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N eutron Scattering Studies of
A ntiferrom agnetic C orrelations in C uprates

John M . Tranquada

P hysics D epartm ent, B rookhaven N ational Laboratory, Upton, NY 11973, U SA

Sum m ary. Neutron scattering studies have provided im portant inform ation about
the m om entum and energy dependence of m agnetic excitations in cuprate super-
conductors. O fparticular Interest are the recent indications of a universalm agnetic
excitation spectrum in hole-doped cuprates. T hat starting point providesm otivation
for review .ng the antiferrom agnetic state of the parent insulators, and the destruc—
tion of the ordered state by hole doping. T he nature of spin correlations in stripe-
ordered phases is discussed, follow ed by a description ofthe doping and tem perature
dependence of m agnetic correlations in superconducting cuprates. A fter describing
the in pact on the m agnetic correlations of perturbations such as an applied m ag—
netic eld or Inpurity substitution, a brief summ ary of work on electron-doped
cuprates is given. T he chapter conclides w ith a summ ary of experin ental trends
and a discussion of theoretical perspectives.

8.1 Introduction

N eutron scattering has played a m a pr role in characterizing the nature and
strength of antiferrom agnetic interactions and correlations in the cuprates.
Follow ing A nderson’s observation EJ:] that La,Cu0 4, the parent com pound of
the rst high-tem perature superconductor, should be a correlated insulator,
w ith m om ents ofneighboring Cu?* ionsantialigned due to the superexchange
Interaction, antiferrom agnetic order was discovered In a neutron di raction
study of a polycrystalline sam ple Q]. W hen sihglecrystal sam ples becam e
avaibble, inelastic studies of the spin waves determ ined the strength of the
superexchange, J, aswellasw eaker Interactions, such asthe coupling between
Cu0 , layers.T he existence of strong antiferrom agnetic spin correlationsabove
the N eel tam perature, Ty , has been dem onstrated and explained. O ver tin e,
the quality of such characterizations has in proved considerably w ith gradual
evolution in the size and quality of sam ples and in experin ental techniques.
O foourse, what we are really interested in understanding are the optim ally—
doped cuprate superconductors. It took m uch longer to get a clear picture of
the m agnetic excitations In these com pounds, w hich should not be surprising
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given that there isno static m agnetic order, the m agneticm om ents are an all,
and the bandw idth characterizing the m agnetic excitations is quite lJarge.N ev—
ertheless, we are nally at a point where a picture of universal behavior, for
at least two fam ilies of cuprates, is beginning to em erge. T hus, it seem s rea—
sonable to start our story w ith recent results on the excitation spectrum in
superconducting YBa,CuzO ¢ x and Lay x S, CuO 4, and the nature of the
spoin gap that appearsbelow the superconducting transition tem perature, T..
N ote that these are holedoped superconductors, which is where m ost of
the em phasis will be placed in this chapter.) An important result is that
this spectrum looks quite sim ilar to that m easured for Laj.g75Bap.125Cu0 4,
a com pound in which T, is depressed towards zero and ordered charge and
spin stripes are observed. T he nature of stripe order and is relevance w illbe
discussed later.

Follow ing the initial discussion of results for the superconductors in %8 2,
one can have a better appreciation for the antiferrom agnetisn of the parent
Insulators, presented in x@-_.-é' T he destruction of antiferrom agnetic order by
hole doping isdiscussed in >§§3_-4 .In >§'_é_.-E}, evidence for stripe order, and forother
possble ordered states com peting w ith superconductivity, is considered. xg ;a
discusses how the m agnetic correlations in superconducting cuprates evolve
w ith hole-doping and w ith tem perature.W hile doping tends to destroy anti-
ferrom agnetic order, perturbations of the doped state can induce static order,
orm odify the dynam ics, and these e ectsarediscussed in >§-j:A briefdescrip—
tion ofwork on electron-doped cuprates isgiven in x’é ;é: .T he chapter concludes
w ith a discussion, in x’,é_B-;q, of experim ental trends and theoretical perspectives
on the m agnetic correlations in the cuprates. It should be noted that there
is not space here or a com plete review of neutron studies of cuprates; som e
earlier review s and di erent perspectives appear in Refs. B, 2_1:, E:, '@:, :Z:, '§:].

Before getting started, it isusefilto rst establish som e notation.A gen—
eralwave vector Q = (h;k;1) is soeci ed In units of the reciprocal lattice,
@j;bj;c)= @2 =a;2 =b;2 =c).The CuO, plnes are approxin ately square,
wih a Cu€u distance of a b 38A . Antiferrom agnetic order of Cu
moments (S = %) in a single plane causes a doubling of the unit cell and
is characterized by the wave vector Q ¢ = (%;%;O), as Indicate in Fjg.:_8;],';
how ever, the relative ordering of the spins along the ¢ axis can cause the in—
tensities of (% ;% ;L) superlattice peaksto have a strongly m odulated structure
factor as a function of L . For the m agnetic excitations, we w ill generally be
interested in their dependence on Qp = Q  &;3;L) associated with an
Individual CuO , plane and ignoring the L dependence.

T he m agnetic scattering function m easured w ith neutrons can be w ritten
as ig' :_1(_i] <

SQ!)= ;00 =0°s Qi) ®1)
w here 1 Z x .
S Qil)= - dee 't &® s, 0)S, ©)i: ©82)

1
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Fig.8.1. (@) CuO; plane, indicating positions ofthe Cu and O atom sand identifying
the lattice param eters, a and b. (o) Sketch ofantiferrom agnetic order ofCu m om ents,
wih lled (empty) circles representing up (down) spins. Solid line indicates the
chem icalunit cell; dashed line denotesthem agnetic unit cell. (c) F illed circles: B ragg
peak positions in reciprocal space corresponding to the chem ical lattice. Em pty
circle: m agnetic B ragg peak due to antiferrom agnetic order. D ashed line indicates
the antiferrom agnetic B rillouin zone.

Here S, (t) isthe & x,y, z) component of the atom ic spin at lattice site r
and tim e t, and the angle brackets, h: : 1 denote an average over con gurations.
For inelastic scattering, it is possible to relate S Q ;! ) to the im agihary part
of the dynam ical spin susceptbility, ©@Q ;!) via the uctuation-dissipation
theorem ,

P ;)
S(Q;!)=mi (8.3)

Another usefill quantity is the \local" susceptbility ~P(!), de ned as
Z
~P(y= dx PQi!): ©8.4)

E xperim entally, the integral is generally not perform ed over the entire rst
B rillbuin zone, but rather over the m easured region about Q ar .
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8.2 M agnetic excitations in hole-doped superconductors
8.2.1 D ispersion

M ost of the neutron scattering studies of cuprate superconductors have fo—
cused on two fam ilies: La, 4 S, CuO 4 and YBa;Cusz0 ¢+ x - T he sim ple reason
for this is that these are the only com pounds for which large crystals have
been available.For quite som e tin e it appeared that the m agnetic spectra of
these two fam ilieswere distinct. In La, y Sr,CuO 4, the distinctive feature was
Incom m ensurate scattering, studied at low energies (K 20me&v) [_i]_:, :_fZ_i, :_1-1_1*],
w hereas for YBa,Cusz0 4, x the attention was f)_cus§d on t{le com m ensurate
scattering (\41-m &V " or \resonance" peak fL4, 15,116,117, 18] that grows in
Intensity (and shifts in energy f_lg‘]) as the tem perature is cookd below Tc.
A resonance peak was also detected in B4 SrCaCuz0 g+ t_Z(_i, 2@,:_22&] and in
TLBaCuO ¢y [_2;%] Considerable theoretical attention has been directed to—
w ards the resonance peak and its signi cance (e4g., see E_Z-Q:, -'_2-5, Z-Q‘]) .The fact
that no strongly tem perature-dependent excitation at Q o r was ever observed
in Lay x Sr,Cu0 4 raised questions about the role ofm agnetic excitations the
cuprate superconductivity.

W hile considerable em phasis has been placed on the resonance peak, it
has been clear or quite som e tin e that nom alstate m agnetic excitations in
underdoped YBa,Cusz0 ¢+ x extend over a large energy range EO‘, :_3-1:], com —
parabl to that In the antiferrom agnetic parent com pound |§z_i, 33] The rst
clear signature that the excitations below the resonance are incom m ensu—
rate, sin ilar to the low-energy exciations in La; x Sr,CuO 4 f_l-]_;, :_ig'], was
obtained by M ook et al. I_B-Z_i] for YBa,Cusz0 6.6 . That these ncom m ensurate
excitations disperse inw ards tow ards the resonance energy was dem onstrated
in YBa,Cus0g.7 by Araiet al. 55] and in YBa,Cu30 ¢.g5 by Bourges et al.
t_S-é]. M ore recent m easurem ents have established a comm on picture of the
dispersion 7, 5%, 38, 24, 5.

A schem atic of the m easured dispersion is shown in Fjg.:_é_.-%, w ith the
energy nom alized to that of the com m ensurate excitations, E,.. (Note that
the distribution of intensity is not intended to accurately re ect experim ent,
especially in the superconducting state.) The gure also indicates the Q de-
pendence of m agnetic scattering at xed excitation energies. For E < E .,
m easuram ents on crystallographically-tw inned crystals lndicate a four-fold in—
tensiy pattem, w ith m axin a at incom m ensurate w ave vectors displaced from
Qar alng [100] and P10] directions. For E > E,, Hayden et al. R7] infer
for their YBa,Cusz0 ¢4 sample a Purfold structure that is rotated by 45
com pared to low energies, whereas Stock et al. Q-Q‘] nd an isotropic ring of
scattering for YBa,Cusz04.5. (These di erences are m inor com pared to the
overall level of agreem ent.) The spectrum wih a nite soin gap is applicable
to m easuram ents below T.; the gap 1lls in above T, where i also becom es
di cult to resolve any incom m ensurate features.

Fig. :_5;‘ show s a direct com parison of m easurem ents on La, x Sy, CuO 4
#0] and under-doped Y Ba,Cus0 ¢4 x 1_2-]’, 2-23'], w ith energy scaled by the su-—
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F ig 8.2 . Schem atic plots intended to represent neutron scattering m easurem ents
of (Q ;1) In superconducting YBa;CuszOe+x at T T..Panels @), ), and (c)
represent the distrbution of scattering in reciprocal space about Q ar at re]atjye
energies indicated by the dashed lines in (d), for a tw ihned sam ple. (d) a]ong
Q = (h, > ;L) as a function of energy (nom ahzed to the saddlepoint energy, w hich
is doping dependent). (@-d) m odeled after @7 '28] (e) A nisotropic distrbution of
s_c§tterjng inferred for a detw nned, sihgle-dom ain sam ple of YBa,Cus0 635, after

p3.

perexchange energy, J (see Tab]e'é.-]l x'8:._3) A lso ncluded in the gure are
1

results or La; x BaxCuO4 with x = £ [%1' 42], a com pound of interest be—
cause of the occurrence of charge and spin stripe order[4§] (to be discussed
later) and a strongly suppressed T.. At the lowest energies, the spin exci-
tations rise out of lncom m ensurate m agnetic (two-dim ensional) B ragg peaks.
B esides the presence 0f B ragg peaks, the m agnetic scattering di ers from that
0fYBa,Cus0 g1 x In the absence ofa spin gap.T he results for optin ally-doped
Lap x SiCu0 4, wih x = 0:16, nterpolate betw een these cases, exhibiting the
sam e Inw ard dispersion of the excitations towards Q ar (m easured up to 40
meV) and a spin gap of interm ediate m agnitude In the superconducting state
ﬁ40 T he degree of sin ilarity am ong the results shown in Fig. 83 is strikking,
and suggests that the m agnetic dispersion spectrum m ay be universal in the

cuprates #d, #4).
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Fig. 8.3. Comparison of measured dispersions along Qzp = (05 + h;05) In

Laz xSxCuO4 wih x = 0:10 @up trianglks) and 0.16 (down tr_iagg]es) from
Christensen et al E}O in Lai.g7sBag:125Cu0 4 ( lled C]'ICbS) from EZ], and in
YBa;CuszOe+ x Wih X = 05 (squares) from Stock et al @8 ] and 0.6 (diam onds)
from Hayden et al @7] The energy has been scaled by _the superexchange energy
J for the appropriate parent lnsulator as given in Table § _]1 ForYBa;Cusz0¢.6, the
data at higher energies were t along the [1,1] direction; the doubled sym bols w ith
bars indicate two di erent ways of interpolating the resuls for the [1,0] direction.

T he upw ardly-dispersing dashed curve corresponds to the result ofB ames and R fera
[flS] for a 2-leg spin ladder, w ith an e ective superexchange of J the downward
curve is a guide to the eye.

