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W e study the e�ectofa m agnetic �eld (applied along the c-axis)on the low-energy,incom m en-

surate m agnetic 
uctuationsin superconducting La1:82Sr0:18CuO 4. The incom m ensurate peaksat

9 m eV,which in zero-�eld werepreviously shown to sharpen in q on cooling below Tc [T.E.M ason

et al.,Phys.Rev.Lett.77,1604 (1996)],are found to broaden in q when a �eld of10 T is ap-

plied.Theapplied �eld also causesscattered intensity to shiftinto thespin gap.W epointoutthat

the response at 9 m eV,though occurring at incom m ensurate wave vectors,is com parable to the

com m ensurate m agnetic resonance observed athigherenergiesin othercuprate superconductors.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

It has been observed in a variety of cuprate

superconductors1,2,3,4,5 thatthe inelastic m agnetic scat-

tering isenhanced below the superconducting transition

tem perature,Tc,at a particular energy,E r,com m only

referred to asthem agneticresonanceenergy.The\reso-

nant" m agneticscattering isfound to becentered atthe

antiferrom agneticwavevectorand to havea rathernar-

row width in energy.Theratio E r=kTc isobserved to be

in the rangeof5 to 6.

O ne apparently anom aloussystem is La2�x SrxCuO 4.

To the best of our knowledge,6 no one has identi�ed

a com m ensurate \resonant" response in this system by

neutron scattering;nevertheless,when certain theoreti-

calinterpretationsoftheopticalconductivity7 and angle-

resolved photoem ission8 areapplied to m easurem entson

La2�x SrxCuO 4,
9,10 they seem to im ply a resonance at

an energy ofroughly 40 m eV.O n theotherhand,M ason

and coworkers11,12 found,forsam plesnearoptim um dop-

ing,an enhancem entofm agnetic scattering below Tc at

incom m ensurate wavevectorsand occurring forenergies

centered atabout9 m eV.A concom m itantnarrowing in

q width was also observed. It seem s possible that this

e�ect corresponds to the com m ensurate resonance seen

in othercuprates.

To test the connection with the resonance phe-

nom enon,it is desirable to perform further characteri-

zations. O ne signature ofthe resonant m agnetic scat-

tering in underdoped YBa2Cu3O 6+ x isthattheresonant

scattering is reduced in am plitude by application of a

uniform m agnetic �eld.13 Here we study the e�ect ofa

�eld on theincom m ensuratescattering in a slightly over-

doped crystalofLa1:82Sr0:18CuO 4. W e �nd that,below

Tc,theapplied �eld reducesthepeak intensity ofthein-

com m ensurate scattering at9 m eV,thusproviding sup-

portforassociating the enhanced incom m ensurate scat-

tering with the com m ensurateresonanceresponsefound

in othercuprates.

Therehasalso been considerablerecentinterestin the

im pactofan applied �eld on m agneticscatteringatlower

energies. In particular,an applied �eld has been found

to enhance elastic incom m ensurate scattering in under-

doped sam ples,14,15,16,17 and to induce inelastic scatter-

ing within the spin gap ofan optim ally doped sam ple.18

For our slightly overdoped sam ple,it appears that the

�eld causesweightto shiftinto the gap from higheren-

ergy,causing the frequency dependence to becom e m ore

like that ofthe norm alstate just above Tc. These re-

sults are com pared with a recent study19 ofZn-doped

La1:85Sr0:15CuO 4.

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

The experim ent was perform ed on triple-axis spec-

trom eterIN22 atthe Institute Laue Langevin,which is

equipped with a vertically-focusing m onochrom atorand

a double-focusing analyzer ofpyrolytic graphite,using

the (002)re
ection. No collim atorswere used,butcad-

m ium m askswereplaced ascloseaspossibleto thesam -

ple (justoutside ofthe m agnet)to lim itthe beam size.

W e worked in �xed-E f m ode,with kf = 2:662 �A �1 and

a PG �lterafterthe sam ple.

