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Abstract

Strong ev-

idences ofa spin glass phase on polycrystalline RuSr2Ln1:5C e0:5C u2O 10��

(LnRu-1222,Ln = Y,Ho and Dy)isprovided by ac susceptibility (�ac)and

dc m agnetization m easurem ents. The �ngerprint ofa spin glass transition,

the frequency-dependent cusp in �ac vs. T m easurem ents at low m agnetic

�eld,isobserved forallLnRu-1222 sam ples.Thechangein thecusp position

with frequency follows the Vogel-Fulcher law,which is com m only accepted

to describe a spin glass with m agnetically interacting clusters. The strong

supression ofthecusp in theacsusceptibility m easurem entin thepresenceof

m agnetic�eldsaslow as500 O e,and theresultsoftherm orem anentm agneti-

zation (TRM )and isotherm alrem anentm agnetization (IRM )m easurem ents
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are also evidencesofa spin glassbehavior. By com paring these resultswith

m easurem ents on a YRu-1212 sam ple we conclude that the glassy behavior

is characteristic of the Ru-1222 phase,not being observed for the studied

YRu-1212 sam ple.W esuggestthatthespin glasstransition occuronly in the

Ru-1222 phasepossibly dueto thelargernum berofoxygen vacanciespresent

in these com pounds.

75.50.Lk,75.40.G b,75.60.Ej,
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

A large num berofreportshave recently appeared focusing on the m agnetic and super-

conductingpropertiesoftherutheno-cupratesRSr2Ln2�x CexCu2O 10�� (LnRu-1222)
1{7 and

RuSr2LnCu2O 8�� (LnRu-1212)8{20.However,despitetheintensiveresearch on thesem ate-

rials,som e unanswered questionsstillrem ain. Forinstance,the oxygen non-stoichiom etry,

carrierconcentration and valence state ofRu are notwellunderstood yet21;22. One ofthe

m ostcontroversialquestionsistheexacttypeofm agneticorderingin theLnRu-1222fam ily.

In contrastto theLnRu-1212 fam ily,forwhich a consensushasbeen reached on thecanted

antiferrom agnetic ordering forthe Ru sublattice14;20,the detailed m agnetic ordering ofthe

LnRu-1222 fam ily isstilllacking. Although the m agnetic behaviorofLnRu-1222 hasbeen

considered to be analogousto the m agnetic response forLnRu-1212 sam ples,som e recent

resultspointtowardsvariousdi�erencesbetween them 3;23;24.In particular,strong evidences

ofspin glassbehaviorwasfound in GdRu-122224.In thepresentwork weextend thisprevi-

ousstudy to otherLnRu-1222 com positions(Ln = Y,Dy,Ho).Theveri�cation ofthespin

glassbehaviorforthese new sam ples and the di�erences between these results with those

obtained foran YRu-1212sam plelead ustoconcludethatthespin-glassphaseischaracter-

isticoftheRu-1222 phase.W eproposethatthepresence ofoxygen vacanciesin theRuO 6

octahedra forRu-1222 m ay cause the frustration ofthe m agnetic ordering ofthe Ru ions,

leading to a glassy behaviorin thiscom pounds,which doesnotusually occurforRu-1212

sam ples. Studies com paring the oxygen non-stoichiom etry forboth fam ilies support such

interpretation21;22.

II.EX P ER IM EN TA L D ETA ILS

Sam plesofcom position RuSr2Ln1:5Ce0:5Cu2O 10�� (LnRu-1222)with Ln = Y,Ho,and

Dy weresynthesized through a high-pressurehigh-tem perature(HPHT)solid-statereaction

route25.Briey,am ixtureofRuO 2+ SrO 2+ SrCuO 2+ 3=4CuO + 1=4CuO 0:011+ 3=4Ln2O 3+
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1=2CeO 2 wassealed in a gold capsule and subm itted to a pressure of6 GPa in a at-belt-

type-high-pressure apparatus,where itwas allowed to reactfor2 hoursat1200 �C. Itis

expected thatthisprocedureprovidessam pleswith oxygen contentcloseto nom inal25,i.e.