For optim ally doped YBa,Cu30 ¢+ x, the m easured dispersive excitations
are restricted to a narrow er energy w indow , as shown in Fjg.:é:l:]:.Neverthe—
less, excitations are observed to disperse both downward and upward from
E ;, and the qualitative sim ilarity w ith dispersions at low er doping is obvious.

A nisotropy of the m agnetic scattering as a function ofQ ;p can be m ea—
sured In specially detw inned sam ples of Y Ba,Cus0 ¢4 x, as the crystal struc—
ture has an anisotropy associated with the orientation of the CuO chains.
N ote that it is a m apr experin ental challenge to detw in sam ples of suf-

clent volum e to allow a successful inelastic neutron scattering study. An
initial study of a partially detw inned sam ple of YBa,Cu30¢.6 by M ook et
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Fig. 8.4. Comparison of m easured digpersions along Q2p = (05 + h;05+ h) In
the superconducting state of Y Ba;CuzO ¢+ x with x = 0:6 (diam onds) from Hayden
et al. @7:] and 0.85 (squares) from Paihes et al. @i] The solid lines represent the
m odel dispersion (and variation jn_ dispersion) com patible with m easurem ents on
YBa,Cuz0e6.95 from Reznik et al Eé]

al [_ZI§] dem onstrated that, for the incom m ensurate scattering at an energy
corresoonding to 70% of the saddl point, the Intensity is quite anistropic,
with m axin a along the a direction (perpendicular to the orientation of the
CuO chains). A recent study of an array of highly detw inned crystals of
YBa;Cus0 ¢.85 by Hinkov et al. [_igi] found substantial anisotropy in the peak
scattered intensity for an energy of 85% of the saddle point, but also dem on—
strated that scattered Intensity at that energy form s a circle about Q ar [see
Fjg.:§;2 e1].M easuram ents on a partially-detw inned sam ple 0ofYBa,Cusz0 4.5
by Stock et al. {47, 28] suggest a strong anisotropy in the scattered intensity
at 0:36E ,, but essentially perfect isotropy forE > E .

8.2.2 Spin gap and \resonance" peak

Foroptin ally-doped cuprates, them ost dram atic change In them agnetic scat—
tering w ith tem perature is the opening of a soin gap, w ith redistribution of
soectral weight from below to above the gap. A clar exam plk of this has
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Fig.8.5. (@) The tted peak intensity of PQ ;') whereQ is the peak position)
orla; xSCuO, with x = 0:16. () The ocalsusceptbility, ~© (! ).F illed sym bols:
T < Tc;o0pen symbols: T > T..Resulsare a com bination ofdata from tim e-of- ight
m easurem ents (squares) and triple-axism easurem ents (diam onds) . Lines are guides
to the eye. From Christensen et al El(i]

been presented recently by Christensen et al [fl-(_]'] for Lay, x S, CuO 4 with
x = 0:16; their results are shown In Fjg.',_B-LE".Forthe energy range shown, the
scattering is lncom m ensurate in Q , w ith the dispersion indicated in FJg:_ég
In the nom al state, the am plitude of © heads to zero only at ! = 0; in the
superconducting state, weight is rem oved from below a spin gap energy of
s 8 m &V, and shifted to energies just above ;.This is apparent both for
the plot of the peak am plitude of @ in Fig.8 3 @), and or the Q -integrated
® in (p); within the experin ental uncertainty, the spectral weight below 40
m eV is conserved on cooling through T, [_ZI(j] A nother in portant feature of
the soin gap is that is m agniude is independent of Q [_ig] This is of par-
ticular Interest because it is inconsistent w ith a weak-coupling prediction of
D fra dw ave superconductor, assum Ing that the spin response com es from
quasiparticles 49]. o
T he behavior is sin ilar near optin aldoping In YBa,Cus0 ¢+ [_3§', '._3]', :_322‘,
:_l]'], w ith the di erence being that the spin gap energy of 33 m eV ismuch
closerto E, = 41 m &V . The strongest intensity enhancem ent below T. occurs
atE,, where © ispeaked at Q ar ; however, there is also enhanced intensity
at energies a bit below and above E,, where ? is incomm ensurate t_i-é, :_?;]']
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Fig.8.6.P ot ofT. vs. spin—gap energy, s In cupratesnear optin ald(_)pjng.LSCO :
La; xSiCuOs (x = 0:16) from MO0); YBCO : YB&,CusO 45 from [6); BSCCO :
ngSrz_C_aCu208+ w ith Sest'matedbyscanngE_r_wjthrespecttoYBa2CU306+X,
from R0]; LBCO :La; xBayCuO,4 (x= 3) from K1

The soin gap § decreases and broadensw ith underdoping, so that the region
overwhich ® Oisnomorethana fow meV HrYBaCusOgs i_4-:/:,-'_3-g, :_3-9']

B esides the tem perature dependence, there is also a sin ilarbehavior ofthe
enhanced intensity for these two cuprate fam ilies in response to an applied
m agnetic eld.A sthe cuprates are type-II superconductorsw ith a very an all
lower critical eld, an applied m agnetic eld can enter a sam plk as an array
of vortices.D aiet al [_5@] showed that application of a m agnetic eld of 6.8
T along the c axis 0f YBa;Cu304.6 at T T. caused a reduction of the
intensity at E, by 30% .A study ofLa x Si,CuO4 wih x = 0:18 found
that application of a 10-T eld along the caxis caused a reduction of the
Intensity maximum at 9 meV of about 25% (wih an Increase in Q width)
and a shift of som e weight into the spin gap [_5-]_:] The eld-induced increase of
weight w ithin the soin gap ofLa; x SixCuO4 (x = 0:163) was rst observed
by Lake et al EZ_i]

By focusing on ¢ rather than E ., it is possble to identify a correlation
between m agnetic excitations and T. that applies to a varity of cuprates.
Figure :§_€i show s a plot 0of T as a function of the spin-gap energy for several
di erent cuprates near optin aldoping. T his trend m akes clear that the m ag-
netic excitations are quite sensitive to the superconductivity, but, by itself, i
does not resolve the issues of whether or how m agnetic correlationsm ay be
nvolved in the pairing m echanism .

8.2.3 D iscussion

From the results presented above, it now appears that therem ay be a univer-
salm agnetic excitation spectrum for the cuprates. O n entering the supercon—
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ducting state, a gap in the m agnetic spectrum develops, w ith spectralweight
redistrbuted from below to above the gap.The m agnitude of the spin gap is
correlated w ith T..

A long-standing question concems the role of m agnetic excitations in the
m echanism ofhigh-tem perature superconductivity, and som e varying persoec—
tives are presented in later chaptersofthisbook.A n underlying issue concems
the nature of the m agnetic excitations them selves. G wen that La, x S, CuO 4
and YBa,Cus0 6+ x exhbit antiferrom agnetically ordered phases when the
holedoping of the Cu0 ,; planes goes to zero, one approach is to look for a
connection between the m agnetic correlations in the superconducting and in
the correlated-insulator phases. O n the other hand, the m agnetic response of
comm on m etallic system s (such as chrom ium ) is tied to the low -energy ex—
citations of electrons from lled to em pty states, across the Ferm i surface.
T his m otivates attem pts to interpret the m agnetic excitations in term s of
electron-hole excitations. It is not clear that these contrasting approaches can
be reconciled w ith one another [_55], but, In any case, there are presently no
consensual criteria for selecting one approach over another.

An experin entalist’s approach is to consider the correlations in the super—
conducting cuprates in the context of related system s. T hus, in the follow Ing
sectionsw e consider experin entalresults for antiferrom agnetic cuprates, other
doped transition-m etaloxide system s, perturbations to the superconducting
phase, and the doping dependence of the m agnetic correlations in the super-
conductors.A com parison oftheoretical approaches is better discussed w ithin
the fiill context of experim ental results.

8.3 A ntiferrom agnetism in the parent insulators

8.3.1 A ntiferrom agnetic order

In the parent insulators, them agneticm om ents ofthe copper atom sorderin a
3D Neelstructure. P ow der neutron di raction studies rst dem onstrated this
for La,CuO 4 i@'], and later for YBa,Cusz0 g4 » {_5§i] T he m agnetic m om ents
tend to lie nearly parallel to the CuO, planes. T he details of the m agnetic
structures are tied to the crystal structures, so we w ill have to consider these
brie vy.

The crystal structure of La,CuO, is presented in Fig. 8.7. The CuO,
planes are stacked in a body-centered fashion, so that the uni cell contains
two layers.Below 550 K each CuO ¢ octahedron rotates about a [110] axis of
the high-tem perature tetragonal cell. N eighboring octahedra wihin a plane
rotate in opposite directions, causing a doubling ofthe uni cellvolum e and a
change to orthorhom bic sym m etry, w ith the ap and by axes rotated by 45
w ith respect to the Cu-© bond directions. In the orthorhom bic coordinates,
the octahedraltiltsare along theby direction putl, > ap , contrary to naive
expectations).
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Fig. 8.7. Left: crystal structure of La;Cu0 4 . A rrow s Indicate ordentation ofm ag-
neticm om entson Cu sites In the antiferrom agnetic state.A fterLee et al. P3].R ight:
M agnetic structure of YBa,Cu30 ¢ . C ircles: Cu atom s; lines: paths bridged by oxy—
gen. Filled and em pty circles represent C u?t sites w ith opposite spin orientations;
hatched circles denote non-m agnetic Cu'* sites. A fter Tranquada et al. 4]

In the antiferrom agnetic phase of La;Cu0 4, the spins point aJong the
Iy axis, and they have the stacking sequence shown In Fig. 8 ’Z [ﬁ .57] As
the octahedral tilts break the tetragonal sym m etry of the planes, they allow
soin-orbit e ects, in the form ofD zyalozhinsky-M oriya O M ) antisym m etric
exchange, to cause a slight canting of the spins along the ¢ axis. T his canting
is In opposite directions for neighboring planes, resulting in no buk m om ent,
but a m odest m agnetic eld can ip the spins in half of the planes, yielding
a weakly ferrom agnetic state [_gi_i] T he tendency to cant in the param agnetic
state above Ty leads to a ferrom agnetic-like susceptibility at high tem pera-—
tures and a cusp at Ty E_S-Sj] Studies of quastlD cuprates have m ade it clear
that the DM (and additional) interactions are quite comm on [_6-9']; how ever,
the tetragonal CuO , planes of other layered cuprate antiferrom agnets cause
the e ects of the DM interaction to cancel out, so that there is no canting
G FIR

In the early di raction studies, the La,Cu0 , powder sam ples contained
som e excess oxygen and the rst crystals had contam ination from ux or the
cruchble, thus resulting in a reduced ordering tem perature. (&t is now known
that excess oxygen, In su cient quantity, can segregate to form superconduct-
ing phases [_ég].) Tt was eventually found that by properly annealing a crystal
one can obtain a samplewih Ty = 325K [6-4 T he ordered m agneticm om ent
is also sensitive to in purity e ects. In a study of single crystalsw ith di erent
annealing treatm ents, Yam ada et al [65] found that the ordered m om ent is
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Table 8.1.Com pilation of som e neutron scattering results for a num ber of layered
cuprate antiferrom agnets.m ¢ is the average ordered m om ent per Cu atom at T

Ty . The superexchange energy J corresponds to the value obtained from the spin
wave velocity after correction for the quantum renomm alization factor Z. = 1:18.
For crystalsymm etry, O = orthorhombic, T = tetragonal.

C om pound Ty mcy J Crystal Layers Refs.

®) (B) (meV) Symm etry per cell
La;Cu0 4 325(2) 060(5) 146(4) O 1 [63,%4, 8]
SCu0,CL 256(2) 034(4) 125(6) T 1 69,170,171
Ca,Cu0.Ck 247(5) 025(10) T 1 p2_ . ..
Nd;Cu0 4 276(1) 046(5) 155(3) T 1 [3,74,78,76]
PrCuOy4 284 (1) 0.40(Q2) 130(@13) T 1 Ez,z:}]
YBa;CuszOg:1 410(1) 055(3) 106(7) T 2 Eg,?%]
TBaYCu,07 > 350 0.52(8) T 2 U?]
Cag:s5S1m:15Cu0, 537(5) 051(5) T 1 @Q]

correlated wih Ty, wih amaxinum Cumoment 0of0.60(5) p Epparently
determ ined from the intensity ofthe (100) m agnetic re ection alone].