The sam ple was an array of four crystals grown

at K yoto University, and co-aligned in an alum inum

holder. The totalcrystalvolum e wasapproxim ately 1.5

cm 3. M agnetic susceptibility m easurem ents indicated

that Tc � 37 K .These crystals are sim ilar to,but dis-

tinct from , a sam ple of the sam e com position used in

recentstudy ofthe spin gap.20 For the present sam ple,

thetetragonal-to-orthorhom bicstructuraltransition isat

118K ,whereasthetransition isat111K fortheprevious

sam ple. The highertransition tem perature corresponds

to a slightly lowerSrcontent.

The crystals,oriented with the [001]direction verti-

cal,werem ounted in a 12-T split-coil,vertical-�eld m ag-

net. Thus,the applied �eld was along the c-axis,and

we could study scattering within the (hk0) zone. (The

[100]direction was aligned in the horizontalscattering

plane,butthe [010]direction wastilted outofplane by

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0310231v1
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FIG .1: (color online) Sketch ofthe (h;k;0) zone ofrecip-

rocalspace,indicating the positions ofthe incom m ensurate

m agnetic wave vectors,Q �,which are split about the anti-

ferrom agnetic wave vector,Q A F,denoted by the solid arrow.

The dashed arrow indicates the path along which constant-

energy scanswere perform ed,Q = (1+ �;k;0).

� 2�.) W e m ade use ofan orthorhom bic unit cellwith

a � b= 5:316�A.

Forscansasafunction ofenergyat�xed Q ,weshould,

in principle,correctthe intensitiesforenergy-dependent

counting-tim eerrorsdueto thepresenceofharm onicsin

the beam that reaches the incident-beam m onitor (see

Chap.4,Sec.9,in Ref.21).A correction factorisknown

forinstrum ents atthe reactorface;however,IN22 is at

the end of a therm al guide, which should reduce the

relative intensities ofharm onics. As we have not m ea-

sured the harm onic content of the incident beam , we

are not able to m ake the proper correction (which, at

m ost,would involve a 20% e�ectoverthe m easured en-

ergy range). This situation willhave no im pact on the

conclusions ofour analysis,which focuses on the varia-

tionsoftheinelasticsignalwith tem peratureand applied

�eld;however,thise�ect,togetherwith the coarserres-

olution used here,could be responsible form inordi�er-

encesfrom the previousstudy.20

III. R ESU LT S

The low-energy m agnetic scattering in

La1:82Sr0:18CuO 4 is characterized by peaks at four

incom m ensurate points about the antiferrom agnetic

wave vector, Q A F. For a CuO 2 layer with a square

lattice,these peaks would be indexed as (1
2
� �;1

2
) and

(1
2
;1
2
� �), with � = 0:13. In the orthorhom bic unit

cell which we will use in this paper, the coordinates

are rotated by 45�, becom ing Q � = (1 + �;� �) and

Q 0

�
= (1� �;� �),as shown in Fig.1. Because oftim e

constraints, m ost of the m easurem ents involved m ea-

suring the scattered intensity atthe two peak positions

Q � and at background positions, Q b = (1 + �;� 0:4)

and Q 0 = (1+ �;0),with a typicalcounting tim e of15

m in per point. (The actualm easurem ents were done
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FIG .2: (color online) M easurem ents of�
00
(Q �;!),in arbi-

trary units,at(a)T = 38 K ,justaboveTc,and (b)T = 3 K .

In both panels,the triangles (circles) denote m easurem ents

at H = 0 T (H = 10 T).The lines through the data are

explained in the text.

with � = 0:12,rather than 0.13; the di�erence is not

signi�cant for these m easurem ents.) The background

m easurem entswere found to be essentially independent

of �eld, but slightly tem perature dependent (and, of

course, energy dependent). To im prove the statistics,

the background m easurem ents at each energy were �t

to a sim ple, m onotonic function of tem perature. To

obtain the net intensity at Q �, the �tted background

wassubtracted from theaverageofthem easurem entsat

the two peak positions.

