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N isubstituted sites and the e ect on Cu electron spin dynam ics of Y Ba,Cusz N 04
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W e report Cu nuclkar quadrupole resonance experin ent on
m agnetic in purity N isubstituted YBa;Cus xNikO7; . The
distrdbbution of N isubstituted sites and its e ect on the Cu
electron spin dynam ics are nvestigated. Two sam ples w ith
the sam e N i concentration x= 0.10 and nearly the sam e oxy—
gen content but di erent T.’s were prepared: One is an as—
synthesized sampl (7-=6.93) in air (T. 80K ), and the
other is a quenched one (7-=6.92) In a reduced oxygen at-
m osphere (T 70K ). The plane-site 83Ccu (2) nuckar soin—
lattice relaxation for the quenched sam ple was faster than
that for the assynthesized sam ple, iIn contrast to the SBcu)
relaxation that was faster for the as-synthesized sam pl. This
indicates that the density of plane—site N i(2) is higher in the
quenched sam ple, contrary to the chain-site N i(l) density
which is lower In the quenched sampl. From the analysis
in tem s of the N i-induced nuclear spin—lattice relaxation, we
suggest that the prin ary origin of suppression of T. is as—
sociated w ith nonm agnetic depairing e ect of the plane-site
Ni@).
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M agnetic In purity causesdepairing in both s-waveand
d-w ave superconductivity. Com plete suppression of the
superconducting transiion tem perature T. is observed
forN idoped La, x Sr,Cu0 4 and YBa,CuyO g, som ew hat
more weakly than for Zn-doped ones b:{g]. N i inpu-—
rity In the high-T. cuprate superconductor carries a lo—
calized m om ent, because the uniform spoin susceptibility
w ith Curie or CurieW eiss law is observed. T he depair-
ing e ect of potential scatterer Zn on the d-wave super-
conductivity is a natural consequence from breakdown
of Anderson’s theorem EJ:;'_E;] For YBa,Cuz0~ w ith
the optin ized T.= 92 K, how ever, the decrease of T, per
N i concentration is an aller than that per Zn concentra—
tion i_é{:_&’]. Figure 1l @) show sthe In purity doping depen—
dences of T. for various high-T. superconductors w ih
Niorzn [1,4(12]. The decrease of T, by Nidoping for
YBa,Cuz04 is am allest am ong these com pounds w ith
Niin Fig. 1(@). This an alldecrease 0of T, by N idoping
forYBa,Cu30; wasattrbuted to a weak scattering of
conducting carriersby N iin purities B om scatterer) [_1-;%]
or to a softening ofpairing frequency itself [fj]. N everthe—
Jess, i hasbeen suspected that only a part of the doped
N iin purities is substituted for the plane Cu (2) site and
that the rem aining part is for the chain Cu (1) site i_lfl:{:}]']

(see the references in R ef. f_l-g']) . Thebulk T, is considered

to be detem ined by the am ount of the in-plane N i(2)
In purity. O ne should note that YBa,Cus0; hastwo
crystallographic Cu sites, ie. the chain Cu(l) and the
plane Cu () sites. T he recent observation of an in-plane
anisotropy of optical conductivity for detw nned single
crystalY Ba;Cus x N 07 indicatesthe existence ofthe
chain-site Ni(1) {19]. A m icroscopic study on the selec-
tive substitution of N i in purity is therefore of interest.

Synthesis of oxides under reduced oxygen partial
pressure is frequently e ective in controlling cation
solid solution, eg. to synthesize the superconduct-
Ing Laj+ xBaz x Cusz04 [_2-9'], or to optim ize the su—
perconducting critical current density or the irreversble
magnetic eld of NdiyyBa; x Cuz04 12-1:,:_52_3] Re-
cently, using the reduced oxygen partial pressure tech—
nigque, Adachi et al, succeeded In controlling T. of
YBap,Cus x N4 O5 wih optin al oxygen content {_l-g']
T hey synthesized two serdesofYBa,Cus x NiO7 sam —
ples having the di erent T.’s per N i concentration. F ig—
ure 1 (o) show s the N idoping dependence of T, of their
sam ples I;fi_i‘] Here, we focus on two sam ples w ith the
sam e N i concentration x=0.10 (z=0.033 n Fig. 1({))
and nearly the sam e oxygen content but di erent T..
For convenience, ket us call one sampl wih T 80K
(7- =6.93) an assynthesized one, because it was syn—
thesized In ow Ing oxygen gas w ithout quenching treat-
ment, and the other samplewih T. 70K (/- =6.92) a
quenched one, because i was the assynthesized sam pl
onceagain red and quenched in a reduced oxygen atm o—
sphere at 800 C . The details are given in Ref. {[8]. Ni
prefers the higher coordination of oxygen atom s E-Ql,::/!]
The planesite Cu 2) is located in the pyram d wih ve
oxygen ions, whereas the chain—site Cu (1) is coordinated
with two, three, or Pur nearest neighbor oxygen ions.
The two series of sam ples w ith di erent T, suggest that
the distrbution of N isubstituted sites over Cu (1) and
Cu () sites is changed through synthesis under the re—
duced oxygen atm osphere.

