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W e study the e ect of a m agnetic eld (@applied along the caxis) on the low-energy, lncom m en—
surate m agnetic uctuations In superconducting Lai:s2S1m:18Cu0 4. The incom m ensurate peaks at
9m eV ,which in zero—- eld were previously shown to sharpen in g on cooling below T. [ .E .M ason
et al,, Phys. Rev. Lett. 77, 1604 (1996)], are found to broaden in g when a eld of 10 T is ap—
plied. The applied eld also causes scattered intensity to shift into the spin gap. W e point out that
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 at higher energies in other cuprate superconductors.

I. NTRODUCTION

It has been, ghsgrved In a variety of cuprate
superconductors2£42 that the ielastic m agnetic scat—
tering is enhanced below the superconducting transition
tem perature, T, at a particular energy, E ., comm only
referred to as the m agnetic resonance energy. T he \reso—
nant" m agnetic scattering is found to be centered at the
antiferrom agnetic w ave vector and to have a rather nar-
row width In energy. The ratio E ,=kT. is observed to be
In the range 0of 5 to 6.

O ne apparently anom alous szstem isLay x SikCuO 4.
To the best of our know ]edge,é no one has identi ed
a comm ensurate \resonant" regponse in this system by
neutron scattering; nevertheless, when oextqiq theoreti-
calinterpretationsofthe opticalconductivity? and angle-
resolved photoqn.jssjon'ﬁi are applied to m easurem ents on
Lay x S5Cu0 4,29 they seem to imply a resonance at
an energy of rpughly 40 m €V . O n the otherhand, M ason
and cow orker£ %22 found, for sam ples near optin um dop—
ng, an enhancem ent of m agnetic scattering below T. at
incom m ensurate wave vectors and occurring for energies
centered at about 9m eV . A concomm iant narrow ing in
g width was also observed. It seam s possble that this
e ect corresponds to the comm ensurate resonance seen
In other cuprates.

To test the connection wih the resonance phe-
nom enon, it is desirable to perform further characteri-
zations. O ne signature of the resonant m agnetic scat-
tering in underdoped Y Ba,Cus0 ¢+ x is that the resonant
scattering is reduced in-am plitude by application of a
uniform m agnetic edd Here we study the e ect of a

eld on the incom m ensurate scattering in a slightly over—
doped crystalofLa;.g,S1p.13Cu0 4. W e nd that, below
T., the applied eld reduces the peak Intensity ofthe in—
com m ensurate scattering at 9 m €V, thus providing sup—
port for associating the enhanced Incom m ensurate scat-
tering w ith the com m ensurate resonance response found
In other cuprates.

T here has also been considerable recent interest in the

In pact ofan applied eld on m agnetic scattering at lower
energies. In particular, an applied eld has been found
to enhance elastic dnopm m ensurate scattering in under—
doped samp]es,'l‘l:’llg."iq"}—’: and to induce inelastic scattgr-
Ing within the spin gap of an optin ally doped sam p]e.“-g:
For our slightly overdoped sam ple, it appears that the

eld causes weight to shift into the gap from higher en—
ergy, causing the frequency dependence to becom e m ore
Iike that of the nom al state just aboveg I.. These re-
sults are com pared wih a recent st:udy'lq of Zn-doped
La;.g5519:15Cu0 4.

II. EXPERIM ENTAL DETAILS

The experim ent was perform ed on triple-axis spec—
trom eter IN 22 at the Institute Laue Langevin, which is
equipped w ith a vertically-focusing m onochrom ator and
a double-focusing analyzer of pyrolytic graphite, using
the (002) re ection. No collim ators were used, but cad—
m Iuim m askswere placed as close aspossble to the sam —
Pl (jast outside of the m agnet) to lim it the beam size.
Weworked in xedE¢ mode, with k¢ = 2:662 A ' and
aPG Ierafter the sample.

The sampl was an array of four crystals grown
at Kyoto University, and co-aligned In an alum inum
holder. The total crystal volum e was approxin ately 1.5
an 3. M agnetic susceptibility m easurem ents indicated
that T, 37 K . These crystals are sin ilar to, but dis-
tinct from , a sam ple of the ,sam e com position used in
recent study of the spin gap 29 For the present sam ple,
the tetragonaltto-orthorhom bic structuraltransition isat
118 K , whereasthe transition isat 111 K for the previous
sam ple. The higher transition tem perature corresoonds
to a slightly lower Sr content.

