
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
50

71
23

v2
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.m
tr

l-
sc

i]
  6

 S
ep

 2
00

5

Suppressed M agnetization in La0:7C a0:3M nO 3/Y B a2C u3O 7� �

Superlattices

A.Ho�m ann� and S.G.E.te Velthuis

M aterialsScience Division,Argonne NationalLaboratory,Argonne,Illinois60439

Z.Sefrioui and J. Santam ar��a

GFM C. Dpto. Fisica Aplicada III,

Universidad Com plutense de M adrid,28040 M adrid,Spain

M .R.Fitzsim m ons and S.Park

Los Alam os NationalLaboratory Los Alam os,New M exico 87545

M . Varela

Condensed M atter Sciences Division,

Oak Ridge NationalLaboratory,Oak Ridge,Tennessee 37831-6030

(Dated:M arch 23,2024)

Abstract

W e studied the m agnetic properties ofLa0:7Ca0:3M nO 3 / YBa2Cu3O 7�� superlattices. M ag-

netom etry showed that with increasing YBa2Cu3O 7�� layer thickness the saturation m agnetiza-

tion per La0:7Ca0:3M nO 3 layer decreases. From polarized neutron reectom etry we determ ined

that this m agnetization reduction is due to an inhom ogenous m agnetization depth pro�le aris-

ing from the suppression ofm agnetization near the La0:7Ca0:3M nO 3 / YBa2Cu3O 7�� interface.

Electron energy lossspectroscopy indicatesan increased 3d band occupation ofthe M n atom sin

the La0:7Ca0:3M nO 3 layers at the interface. Thus,the suppression offerrom agnetic orderat the

La0:7Ca0:3M nO 3 / YBa2Cu3O 7�� interface ism ostlikely due to charge transferbetween the two

m aterials.

PACS num bers:74.45.+ c,74.78.Fk,75.70.Cn
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The interplay between ferrom agnetism and superconductivity has been oflongstand-

ing research interest, since the com petition between these generally m utually exclusive

types oflong-range order gives rise to a rich variety ofphenom ena.1 Using ferrom agnetic

(F)/superconducting(S)layered heterostructuresenablesinvestigation ofdiversee�ects,i.e.,

non-m onotonicchangesofthesuperconducting transition tem perature2 Tc and �-Junctions
3

in S/F/S structures,and the dependence ofTc on the relative m agnetization direction in

F/S/F structures.4 Layered heterostructuresalsoo�eropportunitiesto help resolvetheoret-

icalpredictionswith respectto F/S structures,such astripletsuperconductivity.5

M ost studies ofF/S heterostructures involved transition m etalsystem s. But there is

increasing interestin F/S structuresin which com binationsofcom plex m aterialsbased on

perovskite oxides are used, since these m aterials on their own show unusualproperties.

M any di�erentcupratehigh-Tc superconductorsarecharacterized by a shortsuperconduct-

ing coherence length and an anisotropic superconducting gap. At the sam e tim e m an-

ganites are atypicalferrom agnets in that they exhibit colossalm agnetoresistance and are

potentially half-m etallic.Sinceboth classesofm aterialshavevery sim ilarperovskitestruc-

tureswith com parable lattice constantsin the basalplane,itispossible to com bine them

into structurally coherentsuperlatticeswith very sharp interfaces.6,7 Previousexperim ents

havealready shown thatcuprate/m anganitebased superlatticeshavedistinctively di�erent

properties com pared to their transition m etalcounterparts. They exhibit unusually long

ranging proxim ity e�ects,8 spin injection into the superconducting layer,9 and even giant

m agnetoresistance.10

Previousworkm ostlyfocused on theinuenceofproxim itye�ectson thesuperconducting

propertieslikethesuperconducting transition tem peratureorcriticalcurrentdensity.Here,

we focuson the m agnetic propertiesofthe m agnetic layers. In thispaperwe show thatin

La0:7Ca0:3M nO 3 (LCM O)/YBa2Cu3O 7�� (YBCO)superlatticestheferrom agneticordering

issuppressed atthe interface between LCM O and YBCO.Thisaddsm ore com plexity for

explaining proxim ity e�ectsin oxidebased heterostructures.

