¥. It has also been
ray analysis (EDX) and also by inductively-coupled plasmafoundt’:29 that LBCO exhibits charge ordering peaks which
atomic-emission spectroscopy (ICP-AES). Supercondgctinare strongest at half-integer positioninin Lay_,Sr,CuQy,
transition temperaturegy) were determined using a Quan- a previous x-ray stud¥{ reports that near-surface scattering
tum Design MPMS magnetometer with samples cooled in ajives rise to CDW peaks witlicpw = (0.24,0,0) below 55 K.
1 Oe field. The results of these characterizations are shown We first describe the scattering observed fromxour0.12
in Table[l. In order to carry out x-ray experiments, samplessample. Fig[1l shows-scans (parallel ta*) near various
were cut into plates with a (100) face and typical dimensionseciprocal lattice positions. Data were collected at 30 K ~
2x3x0.5 mm. The plate faces were polished to & 7, (were CDW scattering in YBCO was found to be strongest)
and etched in 0.03M HCI. The samples were then annealed iand atT = 80— 90 K as a background. Following previous
oxygen at 80€C. work on YBCO and LBCO, we made scans at half-integer
positions in¢. Fig.[(g) illustrates theé-dependence of the
CDW scattering showing scans throu@h- 9,0, ¢) for some
B. x-ray experiments characteristi positions. We were unable to observe CDW
peaks for 0< ¢ < 4.5. For example, Fid.J1(g) shows a scan
X-ray diffraction (XRD) experiments were performed on with £ = 0.5 which has no discernible incommensurate peak.
the 116 beam line at the Diamond Light Source (DLS). Theln contrast, CDW peaks are observed at5.5 and¢ = 12.5.
sample was mounted in a closed-cycle cryostat on a sixecircIStrong CDW peaks are also observed fer 12.5 when we
kappa diffractometer. We used a vertical scattering geomescan through th¢4+ 9,0,¢) position as shown in Fidl] 1(c).
try. Experiments were performed in reflection geometry withFor the(3+ 3,0,¢) position, the peaks are strongest néar
14 keV x-rays which have a penetration depth of2d. Data 8.5 as shown in FidJ1(f). Fid.]3 summarizes the measured
were collected in bisecting-mode to reduce absorption corpeak intensities in thé:,0,¢) plane of reciprocal space. On
rections. In this mode the angle of incidence and angle oincreasing the temperature to 80 K the CDW peaks are largely
refection of the x-rays are equal. We label reciprocal spacsuppressed. However, there may be a weak peakqigmy
(h,k,£) in units of (2r1/a,21/b,211/c) of the HTT structure of at 80 K and above (see for example data at 80 K in panels (b)
Lay_,Sr,CuQy. Our samples become twinned below the LTO and (f)). We return to this point below.
phase transition which occursiio ~ 240 K for the present By fitting Gaussian curves to the data in Fiyj. 1, we can es-
compositions. BelowW 1o, we do not distinguish between the timate the correlation lengté of the charge order from the
orthorhombia: andb axes in this paper. Gaussian width parameterasé = 1/0. For ourx = 0.12
sample, we find that the in-plane correlation lengths paral-
lel and perpendicular tqcpw are EH =30+4 A and & =

IV. RESULTS 31+4 A at 30 K. The data (circles) in Figl 2(b) show the
(-dependence of the CDW intensity. From the width of the
A charge density wave gives rise to a modulation of thepeak near = 5.5, we estimate the correlation length along
atomic positions throughout the crystal resulting in dis¢el the c-axis asé. = 3.5+0.5 A for thex = 0.13 sample. This
peaks at reciprocal space positi@is- T+ qcpw, Wheret are  corresponds to about half of the separation of the £pi@nes
reciprocal lattice positions of the unmodulated strucamd (=~ 6.6 A).
qcpw is the wavevector of the CDW. X-ray experimers?* In order to determine the doping dependence of the in-
on YBCO showed that certain reciprocal lattice positions ofcommensurability, amplitude and onset temperature of the
the unmodulated structure were surrounded by satellitkspea CDW, we studied three compositions. Fig. 4 shows scans
with wavevectorsjcpw = (+£0,0,1/2) and(0,+5,1/2). To  measured nedf. and high temperature backgrounds. These

A. Samples
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FIG. 1. (color online) (a) Schematic drawing of an intensitgdulated rod of scattering in reciprocal space due to th&/CTrajectories of
scans in other panels are shown. (b)—(f) CDW peaks for vafi@nd/ values for La ggSrp.12CuQy.