The crystals, ordented with the [001] direction verti-
cal, werem ounted In a 12-T gplit—coil, vertical- eld m ag—
net. Thus, the applied eld was along the caxis, and
we could study scattering w ithin the (hk0) zone. (The
[LO0] direction was aligned in the horizontal scattering
plane, but the P10] direction was tilted out of plane by
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FIG.1l: (color online) Sketch of the (h;k;0) zone of recip—
rocal space, indicating the positions of the incom m ensurate
m agnetic wave vectors, Q , which are split about the anti-
ferrom agnetic wave vector, Q ar , denoted by the solid arrow .
The dashed arrow indicates the path along which constant—
energy scanswere performed, Q = 1+ ;k;0).

2.) W e made use of an orthorhombic unit cell w ith
a b= 53l6A.

For scansasa function ofenergy at xed Q ,we should,
In principle, correct the intensities or energy-dependent
counting-tim e errors due to the presence ofham onics in
the beam that reaches _the Incidentdeam m onitor (see
Chap.4, Sec.9, in Ref.?]_}) . A correction factor is known
for instrum ents at the reactor face; however, IN22 is at
the end of a them al guide, which should reduce the
relative Intensities of ham onics. A s we have not m ea—
sured the ham onic content of the incident beam, we
are not abl to m ake the proper correction Which, at
m ost, would involve a 20% e ect over the m easured en—
ergy range). T his situation will have no im pact on the
conclusions of our analysis, which focuses on the varia-
tions ofthe inelastic signalw ith tem perature and applied

eld; however, this e ect, together w ith the coarser res-
olution used here, could be regponsible for m inor di er-
ences from the previous study 29

ITII. RESULTS

The low -energy m agnetic scattering n
Laj.g2SrmasCul,4 is characterized by peaks at four
Incomm ensurate points about the antiferrom agnetic
wave vector, Qar. For a CuO, layer wih a square
lattice, these peaks would be indexed as (% %) and
Giz ), with = 0:3. In the orthorhombic unit
cell which we will use in this paper, the coordinates
are rotated by 45 , becoming Q = @1+ ; ) and
0%= @ ; ),asshownjnFjg'_:l. Because of tin e
constraints, m ost of the m easurem ents involved m ea—
suring the scattered intensity at the two peak positions
Q and at background positions, Qp, = 1+ ; 0#4)
and Qo= 1+ ;0),wih a typical counting time of 15
m in per point. (The actual m easurem ents were done
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FIG.2: (color online) M easurem ents of 00(Q ;1), n arbi-
trary units,at @) T = 38K, jastabove Tc,and (o) T = 3K.
In both panels, the triangles (circles) denote m easurem ents
atH = 0T #H = 10 T). The lines through the data are
explained in the text.

w ith = 0:12, rather than 0.13; the di erence is not
signi cant for these m easurem ents.) The background
m easuram ents were found to be essentially independent
of eld, but slightly tem perature dependent (and, of
course, energy dependent). To Inprove the statistics,
the background m easurem ents at each energy were t
to a simple, monotonic function of tem perature. To
obtain the net intensity at Q , the tted background
w as subtracted from the average ofthe m easurem ents at
the tw o peak positions.

Figure g show s the energy dependence of the in agi-
nary part of the dynam ic susceptibility, ©,atQ mea-
sured at tem peratures 0of 3 K and 38 K for zero eld and
H = 10 T. % was obtained by multiplying the net n—
tensity by 1 exp( h!=kT).AtT I Fig.d@)], the
di erences in  ©wih and wihout a eld are an all, and
probably due to statistics. The line through the data
points corresponds to

h!
o_ .
O_AOWI 1)
with = 9mé&v.
At T TC,Fjg.:_Z(b), we see a de nie system atic

di erence between zero eld and 10-T m easurem ents.
Applying the eld tends to introduce signal w ithin the
gap, and to decrease the signalabove the gap. T he solid
curve through the zero— eld data corresoonds to the phe—
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FIG . 3: (online color) Tem perature dependence of 0 Q ;")
m easured at excitation energiesof (@) 9meV and () 3mev.
In both panels, the triangles (circles) denote m easurem ents
atH = 0T #H = 10 T). The lines through the data are
explained in thetext. Thetwo lled symbolsin (@) corresoond
tothe tsinFig.4(c),(d). The verticalbarin (o) corresponds
to the t ofthe Intensity di erence in Fig. 4 ().

nom enological form

2= B1 0F+ WFF (D] = @)
where ¥ (dot-dashed line) is from Eq. (1) and
h! s
F ()= tanh — ; 3)
with = 8mev, = 15meV,andA; = 15. The

dashed curve, which roughly describes the In— eld data,
is given by

=05 2+ 05 % @)

where $ corresponds to the curve in Fjg.:_Z(a) at 38K .
T he curves are intended to be suggestive gquides to the
eye, rather than perfect ts to the data.