Figure 2 shows the energy dependence ofthe im agi-

nary partofthe dynam ic susceptibility,�00,atQ � m ea-

sured attem peraturesof3 K and 38 K forzero �eld and

H = 10 T.�00 was obtained by m ultiplying the net in-

tensity by 1� exp(� �h!=kT).AtT � Tc [Fig.2(a)],the

di�erencesin �00 with and withouta �eld aresm all,and

probably due to statistics. The line through the data

pointscorrespondsto

�
00

0 = A 0

�h! � �

(�h!)2 + �2
; (1)

with � = 9 m eV.

At T � Tc, Fig.2(b), we see a de�nite system atic

di�erence between zero �eld and 10-T m easurem ents.

Applying the �eld tends to introduce signalwithin the

gap,and to decreasethesignalabovethegap.Thesolid

curvethrough thezero-�eld datacorrespondsto thephe-
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FIG .3:(online color)Tem perature dependence of�00(Q �;!)

m easured atexcitation energiesof(a)9 m eV and (b)3 m eV.

In both panels,the triangles (circles) denote m easurem ents

at H = 0 T (H = 10 T).The lines through the data are

explained in thetext.Thetwo�lled sym bolsin (a)correspond

to the�tsin Fig.4(c),(d).Theverticalbarin (b)corresponds

to the �tofthe intensity di�erence in Fig.4(b).

nom enologicalform

�
00

sc = A 1�
00

0[F+ (!)+ F� (!)]

�
� s

�h!

� 2

; (2)

where�000 (dot-dashed line)isfrom Eq.(1)and

F� (!)= tanh

�
�h! � �s




�

; (3)

with � s = 8 m eV,
 = 1:5 m eV,and A1 = 1:5. The

dashed curve,which roughly describesthe in-�eld data,

isgiven by

�
00= 0:5�00sc + 0:5�000; (4)

where �000 correspondsto the curve in Fig.2(a)at38 K .

The curves are intended to be suggestive guides to the

eye,ratherthan perfect�tsto the data.

The tem perature dependence of�00 at 3 m eV and 9

m eV is shown in Fig.3. At 3 m eV,the in-�eld data

are system atically �nite and higher than the zero-�eld

data for T < Tc. At 9 m eV,the in-�eld signalis re-

duced com pared tozero-�eld.Thecurvesareintended as

suggestive guidesto the eye,using a BCS-like function,p

1� (T=Tc)
4. In zero �eld,the m easured Tc is 37 K

(solid lines),whileforH = 10 T,weestim ateTc = 27 K

from the m agnetization study ofLietal.22
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FIG .4:(online color)Constant-energy scansm easured along

the direction indicated by the dashed arrow in Fig.1. All

m easurem ents are at3 K ;scans in (a) and (b)are for �h! =

3 m eV,and (c)and (d)are for�h! = 9 m eV.In (a),(c),and

(d),triangles(circles)denote scansatH = 0 T (H = 10 T);

(b)Showsdi�erencebetween scansfrom (a).Linesare�tsto

sym m etric G aussian peaks,asdiscussed in the text.

In their study of �eld e�ects on underdoped

YBa2Cu3O 6+ x,Daietal.
13 argued thattheresonantre-

sponse isa m easure ofsuperconducting coherence. The

onsetofcoherentsuperconductivity isreduced by theap-

plied �eld,so thatonewould expectthe onsetof9-m eV

signalenhancem ent and 3-m eV signalreduction to fol-

low Tc(H ). O ur m easurem ents seem to be consistent

with such a scenario;however,thereareinsu�cientdata

pointsathighertem peraturesand theerrorbarsaretoo

largeto allow oneto draw any �rm conclusionsregarding

a quantitativecorrelation with Tc(H ).

Figure 4 showsconstant-energy scansalong Q = (1+

�;k)(seedashed linein Fig.1)for�h! = 3m eV on theleft

and 9 m eV on theright,allm easured atT = 3 K .The3-

m eV scanshavea strongly q-dependentbackground con-

tribution thatm akesitdi�cultto analyzetheraw data.

It is m ore practicalto look at the di�erence (high �eld

� zero �eld),shown in (b). The di�erence isconsistent

with a sym m etric pairofbroad peaksatk = � 0:12(2).

