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U nderdoped cuprates exhibit a nom alstate pseudogap, and their spins and doped carriers tend
to spatially separate Into 1-or 2-D stripes. Som e view these as central to superconductivity, others
as peripheral and m erely com peting. U sing Lay x SxCu1 y Zn,0 4 we show that an oxygen isotope
e ect In T. and in the super uid density can be used to distinguish between the roles of stripes and
pseudogap and also to detect the presence of In purity scattering. W e conclude that strijpes and
pseudogap are distinct, and both com pete and coexist w ith superconductivity.

PACS numbers: 71.10Hf, 7425Dw, 74.62Dh, 74.72Dn

H igh-T. superconductors H T S) ram ain a puzzle. Var-
ious correlated states have been identi ed In HTS in-
cluding antiferrom agnetism , the psesudogap E}:], nanoscale
soin-charge st:t:ipesig] and, of course, superconductiviy
(SC). Here we generalise\stripes" to include possible
2D checkerboard st:ruct:urest%]) . The pseudogap is a
nodalenergy gap of uncertain origin that appears in the
nom alstate (N S) densiy ofstates OO S).tse ectscan
be ocbserved In m any physjcalpropertjesrg:,:_él]. Severalop—
posing view s are still current. O ne is that stripes play
a central roJeES], form ing the pseudogap correlation f§]
and/orm ediating the SC pairing. Another isthattheN S
pseudogap arises from incoherent superconducting uc—
tuations which set in well above T, E?:]. Another is that
these states are independently com petjngi_g]. H ere stripes
and pseudogap play a secondary rol and SC ism ediated
by som e other pairing boson. An unam biguous test of
these opposing view s is urgently needed. W e show here
that isotope e ects provide such a test.

T he isotope exponent (€ ) In a given property E isde—

nedas E) = ( E=E)/( M=M ), whereM isthe
isotopicm ass and E m ay be T, the SC gap param eter,

o, the pseudogap energy scale, E4, or the super uid
densty s= _ = o€ @s=m ). ( ap isthe mn-plane
London penetration depth, ng is the carrier density and
m_, is the e ective electronic m ass for inplane trans-
port). An isotopee ecton T. was rstdiscovered in 1950
by A llen et al ﬁ)rSnigl].They found (T.) 05 005
w hich provided the centralclie for the role ofphonons in
pairing and led 7 years later to the BC S theory ofSC {_l-C_i]

The situation wih HT S is m ore com plex. The oxy—
gen isotope e ecton T. was ﬁ)undi_l-ll] to be an all, w ith

(Te) 006. However, w ith decreasing doping thee ect
rises and eventually divergesas T. ! 0 [_l-Z_i, :_fgi] Surpris—
ngly, an isotope e ect was also found In the super uid
density I_l-l_i] (and attem ptswerem ade to resolve thisinto a
dom nant isotopee ect justinm {_fﬁ,:_l-g]) . W ewillshow
that both of these unusuale ects can be understood in
term s of a nom alstate pseudogap which com petes w ith

SC ﬁ_l-_'] W e also predict and con m an isotope e ect
In s Induced by Impurity scattering. The isotope ef-
fects in T, and s arem apped as a function of doping in
Lay x SyCu; y 2ny0 4 and we observe a canonical pseu—
dogap behavior aswell as a huge anom alous e ect asso—
ciated w ith stripes. T he clear distinction between these
e ects show s that the pseudogap and stripe states are
distinct and both com pete w ith SC .

An isotope e ect, (s), In the super uid densiy is
surprising because for a sin ple BC S superconductor it is
rigorously zero. A ccording to Leggettstheorem , ¢ is just
the total integrated spectralw eight ofthe free carriersie.
the totalcarrierdensity divided by thee ectivem asd[l8].
But, when there are strong departures from nearly-free—
electron theory thisneed notbe so. W e identify two cases
for HTS in which an isotope e ect n 5 arises: in the
presence of (i) In purity scattering, and (i) a pseudogap.

HTS possess a d-w ave order param eter and in the pres—
ence of In purity scatteringboth T, and ¢ aredin inished.
T he degree to which they are reduced depends upon the
m agnitude ofthe scattering rate, , relative to them axi-
mum gap param eter, o,neark = ( ;0).In thepresence
of a com peting pseudogap, spectral weight rem oved by
the pseudogap is no longer available for the condensate
and, again,both T, and ¢ aredin inished. T he degree to
which they are reduced depends upon the relative m ag—
niudes of the pseudogap and the SC gap. Thus, T, and

s are reduced according to the m agniude of the ratios
= o for in purity scattering, and E4= ( for a pseudo-
gap. In either case, a relatively sm all isotope e ect in

o will necessarily produce enhanced isotope e ects in
T. and ¢ which diverge as T ! 0. Now it has been
shown from speci cheat, NM R and ARPES that, wih
increasing doping, E 4 decreases and closes abruptly at a
criticaldoping state, perit = 0:19 holes/Cu, in the lightly
overdoped regin et_4]. Tt ollow s that the isotope e ect in

s should disappear at critical doping where the pseu-
dogap closes provided that in purity scattering is absent.
Our nitialtask is to quantify these e ects.
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FIG .1l: The fractional suppression of T and super uid den—
sity in a d-wave SC wih (a) unitary-Iim it in purity scattering
and (o) a NS trangular pseudogap w ith gap energy E4.

