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N eutron Scattering Studies of

A ntiferrom agnetic C orrelations in C uprates

John M .Tranquada

PhysicsD epartm ent,Brookhaven NationalLaboratory,Upton,NY 11973,USA

Sum m ary. Neutron scattering studieshaveprovided im portantinform ation about

the m om entum and energy dependence ofm agnetic excitations in cuprate super-

conductors.O fparticularinterestare therecentindicationsofa universalm agnetic

excitation spectrum in hole-doped cuprates.Thatstartingpointprovidesm otivation

forreviewing the antiferrom agnetic state ofthe parentinsulators,and the destruc-

tion ofthe ordered state by hole doping.The nature ofspin correlations in stripe-

ordered phasesisdiscussed,followed by a description ofthedoping and tem perature

dependence ofm agnetic correlations in superconducting cuprates.Afterdescribing

the im pact on the m agnetic correlations ofperturbations such as an applied m ag-

netic �eld or im purity substitution,a brief sum m ary of work on electron-doped

cuprates is given.The chapter concludes with a sum m ary ofexperim entaltrends

and a discussion oftheoreticalperspectives.

8.1 Introduction

Neutron scattering hasplayed a m ajorrole in characterizing the nature and
strength ofantiferrom agnetic interactions and correlations in the cuprates.
Following Anderson’sobservation [1]thatLa2CuO 4,theparentcom pound of
the �rsthigh-tem perature superconductor,should be a correlated insulator,
with m om entsofneighboringCu2+ ionsanti-aligned duetothesuperexchange
interaction,antiferrom agnetic order was discovered in a neutron di�raction
study ofa polycrystalline sam ple [2].W hen single-crystalsam ples becam e
available,inelastic studies ofthe spin wavesdeterm ined the strength ofthe
superexchange,J,aswellasweakerinteractions,such asthecouplingbetween
CuO 2 layers.Theexistenceofstrongantiferrom agneticspin correlationsabove
the N�eeltem perature,TN ,hasbeen dem onstrated and explained.O vertim e,
the quality ofsuch characterizationshasim proved considerably with gradual
evolution in the sizeand quality ofsam plesand in experim entaltechniques.

O fcourse,whatwearereallyinterestedin understandingaretheoptim ally-
doped cupratesuperconductors.Ittook m uch longerto geta clearpicture of
them agneticexcitationsin thesecom pounds,which should notbesurprising
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given thatthereisno staticm agneticorder,them agneticm om entsaresm all,
and thebandwidth characterizingthem agneticexcitationsisquitelarge.Nev-
ertheless,we are �nally ata pointwhere a picture ofuniversalbehavior,for
atleasttwo fam iliesofcuprates,isbeginning to em erge.Thus,itseem srea-
sonable to startour story with recentresults on the excitation spectrum in
superconducting YBa2Cu3O 6+ x and La2�x SrxCuO 4,and the nature ofthe
spin gap thatappearsbelow thesuperconducting transition tem perature,Tc.
(Note that these are hole-doped superconductors,which is where m ost of
the em phasis willbe placed in this chapter.) An im portant result is that
this spectrum looks quite sim ilar to that m easured for La1:875Ba0:125CuO 4,
a com pound in which Tc is depressed towards zero and ordered charge and
spin stripesareobserved.Thenatureofstripeorderand itsrelevancewillbe
discussed later.

Following the initialdiscussion ofresultsforthe superconductorsin x8.2,
one can have a betterappreciation forthe antiferrom agnetism ofthe parent
insulators,presented in x8.3.The destruction ofantiferrom agnetic order by
holedopingisdiscussed in x8.4.In x8.5,evidenceforstripeorder,and forother
possible ordered statescom peting with superconductivity,isconsidered.x8.6
discusses how the m agnetic correlations in superconducting cuprates evolve
with hole-doping and with tem perature.W hile doping tendsto destroy anti-
ferrom agneticorder,perturbationsofthedoped statecan inducestaticorder,
orm odifythedynam ics,and thesee�ectsarediscussed in x8.7.A briefdescrip-
tion ofworkon electron-doped cupratesisgiven in x8.8.Thechapterconcludes
with a discussion,in x8.9,ofexperim entaltrendsand theoreticalperspectives
on the m agnetic correlationsin the cuprates.It should be noted that there
isnotspace here fora com plete review ofneutron studiesofcuprates;som e
earlierreviewsand di�erentperspectivesappearin Refs.[3,4,5,6,7,8].

Beforegetting started,itisusefulto �rstestablish som enotation.A gen-
eralwave vector Q = (h;k;l) is speci�ed in units ofthe reciprocallattice,
(a�;b�;c�)= (2�=a;2�=b;2�=c).The CuO2 planesareapproxim ately square,
with a Cu-Cu distance ofa � b � 3:8�A.Antiferrom agnetic order ofCu
m om ents (S = 1

2
) in a single plane causes a doubling ofthe unit celland

is characterized by the wave vectorQ A F = (1
2
;1
2
;0),asindicate in Fig.8.1;

however,the relative ordering ofthe spinsalong the c axiscan cause the in-
tensitiesof(1

2
;1
2
;L)superlatticepeakstohaveastronglym odulated structure

factorasa function ofL.Forthe m agnetic excitations,we willgenerally be
interested in their dependence on Q 2D = Q � (1

2
;1
2
;L) associated with an

individualCuO 2 plane and ignoring the L dependence.
Them agnetic scattering function m easured with neutronscan be written

as[9,10]

S(Q ;!)=
X

�;�

�
��;� � Q�Q �=Q

2
�
S
�� (Q ;!); (8.1)

where

S
�� (Q ;!)=

1

2�

Z 1

�1

dte
�i!t

X

r

e
iQ �r

hS
�
0 (0)S

�
r (t)i: (8.2)
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Fig.8.1.(a)CuO 2 plane,indicatingpositionsoftheCu and O atom sand identifying

thelatticeparam eters,a and b.(b)Sketch ofantiferrom agneticorderofCu m om ents,

with �lled (em pty) circles representing up (down) spins.Solid line indicates the

chem icalunitcell;dashed linedenotesthem agneticunitcell.(c)Filled circles:Bragg

peak positions in reciprocal space corresponding to the chem ical lattice. Em pty

circle:m agnetic Bragg peak due to antiferrom agnetic order.D ashed line indicates

the antiferrom agnetic Brillouin zone.

HereS�r(t)isthe � (= x,y,z)com ponentofthe atom icspin atlatticesiter
and tim et,and theanglebrackets,h:::idenotean averageovercon�gurations.
Forinelasticscattering,itispossibleto relateS(Q ;!)to the im aginary part
ofthe dynam icalspin susceptibility,�00(Q ;!)via the 
uctuation-dissipation
theorem ,

S(Q ;!)=
�00(Q ;!)

1� e��h!=k B T
: (8.3)

Anotherusefulquantity isthe \local" susceptibility ~�00(!),de�ned as

~�00(!)=

Z

dQ 2D �
00(Q ;!): (8.4)

Experim entally,the integralis generally not perform ed over the entire �rst
Brillouin zone,butratheroverthe m easured region aboutQ A F.
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8.2 M agnetic excitations in hole-doped superconductors

8.2.1 D ispersion

M ost ofthe neutron scattering studies ofcuprate superconductors have fo-
cused on two fam ilies:La2�x SrxCuO 4 and YBa2Cu3O 6+ x.Thesim plereason
for this is that these are the only com pounds for which large crystals have
been available.Forquite som etim e itappeared thatthe m agneticspectra of
thesetwofam iliesweredistinct.In La2�x SrxCuO 4,thedistinctivefeaturewas
incom m ensurate scattering,studied atlow energies(< 20 m eV)[11,12,13],
whereas for YBa2Cu3O 6+ x the attention was focused on the com m ensurate
scattering (\41-m eV" or\resonance" peak [14,15,16,17,18])thatgrowsin
intensity (and shifts in energy [19]) as the tem perature is cooled below Tc.
A resonancepeak wasalso detected in Bi2Sr2CaCu2O 8+ � [20,21,22]and in
Tl2Ba2CuO 6+ �[23].Considerable theoreticalattention has been directed to-
wardstheresonancepeak and itssigni�cance(e.g.,see[24,25,26]).Thefact
thatno strongly tem perature-dependentexcitation atQ A F waseverobserved
in La2�x SrxCuO 4 raised questionsabouttheroleofm agneticexcitationsthe
cupratesuperconductivity.

W hile considerable em phasis has been placed on the resonance peak,it
hasbeen clearforquite som e tim e thatnorm al-statem agnetic excitationsin
under-doped YBa2Cu3O 6+ x extend overa large energy range [30,31],com -
parable to thatin the antiferrom agneticparentcom pound [32,33].The �rst
clear signature that the excitations below the resonance are incom m ensu-
rate,sim ilar to the low-energy excitations in La2�x SrxCuO 4 [11,13],was
obtained by M ook etal.[34]forYBa2Cu3O 6:6.Thatthese incom m ensurate
excitationsdisperseinwardstowardsthe resonanceenergy wasdem onstrated
in YBa2Cu3O 6:7 by Araietal.[35]and in YBa2Cu3O 6:85 by Bourgesetal.
[36].M ore recent m easurem ents have established a com m on picture ofthe
dispersion [27,37,38,28,39].

A schem atic ofthe m easured dispersion is shown in Fig.8.2,with the
energy norm alized to that ofthe com m ensurate excitations,E r.(Note that
the distribution ofintensity isnotintended to accurately re
ectexperim ent,
especially in the superconducting state.)The �gure also indicatesthe Q de-
pendence ofm agnetic scattering at �xed excitation energies.For E < E r,
m easurem entson crystallographically-twinned crystalsindicatea four-fold in-
tensity pattern,with m axim aatincom m ensuratewavevectorsdisplaced from
Q A F along [100]and [010]directions.For E > E r,Hayden etal.[27]infer
for their YBa2Cu3O 6:6 sam ple a four-fold structure that is rotated by 45�

com pared to low energies,whereasStock etal.[28]�nd an isotropic ring of
scattering for YBa2Cu3O 6:5.(These di�erences are m inor com pared to the
overalllevelofagreem ent.)The spectrum with a �nite spin gap isapplicable
to m easurem ents below Tc;the gap �lls in above Tc,where it also becom es
di�cultto resolveany incom m ensuratefeatures.

Fig.8.3 shows a direct com parison ofm easurem ents on La2�x SrxCuO 4

[40]and under-doped YBa2Cu3O 6+ x [27,28],with energy scaled by the su-
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Fig.8.2. Schem atic plots intended to represent neutron scattering m easurem ents

of�
00
(Q ;!)in superconducting YBa2Cu3O 6+ x atT � Tc.Panels(a),(b),and (c)

represent the distribution ofscattering in reciprocalspace about Q A F at relative

energies indicated by the dashed lines in (d),for a twinned sam ple.(d) �
00
along

Q = (h;
1

2
;L)asa function ofenergy (norm alized to thesaddle-pointenergy,which

is doping dependent).(a-d) m odeled after [27,28].(e) Anisotropic distribution of

scattering inferred for a detwinned,single-dom ain sam ple ofYBa2Cu3O 6:85,after

[29].

perexchangeenergy,J (seeTable8.1 in x8.3).Also included in the �gureare
results for La2�x BaxCuO 4 with x = 1

8
[41,42],a com pound ofinterest be-

cause ofthe occurrence ofcharge and spin stripe order[43](to be discussed
later) and a strongly suppressed Tc.At the lowest energies,the spin exci-
tationsriseoutofincom m ensuratem agnetic(two-dim ensional)Bragg peaks.
BesidesthepresenceofBraggpeaks,them agneticscatteringdi�ersfrom that
ofYBa2Cu3O 6+ x in theabsenceofaspin gap.Theresultsforoptim ally-doped
La2�x SrxCuO 4,with x = 0:16,interpolatebetween thesecases,exhibitingthe
sam e inward dispersion ofthe excitations towardsQ A F (m easured up to 40
m eV)and a spin gap ofinterm ediatem agnitudein thesuperconducting state
[40].The degreeofsim ilarity am ong the resultsshown in Fig.8.3 isstriking,
and suggeststhatthe m agnetic dispersion spectrum m ay be universalin the
cuprates[40,44].
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Fig. 8.3. Com parison of m easured dispersions along Q 2D = (0:5 + h;0:5) in

La2� xSrxCuO 4 with x = 0:10 (up triangles) and 0.16 (down triangles) from

Christensen et al. [40], in La1:875Ba0:125CuO 4 (�lled circles) from [42], and in

YBa2Cu3O 6+ x with x = 0:5 (squares) from Stock et al.[28]and 0.6 (diam onds)

from Hayden etal.[27].The energy has been scaled by the superexchange energy

J forthe appropriate parentinsulatorasgiven in Table 8.1.ForYBa2Cu3O 6:6,the

data athigherenergieswere �talong the [1,1]direction;the doubled sym bolswith

bars indicate two di�erent ways ofinterpolating the results for the [1,0]direction.

Theupwardly-dispersing dashed curvecorrespondstotheresultofBarnesand Riera

[45]fora 2-leg spin ladder,with an e�ective superexchangeof� 2

3
J;thedownward

curve isa guide to the eye.