Thepeak am plitudeof19(3)/3000m onitorcountsiscon-

sistentwith theresultsin Fig.2(a)and Fig.3(b)(seethe

verticalbarin the latter),thuscon�rm ing the growth of

low-energy incom m ensurate scattering due to the pres-

enceofthe �eld.

The9-m eV scansappearto haveam oreuniform back-

ground.Thecurvesrepresent�tswith sym m etricG aus-

sian peaks.In zero �eld,thepeaksareatk = � 0:134(3)

with am plitude= 80(4)and FW HM = 0:148(7);in 10 T
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the �t gives k = � 0:131(5), am plitude = 61(4), and

FW HM = 0:183(10). Applying the �eld broadens the

peaksand reducesthe am plitude;the am plitude change

isconsistentwith Figs.2 and 3(a)(seethe�lled sym bols

the latter).

In theirstudy ofLa1:86Sr0:14CuO 4,M ason etal.11 ob-

served at9 m eV an enhancem entofintensity and a nar-

rowing in q when cooling through Tc,which they dis-

cussed asacoherencee�ectassociated with superconduc-

tivity. W e �nd that application ofa 10-T �eld has the

opposite e�ect: the m agnetic susceptibility is reduced,

and the q-width is increased. Again,this seem s to be

consistentwith areduction in superconductingcoherence

due to the �eld.

IV . D ISC U SSIO N

A . R esonance feature

In our slightly overdoped sam ple, we �nd that ap-

plication of a uniform m agnetic �eld parallelto the c

axiscausesa reduction of�00 atthe energy ofthe peak

(� 9 m eV).The signalat this energy is otherwise en-

hanced on cooling below Tc. This behavior is rem i-

niscent of the �eld-induced decrease in the resonance

peak observed13 in underdoped YBa2Cu3O 6+ x,them ain

di�erence being that the response occurs at an incom -

m ensurate, rather than com m ensurate, wave vector in

La2�x SrxCuO 4.W e note thatin the originalanalysisof

thezero-�eld enhancem entoftheincom m ensuratesignal,

M ason etal.11 suggested thattheincreasein signalbelow

Tc cam efrom thesuperposition ofan extra contribution

thatisvery narrow in q. Lacking a physicalm otivation

for such a decom position ofthe excitations,we believe

itism ore reasonable to view the changesbelow Tc asa

m odi�cation ofthe excitations thatexist in the norm al

state.

In term softherelativeenergy scale,the ratio E r=kTc

observed for othercuprates1,2,3,4,5 isfound to lie in the

range of5{6,as m entioned in the introduction. Ifwe

identify E r � 9 m eV for our sam ple, then Er=kTc �

3. Relative to � 0,the m axim um ofthe superconduct-

ing energy gap,E r is observed to always be less than

2� 0,and generally not m uch greater than � �0. For

La2�x SrxCuO 4 with x = 0:18,� 0 � 10 m eV,based on

tunneling23 and Ram an scatteringstudies,24 soE r=� 0 is

consistentwith thatforothersystem s.

Regardingenergyscales,itisinterestingtonotethatin

a study ofYBa2Cu3O 6+ x with x = 0:51 and Tc = 47 K ,

Rossat-M ignod etal.25 observed a spin gap of� 4 m eV

in the superconducting state togetherwith an enhance-

m ent of�00 (with respect to the norm alstate) peaked

at � 7 m eV. These energies are com parable to those

in our La2�x SrxCuO 4 sam ple. In m ore highly doped

YBa2Cu3O 6+ x,where the attention hastended to focus

on thecom m ensurateresonancefeature,wenotethaten-

hancem ents of�00 at incom m ensurate wave vectors (for

E 6= E r)havealso been observed.26,27,28

There hasbeen a variety oftheoreticalapproachesto

them agneticresonanceand itsenergyand qdependence.