In this paper, we report the m easurem ents of Cu (1)
and Cu2) nuclar quadrupole resonance NWQR) spec—
tra and nuclkar spin-lattice relaxation curves, to study
m icroscopically the distribbution of N isubstituted sites
for the abovem entioned tw o sam ples (@ssynthesized and
quenched ones). T he observed di erence in the ®3Cu nu-
clear soin—lattice relaxation at Cu(l) and Cu @) in the
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two sam plesmust be a Nidoping e ect. From the Cu
NQR m easuram ents, we give proof that the heat treat-
m ent In reduced oxygen atm osphere results in a redistri-
bution ofthe Niatomsin YBa,Cus x NiO~

Two samples with precisely the sam e m ole num ber
could not be prepared, because som e parts of the sam —
ples have already been used fr the characterization {L8].
Hence, quantitative com parison of the relative intensity
of Cu NQR spectra could not be m ade to estin ate the
relative num ber ofthe observed nuclei. T he nuclear spin—
lattice relaxation is Independent of the sam ple volum e
and is relatively m ore sensitive to the In puriy than the
Intensity of NQR spectrum . The powder sam ples were
coated In para n oil. A coherent-type pulsed spectrom e~
terwasutilized forthe zero— eld CuNQR m easurem ents.
The Cu NQR frequency spectra w ith quadrature detec—
tion werem easured by Integration ofthe spin-echoesasa
function of rf frequency. T he Cu nuclear spin-lattice re—
laxation curves were m easured by an inversion recovery
spoin-echo m ethod, where the Cu nuclear spin-echo am —
pliude M (t) was recorded as a function of tin e interval
t after an Inversion pulse, In a t =2
sequence, and M (1 ) wasalso recorded ina =2
sequence (no inversion pulse) asusual [11,14,24,251.

Figure 2 showsthe CuNQR spectraat T=42K .The
am ount of the assynthesized sam ple is m ore than that
of the quenched one, nevertheless the intensity ofCu (1)
NQR spectra for the assynthesized sam pl was weaker
than that for the quenched one. But, we could not nd
qualitative di erence in the Inepro kesof CuNQR spec—
tra between two sam pls.

Figure 3 shows the ®3Cu nuclear spin-echo recov-
ery curves (goin-lattice relaxation curves) p(t) 1
M (=M (1 ) orNidoped samplesatT=42K .Insst g-
ures show the recovery curves for pure (in puriy-free)
YBa,Cu30g.98 (Tc=92 K). Solid curves are the least—
squares tting results using the theoretical finction de—
scribbed below . First, from com parison wih nset g-—
ures, all the recovery curves for both N idoped sam ples
recoverm ore quickly than those orpure YBa,Cus0 ¢.05 -
Thus, N i In purities distrbute over both sites of Cu (1)
and Cu ). Second, the Cu (2) nuclkar soin-echo signal
recovers faster n the quenched sam pl than in the as—
synthesized one, w hereasthe Cu (1) nuclear soin-echo sig—
nal recovers slow er In the form er than in the Jatter. The
Cu () nuckar spin-echo signalisa ected in the quenched
sam plem ore than in the assynthesized one, w hereas the
Cu () is vice versa. Thus, it is natural to conclude that
the am ount ofN i(2) in the quenched sam ple ism ore than
that In the assynthesized one and that of N (1) is vice
versa.

