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W ereportCu nuclearquadrupoleresonanceexperim enton

m agnetic im purity Ni-substituted YBa2Cu3� xNixO 7� �. The

distribution ofNi-substituted sites and its e�ect on the Cu

electron spin dynam ics are investigated. Two sam ples with

the sam e Niconcentration x= 0.10 and nearly the sam e oxy-

gen content but di�erent Tc’s were prepared: O ne is an as-

synthesized sam ple (7-�= 6.93) in air (Tc� 80K ), and the

other is a quenched one (7-�= 6.92) in a reduced oxygen at-

m osphere (Tc� 70K ). The plane-site 63Cu(2) nuclear spin-

lattice relaxation for the quenched sam ple was faster than

thatfortheas-synthesized sam ple,in contrastto the
63
Cu(1)

relaxation thatwasfasterfortheas-synthesized sam ple.This

indicatesthatthe density ofplane-site Ni(2)ishigherin the

quenched sam ple, contrary to the chain-site Ni(1) density

which is lower in the quenched sam ple. From the analysis

in term softhe Ni-induced nuclearspin-lattice relaxation,we

suggest that the prim ary origin of suppression of Tc is as-

sociated with nonm agnetic depairing e�ect ofthe plane-site

Ni(2).

74.72.Bk,76.60.-k,75.20.Hr

M agneticim puritycausesdepairingin both s-waveand

d-wave superconductivity. Com plete suppression ofthe

superconducting transition tem perature Tc is observed

forNi-doped La2�x SrxCuO 4 and YBa2Cu4O 8,som ewhat

m ore weakly than for Zn-doped ones [1{3]. Niim pu-

rity in the high-Tc cuprate superconductor carriesa lo-

calized m om ent,because the uniform spin susceptibility

with Curie orCurie-W eisslaw isobserved. The depair-

ing e�ectofpotentialscattererZn on the d-wave super-

conductivity is a naturalconsequence from breakdown

of Anderson’s theorem [4,5]. For YBa2Cu3O 7�� with

the optim ized Tc= 92 K ,however,the decreaseofTc per

Niconcentration issm allerthan thatperZn concentra-

tion [6{8].Figure1(a)showstheim purity dopingdepen-

dences of Tc for various high-Tc superconductors with

NiorZn [1,9{12]. The decrease ofTc by Nidoping for

YBa2Cu3O 7�� issm allestam ong these com poundswith

Niin Fig. 1(a). Thissm alldecrease ofTc by Nidoping

forYBa2Cu3O 7�� wasattributed to a weak scattering of

conductingcarriersby Niim purities(Born scatterer)[13]

orto a softening ofpairingfrequency itself[9].Neverthe-

less,ithasbeen suspected thatonly a partofthedoped

Niim puritiesissubstituted forthe plane Cu(2)site and

thattherem ainingpartisforthechain Cu(1)site[14{17]

(seethereferencesin Ref.[18]).ThebulkTc isconsidered

to be determ ined by the am ount ofthe in-plane Ni(2)

im purity. O ne should note that YBa2Cu3O 7�� hastwo

crystallographic Cu sites,i.e. the chain Cu(1) and the

plane Cu(2)sites.The recentobservation ofan in-plane

anisotropy ofopticalconductivity for detwinned single

crystalYBa2Cu3�x NixO 7�� indicatestheexistenceofthe

chain-site Ni(1)[19]. A m icroscopic study on the selec-

tivesubstitution ofNiim purity isthereforeofinterest.

Synthesis of oxides under reduced oxygen partial

pressure is frequently e�ective in controlling cation

solid solution, e.g. to synthesize the superconduct-

ing La1+ xBa2�x Cu3O 7�� [20], or to optim ize the su-

perconducting criticalcurrentdensity orthe irreversible

m agnetic �eld of Nd1+ xBa2�x Cu3O 7�� [21,22]. Re-

cently,using the reduced oxygen partialpressure tech-

nique, Adachi et al., succeeded in controlling Tc of

YBa2Cu3�x NixO 7�� with optim aloxygen content [18].