T he m agnetic coupling between layers in La,Cu0 4 is quite weak because
each Cu seestwo up spins and two down spins at nearly the sam e distance in
a neighboring layer. T he an all orthorhom bic distortion of the lattice rem oves
any true frustration, resulting In a an allbut nite coupling. T here are, how —
ever, several other cuprate antiferrom agnetsw ith a sim ilar centered stacking
of Jayers, but w ith tetragonal symm etry (see Table :_éj,') .Y idirim et al {_56_;]
showed that the longrange order (hcliding soin directions) can be under—
stood w hen one takes Into acoount zeropoint spin  uctuations, together w ith
the proper exchange anisotropies [_é]‘]

T he parent com pounds of the electron-doped superconductors, Nd,Cu0 4
and P r,Cu0 4, have som ew hat m ore com plicated m agnetic structures.Nd m o—
m ents and induced m om ents on P r couple to the order in the Cu0 ; planes,
resulting in nonocollinear m agnetic structures and spin reorientation transi-
tions as a function of tem perature; these are described in the review by Lynn
and Skanthakum ar [_75] T he m agnetic structures and transitions have been
explined by Sachidanandam et al [_51:] by taking account of the single-ion
anisotropy and crystal- eld e ects for the rareearth ions. Further discussion
is given by Petitgrand et al. 2.

T he crystal structure of Y Ba,Cus0 ¢; x contains pairs ofCu0 , layers (i~
layers). There is also a third Jayer of Cu atom s, but in YBa,Cuz0 ¢ these are
non-m agneticCu'* jons. @ dded oxygen goes Into this layer, form ing the Cu0
chains czf_Y Ba,Cu307.) The magnetic structure of YBa,Cu30 ¢ is Indicated
nF jg..'@_.'{ . Because of the relative antiferrom agnetic ordering of the bilayers,
togetherw ith a spacing that is not detem ined by sym m etry, there is a struc—
ture factor or the m agnetic B ragg peaks that depends on Q , . T his structure
factor also a ects the soin-w ave intensities, as w illbe discussed.
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Tt is not possible to determ ine the spin direction from zero— eld di raction
m easurem ents due to the tetragonal symm etry of the lattice and nevitable
tw Inning of the m agnetic dom ains. N evertheless, Burlet et al @-;’:] were able
to detem ine the spin direction by studying the im pact of a m agnetic eld
applied along a [I; 1;0] direction of a YBgCus30 g5 sihgle crystal. T hey
found that in zero eld, the spins must lie along [L00] or [010] directions
(parallelto the Cu-© bonds), and that the applied eld rotatesthem towards
[110]. This result has been con med by electron-spin resonance studies of
YBa,CusO s x with a smallam ount of G d sustinuted ory [B4]l.

A oom plication in studies of m agnetic order involving som e of the rst
crystals of YBa,Cu30 ¢4 x arose from inadvertent partial substitution of A1
jons onto the Cu(l) (\chain") site. The A1l presum ably cam e from the use
of cruclblesm ade of A L0 3.K adowakiet al. t_8-5], perform ng one of the rst
single—crystaldi raction studieson a YBa,Cus0 ¢4+ x sam plew ith Ty of405K,
found that below 40 K a new set of superlattice peaks appeared, indicating
a doubling of the m agnetic uni cell along the ¢ axis. It was later dem on—
strated convincingly, by com paring pure and A Idoped crystals, that the low -
tem perature doubling of the m agnetic period only occurs in crystalswith A1
:Z-Q‘, :_8-_6]. A model explaining how the presence of Alon Cu chain sites can
change the m agnetic order w as developed by A ndersen and U In in [_5]‘]

To evaluate the ordered m agnetic m om ent, it is necessary to have know -
edge of the m agnetic form factor. In all of the early studies of antiferrom ag—
netic order In cuprates it was assum ed that the spin-density on a Cu ion is
soherical; how ever, this assum ption is far from being correct. T he m agnetic
m om ent results from the half- lled 3d,: 2 orbital, which deviates substan—
tially from sphericity. T he proper, anisotropic form factor was identi ed by
Sham oto et al. Lég'] and shown to give an im proved description of m agnetic
B ragg intensities or Y Ba,Cus0 g5 .An even betterm easurem ent ofm agnetic
Braggpeakswasdoneon an allcrystalofY Ba,Cus0 4.0 by Casalaetal [_7@‘]
They obtained a Cumoment o£0553) 5 .Use of the proper form factor is
In portant for properly evaliating the m agnetic m om ent, as there isalwaysa
gap between Q = 0 (Where the m agniude of the form factor is de ned to be
1) and the Q value ofthe rstm agnetic Bragg peak. It does not appear that
anyone has gone back to reevaluate the m agnetic di raction data on other
cuprates, such as La,Cu0 4 or SCu0 ,C L usihg the anisotropic form factor.

Them axin um observed Cu m om ents are consistent w ith a Jarge reduction
due to zeropoint spin uctuations as predicted by spin-wave theory. The
moment m is equal to ghSi 5, where a typical value of the gyrom agnetic
ratio g is2.1.W ithout zero-point uctuations, one would expect m 11 5.
Linear spin-wave theory predicts iSi= 0303 [9], givingm 064 5, abit
m ore than the largest observed m om ents. Further reductions can occur due
to hybridization e ects [90, D11

T he ordered m om ents of the oxy-chlorides listed in Tab]e:_8-_j: seem surpris—
Ingly smallL W hilk thism ight be due to hybridization e ects, it is interesting
to note that there is a correlation between m ¢, and Ty forthe st wve anti-
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F ig.8.8.0 rdered m agneticm om ent perCu atom vs.Ty frthe rst vecom pounds
n Tablk §_]1', all of which have a sin ilar body-centered stacking of CuO , layers.

ferrom agnets in the table, which all share a sin ilar body-centered stacking of
the Cu0 ; planes. T he correlation is illustrated in F ig. :8.8 The ratio Ty=J is
expected to be sensitive to the interlayer exchange J° :52 and J° varies sub—
stantially am ong these com pounds; how ever, I am not aw are of any predicted
dependence of m ¢, on J° A correlation between m ¢, and Ty=J has been
reported for quas:L ~1D antiferrom agnets, but such a correlation is expected in
that case [93

8.3.2 Spin waves

T he starting point for considering m agnetic interactions in the cuprates is the
H eisenberg ham iltonian: X
H=J Si § 8.5)
hi;3i
w here hi; ji1 denotes allnearest-neighborpairs, each lnclided once.T hisham ik
tonian can be derived In second-order perturbation from a H ubbard m odel for
a single, half- Iled band ofelectrons. Such am odel includes a nearest-neighbor
hopping energy t and the C oulom b repulsion energy U fortw o electrons on the
sam e site; in term s of these param eters, J = 42=U t_9-é_j] Spin-w ave theory can
be applied to the Heisenberg ham iltonian to calculate the dispersion of soin
uctuations about Q ar (95] At low energies the spin wayes disperse linearly
withqg=0Q Qar (seeFi. '8 9}) having a velocity c= = 8SZ.Ja=h, where
Zc 118 :_[9_‘6] is a quantum -renom alization factor. T hus, by m easuring the
Soin-w ave velocity, one can determ ine J.
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Fig. 8.9. (@) Spin-wave dispersion in La,Cu0 4 along high-sym m etry directions in
the 2D Brillbouin zone, as indicated In (c); T = 10 K (295K ):open ( lied) symbols.
Solid (dashed) line is a t to the 10K (295K) data. (b) Spin-wave intensity vs.
w ave vector. Line is prediction of linear spin-wave theory.From Coldea et al [63].

Spin-w ave m easurem ents have been perform ed for a num ber of cuprates,
and som e results for J are listed in Tab]eEJ' (€ om plem entary m easurem ents
0fJ can be obtained by two-m agnon R am an scattering [_97] To calculate the
values of J from spectroscopically determm ined param eters, one m ust consider
at Jeasl: a 3-band Hubbard m odel [98] Recent ab initio cluster calculations
@9, EQQ ] have been able to achieve reasonable agreem ent w ith experim ent.
W hile them agniude ofJ in lJayered cuprates is rather large, it isnot extrem e;
a value of J = 226(12) m €V has been m easured for Cu-©O chains in SxCu0,
LOZ).

T o descrbe the experin ental dispersion curves in greater detail, one m ust
add more tem s to the spin ham ittonian. For exam ple, n a tour de force
experin ent, Coldea et al @-8‘ have m easured the dispersion of soin waves In
LazCuOg4 a]ong high-sym m etry directions of the 2D B rillouin zone, as shown
n Fig. @ 2 T he observed digpersion along the zone boundary, betw een ( ;0)
and (z 4), is not predicted by the sinple Heisenberg m odel. To descmbe
this, they consider the additional tem s that appear when the perturbation
expansion forthe single-band H ubbard m odel is extended to fourth order.T he
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m ost in portant new tem jnvo]yes 4-g0in cyclic exchange about a plaquette

data quie wellw Jth the added param eters [see lines through data points in
Fig.B9 ()], obtaining,at 10K ,J = 146(4) m eV and a cyclic exchange energy
Jec= 618) mev [_é§'] (Superexchange tem s coupling sites separated by two
hops are nie but negligbl.)

If, instead ofexpanding to higher order, one extends the H ubbard m odelto
Include hopping betw een nextnearest-neighbor Cu sites, one can calculate a
superexchange tem J O betw een next-nearest neighbors that is on the order of
10% ofJ [L03,71086]. It tums out, how ever, that tting them easured dispersion
w ith only J and J° requires that J° correspond to a ferrom agnetic interaction
[69], which is nconsistent w ith the m odel predictions.

In YBayCusO0 ¢4 , the e ective exchange coupling between Cu m om ents In
nearest-neighbor layers is substantial. ks e ect is to split the spin waves into
aocoustic and optic branches, having odd and even symm etry, respectively,
vijth resoect to the bilayers. T he structure factors for these excitations are
071

Jac = sin( zl); 8.6)
Yop cos( zl); 8.7)

where z = dcy cy =C is the relative spacing between Cu m om ents along the
c axis within a bilayer Gcy cu 3285A [L108]); the intensity of the spin-—
w ave scattering is proportionalto g? .An exam ple of the intensity m odulation
due to the acousticm ode structure factor in the antiferrom agnetic state is
indicated by the Ikd circles in Fig.810.

T he energy gap for the opticalm agnons has been m easured to be approx—
In ately 70 m eV B3 '32:] E xperin ental results for the spin wave dispersion
and the spectral weight are shown in Fig. 5;1_].. The m agnitude of the gap
ndicates that the intra-bilayer exchange is 11 2) mev 53, 52].

At low energies, there are other temm s that need to be considered. T here
need to be anisotropies, w ith associated spin-w ave gaps, In orderto x the spin
direction; however, an atom with S = % cannot have single-ion anisotropy. In—
stead, the anisotropy is associated w ith the nearest-neighbor superexchange
Interaction. C onsider a pair of nearest-neighbor spins, S; and Sy, within a
CuO, plne, wih each site having tetragonal symm etry. The H eisenberg
Ham iltonian for this pair can be w ritten

Hpair = JcSLS5 + J, 8787 + J,828%; 8.8)

wherek and ? denote directionsparalleland perpendicularto thebond w ithin
the plane, and z is the out-ofplane direction. Y ildirin et al [_6-]'] showed that
the anisotropy can be explained by taking into account both the spin-orbit and
Coulom b exchange interactions. To discuss the anisotropies, it is convenient
to de ne the quantities J Jav &, where Jay J + J;)=2,and Jy

Je & {GG For the cuprates, Ju, J > Jyu > 0. The out-ofplane
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Fig. 8.10. Scans along the quasi2D antiferrom agnetic scattering rod Q = (%;%;l)
ata xedenergy transferof6m eV fora crystalofYBa;CuzOe:3 with Ty = 260(5) K .
T he sinusoidalm odulation is due to the inelastic structure factor. T he asym m etry
In the scattering as a function of 1 is an e ect due to the experin ental resolition
fiinction E_‘jl]; the decrease In intensity at large Jljis due to the m agnetic form factor.
A fter Tranquada et al. i_lg":]

anisotropy, xvy = J=J ;v ,causesthe soinsto lie, on average, in the x-y plane,
and results n a spin-wave gap for out-ofplane uctuations. The inplane
anisotropy Jn=Jy, contributing through the quantum zero-point energy {_6-§,
EC:)SE], tends to favor alignm ent of the spins parallel to a bond direction, and
causes the in-plane spin-wave m ode to have a gap. The e ective coupling
betw een planes (which can Involve contributions from severalinteractions l_6-§])
leads to (weak) dispersion along Q , .