T he tem perature dependence of © at 3 mev and 9
meV is shown in Fjg.:j. At 3 meV, the in— eld data
are system atically nie and higher than the zero- eld
data or T < T.. At 9 meV, the in—- eld signal is re—
duced com pared to zero— eld. T he curves are intended as
ﬁjggestjye guides to the eye, using a BC S-1ke function,

1 ([T=L.)*. In zero eld, the measured T. is 37 K
(solid lines), while forH = 10 T, we estinpate T, = 27K
from the m agnetization study ofLiet al%l
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FIG .4: (online color) Constant-energy scansm easured along
the direction indicated by the dashed arrow in Fig. 1. A1l
m easurem ents are at 3 K; scans in (@) and (o) are forh! =

3mevV,and (c) and d) are forh! = 9mev.In (@), (c), and
(d), trdangles (circles) denote scansatH = 0T H = 10T);
(o) Show s di erence between scans from (a@). Linesare tsto

sym m etric G aussian peaks, as discussed In the text.

In their study of ,eld e ects on underdoped
YBa,Cus0 ¢y o, D aiet altd argued that the resonant re—
soonse is a m easure of superconducting coherence. The
onset of coherent superconductivity is reduced by the ap—
plied eld, so that one would expect the onset of 9-m &V
signal enhancem ent and 3-m €V signal reduction to fol-
low TcH ). Our measuraments seem to be consistent
w ith such a scenario; how ever, there are insu cient data
points at higher tem peratures and the error bars are too
large to allow one to draw any m conclusions regarding
a quantitative correlation with T H ).

Figure :ff show s constant-energy scansalongQ = (1+

;k) (seedashed Inein Fig.1) forh! = 3m eV on the eft
and 9m &V on the right, allm easured at T = 3K .The 3—
m eV scanshave a strongly g-dependent background con—
tribution that m akes it di cult to analyze the raw data.
Tt is m ore practical to look at the di erence high eld

zero eld), shown In (). The di erence is consistent
w ih a symm etric pair of broad peaks at k = 0:12@).
T he peak am plitude 0£19 (3) /3000 m onitor counts is con—
sistent w ith the resutsin F ig. d(a) and Fig.3 () (seethe
verticalbar in the latter), thus con m ing the growth of
low -energy Incom m ensurate scattering due to the pres—-
ence ofthe eld.

The 9-m €V scans appear to have a m ore uniform back—
ground. T he curves represent tsw ith symm etric G aus—
sian peaks. In zero eld, thepeaksareatk=  0:134(3)
with am plitude = 80(4) and FW HM = 0:148(7); n 10 T



the t gives k = 0:131(5), amplitude = 61(4), and
FW HM = 0:183(10). Applying the eld broadens the
peaks and reduces the am plitude; the am plitude change
is consistent w ith F igs.d and d () (see the Iled symbols
the latter). .-

Tn their study ofLai 46S1m.14Cu0 4, M ason et al%d ob-
served at 9 m eV an enhancem ent of intensity and a nar-
row Ing in g when cooling through T., which they dis-
cussed asa coherence e ect associated w ith superconduc—
tivity. W e nd that application of a 10-T eld has the
opposite e ect: the m agnetic susoeptibility is reduced,
and the gwidth is increased. A gain, this seem s to be
consistent w ith a reduction in superconducting coherence
due to the eld.

IV. DISCUSSION
A . Resonance feature

In our slightly overdoped sampl, we nd that ap-
plication of a uniform m agnetic eld parallel to the c
axis causes a reduction of @ at the energy of the peak
( 9meV). The signal at this energy is otherw ise en—
hanced on cooling below T.. This behavior is rem i~
niscent of the- eld-induced decrease in the resonance
peak observed?? in underdoped Y Ba,Cus0 ¢, x, them ain
di erence being that the response occurs at an incom —
m ensurate, rather than comm ensurate, wave vector in
La; x S, Cu0 4. W e note that in the originalanalysis of
the zero— eld-enhancam ent ofthe incom m ensurate signal,
M ason et a1} suggested that the Increase in signalbelow
T. cam e from the superposition of an extra contribution
that is very narrow in g. Lacking a physicalm otivation
for such a decom position of the excitations, we believe
it ism ore reasonable to view the changesbelow T, as a
m odi cation of the excitations that exist in the nom al
state.