They synthesized twoseriesofYBa2Cu3�x NixO 7�� sam -

pleshaving the di�erentTc’sperNiconcentration.Fig-

ure 1(b)showsthe Nidoping dependence ofTc oftheir

sam ples [18]. Here,we focus on two sam ples with the

sam e Niconcentration x= 0.10 (z= 0.033 in Fig. 1(b))

and nearly the sam e oxygen content but di�erent Tc.

For convenience,let us callone sam ple with Tc� 80K

(7-�= 6.93) an as-synthesized one, because it was syn-

thesized in 
owing oxygen gaswithoutquenching treat-

m ent,and the othersam ple with Tc� 70K (7-�= 6.92)a

quenched one,because itwasthe as-synthesized sam ple

onceagain �red and quenched in areduced oxygen atm o-

sphere at800 �C.The detailsare given in Ref.[18]. Ni

prefers the higher coordination ofoxygen atom s [23,7].

The plane-site Cu(2)islocated in the pyram id with �ve

oxygen ions,whereasthechain-siteCu(1)iscoordinated

with two,three,or four nearest neighbor oxygen ions.

The two seriesofsam pleswith di�erentTc suggestthat

the distribution ofNi-substituted sites over Cu(1) and

Cu(2) sites is changed through synthesis under the re-

duced oxygen atm osphere.

In this paper,we report the m easurem ents ofCu(1)

and Cu(2) nuclear quadrupole resonance (NQ R) spec-

tra and nuclear spin-lattice relaxation curves,to study

m icroscopically the distribution of Ni-substituted sites

fortheabovem entioned twosam ples(as-synthesized and

quenched ones).Theobserved di�erencein the 63Cu nu-

clear spin-lattice relaxation at Cu(1) and Cu(2) in the
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two sam ples m ust be a Nidoping e�ect. From the Cu

NQ R m easurem ents,we give proofthat the heat treat-

m entin reduced oxygen atm osphereresultsin a redistri-

bution ofthe Niatom sin YBa2Cu3�x NixO 7�� .

Two sam ples with precisely the sam e m ole num ber

could not be prepared,because som e parts ofthe sam -

pleshavealready been used forthecharacterization [18].

Hence,quantitative com parison ofthe relative intensity

ofCu NQ R spectra could not be m ade to estim ate the

relativenum beroftheobserved nuclei.Thenuclearspin-

lattice relaxation is independent ofthe sam ple volum e

and isrelatively m oresensitiveto the im purity than the

intensity ofNQ R spectrum . The powder sam ples were

coated in para�n oil.A coherent-typepulsed spectrom e-

terwasutilized forthezero-�eld Cu NQ R m easurem ents.

The Cu NQ R frequency spectra with quadrature detec-

tion werem easured by integration ofthespin-echoesasa

function ofrffrequency.The Cu nuclearspin-lattice re-

laxation curveswere m easured by an inversion recovery

spin-echo m ethod,where the Cu nuclear spin-echo am -

plitude M (t)wasrecorded asa function oftim e interval

t after an inversion � pulse,in a � � t� �=2� �-echo

sequence,and M (1 )wasalsorecorded in a �=2� �-echo

sequence(no inversion pulse)asusual[11,12,24,25].

Figure2 showstheCu NQ R spectra atT= 4.2 K .The

am ount ofthe as-synthesized sam ple is m ore than that

ofthe quenched one,neverthelessthe intensity ofCu(1)

NQ R spectra for the as-synthesized sam ple was weaker

than thatforthe quenched one. But,we could not�nd

qualitativedi�erencein thelinepro�lesofCu NQ R spec-

tra between two sam ples.