For stoichiom etric La,Cu0O 4, th_e_out—of—p]ane soin gap is55(5) m eV, cor-
responding to gy = 15  10° Qld]. The Inplane gap 0of2.8(5) meV has
a contrbution from anisotropic exchange of the D zyaloshinsky-M orlya type
@ll}, 212:], aswellas from Jy . No dispersion along Q , hasbeen reported.

For antiferrom agnetic Y Ba;Cuz0 ¢4+ x , an out-ofplane gap ofabout 5m &V
has been observed [L07,113,7114], indicating an easy-plane anisotropy sin ilar
to that n Lay,CuO 4 .No in-plane gap hasbeen reso]siegl, h_oy ever, the inplane
m ode show s a dispersion ofabout 3meV alongQ, [Z_LQi, 2}5}, 214]. The latter
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 * J.
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Fig.8.11.Experin entalresults for Y Ba;Cuz0 6.5 . (@) D ispersion ofacoustic ( lled
sym bols, solid line) and optic (open sym bols, dashed line) spin-wave m odes. (o) Q —
integrated dynam ic susceptibility, ~® (1) for the acoustic, and (c) opticm odes. A fter
Hayden et al 1_32:]

8.3.3 Spin dynam ics at T > Ty

That strong 2D spin correlations survive in the CuO, plnes for T > Ty
Initially cam e as a surprise ELiS:] Such behavior was certainly uncomm on at
that point.D etailed studieshave sihcebeen perform ed m easuring the instanta—
neous spin correlation ]_ength as a function of tem perature in LaCu0 4 ELEG:]
and in SCu0,C% [117,70]. T he correlation Jength is cbtained using an ex-
perin ental trick to integrate the inelastic scattering over excitation energy,
and using the form ula

SO
1+ g, 27

Here, gqop is the m om entum -transfer com ponent parallel to the planes, and
the scattering is assum ed to be Independent of m om entum transfer perpen—
dicular to the planes. (T he experin entalenergy integration is in perfect, but,
by proper choice of incident neutron energy, does capture m ost of the critical
scattering.)

T o theoretically analyze the behavior ofthe correlation length, C hakravarty,
Halperin, and N elson ELi@] evaluated the 2D quantum nonlinear m odelus-
Ing renom alization group techniques; their results were later extended to a
higher-order approxin ation by H asenfratz and N jedemn ayer ﬁ.iéj] The essen—
tial result is that

Sp)=  d!'Spmi!)= ®.9)

=a & T, 8.10)

where the spin sti ness s is proportional to J (see [:Li@:] for a thorough
discussion) . T he experim ental results are In excellent agreem ent w ith theory,
w ith essentially no adjuistable param eters. T he unusual feature of (T) is the
exponential, rather than algebraic, dependence on tem perature; nevertheless,
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note that it is consistent with achieving longrange order at T = 0. The
robustness of the experim entally-observed spin correlations is due to the large
valie of J, com parable to 1500 K , and the weak interlayer exchange, J°. The
3D ordering tem perature can be estin ated as ﬂé@]
2 2
kT, P - ©11)
mop a
wherem =m o = 0:6 is the reduction of the ordered m om ent due to quantum
uctuations. Because of the an all J°, the correlation length can reach the
order of 100a before ordering occurs @i@]

A Yhough Sr,Cu0 ,CL hasessentially the sam e structure as La,Cu0 4, is
tetragonal sym m etry leads one to expect, classically, that the net interlayer
exchange should be zero; how ever, an analysisby Y ildirin etal ﬁ_6-§] hasshown
that a nite interaction of appropriate size results when quantum zero-point
energy is taken into account. Because of its relatively low Ty of 257 K, it
has been possble to detect In Sr,CuO,CL a crossover to XY -like behavior
about 30 K above Ty , as reported in a >>C INM R study [1211]. T his behavior
results from the an all easy-plane exchange anisotropy com m on to the layered
cuprates :122l U sing neutrons to study the sam e m aterial, i was possible
to shown that the characteristic uctuation rate in the param agnetic state
follow s the behavior = !j 2 wihz= 10@Q) [._L23], oonSJstent w ith
dynam ic scaling theory for the 2D H eisenberg antiferrom agnet. @24]

T herehasbeen lesswork doneon :d_le param agneticphase of Y Ba,Cus0 g4 x
asthe inelastic structure factor, E q.8 .6, com plicates the experim entaltrick for
energy Integration. T here are also com plications to studying YBa,Cus0 ¢4 x
sam ples at elevated tem peratures, as oxygen can easily di use into and out
of crystals as one heatsm uch above room tem perature. In any case, i. 'é 1d
show s that the bilayers rem ain correlated at T > Ty L107

8.4 D estruction of antiferrom agnetic order by hole
doping

T he long—range antiferrom agnetic order of La,Cu0 4 is com pletely destroyed
when 2% of Sr (measured relative to Cu concentration) is doped into the
sy stem @25]. A dding hols e ectively reduces the number of Cu spins, so
one m ight consider whether the reduction of order is due to dilution of the
m agnetic lattice. For com parison, an extensive study of m agnetic dilution
has been perform ed by Vak et al. ELi@] on La,Cu; , ZnM g),04,whereCu
is substituted by nonm agnetic Zn and/or M g. They found that long-range
antiferrom agnetic order was lost at the classical 2D percolation lim it of z
41% .Thus, holes destroy m agnetic order an order ofm agniude m ore rapidly
than does sin ple m agnetic dilution.

T he reduction of the N eel tam perature at sn allbut nite doping is ac—
com panied by a strong depression of the antiferrom agnetic B ragg intensities,
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Fig. 8.12. Resuls for lightly-doped La; xS CuO4. (@) M agnetic transition tem -
peratures for com m ensurate (triangles) and incom m ensurate (circles) order vs. hole
concentration. (o) Comm ensurate ordered m om ent at T 30 K and incomm en-
surate frozen m om ent at T 4 K vs. hole concentration. Inset show s estin ated
volum e fraction of lncom m ensu phase. (c) Varation of the Incom m ensurability
vs. hole concentration; =2. Solid and broken lines correspond to X
and = X, respectively. Inset show s the positions of the incomm ensurate super-
lattice peaks In reciprocal space. A frer M atsuda et al E_l2_7:], including resuls from

28, 129,130, 1133).

t_o<__:1§therw ith an anom alous lossof intensity at T < 30 K -[}27:].M atsuda etal
E._L%?_] showed recently that the latter behavior is correlated w ith the onset of
ncom m ensurate m agnetic di use scattering below 30 K . In tetragonalcoordi-
nates, this scattering is peaked at (% ;% ;0) 191—E (; ;0).Tobemore accurate,
it is necessary to note that the crystal structure is actually orthorhombic,
w ith the unicell axes rotated by 45 ; the m agnetic m odulation is uniquely
oriented along the b, direction [see inset of F ig.’812 () ].

T he doping dependence of the transition tem perature, ordered m om ents,
and incom m ensurability are shown in Fig. :?_3;1:2 The facts that @) the volk
um e fraction of the incom m ensurate phase grow s w ith x for x 002 [nset
ofFjg.:-?:l:Z ©)land () the incom m ensurability does not change for x 002
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strongly suggest that an electronic phase separation occurs [12]] Thus, it ap—
pears that com m ensurate antiferrom agnetic order is not com patdble w ith hole
doping. T he disordered potential due to the Sr dopants m ay be responsble
for the nite range of doping over which the N eel state appears to survive.
T he diagonally-m odulated, Incom m ensurate spin-density-w ave phase induced
by doping survives up to the onset of superconductivity at x 006 Eﬂ:3:iL], and
it corresponds to what was originally characterized as the \spin-glass" phase,
based on buk susceptibility studies [133,133].

Further evidence for electronic phase separann com es from studies of
oxygen-doped La;Cu0 4+ (Pora review, see LL34]) T he oxygen interstitialsare
m obile, n constrast to the quenched disorder of Sr substitution, 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 agnetic phase and an oxygen-rich superconducting phase [:155- ﬁéé] further
m iscibility gaps are observed betw een superconducting phases at higher oxy—
gen content [_63 A sample wih 005 and quenched disorder (due to
electrochen ical oxygenation in m olten sall:) exhibited reduced Neel and su-—
perconducting transition tem peratures [_137 T he Interesting feature In this
case was the observation of a decrease in the antiferrom agnetic order w ith
the onset of the superconductivity, suggesting a com petition between the two
phases.

In YBa,Cus0 ¢4 ¢ the situation is som ew hat m ore com plicated, as the dop—
Ing of the planes is coupled to the tetragonalorthorhom bic (T -© ) transition
@35! El?i:i, :‘lé@] that occurs in the vichhiy ofx = 0:3{04, depending on the
degree ofannealing. In the tetragonalphase, an isolated oxygen atom entering
the \chain" layer sin ply converts neighboring Cu (1) sites from Cu'* to Cu?* ;
holes are created when chain segm ents form [:‘:Jﬁl, ::lé:li] T he transfer of holes
from the chains to the planesm ust be screened by digplacem ents in the Ba-O
layer that sits between, and a lJarge Jum p In this screening occurs at the T -O
transition @38:, .'}39:, T}E}Q] T hus, one tends to nd a discontinuous jum p from
a very an allplanar hole density In the antiferrom agnetic phase just below the
T-O transition to a signi cant density (  0:05 holes/Cu) Jjust above.

A ntiferrom agnetic order has been observed throughout the tetragonal
phase of YBa;Cu30¢4+ %/ WJth Ty decreasmg rapidly as the T-O transition
(at x 04) is approached .[54 1422] A study of a set of carefiilly annealed
powder sam ples, for which the T-O transition occurred at x 02, indi-
cated antiferrom agnetic order in the orthorhom bicphase at x = 022 and 024
wih Ty = 50(15) K and 20 (10) K , respectively. For tetragonal crystals w ith
b4 03, a drop In the antiferrom agnetic B ragg Intensity hasbeen ocbserved be—
Iow 30K :_ﬁ_f)_'V,E1Z4:2]; as the B ragg intensity decreased, an increase in di use
Intensity along the 2D antiferrom agnetic rod W ith an acoustic bilayer struc—
ture factor) was found. T his Jatter behaviorm ight be related to the apparent
phase separation in Lay , SiCuO 4 with x < 002 [127] discussed above.

T he best study of a single—crystal sam ple Jjust on the orthorhom bic side
of the T-O boundary is on YBa;Cu30¢4.:35, @ sample wih T, = 18 K [11_1-@]
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Q uasielastic di use scattering is observed at the antiferrom agnetic superlat-
tice positions. T he peak Intensity ofthis centralm ode grow s on cooling below

30 K, but the energy w idth decreasesbelow T..T hese results indicate their
isno coexistence of Iong-range antiferrom agnetic order in the superconducting
phase. The spin-soin correlation length is short ( 8 unit cells), suggesting
segregation of holepoor and holerich regions ELE@]

A possbly-related resoonse to doping is observed in the bilayer system
La; x SrCa)xCaCuz0¢:+ .Studies of crystalswith x = 0:1{02 reveal com —
m ensurate shortrange antiferrom agnetic order that survives to tem peratures
> 100K Q4Z! '145-], despite evidence from optjcaloonduct:yjty m easurem ents
for a substantialhole density in the CuO , plnes [L46] T hus, there seem s to
be a local phase separation between holerich regions and antiferrom agnetic
clisters having an in-plane diam eter on the order of 10 lattice spacings.

8.5 Stripe order and other com peting states

8.5.1 Charge and spin stripe order in nickelates

To understand cuprates, it seam s sensble to consider the behavior of closely
related m odelsystem s.0 ne such system isLa, x SN0 44 ,amaterdalthat is
isostructuralw ith La, x SrCuO 4. Tt isobtained by replacing S = % cu®* ions
Z =29 withsS = 1N#" ions (Z = 28).0 nem ight consider the nickelates to
be uninteresting as they are neither superconducting norm etallic (forx < 0:9)
[47,148]; how ever, the insulating behavior is inconsistent w ith the predictions
ofband theory, and i is In portant to understand why.