First, we recall that there is no isotope e ect In the
pseudogap. W e have exam ined the 8°Y Knight shift ;n
YBa,Cuy0 g usihhg m agic angle spinning w ith extrem ely
narrow linew idths ( 100 H z) and found no isotope e ect
within the bounds (E4)  001)l1v]. Though not essen—
tial, we proceed under the assum ption that an isotope
e ectiscon ned to the pairing gap, o, and absent from
the pseudogap, E 4. The sn all isotope e ect cbserved in
1=T1 T in the sam e com pound does not re ect an isotope
e ect in the pseudogap. Usihg the enhanced suscepti-
bility form alisn it devolves, rather surprisingly, into an
isotope e ect In the param agnon ﬁ:equency-r_l?l]

T heory. Im purity scattering for a d-w ave order param —
eter has been Investigated by m any authors[lgi, E-Q'] We
sum m arize the results n Fig. 1 (@) which show s the de-
pression of T, and s as a function of = =, where

¢ Is the critical scattering rate for fully suppressing
T.. The reduction in T. follow s the standard A brikosov—
G orkov equation. In theunitary lim i, the scattering rate
= n= N Er ) wheren; isthe density of scatterers and
N E ) istheNSDOS.Fig.1l(@) showsthatT.( )=T, 2lls
at st slowly then accelerates while () fallsat st
rapidly then slowsas grows.W ede ne the finctionsh
and ggiven by s( )=g = h( ) and Tc( )=To = g( ).
The isotope e ectsin ¢ and T are
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FIG . 2: Oxygen isotope exponent In super uid density plot—
ted against that in Tc for Laz x SxCui y ZnyO 4. Panel (a)
show s the calculated (red line) and observed e ect of In puri-
ties for overdoped (x = 0:19,y= 0,1, 2, 24% ) and strongly
underdoped (x = 0:09, y = 0, 05, 1% ) samples. Previous
data is also shown (plue down triangles). Panel (o) shows
m ore data for 0:10 X 019, with y = 0 (blue squares),
and 1% Zn (green squares) and reveals an anom alous devia—
tion from the canonical pseudogap line (red line). P revious
data is shown forY: , Prp,Ba,Cuz0~ (blue up trianglk).

The prim e iIndicates di erentiation ofh ( ) org( ). Thus

(&)= t=h) 1 1t (@) @)

W e have shown previously [_Ij, :_L-7_i] that the isotope ef-
fect In T, across the entire phase diagram is consistent
w ith an underlying exponent (in the absence of scatter—
Ing and pseudogap) of (Tco) 006. Thered lnein Fig.
2 (@) shows ( g)pltted versus (I.) usingthisvalue. In
the absence of In purity scattering ( s) = 0 and (T¢)
= (Tg) = 0.06. This is the keft-hand tem ination of
the red line. W ih increasing scattering both ( ¢) and

(T.) rdse along the line, and nally divergeas ! ..

Tuming to the pseudogap, speci ¢ hea‘u'_IB] and tunnel-
Ing m easurem ents f_Z-J_J'] show that the pseudogap is non—
states-conserving, w ith an approxin ately triangular en—
ergy dependence, and pinned to theFem ilevel, Er . W e
assum e therefore a triangular nom alstate DO S:

NE)=No £ EFES;@E; E
= Ny; £

Er j< Eq ©);
Er 3> E4 ):
@3)

and solve standard weak-coupling d-wave BC S expres—
sions to calculate T as a function of E 4. For this par-
ticublr NS DOS Tc ! OasEg ! 2:397ks T) where kg



is Boltzm anns constant and T2 = T. E4 = 0). Fig. 1)
shows T, plbtted as a function of = E4=@2:397ks T?).
A s Por in purity scattering, the depression in T. is slow
at rstandmorerapidas ! 1.