Figure 3 shows the 63Cu nuclear spin-echo recov-

ery curves (spin-lattice relaxation curves) p(t) � 1 �

M (t)=M (1 )forNi-doped sam plesatT= 4.2K .Inset�g-

ures show the recovery curves for pure (im purity-free)

YBa2Cu3O 6:98 (Tc= 92 K ). Solid curves are the least-

squares�tting resultsusing the theoreticalfunction de-

scribed below. First, from com parison with inset �g-

ures,allthe recovery curvesforboth Ni-doped sam ples

recoverm orequickly than thoseforpureYBa2Cu3O 6:98.

Thus,Niim purities distribute over both sites ofCu(1)

and Cu(2). Second,the Cu(2) nuclear spin-echo signal

recovers faster in the quenched sam ple than in the as-

synthesized one,whereastheCu(1)nuclearspin-echosig-

nalrecoversslowerin the form erthan in the latter.The

Cu(2)nuclearspin-echosignalisa�ected in thequenched

sam plem orethan in theas-synthesized one,whereasthe

Cu(1)isvice versa.Thus,itisnaturalto conclude that

theam ountofNi(2)in thequenched sam pleism orethan

that in the as-synthesized one and that ofN(1) is vice

versa.

The 63Cu nuclear spin-echo recovery curves for Ni-

doped sam ples in Fig. 3 are nonexponential func-

tions. For quantitative discussion, we analyzed the

experim ental recovery curve p(t) by the exponential

function tim es a stretched exponentialfunction p(t) =

p(0)exp[� wt=(T1)H O ST �
p

wt=�1](p(0),(T1)H O ST and

�1 are the �t param eters, and w= 3 at Cu(2) and

w= 1 at Cu(1)),after the dilute m agnetic alloy [26]or

YBa2Cu4O 8 with Niim purities[24]. The m ultiplicative

num ericalfactorw isintroduced to conform to the con-

ventionalexpression ofT1 [27],and itisnotessentialin

the below discussion. Here, w = 3 is de�ned for the

Cu(2) NQ R T1 under a uniaxialelectric �eld gradient.

TheCu(1)siteisunderan asym m etricelectric�eld gra-

dient[28,29],so thatallthe x-,y-,and z-com ponentsof

the 
uctuating local�eld contribute to the Cu(1)NQ R

T1. Then,we use a sim ple w= 1. (T1)H O ST is the Cu

nuclear spin-lattice relaxation tim e due to the host Cu

electron spin 
uctuation via a hyper�ne coupling. �1 is

theim purity-induced nuclearspin-latticerelaxation tim e

via a longitudinaldirectdipolecoupling ora two dim en-

sionalRuderm an-K ittel-K asuya-Yosida interaction [30].

W e have con�rm ed no signi�cantcontribution from nu-

clear spin di�usion by m easuring 65Cu isotope depen-

denceand pulse-strength H 1 dependenceoftherecovery

curves[31].Although fortheheavilyim purity-doped sys-

tem [32]orspin glasssystem [33]whereitishardtoassign

separately the hostand the guestcontributions,a single

stretched exponentialfunction p(t)= p(0)exp[� (t=�1)
�]

with a variableexponent� m ightbeappropriate,webe-

lieve that the present m odelwith two tim e constants,

(T1)H O ST and �1, is m inim aland appropriate for the

x= 0.10 sam ples.

Figure4 showsthetem peraturedependenceofthees-

tim ated (1=T1)H O ST (a) [(c)]and of 1/�1 (b) [(d)]at
63Cu(2) [63Cu(1)]. Below Tc,the Ni-induced relaxation

com ponent (stretched exponentialpart) is predom inant

both atCu(1)and Cu(2).In Figs.4(b)and 4(d),theNi-

induced relaxation rate 1/�1 ofCu(2) for the quenched

sam pleism oreenhanced than thatfortheas-synthesized

one,whereasthatofCu(1)isviceversa.In Fig.4(b),the

upturn of1/�1 ofCu(2)below 10K fortheas-synthesized

sam ple isconsistentwith the upturn ofan initialrelax-

ation rate 1/T1s reported in Ref.[34]. In Fig. 4(d),the

di�erencein 1/�1 ofCu(1)between thetwo sam pleswith

Niislargeratlowertem peraturesthan about30 K .Itis

hard to estim ate precisely the sm all1/�1 and its di�er-

enceaboveabout30K ,wherethesignal-to-noiseratioof

Cu(1)NQ R ispoorin the Ni-doped sam ples.