TheLCM O/YBCO superlatticesweregrown byhigh pressuresputteringon (100)SrTiO 3

substrates. Forone seriesofsuperlatticesthe LCM O layerthicknesswaskeptconstantat

15 unitcells(corresponding to 60 �A),while the YBCO layerthicknesswasvaried between

1 and 12 unit cells. X-ray di�raction indicated that the sam ples are epitaxialand x-ray

reectivity showed thattheinterfacesarewellde�ned with roughnessesbelow oneunitcell
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forthe layers close to the substrate. The roughness increased to about35 �A forthe top-

m ost layers. Scanning tranm ission electron m icroscopy also indicated a sim ilar trend for

the interface roughnesses. M agnetic hystersis loops were m easured with a Quantum De-

sign superconducting quantum interference device system .Polarized neutron reectom etry

m easurem entsweretaken on 5� 10m m 2 sam plesusingPOSY1 atIPNS (Argonne)and AS-

TERIX atLANSCE (LosAlam os). Electron m icroscopy observationsand electron energy

lossspectroscopy (EELS)m easurem entswereobtained in adedicated scanningtransm ission

scanning m icroscope VG M icroscopesHB501UX,operated at100 kV and equipped with a

Nion aberration correctorand an En�na EEL spectrom eter.Crosssectionalspecim enswere

prepared by conventionalm ethods: grinding,dim pling,and Arion m illing at5 kV.Final

cleaning wasperform ed at0.5 kV.

The saturation m agnetization attributed to the LCM O layersshowsa drastic reduction

with decreasing LCM O thickness(Fig.1).Thesaturation m agnetization iswellbelow both

the bulk value11 ofM s = 576 em u/cm 3 and the values ofM s � 400 em u/cm 3 observed

for single layer LCM O thin �lm s12 prepared under sim ilar conditions as the superlattices

discussed in thispaper. Previously,the saturation m agnetization ofYBCO/LCM O super-

latticeswere observed to achieve valuescom parable to single layerLCM O �lm sonly when

the LCM O layer thickness exceeded 100 unit cells13 (in our case the thickness is 15 unit

cells).Thisobservation im pliesthattheproxim ity ofYBCO to LCM O a�ectsthem agnetic

propertiesofLCM O foreitherintrinsicorextrinsicreasons.

An im portantkeytounderstandingtheorigin ofthereduced m agnetization in theLCM O

can befound in them agnetization depth pro�leofeach LCM O layer.Thisinform ation can

be readily obtained from polarized neutron reectom etry.14 Briey,the technique involves

reection ofa polarized neutron beam with wave vectorki from the sam ple onto a polar-

ization analyzer with wave vector kf. Use ofa polarized beam with polarization analysis

perm itsdeterm ination ofthespin-dependentneutron reectivities.The di�erence between

thenon-spin-ip reectivitiesR+ + and R �� (with theneutron spin paralleland antiparallel

to the to the applied �eld,respectively) is determ ined by the com ponent ofthe m agneti-

zation depth pro�le,which is parallelto the applied m agnetic �eld and perpendicular to

q = kf � ki. In our experim ent the m agnetic �eld is applied along the surface plane.

Sinceweperform ed ourm easurem entsin saturation (asdeterm ined by m agnetom etry),the

perpendicularm agnetization com ponentiszero and weonly presentnon-spin-ip reectiv-
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FIG .1:Saturation m agnetization m easured at100 K norm alized to theLCM O volum efor[LCM O

15 u.c./YBCO n u.c.] superlatticeswith varying YBCO thickness. The dashed line isa guide to

the eye.

ities. The m om entum transfer(q-dependence)ofthe reectivitiesisrelated to the Fourier

com ponentsofthem agnetization depth pro�le{ providing depth sensitivity.15 Using an it-

erative process,16 the reectivitiescalculated from m odelstructurescom prised ofchem ical

and m agneticaldepth pro�les,can be�tted to theobserved reectivities.

Figure2 showspolarized neutron reectivitiesfora sam plewith 3 unitcellthick YBCO

layers. The m easurem ents were taken with the sam ple at 120 K and an applied �eld of

5.4 kOe. The �rst and second Bragg peaks due to the superlattice structure are clearly

visible. In orderto analyze the neutron reectivity data we �rstdeterm ined the chem ical

structure with X-ray reectivity, which is shown with the corresponding �t in the inset

ofFig.2. The structuralparam eterswere then used forthe subsequent �tofthe neutron

reectivity data,wheretheonly freeparam etersweretheneutron scatteringlength densities

and them agnetization depth pro�le.

