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M agneticorderandsuperconductivityinLa2�xSrxCuO4:areview
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A bstract

High-Tc copperoxidesoftheLa2� xSrxCuO 4 fam ily show averyclearcaseofcom petition between antiferrom agnetic

(AF)orderand superconductivity.M agnetic ordercan,however,coexistwith superconductivity,and the experi-

m entalevidence forfrozen m agnetic m om entsin superconducting sam plesisreviewed here.The prim ary charac-

teristicsofthem agnetic orderare sum m arized and som e open questionsareoutlined,particularly concerning the

intrinsicorextrinsicnatureofthisorderaround x = 0:12.
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1. Introduction

In 1988,R.B.Laughlin wrote abouthigh Tc super-

conductors:"The system s in question are inherently

m agnetic.Stoichiom etricLa2CuO 4 isan ordered spin-

1/2 antiferrom agnetand an insulator.D oping them a-

terialby substituting Sr for about 3% ofthe La de-

stroysthem agneticorder[...].Itishard tounderstand

how doping atthis levelcould have destroyed allthe

spins.A m ore reasonable guessisthattheextra holes

m akeorderingm oredi�cult,andthatthespinsarestill

presentin som esortof’quantum spin liquid’state"[1].

Foranum berofyearsthereafter,experim entalstud-

iesfailed to establish a consensuson whetherlocalized

spinsindeed survived in m etallic sam ples,possibly in

a kind ofspin-liquid state,or whether correlation ef-

fectsin a m etalweresu�cientto explain theobserved

m agneticuctuations.D espitem uch evidencethatthe

superconductingphaseretainssom em em oryoftheAF

one[2],som econsidered thattangiblesignsoflocalized

spinswerelacking forsuperconducting concentrations

(0:06 � x � 0:28 in La2� xSrxCuO 4):N�eelorderwas

ratherfaraway (x < 0:02)and notm uch attention was

paid to thefrozen m agneticstatefor0:02 < x < 0:06.

1
C orresponding author. E-m ail: M arc-H enri.Julien@ ujf-

grenoble.fr

Understandingofthisissuehasevolved sincethedis-

covery ofcharge stripes in La1:48Nd0:4Sr0:12CuO 4 [3]

and related com pounds[4].In thisclassofm aterials,

self-organization ofthedoped holesintolinearribbons

leadstolongrangem agneticorderin thehole-depleted

regions,even forholedopingclosetotheoptim alvalue

forsuperconductivity(� 15% ).Thisspectacular"reap-

pearance" ofthespinswasknown beforeTranquada’s

experim ent,butthediscovery ofstripesrenewed inter-

estin m agnetic order,and contributed to the view of

high-Tc m aterialsasdoped antiferrom agnets[5].

This paper is a short review on m agnetic order in

La2� xSrxCuO 4 superconductors. These represent a

particularly interesting case,because they lie in be-

tween theLTT m aterials[4],wheresuperconductivity

isseverely suppressed,and higherTc system ssuch as

YBCO wherem agneticorderislessobvious.

2. R eview ing literature

There are m any reports ofm agnetic ordercoexist-

ing with superconductivity in La2� xSrxCuO 4,start-

ing with K itazawa etal.in 1988 [6].These resultsdid

notattractsigni�cantattention m ostlybecausedoubts

were raised concerning the hom ogeneity ofthe sam -

ples,and becauseLa2� xSrxCuO 4 wasconsidered asan
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Fig.1.M agnetic phase diagram of La2�x Srx C uO 4:data points correspond to the tem perature of m agnetic freezing,Tg,inferred

from �SR ,N Q R and N M R m easurem ents (references are given in the bibliography).A system atic error �T g = � 1 K was chosen.

N ote that for R ef.[6]a concentration of x = 0:07 was used for the plot (0.08 in the originalpaper) since the sam ple has a Tc of

11 K .O ther reports ofa frozen m agnetic state,or of strong slow ing dow n of spin uctuations,do not appear here.For exam ple,

O hsugiet al.observed a broadening ofthe
139

La N Q R lines due to the static internalm agnetic �eld,but no freezing tem perature

was deduced [29].D ata from Fe EPR and Fe M �ossbauer spectroscopy,w hich use a dilute im purity in the C uO 2 planes to probe the

m agnetic properties,are also om itted here (the role ofim puritieswould require additionaldiscussion).O therEPR data can be found

in R efs.[30,31].D ata on m arginalsam ples (anom alous Tc [32]) or w ith questionable criteria for Tg,or isolated experim entsfrom a

single technique [33]are not discussed.A nother m aterialthat is om itted here is La2C uO 4+ �,w hich also show s superconductivity

and m agnetic order,but w ith som e di�erences w ith respect to La2�x Srx C uO 4.

atypicalm em berofthehigh-Tc fam ily.Thisissuewas

reopened around 1998 [7{9]and m ostofthe previous

resultswerecon�rm ed quantitatively.