In Fig. 4(a),the host relaxation rate (1=T1)H O ST of

Cu(2) in the as-synthesized and the quenched sam ples

decreasesm oresteeply than thatin pureYBa2Cu3O 6:98,

asthe tem perature isdecreased below T= 18� 20 K and

below T= 25� 30K ,respectively.Thedashed linesareT3

functionscharacteristicofd-wavesuperconductivity.The

steep decrease of(1=T1)H O ST and the upturn of1=�1 is

also observed forYBa2Cu4�x NixO 8 with x= 0.12 (Tc= 15

K )[24]. Itistheoretically suggested thatthe spin-orbit

couplingbetween an itinerantelectron and aNilocalm o-

m entinducesa localsuperconducting statewith a di�er-

entorderparam eter(dxy-wave sym m etry)around Niin
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the dx2�y 2-wave superconducting state [35]. The steep

decreaseof(1=T1)H O ST farbelow Tc m ay indicate a Ni-

induced im purity band associated with the di�erentor-

derparam eter,m oregapped on theFerm isurfacethan a

puredx2�y 2-wavegap.

Figure 5 shows the tem perature dependence of

(1=T1)H O ST (a) and 1=�1 (b) at Cu(2) in linear scale

to show up the above Tc data. The host (1=T1)H O ST

ofCu(2) above Tc is nearly independent ofNidoping,

whereas 1=�1 increases with decreasing Tc. In general,

1/�1 isan increasing function oftheim purity concentra-

tion [26]. Thus,the observed increase of1/�1 indicates

the system atic increase ofthe in-plane Ni(2)concentra-

tion xplane.

In the theoreticalm odel of superconducting pairing

m ediated by antiferrom agneticspin 
uctuations,the ex-

ternaldepairing e�ect on Tc is written by Tc = Tc0 �

�T c with Tc0 � �0(Q )�0(Q ) (�0(Q ) is the host an-

tiferrom agnetic spin-
uctuation frequency, and �0(Q )

is the static staggered spin susceptibility) [36,37] and

with �T c / xplane [38]. In the spin-
uctuation the-

ory [39], one can obtain (1=T1)H O ST / TC=(T + �)

(C / �0(Q )=�0(Q ),and � / � 0(Q ) [40]) in the lead-

ing order. The actual�t result by this function is the

dotted curve in Fig. 5(a). Thus,the quantitative tem -

perature dependence of(1=T1)H O ST tellsusthe charac-

teristic spin-
uctuation param eters,�0(Q ) and �0(Q ),

which m ay describethe pairing interactions.Thenearly

Ni-independent(1=T1)H O ST in Fig.5 indicatesthatthe

host spin-
uctuation spectrum is nearly invariant un-

der Nidoping. In Ref.[9], the host (1=T1)H O ST was

estim ated to be system atically enhanced by Nidoping,

which wasregarded asevidenceforsoftening ofthespin-


uctuation frequency �0(Q ) and for the centralorigin

to reduce Tc. However,our analysis indicates that the

Ni-enhanced Cu(2)nuclearspin-latticerelaxation com es

from the extra relaxation in the stretched exponential

part.Thecentralorigin to reduceTc istheexternalpair

braking e�ect due to the increase ofthe in-plane Ni(2)

concentration xplane in �T c.Thisisconsistentwith the

originalresultforYBa2Cu4�x NixO 8.However,itisstill

hard to estim ate the quantitativevalueofxplane.

