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A bstract

H igh-T. copperoxidesofthelLa; xSrCuO 4 fam ily show a very clear case of com petition betw een antiferrom agnetic
(A F) order and superconductivity. M agnetic order can, how ever, coexist w ith superconductivity, and the experi-
m ental evidence for frozen m agnetic m om ents in superconducting sam ples is reviewed here. T he prin ary charac—
teristics of the m agnetic order are sum m arized and som e open questions are outlined, particularly conceming the

intrinsic or extrinsic nature of this order around x = 0:12.
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1. Introduction

In 1988, R B .Laughlin wrote about high T. super-
conductors: "T he system s in question are inherently
m agnetic. Stoichiom etric La,Cu0 4 is an ordered soin—
1/2 antiferrom agnet and an insulator.D oping them a—
terial by substituting Sr for about 3% of the La de-
stroys them agnetic order [...]. It ishard to understand
how doping at this level could have destroyed all the
soins.A m ore reasonable guess is that the extra holes
m akeorderingm oredi cul,and thatthespinsarestill
present in som e sort of ‘quantum spin liquid’ state" [L].

Fora num berofyears thereafter, experin entalstud—
ies failed to establish a consensus on whether localized
soins indeed survived in m etallic sam ples, possbly In
a kind of spin-liquid state, or whether correlation ef-
fects in am etalwere su cient to explain the observed
m agnetic uctuations.D espitem uch evidence that the
superconducting phase retains som em em ory oftheAF
one [2], som e considered that tangible signs of localized
soins were Jacking for superconducting concentrations

006 X 028 In Lay xSrixCuO4):N eel order was
rather faraway (x < 0:02) and notm uch attention was
paid to the frozen m agnetic state for 0:02 < x < 0:06.
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U nderstanding ofthis issue hasevolved since the dis—
covery of charge stripes n LajugNdoaSma12Cu04 3]
and related com pounds #]. In this class of m aterials,
selforganization ofthe doped holes into linear ribbons
Jeads to Jong range m agnetic order in the hole-depleted
regions, even forhole doping close to the optim alvalue
forsuperconductivity ( 15% ).T hisspectacular "reap—
pearance" ofthe spins was known before T ranquada’s
experin ent, but the discovery of stripes renew ed inter—
est in m agnetic order, and contrbuted to the view of
high-T. m aterdals as doped antiferrom agnets [5].

This paper is a short review on m agnetic order in
Laz xS Cu0 4 superconductors. These represent a
particularly interesting case, because they lie In be-
tween the LT T m aterials 4], where superconductivity
is severely suppressed, and higher T. system s such as
YBCO wherem agnetic order is less cbvious.

2. Review ing literature

There are m any reports of m agnetic order coexist—
Ing wih superconductivity In La, xSrCuO 4, start-
Ing wih K itazawa et al. in 1988 [6]. T hese results did
not attract signi cantattention m ostly because doubts
were raised conceming the hom ogeneity of the sam —
ples,and because La; xS CuO 4 was considered asan
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Fig.1.M agnetic phase diagram of La, x SrxCuO 4:data points correspond to the tem perature of m agnetic freezing, T4, inferred
from SR,NQR and NM R m easurem ents (references are given in the bibliography).A system atic error T 4 = 1 K was chosen.
N ote that for Ref. [6] a concentration of x = 0:07 was used for the plot (0.08 in the original paper) since the sam ple has a T. of
11 K . O ther reports of a frozen m agnetic state, or of strong slow ing down of spin uctuations, do not appear here. For exam ple,
O hsugiet al. observed a broadening of the 13°La NQR 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 CuO ; planes to probe the
m agnetic properties, are also om itted here (the role of im puritieswould require additionaldiscussion).O therEPR data can be found
in Refs. [30,31].D ata on m arginal sam ples (anom alous T, [32]) or w ith questionable criteria for T4, or isolated experim ents from a

single technique [33] are not discussed. A nother m aterial that is om itted here is La,CuO 44+ , which also show s superconductivity
and m agnetic order, but w ith som e di erences w ith respect to La, x SryCuO 4.

atypicalm em ber of the high-T. fam ily. T his issue was
reopened around 1998 [7{9] and m ost of the previous
resultswere con m ed quantitatively.