10.AllLnRu-1222 sam plespresenta tetragonalstructurewithin theI4/m m m spacegroup

as con�rm ed by X-ray powder di�raction (XRD) patterns obtained at room tem perature

(Philips-PW 1800;CuK � radiation).Thelatticeparam etersarea = b= 3:824(1);3:819(1);

and 3:813(1) �A and c = 28:445(1); 28:439(1);and 28:419(1) �A for Ln = Dy,Y and Ho,

respectively. The YRu-1212 was prepared using the sam e procedure,except that forthis

com pound itwasnecessary to startfrom a slightly Ru poorcom position in orderto obtain

a single phasesam ple ofthedesired stoichiom etry26;27.The lattice param eterobtained are

a = b = 3:818(1)�A and c = 11:5222(3)�A.The details ofthe precise HPHT process are

given in Ref.[27].Allsam plesaresinglephasewithin theXRD resolution,exceptforYRu-

1222 which presentsa sm allam ountofSrRuO 3
25.Allacsusceptibility m easurem entswere

perform ed in a com m ercialPPM S (PhysicalPropertiesM easurem entSystem ),whileforthe

dcm easurem entsa SQUID m agnetom eterM PM S-5 wereem ployed,both equipm entsm ade

by Quantum Design com pany.

III.EX P ER IM EN TA L R ESU LT S

The ac susceptibility (�ac = �0+ i�00)technique isa very powerfulm ethod to provide

evidence ofa spin-glassbehavior. In thiscase,both com ponents�0 and �00 of�ac present

a sharp,frequency dependent cusp. The position ofthe cusp in �0 de�nes the freezing

tem peratureTf,which iscoincidentwith thetem peratureoftheinection pointin �
00.Itis

also wellknown thatdc m agnetic �eldsaslow asa few hundredsofOersted m ay suppress

thiscusp.In Fig.1wepresenttheacsusceptibility forallfourstudied sam plesm easured at

a frequency � = 1000 H z forthreedi�erentdc�eldsH = 50;150 and 500 Oe.Allsam ples

presentawellde�ned peak attem peraturesTf = 87:42;103:3and 101:5K forDy-,Ho-and

YRu-1222,and TN = 140:6 K forYRu-1212.AllthreeLnRu-1222 sam plespresenta strong
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suppression ofthepeak observed in �0,which alm ostdisappeared forH = 500 O e.Besides

thissuppression,thepeak position isshifted tohighertem peraturesathigher�elds.On the

otherhand,thepeak forYRu-1212presentam uch weakerdependencewith theapplied �eld

and itisslightly shifted to lowertem peratureswith the increase ofH .Anotherim portant

di�erencebetween LnRu-1222sam plesand theYRu-1212oneisthepresenceofan anom aly

in thesusceptibility atTM = 150K forLnRu-1222.Sam pleYRu-1212doesnotpresentany

anom aly in �0 above Tp.Thisanom aly ism oreprom inentforY-and HoRu-1222 than for

DyRu-1222,and issm eared outwhen the applied �eld isincreased. Itisstriking thatthe

anom aly observed in LnRu-1222 sam plesoccursatthesam etem perature,independently of

Ln,and also thatthistem perature isclose to the position ofthe peak observed forYRu-

1212.Theseresultsarethe�rstevidencethatthepeaksobserved in �0havedi�erentorigins

forRu-1222 and Ru-1212 fam ilies. In Fig.2 we presentthe dc susceptibility asa function

oftem perature fordi�erent m agnetic �elds. The curves forallLnRu-1222 show a sim ilar

behavior.The�eld cooled (FC)m easurem entspresentaferrom agnetic-likeshape,whilethe

zero-�eld cooled (ZFC)curve presenta wellde�ned peak attem peratures,forH = 50 O e,

Tp = 83:7;101:8 and 140:8 K for Dy-,Ho-and YRu-1222 respectively. The two branch

aparttwice,oneatTM � 150 K (forallLnRu-1222 sam ples),and again atTirr � Tf � 100

K (Y-and HoRu-1222)or84 K (DyRu-1222).AtH = 50 O e theZFC and FC curvesare

notexactly reversibleforany tem peraturebelow TM ,so Tirr isnotwelldeterm ined.Asthe

applied �eld isincreased to 500 O e,a signi�cantreduction in theirreversibility isobserved

and both,ZFC and FC curves,tend to a ferrom agnetic-like behavior. The irreversibility

observed attem peraturesabove the peak in the ZFC curve isalso greatly a�ected by the

increase ofthe applied �eld,being hardly distinguishable atH = 500 O e. Com paring the

results fordc m agnetization with the ac susceptibility,we observe: (1)the anom aly in �0

occurs at the sam e tem perature ofthe deviation from the param agnetic behavior in the

m agnetization data (atTM );(2)the peak position in �0 roughly coincides with Tirr. The

coincidenceofthepeaktem peraturein �0with Tirr,thedrasticreduction oftheirreversibility

and the ferrom agnetic-like behavior ofboth ZFC and FC curves with quite sm allapplied
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�elds,are allconsistent with the expected behavior ofa spin-glass system . Now we turn

ourattention to theYRu-1212 sam pleagain.TheZFC/FC irreversibility isalso suppressed

with theincreaseofH ,buta signi�cantirreversibility rem ainspresenteven atH = 500 O e.