Foroptim ally doped YBa2Cu3O 6+ x,the m easured dispersive excitations
arerestricted to a narrowerenergy window,asshown in Fig.8.11.Neverthe-
less,excitations are observed to disperse both downward and upward from
E r,and thequalitativesim ilarity with dispersionsatlowerdoping isobvious.

Anisotropy ofthe m agnetic scattering asa function ofQ 2D can be m ea-
sured in specially detwinned sam plesofYBa2Cu3O 6+ x,asthe crystalstruc-
ture has an anisotropy associated with the orientation ofthe CuO chains.
(Note that it is a m ajor experim entalchallenge to detwin sam ples ofsuf-
�cient volum e to allow a successfulinelastic neutron scattering study.) An
initialstudy ofa partially detwinned sam ple ofYBa2Cu3O 6:6 by M ook et
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Fig. 8.4. Com parison ofm easured dispersions along Q 2D = (0:5 + h;0:5 + h) in

the superconducting state ofYBa2Cu3O 6+ x with x = 0:6 (diam onds)from Hayden

etal.[27]and 0.85 (squares) from Pailh�es etal.[37].The solid lines represent the

m odeldispersion (and variation in dispersion) com patible with m easurem ents on

YBa2Cu3O 6:95 from Reznik etal.[38].

al.[46]dem onstrated that,for the incom m ensurate scattering at an energy
corresponding to 70% ofthe saddle point,the intensity is quite anistropic,
with m axim a along the a� direction (perpendicularto the orientation ofthe
CuO chains). A recent study of an array of highly detwinned crystals of
YBa2Cu3O 6:85 by Hinkov etal.[29]found substantialanisotropy in thepeak
scattered intensity foran energy of85% ofthesaddlepoint,butalso dem on-
strated thatscattered intensity atthatenergy form sa circle aboutQ A F [see
Fig.8.2(e)].M easurem entson a partially-detwinned sam ple ofYBa2Cu3O 6:5

by Stock etal.[47,28]suggesta strong anisotropy in the scattered intensity
at0:36E r,butessentially perfectisotropy forE > E r.

8.2.2 Spin gap and \resonance" peak

Foroptim ally-doped cuprates,them ostdram aticchangein them agneticscat-
tering with tem perature is the opening ofa spin gap,with redistribution of
spectralweight from below to above the gap.A clear exam ple ofthis has
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Fig.8.5.(a)The�tted peak intensity of�
00
(Q �;!)(whereQ � isthepeak position)

forLa2� xSrxCuO 4 with x = 0:16.(b)Thelocalsusceptibility,~�
00
(!).Filled sym bols:

T < Tc;open sym bols:T > Tc.Resultsarea com bination ofdata from tim e-of-
ight

m easurem ents(squares)and triple-axism easurem ents(diam onds).Linesareguides

to the eye.From Christensen etal.[40].

been presented recently by Christensen et al.[40]for La2�x SrxCuO 4 with
x = 0:16;theirresultsareshown in Fig.8.5.Fortheenergy rangeshown,the
scattering isincom m ensuratein Q ,with the dispersion indicated in Fig.8.3.
In the norm alstate,the am plitude of�00 headsto zero only at! = 0;in the
superconducting state,weight is rem oved from below a spin gap energy of
� s � 8 m eV,and shifted to energiesjustabove�s.Thisisapparentboth for
the plotofthe peak am plitude of�00 in Fig.8.5(a),and forthe Q -integrated
�00 in (b);within the experim entaluncertainty,the spectralweightbelow 40
m eV is conserved on cooling through Tc [40].Another im portant feature of
the spin gap is that its m agnitude is independent ofQ [48].This is ofpar-
ticularinterestbecause itis inconsistentwith a weak-coupling prediction of
�00fora d-wavesuperconductor,assum ing thatthespin responsecom esfrom
quasiparticles[49].

Thebehaviorissim ilarnearoptim aldoping in YBa2Cu3O 6+ x [36,37,38,
17],with the di�erence being thatthe spin gap energy of� 33 m eV ism uch
closerto E r = 41 m eV.Thestrongestintensity enhancem entbelow Tc occurs
atE r,where �00 ispeaked atQ A F;however,there isalso enhanced intensity
atenergiesa bitbelow and above E r,where �00 isincom m ensurate [36,37].
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from [20];LBCO :La2� xBaxCuO 4 (x =
1

8
)from [41].

Thespin gap � s decreasesand broadenswith underdoping,sothattheregion
overwhich �00� 0 isno m orethan a few m eV forYBa2Cu3O 6:5 [47,30,39].

Besidesthetem peraturedependence,thereisalsoasim ilarbehaviorofthe
enhanced intensity for these two cuprate fam ilies in response to an applied
m agnetic�eld.Asthecupratesaretype-IIsuperconductorswith a very sm all
lowercritical�eld,an applied m agnetic �eld can entera sam ple asan array
ofvortices.Daietal.[50]showed thatapplication ofa m agnetic �eld of6.8
T along the c axis ofYBa2Cu3O 6:6 at T � Tc caused a reduction ofthe
intensity at E r by � 30% .A study ofLa2�x SrxCuO 4 with x = 0:18 found
that application ofa 10-T �eld along the c-axis caused a reduction ofthe
intensity m axim um at 9 m eV ofabout 25% (with an increase in Q width)
and a shiftofsom eweightinto thespin gap [51].The�eld-induced increaseof
weightwithin the spin gap ofLa2�x SrxCuO 4 (x = 0:163)was�rstobserved
by Lakeetal.[52].

By focusing on � s ratherthan E r,itispossible to identify a correlation
between m agnetic excitations and Tc that applies to a variety ofcuprates.
Figure8.6 showsa plotofTc asa function ofthe spin-gap energy forseveral
di�erentcupratesnearoptim aldoping.Thistrend m akesclearthatthem ag-
neticexcitationsarequitesensitiveto thesuperconductivity,but,by itself,it
does notresolve the issuesofwhetherorhow m agnetic correlationsm ay be
involved in the pairing m echanism .

8.2.3 D iscussion

From theresultspresented above,itnow appearsthattherem ay bea univer-
salm agneticexcitation spectrum forthecuprates.O n entering thesupercon-
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ducting state,a gap in them agneticspectrum develops,with spectralweight
redistributed from below to abovethegap.Them agnitude ofthe spin gap is
correlated with Tc.

A long-standing question concernsthe roleofm agneticexcitationsin the
m echanism ofhigh-tem peraturesuperconductivity,and som evaryingperspec-
tivesarepresented in laterchaptersofthisbook.An underlyingissueconcerns
thenatureofthem agneticexcitationsthem selves.G iven thatLa2�x SrxCuO 4

and YBa2Cu3O 6+ x exhibit antiferrom agnetically ordered phases when the
hole-doping ofthe CuO 2 planes goes to zero,one approach is to look for a
connection between the m agnetic correlationsin the superconducting and in
the correlated-insulatorphases.O n the otherhand,the m agneticresponseof
com m on m etallic system s (such as chrom ium ) is tied to the low-energy ex-
citations ofelectrons from �lled to em pty states,across the Ferm isurface.
This m otivates attem pts to interpret the m agnetic excitations in term s of
electron-holeexcitations.Itisnotclearthatthesecontrastingapproachescan
be reconciled with one another[53],but,in any case,there are presently no
consensualcriteria forselecting oneapproach overanother.

An experim entalist’sapproach isto considerthecorrelationsin thesuper-
conducting cupratesin thecontextofrelated system s.Thus,in the following
sectionsweconsiderexperim entalresultsforantiferrom agneticcuprates,other
doped transition-m etal-oxide system s,perturbations to the superconducting
phase,and the doping dependence ofthe m agnetic correlationsin the super-
conductors.A com parison oftheoreticalapproachesisbetterdiscussed within
the fullcontextofexperim entalresults.

8.3 A ntiferrom agnetism in the parent insulators

8.3.1 A ntiferrom agnetic order

In theparentinsulators,them agneticm om entsofthecopperatom sorderin a
3D N�eelstructure.Powderneutron di�raction studies�rstdem onstrated this
for La2CuO 4 [2],and later for YBa2Cu3O 6+ x [54].The m agnetic m om ents
tend to lie nearly parallelto the CuO 2 planes.The details ofthe m agnetic
structuresaretied to thecrystalstructures,so wewillhaveto considerthese
brie
y.

The crystalstructure of La2CuO 4 is presented in Fig.8.7.The CuO 2

planesare stacked in a body-centered fashion,so thatthe unitcellcontains
two layers.Below 550 K each CuO 6 octahedron rotatesabouta [110]axisof
the high-tem perature tetragonalcell.Neighboring octahedra within a plane
rotatein oppositedirections,causing a doubling oftheunitcellvolum eand a
change to orthorhom bic sym m etry,with the aO and bO axesrotated by 45�

with respectto the Cu-O bond directions.In the orthorhom bic coordinates,
theoctahedraltiltsarealongthebO direction (butbO > aO ,contrarytonaive
expectations).
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Fig.8.7.Left:crystalstructure ofLa2CuO 4.Arrows indicate orientation ofm ag-

neticm om entson Cu sitesin theantiferrom agneticstate.AfterLeeetal.[55].Right:

M agnetic structure ofYBa2Cu3O 6.Circles:Cu atom s;lines:pathsbridged by oxy-

gen.Filled and em pty circles representCu
2+

sites with opposite spin orientations;

hatched circlesdenote non-m agnetic Cu
1+

sites.AfterTranquada etal.[56].

In the antiferrom agnetic phase of La2CuO 4,the spins point along the
bO axis,and they have the stacking sequence shown in Fig.8.7 [2,57].As
the octahedraltiltsbreak the tetragonalsym m etry ofthe planes,they allow
spin-orbite�ects,in the form ofDzyalozhinsky-M oriya (DM )antisym m etric
exchange,to causea slightcanting ofthespinsalong thecaxis.Thiscanting
isin oppositedirectionsforneighboring planes,resulting in no bulk m om ent,
buta m odestm agnetic �eld can 
ip the spinsin halfofthe planes,yielding
a weakly ferrom agneticstate [58].The tendency to cantin the param agnetic
state above TN leads to a ferrom agnetic-like susceptibility at high tem pera-
turesand a cusp atTN [59].Studiesofquasi-1D cuprateshave m ade itclear
that the DM (and additional) interactions are quite com m on [60];however,
the tetragonalCuO 2 planesofotherlayered cuprate antiferrom agnetscause
the e�ects ofthe DM interaction to cancelout,so that there is no canting
[61,62].

In the early di�raction studies,the La2CuO 4 powder sam ples contained
som eexcessoxygen and the�rstcrystalshad contam ination from 
ux orthe
crucible,thusresulting in a reduced ordering tem perature.(Itisnow known
thatexcessoxygen,in su�cientquantity,can segregatetoform superconduct-
ing phases[63].)Itwaseventually found thatby properly annealing a crystal
onecan obtain asam plewith TN = 325K [64].Theordered m agneticm om ent
isalso sensitiveto im purity e�ects.In a study ofsinglecrystalswith di�erent
annealing treatm ents,Yam ada etal.[65]found thatthe ordered m om entis
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Table 8.1.Com pilation ofsom e neutron scattering resultsfora num beroflayered

cuprateantiferrom agnets.m C u istheaverageordered m om entperCu atom atT �

TN .The superexchange energy J corresponds to the value obtained from the spin

wave velocity after correction for the quantum -renorm alization factor Zc = 1:18.

Forcrystalsym m etry,O = orthorhom bic,T = tetragonal.

Com pound TN m C u J Crystal Layers Refs.

(K ) (�B ) (m eV) Sym m etry percell

La2CuO 4 325(2) 0.60(5) 146(4) O 1 [65,64,68]

Sr2CuO 2Cl2 256(2) 0.34(4) 125(6) T 1 [69,70,71]

Ca2CuO 2Cl2 247(5)0.25(10) T 1 [72]

Nd2CuO 4 276(1) 0.46(5) 155(3) T 1 [73,74,75,76]

Pr2CuO 4 284(1) 0.40(2) 130(13) T 1 [77,73]

YBa2Cu3O 6:1 410(1) 0.55(3) 106(7) T 2 [78,32]

TlBa2YCu2O 7 > 350 0.52(8) T 2 [79]

Ca0:85Sr0:15CuO 2 537(5) 0.51(5) T 1 [80]

correlated with TN ,with a m axim um Cu m om entof0.60(5)�B [apparently
determ ined from the intensity ofthe (100)m agneticre
ection alone].

The m agnetic coupling between layersin La2CuO 4 isquite weak because
each Cu seestwo up spinsand two down spinsatnearly thesam edistancein
a neighboring layer.Thesm allorthorhom bicdistortion ofthelatticerem oves
any true frustration,resulting in a sm allbut�nite coupling.Thereare,how-
ever,severalothercuprate antiferrom agnetswith a sim ilarcentered stacking
oflayers,but with tetragonalsym m etry (see Table 8.1).Yildirim etal.[66]
showed that the long-range order (including spin directions) can be under-
stood when onetakesinto accountzero-pointspin 
uctuations,togetherwith
the properexchangeanisotropies[67].