Figure 1 show sm ost of the data available in the lit—
erature (to the author’s know ledge), for the m agnetic
transition tem perature T4 obtained from muon spin
rotation ( SR), nuclkar m agnetic resonance NM R)
and nuclear quadrupole resonance (NQ R ) In supercon—
ducting [6{8,10{18] and non-superconducting sam —
ples [19,20]. T he reason for this selective presentation
of the m agnetic resonance data is twofold: num erous
studies can be found in the literature which are lower—
energy probes than neutron scattering (N S).Because
the N S signal is quasielastic rather than purely elas—
tic (the Integration window is usually not less than
05m eV ), and freezing of the m om ents is gradual In
these com pounds, the apparent onset of m agnetic or—
der occurs at higher T forN S than for m agnetic reso—
nance.N S studies of m agnetic order in superconduct—
ing Laz xSrCuO4 can be found in Refs. 9,21{27].
O n the otherhand, m agnetic resonance technigues can
be considered as true low -energy probes: in the non-
superconducting phase (0:02 x 005), the transi-
tion tem perature Ty, de ned at their tin e scale, is in—
deed very close (typically 1 K) to the Ty Inferred from
SQU ID m easuram ents 28], which are alm ost static.

3. M agnetic order in the phase diagram

Them ain featuresofthem agnetic phase diagram on
Fig.1l can be sum m arized as follow s:
T he agreem ent betw een the data isgood, and there

isnodoubtthatthem agneticphase for0:02 x 0:05
continues far into the superconducting region. M ag-
netic order thus coexistsw ith superconductivity in un—
derdoped La, xS CuOg.

E xcept at the point where the . vs: x and the
T4 vs:x lines cross, now here in the phase diagram does
them agnetic transition coincide w ith the onset for su—
perconductivity (see the discussion In [16] for the ex-—
planation of earlier confiision on thispoint).

M agnetic order seem s to persist at very low T for
x = 0:15 [10,14,29], and up to x = 0:19 [34], although
there is not fi1ll agreem ent on this issue [35].

Som e scatter in the data can be seen around x =
0:d2.Forexam pl,a SR study detectsthe appearance
of frozen m om entsnear 20 K in Lai:gsS1m:12Cu0 4 [17],
while an NM R study in a very sin ilar single crystal,
de nesTy = 13K astheT at which the average relax-
ation rate 1=T; ism axin um [18].Ifthevolum e fraction
ofm agnetic order grow s on cooling down (distribution
of Ty values), the discrepancy between the criterda is
not surprising. In addition, the strong x dependence of
T4 around x = 0:12 m ay contribute to the scatter be—
tween data from di erent sam ples, and the som ew hat
higher energy scale of SR w ith respect to NM R m ay
becom e noticeable since Ty is higher.

In any event, there is a clear enhancem ent of Ty
around x = 0:12, colnciding w ith a slight suppression
ofT..This suggests the sam e '1/8 anom aly’ asin LTT
species, although w ith the follow ing di erences: Super—
conductivity isonly weakly a ected here (note however
that a few La; xS CuO4 samples around x = 0:12
have an anom alously low T., which is yet to be under-
stood [23,32,36]). Them axin um ofTy seem sto be oc—
curaround x = 0:115-0.12 rather than at 0:125 = 1=8.



T he overall m agnetic phase diagram in Fig. 1l is
sim ilar to that of LT T Lai;s xEup2S%CuO4 B7], but
the peak of Ty around x = 0:12 ismuch narrower in
La; xS1xCuO4.Thism akes a clearer distinction be—
tween the behavior close to x = 0:12, and the m ono—
tonic decrease of Ty vs:x forx  0:10.

4. O ther features ofm agnetic order

For 0:02 X 0:05, characteristic features of
soin—glasses (in the loose sense: these features are also
seen in diluted antiferrom agnets) are observed in the
bulk m agnetization [28]. Because of the M eissner ef-
fect, no such study could be perform ed In supercon-—
ducting sam ples. H ow ever, the continuous decrease of
Ty from x = 0:02 up to x = 0:10 suggests that the
m agnetic state is sin ilar on both sides of the non—
superconductor to superconductor transition . Further-
more, SR [7,10,14]Jand NM R [B,16,38] show that size-
able disorder (gpatial nhom ogeneity) in both the spin
dynam icsand the static localm agnetization also exists
for x 006. The slow ing down ofm agnetic uctua-
tions is also sim ilar above and below x = 0:06, and is
m ore gradual than for a conventional 3D N eel transi-
tion. M agnetic order is thus considered to have som e
glassy character in superconducting sam ples, and the
transition tem perature is usually called Ty .