Pure La;N 10 4, is an antiferrom agnetic insulator @55] th:ilt_J;s easily doped
with excess oxygen, as well as by Sr substitution for La [L34]. D opjng_ :d_le
N 10, plnesw ith holes reduces Ty m ore gradually than in the cuprates [L56].
Tt isnecessary to dope to a hole concentration ofny = x+ 2 02 before the
com m ensurate antiferrom agnetic order is replaced by stripe order 1:156:3, l-}!:ii_-,
:}!:52-}] Figure ?-._1-_3 (@) show s a schem atic of diagonal stripe order appropriate
forny, 1=4.The charge stripes, w ith a hole 1ling of one per N isite, act as
antiphase dom ain walls for the m agnetic order, so that the m agnetic period is
tw ice that ofthe charge order. T he nature ofthe stripe order hasbeen deduoed
from the positions and intensities of the superlttice peaks [134u 257'] The

characteristic wave vector for spin order isqgs, = Qar 9—2( ; ;0) and that
for charge order is g¢, = 91—5 2 ;2 ;0)+ (0;0;1).W hen the symm etry of the
average lattice does not pick a unique ordentation, m odulations rotated by 90

w ill also be present In separate dom ains. T he fact that diagonal stripe order

has a unigque m odulation direction within each dom ain has been con m ed

by electron di raction [158]. Evidence for signi cant charge m odulation has

also been provided by nuclear m agnetic resonance studies [159 160]. The
charge-ordering transition is alwaysobserved to occur at a higher tem perature
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Fig.8.13. (@) Cartoon of diagonal stripe order in an N 0 , plane (only N isites In—
dicated) forny, 1=4.M agnetic unit cell is indicated by double lines, shaded circles
indicate charge stripes w ith a hole density of one per N i site. (b) Transition tem —
peratures for charge order, T., (squares), and spin order, Ty, (circles), m easured by
neutron dill_a_ctjon. O pen diam onds: transition tem peratures from transport m ea—
surem ents [_lé?}]. (c) Incom m ensurability vs.ny . C ircles (crosses) resuls at low tem —
perature (high tem perature, near T, ) . Fraction labels are approxin ate Jong-period
com m ensurabilities. () and (¢) after Yoshizawa et al. [150], ncluding results from
0151, 153,153, 1541

than the spin ordering, as shown jn_F_j_g._:_é__‘
tem peratures occurring forx = 1=3 {149,161
T hem agnetic Incom m ensurability , is inversely proportionalto the period
of the m agnetic m odulation. &t increases steadily with doping, as shown in
FJg::8:1:3 (©), staying close to the lne = n,, Indicating that the hole-densiy
within the charge stripes rem ains roughly constant but the stripe spacing
decreases w ith doping. For a given sam ple, the Incom m ensurability changes
w ith tem perature, tending towards = 1=3asT ! T, [_I§-2_:] In a sample
w ith ordered oxygen interstitials, hasbeen cbserved to pass through lock-in
plateaus on wam ing, Indicating a signi cant coupling to the lattice @5@]
The inpact of holedoping on the m agnetic interactions has been de-
termm ned from m easurem ents of the spin-wave dispersions for crystals w ith
x  1=31[68,/164,/165]. Analysis shows that the superexchange J within an
antiferrom agnetic region is 275 (4) m &V [._L§5_], which isonly a m odest reduc—

3), with the highest ordering
.
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tion compared to J = 31 (1) meV in undoped La,N i 4 flé@] The e ective
coupling across a charge stripe is found to be 05J, a surprisingly large
valie. In the spin-wave m odelling, it was assum ed that there is no m agnetic
contrbution from the charge stripes; however, it is not obvious that this is a
correct assum ption. Combining an S = % holkewih an S = 1 Niion should
J?a_v_e atleastan S = % perN isite in a dom ain wall. R ecently, Boothroyd et al
fL67] have discovered quasi-1D m agnetic scattering that disperses up to about
10 m eV and becom es very weak above 100 K . T his appears to correspond to
the soin excitations of the charge stripes.

Inelastic neutron scatteringm easurem entsat T > T, jndg'cgte _t:‘t}at ncom —
m ensurate spin  uctuations survive in the disordered state [L68, 163], in ply—
ing the existence of uctuating stripes. T his result is consistent w ith optical
conductivity studies f169,170] which show that whik the dc conductivity ap—
proaches that of a m etal above room tem perature, the dynam ic conductivity
in the disordered state never show s the response of a conventionalm etal.

T he overallm essage here is that a system very close to the cuprates show s
a strong tendency for charge and son to order in a m anner that preserves
the strong superexchange interaction of the undoped parent com pound. It is
certainly true that N¥* hasS = 1 while Cu?* hasS = 1, and this can have
a signi cant in pact on the strength of the charge localization in the stripe-
ordered nickelates E:Lil]]; however, the size of the soin cannot, on is own,
explain why conventional band theory breaks down for the nickelates. The
electronic inhom ogeneiy observed in the nickelates suggests that sin ilarly
unusualbehaviorm ight be expected in the cuprates.

8.5.2 Stripes in cuprates

Static charge and spin stripe orders have only been observed in a couple of
cuprates, Laj.g7sBag.125Cu0 4 EI:E] and Laie x Ndo 455,Cu0 4 @é‘, El?Z:] to be
speci c.The characteristic 2D wave vector for soin orderisgg = Qar (;0)
and that for charge order isqe, = (2 ;0).A cartoon of stripe order consistent
w ith these wave vectors is shown In Fjg.:g_.l_él @); the Inferred charge density
w ithin the charge stripes is approxin ately one hole for every two sites along
the length ofa stripe.T hem agnetic unit cell is tw ice as long as that for charge
order. It should be noted that the phase of the stripe order w ith respect to
the lattice has not been determ ined experim entally, so that it could be either
bond-centered, as shown, or site-centered.

In a square lattice, the dom ains of vertical and horizontal stripes shown
n Fig. 2;311-_4 are equivalent; however, each breaks the rotational sym m etry
of the square lattice. In fact, static stripe order has only been observed In
com pounds in which the average crystal structure for each Cu0O , plane ex—
hibits a com patble reduction to rectangular symm etry. T his is the case for
the low -tem peraturetetragonal (LT T) symm etry (space group P 4,=nan ) of
Laj.g75Bag.125Cu0 4 and Laj.g x N do 455, Cul 4 ﬁ.?é], w here orthogonalC u-o
bonds are Inequivalent w ithin each plane, but the special direction rotates
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Fig. 8.14. Cartoons of equivalent dom ains of (@) vertical and () horizontalbond-
centered stripe order w thin a CuO, plane (only Cu sites shown). Note that the
m agnetic period is twice that of the charge period. The charge density along a
stripe is one hole for every two sites in length.

by 90 from one layer to the next. Because planes of each orientation are
equally represented in the LT T phase, both stripe dom ains are equally rep—
resented. The correlation between lattice symm etry and stripe ordering is
espeCJa]Jy c]ear_i’l stl_lgijes_c_)fthe system Laj.g75Bap.azs x S CuO 4 by Fuju'ta
and cow orkers 174, 1175,11761.

W hen di raction peaks from orthogonalstripe dom ains are present sin ul-
taneously, onem ight ask w hetherthe di raction pattem isalso consistent w ith
a checkerboard structure (@ superposiion of orthogonal stripe dom ains in the
sam e layer) EL??] T here are a num ber ofargum ents against a checkerboard in—
terpretation. (1) T he observed sensitivity of charge and spin ordering to lattice
symm etry would have no obvious explanation for a checkerboard structure,
with its 4-fold symm etry. (2) For a pattem of crossed stripes, the positions
of the m agnetic peaks should rotate by 45 with respect to the charge-order
peaks.0 newould also expect to see additional charge-orderpeaks in the [L10]
direction . Tests forboth ofthese possibilities have com e out negative @iS:] It
ispossible to In agine other tw o-din ensionalpattems that are consistent w ith
the observed di raction peaks [{__-L7:7l:]; how ever, the physical justi cation forthe
relationship between the spin and chargem odulation becom esunclear in such
m odels. (3) T he intensity ofthe charge-order scattering is strongly m odulated
along Q,,with maxina at 1= n %, where n is an integer. T his behavior
is straightforwardly explained in tem s of unidirectional stripe order tied to
local Jattice symm etry, w th C oulom b repulsion between stripes in equivalent
(next-nearest-neighbor) layers [?_L?EE] For a checkerboard pattem, one would
expect correlations between nearest-neighbor layers, which would give a Q ,
dependence inconsistent w ith experim ent.

T here has also been a report of stripe-like charge order and incomm en—
surate soin uctuations In a YBa,Cu3z0 ¢ x sample with a nom inalx = 0:35

QQ@]. T he superconducting transition for this sam ple, having a m idpoint at
39K and awidth of10 K, isa bi high to be consistent w ith the nom inaloxy—
gen content [_l-fl-g:]; thism ay indicate som e inhom ogeneity of oxygen content in
the very large m elt-grown crystal that was studied. W eak superlattice peaks
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attributed to charge order corresponding to vertical stripeswith 2 = 0:127
retain nite intensity at room tem perature. T he di erence in m agnetic scat—
tering at 10 K relative to 100 K shows a spectrum very sin ilar to that in
Fig.83,withE, 23meV and 006.W hile these experin ental results
are quite intriguing, it would be desirabl to con m them on another sam pl.
In any case, it is interesting to note that a recent m uon spin rotation ( SR)
study by Sanna etal [?_Lglz] identi ed localm agnetic order at low tem peratures
in YBa,CuzOe4 x With x 039, and coexistence w ith superconductivity for
x  037.

E Jastic incom m ensurate scattering consistent w ith stripe order has been
observed in stage4 La;Cu0O 4+ wih Tc = 42 K, although charge order has
not been detected @5] An interesting question is whether static stripe or-
der coexists hom ogeneously w ith high-tem perature superconductivity in this
sam ple. The fact that the 4-layer staging of the oxygen interstitials creates
tw o hequivalent types of CuO , layers suggests the possibility that the order
param eters for stripe order and superconductivity m ight have their m axim a
in di erent sets of layers.A SR study of the sam e m aterial found that only
about 40% of the m uons detected a local, static m agnetic eld l_1-§-2_:] W hile
it was argued that the best t to the tim e dependence of the zero—- eld m uon
spectra was obtained w ith an inhom ogeneous island m odel, the data m ay also
be com patble with a m odel of inhom ogeneity perpendicular to the planes.

Beyond static order, we can consider the exciations of a stripe-ordered
systam . It has already been noted In x82.J1 that the m agnetic excitations
of Laj.g75Bapa125Cu0 4 at low tem perature exhbit a sin ilar dispersion to
good superconductors w ithout stripe order. The overall spectrum is only
partially consistent w ith iniial predictions of linear spin-wave theory for a
stripe-ordered system {183,184, 185]; however, it is reasonably reproduced by
calculations that consider weakly-coupled two—Jeg spin ladders (of the type
suggested by Fig. 28-;1:4) @gé, Elé?:] or that t_t_eft‘E both soin and elctron-hol
excitations of a stripe-ordered ground state [L88].

T he tem perature dependence of the m agnetic scattering at low energies
( 10meV) hasbeen reported by Fujita et al :_fél_iL];Fjg.:-_8:.l:$ show s som e ofthe
results.O n the kft, one can see that, in the stripe-ordered state (T = 8 and 30
K), the Q -Integrated dynam ic susceptibility is independent of frequency and
tem perature. Such behavior is consistent w ith expectations for spin waves. In
the disordered phase (65 K and above), ~0(1') heads linearly to zero at zero
frequency; however, at 10 m &V the decrease w ith tem perature is relatively
slow . T he tem perature dependence of ~?(! ) at 3meV and 6 m &V isshown in
m ore detailon the right side, in panel @).T here isa rapid drop above T, at 3
m eV, but the changeat 6m &V ism ore gradual. T here is a substantial increase
in Q width of the incom m ensurate peaks at the transition, as shown in ().
Interestingly, there is also a signi cant drop in incomm ensurability at the
transition, shown in (c), wth a continuing decrease at higher tem peratures.
Sin flar results for Laj.g x Ndp.4SrCuO4 wih x = 0:12 were cbtained by
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Fig. 8.15. Results for low-energy inelastic magnetic scattering In
Lai:g7sBap:125Cu0 4. Left: local susceptibility, ~°°(! ), as a function of h! for
tem peratures below [(@) and ()] and above [(c)-(e)] the chargeordering tem -
perature, Teo . R ight: Tem perature dependence, for h! = 3 and 6 meV, of (a)
local susceptibility, ) , halfwidth In Q of the Incomm ensurate peaks, (c)
Incom m ensurability .Vertical lines denote T, and T4, the trans_ﬂ:_‘jon to the LTT
phase. T he dashed lines are guides to the eye.From Fujita et al. [41].

Tto et al EL%S:D] The jJymp in on cooling through T, may be related to
com m ensurability e ects in the stripe-ordered state.

T he results in the disordered state (T > 60K ) ofLaj.g75Bag.125Cu0 4 look
sin ilar to those found in the nom al state of La, y S, CuO 4 f_l-gl] T he con—
tinuous variation of the m agnetic scattering through the transition suggests
that the nature of the underlying electronic correlations is the sam e on both
sides of the transition. The sin plest conclusion seem s to be that dynam ic
stripes are present in the disordered state of La; g75sBag.125Cu0 4 and In the
nom al state of La, x S, CuO 4. T he sin ilarity of the m agnetic spectrum to
that In YBa,Cusz0 ¢ x (seeFig. 2_3-;3) then suggests that dynam ic stripesm ay
be com m on to under-and optin ally-doped cuprates.