In temm s of the relative engrgy scale, the ratio E .=k T¢

dbserved for other cupratesf2242 is found to lie in the
range of 5{6, as m entioned in the introduction. If we
dentify E, 9 meV for our sam ple, then E,.=kT.
3. Relative to (o, the maxinum of the superconduct-
Ing energy gap, E, is observed to always be less than
2 o, and generally not much greater than o. For
Lay x S, Cu0 4 with x = 048, 10 eV, based on
tunneling®3 and R am an scattering studies?? soE = ¢ is
consistent w ith that for other system s.

R egarding energy scales, i is interesting to note that in
a study of YBa,CuszQg+x with x = 0:51 and T, = 47K,
R ossatM ignod et al?d observed a soin gap of 4 meV
In the superconducting state together w ith an enhance—
ment of ® @wih respect to the nom al state) peaked
at 7 meV . These energies are com parable to those
In our La; x Si;CuO,4 sample. In more highly doped
Y Ba,Cus0 ¢4 x, Wwhere the attention has tended to focus
on the com m ensurate resonance feature, we note that en—
hancem ents of ® at incom m ensurate wave vectors (br

E 6 E,) have also been cbserved 242124

T here has been a variety of theoretical approaches to
them agnetic resonance and its energy and g dependence.
From the perspective of SO (5) theory, a m odel in which
com m ensurate antiferrom agnetism com petesw ih d-wave
superconductivity, a m agnetic resonance is predicted to
appear precisely at Q ar 298¢ & corresponds to a colle—
tive m ode in the particle-particle channel, to which neu-
trons cannot couple except In the superconducting state
w here coupling isenabled by the coherent m ixture ofpar-
ticles and holes in the BC S condensate. W hile the theory
has been extended to include (nontopological) stripedl
and dispersion ofthe resonanoe,gzn the com m ensurate res—
onance appears to rem ain a central feature.

O ne altemative is to attribute the resonance to apex-
citation of antiferrom agnetically-coupled Cu spinsS384
In the nom al state, interactions w ith the charge carri-
ers cause the spin uctuations to be strongly dam ped,
while uctuations w ith energies below 2 ( becom e un—
derdam ped in the superconducting state. Since the g
dependence of the spin  uctuations is generally chosen
to m atch expgrp.ent in this approach,-it can be either
com m ensurate?384 or incom m ensurate £

The m ost comm on approach is to calculate the m ag—
netic response of the charge carriers them selves In the
particle-hole channel, which isthen enhanoed with the
random phase approxin ation 84278454494143 i hether
the calculated wuctuations are commensurate or in—
comm epsymgte depends on the shape of the Fem i
surface89%%5#3 Using a model disgpersion that gives a
Fem isurface consistent w ith the resultsofangle-resoled
photoen ission spectroscopy ARPES) forYBa,Cus0 ¢4
and BSrCaCu,04; yildsa comm ensurate resonance
peak 43 R

Calulation®¥% fr La, » Sr,CuO4 have generally
used param eters that give a Fem i surface that is closed
about k = 0, rather than about k = Q ,r as.in the bi-
layer cuprates; however, it has been arguedfl: that the
di erences In m odels are not essential for ocbtaining the
nom alstate incom m ensurate structure n- ©. @ e note
that recent ARPE S studies indicate that the Fem isur-
face for optim ally doped La, x Sy, Cu0 4 s actually quite
sim ilar to that for the bilayer cupratesf‘f) In any case, a
com m ensurate resonance fature is predigred®¥4% to ap-
pear below T.; in particular, K ao et al®} predict the
resonance peak to occur at 15meV . W hile we must ad—
m i that we have not pushed our m easurem ents quite
this high in energy, them aximum at 9m eV observed at
an incom m ensurate wave vector does not appear to be
consistent w ith these calculations.