scans were collected with the same spectrometer conditiormerature component. We associate the onset of the stronger
and with samples of similar geometry. Thus the scattering incomponent with a CDW transition, hence we label its onset
tensities should be directly comparable. We find that the reltemperature a%:pyw.

ative heights of th€4+ §,0,12.5) CDW peaks are 160, 430

and 340 with respect to the high-temperature background for

x=0.11,0.12,0.13. Thus the CDW in the = 0.11 sample V. DISCUSSION
is notably weaker than the other compositions. The incom-
mensurability parameteid and in-plane correlation lengths A. Nature of charge order
are given in Tablgl | and plotted in Figl. 5.
Fig.[B8(a) shows a series bfscans through the (840,12.5) Charge density wave order has now been observed near 1/8

position for temperatures between 8 K and 150 K. Inspectiomloping in superconducting cuprates by various types ofyx-ra
of the data suggests that, at high temperalure 70 K, there  diffraction in YBaCuzOg., 2, Bi»S»CaCuyOg. , (Bi2212)f

is a peak (on a sloping background) néase 4.235. The and BbSr_,La,CuOs,, (Bi2201)f and also in a number
peak’s height is approximately independent of temperaturef related weakly or non-superconducting cuprates inolgdi
above 70 K. Below about = 70 K, a stronger peak develops. La,_Ba,Cu0A’2%and La g Eug2Sr.CuO, (Eu-LSCO¥®.
This may be because of the appearance of a second compondihie onset of CDW order in YBCO in zero magnetic field is
or an evolution of the original peak. The peak heightinaesas accompanied by a downturn in the Hall coefficfesignalling
until T = 33 K~ T, and then decreases. Fitting the scans to a&lectronic reconstruction. A similar anomaly is observed a
Gaussian lineshape yields the temperature dependence of tthe CDW transition in Eu-LSC#. YBCO also shows the
peak amplitude and width shown [ih 6(b),(c). The origin of onset of a Kerr effeét at the CDW transition. The CDW
the high temperature peak is unclear (see [Sed. V A). Howevaran be also be detected in YBCO through the modification of
it is clear that the peak amplitude has two components whicthe NMR lineshap®and through the change of elastic con-
can be phenomenologically separated. One of the componergtants seen in ultrasouhd However, NMR and ultrasound
is weaker, broader ig and either appears above 150 K (the only detect the CDW at finite magnetic fieRi=> 15 T and
highest temperature measured) or is always present. The se€ < 70 K. This suggests that the state detected by x-ray scat-
ond component is sharper, appears at about 70 K, and gaitering is actually still fluctuating and that the applicatiof a
strength on the approach . Subtracting the broad high large magnetic field can cause it to lock to the crystal lattic
temperature component measured for9D < 150 K, we ob-  Throughout this discussion, we will use the term “CDW"” to
tain the temperature dependence of the amplitude of the lowescribe the state observed by x-rays unless otherwiselstat
temperature component shown in Hig. 7. Note that the sam- In the case of La ,Sr,CuQ, (x = 0.125), the Hall coeffi-
ples withx = 0.11 andx = 0.13 also show a weak high tem- cientRy shows a downtus? at7y; ~70 K consistent with ap-
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‘w3 (h,0,¢) plane of reciprocal space. The area of the filled circles are
f_; proportional to the CDW peak intensities. Crosse} dre positions
£ investigated where no CDW peak was detected.
1 . . .
2 4 6 ments. Further, the intensity of satellite pedks (& - Q)?,
£in (4.23070) wheres is the displacement of the atoms. The fact that we do

not see strong CDW peaks for sméllalues (See Fidl3) sug-
gests that the atomic displacements associated with the CDW
in LSCO have a large component. This is also the case in
YBCO24. Presumably the motion is associated with the tilt-

ing or “breathing” of the Cu@octahedra and the concomitant
displacement of the large Z atoms - La and Cu.

FIG. 2. (a)¢-dependence of the scattering along the lined@+)
for T =30 K andT = 8 K for Laj g7Srp 13CuQy. (b) Points show
(-dependence of CDW scattering. The signal has been isdtgted
subtracting 8 K data, where the CDW signal is weak, from 30 ta da
where the signal is strongest. The solid line shows equivalata

collected on Lag75Sr 125CuUO, from Ref[30
B. Incommensurability, correlation lengths and temperature