For the �t ofthe polarized neutron reectivity data we used two di�erent m odels for

them agnetization depth pro�le.Onewhere them agnetization ishom ogeneousthroughout

each LCM O layer,and the other in which the m agnetization is inhom ogeneous such that

them agnetization issuppressed closetotheLCM O/YBCO interface.Forcom parison ofthe

two cases,we plotin Fig.3 the m easured neutron spin asym m etry (R + + � R �� )=(R + + +

R �� )togetherwith thebest�tsforboth thehom ogeneousand theinhom ogeneousm odel.

Notice, that the sign ofthe spin asym m etry is opposite for the two m odelcalculations
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FIG .2: (Coloronline)Polarized neutron reectivity forthe [LCM O 15 u.c/YBCO 3 u.c.] super-

lattice in saturation. The inset shows X-ray reectivity for the sam e sam ple. The experim ental

data ispresented by thesym bols,whilethelinesare �ts.The�tforthe neutron data isbased on

the m odelusing an inhom ogeneousm agnetization asdiscussed in thetext.

atthe position ofthe second superlattice Bragg peak (at0.15 1/�A).The sign ofthe spin

asym m etry ispositivefortheinhom ogeneouscase,whileitisnegativeforthehom ogeneous

case. Experim entally the asym m etry integrated around the second superlattice peak (q =

0:13{0.17 1/�A) is clearly positive: A = 0:4 � 0:3. This shows unam biguously that the

m agnetization in the LCM O isreduced close to the interface with YBCO.In addition the

experim entalspin asym m etry near the criticaledge and �rst superlattice Bragg peak is

signi�cantly better�tted by the inhom ogeneousm odel. A direct com parison between the

experim entalpolarized neutron reectivitiesand the�tsbased on theinhom ogeneousm odel

is also shown in Fig.2. An even better �t forthe neutron data could be obtained ifthe

structuralparam eterswerealso varied.

Recently,Stahn atal.explained theirneutron reectom etry data with two possible sce-

narios;one with a suppressed m agnetization in the LCM O,sim ilar to our case,and the

other one where close to the interface a net m agnetic m om ent is induced in the YBCO

layer,which should beantiparalleltotheLCM O m om ents.17 W ecan excludethelatterpos-

sibility,since in ourm easurem ents,the reversalin sign ofthe spin asym m etry around the

second Bragg peak isa sm oking gun forthesuppressed m agnetization.W ecan exclude an

additionally induced netm agnetization in the YBCO,eitherparallelorantiparallelto the

m agnetization in the LCM O.Sim ulationsforboth casesalwaysresultin the wrong sign of
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FIG .3: (Color online) Spin asym m etry (R + + � R
�� )=(R + + + R

�� ) ofthe neutron reectivity.

Thelinewith sym bolsindicatetheexperim entaldata,whilethedashed and solid lineindicatethe

�tted spin asym m etry forthe hom ogeneousand inhom ogeneousm odels,respectively.

thespin asym m etry atthesecond Bragg peak,sim ilarto thehom ogenousm odeldiscussed

previously.

The structuralpro�le obtained from the �t to the X-ray data,and the m agnetization

pro�le obtained from the �t to the neutron data are shown in detailin Fig.4(a). The

m agneticlayerthicknessisreduced com pared tothestructurallayerthicknessoveradistance

up to 12� 1 �A away from theinterfaceinto theLCM O.Furtherm ore,them agnetization in

the m iddle ofeach LCM O layer(158� 7 em u/cm 3)isonly about1/3 ofthe bulk LCM O

m agnetization value.Thisreduced valuem ay bepartly dueto theelevated tem peratureof

the m easurem ent and partly due to a charge transferbetween the YBCO and the LCM O

layerasdiscussed below.