8.5.3 Spin-density-w ave order in chrom ium

Chrom um and is alloys represent another system that has been proposed
as a m odel for understanding the m agnetic excitations In superconducting
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cuprates [_l-_9-C_)'] Pure Cr has a body-centered-cubic structure and exhibits an-
tiferrom agnetic order that is slightly lncom m ensurate ﬁ.@@] O verhauser and
A rrott EL?Z:] rst proposed that the order wa_s_due to a spin-density-wave in—
stability ofthe conduction electrons.Lom er [_1_92::] later show ed that the am pli-
tude ofthe SDW order could be understood in term s of approxim ate nesting
of separate electron and hole Fem i surfaces. T he ordering can be m odi ed
by adijisting the Fem i energy through am all substitions of neighboring 3d
elem ents. For exam ple, adding electrons through substitution of less than a
percent ofM n is enough to drive the ordering w ave vector to com m ensurabil-
ity, whereas reducing the electron density w ith V' causes the Incom m ensurate
ordering tem perature to head to zero at a concentration of about 3 .5% LLQ@].

T he m agnetic excitations In pure C r have a very large spin-wave velociy

tatjye]y oons:stentw ith calculationsbased on Ferm rsurﬁoe nest:ng fL96,197].
A study ofparam agnetic C 1.95V g.,05 at low tem perature [198] has revealed n—
com m ensurate excitations at low energy that broaden w ith Increasing energy.
® has a peak at about 100 m &V, but rem ains substantialup to at least 400

meV .A com pan'son of the m agnitude of the experin ental @ with ab initio
calculations [199 JndJcates a substantial exchange enhancem ent over the bare
Lindhard susogptibility [1_98

G wen that C r is cubic, there are three equivalent and orthogonal nesting
wave vectors.W ithin an ordered dom ain, the ordering w ave vector consists of
Just one of these three possbilities. A long w ith the SDW order, there is also
a weak CDW order that appears. A neutron di raction study showed that
the intensity of the CDW peaks scales as the square of the Intensity of the
SDW peaks, Indicating that the CDW is a secondary order param eter and
that the ordering transition is driven by the m agnetic ordering R00]. It is
naturalto com pare this behavior w ith that found in stripe ordered cuprates.
T he behavior in the Jatter is di erent, w ith the charge order peaks appearing
at a higher tem perature than those for spin order n La;.¢ x Ndp.4Sr,CuO 4
with x = 0:12 p0I]. That result indicates that either charge ordering alne,
or a com bination of charge and spin energies, drive the initial ordering R02],
so that stripe order is distinct from SDW order.

T here are certainly som e sin ilarities between the m agnetic excitations of
C ralloys and those of optin ally-doped cuprates. T he fact that the m agnetisn
in Cr and is alloys is caused by Fem isurface nesting has led m any people
to assum e that a sin ilar m echanisn m ight explain the excitations of super—
conducting cuprates, as discussed elsewhere in this book. Som e argum ents

against such an approach have been presented in Sec.V I of R03].

8.5.4 O ther proposed types of com peting order

New types of order beyond spoin-density waves or stripes have been proposed
for cuprates. O ne is d-density-wave O DW ) order, which hasbeen introduced
by Chakravarty et al. R04] to explain the d-wavelke psesudogap seen by
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photoem ission experim ents on underdoped cuprates. A related m odel of a
staggered— ux phase was proposed by W en and Lee @C:)EE] w ith a sin ilarm oti-
vation; how ever, theirm odel does not have static order.) Them odelofDDW
order Involves local currents that rotate in opposite directions about neigh—
boring plaquettes w ithin the Cu0 ; planes. T he orbial currents should induce
weak, staggered m agnetic m om ents oriented along the c axis. Because of the
large size ofthe current path in realspace, them agnetic form factor should 2ll
o very rapidly with Q ,p In reciprocalspace.M ook et al @QG:] have done ex—
tensive m easurem ents in search of the proposed signalin YBa,Cus0 ¢4 x W ith
severalvalues of x. T he m easurem ents are com plicated by the fact that large
crystals are required to achieve the necessary sensitivity, whilke the largest
crystals avaﬂéb]e are contam nated by a signi cant am ount of Y ;BaCuOs.
Stock et al. R07] studied a crystal of YBa;Cusz0 45 with unpolarized neu-—
trons, and concluded that no ordered m om ent could be seen to a sensitivity
of 0003 3 .Using polarized neutrons, M ook et al. @OS] have seen, in the
soin— Ip channel, a weak peak at Q ar on top of a large background. W ih-
out giving an error bar, they suggest that the associated m om ent m ight be
0.0025 5 .They conclided that \the present resuls provide indications that
orbital current phases are not ruled out" égé]

Vam a @69:] has proposed a di erent m odel of ordered orbital currents,
in which the currents ow between a single Cu ion and its four coplanar O
neighbors. This state breaks tin ereversal and rotational sym m etry but not
translational sym m etry. T hus, m agnetic scattering from the caxisoriented
orbialm om ents should be superim posed on nuclkarB ragg scattering from the
crystal lattice. Inform ation on the nature of the orbital currents is contained
in a strongly Q -dependent structure factor. The only practicalway to detect
such a am all m agnetic signal on top of the strong nuclkar peaks would be
w ith polarized neutrons. Lee et al [_2-}@] perfom ed extensive polarized-beam
studies on La,; x S, Cu0 4 and YBa,Cus0 ¢+ x sihgle crystals. They found no
positive evidence for the proposed m agnetic m om ents, with a sensitivity of
001 5 Inthecaseof3D order,and 0.1 y Inthecaseofquasi?D order.Sin on
and Vam a @i@] have since proposed a second pattem of orbital currents that
would have a di erent m agnetic structure factor from the original version.
Positive results in YBa,CuszO g+ x oorteqzo_ndjng to this second pattem have
recently been reported by Fauque et al. @Z_LZE].

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

T he doping dependence of the low -energy m agnetic excitations in superoon—
ducting La, x Sr,CuO 4 have been studied in considerable detail [13 3311] In
particular, the Q dependence hasbeen characterized.W e already saw in xB 4.
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F ig.8.16.Varation ofthem agnetic incom m ensurability [asde ned in the insetsof
(@)] for (@) lightly-doped Lay, xS CuO4,and @) Laz xS CuO4 wih and w ithout
Nd-codoping.In (a) the Iled (open) sym bols correspond to diagonal (pond-paraliel,
or vertical) soin stripes. Adapted from Fuijita et al i;lijl:] In (o), open circles are
from m easurem entsofeXCJi:atJonsatE 3meV and T T inLa; xS CuO4 from
Yam adaetal. E3], ]Jed _Squares are from elastic scatteringon Lai:s xNdouaSnCuO 4
from Ichikawa et al [172]

that the destruction of antiferrom agnetic order by hole doping leads to diag—
onalspin stripes.A s shown in Fig. '8.16 (@), the m agnetic lncom m ensurability
grow s roughly linearly with x across the \spinglass" regimm e. (T he resuls
in this region are from elastic scattering.) At x 0055, there is an insulator
to superconductor transition, and along w ith that is a rotation of the incom —
m ensurate peaks (as shown in the insets), ndicating a shift from diagonal
to vertical (or bond-paralle]l) stripes @Ef_l] T he rotation of the stripes is not
as sharply de ned as is the onset of the superconductjyjty| there is a m ore
gradual evolution of the distrdbution of stripe orientations as indicated by
the m easured peak w idths, especially around the circle of radius  centered
on Q ar . Interestingly, the m agnitude of continues is linear x dependence
through the onset of superconductivity.
In the superconducting phase, continues to grow wih doping up to
X , beyond which it seem s to saturate, as indicated by the circles fl3]
n FJg 5321:6 () . Interestingly, the sam e trend in incom m ensurability is found
for static stripe order in Nd-doped La, x Sr,CuO 4 [172], as indicated by the
lled squares in the same gure. The di erences In wave vector for a given x
may re ect a change in the hole density of the charge stripes when they be-
com e statically ordered in the anisotropic lattice potential of the LT T phase.
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Fig. 8.17. M agnetic incomm ensurability In YBa;CuzO e+ x (circles and squares)
m easured jast above the soin-gap energy at T T., with n, estim ated from T,
from Daiet al. [l7]. The trangles indicate the incomm ensurability at 2_0_ m eV
(upper) and 30 meV_(_‘lower) rla; xSxCuO4 wih x = 0:10 and 0.16 E0] and
Laig7sBaoga2sCul 4 M21.

W hilke low -energy incom m ensurate scattering is also cbserved in overdoped
Lay; x S, CuO 4, W akin oto et al éif:i] have fund that the m agnituide of ©,
measured at E 6 meV, drops rapidly for x > 025, becom Ing neglible by
x = 0:30. The decrease in the m agnitude of ® is correlated w ith the fallo
in T.. Interestingly, these resuls suggest that the superconductiviy weakens
as m agnetic correlations disappear.

In YBa,Cus0 ¢4 , the Incom m ensurability of the m agnetic excitations at
E < E, isresolvablk only for T T..The presence of a substantial spin gap
In the superconducting state, together w ith the dispersion ofthe m agnetic ex—
citations, m akes i di cul to com pare directly the results or YBa ,Cu30 6+
w ith the behavior ofLa, x S5, CuO 4 shown in Fig.8.1§®).D aietal [I1]have
determ ined  at energies just above the spin gap; the resuts for Y BaCus0 ¢4 «
are represented by circles and squares in F Jg:j8:1:7, .For com parison, the trian—
gles Indicate the e ective ncom m ensurabilities found at energies 0£20 and 30
meV inLay x SrikCuO4withx = 010and 0.16 [_LIQ] and in Laj .g75Bag.125Cu0 4
E_4-2_i].The trends in the two di erent cuprate fam ilies seem to be sim ilar when
one accounts for the dispersion. (C om parable behavior in YBa,Cu3Oeyrx and
La, x S, Cu0 4 was also noted by Balatsky and B ourges LZlé:!].)

8.6.2 D oping dependence of energy scales

The doping dependence of E, In YBa;Cus304s x and BLSnCaCuy,0g:  has
received considerable attention. In optin ally-doped and slightly underdoped
YBa,Cus30 ¢4 x, the scattering at E, (or T < T.) is relatively strong and
narrow in Q and ! .0 foourse, when the intensity is Integrated overQ and !

one ndsthat it correspondsto a an all fraction ofthe totalexpected sum —-rule
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Fig. 8.18. (@) Summ ary of resuls for the resonance energy E , from neutron scat-
tering m easurem entson YBa;CuzO 64+ x (Open circles) and BLSrnCaCu04g,+ ( lled
squares), and tw ice the m axinum of the superconducting gap, 2 n , from angle—
resolved photoem ission ARPES, lled triangles) and tunnehng (open triangles)
m easuram entson BLSrnCaCu,0 g+ ,taken from Sidisetal 1_18] b) E; (circles) for
Lai.g7sBag 125Cu04 1421 and estim ated for La, XSrXCqu; from m easurem ents on
x = 0:024 {129] x = 0:07 f215}],x— O.lO andO 16 B0);2 o Prla xerCqu; ftom
tunneling (dow nward triangles) plq .217l and ARPES (upward triangles) 5218]

weight [26]; i is also a sm all fraction of the the total spectralweight that is
actually m easured Which is much reduced from that predicted by the sum
ke ). ___ _

Figure'8 .14 (a) presents a summ ary, from Sidis et al. [_12_3I], of experin ental
results for E . from neutron scattering and for tw ice the superconducting gap
maximum, 2 p, from other techniques. For these m aterials, the resonance
energy is found to scale with T, and allbelow 2 . Unﬁjrtunate];_/,_ril ma—
pr deviation from these trends occurs in La, x S, CuO4 [see Fig. 5;1_8 )],
where E ; tends to be larger than 2 ,, and any constant of proportionality
between E, and kT, is considerably larger than the valie of 5 found for
YBa;CuszOgy x -«

A s discussed In >§-_8:2:.2:, there m ay be a m ore general correlation between
the spin-gap energy and T.. Figure 'éjl-ﬂ show s the variation of the spin-gap

ergy with T, for a range ofdopings in YBa,Cu30 ¢+ x asobtained by D aiet
al 117] T he correlation seen there looks very m uch like that shown i Fig. }3 q
for di erent cuprate fam ilies at optin um dopJng ForLa, x SriCu0 4, a true
spin gap is not ocbserved or x < 0:14 Q19 ], and this m ight have a connection
w_:i:h the rapid disappearance of the spin gap in YBa,Cuz0 414 Orx < 05

(7]
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Fig.8.19. Spin-gap energy vs. Tc HrY¥YBa,Cuz04+ x from Daietal E_Li]

8.6.3 Tem perature-dependent e ects

A detailkd study ofthe them alevolution ofthe m agnetic excitations E 15
meV) In La; .g¢S1r.14Cul 4 was reported by Aeppliet al t_l-a‘] F itting the Q
dependence of the Incom m ensurate scattering w ith a lorentzian-squared peak
shape, they found that , the Q -width as a function of both frequency and
tem perature, can be descrbed fairly wellby the formula

" #
, , 1 xtr ? nr?