From the perspective ofSO (5)theory,a m odelin which

com m ensurateantiferrom agnetism com peteswith d-wave

superconductivity,a m agnetic resonance ispredicted to

appearprecisely atQ A F.
29,30 Itcorrespondsto a collec-

tivem odein the particle-particlechannel,to which neu-

tronscannotcouple exceptin the superconducting state

wherecouplingisenabled bythecoherentm ixtureofpar-

ticlesand holesin theBCS condensate.W hilethetheory

has been extended to include (nontopological)stripes31

and dispersion oftheresonance,32 thecom m ensurateres-

onanceappearsto rem ain a centralfeature.

O nealternativeisto attributetheresonanceto an ex-

citation of antiferrom agnetically-coupled Cu spins.33,34

In the norm alstate,interactions with the charge carri-

ers cause the spin 
uctuations to be strongly dam ped,

while 
uctuations with energies below 2� 0 becom e un-

derdam ped in the superconducting state. Since the q

dependence ofthe spin 
uctuations is generally chosen

to m atch experim ent in this approach,it can be either

com m ensurate33,34 orincom m ensurate.35

The m ostcom m on approach is to calculate the m ag-

netic response ofthe charge carriers them selves in the

particle-hole channel,which is then enhanced with the

random phase approxim ation.36,37,38,39,40,41,42 W hether

the calculated 
uctuations are com m ensurate or in-

com m ensurate depends on the shape of the Ferm i

surface.39,41,43 Using a m odel dispersion that gives a

Ferm isurfaceconsistentwith theresultsofangle-resolved

photoem ission spectroscopy(ARPES)forYBa2Cu3O 6+ x

and Bi2Sr2CaCu2O 8+ � yieldsa com m ensurateresonance

peak.43

Calculations39,41 for La2�x SrxCuO 4 have generally

used param etersthatgive a Ferm isurfacethatisclosed

aboutk = 0,ratherthan aboutk = Q A F as in the bi-

layer cuprates;however,it has been argued41 that the

di�erencesin m odels are notessentialfor obtaining the

norm al-stateincom m ensuratestructurein �00.(W e note

thatrecentARPES studiesindicate thatthe Ferm isur-

faceforoptim ally doped La2�x SrxCuO 4 isactually quite

sim ilarto thatforthebilayercuprates.44)In any case,a

com m ensurate resonance feature ispredicted39,41 to ap-

pear below Tc; in particular, K ao et al.
41 predict the

resonance peak to occurat15 m eV.W hile we m ustad-

m it that we have not pushed our m easurem ents quite

thishigh in energy,the m axim um at9 m eV observed at

an incom m ensurate wave vector does not appear to be

consistentwith these calculations.

Som e theorists have argued that there is a connec-

tion between the m agnetic resonance peak and cer-

tain anom alousfeaturesseen in ARPES m easurem ents,

such as the \peak-dip-hum p" structure8,34,45 and the

\kink"in thequasiparticledispersion.8,46 Eliashbergthe-

ory hasbeen used to m akea connection between theres-

onanceand certain featuresin the opticalconductivity.7

(Theoretical argum ents against such connections have
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also been m ade.47) Now, it happens that the sam e

anom alous \kink" and optical conductivity features

identi�ed for Bi2Sr2CaCu2O 8+ � are also observed for

La2�x SrxCuO 4.
9,10 To consistently interpret these fea-

turesin term softhem agneticresonance,onewould have

to infera com m ensurateresonanceatan energy ofabout

40 m eV for La2�x SrxCuO 4. O ur identi�cation of the

incom m ensurate9-m eV feature asthe analog ofthe res-

onantm ode contradictssuch an inference.