Here,we analyze the tem perature dependence of1/�1
and discuss the pair breaking m echanism ofNi. Ifan

im purity spin-spin relaxation processdom inatesthe im -

purity spin correlation,1/�1 m ay notchange with tem -

perature [26]. The widely known expression of1/T1 or

1/�1 / (A=�h)2S(S + 1)=!e (A isthecoupling constantof

thenuclearm om enttoan electron,S istheelectron spin,

!e istheexchangefrequency ofm utualspin interaction)

is derived from exchange narrowing lim it [27,41]. How-

ever,the estim ated 1/�1 changeswith tem peratureasin

Figs. 4(b)and 4(d). Thisindicatesa signi�cantcontri-

bution from an im purity spin-latticerelaxation process.

The tem perature dependencesof1/�1 farbelow Tc in

Figs. 4(b)and 4(d)are di�erentbetween two Ni-doped

sam ples. Both the im purity spin-lattice relaxation rate

�SL and theim purity spin-spin relaxation rate�SS con-

tribute to the actualtotalim purity relaxation rate �L ,

e.g.�L = �SL + �SS.Astem peratureisdecreased,�SL
decreases m oderately but rapidly below Tc [42,43],and

then �SS can play an im portantrole in �L . In general,

�SS is proportionalto the num ber density ofim purity

xim p but �SL is independent ofxim p,and 1/�1 is pro-

portionalto x2im pS(!N =�L) (S(!N =�L) is the im purity

m agnetic spectralfunction atthe nuclearresonance fre-

quency !N =2�)[26,27].Thus,thedi�erencein 1/�1 m ay

result from the di�erent weight of�SS with xim p. In

the below analysis,however,we neglect �SS and then

thedi�erencein thetem peraturedependenceof1/�1 for

sim plicity.

Foran isolated localm om entsystem in a conventional

m etal,the dynam icalspin susceptibility asa function of

frequency!=2� isexpressedby�(q;!)= �L =(1� i!=�L),

where �L / S(S + 1)=T isthe static spin susceptibility

and �L = �T � 4�(JNF )
2kB T=�h (J isthecoupling con-

stantofthelocalized m om entstotheband,and N F isthe

density ofstatesattheFerm ilevelperspin)istheim pu-

rity
uctuation frequencyduetoK orringarelaxation[44].

Then,oneobtains1/T1 or1/�1 / �L=(!
2
N + �2L )[45,27].

Since 1/�1 / 1=�T at high tem peratures (T � !N =�)

and 1/�1 / �T=!2N at low tem peratures (T � !N =�),

then 1/�1 takesa m axim um value atT = !N =� (�L =

!N ).

In Figs. 4(b) and 4(d), 1/�1 of 63Cu(2) and of
63Cu(1) takes a m axim um at about 60 K and 10� 20

K ,respectively,which can be associated with the m axi-

m um atT = !N =�. Assum ing the K orringa relaxation

�L= 4�(JN F )
2kB T/�h and putting �L = !N = 22 M Hz for

Cu(1) at T= 10 K and �L = 31.5 M Hz for Cu(2) at

T= 60 K , one obtains jJN F j= 0.5
p

�h!N =�kB T = 0.003

for Cu(1) and = 0.0014 for Cu(2). From a typical

value of N F = 1.5 states/eV-spin direction, jJj is 1.9

m eV for Cu(1) and 0.94 m eV for Cu(2). The ac-

tualm axim um of1/�1 takesplace in the superconduct-

ing state. Thus,replacing the K orringa term kB T by

a d-wave gapped term kB T(kB T=� m ax)
2 (2� m ax =

8kB Tc [46]), one estim ates jJN F j= 0.009 and then

jJj= 5.8 m eV for Cu(2) (if taking into account the ef-

fectofthe antiferrom agneticspin correlation,onegetsa

sm allerjJj). The estim ated m agnitude ofjJjissm aller

than the in-plane exchangeinteraction jJN i�N ij= 11� 31

m eV of La2NiO 4+ � [47,48], jJC u�C u j= 150 m eV of

YBa2Cu3O 6+ � [49], or a typical4s-3d exchange inter-

action jJsdj � 0.1 eV.Since j�JNF Sj = 0:03 � 1, the

decreaseofTc dueto them agneticscattering can becal-

culated within thelowestorderBorn approxim ation [38].