The parentcom poundsofthe electron-doped superconductors,Nd2CuO 4

and Pr2CuO 4,havesom ewhatm orecom plicated m agneticstructures.Nd m o-
m entsand induced m om entson Prcouple to the orderin the CuO 2 planes,
resulting in noncollinear m agnetic structures and spin reorientation transi-
tionsasa function oftem perature;thesearedescribed in thereview by Lynn
and Skanthakum ar [75].The m agnetic structures and transitions have been
explained by Sachidanandam etal.[81]by taking account ofthe single-ion
anisotropy and crystal-�eld e�ectsforthe rare-earth ions.Furtherdiscussion
isgiven by Petitgrand etal.[82].

ThecrystalstructureofYBa2Cu3O 6+ x containspairsofCuO 2 layers(bi-
layers).Thereisalso a third layerofCu atom s,butin YBa2Cu3O 6 theseare
non-m agneticCu1+ ions.(Added oxygen goesintothislayer,form ingtheCuO
chains ofYBa2Cu3O 7.) The m agnetic structure ofYBa2Cu3O 6 is indicated
in Fig.8.7.Becauseoftherelativeantiferrom agneticordering ofthebilayers,
togetherwith a spacing thatisnotdeterm ined by sym m etry,thereisa struc-
turefactorforthem agneticBragg peaksthatdependson Q z.Thisstructure
factoralso a�ectsthe spin-waveintensities,aswillbe discussed.
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Itisnotpossibleto determ inethespin direction from zero-�eld di�raction
m easurem ents due to the tetragonalsym m etry ofthe lattice and inevitable
twinning ofthe m agnetic dom ains.Nevertheless,Burletetal.[83]were able
to determ ine the spin direction by studying the im pact ofa m agnetic �eld
applied along a [1;� 1;0]direction ofa YBa2Cu3O 6:05 single crystal.They
found that in zero �eld,the spins m ust lie along [100]or [010]directions
(parallelto theCu-O bonds),and thattheapplied �eld rotatesthem towards
[110].This result has been con�rm ed by electron-spin resonance studies of
YBa2Cu3O 6+ x with a sm allam ountofG d sustituted forY [84].

A com plication in studies ofm agnetic order involving som e ofthe �rst
crystals ofYBa2Cu3O 6+ x arose from inadvertent partialsubstitution ofAl
ions onto the Cu(1) (\chain") site.The Alpresum ably cam e from the use
ofcruciblesm ade ofAl2O 3.K adowakietal.[85],perform ing one ofthe �rst
single-crystaldi�raction studieson aYBa2Cu3O 6+ x sam plewith TN of405K ,
found that below 40 K a new setofsuperlattice peaks appeared,indicating
a doubling ofthe m agnetic unit cellalong the c axis.It was later dem on-
strated convincingly,by com paring pureand Al-doped crystals,thatthelow-
tem perature doubling ofthe m agnetic period only occursin crystalswith Al
[78,86].A m odelexplaining how the presence ofAlon Cu chain sites can
changethe m agnetic orderwasdeveloped by Andersen and Uim in [87].

To evaluate the ordered m agnetic m om ent,itisnecessary to haveknowl-
edge ofthe m agnetic form factor.In allofthe early studiesofantiferrom ag-
netic orderin cuprates it wasassum ed thatthe spin-density on a Cu ion is
spherical;however,this assum ption is far from being correct.The m agnetic
m om entresultsfrom the half-�lled 3dx2�y 2 orbital,which deviatessubstan-
tially from sphericity.The proper,anisotropic form factor was identi�ed by
Sham oto etal.[88]and shown to give an im proved description ofm agnetic
BraggintensitiesforYBa2Cu3O 6:15.An even betterm easurem entofm agnetic
Braggpeakswasdoneon sm allcrystalofYBa2Cu3O 6:10 by Casaltaetal.[78].
They obtained a Cu m om entof0.55(3)�B .Use ofthe properform factoris
im portantforproperly evaluating them agneticm om ent,asthereisalwaysa
gap between Q = 0 (where the m agnitude ofthe form factorisde�ned to be
1)and the Q valueofthe �rstm agneticBragg peak.Itdoesnotappearthat
anyone has gone back to reevaluate the m agnetic di�raction data on other
cuprates,such asLa2CuO 4 orSr2CuO 2Cl2 using theanisotropicform factor.

Them axim um observed Cu m om entsareconsistentwith alargereduction
due to zero-point spin 
uctuations as predicted by spin-wave theory.The
m om ent m is equalto ghSi�B ,where a typicalvalue ofthe gyrom agnetic
ratio g is2.1.W ithoutzero-point
uctuations,onewould expectm � 1:1 �B .
Linearspin-wavetheory predictshSi= 0:303 [89],giving m � 0:64 �B ,a bit
m ore than the largestobserved m om ents.Further reductions can occurdue
to hybridization e�ects[90,91].

Theordered m om entsoftheoxy-chlorideslisted in Table8.1seem surpris-
ingly sm all.W hile thism ightbe due to hybridization e�ects,itisinteresting
to notethatthereisa correlation between m C u and TN forthe�rst�veanti-
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Fig.8.8.O rdered m agneticm om entperCu atom vs.TN forthe�rst�vecom pounds

in Table 8.1,allofwhich have a sim ilarbody-centered stacking ofCuO 2 layers.

ferrom agnetsin thetable,which allsharea sim ilarbody-centered stacking of
the CuO 2 planes.Thecorrelation isillustrated in Fig.8.8.Theratio TN =J is
expected to besensitiveto theinterlayerexchangeJ0 [92],and J0 variessub-
stantially am ong thesecom pounds;however,Iam notawareofany predicted
dependence ofm C u on J0.A correlation between m C u and TN =J has been
reported forquasi-1D antiferrom agnets,butsuch a correlation isexpected in
thatcase[93].

8.3.2 Spin w aves

Thestartingpointforconsideringm agneticinteractionsin thecupratesisthe
Heisenberg ham iltonian:

H = J
X

hi;ji

Si� Sj; (8.5)

wherehi;jidenotesallnearest-neighborpairs,each included once.Thisham il-
tonian can bederived in second-orderperturbation from a Hubbard m odelfor
asingle,half-�lled band ofelectrons.Such am odelincludesanearest-neighbor
hoppingenergytand theCoulom b repulsion energyU fortwoelectronson the
sam esite;in term softheseparam eters,J = 4t2=U [94].Spin-wavetheory can
be applied to the Heisenberg ham iltonian to calculate the dispersion ofspin

uctuationsaboutQ A F [95].Atlow energiesthespin wavesdisperselinearly
with q = Q � QA F (see Fig.8.9),having a velocity c=

p
8SZcJa=�h,where

Zc � 1:18 [96]isa quantum -renorm alization factor.Thus,by m easuring the
spin-wavevelocity,onecan determ ine J.
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Fig.8.9.(a)Spin-wave dispersion in La2CuO 4 along high-sym m etry directions in
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Solid (dashed) line is a �t to the 10-K (295-K ) data.(b) Spin-wave intensity vs.

wave vector.Line isprediction oflinearspin-wave theory.From Coldea etal.[68].

Spin-wave m easurem entshave been perform ed fora num berofcuprates,
and som eresultsforJ arelisted in Table8.1.(Com plem entary m easurem ents
ofJ can beobtained by two-m agnon Ram an scattering[97].)To calculatethe
valuesofJ from spectroscopically determ ined param eters,onem ustconsider
at least a 3-band Hubbard m odel[98].Recent ab initio cluster calculations
[99,100]have been able to achieve reasonable agreem ent with experim ent.
W hilethem agnitudeofJ in layered cupratesisratherlarge,itisnotextrem e;
a value ofJ = 226(12)m eV hasbeen m easured forCu-O chainsin SrCuO 2

[101].
To describetheexperim entaldispersion curvesin greaterdetail,onem ust

add m ore term s to the spin ham iltonian.For exam ple,in a tour de force

experim ent,Coldea etal.[68]have m easured the dispersion ofspin wavesin
La2CuO 4 along high-sym m etry directionsofthe 2D Brillouin zone,asshown
in Fig.8.9.The observed dispersion along the zone boundary,between (1

2
;0)

and (3
4
;1
4
), is not predicted by the sim ple Heisenberg m odel.To describe

this,they consider the additionalterm s that appear when the perturbation
expansion forthesingle-band Hubbard m odelisextended tofourth order.The
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m ostim portantnew term involves4-spin cyclic exchange abouta plaquette
offour Cu sites [102,103,104].Coldea and coworkers were able to �t the
data quite wellwith the added param eters[see linesthrough data pointsin
Fig.8.9(a)],obtaining,at10K ,J = 146(4)m eV and a cyclicexchangeenergy
Jc = 61(8)m eV [68].(Superexchange term scoupling sitesseparated by two
hopsare�nite butnegligible.)

If,instead ofexpandingtohigherorder,oneextendstheHubbard m odelto
include hopping between next-nearest-neighborCu sites,one can calculate a
superexchangeterm J0between next-nearestneighborsthatison theorderof
10% ofJ [105,106].Itturnsout,however,that�ttingthem easured dispersion
with only J and J0requiresthatJ0correspond to a ferrom agneticinteraction
[68],which isinconsistentwith the m odelpredictions.

In YBa2Cu3O 6+ x,thee�ectiveexchangecouplingbetween Cu m om entsin
nearest-neighborlayersissubstantial.Itse�ectisto splitthespin wavesinto
acoustic and optic branches,having odd and even sym m etry,respectively,
with respect to the bilayers.The structure factors for these excitations are
[107]

gac = sin(�zl); (8.6)

gop = cos(�zl); (8.7)

where z = dC u�C u =c is the relative spacing between Cu m om ents along the
c axis within a bilayer (dC u�C u � 3:285�A[108]);the intensity ofthe spin-
wavescattering isproportionalto g2.An exam pleoftheintensity m odulation
due to the acoustic-m ode structure factor in the antiferrom agnetic state is
indicated by the �lled circlesin Fig.8.10.

Theenergy gap fortheopticalm agnonshasbeen m easured to beapprox-
im ately 70 m eV [33,32].Experim entalresults for the spin wave dispersion
and the spectralweight are shown in Fig.8.11.The m agnitude ofthe gap
indicatesthatthe intra-bilayerexchangeis11(2)m eV [33,32].

Atlow energies,there are otherterm sthatneed to be considered.There
need tobeanisotropies,with associated spin-wavegaps,in orderto�xthespin
direction;however,an atom with S = 1

2
cannothavesingle-ion anisotropy.In-

stead,the anisotropy is associated with the nearest-neighborsuperexchange
interaction.Consider a pair ofnearest-neighbor spins,Si and Sj,within a
CuO 2 plane, with each site having tetragonal sym m etry. The Heisenberg
Ham iltonian forthispaircan be written

H pair = JkS
k

iS
k

j + J? S
?
i S

?
j + JzS

z
iS

z
j; (8.8)

wherekand ? denotedirectionsparalleland perpendiculartothebond within
theplane,and z istheout-of-planedirection.Yildirim etal.[67]showed that
theanisotropycan beexplained bytakingintoaccountboth thespin-orbitand
Coulom b exchange interactions.To discussthe anisotropies,itis convenient
to de�nethequantities�J � Jav � Jz,whereJav � (Jk + J? )=2,and �Jin �
Jk � J? [66].For the cuprates,Jav � �J > �Jin > 0.The out-of-plane
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ata�xed energytransferof6m eV foracrystalofYBa2Cu3O 6:3 with TN = 260(5)K .

The sinusoidalm odulation isdue to the inelastic structure factor.The asym m etry

in the scattering as a function oflis an e�ect due to the experim entalresolution

function [9];thedecreasein intensity atlarge jljisdueto them agneticform factor.

AfterTranquada etal.[107].

anisotropy,�X Y = �J=J av,causesthespinstolie,onaverage,in thex-yplane,
and results in a spin-wave gap for out-of-plane 
uctuations.The in-plane
anisotropy �Jin=Jav,contributingthrough thequantum zero-pointenergy [66,
109],tends to favoralignm entofthe spinsparallelto a bond direction,and
causes the in-plane spin-wave m ode to have a gap.The e�ective coupling
between planes(which can involvecontributionsfrom severalinteractions[66])
leadsto (weak)dispersion along Q z.

Forstoichiom etricLa2CuO 4,theout-of-planespin gap is5.5(5)m eV,cor-
responding to �X Y = 1:5� 10�4 [110].The in-plane gap of2.8(5)m eV has
a contribution from anisotropic exchange ofthe Dzyaloshinsky-M oriya type
[111,112],aswellasfrom �Jin.No dispersion along Q z hasbeen reported.

Forantiferrom agneticYBa2Cu3O 6+ x,an out-of-planegap ofabout5 m eV
hasbeen observed [107,113,114],indicating an easy-planeanisotropy sim ilar
to thatin La2CuO 4.No in-planegap hasbeen resolved;however,thein-plane
m odeshowsa dispersion ofabout3 m eV along Q z [107,113,114].Thelatter
dispersion is controlled by the e�ective exchange between Cu m om ents in
neighboring bilayers through the nonm agnetic Cu(1) sites,which is on the
orderof10�4 J.