Finally, we note that the low-energy m agnetic ex-

citations in the norm al state of La2�x SrxCuO 4 look

very m uch like those observed48,49 in stripe-ordered

La1:48Nd0:4Sr0:12CuO 4. In the latter system , one in-

terprets the incom m ensurate excitations as spin waves

ofthe m agnetically ordered system . The di�erencesfor

La2�x SrxCuO 4 can be understood in term s ofthe 
uc-

tuations ofa quantum -disordered system 50 with stripe

correlations.51 The m agnetic excitations are certainly

sensitive to the charge 
uctuations; after all,from the

stripe perspective,the incom m ensurability is the direct

resultofthespatially inhom ogeneousdistribution ofthe

doped holes.52,53,54 The generation of a spin gap, to-

getherwith pairingofchargecarriers,hasbeen predicted

based on am odelthatassum estheexistenceofstripes.55

O ne certainly expects singlet-triplet excitations to ap-

pear above the spin gap.50 A m odelfor the m agnetic

resonancebased on incom m ensuratespin waveshasbeen

proposed56;however,a naivecom parison with spin-wave

m easurem entsin a stripe-ordered nickelateindicatethat

thism odelhassom eshortcom ings.57

B . Field-induced signalin the spin gap

Neutron scattering experim ents on underdoped

La2�x SrxCuO 4 (Refs. 14,15) and on La2CuO 4+ �

(Refs.16,17)have shown thatapplication ofa m agnetic

�eld along the c axis at tem peratures less than Tc can

induce orenhance spin-density-waveorder. W hile there

have been a num ber ofproposals for the induced cor-

relations in m agnetic vortex cores,58,59,60,61 we believe

that the m ost naturalexplanation involves the pinning

ofchargeand spin stripesby vortices.51,62,63,64,65,66,67,68

The observation that well developed charge and spin

stripe orderin La1:45Nd0:4Sr0:15CuO 4 isnota�ected by

application of a m agnetic �eld is consistent with this

picture.69

In contrastto the underdoped regim e,there isa spin-

gap in the superconducting state for optim ally-doped

La2�x SrxCuO 4.
12,70,71 The gap in the low-energy spin


uctuations indicates that the spin stripes are further

away from the ordered state,51,63,64 so itis notsurpris-

ing thatan applied m agnetic�eld doesnotinducestatic

correlations.Instead,Lake etal.18 showed,on a sam ple

with x = 0:163,that applying a �eld induces a signal

within thespin gap.O urresultsaregenerally consistent

with theirs.O ne di�erence isthatthey observed an up-

turn in the low-energy (2.5 m eV) in-�eld signalas the

tem perature decreased below � 10 K ,whereas we did

notseesuch an upturn in ourslightly overdoped sam ple.

Theapplication ofthe m agnetic�eld in the supercon-

ducting state introduces inhom ogeneity associated with

the vortices.Thesuperconducting orderparam etergoes

to zero at the center ofeach vortex,and the area over

which the orderparam eterisstrongly depressed isequal

to ��2,where� isthesuperconducting coherencelength.

The arealfraction corresponding to the vortex cores is

equalto H =H c2,whereH c2 isthe�eld atwhich thesam -

plebecom escom pletely �lled by vortex cores.Theresis-

tivity studiesofAndo etal.72 indicatean H c2 ofapprox-

im ately 55 T at3 K for La2�x SrxCuO 4 with x = 0:17,

whiletheNernste�ectstudy ofW ang etal.73 suggestsa

low-tem peratureH c2 ofgreaterthan 45T foran x = 0:20

sam ple. Taking H c2 � 50 T for our x = 0:18 sam -

ple at 3 K ,we �nd that,for our applied �eld of10 T,

H =H c2 � 0:2. Thus, 20% of the area is occupied by

vortex cores.

W e expect that the m agnetic scattering associated

with the vortex coreswillbe di�erentfrom thatdue to

the superconducting regions outside of the cores. W e

haveseen thatapplying them agnetic�eld at3 K causes

�00 to change so that it appears closer to the norm al

state. At10 T,the m easurem entscan be roughly m od-

eled as an average between norm al-state and zero-�eld-

superconductor signals. If the norm al state response

cam e from just the vortex cores, then we would ex-

pect its weight to be just 20% instead of 50% . The

largernorm al-stateresponseindicatesthatitm ustcom e

from regions about 2.5 tim es the area of the vortex

cores. This result is consistent with an estim ate74 for

the relative area in which the resonance is suppressed

in YBa2Cu3O 6:6. The idea of a halo region extend-

ing beyond the vortex core was suggested by the scan-

ning tunneling m icroscopy study of Bi2Sr2CaCu2O 8+ �

by Ho�m an etal.
75 and discussed by Zhang etal.