0 Rl

2 E, E, ; 8.12)
where ( = 0034 A !, a is the lattice param eter, and Eq = 47 meV . For
T T, the low -frequency lim it of Po ;!)=! whereQ is a peak position)
variesw ith tem perature essentially as 1=T . T hey argued that these behaviors
are consistent w ith proxin ity to a quantum critical point, and that the type
of ordered state that is being approached at low tem perature is the stripe-
ordered state.

In a study ofLa, x Sr,CuO 4 crystalsat som ew hat higherdoping (x = 0:15,
0.18,and 020), Leeetal. @2@] found evidence fora spin pseudogap at T .
The pseudogap (W ih a hum p above i) was sin ilar In energy to the spin gap
that appearsat T < T. and wasm ost distinct in the x = 0:18 sam pl, where
the e ect is stillevident at 80 K but absent at 150 K .

For YBa,Cu30 ¢; x, the studies of tem perature dependence have largely
concentrated on the scattering near E .. For fully-oxygenated YBa,Cus0 7,
the intensity at E . appears fairly abruptly at, or slightly below , T, and grow s
w ith decreasing tem perature, w ith essentially no shift n E . l_1-§‘, :_3-1;] For un—
derdoped sam pls, the Intensity at E, begins to grow below tem peratures
T > T.,wih theenhancem ent at T, decreasing w ith underdoping B-];,';’:G',:fl-]'].
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8.7 E ects ofperturbations on m agnetic correlations

8.7.1 M agnetic eld

An important initial study of the Inpact of an applied m agnetic eld on
m agneUc correlations in a cuprate superconductor was done by Dai et al
ESO Jon YBa,Cu30¢4 (To = 63 K).They showed that applying a 6.8-T eld
along the caxis caused a 30% reduction in the low -tem perature intensiy of
the resonance peak (@t 34 m&V). The lost weight presum ably is shifted to
other parts of phase space, but i was not directly detected. A pplying the

eld paralkel to the CuO , planes has negligbl e ect.) In an earlier study
on YBa,Cus0 7, Bourges et al @2@] applied an 115 T eld and found that
the resonance peak broadened in energy but did not seem to change its peak
Intensity. The di erence In response from YBa,Cusz0 ¢ is lkely due to the
di erence in H ., which isabout 5 tin es lJarger n YBa,Cu30 4 @55]

A serdes of studies on La2 x erCuO 4 sam ples w ith various dopings have
now been perform ed 223,152 _2_24 51, 223], and a schem atic summ ary of the
resu]rs is presented n Fi. '8.2d For sam ples w ith lower doping (x = 0:10
@24 Jand 012 @23 ) there is a an all elastic, Incom m ensurate, m agnetic peak
Intensity in zero eld that is substantially enhanced by application ofa caxis
m agnetic eld.The growth of the Intensity with eld is consistent w ith

I H=He)Ih#Hc=H); ®.13)

where H ., isthe uppercritical eld for superconductiviy ééé] T hisbehavior
waspredicted by Dem leret al. [225_1] using a m odel of coexisting but com pet—
ing phases of superconductivity and spin-density-wave (SDW ) order. In their
m odel, local reduction of the superconducting order param eter by m agnetic
vortices results in an average increase in the SDW order. For an altermative
approach, in which the com peting order is restricted to \halo" regions cen—
tered on vortex cores, see, eg., @26:].) Interestingly, the spin—-spin correlation
length for the induced signal is > 400 A, which is at least 20 tim es greater
than the radius of a vortex core [_224 .Very sin ilar resuls have been obtained
on oxygen-doped La,CuO 4 225 228] T here is an obvious parallel w ith the
chargerelated \checkerboard" pattem cbserved at vortices Jn superconduct—
ngBiSrnCaCu,0g+ by scanning tunneling m Jcrosoopy 229

ForLa; x SxCuO4 crystalswih x = 0:163 [52 and 018 [SL] there is no

eld-induced static order (at last for the range of elds studied). Instead,

the eld moves spectral weight into the soin gap. The study on x = 0:18
indicated that the increase In weight In the gap is accom panied by a decrease
iIn the intensity peak above the gap {5]1 the latter result being com parable
tothee ect seen In YBa,CuzO0g4.4 {_5(_) ].Forx = 0:163, an enhancem ent ofthe
Incom m ensurate scattering was observed below 10 K forh! = 25 mev.

For an interm ediate doping concentration of x = 0:144, K haykovich et al.
éé(i] have recently shown that, although no elastic m agnetic peaks are seen
at zero eld, a static SDW does appear forH > H . 3 T. Such behavior
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F ig.8.20. Schem atic sum m ary ofneutron scattering experim entson La, x SrCuO 4
In amagnetic ed at T T.. Solid bars indicate observations of elastic, incom —
m ensurate peaks; w idth indicates variation ofpeak Jntensi:y with eld. Expexjm ents
on x = 0:10, 012, 0.144, 0.163, and 0.18 from 224],5223 230], @5], and @l The
solid curve suggests the shape ofa boundary between a state w ith spin-density-w ave
order and superconductivity on the kft and superconductivity alone on the right,

as rst proposed by D em ler et al. E225]

w as predicted by the m odel of com peting phasesofD em leret al. @25}], and a
boundary betw een phasesw ith and w thout SDW order, based on thatm odel,
is indicated by the solid curve in F ig.8 20.

A Yhough evidence for eld-induced charge-stripe order In La, x Sr,Cu0 4
hasnot yet been reported, it seem s lkely that the SDW order observed is the
same as the st:n:ipe_ _phase found in Laj.g7sBag.125Cu0y ﬁé_ll:] and
Laj.e x Ndpg.4 S, CuO 4 LLZZE]. C onsistent w ith this scenario, it has been shown
that an applied m agnetic eld has no in pact on the Cu m agnetic order or
the charge order in the stripe-ordered phase of Laj.g x Ndp.4 S, CuO 4 wih
x = 05 R31]; however, the eld did e ect the ordering of the Nd \spectator"
m om ents.

Retuming to La; x S, Cu0 4 with x < 0:13, i has been argued In the
case of x = 0:0 that the zero— eld elastic m agnetic peak intensity observed
at Jow tem perature is extrinsic ééé] This issue deserves a short digression.
Tt is certainly true that crystals of lesser quality can yield elastic scatter—
ing at or near the expected positions of the incom m ensurate m agnetic peaks;
In som e cases, this scattering has little tem perature dependence. O f course,
Just because spurious signals can occur does not m ean that all signals are
spurious. Let us shift our attention for a moment to x = 0:12, where the
low ~tem perature, zero— e_]c_l _J'ntensjty is som ew hat larger 11:232':] A muon-spin-
relaxation ( SR) study [182] on a crystalofgood quality has shown that the
m agnetic order isnot uniform in the sam p]e| at low tem perature,only  20%



36 John M . Tranquada

of the muons see a static local hyper ne eld. Further relevant inform ation

com es from electron di raction studies. T he wellknown low -tem perature or—
thorhombic (LT O ) phase tends to exhbit twin dom ains. H ordbe, Thoue, and
K oyam a @53:] have taken dark- eld In ages using a B ragg peak forbidden in

the LTO structure but allowed in the LTT structure, the phase that pins
st_tjpes in Laj.g75Bap.125Cu0 4 and Laie x Ndo 455, Cu0 4. They nd brjght
lines corresponding to the tw in boundaries, indicating that the structure of
the tw in boundaries is di erent from the LTO phase but sin ilar to the LTT .
(Sim ilarbehaviorhasbeen studied In Lay, x BayCuO 4 @§4§].) T he tw in bound-
aries are only a faw nanom eters w ide; how ever, given that m agnetic vortices
can pin spin stripesw ith a substantial correlation length, and we w ill see next
that Zn dopants can also pin spin stripes, it seam s likely that LT T -lke tw in
boundaries should be ablk to pin stripe order with a signi cant correlation

length. T hus, the low -tem perature m agnetic peaks found In La; x Sr;CuO 4

with x = 0412 PR32] are lkely due to stripes pinned at tw inned boundaries,
giving order in only a an allvolum e fraction, consistentw th SR 'géz:] Taking
iInto account the fact that stripe order is observed In Laj. x Ndg.4 S5, CuO 4

for a substantial range of x (but w ith strongest ordering at x = 0:12) -Ll-Zé], i
seam s reasonable to expect a am allvolum e fraction of stripe order pinned at
tw in boundaries In La, 4 S CuO 4 with x = 0:10. Is this order extrinsic? A re
tw In boundaries extrinsic? Thism ay be a m atter of sem antics. In any case,
I would argue that the low -tem perature zero—- eld peaks m easured in good

crystals re ect realm aterials physics of the pure com pound.

8.7.2 Zn substitution

The e ects of Zn substition for Cu are quite sin ilar to those caused by an
applied m agnetic eld.ForLa, x S, CuO4 with x = 0:15, substituting about
% or lss Zn causes the appearance of excitations w thin the soin gap of the
Zn-free com pound @35_1, E2§§] Substitution of 1.7% Zn is su cient to induce
weak elasticm agnetic peaks.Forx = 0:12, where weak elasticm agnetic peaks
are present w ithout Zn, substitution ofgg_Jrlc_J:_eases the peak JntenSJty but
recently found that Zn-substitution into overdoped sampls (x > 0.2) s:gnl -
cantly enhances the low -energy (K 10 m €V ) inelastic m agnetic scattering.

In YBa;Cu3O 64 x, 20 substitution causes weight to shift from E, into the
spin gap Q§§L2§(:)]. W hile it causes som e Increase in the Q -w idth ofthe scat-
tering at E, R41], it doesnot m ake a signi cant change in the Q dependence
ofthe (unresolved) Incom m ensurate scattering at low er energies [2-4-()I M uon-—
soin rotation studies indicate that Zn—dop:ng reduces the super uid density
proportionalto the Zn concentration @42], and this provides another parallel
w ith the properties of the m agnetic vortex state.
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8.7.3 Lidoping

An alemative way to dope holes into the Cu0 , planes is to substitute Li+
orcu?t . In this case, the holes are introduced at the expense ofa strong local
Coulom b potential that one m ight expect to localize the holes. Surprisingly,
the m agnetic phase diagram ofLa;Cu; x Li 04 is rather sim ilar to that for
Lay; x Si;CuO4 with x < 0:06 [_ifl-:’_:] In particular, the long-range N eel order
is destroyed w ih 0:03% Li. The nature of the m agnetic correlations in
the param agnetic phase is di erent from that in Lap x SrCu0g4 n that the
Inelastic m agnetic scattering rem ains com m ensurate R44]. Studies ofthe spin
dynam ics indicate ! =T scaling athigh tem peratures, but large deviations from
such behavior occur at low tem perature R45].

8.8 E lectron-doped cuprates

E lectron-doped cuprates are very interesting because of their sim ilarities and
di erences from the hole-doped m aterials; how ever, considerably less hasbeen
done in the way of neutron scattering on the electron-doped m aterials, due
in part to challenges in grow Ing crystals of suitable size and quality. Initial
work focused on the system sNd; 4y Ce,CuO4 andPr, 4y Ce,Cu0,4.A strking
di erence from hole doping is the fact that the Neel tem perature is only
gradually reduced by electron-doping. Thiswas rst dem onstrated in a SR
study ofNd; x Ce,Cu0 4 @éé], where it was found that the antiferrom agnetic
order only disappears at x 0:14 where superconductivity rst appears.The
m agnetic order was soon con m ed by neutron di raction m easurem ents on
single crystals of P, » Ce,CuO, R4Aland Nd, x CexCuO 4 R48].