The %3Cu nuclear spin-echo recovery curves or N i
doped sampls in Fig. 3 are nonexponential fiinc-
tions. For quantitative discussion, we analyzed the
experim ental recovery curve p(t) by the exponential
function tin es a stretched exponential finction p(t) =

-echo

-echo

PO)exp[ wt=Mlaost th= 11 ®0©), T1)uosr and

;1 are the t parameters, and w=3 at Cu@) and
w=1 at Cu(l)), after the dilute m agnetic alloy {_Z-Q'] or
YBa,Cus0g with Niinpuriies P4]. The muliplicative
num erical factor w is introduced to conform to the con—
ventional expression of Ty f_Z-j], and it is not essential in
the below discussion. Here, w = 3 is de ned for the
Cu@) NQR T; under a uniaxial electric eld gradient.
The Cu (1) site isunder an asym m etric electric eld gra—
dient t_2-§',:_2-€_i'], so that all the x— y— and z-com ponents of
the uctuating local eld contribute to the Cu(l) NQR
T;. Then, weuse a smplew=1. (T1)gost istheCu
nuclkar soin-lattice relaxation tin e due to the host Cu
electron spin  uctuation via a hyper ne coupling. ; is
the I purity-induced nuclear spin-lattice relaxation tin e
via a ongiudinaldirect dipole coupling ora two din en-
sional Rudem an ittelX asuya-Y osida interaction [30].
W e have con m ed no signi cant contribution from nu-
clear spin di usion by m easuring ®°Cu isotope depen—
dence and pulsestrength H ; dependence of the recovery
curves BL] A Though forthe heavﬂy In purity-doped sys—
tem BZ]orspJn glasssystem B3]where it ishard to assign
separately the host and the guest contributions, a single
stretched exponential function p ) = pQ)exp[ 1) ]
w ith a variable exponent m ight be appropriate, we be-
lieve that the present m odel w ith two tin e constants,
Ti)sost and 1, ismininal and appropriate for the
x=0.10 sam ples.

Figure 4 show s the tem perature dependence of the es—
timated (1=T1)uosr @ [©)]and of 1/ 1 b) [A)] at
ScuR) F*cu@)]. Below T, the N iHnduced relaxation
com ponent (stretched exponential part) is predom inant
bothatCu (@) andCu ). InFigs. 4 (o) and 4(d), theN i~
induced relaxation rate 1/ ; of Cu @) for the quenched
sam ple ism ore enhanced than that forthe assynthesized
one, whereasthat ofCu (1) isvice versa. In Fig. 4 (b), the
uptum ofl/ ; ofCu (2) below 10K forthe assynthesized
sam ple is consistent w ith the uptum of an initial relax—
ation rate 1/T; reported in Ref. 34]. Th Fig. 4 (d), the
di erence in 1/ ; ofCu (1) between the two sam plesw ith
N iis Jarger at low er tem peratures than about 30 K . It is
hard to estin ate precisely the snalll/ ; and is di er-
ence above about 30 K , where the signaltonoise ratio of
Cu(l) NQR ispoor In the N doped sam ples.

In Fig. 4 (@), the host relaxation rate (1=T1)gost ©of
Cu @) in the assynthesized and the quenched sam ples
decreasesm ore steeply than that In pure YBa,CuszO0 ¢.08,
as the tem perature is decreased below T=18 20K and
below T=25 30K, respectively. T he dashed lnes are T°
functions characteristic ofd-w ave superconductivity. T he
steep decrease of (1=T1)yost and the uptum of 1=, is
also observed forYBa,Cuy x NiOg with x=012 (T.=15
K) I_Z-Z_j] Tt is theoretically suggested that the soin-orbit
coupling betw een an itinerant electron and a N ilocalm o—
m ent induces a local superconducting state w ith a di er-
ent order param eter (dy,-wave symm etry) around Niin



the dy:  2-wave superconducting state 5@‘] The steep
decrease of (1=T1)yost farbelow T. m ay indicate a N i~
Induced im purity band associated w ith the di erent or-
der param eter, m ore gapped on the Ferm isurface than a
pure dy2 2-Wave gap.

Figure 5 shows the temperature dependence of
(1=T1)uost (@) and 1=; () at CuR) in lnear scale
to show up the above T, data. The host (1=T1)sosrtT
of Cu @) above T. is nearly Independent of N i doping,
whereas 1= ; increases w ith decreasing T.. In general,
1/ 1 isan Increasing function ofthe im purity concentra—
tion [6]. Thus, the observed increase of 1/ ; indicates
the system atic increase of the n-plane N i(2) concentra—
tion Xpiane -

In the theoretical m odel of superconducting pairing
m ediated by antiferrom agnetic spin uctuations, the ex—
temal depairing e ect on T, is written by Tc = Teo