Som e theorists have argued that there is a connec—
tion between the m agnetic resonance peak and cer-
tain anom alous features seen in ARPE S p easurem ents,
such as the \peak-dip-hump" structyB443 and the
\kink" in the quasiparticle dispersion }_”Eq E liashberg the—
ory hasbeen used to m ake a connection betw een the resr
onance and certain features in the optical conductivity £
(T heoretical argum ents against such connections have



also been m adef_':) Now, i happens that the same
anom alous \kink" and optical conductivity features
denti ed for BjSrnCaCuy0g4+ are also observed for
Lay x S5Cu0 4 224 To consistently interpret these fea-
tures in term s of the m agnetic resonance, one would have
to infer a com m ensurate resonance at an energy ofabout
40 meV for Lay; x SrxCuO 4. Our denti cation of the
Incom m ensurate 9-m €V feature as the analog of the res-
onant m ode contradicts such an inference.

Finally, we note that the low-energy m agnetic ex—
citations in the nom al state of La, x Sr,CuO,4 look
very much lke those observed®®¥! i stripe-ordered
Laj.gN d0;4SI‘0;12CuO4 . In the latter systen , one in-
terprets the Incom m ensurate excitations as soin waves
of the m agnetically ordered system . The di erences for
La; x SikCuO 4 can be understood in termp.s of the uc—
tuations of &, quantum -disordered sysl:an'Sq w ith stripe
correlationsfd The m agnetic excitations are certainly
sensitive to the charge uctuations; after all, from the
stripe perspective, the ncom m ensurability is the direct
result of the gpatjally Inhom ogeneous distribution of the
doped holsf%£3%Y The generation of a spin gap, to—
getherw ith pairing of charge carriers, hasbeen predicted
based on am odelthat assum es the existence ofstr:ipesfy
One certainly expects singlet-triplet excitations to ap-
pear above the spin gap Y A model or the m agnetic
resonancebased on Incom m ensurate soin waveshasbeen
proposedéq; how ever, a naive com parison w ith soin-wave
m easuram ents In a stripe-ordered nickelate indicate that
this m odel has som e shortcom ings &’

B . Field-induced signalin the spin gap

Neutron scattering exper:m ents on underdoped
La; x S5Cu04  Refs. .14,:15 and on La,Cu0 4.
Refs. :16,:l7| have shown that application of a m agnetic

eld along the c axis at tem peratures less than T, can
Induce or enhance spin-density-wave order. W hile there
have been a number of proposals foy the, induced cor—
relations in m agnetic vortex coresf48%%€4%% we believe
that the m ost natural exp]anatJon Jnyo,kze,s.th m,rm;g

The observation that well developed charge and soin
stJ::ipe oxder in Laj.4sN do:4SI’0:15C u0 4 isnot a ected by
application of a m agnetic eld is consistent with this
picture €4
In contrast to the underdoped regin e, there is a soin—
gap In the superponducting state for optim ally-doped
La, x SCuO0 4 L4797% The gap in the low-energy spin
uctuations indicates that the,spin stripes are further
away from the ordered state21%3%84 w it is not surpris-
ing that an applied m agnetic eld.does not induce static
correlations. Instead, Lake et a1ls showed, on a sam ple
wih x = 0:163, that applying a eld induces a signal
w ithin the soin gap. O ur resuls are generally consistent
w ith theirs. O ne di erence is that they observed an up-—
tum In the low-energy (2.5 meV) in— eld signal as the

tem perature decreased below 10 K, whereas we did
not see such an uptum in our slightly overdoped sam ple.

T he application of the m agnetic eld in the supercon—
ducting state ntroduces inhom ogeneity associated w ith
the vortices. T he superconducting order param eter goes
to zero at the center of each vortex, and the area over
w hich the order param eter is strongly depressed is equal
to ?,where isthe superconducting coherence length.
T he areal fraction corresponding to the vortex cores is
equalto H =H .;,where H ., isthe eld at which the sam —
Pl becom es com pletely llgd by vortex cores. T he resis—
tivity studies of Ando et al?3 indicate an H o, of approx—
Imately 55T at 3 K PorlLa; x SiCuO4 with x = 0:17,
while the Nemst e ect study ofW ang et al’3 suggests a
Jow -tem perature H -, ofgreaterthan 45T foran x = 020
sampl. Taking H ., 50 T or our x = 0:18 sam —
pk at 3 K, we nd that, for our applied eld of10 T,
H=H 02. Thus, 20% of the area is occupied by
vortex cores.