18 John M .Tranquada

0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8
0

100

200

300

E
n

e
rg

y
  

(m
e

V
)

h (r.l.u.) in (h,h,l)

(a)

0

2

4

6

8

0 50 100 150 200

0

2

4

6

8

χ"
  

 (
ω

) 
 (

µ B
 e

V
-1

 f
u

-1
)

2
2

D


  Energy  (meV)

(b)  acoustic

(c)  optical

~

Fig.8.11.Experim entalresultsforYBa2Cu3O 6:15.(a)D ispersion ofacoustic(�lled

sym bols,solid line)and optic (open sym bols,dashed line)spin-wave m odes.(b)Q -

integrated dynam icsusceptibility,~�
00
(!)fortheacoustic,and (c)opticm odes.After

Hayden etal.[32].

8.3.3 Spin dynam ics at T > TN

That strong 2D spin correlations survive in the CuO 2 planes for T > TN

initially cam e asa surprise [115].Such behaviorwascertainly uncom m on at
thatpoint.Detailed studieshavesincebeen perform edm easuringtheinstanta-
neousspin correlation length � asa function oftem peraturein La2CuO 4[116]
and in Sr2CuO 2Cl2[117,70].The correlation length isobtained using an ex-
perim entaltrick to integrate the inelastic scattering over excitation energy,
and using the form ula

S(q2D )=

Z

d! S(q2D ;!)=
S(0)

1+ q2
2D
�2
: (8.9)

Here,q2D is the m om entum -transfer com ponentparallelto the planes,and
the scattering is assum ed to be independent ofm om entum transfer perpen-
dicularto theplanes.(Theexperim entalenergy integration isim perfect,but,
by properchoiceofincidentneutron energy,doescapturem ostofthecritical
scattering.)

Totheoreticallyanalyzethebehaviorofthecorrelationlength,Chakravarty,
Halperin,and Nelson [118]evaluated the 2D quantum nonlinear� m odelus-
ing renorm alization group techniques;their resultswere laterextended to a
higher-orderapproxim ation by Hasenfratzand Niederm ayer[119].Theessen-
tialresultisthat

�=a � e
2��s=T ; (8.10)

where the spin sti�ness �s is proportionalto J (see [116]for a thorough
discussion).The experim entalresultsarein excellentagreem entwith theory,
with essentially no adjustableparam eters.Theunusualfeatureof�(T)isthe
exponential,ratherthan algebraic,dependenceon tem perature;nevertheless,
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note that it is consistent with achieving long-range order at T = 0.The
robustnessoftheexperim entally-observed spin correlationsisdueto thelarge
valueofJ,com parableto 1500 K ,and theweak interlayerexchange,J0.The
3D ordering tem peraturecan be estim ated as[120]

kTN � J
0

�
m

m 0

� 2 �
�

a

� 2

; (8.11)

where m =m 0 = 0:6 isthe reduction ofthe ordered m om entdue to quantum

uctuations.Because ofthe sm allJ0,the correlation length can reach the
orderof100a beforeordering occurs[116].

Although Sr2CuO 2Cl2 hasessentially the sam estructureasLa2CuO 4,its
tetragonalsym m etry leads one to expect,classically,thatthe net interlayer
exchangeshould bezero;however,an analysisbyYildirim etal.[66]hasshown
thata �nite interaction ofappropriatesize resultswhen quantum zero-point
energy is taken into account.Because ofits relatively low TN of257 K ,it
has been possible to detect in Sr2CuO 2Cl2 a crossoverto XY-like behavior
about30 K aboveTN ,asreported in a 35ClNM R study [121].Thisbehavior
resultsfrom thesm alleasy-planeexchangeanisotropy com m on to thelayered
cuprates [122].Using neutrons to study the sam e m aterial,it was possible
to shown that the characteristic 
uctuation rate in the param agnetic state
follows the behavior � = !0 � ��z with z = 1:0(1) [123],consistent with
dynam icscaling theory forthe 2D Heisenberg antiferrom agnet.[124]

Therehasbeen lessworkdoneontheparam agneticphaseofYBa2Cu3O 6+ x,
astheinelasticstructurefactor,Eq.8.6,com plicatestheexperim entaltrickfor
energy integration.There are also com plications to studying YBa2Cu3O 6+ x

sam ples at elevated tem peratures,as oxygen can easily di�use into and out
ofcrystalsasoneheatsm uch aboveroom tem perature.In any case,Fig.8.10
showsthatthe bilayersrem ain correlated atT > TN [107].

8.4 D estruction ofantiferrom agnetic order by hole

doping

The long-range antiferrom agnetic orderofLa2CuO 4 iscom pletely destroyed
when 2% ofSr (m easured relative to Cu concentration) is doped into the
system [125].Adding holes e�ectively reduces the num ber of Cu spins,so
one m ight consider whether the reduction oforder is due to dilution ofthe
m agnetic lattice.For com parison,an extensive study of m agnetic dilution
hasbeen perform ed by Vajk etal.[126]on La2Cu1�z (Zn,M g)zO 4,whereCu
is substituted by nonm agnetic Zn and/or M g.They found that long-range
antiferrom agnetic orderwaslostatthe classical2D percolation lim itofz �
41% .Thus,holesdestroy m agneticorderan orderofm agnitudem orerapidly
than doessim ple m agneticdilution.

The reduction ofthe N�eeltem perature at sm allbut �nite doping is ac-
com panied by a strong depression ofthe antiferrom agneticBragg intensities,
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Fig.8.12.Results for lightly-doped La2� xSrxCuO 4.(a) M agnetic transition tem -

peraturesforcom m ensurate (triangles)and incom m ensurate (circles)ordervs.hole

concentration.(b) Com m ensurate ordered m om ent at T = 30 K and incom m en-

surate frozen m om ent at T = 4 K vs.hole concentration.Inset shows estim ated

volum e fraction ofincom m ensurate phase.(c)Variation ofthe incom m ensurability

� vs.hole concentration;� = �=
p
2.Solid and broken lines correspond to � = x

and � = x,respectively.Inset shows the positions ofthe incom m ensurate super-

lattice peaksin reciprocalspace.AfterM atsuda etal.[127],including resultsfrom

[128,129,130,131].

togetherwith an anom alouslossofintensity atT < 30K [127].M atsudaetal.
[127]showed recently thatthe latterbehavioriscorrelated with the onsetof
incom m ensuratem agneticdi�usescatteringbelow 30K .In tetragonalcoordi-
nates,thisscattering ispeaked at(1

2
;1
2
;0)� 1p

2
(�;�;0).To bem oreaccurate,

it is necessary to note that the crystalstructure is actually orthorhom bic,
with the unit-cellaxesrotated by 45�;the m agnetic m odulation is uniquely
oriented along the b�o direction [seeinsetofFig.8.12(c)].

The doping dependence ofthe transition tem perature,ordered m om ents,
and incom m ensurability are shown in Fig.8.12.The facts that (a) the vol-
um e fraction ofthe incom m ensurate phase growswith x forx � 0:02 [inset
ofFig.8.12(b)]and (b)theincom m ensurability doesnotchangeforx � 0:02



8 Neutron Scattering 21

strongly suggestthatan electronicphaseseparation occurs[127].Thus,itap-
pearsthatcom m ensurateantiferrom agneticorderisnotcom patiblewith hole
doping.The disordered potentialdue to the Sr dopants m ay be responsible
for the �nite range ofdoping over which the N�eelstate appears to survive.
Thediagonally-m odulated,incom m ensuratespin-density-wavephaseinduced
by dopingsurvivesup to theonsetofsuperconductivity atx � 0:06[131],and
itcorrespondsto whatwasoriginally characterized asthe\spin-glass" phase,
based on bulk susceptibility studies[132,133].

Further evidence for electronic phase separation com es from studies of
oxygen-dopedLa2CuO 4+ � (forareview,see[134]).Theoxygeninterstitialsare
m obile,in constrastto the quenched disorderofSrsubstitution,and so they
can m ove to screen discrete electronic phases.For � < 0:06,a tem perature-
dependent phase separation is observed between an oxygen-poor antiferro-
m agneticphaseand an oxygen-rich superconducting phase[135,136];further
m iscibility gapsareobserved between superconducting phasesathigheroxy-
gen content [63].A sam ple with � � 0:05 and quenched disorder (due to
electrochem icaloxygenation in m olten salt) exhibited reduced N�eeland su-
perconducting transition tem peratures [137].The interesting feature in this
case was the observation ofa decrease in the antiferrom agnetic order with
theonsetofthesuperconductivity,suggesting a com petition between thetwo
phases.

In YBa2Cu3O 6+ x thesituation issom ewhatm orecom plicated,asthedop-
ing ofthe planesiscoupled to the tetragonal-orthorhom bic(T-O )transition
[138,139,140]that occurs in the vicinity ofx = 0:3{0.4,depending on the
degreeofannealing.In thetetragonalphase,an isolated oxygen atom entering
the\chain"layersim ply convertsneighboringCu(1)sitesfrom Cu1+ toCu2+ ;
holes are created when chain segm ents form [54,141].The transfer ofholes
from thechainsto theplanesm ustbescreened by displacem entsin theBa-O
layerthatsitsbetween,and a largejum p in thisscreening occursattheT-O
transition [138,139,140].Thus,onetendsto �nd a discontinuousjum p from
a very sm allplanarholedensity in theantiferrom agneticphasejustbelow the
T-O transition to a signi�cantdensity (� 0:05 holes/Cu)justabove.

Antiferrom agnetic order has been observed throughout the tetragonal
phase ofYBa2Cu3O 6+ x,with TN decreasing rapidly as the T-O transition
(at x � 0:4) is approached [54,142].A study ofa set ofcarefully annealed
powder sam ples,for which the T-O transition occurred at x � 0:2,indi-
cated antiferrom agneticorderin theorthorhom bicphaseatx = 0:22and 0.24
with TN = 50(15)K and 20(10)K ,respectively.Fortetragonalcrystalswith
x � 0:3,adrop in theantiferrom agneticBraggintensity hasbeen observed be-
low � 30 K [107,142];astheBragg intensity decreased,an increasein di�use
intensity along the 2D antiferrom agneticrod (with an acousticbilayerstruc-
turefactor)wasfound.Thislatterbehaviorm ightberelated to theapparent
phaseseparation in La2�x SrxCuO 4 with x < 0:02 [127]discussed above.

The best study ofa single-crystalsam ple just on the orthorhom bic side
ofthe T-O boundary is on YBa2Cu3O 6:35,a sam ple with Tc = 18 K [143].
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Q uasielastic di�use scattering isobserved atthe antiferrom agnetic superlat-
ticepositions.Thepeak intensity ofthiscentralm odegrowson cooling below
� 30 K ,buttheenergy width decreasesbelow Tc.Theseresultsindicatetheir
isnocoexistenceoflong-rangeantiferrom agneticorderin thesuperconducting
phase.The spin-spin correlation length is short (� 8 unit cells),suggesting
segregation ofhole-poorand hole-rich regions[143].

A possibly-related response to doping is observed in the bilayer system
La2�x (Sr,Ca)xCaCu2O 6+ �.Studies ofcrystalswith x = 0:1{0.2 revealcom -
m ensurateshort-rangeantiferrom agneticorderthatsurvivesto tem peratures
> 100 K [144,145],despiteevidencefrom opticalconductivity m easurem ents
fora substantialholedensity in the CuO 2 planes[146].Thus,thereseem sto
be a localphase separation between hole-rich regionsand antiferrom agnetic
clustershaving an in-planediam eteron the orderof10 lattice spacings.

8.5 Stripe order and other com peting states

8.5.1 C harge and spin stripe order in nickelates

To understand cuprates,itseem ssensible to considerthe behaviorofclosely
related m odelsystem s.O nesuch system isLa2�x SrxNiO 4+ �,am aterialthatis
isostructuralwith La2�x SrxCuO 4.Itisobtained byreplacingS = 1

2
Cu2+ ions

(Z = 29)with S = 1Ni2+ ions(Z = 28).O nem ightconsiderthenickelatesto
beuninterestingastheyareneithersuperconductingnorm etallic(forx < 0:9)
[147,148];however,theinsulatingbehaviorisinconsistentwith thepredictions
ofband theory,and itisim portantto understand why.