T wih Teo 0@) 0@Q) (0@Q) is the host an-
tiferrom agnetic spin— uctuation frequency, and ( Q)
is the static staggered spin susceptibility) B637] and
with Tc / ZXplane BS In the spin- uctuation the—
ory BYl, one can obtain (1=T1)zost / TC=T + )
C/ 0@)=0Q)and / @) lG) i the kad-
Ing order. The actual t resul by this function is the
dotted curve in Fig. 5(@). Thus, the quantitative tem -
perature dependence of (1=T1)g ost tells us the charac-
teristic spin— uctuation parameters, Q) and @),
w hich m ay describe the pairing interactions. T he nearly
N iIHindependent (1=T1)y ost In Fig. 5 indicates that the
host soin— uctuation spectrum is nearly invariant un-—
der Nidoping. In Ref. [_Si], the host (1=T1)sost Was
estin ated to be system atically enhanced by N i doping,
w hich was regarded as evidence for softening ofthe spin—

uctuation frequency (@) and for the central origin
to reduce T.. However, our analysis indicates that the
N fenhanced Cu () nuclear spin-lattice relaxation com es
from the extra relaxation in the stretched exponential
part. T he central origin to reduce T, is the extemalpair
braking e ect due to the increase of the inplane N i(2)
concentration Xpiane I T . This is consistent w ith the
orignalresul orYBa,Cuy x N4 Og. However, it is still
hard to estim ate the quantitative value of Xp1ane -

Here, we analyze the tem perature dependence of 1/ 1
and discuss the pair breaking m echanism of Ni. If an
In purity spin-spin relaxation process dom inates the in —
purity spin correlation, 1/ 1 m ay not change w ith tem —
perature fZ-G'] The widely known expression of 1/T; or
1/ 1/ @®=h)’S (S+ 1)=!. @ isthe coupling constant of
the nuclearm om ent to an e]ect:con, S isthe electron spin,
!¢ is the exchange frequency ofm utual soin interaction)
is derived from exchange narrow ing lim it I_Z-]',:fl-]_}] How-—
ever, the estim ated 1/ ; changes w ith tem perature as in
Figs. 4(b) and 4(d). This indicates a signi cant contri-
bution from an im purity spin—lattice relaxation process.

T he tem perature dependences of 1/ ; farbelow T, In
Figs. 4(b) and 4 (d) are di erent between two N idoped

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

s and the In purity spin-soin relaxation rate ss con-—
tribute to the actual total In purity relaxation rate 1,
eg. .= g1t s . A s tem perature is decreased, g1
decreases m oderately but rapidly below T, [_4-2:,:_5;%], and
then g5 can ply an Inportant role In ;. In general,

ss 1s proportional to the number density of in purity
Ximp but g1 Is Independent of Xy, and 1/ ; is pro—
portionalto x5 .S (!y= 1) (S (!y= 1) is the inpurity
m agnetic spectral function at the nuclear resonance fre—
quency !y =2 ) [_2-5},:_2-1] Thus, thedi erencein 1/ ; may
result from the di erent weight of g5 with Xipp. In
the below analysis, however, we neglect 55 and then
the di erence in the tem perature dependence of 1/ ; for
sim plicity.

Foran isolated localm om ent system in a conventional
m etal, the dynam ical soin susceptibility as a function of
frequency ! =2 Isexpressedby (@!)= =0 il=y.),
where  / S (S + 1)=T is the static spin susceptibility
and ;= T 4 (@Np)?kg T=h (J isthe coupling con—
stant ofthe localized m om entsto theband, and N isthe
density of states at the Femm i levelper spin) is the in pu—
rity uctuation frequency due to K orringa re]axatjon I'A-4:]

Then, one obtains1/T; orl/ 1 / L=(!§ + {_-5,5_2‘..7_‘]
Since 1/ 1 / 1= T at high tem peratures (I 'n=)
and 1/, / T=!% at low temperatures (T Iy = ),
then 1/ | takesamaximum valueat T = !y= (g
'n ).