Also,the peak in the ZFC curve isbroadened athigherH ,butitdo notdisappear(up to

500 Oe).Oncem ore,thebehavioroftheYRu-1212 isquitedi�erentfrom theobserved for

LnRu-1222,which in turn isvery sim ilarwith each other.

Them ostclearand conclusiveway toexperim entally separatean antiferrom agnetfrom a

spin-glassistoprobethefrequency dependenceofthepeak in �0:Ascan beobserved in Fig.

3,the peak shiftsto lowertem peraturesand itsintensity increasesasthe frequency ofthe

excitation �eld isdecreased,forallthree LnRu-1222 sam ples. Thisfrequency dependence

of�0 is a typicalfeature ofthe dynam ics ofspin-glass system s28. On the other hand,no

signi�cantchangesin thepeak areobserved fortheYRu-1212sam ple,which istheexpected

behavior expected for an antiferrom agnet. A quantitative m easure ofthe frequency shift

is obtained from �T f=[Tf log(!)]. This quantity varies in the range of0.004 -0.018 for

spin-glass system s28,while forsuperparam agnets28 itis ofthe orderof0.3. From the FC

susceptibility m easurem entsatdi�erentfrequencies,presented in Fig.3,wecould estim ate

�T f=[Tf log(!)]� 0:0031;0.0021and ,0.0018respectively forD y�,H o� and Y Ru� 1222,

which isslightly low butyetconsistentwith expected behaviorforspin-glasses.

There are basically two di�erentpossible interpretationsofthe spin-glassfreezing: the

�rstoneassum estheexistenceofatrueequilibrium phasetransition ata�nitetem perature

(canonicalspin glasses29). The second interpretation assum es the existence ofm agnetic

clusters and, in this case, the freezing is a nonequilibrium phenom enon30. For isolated

clusters (superparam agnets),the frequency dependence oftheir freezing tem perature (in

thiscontextm orecorrectly referred asblockingtem perature)hasbeen predicted tofollow an

Arrheniuslaw

! = !0exp[�E a=kB Tf]; (1)

where E a isthe potentialbarrierwhich separatestwo easy orientationsofthe clusterand
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! isthe driving frequency ofthe �ac m easurem ent. However,form agnetically interacting

clusters,a Vogel-Fulcherlaw hasbeen proposed,which hastheform :

! = !0exp[�E a=kB (Tf � T0)]; (2)

where T0 can be viewed as a phenom enologicalparam eter which describes the interclus-

terinteractions. Equation 2 im pliesa lineardependence ofthe freezing tem perature with

1=ln[(!�0)
�1 ];�0 = 1=�0 = 2�=!0:In Fig. 4 we present Vogel-Fulcherplots forthe three

LnRu-1222 sam ples,which showsthatourdata followstheexpected linearbehavior.From

thebestlinear�tweobtained �0 � 1� 1012 H z,T0 = 83:14;99.83,98:80K and E a = 90:25;

74.35,58.38 K forD y�,H o� and Y Ru� 1222,respectively.

Also,the existence ofthe spin-glass behavior has been checked through the m easure-

m entofitsrem anentm agnetization. The rem anentstate can be achieved by two di�erent

procedures.The�rstoneconsistson cooling thesam plein a certain m agnetic�eld H from

T >> Tf down to the m easurem ent tem perature. Afterthe tem perature isstabilized the

applied �eld is rem oved and the m easurem ent is perform ed. This procedure gives us the

therm orem anent m agnetization (TRM ).In the spin-glass case,the TRM quickly reaches

its saturation value for low values ofH.The second way to m easure the rem anence is to

coolthe sam ple in zero �eld down to the m easurem enttem perature,and only afterthata

m agnetic�eld H isturned on.Aftera shorttim e the�eld isrem oved (thetem perature re-

m ainsconstant)and them easurem entisperform ed.Thisprovidestheisotherm alrem anent

m agnetization (IRM ),which saturatesata higherH than theobserved fortheTRM .Both

TRM and IRM coincide in thesaturated region28.Fig.5 showsboth TRM and IRM m ea-

surem entsforthethreeLnRu-1222 and theYRu-1212 sam ples.FortheTRM experim ents,

allcurvespresentan abruptincrease atlower�elds,going through a sm allm axim um just

before reaching itssaturation,while theIRM experim ents,allcurvespresenta m uch m ore

gentleincreaseup tothesaturation value.Theseresultsarein agreem entwith theexpected

behaviorofa spin-glass,asexposed above. The TRM and IRM resultsforthe YRu-1212

sam plepresentalesspronounced dependenceon theapplied �eld,although italso increases
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with H .