PureLa2NiO 4 isan antiferrom agneticinsulator[155]thatiseasily doped
with excess oxygen,as wellas by Sr substitution for La [134].Doping the
NiO 2 planeswith holesreducesTN m oregradually than in thecuprates[156].
Itisnecessary to dopeto a holeconcentration ofnh = x+ 2� � 0:2 beforethe
com m ensurate antiferrom agnetic orderisreplaced by stripe order[156,151,
152].Figure 8.13(a)shows a schem atic ofdiagonalstripe order appropriate
fornh � 1=4.The chargestripes,with a hole�lling ofone perNisite,actas
antiphasedom ain wallsforthem agneticorder,so thatthem agneticperiod is
twicethatofthechargeorder.Thenatureofthestripeorderhasbeen deduced
from the positions and intensities ofthe superlattice peaks [134,157].The
characteristic wave vectorforspin orderisqso = Q A F �

1p
2
(�;�;0)and that

forcharge orderisqco = 1p
2
(2�;2�;0)+ (0;0;1).W hen the sym m etry ofthe

averagelatticedoesnotpick auniqueorientation,m odulationsrotated by 90�

willalso be presentin separate dom ains.The factthatdiagonalstripe order
has a unique m odulation direction within each dom ain has been con�rm ed
by electron di�raction [158].Evidence for signi�cantcharge m odulation has
also been provided by nuclear m agnetic resonance studies [159,160].The
charge-orderingtransition isalwaysobserved tooccuratahighertem perature
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Fig.8.13.(a)Cartoon ofdiagonalstripe orderin an NiO 2 plane (only Nisitesin-

dicated)fornh � 1=4.M agneticunitcellisindicated by doublelines,shaded circles

indicate charge stripes with a hole density ofone per Nisite.(b) Transition tem -

peraturesforcharge order,Tco (squares),and spin order,Tso (circles),m easured by

neutron di�raction.O pen diam onds:transition tem peratures from transport m ea-

surem ents[149].(c)Incom m ensurability vs.nh.Circles(crosses)resultsatlow tem -

perature (high tem perature,nearTso).Fraction labelsare approxim ate long-period

com m ensurabilities.(b)and (c)afterYoshizawa etal.[150],including resultsfrom

[151,152,153,154].

than the spin ordering,as shown in Fig.8.13(b),with the highest ordering
tem peraturesoccurring forx = 1=3 [149,161].

Them agneticincom m ensurability�,isinverselyproportionaltotheperiod
ofthe m agnetic m odulation.It increases steadily with doping,as shown in
Fig.8.13(c),staying closeto the line � = nh,indicating thatthe hole-density
within the charge stripes rem ains roughly constant but the stripe spacing
decreaseswith doping.For a given sam ple,the incom m ensurability changes
with tem perature,tending towards � = 1=3 as T ! Tco [162].In a sam ple
with ordered oxygen interstitials,� hasbeen observed to passthrough lock-in
plateauson warm ing,indicating a signi�cantcoupling to the lattice[154].

The im pact of hole-doping on the m agnetic interactions has been de-
term ined from m easurem ents ofthe spin-wave dispersions for crystals with
x � 1=3 [163,164,165].Analysisshowsthatthe superexchange J within an
antiferrom agneticregion is27.5(4)m eV [165],which isonly a m odestreduc-
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tion com pared to J = 31(1) m eV in undoped La2NiO 4 [166].The e�ective
coupling across a charge stripe is found to be � 0:5J,a surprisingly large
value.In the spin-wave m odelling,itwasassum ed thatthere isno m agnetic
contribution from the chargestripes;however,itisnotobviousthatthisisa
correctassum ption.Com bining an S = 1

2
hole with an S = 1 Niion should

leaveatleastan S = 1

2
perNisitein adom ain wall.Recently,Boothroyd etal.

[167]havediscovered quasi-1D m agneticscatteringthatdispersesup to about
10 m eV and becom esvery weak above100 K .Thisappearsto correspond to
the spin excitationsofthe chargestripes.

Inelasticneutron scatteringm easurem entsatT > Tco indicatethatincom -
m ensuratespin 
uctuationssurvivein the disordered state[168,163],im ply-
ing the existence of
uctuating stripes.Thisresultisconsistentwith optical
conductivity studies[169,170]which show thatwhilethedcconductivity ap-
proachesthatofa m etalaboveroom tem perature,the dynam ic conductivity
in the disordered statenevershowsthe responseofa conventionalm etal.

Theoverallm essagehereisthata system very closeto thecupratesshows
a strong tendency for charge and spin to order in a m anner that preserves
the strong superexchangeinteraction ofthe undoped parentcom pound.Itis
certainly true thatNi2+ hasS = 1 while Cu2+ hasS = 1

2
,and thiscan have

a signi�cantim pacton the strength ofthe charge localization in the stripe-
ordered nickelates [171];however,the size ofthe spin cannot,on its own,
explain why conventionalband theory breaks down for the nickelates.The
electronic inhom ogeneity observed in the nickelates suggests that sim ilarly
unusualbehaviorm ightbe expected in the cuprates.

8.5.2 Stripes in cuprates

Static charge and spin stripe ordershave only been observed in a couple of
cuprates,La1:875Ba0:125CuO 4 [41]and La1:6�x Nd0:4SrxCuO 4 [43,172]to be
speci�c.Thecharacteristic2D wavevectorforspin orderisqso = Q A F � (�;0)
and thatforchargeorderisqco = (2�;0).A cartoon ofstripeorderconsistent
with these wave vectorsisshown in Fig.8.14(a);the inferred charge density
within the chargestripesisapproxim ately one hole forevery two sitesalong
thelength ofastripe.Them agneticunitcellistwiceaslongasthatforcharge
order.Itshould be noted thatthe phase ofthe stripe orderwith respectto
thelatticehasnotbeen determ ined experim entally,so thatitcould beeither
bond-centered,asshown,orsite-centered.

In a square lattice,the dom ainsofverticaland horizontalstripes shown
in Fig.8.14 are equivalent;however,each breaks the rotationalsym m etry
ofthe square lattice.In fact,static stripe order has only been observed in
com pounds in which the average crystalstructure for each CuO 2 plane ex-
hibits a com patible reduction to rectangularsym m etry.This is the case for
the low-tem perature-tetragonal(LTT)sym m etry (space group P 42=ncm )of
La1:875Ba0:125CuO 4 and La1:6�x Nd0:4SrxCuO 4 [173],whereorthogonalCu-O
bonds are inequivalent within each plane,but the specialdirection rotates



8 Neutron Scattering 25

(a) (b)

Fig.8.14.Cartoonsofequivalentdom ainsof(a)verticaland (b)horizontalbond-

centered stripe order within a CuO 2 plane (only Cu sites shown).Note that the

m agnetic period is twice that of the charge period. The charge density along a

stripe isone hole forevery two sitesin length.

by 90� from one layer to the next.Because planes ofeach orientation are
equally represented in the LTT phase,both stripe dom ains are equally rep-
resented.The correlation between lattice sym m etry and stripe ordering is
especially clear in studies ofthe system La1:875Ba0:125�x SrxCuO 4 by Fujita
and coworkers[174,175,176].

W hen di�raction peaksfrom orthogonalstripedom ainsarepresentsim ul-
taneously,onem ightaskwhetherthedi�raction pattern isalsoconsistentwith
a checkerboard structure(a superposition oforthogonalstripedom ainsin the
sam elayer)[177].Thereareanum berofargum entsagainstacheckerboard in-
terpretation.(1)Theobservedsensitivityofchargeand spin orderingtolattice
sym m etry would have no obvious explanation for a checkerboard structure,
with its 4-fold sym m etry.(2) For a pattern ofcrossed stripes,the positions
ofthe m agnetic peaksshould rotate by 45� with respectto the charge-order
peaks.O newould alsoexpectto seeadditionalcharge-orderpeaksin the[110]
direction.Testsforboth ofthesepossibilitieshavecom eoutnegative[178].It
ispossibleto im agineothertwo-dim ensionalpatternsthatareconsistentwith
theobserved di�raction peaks[177];however,thephysicaljusti�cation forthe
relationship between thespin and chargem odulation becom esunclearin such
m odels.(3)Theintensity ofthecharge-orderscatteringisstrongly m odulated
along Q z,with m axim a at l= n � 1

2
,where n is an integer.This behavior

is straightforwardly explained in term sofunidirectionalstripe ordertied to
locallatticesym m etry,with Coulom b repulsion between stripesin equivalent
(next-nearest-neighbor)layers [179].For a checkerboard pattern,one would
expect correlationsbetween nearest-neighborlayers,which would give a Q z

dependence inconsistentwith experim ent.
There has also been a report ofstripe-like charge order and incom m en-

surate spin 
uctuationsin a YBa2Cu3O 6+ x sam ple with a nom inalx = 0:35
[180].The superconducting transition forthis sam ple,having a m idpoint at
39 K and a width of10K ,isa bithigh to beconsistentwith thenom inaloxy-
gen content[143];thism ay indicatesom einhom ogeneity ofoxygen contentin
the very large m elt-grown crystalthatwasstudied.W eak superlattice peaks
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attributed to charge ordercorresponding to verticalstripeswith 2� = 0:127
retain �nite intensity atroom tem perature.The di�erence in m agnetic scat-
tering at 10 K relative to 100 K shows a spectrum very sim ilar to that in
Fig.8.3,with E r � 23 m eV and � � 0:06.W hile these experim entalresults
arequiteintriguing,itwould bedesirableto con�rm them on anothersam ple.
In any case,itisinteresting to note thata recentm uon spin rotation (�SR)
study by Sannaetal.[181]identi�ed localm agneticorderatlow tem peratures
in YBa2Cu3O 6+ x with x � 0:39,and coexistence with superconductivity for
x � 0:37.

Elastic incom m ensurate scattering consistent with stripe order has been
observed in stage-4 La2CuO 4+ � with Tc = 42 K ,although charge orderhas
not been detected [55].An interesting question is whether static stripe or-
dercoexistshom ogeneously with high-tem perature superconductivity in this
sam ple.The fact that the 4-layer staging ofthe oxygen interstitials creates
two inequivalenttypesofCuO 2 layerssuggeststhe possibility thatthe order
param etersforstripe orderand superconductivity m ighthave theirm axim a
in di�erentsetsoflayers.A �SR study ofthe sam e m aterialfound thatonly
about40% ofthe m uonsdetected a local,static m agnetic �eld [182].W hile
itwasargued thatthebest�tto thetim e dependence ofthe zero-�eld m uon
spectra wasobtained with an inhom ogeneousisland m odel,thedata m ay also
be com patiblewith a m odelofinhom ogeneity perpendicularto the planes.

Beyond static order,we can consider the excitations ofa stripe-ordered
system .It has already been noted in x8.2.1 that the m agnetic excitations
of La1:875Ba0:125CuO 4 at low tem perature exhibit a sim ilar dispersion to
good superconductors without stripe order. The overall spectrum is only
partially consistent with initialpredictions oflinear spin-wave theory for a
stripe-ordered system [183,184,185];however,itisreasonably reproduced by
calculations that consider weakly-coupled two-leg spin ladders (ofthe type
suggested by Fig.8.14)[186,187]or that treat both spin and electron-hole
excitationsofa stripe-ordered ground state [188].

The tem perature dependence ofthe m agnetic scattering at low energies
(� 10m eV)hasbeen reported by Fujitaetal.[41];Fig.8.15showssom eofthe
results.O n theleft,onecan seethat,in thestripe-ordered state(T = 8and 30
K ),the Q -integrated dynam ic susceptibility isindependentoffrequency and
tem perature.Such behaviorisconsistentwith expectationsforspin waves.In
the disordered phase (65 K and above),~�00(!)headslinearly to zero atzero
frequency;however,at 10 m eV the decrease with tem perature is relatively
slow.Thetem peraturedependenceof~�00(!)at3 m eV and 6 m eV isshown in
m oredetailon therightside,in panel(a).Thereisarapid drop aboveTco at3
m eV,butthechangeat6m eV ism oregradual.Thereisasubstantialincrease
in Q width ofthe incom m ensurate peaksatthe transition,asshown in (b).
Interestingly,there is also a signi�cant drop in incom m ensurability at the
transition,shown in (c),with a continuing decrease athighertem peratures.
Sim ilar results for La1:6�x Nd0:4SrxCuO 4 with x = 0:12 were obtained by
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tem peratures below [(a) and (b)] and above [(c)-(e)] the charge-ordering tem -

perature, Tco. Right: Tem perature dependence, for �h! = 3 and 6 m eV, of (a)

local susceptibility, (b) �, half-width in Q of the incom m ensurate peaks, (c)

incom m ensurability �.Verticallinesdenote Tco and Td2,the transition to the LTT

phase.The dashed linesare guidesto the eye.From Fujita etal.[41].

Ito et al. [189].The jum p in � on cooling through Tco m ay be related to
com m ensurability e�ectsin the stripe-ordered state.

Theresultsin thedisordered state(T > 60K )ofLa1:875Ba0:125CuO 4 look
sim ilar to those found in the norm alstate ofLa2�x SrxCuO 4 [12].The con-
tinuous variation ofthe m agnetic scattering through the transition suggests
thatthe nature ofthe underlying electronic correlationsisthe sam e on both
sides ofthe transition.The sim plest conclusion seem s to be that dynam ic
stripesare presentin the disordered state ofLa1:875Ba0:125CuO 4 and in the
norm alstate ofLa2�x SrxCuO 4.The sim ilarity ofthe m agnetic spectrum to
thatin YBa2Cu3O 6+ x (see Fig.8.3)then suggeststhatdynam ic stripesm ay
be com m on to under-and optim ally-doped cuprates.

