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Lucarelli et al. reply to Taij a et al.

In their Comm ent on our paper,ﬂ;] Tajma et al [ﬁ
argue that our Infrared results on nine single crystals of
La, xS, CuO,4 (LSCO) are not valid because:

i) Ref. [l] reports three peaks, at 30 (brx = 0.12),
250,and 500 an ;i) thex = 0.05 sam ple show sa dip at
470 am ! due to a tranverse opticalphonon ofthe caxis
at 500 an !; therefore, the sam pl is not a single crystal
or it ism iscut; iil) the sam e dip is observed m ore or less
In all sam ples, except for those with x = 0.0 and 026;
therefore, all sam ples are bad crystals, arem iscut, or the
polarizer was not e ective; iv) as m ost sam ples contain
the c-axis, also the peak at 30 am ! isa spurdous feature;
v) the previous observations on the sam e system do not
show the peakswe report in Ref. [1].

D etails on the sam p]es and experin ents w ill be given
In a forthcom ing paper. ﬁ] Here, we reply to each of the
above points.

1) In all the superconducting crystals investigated In
Ref. [l], strong peaks are cbserved belbw 150 an 1,
which depend on tem perature and doping consistently
wih a charge stripe scenario Figs. 2 and 3 of Ref.
[L]). The strong conductivity peak at 250 cm ! and the
weak peak at 500 an ! are discussed only for the sem i
conducting 0.05 sam ple, In connection with Thom as et
al. who observed very sim ilar features In a ux-grown
LapSrCu0 44y crystal where the surface is intrinsically
a b.{]

) The x = 0.05 sam ple arrived already cut. W e ver-
i ed that i is an excellent single crystalby X ray m ea—
surem ents at the W altherM eissner Institut of G arching

G em any) .[3]

iii) Thisisa crucialpoint, as it questions the peaksbe-
low 150 an  '. W e are surprised by thiscomment. Fig. 1
showsthe re ectivity R (! ) orourx = 0.12 sam pl and
foran x = 013 LSCO crystal from a paper oo—authorgd
by one O .N.B. of the authors of the Comment.ﬁ]
Both samples show a dip at 470 an ! for electric eld
orthogonal to the c axis. In Ref. :-5, the 013 sample
is described as ollow s: "T he m iscut angle between the
polished surface and the c axis was checked by a high
precision triple axis X -ray di ractom eter and was deter—
m ined to be less than 0.8°". Therefore, in no way the
presence of the dip at 470 an ! can be used as evidence
for a m iscut of the crystal. This feature has been ob-—
served, indeed, In ux-grown La,CuO 4+y,t6 ] In wellcut

(error less than 1°) LSCO d and, w ith m inor changes,
In m any other cuprates w here it hasbeen explained In a
non-trivialw ay.EE]

i) In Fig. 1 one sees also that the low -frequency side
ofthea bplneR (!), where the strong peaks appear,
isnot a ected by the caxis re ectivity. The sam e holds
for the other samp]es.t_i] Incidentally, In the x = 0.15

spectrum , [L] strong far-nfrared peaks soring up at low T
while the dip at 470 an ! isvery weak atany T .
v) The authors of Ref. R] support their argum ent by
citing three papers. Two of them report data on thin
In s, known to be a ected by the subtraction ofthe sub-
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FIG.1l: Re ectivity for eld orthogonal to the c axis for our
samplwih x= 012 at30K and ora samplewih x = 0.13
at 10 K from Ref. [B]. In the latter crystal the m iscut was
less than 0.8°. A test ofR (! ) along c at 295 K for the sam e
x = 0.]12 sampl is also shown.

strate contribution, the third one reports m easurem ents
at grazing Incidence. W hen m easuring at quasinom al
Incidence single LSCO crystals, anom alous peaks are ob—
served instead, sim ilar to those n Ref. [1]: see, therein,
Refs. [16],21],R2], and a recent preprint as weJL[Q] Con-
ceming the paperofDumm etal, llO the ram ark in Ref.
2] does not report atthfilly the note we added to Ref.
Ll

In conclusion, the high quality and good orientation of
the crystalsm easured In Ref. [1] is not questioned by the
presenceofadip MR (1) at470 an  '. The latter feature
appears both in welkcut crystals grown by the oating—
zone m ethod and In ux-grown sam ples. O ur case on a
charge-stripe scenario or LSCO is supported by a sound
trend of the optical conductivity throughout is phase
diagram and ﬁJ]Jy agrees w ith the results of Ram an[lL]
and neutron ELg] spectroscopy on sam ples from the sam e
laboratordes.
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