A com plication w ith these m aterdals is that to obtain the superconducting
phase, onem ust rem ove a am allam ount ofoxygen from the asgrown sam ples.
T he challenge of the reduction process is to obtain a uniform oxygen concen—
tration n the nalsam ple.This ism ore easily done in powdersand thin In s
than in large crystals. A s grown crystalsw ith x as large as 0.18 are antiferro-
m agnetic @Z_lé, 25@]. Reducing single crystals can resul in superconductivity;
how ever, it is challenging to com pletely elin inate the antiferrom agnetic phase

@§9:]. In trying to get a pure superconducting phase, the reducing conditions
can som etin es cause a crystalto undergo partial decom position, yielding im —
purity phases such as Nd,Ce),0 3 é@i_', 252_]

The e ective strength of the spin-spin coupling has been probed through
m easurem ents of the spin correlation length as a function of tem perature in
the param agneticphase.T hem agnitude ofthe soin sti ness isclearly cbserved
to decrease w ith doping é{l?:,::ZElQ, é@@].M angetal @!:5@] have shown that this
behavior is consistent w ith that found In num erical sim ulations ofa random ly
site-diluted 2D antiferrom agnet. In the m odelcalculations, the superexchange
energy isheld constant, and the reduction in soin sti ness is due purely to the
Introduction ofa nite concentration ofnonm agnetic sites. T o get quantitative
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agream ent, it isnecessary to allow forthe concentration ofnonm agnetic sties n
them odelto be about 20% greater than the Ce concentration in the sam ples.

Yam ada and coworkers égf_l] were able to prepare crystals of
Nd;.g5Cep15Cu0 4 wih su cient quality that it was possble to study the
low -energy m agnetic excitations associated w ith the superconducting phase.
They found com m ensurate antiferrom agnetic uctuations. In a crystalw ih
T.= 25K, they und that a spin gap of approxin ately 4 m eV developed In
the superconducting state.C om m ensurate elastic scattering, w ith an in-plane
correlation length of 150 A, was also present for tem peratures below 60 K;
how ever, the growth of the elastic intensity did not change on crossing the
superconducting Tc.

W hilk the m agnetic excitations are com m ensurate and ncom patble w ith
stripe correlations, there are, nevertheless, other m easurem ents that suggest
electronic Inhom ogeneity. H enggeler et al. -@!:Szg] used the crystal eld excita—
tions ofthe Prions In P, x Ce,Cu0 4, as a probe of the local environm ent.
T hey found evidence for severaldistinct local environm ents, and argued that
doped regions reached the percolation lim it at x 0:14, at the phase bound-
ary for superconductivity. Recent NM R studies have also found evidence of
electronic Inhom ogeneity @55, :256:]

M otivated by the observation of m agnetic— eld-induced m agnetic super—
lattice peaks In holedoped cuprates (x:8:7:.1-_'), there has been a serdes of ex—
perin ents looking at the e ect on electron-doped cuprates ofa eld applied
along the c axis.An initial study @-57_:] onNd; x CegCuO4 wih x = 0:14 and
T. 25 K found that applying a eld as large as 10 T had no e ect on the
Intensity of an antiferrom agnetic B ragg peak for tem peraturesdown to 15K .
Shortly after that cam e a report @55] of large eld-induced enhancem ents of
antiferrom agnetic B ragg intensities, aswellasnew eld-induced peaks ofthe
type (3;0;0), In a crystalof Nd; , Ce,CuO4 with x = 0:15 and To = 25K .
Tt was soon pointed out that the new (% 70;0) peaks, as well as m ost of the
e ects at antiferrom agnetic re ections, could be explained by the m agnetic
regoonse ofthe Nd,Ce),0 3 In puriy phase -@E-Ei é52-] T here now seem sto be
a consensus that this is the proper explanation 1_259 I260], how ever, a m od—
est eld-induced intensity enhancem ent has been seen at & 3) that isnot
explained by the in purity-phase m odel [_2§9]. .

In an attem pt to clarfy the situation, Fujita et al @§ZE] tumed to another
electron-doped superconductor, Pr y LaCe,Cu0 4. This com pound also has
to be reduced to obtain superconductivity, and reduced crystals exhbit a
PrCe),03 Inpuriy phase; however, the Pr in the in puriy phase should
not be m agnetic. They found a weak eld-induced enhancem ent of an anti-
ferrrom agnetic peak intensity for a crystalwith x = 011 (T. = 26 K), but
noeect orx = 015 (T, = 16 K).The induced Cumoment forx = 0:11
at a temperature of 3 K anda ed of5 7T is 10* 5 .Daiand cowork—
ers P63, 263] have studied crystals of PmygslaCey12Cu0,  in which they
have tuned the superconductivity by adjuisting . They have em phasized the
coexistence of the superconductivity with both 3D and quasi?D antiferro—

2’2’
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m agnetic order @52:] T hey report a very slight enhancem ent of the quasi2D
antiferrom agnetic signal for a caxism agnetic eld R63].

8.9 D iscussion

8.9.1 Summ ary of experim ental trends in hole-doped cuprates

There are a num ber of trends In holedoped cuprates that one can identify
from the results presented in this chapter. To begih w ith, the undoped parent
com pounds are M ott-H ubbard (or, m ore properly, charge-transfer) insulators
that exhibit N eel order due to antiferrom agnetic superexchange interactions
betw een nearest-neighbor atom s. The m agniude of J ism aterial dependent,
varying between roughly 100 and 150 m €V .

D oping the CuO, planes w ith holes destroys the N eel order; in fact, the
presence ofholes seem s to be ncom patdble w ith long-range antiferrom agnetic
order. T he cbserved responses to hole doping indicate that som e sort ofphase
separation is common. In som e cases, stripe m odulations are found, and In
others, nite clusters of antiferrom agnetic order survive.

In under- and optin ally-doped cuprate superconductors, the m agnetic
spectrum has an hourglass-like shape, w ith an energy scale com parable to the
superexchange energy of the parent insulators. T he strength of the m agnetic
scattering, when integrated over m om entum and energy, decreases gradually
as one increases the hole concentration from zero to optin aldoping.A spin
gap appears In the superconducting state (at last for optin aldoping), w ith
spectralw eight from below the soin gap being pushed above it. T hem agnitude
of the spin gap correlatesw ith T..

Underdoped cuprates with a am all or negligble soin gap are very sen—
sitive to perturbations. Substituting non-m agnetic Zn for Cu or applying a
m agnetic eld perpendicular to the planes tends to induce elastic incom m en—
surate m agnetic peaks at low tem perature.For sam plesw ith Jarger soin gaps,
the perturbations shift spectralweight from higher energy into the spin gap.
B reaking the equivalence between orthogonal Cu-O bonds wihin a CuO,
plane can result in charge-stripe order, in addition to the elastic m agnetic
peaks.

T he m agnetic correlations w ithin the CuO ,; planes are clearly quite sen—
sitive to hole doping and superconductivity. W hile their coexistence w ih a
m etallic nom alstate isone ofthe striking characteristics ofthe cuprates, their
connection to the m echanism of holepairing rem ains a m atter of theoretical
speculation.

8.9.2 Theoretical interpretations

T he nature and relevance of antiferrom agnetic correlations hasbeen a m a pr
them e of much of the theoretical work on cuprate superconductors. W hile
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som e the theoretical concepts are discussed in m ore detail in other chapters
ofthis book, i seem s appropriate to brie y review som e ofthem here.

G iven that techniques for handling strongly-correlated hole-doped antifer—
rom agnets continue to be in the developm ent stage, som e researchers choose to
rely on a conventionalw eak-coupling approach to describbing m agneticm etals.
T hism ight be appropriate if one Im agines starting out In the very overdoped
regin €, w here Ferm iHliquid theory m ight be applicable, and then works dow n—
ward towards optin um doping. T hem agnetic suscgptibility can be calculated
in tem s of electrons being excited across the Ferm ilevel from lled to em pty
states. Interactions betw een quasiparticles due to C oulom b or exchange inter—
actions are assum ed to enhance the susceptibility near Q oy, and this is han—
dled using the random -phase approxin ation RPA ). In the superconducting
state, one takes into account the superconducting gap  w ith d-wave sym —
m etry. T he gapping of states carves holes into the continuum ofelectron-hole
excitations. The RPA enhancem ent can then pull resonant excitations dow n
into the region below 2 [264; 265} 266]. W ith this approach, it has been
possble, w ith suitable adjistm ent of the interaction param eter, to calculate
dispersing featuresin = ® that resem ble thosem easured in the superconducting
state of optim ally-doped YBa,CuzO ¢4 x @57:, :258:, :Qéé]

TheRPA approach runsinto di cultieswhen one considersLa , y S, CuO 4,
La, x BayCuO 4, and underdoped YBa,Cus0 ¢+ x - It predicts that the m ag—
netic excitations should be highly over dam ped at energies greater than 2 ;
how ever, there isno obvious change in the experin entalspectra atE > 2 i
these m aterials. Furthem ore, the dispersive features in Laj .g75Bag.a125Cu0 4
are observed In the nom al state. Even if one tries to nvoke a d-wave pseu—
dogap, the energy scale is likely to be too an all, as indicated by Fjg@:lg ©).
Tt is also unclear how one would rationalize, from a Fem iliquid perspective,
the observation that the energy scale of the m agnetic exciations is of or-
der J, as superexchange is an e ective interaction between localm om ents In
a correlated insulator, and has no direct connection to interactions between
quasiparticles L§§']

The fact that superexchange seem s to rem ain relevant in the supercon—
ducting phase suggests that it m ay be pro tabl to approach the problem
from the perspective of doped antiferrom agnets T he resonating-valence-bond
m odelwas one ofthe rst such attem pts I_ll, 270 271 T hem odel is based on
the assum ption that the undoped system is a quantum spin liquid. In such
a state, all Cu spins would be paired Into singlets in a m anner such that
the singlet-triplet spectrum is gapless.W hen a hole is introduced, one singlet
is destroyed, yielding a free spinon; all other Cu soins still couple in singlet
states. In such a picture, one would expect that the singlet-triplet excitations
would dom Inate the m agnetic excitation spectrum m easured w ith neutrons;
surprisingly, there hasbeen little e ort tom ake speci ¢ theoretical predictions
of this spectrum for com parison w ith experim ent. Instead, the analysis has
been done in term s of electron-hole excitations ééG:].A s discussed above, such
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a calculation has signi cant short com ings when it com es to understanding
underdoped cuprates.

Another all:ematjye js 2 spital q)jn—densjty wave, as has been proposed
the lncomm ensurate -a;lt';:é&om agneUc excitations at low _epergy QZZ_ ?Z‘!]r
and can also be used to m odelthe lillm agnetic spectrum R75].A ook at the
experin entalrecord show sthat a spiralphase cannotbe thewhole story. In the
case ofLa1 .875Bap:125C U0 4 and Laje x N do ;4_S_rXC uO 4, w here staticm agnetjc
order is observed, charge order is also found QZé]. W hen there is charge order
present, i ©llows that the spih-density m odulation must have a collinear
com ponent in which the m agnitude of the localm om ents is m odulated Q(_)ZE].
T here could also be a spiral com ponent, but i is not essential. Furthem ore,
ifholes sim ply cause a local rotation of the spin direction, then it is unclear
why the ordering tem perature of the Neel phase is so rapidly reduced by a
an alldensity ofholes.

G wen that stripe order is ocbserved In certain cuprates ¢ x'é-.5-.2-) and that
the m agnetic excitations of the stripe-ordered phase are consistent w ith the
universal spectrum of good superconductors E ig. 8 3i) the sin plest picture
that is com patible w ith all of the data is to assum e that charge stripes (dy—
nam ic ones in the case ofthe superconducting sam ples) are a comm on feature
ofthe cuprates, at least on the underdoped side of the phase diagram . T here
is certainly plenty of theoretical m otivation for stripes @77‘- '-265 -Qﬁé '-275],
and the relevance of charge Inhom ogeneity to the superoonductmg m echanism
is discussed in the chapter by K iwvelson and Fradkin @80

O ne suprising experim entalobservation isthem inin alam ount ofdam ping
of the m agnetic excitations in underdoped cuprates, especially in the nom al
state. O ne would expect the continuum of electron-hol excitations to cause
signi cant dam ping l}_B-(_i] Could i be that the antiphase relationship of spin
correlations across a charge stripe acts to segparate the spin and charge exci-
tations In a m anner sin ilar to that in a one-din ensional system @gli, :-2%2:]?
W ith over doping, there is evidence that regions of conventional electronic
excitations becom e m ore signi cant. T his is also the regin e w here m agnetic
excitations becom e weak. Could it be that the interaction of conventional
electron-hole excitations w ith stripe-lke patches causes a strong dam ping of
the soin excitations? There is clearly plenty of work left to properly under-
stand the cuprates.
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