In Figs. 4(®) and 4d), 1/ 1 of ®*Cu@) and of

63Cu(l) takes a maxinum at about 60 K and 10 20
K, respectively, which can be associated w ith the m axi-
mum at T = !y = . Assum ing the K orringa relaxation
=4 (Ny )%’k T/h and putting ="'y =22MHz Pr
Cu() at T=10 K and =315 MHz or Cu@) at
T=60 K, one obtains N 05 h!y= kT =0.003
for Cu(l) and =0.0014 for Cu@). From a typical
value of Ny =15 states/eV-gpin direction, Jj is 1.9
meV for Cu(l) and 094 mevV for Cu@R). The ac-
tualm axinum of 1/ ; takes place in the superconduct—
Ing state. Thus, replacing the Kordnga tem kg T by
a dwave gapped temm kg T kg T= max)? @ max =
8kg T [4é]), one estinates FNg F0.009 and then
PTF58meV for Cu@) (if taking into account the ef-
fect of the antiferrom agnetic spin correlation, one gets a
an aller 7). The estim ated m agnitude of {7 jis an aller
than the In-plane exchange interaction Py iy F¥11 31
meV of LapyNi g4, [_ZI]',EIQ'], Teuw cu F150 mev of
YBa,Cus0 ¢+ [49 or a typical 4s-3d exchange inter-
action Jsqj 0.1 &V.Shhce JINgSj= 003 1, the
decrease 0of T, due to the m agnetic scattering can be cal-
culated w ithin the low est order B om approxin ation {_3-§']
From T .= 025 ?Xp1aneNp J?S (S+ 1)=ks with S=11n
adyz 2-wave superconductor [gd], the sole occupation at
Cu(2) &piane=x/2=0.05) In the quenched sam ple yieks
«=0.08 K atm ost. This value is an aller than the ob—
served T . 20K in the quenched samplk by a factor



250, suggesting that m agnetic pair breaking is not the
m echanian of suppression of T In YBa,Cus x N1, O
(sIn ilar estim ation for Zn doping is seen In Ref. [_5-1:]) .
Here, one may doubt the assumption of p=1!y at
the tem perature of maxmmum 1/ ;. Instead of = !y,
one may associate the maximum of 1/ ; with a min-
Inum behavior of 1 ( 'y ) as a crossover from the
high tem perature 51 to the low tem perature gs5. As
m entioned above, gss is proportionalto Xpune, SO that
the crossover tem perature m ust ncrease w ith Increasing
Xplane - However, the tem perature of maximum 1/ ; is
nearly the same in two sam ples. T hus, this scenario is
unlkely. In passing, if the Nispin freezing tem perature
Ty 15K (x 0.09) in Ref! 34] is assigned to them ax—
Imum temperature T = !y = , one obtains YNy ¥1.9
and then JF 1.3 &V . Thism agnitude of {J jis too large,
although it can easily reproduce the observed T .. In
addition, the Nisoin uctuation frequency 1 increases
up to 20 mevV at T. due to the large 7j so that the
neutron scattering technigue m ust probe the increase of
m agnetic response around 20 m €V due to Nispin. But,
the existing data do not support the ocbservation of N i
spin uctuation B41. Thus, Ty = isalso unlkely.
From T. = 025 %xpneNpJ?S (S + 1)=kg with
0< Xplane <005 in a dy2 y2-wave superconductor E_5-C_i],
Tij>68mev (S=1) or J3>111 mevV (S=1/2) is re—
quired to account for T . 20K in the quenched sam ple
(sin ilarestin ation for zn doping is seen in Refs. [54,53)).
Then, j Ny JS j> 03 indicates m oderately strong scat—
tering. The expression of T . should be extended to
Inclide both potential scattering and strong scattering.
In considering the m agnetic im purity e ect in s-wave
superconductors, one can neglect nonm agnetic potential
scattering w hich should accom pany each m agnetic im pu—
rity, because of A nderson’s theorem , unless the localiza-
tion e ect takes place. However, the situation is com —
plktely di erent in the d-wave state. T he potential scat—
tering also a ectsd-w ave superconductivity aswellasthe
m agnetic in purity scattering; thus one has to take into
account both e ects (see also ﬂéq:,ijﬂé@']) Let us treat
m agnetic in purities as classical spins (S, = S) and
assum e that they also have nonm agnetic potential scat—
terings describbed by u. Taking into account the in purity
scatterings w thin a tm atrix approxim ation, O hashide-

rived the theoretical express:iczn of Tc Xpiane 1) n a
dy2 y2-wave superconductor [51],
p¢ 1 1 1
T .= —E£22¢ 1 + ) :
4kp N 21+ (n n)? 1+ (ot o)?
@)

Here, , and 4 , respectively, describe the depairing ef-
fects orighhating from nonm agnetic and m agnetic parts
of the m agnetic In puriies:

n= Nrpu;

m = NFJS: (2)