E ]sewhere[_éé] we have calculated the e ect ofa trdan-—
gular pseudogap on 5. The approach is adm ittedly for
a Fem i liquid but we note that the e ects we describe
are dom inated by the nodal regions of the Fem i surface
where such a Fem i liquid approach ism ore lkely to be
valid. s ( )isplotted asa functionof nFig.1 (). This
exhibits an initial rapid allwhich slow sasE 4 grow s and

! 1. The overall behavior is qualitatively sin ilar to
that shown In Fig. 1 @) for im purity scattering, but dif-
fers n detail. W e could therefore de ne new functions
h( ) and g( ) as above and derive an equation form ally
dentical to eq. (2) to describe the isotope e ects n ¢
and T. associated w ith the presence of the pseudogap.
These equations show that when the pseudogap closes
at critical doping we have = 0 and (s) = 0 whik

T.)= (T20). The resultant curve ( 5) versus (T¢)
alm ost exactly coincidesw ith the red Ine in Fig. 2 @) . If
there were an isotope e ect In the psesudogap (L) In
eg. (1) should be replaced by [ (Tco) Eg4)] and eqg.
(2) and the red line n Fig. 2 rem ain unchanged.

Experim ental details. La; x SxCu; y Zny,04 samples
w ere synthesized by solid state reaction at 985 C in airby
repeated m illing, pelletization and reaction until phase
pure as detem ned by xray di raction. Two am all, ap—
proxinately 2 2 3mnt bars, were cut from alongside
each other at the centre ofeach ofthe resultant pellets to
ensure, as much as possble, ddentical pairs. They were
isotope exchanged in identical quartz tubes, one charged
w ith 190 and the otherw ith 80, side by side 1n a fiimace.
The %0 gas (from Isotec) was 99% enriched and several
exchanges w ere em ployed until about 95% exchange was
achieved. On the nalexchange the sam ples were slow
cooled then annealed for 15 hoursat 500 C to ensure oxy—
genation to full stoichiom etry. T he degree of exchange
was con med by Ram an m easurem ents of the spectral
shifts of the oxygen phonons.

To determm ine the isotope shifts n T, and 5 we car-
ried out eld-cooled D C m agnetization m easurem ents in
the m ixed state at 150 Oe. For this regin e Zhao and
M orrisfl5] adopted the relation R3]

( M)/ (= )0c®E) T] [HHo=dT #@ °
)

for the lm it, near T., of ;. Here ry is the mean
radius of the SC grains. T hese authors showed that this
relation could be used to deduce separate isotope e ects
In ng and m . But the algebra was lncorrect (see Ap-—
pendix below). A firther problem arisesP4] in that, or
am ﬁ]lpartjc]es, this relation doesnot satisfy the sum rule,

o M #H)JH = Uy the condensation energy. W ih a
mean grain size of25 m and ., (0) ranging from 02 to

1)T.]' “are plotted versus

temperature [K]

FIG . 3: M agnetization versus T for Laz x SxCui y ZnyO4.
Panel (@) showsx = 019wihy= 0,1,2,24% (solid curves)
and x = 0:09wih y= 0,05, 1% (dashed curves). Panel (b)
show s data for Zn—-free sampleswih 009 x 022.

032 m {_2-5], we adopt the Iim it ry which is clearly
satis ed up to a few K below T.. Thisyields

M/ 2L T=LI: ()
Thus the isotope coe cient in the slope of M (T) is
given by () (I.). W hat we report is the partial
isotope exponent due to the change in oxygen m ass only.
W e obtained qualitatively sin ilar results w ith M eissner
state m easurem ents at 10 O e (hot shown).

Results. W e start rstwith thee ect ofimpuriy scat-
tering In the overdoped region x = 0:19 where the pseu—
dogap is absent. Tustrative plots of m agnetization ver-
sus tem perature are shown In Fig. 3@) ory = 0,1, 2
and 24% (solid curves). It evident that an isotope ef-
fect In T, is present in each but that one In ¢ is only
present In the higher Zn concentrations. Valuesof ( )
(T.) In Fig. 2 @) (left-hand cluster
of blue, green, black and m auve squares) and they are
seen to be roughly consistent w ith the m odelcalculation.
The factthat (5)! Oasy ! 0 Indirectly showsthat
any disorder potential present in Zn-free La, x S5, CuO 4
In the overdoped region istoo am allto present signi cant
scattering and hence ( ) = 0. It also seam s unlkely
that there isany signi cant phase separation because the
dom ain walls would surely act as scattering centers.

Tuming to the heavily underdoped pseudogap region,
we show m agnetization curves n Fig. 3 (@) forx = 0:09



wih y= 0,05 and 1% Zn (dashed curves). The resul-
tant ( 5) versus (T.) values are plotted In Fig. 2 @),
shown by the blue, red and green data points to the
right. These continue to track up the canonical curve,
show ing that the pseudogap and in purity scattering have
essentially the same e ect n such a plot. To this data
w e add previously-reported [_ié] values forLay, x S, CuO 4

obtained using muon soin relaxation ( SR) wih x =

0.080 and 0.086 (plue down triangles). The collective
data is generally consistent w ith the m odel.