8.5.3 Spin-density-w ave order in chrom ium

Chrom ium and its alloys represent another system that has been proposed
as a m odelfor understanding the m agnetic excitations in superconducting
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cuprates[190].PureCrhasa body-centered-cubicstructureand exhibitsan-
tiferrom agnetic orderthatisslightly incom m ensurate [191].O verhauserand
Arrott[192]�rstproposed thatthe orderwasdue to a spin-density-wavein-
stability oftheconduction electrons.Lom er[193]latershowed thattheam pli-
tude ofthe SDW ordercould be understood in term sofapproxim atenesting
ofseparate electron and hole Ferm isurfaces.The ordering can be m odi�ed
by adjusting the Ferm ienergy through sm allsubstitions ofneighboring 3d
elem ents.For exam ple,adding electrons through substitution ofless than a
percentofM n isenough to drivetheordering wavevectorto com m ensurabil-
ity,whereasreducing theelectron density with V causestheincom m ensurate
ordering tem peratureto head to zero ata concentration ofabout3.5% [190].

The m agnetic excitationsin pure Crhavea very largespin-wavevelocity
[194,195],sim ilarto the situation forcuprates.Theresultsseem to bequali-
tatively consistentwith calculationsbased on Ferm i-surfacenesting[196,197].
A study ofparam agneticCr0:95V 0:05 atlow tem perature[198]hasrevealed in-
com m ensurateexcitationsatlow energy thatbroaden with increasing energy.
�00 hasa peak atabout100 m eV,butrem ainssubstantialup to atleast400
m eV.A com parison ofthe m agnitude ofthe experim ental�00 with ab initio

calculations[199]indicatesa substantialexchangeenhancem entoverthebare
Lindhard susceptibility [198].

G iven thatCriscubic,there arethree equivalentand orthogonalnesting
wavevectors.W ithin an ordered dom ain,theordering wavevectorconsistsof
justone ofthese three possibilities.Along with the SDW order,there isalso
a weak CDW order that appears.A neutron di�raction study showed that
the intensity ofthe CDW peaks scales as the square ofthe intensity ofthe
SDW peaks,indicating that the CDW is a secondary order param eter and
that the ordering transition is driven by the m agnetic ordering [200].It is
naturalto com parethisbehaviorwith thatfound in stripe ordered cuprates.
Thebehaviorin thelatterisdi�erent,with thechargeorderpeaksappearing
at a higher tem perature than those for spin order in La1:6�x Nd0:4SrxCuO 4

with x = 0:12 [201].Thatresultindicatesthateithercharge ordering alone,
ora com bination ofchargeand spin energies,drivethe initialordering [202],
so thatstripeorderisdistinctfrom SDW order.

There arecertainly som e sim ilaritiesbetween the m agnetic excitationsof
Cralloysand thoseofoptim ally-doped cuprates.Thefactthatthem agnetism
in Crand its alloysis caused by Ferm i-surface nesting has led m any people
to assum e thata sim ilarm echanism m ightexplain the excitationsofsuper-
conducting cuprates,as discussed elsewhere in this book.Som e argum ents
againstsuch an approach havebeen presented in Sec.VIof[203].

8.5.4 O ther proposed types ofcom peting order

New typesoforderbeyond spin-density wavesorstripeshavebeen proposed
forcuprates.O neisd-density-wave(DDW )order,which hasbeen introduced
by Chakravarty et al. [204] to explain the d-wave-like pseudogap seen by
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photoem ission experim ents on underdoped cuprates.(A related m odelofa
staggered-
ux phasewasproposed by W en and Lee[205]with a sim ilarm oti-
vation;however,theirm odeldoesnothavestaticorder.)Them odelofDDW
order involveslocalcurrents that rotate in opposite directions about neigh-
boring plaquetteswithin theCuO 2 planes.Theorbitalcurrentsshould induce
weak,staggered m agnetic m om entsoriented along the c axis.Because ofthe
largesizeofthecurrentpath in realspace,them agneticform factorshould fall
o� very rapidly with Q 2D in reciprocalspace.M ook etal.[206]havedoneex-
tensivem easurem entsin search oftheproposed signalin YBa2Cu3O 6+ x with
severalvaluesofx.Them easurem entsarecom plicated by thefactthatlarge
crystals are required to achieve the necessary sensitivity,while the largest
crystals available are contam inated by a signi�cant am ount ofY 2BaCuO 5.
Stock et al.[207]studied a crystalofYBa2Cu3O 6:5 with unpolarized neu-
trons,and concluded thatno ordered m om entcould be seen to a sensitivity
of� 0:003 �B .Using polarized neutrons,M ook etal.[208]have seen,in the
spin-
ip channel,a weak peak atQ A F on top ofa large background.W ith-
out giving an errorbar,they suggestthat the associated m om ent m ight be
0.0025 �B .They concluded that\thepresentresultsprovideindicationsthat
orbitalcurrentphasesarenotruled out" [208].

Varm a [209]has proposed a di�erent m odelofordered orbitalcurrents,
in which the currents 
ow between a single Cu ion and its four coplanarO
neighbors.This state breakstim e-reversaland rotationalsym m etry but not
translationalsym m etry.Thus,m agnetic scattering from the c-axis-oriented
orbitalm om entsshould besuperim posed on nuclearBraggscatteringfrom the
crystallattice.Inform ation on the nature ofthe orbitalcurrentsiscontained
in a strongly Q -dependentstructurefactor.The only practicalway to detect
such a sm allm agnetic signalon top ofthe strong nuclear peaks would be
with polarized neutrons.Leeetal.[210]perform ed extensive polarized-beam
studieson La2�x SrxCuO 4 and YBa2Cu3O 6+ x singlecrystals.They found no
positive evidence for the proposed m agnetic m om ents,with a sensitivity of
0.01�B in thecaseof3D order,and 0.1�B in thecaseofquasi-2D order.Sim on
and Varm a[211]havesinceproposed a second pattern oforbitalcurrentsthat
would have a di�erent m agnetic structure factor from the originalversion.
Positive resultsin YBa2Cu3O 6+ x corresponding to this second pattern have
recently been reported by Fauqu�eetal.[212].

8.6 Variation ofm agnetic correlations w ith doping and

tem perature in cuprates

8.6.1 M agnetic incom m ensurability vs.hole doping

The doping dependence ofthe low-energy m agnetic excitationsin supercon-
ducting La2�x SrxCuO 4 havebeen studied in considerabledetail[13,131].In
particular,theQ dependencehasbeen characterized.W ealready saw in x8.4
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Fig.8.16.Variation ofthem agneticincom m ensurability � [asde�ned in theinsetsof

(a)]for(a)lightly-doped La2� xSrxCuO 4,and (b)La2� xSrxCuO 4 with and without

Nd-codoping.In (a)the�lled (open)sym bolscorrespond to diagonal(bond-parallel,

or vertical) spin stripes.Adapted from Fujita etal.[131].In (b),open circles are

from m easurem entsofexcitationsatE � 3 m eV and T � Tc in La2� xSrxCuO 4 from

Yam adaetal.[13];�lled squaresarefrom elasticscatteringon La1:6� xNd0:4SrxCuO 4

from Ichikawa etal.[172].

thatthe destruction ofantiferrom agneticorderby hole doping leadsto diag-
onalspin stripes.Asshown in Fig.8.16(a),them agneticincom m ensurability
� growsroughly linearly with x acrossthe \spin-glass" regim e.(The results
in thisregion arefrom elasticscattering.)Atx � 0:055,there isan insulator
to superconductortransition,and along with thatisa rotation ofthe incom -
m ensurate peaks (as shown in the insets),indicating a shift from diagonal
to vertical(orbond-parallel)stripes[131].The rotation ofthe stripesisnot
assharply de�ned asis the onsetofthe superconductivity| there is a m ore
gradualevolution ofthe distribution ofstripe orientations as indicated by
the m easured peak widths,especially around the circle ofradius � centered
on Q A F.Interestingly,the m agnitude of� continuesitslinearx dependence
through the onsetofsuperconductivity.

In the superconducting phase, � continues to grow with doping up to
x � 1

8
,beyond which it seem s to saturate,as indicated by the circles [13]

in Fig.8.16(b).Interestingly,the sam e trend in incom m ensurability isfound
forstatic stripe orderin Nd-doped La2�x SrxCuO 4 [172],asindicated by the
�lled squaresin the sam e�gure.The di�erencesin wavevectorfora given x
m ay re
ecta change in the hole density ofthe charge stripeswhen they be-
com estatically ordered in theanisotropiclatticepotentialoftheLTT phase.
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La1:875Ba0:125CuO 4 [42].

W hilelow-energyincom m ensuratescatteringisalsoobserved in overdoped
La2�x SrxCuO 4,W akim oto etal.[213]havefound thatthe m agnitude of�00,
m easured at E � 6 m eV,drops rapidly for x > 0:25,becom ing neglible by
x = 0:30.The decrease in the m agnitude of�00 iscorrelated with the fallo�
in Tc.Interestingly,these resultssuggestthatthe superconductivity weakens
asm agneticcorrelationsdisappear.

In YBa2Cu3O 6+ x,the incom m ensurability ofthe m agnetic excitationsat
E < E r isresolvableonly forT � Tc.The presenceofa substantialspin gap
in thesuperconductingstate,togetherwith thedispersion ofthem agneticex-
citations,m akesitdi�cultto com paredirectly theresultsforYBa 2Cu3O 6+ x

with thebehaviorofLa2�x SrxCuO 4 shown in Fig.8.16(b).Daietal.[17]have
determ ined � atenergiesjustabovethespin gap;theresultsforYBa2Cu3O 6+ x

arerepresented by circlesand squaresin Fig.8.17.Forcom parison,thetrian-
glesindicatethee�ectiveincom m ensurabilitiesfound atenergiesof20 and 30
m eV in La2�x SrxCuO 4 with x = 0:10and 0.16[40]and in La1:875Ba0:125CuO 4

[42].Thetrendsin thetwo di�erentcupratefam iliesseem to besim ilarwhen
oneaccountsforthedispersion.(Com parablebehaviorin YBa2Cu3O 6+ x and
La2�x SrxCuO 4 wasalso noted by Balatsky and Bourges[214].)

8.6.2 D oping dependence ofenergy scales

The doping dependence ofE r in YBa2Cu3O 6+ x and Bi2Sr2CaCu2O 8+ � has
received considerableattention.In optim ally-doped and slightly under-doped
YBa2Cu3O 6+ x,the scattering at E r (for T < Tc) is relatively strong and
narrow in Q and !.O fcourse,when theintensity isintegrated overQ and !
one�ndsthatitcorrespondstoasm allfraction ofthetotalexpected sum -rule



32 John M .Tranquada

0

20

40

60

80

100

120

140

160

-0.1 -0.05 0 0.05 0.1

YBCO - E
r

BSCO - E
r

BSCO - 2 ∆
m

(ARPES)

BSCO - 2 ∆
m

(SIS)

0

50

100

150

E
r, 

2
 ∆

m
 (

m
e
V

)

n
h
-n

opt

Underdoped Overdoped

5.3 k
B
T

c

T
c  (K

)

(a)

0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25
0

20

40

60

80

100

x

E
r, 

 2
∆ m

  
(m

e
V

)

E
r

Tunneling, 2∆
m

ARPES, 2∆
m

La
2-x

(Ba,Sr)
x
CuO

4

(b)

Fig.8.18.(a)Sum m ary ofresultsforthe resonance energy E r from neutron scat-

tering m easurem entson YBa2Cu3O 6+ x (open circles)and Bi2Sr2CaCu2O 8+ � (�lled

squares),and twice the m axim um ofthe superconducting gap,2� m ,from angle-

resolved photoem ission (ARPES, �lled triangles) and tunneling (open triangles)

m easurem entson Bi2Sr2CaCu2O 8+ �,taken from Sidisetal.[18].(b)E r (circles)for

La1:875Ba0:125CuO 4 [42]and estim ated for La2� xSrxCuO 4 from m easurem ents on

x = 0:024 [129],x = 0:07 [215],x = 0:10 and 0.16 [40];2� m forLa2� xSrxCuO 4 from

tunneling (downward triangles)[216,217]and ARPES (upward triangles)[218].

weight[26];itisalso a sm allfraction ofthe the totalspectralweightthatis
actually m easured (which is m uch reduced from that predicted by the sum
rule[90]).

Figure8.18(a)presentsa sum m ary,from Sidisetal.[18],ofexperim ental
resultsforE r from neutron scattering and fortwicethe superconducting gap
m axim um ,2� m ,from other techniques.For these m aterials,the resonance
energy is found to scale with Tc and fallbelow 2� m .Unfortunately,a m a-
jor deviation from these trends occurs in La2�x SrxCuO 4 [see Fig.8.18(b)],
where E r tends to be largerthan 2� m ,and any constantofproportionality
between E r and kTc is considerably larger than the value of� 5 found for
YBa2Cu3O 6+ x.