Figure1 showsm ostofthedata availablein thelit-

erature (to the author’sknowledge),forthe m agnetic

transition tem perature Tg obtained from m uon spin

rotation (�SR),nuclear m agnetic resonance (NM R)

and nuclearquadrupoleresonance(NQ R)in supercon-

ducting [6{8,10{18] and non-superconducting sam -

ples[19,20].The reason forthisselective presentation

ofthe m agnetic resonance data is twofold:num erous

studiescan befound in theliteraturewhich arelower-

energy probesthan neutron scattering (NS).Because

the NS signalisquasi-elastic ratherthan purely elas-

tic (the integration window is usually not less than

0.5m eV),and freezing ofthe m om ents is gradualin

these com pounds,the apparentonsetofm agnetic or-

deroccursathigherT forNS than form agnetic reso-

nance.NS studiesofm agnetic orderin superconduct-

ing La2� xSrxCuO 4 can be found in Refs.[9,21{27].

O n theotherhand,m agneticresonancetechniquescan

be considered as true low-energy probes:in the non-

superconducting phase (0:02 � x � 0:05),the transi-

tion tem peratureTg,de�ned attheirtim escale,isin-

deed very close(typically 1 K )to theTg inferred from

SQ UID m easurem ents[28],which arealm oststatic.

3. M agnetic order in the phase diagram

Them ain featuresofthem agneticphasediagram on

Fig.1 can besum m arized asfollows:

� Theagreem entbetween thedataisgood,andthere

isnodoubtthatthem agneticphasefor0:02 � x � 0:05

continues far into the superconducting region.M ag-

neticorderthuscoexistswith superconductivityin un-

derdoped La2� xSrxCuO 4.

� Except at the point where the Tc vs:x and the

Tg vs:x linescross,nowherein thephasediagram does

them agnetictransition coincidewith theonsetforsu-

perconductivity (see the discussion in [16]forthe ex-

planation ofearlierconfusion on thispoint).

� M agnetic orderseem sto persistatvery low T for

x = 0:15 [10,14,29],and up to x = 0:19 [34],although

thereisnotfullagreem enton thisissue[35].

� Som e scatterin the data can be seen around x =

0:12.Forexam ple,a�SR studydetectstheappearance

offrozen m om entsnear20 K in La1:88Sr0:12CuO 4 [17],

while an NM R study in a very sim ilar single crystal,

de�nesTg = 13 K astheT atwhich theaveragerelax-

ation rate1=T1 ism axim um [18].Ifthevolum efraction

ofm agneticordergrowson cooling down (distribution

ofTg values),the discrepancy between the criteria is

notsurprising.In addition,thestrongx dependenceof

Tg around x = 0:12 m ay contributeto the scatterbe-

tween data from di�erentsam ples,and the som ewhat

higherenergy scale of�SR with respectto NM R m ay

becom enoticeablesinceTg ishigher.

� In any event,there is a clear enhancem entofTg

around x = 0:12,coinciding with a slightsuppression

ofTc.Thissuggeststhesam e’1/8 anom aly’asin LTT

species,although with thefollowingdi�erences:Super-

conductivityisonlyweaklya�ected here(notehowever

that a few La2� xSrxCuO 4 sam ples around x = 0:12

havean anom alously low Tc,which isyetto beunder-

stood [23,32,36]).Them axim um ofTg seem sto beoc-

curaround x = 0:115-0.12 ratherthan at0:125 = 1=8.
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� The overallm agnetic phase diagram in Fig.1 is

sim ilarto thatofLTT La1:8� xEu0:2SrxCuO 4 [37],but

the peak ofTg around x = 0:12 is m uch narrower in

La2� xSrxCuO 4.This m akes a clearer distinction be-

tween the behaviorclose to x = 0:12,and the m ono-

tonicdecreaseofTg vs:x forx � 0:10.

4. O ther featuresofm agnetic order

� For 0:02 � x � 0:05,characteristic features of

spin-glasses(in theloose sense:thesefeaturesarealso

seen in diluted antiferrom agnets) are observed in the

bulk m agnetization [28].Because ofthe M eissner ef-

fect,no such study could be perform ed in supercon-

ducting sam ples.However,thecontinuousdecrease of

Tg from x = 0:02 up to x = 0:10 suggests that the

m agnetic state is sim ilar on both sides of the non-

superconductortosuperconductortransition.Further-

m ore,�SR [7,10,14]and NM R [8,16,38]show thatsize-

abledisorder(spatialinhom ogeneity)in both thespin

dynam icsand thestaticlocalm agnetization alsoexists

for x � 0:06.The slowing down ofm agnetic uctua-

tionsisalso sim ilarabove and below x = 0:06,and is

m ore gradualthan fora conventional3D N�eeltransi-

tion.M agnetic orderisthusconsidered to have som e

glassy characterin superconducting sam ples,and the

transition tem peratureisusually called Tg.