IV .D ISC U SSIO N

Theresultspresented in theprevioussection stronglysupportthatallLnRu-1222studied

sam ples present a spin-glass transition atTf,while the YRu-1212 sam ple is an antiferro-

m agnet with spin canting. Once the m agnetic behavior ofthe studied sam ples has been

established,wehavenow to com parethedi�erentresultsobtained foreach sam ple.Thisis

donein two steps.Firstwecom paretheresultsfortheLnRu-1222 to check forpossiblein-

uencesofthespeci�cLn ion on thespin-glasspropertiesofthesam ple.A second and m ore

im portantdiscussion isto �nd outwhy Ru-1222 and Ru-1212 presentso distinctm agnetic

properties. In order to start these discussions,it is usefulto review the crystallographic

structureofboth system s.

ThestructureofRuSr2LnCu2O 8�� (LnRu-1212)isderived from thatofRE B a2Cu3O 7��

(usually known as RE-123; in a m ore generalcategorization schem e31, it is written as

CuB a2RE Cu2O 7�� ;Cu� 1212).Togofrom theform ertothelaststructure,itisnecessary

toreplacetheCu in thechargereservoirby Ru;thustransform ing theCuO chainsin RuO 2

planes,and theB a ionsaresubstituted by Sr.The structure ofRuSr2(Ln;Ce)2Cu2O 10��

(LnRu-1222),on theotherhand,resultsfrom thatofLnRu-1212when athree-layeruorite-

typeblock (Ln;Ce)� O 2 � (Ln;Ce)substitutestheoxygen-freeLn layer,between thetwo

adjacentCuO 2 planes. Itisbelieved thatin rutheno-cupratesthe RuO 6 octahedra in the

chargereservoirarem ainly responsibleforboth them agneticordering and theholedoping

ofthe superconductive CuO 2 planes,while the Ln ions do not order m agnetically. The

param agnetic contribution ofm agnetic Ln ionsisusually associated to the increase ofthe

m agnetization observed atlow tem peraturesin these system s.Then itisclearthattheLn

layerplaysa lessim portantrolein determ ining the m agnetic ordering in these ruthenates.

In fact,itcould beinferred from thedata presented in Figs.1 -5 thatthechangeoftheLn

ion did notchangequalitatively them agneticbehavioroftheLnRu-1222sam ples.However,
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afew di�erencesbetween them can bepointed,them oreobviousofthem beingthevariation

ofthe freezing tem perature asone goesfrom Ho to Dy orGd24. Asshown in Fig. 6,this

is related to the changes ofthe volum e ofthe unit cell,due to the di�erent ionic radiiof

theLn ions.In thesam e�gureisalso plotted TM which isalm ostconstantforthesam ples

studied in this work but,for the GdRu-1222 sam ple previously studied,the value ofTM

is m uch higher24. Rem em bering that the GdRu-1222 sam ple was prepared by a di�erent

technique32,itism ore likely thatthisdi�erence isa consequence ofthe synthesis process

than an intrinsic e�ectofthe di�erentLn ions. Also,itisobserved thatthe irreversibility

observed in ZFC/FC m agnetization curves at tem peratures Tf < T < TM is quite sm all

forGdRu-1222 and becom esm oreprom inentassm allerLn ionsareconsidered.Both,dif-

ferentionic radiiand synthesisprocess,seem to be im portantin the determ ination ofthis

irreversibility.

A m oreintriguing question to beanswered iswhy allRu-1222 sam pleswe have studied

presenta clearspin-glassbehaviorwhile theYRu-1212 sam ple isan antiferrom agnet.This

isintriguing because the di�erences between both structuresare restricted justto the Ln

plane,which isisolated from theRuO 2 planeswhich orderm agnetically,asalreadydiscussed.

Therefore,itseem sprobable thatthe Ln plane would a�ectthe m agnetic behaviorofthe

com pound by indirectly a�ecting theRuO 2 planes.In orderto producea spin-glassstateit

isnecessary to havea frustration ofthem agneticorder,which isaccom plished by disorder.