dependence

pearance of a CDW. The NME°La linewidth'® also broad- Fig.[d shows the incommensurability, of the CDW plot-
ens below 80 K forx = 0.12. We therefore conclude that the ted against doping compared with a number of other systems.
component of the signal shown in FHg. 7 is due to the appeaiwe note that there is little change dhover the range of dop-
ance of a CDW afcpw. A possible origin of the weak resid- ing investigated in the present experiment. Our data are con
ual peaks observed fat > Tcpw in Figs[A[4.6(a) is the pres-  sistent with the trend line of LBCY, with & increasing with
ence of local regions of the sample with the low-temperatureloping. In contrast, YBC& and Bi220% show incommen-
tetragonal (LTT) structuf€. Such regions have been identi- surabilities (see Fidi5) that decrease with increasingndpp
fied in similar samples from atomic pair distribution furcti  and have higher values for the same doping level. Authors
(PDF) analysis of neutron powder-diffraction d&tand also  of Ref.[4 propose that wavevector of the CDW is determined
in transmission electron microscddy The Cu@ octahedron by anti-nodal nesting at Fermi surface hot spots. It is warcle
rotation around the crystallographic [100] axis assodiatith ~ whether the different trend seen in LSCO can be explained by
the LTT phase favors charge ordering with a wavevector closehe same mechanism.
to the one reported here. Indeed, LBE®® and Nd-LSC&* The anomalous dispersion of phonons can also be used to
have CDW or stripe-order transitions concomitant with ithei detect anomalies in the charge response. It has been known
LTO-LTT structural phase transitions. Defect regions dntw for some time that the optic phonons in LS&&* and other
boundaries with a local LTT structure within a mainly LTO cuprate& show such anomalies. In LgsSf 15CuQs anoma-
twinned crystal of LSCO would locally seed and pin a regionlies are observed atq = (0.25,0,0), i.e. withd = 0.25 r.|.u.
with CDW order. Such regions might exist upfigo ~ 240K  which is consistent with the trend line of Fid. 5 for the clerg
in our samples. peaks in LSCO and LBCO. Thus it appears that the wavevec-
Non-resonant x-ray diffraction such as the experiments pertors of the phonon anomalies and the charge ordering peaks
formed here are primarily sensitive to the atomic displaceobserved here have a common origin. We would also ex-
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9 - 1 in Bi2201. Thus in all these cases the CDW does not form a
T—— long range ordered state. This is possibly because the CDW is
u inherently fluctuating and in competition with superconduc
) ] tivity even abovel.4°. The CDW in LSCO is very weakly
° correlated along with (T =T,) =3.5+0.5A.
N Fig.[d(a)—(c) show the temperature dependence of the CDW
7 , , A , amplitude for the three compositions. A number of interegti
4.1 4.2 4.3 features can be noted. As mentioned earlier, the CDW appears
hin (h,0,12.5) to be strongest far = 0.12. All the curves exhibit a concave

upwards shape to the temperature dependence of the height
aboveT,. (i.e.1 O (Tcpw — T)P with B = 1.6 — 1.9 > 1). This
FIG. 4. (color online) (a)-(c) Scans through the CDW satefieak  behavior is also observed in YBE®and is probably a con-
atT=30 K 2 T, and at 150 K showing the doping dependence of thesequence of the fluctuating nature of the CDW observed (i.e.
incommensurate wavevector and approximate strength gfebk.  we are not observing a ‘true’ phase transition). This petur
The h|gh temperature scans have .been offset for Clarit}.d $Soé in |S Supported by recent thed&n Wh|ch Superconductlng and
(b) shows the instrumental resolution. charge-density wave orders exhibit angular fluctuationa in
six-dimensional space. As the superconductivity sets i,at
the CDW is suppressed. The= 0.13 sample has the high-
pect further temperature-dependent anomalies in the icousest7, and is closest to optimal doping. It shows the strongest
phonons as recently obser#édn YBCO. suppression, with superconductivity almost ejecting tB\C
It is widely believed that the spin and charge correlationsi at7 = 8 K.
cuprates are closely related. In a simple stripe picturatef
twined spin and charge correlatidag"’, the underlying an-

tiferromagnetism (AF) and charge density have modulations C. Phase diagram
characterized by wavevectodgpin and dcharge respectively.
These yield spin and charge peaks at positiofis+ dspin In Fig.[8 we combine our results with those from some other