As discussed in x8.2.2,there m ay be a m ore generalcorrelation between
the spin-gap energy and Tc.Figure 8.19 showsthe variation ofthe spin-gap
energy with Tc fora rangeofdopingsin YBa2Cu3O 6+ x asobtained by Daiet
al.[17].Thecorrelation seen therelooksvery m uch likethatshown in Fig.8.6
fordi�erentcuprate fam iliesatoptim um doping.ForLa2�x SrxCuO 4,a true
spin gap isnotobserved forx < 0:14 [219],and thism ighthavea connection
with the rapid disappearance ofthe spin gap in YBa2Cu3O 6+ x for x < 0:5
[17].
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8.6.3 Tem perature-dependent e�ects

A detailed study ofthetherm alevolution ofthem agneticexcitations(E � 15
m eV)in La1:86Sr0:14CuO 4 wasreported by Aepplietal.[12].Fitting the Q
dependenceoftheincom m ensuratescattering with a lorentzian-squared peak
shape,they found that �,the Q -width as a function ofboth frequency and
tem perature,can be described fairly wellby the form ula

�
2 = �

2
0 +

1

a2

"�
kT

E 0

� 2

+

�
�h!

E 0

� 2
#

; (8.12)

where �0 = 0:034 �A �1 ,a is the lattice param eter,and E 0 = 47 m eV.For
T � Tc,thelow-frequency lim itof�00(Q �;!)=! (whereQ � isa peak position)
varieswith tem peratureessentiallyas1=T 2.They argued thatthesebehaviors
are consistentwith proxim ity to a quantum criticalpoint,and thatthe type
ofordered state that is being approached at low tem perature is the stripe-
ordered state.

In astudyofLa2�x SrxCuO 4 crystalsatsom ewhathigherdoping(x = 0:15,
0.18,and 0.20),Leeetal.[220]found evidenceforaspin pseudogap atT � Tc.
Thepseudogap (with a hum p aboveit)wassim ilarin energy to thespin gap
thatappearsatT < Tc and wasm ostdistinctin the x = 0:18 sam ple,where
the e�ectisstillevidentat80 K butabsentat150 K .

For YBa2Cu3O 6+ x,the studies oftem perature dependence have largely
concentrated on the scattering near E r.For fully-oxygenated YBa2Cu3O 7,
theintensity atE r appearsfairly abruptly at,orslightly below,Tc and grows
with decreasing tem perature,with essentially no shiftin E r [16,31].Forun-
derdoped sam ples,the intensity at E r begins to grow below tem peratures
T � > Tc,with theenhancem entatTc decreasingwith underdoping[31,36,47].
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8.7 E�ects ofperturbations on m agnetic correlations

8.7.1 M agnetic �eld

An im portant initialstudy of the im pact of an applied m agnetic �eld on
m agnetic correlations in a cuprate superconductor was done by Daiet al.
[50]on YBa2Cu3O 6:6 (Tc = 63 K ).They showed thatapplying a 6.8-T �eld
along the c-axiscaused a 30% reduction in the low-tem perature intensity of
the resonance peak (at 34 m eV).The lost weight presum ably is shifted to
other parts ofphase space,but it was not directly detected.(Applying the
�eld parallelto the CuO 2 planes has negligible e�ect.) In an earlier study
on YBa2Cu3O 7,Bourgesetal.[221]applied an 11.5 T �eld and found that
the resonancepeak broadened in energy butdid notseem to changeitspeak
intensity.The di�erence in response from YBa2Cu3O 6:6 is likely due to the
di�erence in H c2,which isabout5 tim eslargerin YBa2Cu3O 7 [222].

A seriesofstudieson La2�x SrxCuO 4 sam pleswith variousdopingshave
now been perform ed [223,52,224,51,223],and a schem aticsum m ary ofthe
results is presented in Fig.8.20.For sam ples with lower doping (x = 0:10
[224]and 0.12 [223])thereisa sm allelastic,incom m ensurate,m agneticpeak
intensity in zero �eld thatissubstantially enhanced by application ofa c-axis
m agnetic�eld.The growth ofthe intensity with �eld isconsistentwith

I � (H =Hc2)ln(H c2=H ); (8.13)

whereH c2 istheuppercritical�eld forsuperconductivity [224].Thisbehavior
waspredicted by Dem leretal.[225]using a m odelofcoexisting butcom pet-
ing phasesofsuperconductivity and spin-density-wave(SDW )order.In their
m odel,localreduction ofthe superconducting orderparam eterby m agnetic
vorticesresultsin an averageincreasein the SDW order.(Foran alternative
approach,in which the com peting order is restricted to \halo" regions cen-
tered on vortex cores,see,e.g.,[226].)Interestingly,the spin-spin correlation
length for the induced signalis > 400 �A,which is at least20 tim es greater
than theradiusofa vortex core[224].Very sim ilarresultshavebeen obtained
on oxygen-doped La2CuO 4 [227,228].There isan obviousparallelwith the
charge-related \checkerboard" pattern observed atvorticesin superconduct-
ing Bi2Sr2CaCu2O 8+ � by scanning tunneling m icroscopy [229].

ForLa2�x SrxCuO 4 crystalswith x = 0:163 [52]and 0.18 [51]there isno
�eld-induced static order (at least for the range of�elds studied).Instead,
the �eld m oves spectralweight into the spin gap.The study on x = 0:18
indicated thattheincreasein weightin thegap isaccom panied by a decrease
in the intensity peak above the gap [51],the latter resultbeing com parable
to thee�ectseen in YBa2Cu3O 6:6 [50].Forx = 0:163,an enhancem entofthe
incom m ensuratescattering wasobserved below 10 K for�h! = 2:5 m eV.

Foran interm ediatedoping concentration ofx = 0:144,K haykovich etal.
[230]have recently shown that,although no elastic m agnetic peaksare seen
at zero �eld,a static SDW does appear for H > H c � 3 T.Such behavior
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Fig.8.20.Schem aticsum m aryofneutron scatteringexperim entson La2� xSrxCuO 4

in a m agnetic �eld at T � Tc.Solid bars indicate observations ofelastic,incom -

m ensuratepeaks;width indicatesvariation ofpeak intensity with �eld.Experim ents

on x = 0:10,0.12,0.144,0.163,and 0.18 from [224],[223],[230],[52],and [51].The

solid curvesuggeststheshapeofa boundary between a statewith spin-density-wave

order and superconductivity on the left and superconductivity alone on the right,

as�rstproposed by D em leretal.[225].

waspredicted by them odelofcom peting phasesofDem leretal.[225],and a
boundary between phaseswith and withoutSDW order,based on thatm odel,
isindicated by the solid curvein Fig.8.20.

Although evidencefor�eld-induced charge-stripeorderin La2�x SrxCuO 4

hasnotyetbeen reported,itseem slikely thattheSDW orderobserved isthe
sam e as the stripe phase found in La1:875Ba0:125CuO 4 [41] and
La1:6�x Nd0:4SrxCuO 4 [172].Consistentwith thisscenario,ithasbeen shown
that an applied m agnetic �eld has no im pact on the Cu m agnetic order or
the charge order in the stripe-ordered phase ofLa1:6�x Nd0:4SrxCuO 4 with
x = 0:15[231];however,the�eld did e�ecttheorderingoftheNd \spectator"
m om ents.

Returning to La2�x SrxCuO 4 with x < 0:13,it has been argued in the
case ofx = 0:10 thatthe zero-�eld elastic m agnetic peak intensity observed
atlow tem perature is extrinsic [224].This issue deservesa shortdigression.
It is certainly true that crystals oflesser quality can yield elastic scatter-
ing atorneartheexpected positionsoftheincom m ensuratem agneticpeaks;
in som e cases,this scattering has little tem perature dependence.O fcourse,
just because spurious signals can occur does not m ean that allsignals are
spurious.Let us shift our attention for a m om ent to x = 0:12,where the
low-tem perature,zero-�eld intensity issom ewhatlarger[232].A m uon-spin-
relaxation (�SR)study [182]on a crystalofgood quality hasshown thatthe
m agneticorderisnotuniform in thesam ple| atlow tem perature,only � 20%
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ofthe m uons see a static localhyper�ne �eld.Further relevantinform ation
com esfrom electron di�raction studies.The well-known low-tem peratureor-
thorhom bic (LTO )phase tends to exhibittwin dom ains.Horibe,Inoue,and
K oyam a [233]have taken dark-�eld im agesusing a Bragg peak forbidden in
the LTO structure but allowed in the LTT structure,the phase that pins
stripes in La1:875Ba0:125CuO 4 and La1:6�x Nd0:4SrxCuO 4.They �nd bright
lines corresponding to the twin boundaries,indicating that the structure of
the twin boundariesisdi�erentfrom the LTO phasebutsim ilarto the LTT.
(Sim ilarbehaviorhasbeen studied in La2�x BaxCuO 4 [234].)Thetwin bound-
ariesare only a few nanom eterswide;however,given thatm agnetic vortices
can pin spin stripeswith a substantialcorrelation length,and wewillseenext
thatZn dopantscan also pin spin stripes,itseem slikely thatLTT-like twin
boundaries should be able to pin stripe order with a signi�cant correlation
length.Thus,the low-tem perature m agnetic peaks found in La2�x SrxCuO 4

with x = 0:12 [232]are likely due to stripes pinned at twinned boundaries,
givingorderin onlyasm allvolum efraction,consistentwith �SR [182].Taking
into accountthe fact that stripe order is observed in La1:6�x Nd0:4SrxCuO 4

fora substantialrangeofx (butwith strongestordering atx = 0:12)[172],it
seem sreasonableto expecta sm allvolum e fraction ofstripe orderpinned at
twin boundariesin La2�x SrxCuO 4 with x = 0:10.Isthisorderextrinsic? Are
twin boundaries extrinsic? This m ay be a m atter ofsem antics.In any case,
I would argue that the low-tem perature zero-�eld peaks m easured in good
crystalsre
ectrealm aterialsphysicsofthe purecom pound.

8.7.2 Zn substitution

The e�ects ofZn substition for Cu are quite sim ilar to those caused by an
applied m agnetic�eld.ForLa2�x SrxCuO 4 with x = 0:15,substituting about
1% orlessZn causestheappearanceofexcitationswithin thespin gap ofthe
Zn-free com pound [235,236].Substitution of1.7% Zn issu�cientto induce
weak elasticm agneticpeaks.Forx = 0:12,whereweak elasticm agneticpeaks
are presentwithout Zn,substitution ofZn increasesthe peak intensity,but
alsoincreasestheQ -widthsofthepeaks[237,178].W akim otoetal.[238]have
recently found thatZn-substitution into overdoped sam ples(x > 0:2)signi�-
cantly enhancesthe low-energy (< 10 m eV)inelastic m agneticscattering.

In YBa2Cu3O 6+ x,Zn substitution causesweightto shiftfrom E r into the
spin gap [239,240].W hileitcausessom eincreasein theQ -width ofthescat-
tering atE r [241],itdoesnotm akea signi�cantchangein theQ dependence
ofthe(unresolved)incom m ensuratescattering atlowerenergies[240].M uon-
spin rotation studies indicate that Zn-doping reduces the super
uid density
proportionalto theZn concentration [242],and thisprovidesanotherparallel
with the propertiesofthe m agneticvortex state.
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8.7.3 Li-doping

An alternative way to dope holesinto the CuO 2 planesisto substitute Li1+

forCu2+ .In thiscase,theholesareintroduced attheexpenseofastronglocal
Coulom b potentialthatone m ightexpectto localize the holes.Surprisingly,
the m agnetic phase diagram ofLa2Cu1�x LixO 4 is rathersim ilarto thatfor
La2�x SrxCuO 4 with x < 0:06 [243].In particular,the long-rangeN�eelorder
is destroyed with � 0:03% Li.The nature ofthe m agnetic correlations in
the param agnetic phase isdi�erentfrom thatin La2�x SrxCuO 4 in thatthe
inelasticm agneticscattering rem ainscom m ensurate[244].Studiesofthespin
dynam icsindicate!=T scalingathigh tem peratures,butlargedeviationsfrom
such behavioroccuratlow tem perature[245].

8.8 Electron-doped cuprates

Electron-doped cupratesarevery interesting becauseoftheirsim ilaritiesand
di�erencesfrom thehole-doped m aterials;however,considerably lesshasbeen
done in the way ofneutron scattering on the electron-doped m aterials,due
in part to challenges in growing crystals ofsuitable size and quality.Initial
work focused on thesystem sNd2�x CexCuO 4 and Pr2�x CexCuO 4.A striking
di�erence from hole doping is the fact that the N�eeltem perature is only
gradually reduced by electron-doping.Thiswas�rstdem onstrated in a �SR
study ofNd2�x CexCuO 4 [246],whereitwasfound thattheantiferrom agnetic
orderonly disappearsatx � 0:14 wheresuperconductivity �rstappears.The
m agnetic orderwassoon con�rm ed by neutron di�raction m easurem entson
singlecrystalsofPr2�x CexCuO 4 [247]and Nd2�x CexCuO 4 [248].