� The frozen m agnetic state between x = 0:02 and

x = 0:10hasbeen nam ed a’clusterspin-glass’,in order

toreconciletheglassyfeatureswith theexistenceofdo-

m ainsofstaggered m agnetization [8,20,39].Ithasalso

been clearthatsom ekind ofchargesegregation/order

isnecessary in orderto explain theexistenceoffrozen

AF clustersatconcentrationsashigh as� 12% .How-

ever,itwasrecently shown thatthefrozen statecould

actually bedescribed asdiagonal(with respectto Cu-

O bonds) stripes for x � 0:05 [24],within the neu-

tron scattering tim e window,collinearstripesforx �

0:06 [9,21,22],and thecoexistenceofboth around x =

0:06 [26].The existence ofm agnetic stripes explains

the AF dom ains ofthe clusterspin-glass,butit does

notallow onetodeducewhetherallofthespatialinho-

m ogeneity isdueto the stripe pattern orwhetherad-

ditionalphenom ena,such asphaseseparation between

striped and non-striped regions,takeplace.

� The m agnetic order in question is not m agnetic-

�eldinduced.Lakeetal.observeanenhancem entofthe

Bragg peak intensity by applying a �eld,and a change

in its T dependence,butm agnetic orderatx = 0:10

is known to exist even in zero �eld both from m ea-

surem entsby the sam e authors[27],and from earlier

studies[7,14,16,21,29](seealso[23]forx = 0:12).Note

that the T at which a neutron di�raction signalap-

pears does not seem to vary with the �eld [27],and

thatno strong m odi�cation ofslowing-down with the

�eld could bedetected in NM R [8,16].

� Them agneticcorrelation length atlow T isshort-

estaround x = 0:06 (�� 20 �A)and hasa strong peak

around x = 0:12 (� � 200 �A)[25,26],wherestripesare

actually slanted [22].The ordered m om ent decreases

with x up to x ’ 0:10 butitseem sto beenhanced at

x = 0:12 [7,13,17,25].

5. Ism agnetic order intrinsic ?

A recent�SR study forx = 0:12 indicatesthatthe

frozen m agneticregionsrepresentnotm orethat18 %

ofthesam ple volum e,atlowT [17].Thisim m ediately

raisesthequestionoftheintrinsiccharacterofthem ag-

neticphase[40].

Savicietal.propose thatthere isphase separation

between regionswith (striped)m agneticorderand su-

perconductingregionswithoutm agneticorder[17].Al-

ternative and/orcom plem entary explanations should

however be considered.First,there is evidence that

localLTT distortions exist in the LTO phase [4]of

La2� xSrxCuO 4 [41{43].Asnoted in Refs.[41,44],this

should cause localpinning ofstripes,and thusnucle-

ate m agnetic order.The fact that Tc is only weakly

a�ected in La1:88Sr0:12CuO 4 and theabsenceofa 1/8-

anom aly for Tg in a Y-doped Bi2212 [34],a m aterial

which does not show the LTT instability,could sup-

port this hypothesis.Another possibility is that the

m agneticfraction atthe�SR tim escale isreduced by

rapid spin ips.Thesespin ipsm ightbeproduced by

transverse stripe uctuations[47].Itis instructive to

rem ark thatin LTT species,wherestripesaresuppos-

edly m orestatic,thereisalready evidenceforsubstan-

tialaveraging ofthe localm agnetization atthe NM R

tim escale [45];a m agnetic volum efraction of100% is

observed atx = 0:12,butitisreduced by halfatx =

0:15 [46].AtpresentitisthusunclearwhethertheTg

anom aly and thereduced m agneticfraction in �SR for

x = 1=8 in La2� xSrxCuO 4 are intrinsic orifthey are

related to extra pinning by lattice distortionsin som e

partsofthesam ple.

For 0:02 < x � 0:10,m agnetic order seem s to be

intrinsicasa largefraction,ifnotall,ofthem uonssee

an internal�eld,according to Refs.[6,7,10,12].

Allstudiesto dateand thegood agreem entbetween

data sets from m any di�erent sam ples,point to the

existence ofbulk superconductivity in these system s,

exceptclose to the onsetvalue x ’ 0:06 and possibly

atx = 0:12 (this case is notclear) [7,12,17,48].Note

thatthese studies ascertain that the sam ples studied

by NM R or�SR arerepresentativeofsuperconducting

La2� xSrxCuO 4,butthey donotruleouttheexistence

ofnorm alregionsand/orunpaired carriers.
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In conclusion,coexistenceofm agneticorderwith su-

perconductivity isintrinsic in a signi�cantpartofthe

phasediagram ofLa2� xSrxCuO 4.Sincethesearebulk

phases,without any hint ofm acroscopic phase sepa-

ration,thecoexistence hasto occuron a sm alllength

scale.Nevertheless,thedatadiscussedheredonotseem

to provide �rm answers to crucialquestions [49]:Is

the stripe picture able to accountalone for the coex-

istence ? Is there a strong hybridization between the

m agnetic and the superconducting entities or should

they beconsidered asdistinctphases?M oregenerally,

which ingredientsm akethecoexistencepossible:spa-

tialsegregation,di�erentorbitals(Cu and O ),di�erent

energy scales,etc.?
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