and Tiatice = Ocharge WNETedcharge= 20spin- This simple re-  techniques to propose a phase diagram fos_L8r,CuOy.
lationship describes observations in LBE@see Figlb), Nd-  An important boundary is that of the pseudogap pHee)
LSCG* and also in chromiufif. In contrast, this relationship - which in LSCO can be identified from an upturn in the Nernst
seems to break down in YBCO suggesting that the spin andoefficien®”:2%, From Fig.[8 we see that, as in the case of
charge correlations are not so directly connected. YBCO?, CDW order develops within the pseudogap phase.
The width of our CDW peaks yields the correlation length  LSCO develops incommensurate (IC) low-frequency mag-
(¢ = 1/0) of the CDW. In common with other supercon- netic correlations or spin-density wave (SDW) quasistatic
ducting cuprates, we find a relatively short in-plane caerel ordef%12=1%for a range of dopings.06 < x < 0.135 atqspw.
tion length withé, (T = T,) =30+ 4 A. This compares with  More precisely, there is a component of the spin-fluctuation
&,(T =T.) ~7T0A for YBCO? and&,(T = T,) ~ 20—30A  spectrum|m(qspw; w)|2, which is centered om = 0 with a
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FIG. 6. (color online) (aj-dependent scans through & 0,12.5)
CDW peak for various temperatures forgaSrp 12Cu0Oy. Solid
lines are fits to a Gaussian lineshape. All scans, excefit fer8 K,
have been offset for clarity. (b),(c) Peak heights and védihthe
CDW peak extracted from the fits in panel (a). The inset tolfbys
30 K and 8 K data from (a) plotted together with linear backgas
subtracted. This illustrates the suppression of the CDWeérstiper-

) We note that foruSR, NMR, and neutron scattering, the
conducting state.

onset temperature of the SDW in LSCO is enhanced near
x ~ 1/8, where CDW order is observed. In this region of
the phase diagram, the wavevectors of the two types of cor-
temperature-dependent intensity and energy-widh)( Be-  relation have the simple relationshdpharge= 20spin SUggESL-
causel increases with temperature, the onset temperaturmg that the two types of order are intertwined. We further
Tspw at which the SDW order can be detected depends ohighlight this connection by considering the onset temper-
the frequency or frequency resolution of the measuremerdature for the SDW order measured on a higher frequency
probe. When sufficient spectral weight is present in the frescale. In Fig[J7(b), we plot the inelastic neutron scattgrin
guency window of the probe, ‘order’ is observed. fFE8R  measurements of the intensity of the magnetic fluctuations
and NMR the relevant energies (frequencies) are in the rangieom Ref.36 for a similar sample and fhw = 0.3 meV and
0.01— 1 peV. These probé§ yield the lower line forTspw q = qspw- The x-ray and neutron intensities track each other,
in Fig.[8. The quasistatic order is also observed with coldeven to the extent that both are suppressed on entering the
neutron scattering:1?=13 this case the energy resolution is superconducting state. One should note that our x-ray mea-
several orders of magnitude larger0.2 meV and a higher surements are collected without energy analysis the theref
onset temperature is observed. with a large & 1 meV) integration in frequency.



La,_,Sr,CuO, two years. In this section, we compare our results with these
— 7 studies. The studies were carried out with resonant diffrac
250 pee Udf QLZ%O T at the coppef.z28:28and oxygerk2® edges at energies 931 eV
o vNd-LSCO ] and 529 eV and also with non-resonant diffraction with ener-
200 o vEuLSCO - gies of 8.9 ke\8, 14 keV (this study) and 100 ké$2’. Reso-
< CDW order ] nant x-ray diffraction (RXRD) is sensitive to one atom type i
= —e— x-ray . .
© 150 SDW order | the structure, the atomic scattering factor depends orotia |
2 —a— neutrons electronic structure of the atom investigated. In the prese
5 8 —v— uSRNMR of a CDW the atomic scattering factor will be modulat&ds
& 100 the local environment and the valance of the atom are mod-
s ulated in space. For a single atom type, the intensity of the
50 satellite peaks in non-resonant x-ray diffraction (NRXR®)
10 (g-Q)? (see Sed_VA). Another difference between the
0 various x-ray set ups is the penetration depth of the x-rays
0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 which generally increases with energy, but decreases inthe
Doping x (holes/Cu) cality of an absorption edge. Thus the Cu-RXRD and 14 keV

experiments probe 04m and 10um into the sample respec-

tively, while the 100 keV experiments probe the whole sample
FIG. 8. (color online) Temperature versus doping phaserdiagf  in transmission.
Lao_,Sr.CuQy. Tcpw is the onset temperature of charge-density- The RXRD studies at the ®26 and Cu#2%:28 edges all
wave order determined from the present x-ray experiméipw  report CDW order. Although Ref. 26 attributed their obser-
is the onset temperature of the incommensurate magnetr o8 yations to the presence of a CDW at the surface. The first
served with neutron scatteri#y*?=13 nuclear magnetic resonance 10q keV/ stud¥® did not observe CDW order. This is most
(NMIR) and muon spin ;eSO”ggfpl.-G- e 18 the supercondueting  iely pecause the2 - ,0,0) position with = 0 was studied.
ransition temperature from * is the pseudogap onset tem- 0 N
perature determined from the upturn in the Nernst coeffigle#. ;ZZEL?Z?:;XSTOEng;;;}?tstehee ISZIC;EE; 'nt%:: V;’f%';:gd:gﬁilj
CDW has a large-axis component to the displacement which
reduces thés - Q)2 factor mentioned above. Refs]27 and 28
and the present work only observe strong satellite peaks for
¢ > 5.5. This seems to explain why Réf.]26 did not observe