A com plication with thesem aterialsisthatto obtain thesuperconducting
phase,onem ustrem oveasm allam ountofoxygen from theas-grown sam ples.
Thechallengeofthereduction processisto obtain a uniform oxygen concen-
tration in the�nalsam ple.Thisism oreeasily donein powdersand thin �lm s
than in largecrystals.Asgrown crystalswith x aslargeas0.18 areantiferro-
m agnetic[249,250].Reducing singlecrystalscan resultin superconductivity;
however,itischallengingto com pletely elim inatetheantiferrom agneticphase
[249].In trying to geta puresuperconducting phase,the reducing conditions
can som etim escausea crystalto undergo partialdecom position,yielding im -
purity phasessuch as(Nd,Ce)2O 3 [251,252].

The e�ective strength ofthe spin-spin coupling hasbeen probed through
m easurem entsofthe spin correlation length asa function oftem perature in
theparam agneticphase.Them agnitudeofthespin sti�nessisclearlyobserved
todecreasewith doping[247,249,250].M angetal.[250]haveshown thatthis
behaviorisconsistentwith thatfound in num ericalsim ulationsofa random ly
site-diluted 2D antiferrom agnet.In them odelcalculations,thesuperexchange
energy isheld constant,and thereduction in spin sti�nessisduepurely tothe
introduction ofa�niteconcentration ofnonm agneticsites.Togetquantitative
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agreem ent,itisnecessarytoallow fortheconcentrationofnonm agneticstiesin
them odelto beabout20% greaterthan theCeconcentration in thesam ples.

Yam ada and coworkers [253] were able to prepare crystals of
Nd1:85Ce0:15CuO 4 with su�cient quality that it was possible to study the
low-energy m agnetic excitationsassociated with the superconducting phase.
They found com m ensurate antiferrom agnetic 
uctuations.In a crystalwith
Tc = 25 K ,they found thata spin gap ofapproxim ately 4 m eV developed in
thesuperconducting state.Com m ensurateelasticscattering,with an in-plane
correlation length of150 �A,wasalso presentfortem peraturesbelow � 60 K ;
however,the growth ofthe elastic intensity did not change on crossing the
superconducting Tc.

W hile the m agnetic excitationsarecom m ensurateand incom patible with
stripe correlations,there are,nevertheless,otherm easurem entsthatsuggest
electronic inhom ogeneity.Henggeleretal.[254]used the crystal-�eld excita-
tions ofthe Prions in Pr2�x CexCuO 4 asa probe ofthe localenvironm ent.
They found evidenceforseveraldistinctlocalenvironm ents,and argued that
doped regionsreached the percolation lim itatx � 0:14,atthe phasebound-
ary for superconductivity.Recent NM R studies have also found evidence of
electronicinhom ogeneity [255,256].

M otivated by the observation ofm agnetic-�eld-induced m agnetic super-
lattice peaks in hole-doped cuprates (x8.7.1),there has been a series ofex-
perim entslooking atthe e�ecton electron-doped cupratesofa �eld applied
along thecaxis.An initialstudy [257]on Nd2�x CexCuO 4 with x = 0:14 and
Tc � 25 K found thatapplying a �eld aslarge as10 T had no e�ecton the
intensity ofan antiferrom agneticBragg peak fortem peraturesdown to 15 K .
Shortly afterthatcam ea report[258]oflarge�eld-induced enhancem entsof
antiferrom agneticBragg intensities,aswellasnew �eld-induced peaksofthe
type (1

2
;0;0),in a crystalofNd2�x CexCuO 4 with x = 0:15 and Tc = 25 K .

Itwassoon pointed outthatthe new (1
2
;0;0)peaks,as wellas m ostofthe

e�ects at antiferrom agnetic re
ections,could be explained by the m agnetic
responseofthe(Nd,Ce)2O 3 im purity phase[251,252].Therenow seem sto be
a consensus that this is the properexplanation [259,260];however,a m od-
est�eld-induced intensity enhancem enthasbeen seen at(1

2
;1
2
;3)thatisnot

explained by the im purity-phasem odel[259].
In an attem ptto clarify thesituation,Fujita etal.[261]turned to another

electron-doped superconductor,Pr1�x LaCexCuO 4.This com pound also has
to be reduced to obtain superconductivity,and reduced crystals exhibit a
(Pr,Ce)2O 3 im purity phase;however,the Pr in the im purity phase should
not be m agnetic.They found a weak �eld-induced enhancem ent ofan anti-
ferrrom agnetic peak intensity for a crystalwith x = 0:11 (Tc = 26 K ),but
no e�ect for x = 0:15 (Tc = 16 K ).The induced Cu m om ent for x = 0:11
at a tem perature of3 K and a �eld of5 T is � 10�4 �B .Daiand cowork-
ers [262,263]have studied crystals ofPr0:88LaCe0:12CuO 4�� in which they
have tuned the superconductivity by adjusting �.They have em phasized the
coexistence ofthe superconductivity with both 3D and quasi-2D antiferro-
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m agneticorder[262].They reporta very slightenhancem entofthe quasi-2D
antiferrom agneticsignalfora c-axism agnetic�eld [263].

8.9 D iscussion

8.9.1 Sum m ary ofexperim entaltrends in hole-doped cuprates

There are a num ber oftrends in hole-doped cuprates that one can identify
from theresultspresented in thischapter.To begin with,theundoped parent
com poundsareM ott-Hubbard (or,m oreproperly,charge-transfer)insulators
thatexhibitN�eelorderdue to antiferrom agnetic superexchange interactions
between nearest-neighboratom s.The m agnitude ofJ ism aterialdependent,
varying between roughly 100 and 150 m eV.

Doping the CuO 2 planeswith holesdestroysthe N�eelorder;in fact,the
presenceofholesseem sto beincom patiblewith long-rangeantiferrom agnetic
order.Theobserved responsesto holedoping indicatethatsom esortofphase
separation is com m on.In som e cases,stripe m odulations are found,and in
others,�nite clustersofantiferrom agneticordersurvive.

In under- and optim ally-doped cuprate superconductors, the m agnetic
spectrum hasan hour-glass-likeshape,with an energyscalecom parabletothe
superexchangeenergy ofthe parentinsulators.The strength ofthe m agnetic
scattering,when integrated overm om entum and energy,decreasesgradually
asone increasesthe hole concentration from zero to optim aldoping.A spin
gap appearsin the superconducting state (atleastforoptim aldoping),with
spectralweightfrom below thespin gap beingpushed aboveit.Them agnitude
ofthe spin gap correlateswith Tc.

Underdoped cuprates with a sm allor negligible spin gap are very sen-
sitive to perturbations.Substituting non-m agnetic Zn for Cu or applying a
m agnetic�eld perpendicularto theplanestendsto induce elasticincom m en-
suratem agneticpeaksatlow tem perature.Forsam pleswith largerspin gaps,
the perturbationsshiftspectralweightfrom higherenergy into the spin gap.
Breaking the equivalence between orthogonalCu-O bonds within a CuO 2

plane can result in charge-stripe order,in addition to the elastic m agnetic
peaks.

The m agnetic correlationswithin the CuO 2 planesare clearly quite sen-
sitive to hole doping and superconductivity.W hile their coexistence with a
m etallicnorm alstateisoneofthestrikingcharacteristicsofthecuprates,their
connection to the m echanism ofhole-pairing rem ainsa m atteroftheoretical
speculation.

8.9.2 T heoreticalinterpretations

The natureand relevanceofantiferrom agneticcorrelationshasbeen a m ajor
them e ofm uch ofthe theoreticalwork on cuprate superconductors.W hile
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som e the theoreticalconceptsare discussed in m ore detailin otherchapters
ofthisbook,itseem sappropriateto brie
y review som eofthem here.

G iven thattechniquesforhandling strongly-correlated hole-doped antifer-
rom agnetscontinuetobein thedevelopm entstage,som eresearcherschooseto
rely on aconventionalweak-couplingapproach to describingm agneticm etals.
Thism ightbeappropriateifoneim aginesstarting outin thevery over-doped
regim e,whereFerm i-liquid theory m ightbeapplicable,and then worksdown-
ward towardsoptim um doping.Them agneticsusceptibility can becalculated
in term sofelectronsbeing excited acrosstheFerm ilevelfrom �lled to em pty
states.Interactionsbetween quasiparticlesdueto Coulom b orexchangeinter-
actionsareassum ed to enhancethe susceptibility nearQ A F,and thisishan-
dled using the random -phase approxim ation (RPA).In the superconducting
state,one takes into account the superconducting gap � with d-wave sym -
m etry.Thegapping ofstatescarvesholesinto thecontinuum ofelectron-hole
excitations.The RPA enhancem entcan then pullresonantexcitationsdown
into the region below 2� [264,265,266].W ith this approach,it has been
possible,with suitable adjustm entofthe interaction param eter,to calculate
dispersingfeaturesin �00thatresem blethosem easured in thesuperconducting
stateofoptim ally-doped YBa2Cu3O 6+ x [267,268,269].

TheRPA approachrunsintodi�cultieswhenoneconsidersLa 2�x SrxCuO 4,
La2�x BaxCuO 4,and underdoped YBa2Cu3O 6+ x.It predicts that the m ag-
netic excitationsshould be highly overdam ped atenergiesgreaterthan 2�;
however,thereisno obviouschangein theexperim entalspectra atE > 2� in
these m aterials.Furtherm ore,the dispersive features in La1:875Ba0:125CuO 4

are observed in the norm alstate.Even ifone triesto invoke a d-wave pseu-
dogap,theenergy scaleislikely to betoo sm all,asindicated by Fig.8.18(b).
Itisalso unclearhow onewould rationalize,from a Ferm i-liquid perspective,
the observation that the energy scale ofthe m agnetic excitations is ofor-
derJ,assuperexchangeisan e�ective interaction between localm om entsin
a correlated insulator,and has no directconnection to interactionsbetween
quasiparticles[53].

The fact that superexchange seem s to rem ain relevant in the supercon-
ducting phase suggests that it m ay be pro�table to approach the problem
from theperspectiveofdoped antiferrom agnets.Theresonating-valence-bond
m odelwasoneofthe�rstsuch attem pts[1,270,271].Them odelisbased on
the assum ption that the undoped system is a quantum spin liquid.In such
a state,allCu spins would be paired into singlets in a m anner such that
thesinglet-tripletspectrum isgapless.W hen a holeisintroduced,onesinglet
is destroyed,yielding a free spinon;allother Cu spins stillcouple in singlet
states.In such a picture,onewould expectthatthesinglet-tripletexcitations
would dom inate the m agnetic excitation spectrum m easured with neutrons;
surprisingly,therehasbeen littlee�orttom akespeci�ctheoreticalpredictions
ofthis spectrum for com parison with experim ent.Instead,the analysis has
been donein term sofelectron-holeexcitations[266].Asdiscussed above,such
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a calculation has signi�cant short com ings when it com es to understanding
underdoped cuprates.

Another alternative is a spiralspin-density wave,as has been proposed
severaltim es [272,273,274,275].A spiralstate would be com patible with
the incom m ensurate antiferrom agnetic excitations at low energy [272,274],
and can also beused to m odelthefullm agneticspectrum [275].A look atthe
experim entalrecordshowsthataspiralphasecannotbethewholestory.In the
caseofLa1:875Ba0:125CuO 4 and La1:6�x Nd0:4SrxCuO 4,wherestaticm agnetic
orderisobserved,chargeorderisalso found [276].W hen thereischargeorder
present,it follows that the spin-density m odulation m ust have a collinear
com ponentin which the m agnitudeofthe localm om entsism odulated [202].
There could also be a spiralcom ponent,butitisnotessential.Furtherm ore,
ifholessim ply cause a localrotation ofthe spin direction,then itisunclear
why the ordering tem perature ofthe N�eelphase is so rapidly reduced by a
sm alldensity ofholes.

G iven that stripe orderis observed in certain cuprates(x8.5.2)and that
the m agnetic excitationsofthe stripe-ordered phase are consistentwith the
universalspectrum ofgood superconductors (Fig.8.3),the sim plest picture
thatiscom patible with allofthe data isto assum e thatcharge stripes(dy-
nam iconesin thecaseofthesuperconducting sam ples)area com m on feature
ofthe cuprates,atleaston theunderdoped sideofthe phasediagram .There
is certainly plenty oftheoreticalm otivation for stripes [277,203,278,279],
and therelevanceofchargeinhom ogeneity tothesuperconductingm echanism
isdiscussed in the chapterby K ivelson and Fradkin [280].

O nesuprisingexperim entalobservation isthem inim alam ountofdam ping
ofthe m agnetic excitationsin underdoped cuprates,especially in the norm al
state.O ne would expectthe continuum ofelectron-hole excitationsto cause
signi�cantdam ping [90].Could itbe thatthe antiphase relationship ofspin
correlationsacrossa chargestripe actsto separate the spin and chargeexci-
tations in a m anner sim ilar to thatin a one-dim ensionalsystem [281,282]?
W ith over doping,there is evidence that regions ofconventionalelectronic
excitationsbecom e m ore signi�cant.Thisisalso the regim e where m agnetic
excitations becom e weak.Could it be that the interaction of conventional
electron-hole excitationswith stripe-like patchescausesa strong dam ping of
the spin excitations? There is clearly plenty ofwork left to properly under-
stand thecuprates.
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