W e expect that the m agnetic scattering associated
w ith the vortex cores w ill be di erent from that due to
the superconducting regions outside of the cores. W e
have seen that applying them agnetic eld at 3 K causes

® to change so that it appears closer to the nom al
state. At 10 T, the m easurem ents can be roughly m od—
eled as an average between nom alstate and zero— eld-
superconductor signals. If the nom 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
larger nom alstate response ndicates that it m ust com e
from regions about 2.5 tines the area of the yortex
cores. This result is consistent with an estin at!4 for
the relhtive area in which the resonance is suppressed
In YBa,Cu30g,. The idea of a halo region extend-
Ing beyond the vortex core was suggested by the scan—
ning tunneling m jeroscopy study of BLSrCaCu,Q4+
by Ho man et al?’? and discussed by Zhang et al®3 A
much largerhalo region igrequirgd to explain the neutron
scattering m easurem ent£4234947 of eld-induced spin—
density-wave order in underdoped La; x S, CuO, and
La2C uO 4+

W e agree w ith Lake et al.- that the m agnetic eld
Induces a response that is closer to m agnetic ordering;
how ever, our interpretation of that induced response dif-
fers som ew hat from their’s. T hey interpreted the induced
response to be a m ode w thin the spin gap, w ith a peak
energy m uch low erthan the peak energy found in the nor-
m al state above T.. O ur results show that changes occur
at higher energies as well, so that the induced response
is not restricted to the spin-gap region.

Tt is interesting to oom-pare wih a recent inelastic—
neutron-scattering study of Zn-doped La, x SrXCuO 4
In the m uon-spin—rotation study of Nachum iet aL,_
was deduced that each Zn dopant reduces the super-
conducting carrier density by a fractional am ount cor—
responding to a relative area equalto that ofa m agnetic
vortex core. O ne m ight then expect that the In pact on
soin excitations m ight be sim ilar to that from vortices.



Tndeed, K Inura et al’? nd that Zn-doping introduces
a com ponent of spin uctuations that extends into the
sodn gap of the undoped, x = 0:5 parent m aterdial. The
am ount of signalw ithin the spin gap grow s w ith doping,
and an elastic com ponent becom es detectable at a Zn
concentration of 1.7% . At that levelof Zn, T, has been
reduced from 37 K to 16 K. That is a Jarger change in
T. than we are able to acoom plish n our x = 0:18 sam —
pl wih experin entally-achievable m agnetic elds. O f
course, our sam ple ison them etallic side ofthe insulator-
to-m etal crossover identi ed by Boebinger et al?? using
applied m agnetic elds of 61 T, so that it seem s unlkely
that we would be abl to Induce static spin stripe order
In i sin ply by suppressing the superconductivity.

To avoid confiision, we should note that there,are dif-
ferences in the way that we and Kinmura et al%d have
presented the inelastic results. In presenting energy and
tem perature dependence, we have shown © measured
at a particular q point, whereas K in ura has plotted ®
Integrated over g. Variations in gw idth of the inelas-
tic peaks can cause the dependences of these quantities
on tem perature, energy, etc. to be slightly di erent. In—
deed, looking at the measurementsat h! = 9me&v and
T=3K mFig.4 (cd), we see a drop In the peak inten-
sity on applying the eld; however the peak area changes
much less, sihge the width grow s.

Vota et al?8 have shown that there is at least one
theoretical di erence between the e ects ofa Zn dopant
and a vortex: substitution ofa Zn atom forCu e ectively
Introduces a free spin. W hilke these free spins can-be
detected by probes ofthe uniform spin susoeptibility? it
isnot clearthat they should play the dom inant role in the
observed changes in inelastic scattering. Tt seem s lkely
that the observed changesmust com e from a signi cant
range about each Zn, and that they involve a slow ing of

stripe uctuations in the vicinity of in purities, sin ilar to
the in pact of vortices.

V. SUMMARY

W e have studied the e ect ofa m agnetic eld, applied
parallel to the ¢ axis, on the low-energy m agnetic uc—
tuations in slightly-overdoped La; .32 S1p.18C U0 4. W € ob—
serve that the enhancem ent of the Incom m ensurate in—
tensity at 9 meV for T < T, is reduced when the eld
is applied. Based on this result, we identify the 9-m &V
peak as a resonance feature In analogy wih the com —
m ensurate resonance found in other cuprates. Field-
Induced signal is seen within the spin gap, consistent
with an earlier study, and indicating that the applied

eld, which suppresses the superconductivity w ithin vor-
tex cores, also pushes the m agnetic correlations closer to
a stripe-ordered state. T he intensity of the in-gap signal
Indicates that i must com e from a region substantially
larger than that of a vortex core.
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