Putting 0 neg. (1), weobtaln T . in the
case of nonm agnetic im purity Zn, being in agreem ent
w ith the expression in Refs. ﬂ_‘a-éf_;{:_é}'] O n the other hand,

n = 0gives T . In the case ofm agnetic in puriy w ith—
out nonm agnetic potential scattering part. In the lin i
of , ! Oand , ! 0,eg. (1) lads to the expression
of T . in the lowest order Bom approxin ation, being
In agreem ent w ith the expression in Ref. E_S-(_i] In addi-

tion, n 1 or , ! 1 oorresponds to the unitariy
Imi 4 T o= Xpmne=4keNp (19 18 K)Xpuane-
If cancellation of an = 0 in the unitarity lm it

takes place for Ni, one obtains T . = Xpuane=8kgNr,
which istwo tin es sm allerthan that due to pure nonm ag—
netic scattering. ForYBa,Cus x N4 O , however, one
should assume , n - In the m oderately strong scat—
tering @ niteu),sihce T ¢/ XpuneNr atNg =u
(n 1)and T ./ Xplane=Nfr atNp 1= u (g, 1),
then T . takesamaxinum of0.125%X,1ane=ksg Nr at the
optinalNyp = 1= u (, = 1). IfNr 0ofYBa,Cusz04
isoptinal, that isu=1/ Ny=212meV (, = 1), using
T.= (95 10 K)Xplane, We estin ate Xpane= 001 @s—
synthesized) and 0.02 (quenched). In the unitarity lim it,
eq. (1) does not explicitly depend on u nor J. Then,
usihg T.= (19 10 K)Xpune, we estin ate the m in—
mum values of Xp1ane=0.005 (@ssynthesized) and 0.01
(quenched). These values are so reasonabl as to sat—
isfy 0< Xpiane < 0.05. Thus, we suggest that the m oder-
ately strong, nonm agnetic scattering of Ni is a prom is—
Ing origin of T, suppression. This is qualitatively con—
sistent with a report on a large 17> FTS) of Niin
B1SnCaCu,0gs 631

In conclusion, the Cu NQR experin ent dem onstrated
that both Cu(l) and Cu ) nuclkar soin-lattice relax—
ationsin YBa,Cus x N4 O; area ected by Nidoping,
that is, the doped N i in purities are substituted forboth
Cu () and Cu 2) sites. O ne of the reasons for the small
decrease of Tc by Nidoping In YBa,Cus0;  ispartial
substitution ofthe N iin purities forthe chain site. In the
light ofthe N iznduced nuclear spin—lattice relaxation, the
host Cu ) spin uctuation spectrum in YBa,CuszO04
w ith optin al oxygen content is quite robust for N i dop—
ing.
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FIG .2. Zero- eld frequency spectra of the chain-site and
theplane-site ***CuNQR rYBa;Cus xNiO; atT=42
K . The line shapes are scaled after T, corrections have been
m ade.
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FIG.1. (@)In purity doping dependence of T. as func—

tions of the concentration z for various high-T. supercon-—
ductors with M=Ni or Zn. The solid (open) symbols
are the Ni(Zn) doping dependence of T.. The data are
adopted from Pl forYBa; Cu; M ;)307 (Y123, upward tri-
angles), [0] Pr BxSrnCaCu . M;),0s Bi2212, squares),
[11,12] for YBay (CU1 .M 2)408 (Y124, cjlcles), and [l] for
LaigsSwmasCur ;M ;04 (LS214, downward triangles). The
dashed and the solid linesare tby Tc=Tcomwm 2 MM =n i;zn

isthe ttingparam eter) for the respectivem aterials. T he esti-
mated ratiom y ;/m 7, iIsabout 026 forY 123, 046 orB 2212,
0.80 for Y 124, and 0.62 for LS214. The decrease of Tc by N i
doping for Y 123 is sm allest am ong these m aterials. ()N i
doping dependence of T, for "assynthesized" or "quenched"
Y 123, adopted from [18]. The solid curves are guide for the
eyes. N ote that the N i concentration x in the text is de ned

byx=3zihYBa,Cus xM 0~ (7-=6.92-6.95 [18]). Thede-
crease of Tc by N idoping is Jarger in "quenched" Y 123 than
In "assynthesized" one.
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FIG. 3. The Nidoping e ect on the ®*cu nuclkar
spin-echo recovery curvesp (t) 1 M ©=M 1 )atT=42K.
Inset gures show the recovery curves for the pure (N ifree)
sample at T=42 K. The solid curves are the least-squares

tting results using the theoretical finction incliding a
stretched exponential function (see the text).
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