In order to further investigate the origin ofthe reduced m agnetization we perform ed

EELS spectroscopy with atom icresolution.From theanalysisofthe M n L edge at640 eV

the form aloxidation state ofM n in the LCM O can be determ ined.18,19 Figure 4(b)shows

the variation ofthe M n 3d band occupationsacrossa single LCM O layerin a [LCM O 40

u.c./YBCO 12u.c.]superlattice.Thesem easurem entswereaveraged overa lateraldistance

parallelto the interface of6 nm . Based on the chosen chem icaldoping ofthe LCM O we

anticipate 3.67 3d electrons perM n ion,which is in good agreem ent with the occupation

3:62� 0:18 m easured by EELS averaged over the whole LCM O layer. However,nearthe

YBCO/LCM O interface a spatially inhom ogeneous distribution was found. The num ber
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FIG .4:(Coloronline)(a)Depth pro�leofthem agnetization (from polarized neutron reectom etry)

and chem icalstructuregiven by theX-ray scattering length density forthe[LCM O 15 u.c./YBCO

3 u.c.] superlattice. The verticallines indicate the structuralLCM O /YBCO interfaces. Error

barsforthe m odelparam etersofthe �tare also indicated.(b)O ccupation ofthe M n 3d band as

determ ined from EELS spectroscopy asa function ofdistanceacrossoneLCM O layerfora [LCM O

40 u.c./YBCO 12 u.c.]superlattice.

of3d electrons per form ula unit was found to increase,and the increase scaled inversely

with them agnetization suppression.Interestingly,forcloseto four3d electronsperM n ion

LCM O exhibitsantiferrom agnetic ordering.Also,the EELS data show an overalldecrease

in the num ber of3d electrons per M n ion in the center ofthe layer. A survey ofother

sim ilarly prepared sam plesalsofound ageneraldecreaseoftheelectron occupation nearthe

�lm center.20 Thissuggeststhatthereisanetchargetransferfrom theYBCO totheLCM O

layer.Recently infrared absorption alsofound along-rangechargetransferin YBCO/LCM O

superlattices.21

It is usefulto estim ate in the LCM O layer the Thom as-Ferm iscreening length �TF =

1=2
q

a0=n
1=3,which isthe typicallength scale forcharge inhom ogeneities. Here a0 is the

Bohr radius and n is the charge carrier density, which in m anganites is typically 1019{
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1022 cm �3 .22 Using this range ofcharge carrier density, we obtain �TF = 2{6 �A,which

correspondsto a distance ofone to two unitcellsofthe LCM O layers.From the �tto the

neutron data weobtain a 12� 1 �A thick region overwhich them agnetization issuppressed

within each LCM O layer.Thesim ilarity oftheselength scalessuggeststhatthesuppression

ofthe saturation m agnetization m ay be due to a charge transferacrossthe interface. Also

notice that band bending at the interface m ight give rise to a longer distance for charge

redistributionsthan estim ated by �TF .Thecontinuously varying doping,asevidenced from

theEELSm easurem ents,m aygiverisetoantiferrom agneticorderclosetotheYBCO/LCM O

interface,which again isconsistentwith thesuppressed m agnetization attheinterface.The

LCM O recovers ferrom agnetic orderonly once itisfurtheraway from the interface. This

interpretation ofthe data is also consistent with the recently observed exchange bias in

YBCO/LCM O superlatticesarising from exchangecoupling between a ferrom agnetand an

antiferrom agnet.23,24

Thedepressed m agnetization attheinterfacem ayalsoprovidean explanation forthelong

rangeproxim ity e�ectreported recently in YBCO/LCM O heterostructures.M easurem ents

ofTc ofF/S/F trilayers and superlattices as a function ofthe thickness ofthe F layer

suggest that the order param eter penetrates distances up to 5 nm into the ferrom agnet.8

There should notbe any ferrom agnetic / (singlet)superconducting proxim ity e�ectifthe

LCM O werehalfm etallic.25 However,thesuppressed m agnetization attheinterfaceand the

depressed m agnetization value within the LCM O layer suggest otherwise. The exchange

splitting �E ex is connected to the m agnetic m om ent (�) through an e�ective exchange

integralIeff as�E ex = �Ieff.Thereduced m om entm ay bereecting adecreased exchange

splitting thus providing a scenario for the penetration ofthe superconductivity into the

ferrom agnet.26

In conclusion,wehaveshown unam biguously thatthem agnetization in LCM O layersis

suppressed atthe interface with YBCO.The suppression ofm agnetization atthe interface

iscorrelated with an increased occupancy ofelectron chargeattheM n sites.Thissuppres-

sion ofm agnetization m ay bea consequence ofthe redistribution ofelectric chargesatthe

LCM O/YBCO interface.
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