62 A

m uch largerhaloregion isrequired toexplain theneutron

scattering m easurem ents14,15,16,17 of�eld-induced spin-

density-wave order in underdoped La2�x SrxCuO 4 and

La2CuO 4+ �.

W e agree with Lake et al.18 that the m agnetic �eld

induces a response that is closer to m agnetic ordering;

however,ourinterpretation ofthatinduced responsedif-

ferssom ewhatfrom their’s.Theyinterpreted theinduced

response to be a m ode within the spin gap,with a peak

energym uch lowerthan thepeakenergyfound in thenor-

m alstateaboveTc.O urresultsshow thatchangesoccur

athigherenergiesaswell,so thatthe induced response

isnotrestricted to the spin-gap region.

It is interesting to com pare with a recent inelastic-

neutron-scattering study19 ofZn-doped La2�x SrxCuO 4.

In the m uon-spin-rotation study ofNachum ietal.,76 it

was deduced that each Zn dopant reduces the super-

conducting carrier density by a fractionalam ount cor-

responding to a relativearea equalto thatofa m agnetic

vortex core. O ne m ightthen expectthatthe im pacton

spin excitations m ight be sim ilar to that from vortices.
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Indeed,K im ura etal.
19 �nd that Zn-doping introduces

a com ponent ofspin 
uctuations that extends into the

spin gap ofthe undoped,x = 0:15 parentm aterial.The

am ountofsignalwithin thespin gap growswith doping,

and an elastic com ponent becom es detectable at a Zn

concentration of1.7% . AtthatlevelofZn,Tc hasbeen

reduced from 37 K to 16 K .That is a largerchange in

Tc than we are able to accom plish in ourx = 0:18 sam -

ple with experim entally-achievable m agnetic �elds. O f

course,oursam pleison them etallicsideoftheinsulator-

to-m etalcrossoveridenti�ed by Boebingeretal.77 using

applied m agnetic�eldsof61 T,so thatitseem sunlikely

thatwe would be able to induce static spin stripe order

in itsim ply by suppressing the superconductivity.

To avoid confusion,we should note thatthere aredif-

ferences in the way that we and K im ura et al.
19 have

presented the inelastic results.In presenting energy and

tem perature dependence, we have shown �00 m easured

ata particularq point,whereasK im ura hasplotted �00

integrated over q. Variations in q-width ofthe inelas-

tic peakscan cause the dependences ofthese quantities

on tem perature,energy,etc.to be slightly di�erent. In-

deed,looking atthe m easurem entsat�h! = 9 m eV and

T = 3 K in Fig.4 (c,d),weseea drop in thepeak inten-

sity on applying the�eld;howeverthepeak areachanges

m uch less,sincethe width grows.

Vojta et al.
78 have shown that there is at least one

theoreticaldi�erence between the e�ectsofa Zn dopant

and avortex:substitution ofaZn atom forCu e�ectively

introduces a free spin. W hile these free spins can be

detected by probesoftheuniform spin susceptibility,79 it

isnotclearthatthey should playthedom inantrolein the

observed changesin inelastic scattering. Itseem s likely

thatthe observed changesm ustcom e from a signi�cant

rangeabouteach Zn,and thatthey involvea slowing of

stripe
uctuationsin thevicinity ofim purities,sim ilarto

the im pactofvortices.

V . SU M M A R Y

W ehavestudied thee�ectofa m agnetic�eld,applied

parallelto the c axis,on the low-energy m agnetic 
uc-

tuationsin slightly-overdoped La1:82Sr0:18CuO 4.W eob-

serve that the enhancem ent ofthe incom m ensurate in-

tensity at 9 m eV for T < Tc is reduced when the �eld

is applied. Based on this result,we identify the 9-m eV

peak as a resonance feature in analogy with the com -

m ensurate resonance found in other cuprates. Field-

induced signalis seen within the spin gap, consistent

with an earlier study, and indicating that the applied

�eld,which suppressesthesuperconductivity within vor-

tex cores,also pushesthem agneticcorrelationscloserto

a stripe-ordered state.Theintensity ofthein-gap signal

indicates that itm ust com e from a region substantially

largerthan thatofa vortex core.
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