It is interesting to compare La,Sr,CuO, with its sister  CDW order with 100 keV x-rays.

system La_,Ba;CuQy. One of the major differences between  For La; ggSry 12CuQy, the various studies report transition
the two systems is the strong suppression of superconéuctiyemperatures in the rangepw = 55— 85 K, with similar or-
ity in LBCO, with 7. being suppressed to 3!Kfor doping  dering wavevector§ ~ 0.23 and in-plane correlation lengths
p=1/8, compared td@. ~ 30K for LSCO of the same compo- at 7, of & ~ 30— 50 A. The large range of CDW transition
sition. The LSCO and LBCO systems share the same HTfemperatures is probably due to differences in experinhenta
structure at high temperatures. However, LBCO undergoes agensitivity and the range of temperature over which data was
additional phase transition to a LTT structuré/gtr ~ 54 K. collected. In particular, the present work and Ref. 28 sagge
CDW order appears at this transition in this system. Thehat there is a component of the CDW correlations that exists
charge order in LBCO is charag:terized by Ioarger correlationyp to higher temperatures 150 K. TheTcpw being deter-
lengths along andc, of §, ~ 125A and§. ~9Aforx=1/8.  mined from the onset of the stronger low temperature com-
These compare witf, ~30A andé. ~3.5Aforthex=0.13  ponent. Refd, 27 arld 28 observed a suppression of CDW on
sample studied here. The difference between the correatio entering the superconducting state as reported in our data.
alonge* can be seenin Figl 2. In LBCO, ki al.>° have found Ref.[27 also applied magnetic fields up to 10 T and found
the charge ordering transition coincides with the begigwih  that the intensity of the CDW satellite peak is field enhanced
arapid increase in the anisotropy of the resistivity betwtee  pe|ow 7, demonstrating the competition between CDW order
CuQ; planes and the-axis. This suggests that the dominant and superconductivity. Ref. 28 were also able to show that
impact of the ordering is to electronically decouple the @uO the (3,0,1.5) satellite peak is actually split alorisg to yield
planes leading to 2D superconductiviy*and the frustration peaks at(J,+¢,1.5) with £ = 0.011. The resolution in the

of 3D Superconducting phase order. In Contrast, the less-dev current paper [eg F|@ 1(d)] appears insufficient to n&sol
oped charge order in LSCO means that 3D superconductivitihe split peaks.

with a higher onset temperature is allowed to develop.

D. Comparison with Lay_,Ba,CuQO4

VI. CONCLUSIONS
E. Comparison with other x-ray studies

In this paper we have observed a bulk CDW in three sam-
As mentioned in the introduction there have been threeles of Lg_,Sr,CuQ, with 0.11 < x < 0.13. While we have
other x-ray studies of the CDW in L@sSrp 12CuQy inthe past  not actually studied = 1/8 = 0.125, our data suggests that
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the CDW is strongest, with the longest correlation lengtisl a conducting state, demonstrating strong competition betwe
highest onset temperature in the vicinity of this hole dgpin charge order and superconductivity. Finally, the tempeeat
level. The onset temperature of the CDW ordBigyy) isin  dependence of the intensity of the low-energy (quasi-elast
the temperature range 51-80 K i.e. below the onset tempespin fluctuations appears to track the intensity of the CDW
ature of the pseudogap phase in this composition rdtige ~ peak. The close relationship between spin and charge corre-
150 K. Tecpw coincides with long established anomalies inlations in LSCO suggests that the order parameters may be
NMR linewidth and the Hall coefficient. The CDW ordering intertwined in real space as in a “stripe” pattern.

wavevector forr = 0.12 is (0.235(3),0,0.5). This is simply re-

lated to the wavevector of incommensurate quasi-elastg ma
netic order observed by neutron scatteringdgghrge= 29spin.
This contrasts with behavior in YBCO where the strongest
low-energy spin fluctuations do not occur%a’icharge We find

the intensity of the CDW is suppressed on entering the supettiscussions. The work was supported by the UK EPSRC
(Grant No. EP/J015423/1).
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