From �T c = 0:25�2xplaneN F J
2S(S + 1)=kB with S= 1in

adx2�y 2-wavesuperconductor[50],thesoleoccupationat

Cu(2)(xplane= x/2= 0.05)in the quenched sam pleyields

�T c= 0.08 K atm ost.Thisvalueissm allerthan the ob-

served �T c � 20 K in the quenched sam ple by a factor
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� 250,suggesting thatm agnetic pairbreaking isnotthe

m echanism ofsuppression ofTc in YBa2Cu3�x NixO 7��

(sim ilarestim ation forZn doping isseen in Ref.[51]).

Here, one m ay doubt the assum ption of �L= !N at

the tem perature ofm axim um 1/�1. Instead of�L = !N ,

one m ay associate the m axim um of 1/�1 with a m in-

im um behavior of �L (� !N ) as a crossover from the

high tem perature �SL to the low tem perature �SS. As

m entioned above,�SS isproportionalto xplane,so that

the crossovertem perature m ustincreasewith increasing

xplane. However,the tem perature ofm axim um 1/�1 is

nearly the sam e in two sam ples. Thus,this scenario is

unlikely. In passing,ifthe Nispin freezing tem perature

TM � 1.5 K (x � 0.09)in Ref.[34]isassigned to them ax-

im um tem perature T = !N =�,one obtains jJN F j= 1.9

and then jJj= 1.3 eV.Thism agnitudeofjJjistoo large,

although it can easily reproduce the observed �T c. In

addition,the Nispin 
uctuation frequency �L increases

up to � 20 m eV at Tc due to the large jJj,so that the

neutron scattering technique m ustprobe the increase of

m agnetic response around 20 m eV due to Nispin. But,

the existing data do not support the observation ofNi

spin 
uctuation [54].Thus,TM � !N =� isalso unlikely.

From �T c = 0:25�2xplaneN F J
2S(S + 1)=kB with

0< xplane < 0.05 in a dx2�y 2-wave superconductor [50],

jJj > 68 m eV (S= 1) or jJj > 111 m eV (S= 1/2) is re-

quired to accountfor�T c � 20K in thequenched sam ple

(sim ilarestim ation forZn dopingisseen in Refs.[52,53]).

Then,j�N F JSj> 0.3 indicates m oderately strong scat-

tering. The expression of �T c should be extended to

include both potentialscattering and strong scattering.

In considering the m agnetic im purity e�ectin s-wave

superconductors,one can neglectnonm agneticpotential

scatteringwhich should accom pany each m agneticim pu-

rity,because ofAnderson’stheorem ,unlessthe localiza-

tion e�ect takes place. However,the situation is com -

pletely di�erentin the d-wavestate.The potentialscat-

teringalsoa�ectsd-wavesuperconductivityaswellasthe

m agnetic im purity scattering;thus one hasto take into

accountboth e�ects (see also [50,55,56]). Let us treat

m agnetic im purities as classicalspins (Sz = � S) and

assum e thatthey also have nonm agnetic potentialscat-

teringsdescribed by u.Takinginto accounttheim purity

scatteringswithin a t-m atrix approxim ation,O hashide-

rived the theoreticalexpression ofTc (xplane � 1) in a

dx2�y 2-wavesuperconductor[57],

�T c =
xplane

4kB N F

�

1�
1

2
(

1

1+ (
n � 
m )
2
+

1

1+ (
n + 
m )
2
)
�

:

(1)

Here,
n and 
m ,respectively,describe the depairing ef-

fects originating from nonm agnetic and m agnetic parts

ofthe m agneticim purities:
�


n = �N F u;


m = �N F JS:
(2)

Putting 
m = 0 in eq. (1), we obtain �T c in the

case of nonm agnetic im purity Zn, being in agreem ent

with theexpression in Refs.[58{61].O n theotherhand,


n = 0 gives�T c in the caseofm agneticim purity with-

outnonm agnetic potentialscattering part. In the lim it

of
m ! 0 and 
n ! 0,eq. (1)leadsto the expression

of�T c in the lowest order Born approxim ation,being

in agreem entwith the expression in Ref.[50]. In addi-

tion,
m ! 1 or
n ! 1 correspondsto the unitarity

lim it[62];�T c = xplane=4kB N F � (1:9� 103 K )xplane.

If cancellation of 
m � 
n = 0 in the unitarity lim it

takes place for Ni, one obtains �T c = xplane=8kB N F ,

which istwotim essm allerthan thatduetopurenonm ag-

netic scattering.ForYBa2Cu3�x NixO 7�� ,however,one

should assum e
n � 
m .In the m oderately strong scat-

tering (a �niteu),since�T c / xplaneN F atN F � 1=�u

(
n � 1)and �T c / xplane=N F atN F � 1=�u (
n � 1),

then �T c takesa m axim um of0.125xplane=kB N F atthe

optim alN F = 1=�u (
n = 1). IfN F ofYBa2Cu3O 7��

isoptim al,thatis u= 1/�N F = 212 m eV (
n = 1),using

�T c = (9:5� 102 K )xplane,weestim atexplane= 0.01 (as-

synthesized)and 0.02 (quenched).In theunitarity lim it,

eq. (1) does not explicitly depend on u nor J. Then,

using �T c = (1:9� 103 K )xplane,we estim ate the m in-

im um values ofxplane= 0.005 (as-synthesized) and 0.01

(quenched). These values are so reasonable as to sat-

isfy 0< xplane < 0.05.Thus,we suggestthatthe m oder-

ately strong,nonm agnetic scattering ofNiis a prom is-

ing origin ofTc suppression. This is qualitatively con-

sistent with a report on a large juj(> jJSj) of Ni in

Bi2Sr2CaCu2O 8+ � [63].

In conclusion,the Cu NQ R experim entdem onstrated

that both Cu(1) and Cu(2) nuclear spin-lattice relax-

ationsin YBa2Cu3�x NixO 7�� area�ected by Nidoping,

thatis,thedoped Niim puritiesaresubstituted forboth

Cu(1)and Cu(2)sites.O ne ofthe reasonsforthe sm all

decrease ofTc by Nidoping in YBa2Cu3O 7�� ispartial

substitution oftheNiim puritiesforthechain site.In the

lightoftheNi-induced nuclearspin-latticerelaxation,the

host Cu(2) spin 
uctuation spectrum in YBa2Cu3O 7��

with optim aloxygen contentisquite robustforNidop-

ing.
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FIG .1. (a)Im purity doping dependence of Tc as func-

tions of the concentration z for various high-Tc supercon-

ductors with M = Ni or Zn. The solid (open) sym bols

are the Ni(Zn) doping dependence of Tc. The data are
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angles), [10]for Bi2Sr2Ca(Cu1� zM z)2O 8 (Bi2212, squares),
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La1:85Sr0:15Cu1� zM zO 4 (LS214, downward triangles). The

dashed and thesolid linesare�tby Tc= Tc0-m M z (m M = N i;Z n
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m ated ratiom N i/m Z n isabout0.26forY123,0.46forBi2212,
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eyes. Note thatthe Niconcentration x in the textisde�ned
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