Onecould �rsttryto�nd thisrandom nessin them ixingofCeand Ln,which isonly present

in the Ru-1222 fam ily. A random distribution ofLn could cause sm alllocalperturbations

in the crystalline structure in such a way thatthe RuO 6 could be distorted,thusinducing

thefrustration ofRu m agneticm om ents.A m orelikely and sim pleexplanation would com e

from oxygen non-stoichiom etry,which could directly a�ectthe RuO 2 planes.The di�erent

m agnetic behavior ofthe two fam ilies (Ru-1212 and Ru-1222) could only be explained if

the Ru-1222 system are m ore susceptible to present oxygen vacancies than the Ru-1212

fam ily.In fact,a work recently reported22 concludesthatGdRu-1212 can beobtained with

anearstoichiom etricoxygen content,whiletheGdRu-1222phaseisclearly oxygen-de�cient
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even after100-atm O 2 annealing.Changesobserved in thevalence ofRu in GdRu-1222 as

the oxygen contentvariessuggestthatthe vacanciesoccurin the RuO 2 layers. The sam e

work also shown that the oxygen content in GdRu-1212 is alm ost constant upon various

annealings,whileforGdRu-1222awiderrangein oxygen contentisaccessible.Theseresults

lead usto conclude thatthem ostreasonableorigin fortheglassy behaviorobserved in our

LnRu-1222sam plesisthepresenceofoxygen vacancies.Ifthisistrue,ourresultsshow in a

quitedram aticway theinuenceoftheexactoxygen contentofthesam ple.Itislikely that

som e ofthe contradictory results reported on Ru-1222 in the literature are consequences

ofthe di�culty to fully oxygenate sam ples ofthe Ru-1222 system . Although we do not

observed any indication ofa spin glass phase in the studied YRu-1212,we believe that

degraded,oxygen-depleted Ru-1212 m ay also presenta glassy behavior. Itisim portantto

notice that the sam ples we have studied in this work (as wellas the GdRu-1222 sam ple,

reported in Ref.[24])weresynthesized by routeswhich allow a higheroxygen contentthan

m oreusualprocedures.

V .C O N C LU D IN G R EM A R K S

In sum m ary,in thiswork we show thatthe frequency-dependent peak observed in the

tem peraturedependenceoftheacsusceptibility�ac,itssuppression byasm allm agnetic�eld,

com bined with therem anentm agnetization results,providestrong evidenceoftheexistence

ofa spin glass phase over a signi�cant tem perature range in polycrystalline LnRu-1222.

Thisisvalid forsam pleswith di�erentLn and prepared by two di�erentroutes(considering

also theGdRu-1222 sam ple,previously reported24),indicating thattheglassy behaviorisa

characteristic feature ofthe Ru-1222 fam ily.Thisisto becontrasted with the existence of

long-rangeantiferrom agneticorderwith spin canting fortheYRu-1212 sam ple.W ebelieve

thatoxygen vacanciescould frustratethelong-rangeorderoftheRu spins,leading toaspin

glassphase.RecentresultspointingthattheRu-1222phaseisusuallyoxygen de�cient,while

theRu-1212fam ily can besynthesized with nearstoichiom etricoxygen content,corroborate
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this idea and provide a possible explanation forthe di�erent behavior we found forthese

two fam ilies.
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FIG.1. Realpart ofthe ac susceptibility as a function oftem perature for di�erent

m agnetic �elds, for allfour sam ples. Insets show the anom aly observed (in LnRu-1222

sam plesonly)atTf < T < TM :

FIG.2.dc m agnetization asa function oftem perature fordi�erentm agnetic �elds,for

allfoursam ples. Insets show the irreversibility observed (in LnRu-1222 sam ples only) at

Tf < T < TM :

FIG.3. Realpartofthe ac susceptibility asa function oftem perature forH = 50 Oe

and fourdi�erentfrequencies,forallfoursam ples. The peak position de�nesthe freezing

tem peratureTf (fortheLnRu � 1222 sam ples):

FIG.4.Variation ofthefreezing tem peratureTf with thefrequency oftheac�eld in a

Vogel-Fulcherplot,forthethreeLnRu-1222 sam ples.Thesolid lineisthebest�tofEq.2.

FIG.5.Therm orem anentm agnetization (TRM ,solid sym bols)and isotherm alrem anent

m agnetization (IRM ,open sym bols)forallsam ples,m easured asa function ofthe applied
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�eld,atT = 30 K.

FIG.6. Variation ofthe freezing tem perature Tf and ofthe m agnetic transition TM

as a function ofthe volum e ofthe unit cells for LnRu-1222 com pounds. The results for

GdRu-1222 wereextracted from Ref.[24].
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