Fig. 3 o) show sa selection of illustrative plotsofM vs
T forZn—free sam plesw ith x rangihg from 0.09to 022. It
is Inm ediately evident from the low-T values ofM that

(s) = 0 forallx > 0:19 but becom es non—zero and
large as x Allsbelow 0.19. Values of ( ) are plotted
against (T.) n Fig. 2 () (lie squares) and increas-
Ing doping is shown by the arrow . Here, a rem arkable
anom aly is evident. T he overdoped data and the heavily
underdoped data lie near the canonical pseudogap lne.
Butnearx = 0:12 the data deviates drastically from this
canonicalbehavior. This is presum ably due to the pres-
ence of charged stripes, nferred from neutron scattering
near p= 1/8, which provide strong electronic coupling to
the lattice. If the pseudogap itself arose from  uctuat-
ing stripes onem ight expect the anom aly to drive up the
canonical line. T he huge deviation suggests a fiindam en—
tally di erent behavior and clearly distinguishes stripes
from the pseudogap nearp=1/8.

In orderto further test this interpretation we exam ined
the e ects of non-m agnetic Zn substitution. O ur expec—
tation was that the combined e ects of soin vacancies
and the tendency of Zn to enhance the canonicalbehav-
jorwould be to broaden and weaken the anom aly pushing
it up the canonicalline. Fig. 2 o) showsthee ectofl%
Zn substitution (green squares). T he contour, indicated
by the green curve, con m s our expectations.

Finally, we show by the upward open trianglk in
Fig. 2{) recently reported ( 5) and (T.) data for
Y, ,PrBa,Cuz0; obtained by K hasanov et al. using

SR £7]. For z = 03 these authors fund T, = 593K
and we estin ate that the doping state is very close to
p= 0:125. And yet the data resides close to the canon—
ical line com pletely free of the anom alous deviation as-
sociated w ith stripes. It is clear from inelastic neutron
scattering studies that the YBa,Cu3z0O;  com pound ex—
hiits a m uch weaker tendency to stripe form ation. C on—
sistent w ith thiswe nd this sam ple exhibits essentially
stripe-free canonical pseudogap behavior.

W e conclude that our results and analysis dem onstrate
a clear distinction between the canonicale ects on the
super uid density arising from the pssudogap and in pu—
rity scattering on the one hand and stripe correlations
on the other. W e achieve this by exam ining a plot of

(s) versus (T.) which is relatively nsensitive to the
precise details ofthe NS DO S. Stripes cause a huge de-
viation from this canonicalbehavior associated w ith the

strong electronic coupling to the lattice arising from spa-—
tial charge m odulation. On the basis of these results
we m ake the in portant conclusion that stripe and pseu—
dogap correlations are fiindam entally di erent and both
com pete w ith each other and w ith superconductivity.

W e acknow ledge nancial support from the M ars—
den Fund and the M adD iam id Institute (JLT, JS and
GVMW ) and from Triniy College, C am bridge and the
Cambridge Comm onwealth Trust RSI).

A ppendix — isotope e ect inm *?

Several authors I_l-g:, :_l-é] have considered the possbility
that the isotope e ect in 3 / ng=m may be resolved
nto ms) - M ) and they have sought to determ ine
these two com ponents separately.

Zhao et all}é] Investigated the oxygen isotope depen-—
dence of the orthorhom bic/tetragonal © /T) transition
In Lay x Si,CuO4 and found a nulle ect. Because the
O /T transition tem perature is doping dependent they
took this to indicate that there was no isotope e ect in
the carrier concentration and consequently the isotope
e ect in 5 derives wholly from the isotopee ect n m
ie. ()= fm ). However, the location ofthe O /T
transition is an ion-size dependent e ect not prim arily a
doping e ect and, m oreover, there is no sim ple relation—
ship between the doped hole concentration, x, and the
carrier concentration.

E Isew here, Zhao and M orris{l5] use eq. (5) for 10G
m easurem ents to yield a m agnetisation slope

P,/ réns=Tcm ; ()

while or150G m easurem entsthey useeq. (4) from which
they deduce

Py / rgn2:3=Tcm : (7)

C learly, m easurem ent of the isotope e ectsin P, and P,

would allow extraction ofthe Individualisotopee ectsin

ngand inm .However, eq. (4) doesnot lead to eq. (7).
To see this we consider the relation t_2-§‘]

He0)= 0T BH =dT k. = o=@ (OF): @)
which, on substiution in eq.(4) when = (0)= (0) 1,
reduces to eq. (5) and

P,/ Py / ng=T.m : 9)

Thus the isotope e ect In s cannot be sgparated into
separate contributions from () and @ ) n theway
suggested by Zhao and M orris.
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