T he frozen m agnetic state between x = 0:02 and
x = 0:10 hasbeen nam ed a 'cluster spin-glass’, in order
to reconcile the glassy featuresw ith the existence ofdo-
m ains of staggered m agnetization [B,20,39]. It has also
been clear that som e kind of charge segregation/order
isnecessary in order to explain the existence of frozen
AF clusters at concentrations ashigh as 12% .How-—
ever, it was recently shown that the frozen state could
actually be described as diagonal (w ith respect to Cu-—
O bonds) stripes for x 0:05 R4], wihin the neu—
tron scattering tim e w indow , collinear stripes for x
0:06 [9,21,22], and the coexistence ofboth around x =
0:06 R6]. The existence of m agnetic stripes explains
the AF dom ains of the cluster spin—glass, but it does
not allow one to deducew hetherallofthe spatialinho—
m ogeneity is due to the stripe pattem or w hether ad—
ditionalphenom ena, such asphase separation betw een
striped and non-striped regions, take place.

T he m agnetic order in question is not m agnetic—

eld induced.Lakeetal.observean enhancem entofthe
B ragg peak intensity by applyinga eld, and a change
in its T dependence, but m agnetic order at x = 0:10
is known to exist even in zero eld both from mea—
surem ents by the sam e authors R7], and from earlier
studies [7,14,16,21,29] (seealso R3] orx = 0:12).Note
that the T at which a neutron di raction signal ap-
pears does not seem to vary wih the eld R7], and

that no strong m odi cation of slow ing-down w ith the
eld could be detected In NM R [3,16].

T hem agnetic correlation length at low T is short—
est around x = 0:06 ( 20 A) and has a strong peak
around x = 012 ( 200 A) 25,26], where stripes are
actually slanted R2]. The ordered m om ent decreases
wih x up to x / 0:10 but i seem s to be enhanced at
x= 0412 [7,13,17,25].

5. Ism agnetic order intrinsic ?

A recent SR study for x = 0:12 indicates that the
frozen m agnetic regions represent not m ore that 18 %
ofthe sam ple volum e, at ow T [17]. This in m ediately
raisesthe question ofthe Intrinsic characterofthem ag—
netic phase H#0].

Saviciet al. propose that there is phase separation
between regionsw ith (striped) m agnetic order and su-
perconducting regionsw ithoutm agneticorder [17].A
temative and/or com plem entary explanations should
however be considered. F irst, there is evidence that
local LTT distortions exist in the LTO phase #] of
Lay, xSrCuO4 [41{43].A snoted In Refs. 41,44], this
should cause local pinning of stripes, and thus nucle-
ate m agnetic order. The fact that T. is only weakly
a ected in La .88 S1n:12Cu0 4 and the absence ofa 1/8-
anom aly for Ty In a Y -doped Bi2212 [34], a m aterial
which does not show the LTT instability, could sup-
port this hypothesis. A nother possibility is that the
m agnetic fraction at the SR tim e scale is reduced by
rapid spin  jps.These spin  jpsm ight be produced by
transverse stripe uctuations A7]. It is lnstructive to
rem ark that in LT T species, where stripes are suppos—
edly m ore static, there is already evidence for substan—
tial averaging of the localm agnetization at the NM R
tin e scale [45]; a m agnetic volum e fraction o£100% is
observed at x = 0:2, but it is reduced by halfat x =
0:15 @46]. At present i is thus unclear whether the T4
anom aly and the reduced m agnetic fraction in SR for
x = 1=8 In Laz; xSrCu0, are ntrinsic or if they are
related to extra pinning by lattice distortions in som e
parts of the sam ple.

For 0:02 < x 0:10, m agnetic order seem s to be
Intrinsic as a Jarge fraction, ifnot all, ofthem uons see
an intemal eld, according to Refs. [6,7,10,12].

A 1l studies to date and the good agreem ent betw een
data sets from m any di erent sam ples, point to the
existence of buk superconductivity in these system s,
except close to the onset value x / 0:06 and possbly
at x = 012 (this case is not clear) [7,12,17,48]. N ote
that these studies ascertain that the sam ples studied
by NM R or SR are representative of superconducting
Laz; xSrCu0 4,but they do not rule out the existence
ofnom alregions and/or unpaired carriers.



In conclusion, coexistence ofm agnetic orderw ith su—
perconductivity is intrinsic in a signi cant part of the
phase diagram ofLa; xSrCuO4.Sihce these arebuk
phases, w thout any hint of m acroscopic phase sepa—
ration, the coexistence has to occur on a an all length
scale.N evertheless, the data discussed heredo not seem
to provide mm answers to crucial questions [49]: Is
the stripe picture able to account alone for the coex—
istence ? Is there a strong hybridization between the
m agnetic and the superconducting entities or should
they be considered asdistinct phases ? M ore generally,
which Ingredientsm ake the coexistence possble : spa—
tialsegregation, di erentorbitals (CuandO ),di erent
energy scales, etc. ?
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