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W e report a detailed neutron scattering study of the ordering of spins and holes In oxygen-doped
LapN 0 4:133 . The singlecrystal sam ple exhibits the sam e oxygen-interstitial order but better de—
ned charge-stripe order than that studied previously in crystals wih = 0:125. In particu-
lar, charge order is observed up to a tem perature at least tw ice that of the m agnetic transition,
Tn = 1105 K .On cooling through Ty , the wave vector , equalto half the charge-stripe density
within an N 10, layer, jum ps discontinuously from % to 02944. Tt continues to decrease w ith further
cooling, show ing several lock—in transitions on the way down to low tem perature. To explain the
observed lock-ins, a m odel is proposed In which each charge stripe is centered on either a row of
Niora row ofO ions. Them odelis shown to be consistent w ith the l-dependence of the m agnetic
peak intensities and w ith the relative intensities of the higher-order m agnetic satellites. A nalysis of
the Jatter also provides evidence that the m agnetic dom ain walls (charge stripes) are relatively nar—
row . In com bination w ith a recent study ofm agnetic- eld-induced e ects, we nd that the charge
stripes are all O —centered at T > Tp , wih a shift towards Nicentering at T < T, . Inferences
conceming the com peting interactions responsible for the the tem perature dependence of and the

localization of charge w thin the stripes are discussed.

7550Ee, 7530Fv, 7145Lr, 71127+ a

I. NTRODUCTION

La,NO, is a M ottH ubbard insulator consisting of
antiferrom agnetic N 0 , planes altemating with Lay0O»
layers. The N, planes can be doped wih hols;
however, contrary to oonventional expectations, the
material rem ains ,nonm etallic up to quite large hole
concentrations®?2% There is now considerable evidence
that the Insulating behavior occurs because the dopant—
induced holes, tgnd. to order them selves In periodically
spaced stripes?B®#RL{AT T hese charge stripes run di-
agonally relative to the square lattice de ned by the
N i{O {Nibonds. In the essentially undoped regions be-
tween the stripes the Ni spins can order antiferrom ag—
netically, w h the charge stripes acting as antiphase do-
main wallsBWEPLILIA2AY T i behavior represents an
excellent exam ple of \topological" doping In a correlated
nsulatorts

In com paring resuls obtained on sam ples doped both
by Sr substitution and by addition of excess oxygen,
several trends have becom e clear. In sam ples where
both charge and spin orderings have been observed, the
chargg generally orders at a higher tem perature than the
st (The one apparent exception is the case? of
LapND 44 wih = 0:125. I will be shown in the

present paperthat, in this com position aswell, the charge

orders rst. Furthem ore, both the charge and soin or-
dering tem peratures increase gppoxin ately linearly w ith

the net hole concentration ny, £244 A Iso varying linearly

w ith ny, is the low -tem perature spacing between charge

stripes, corresponding to a hole density of roughly one

per N isite along a stripe.

T he observed low —tem perature hole density w ithin the
stripes is consistent w ith the m ean— eld calculations of
Zaanen and Litlewood .'15 They evaluated an appropri-
ate threeband Hubbard m odel at zero tem perature and
found that electron-phonon couplings tend to reinforce
the stability of charged dom ain walls In an antiferrom ag—
netic background. T he num erical calculations yielded a
relatively narrow charge stripe centered on a diagonalrow
of Niatoms. Zaanen and Littlewood pointed out that
the dom ain wall states form a half- lled one-din ensional
(1D ) band, which isunstabl to a P eferlsdistortion. Such
a distortion would create a gap at the Femm i level, thus
explaining the nsulating behavior.

Despite the apparent success of the HartreeFock
cakultiond? in descrbing the low ~tem perature stripe
structure, such an approach runs into di culties at high
tem perature. In the absence of stripe order, a H artree—
Fock analysis ofthe doped nickelate woudd yiield-gm etal-
lic state, whereas num erous studied§2728142des nave
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shown that even above the charge-ordering tem perature
the optical conductivity is dom inated by m idinfrared ab—
sorption bands, wih no ! = 0 D rude com ponent. Fur-
them ore, neutron di raction studies ofthe ordered state
have shown that in,spm e cases the stripe spacing changes
w ith tem perature£2 i plying a variation in the charge
density within a stripe. Thus, one cannot rely on a
unigque stripe charge density to explain the insulating be—
havior.

Tt is clear that there are mysteries rem aining to be
unraveled. For exampl, what is the nature of the
tem perature-dependent variation of the stripe spacing?
How narrow are the charge stripes, and to what extent
are they pinned to the lattice? A re charge stripes ac—
tually centered on Nirows, or are other con gurations
possble? To address these issues, a wellordered sam ple

M uch of the work cied above has focussed on Sr-
doped LayNi0 4. That system has the advantage of al-
low Ing a continuous variation of the hole concentration
by dopants whose random positions are xed at rela-
tively high tem perature. The down side is that the dis—
order of the dopants appears g farevent the developm ent
of longrange stripe order#"94% The altemative is to
study oxygen-doped LayN 0 44 . The constraint here is
that one must work wih the phases that nature pro—
vides: ordered phases occur only at soecial values of ,
and for an qadiran- vajug of one may observe phase
separation P29232324292627 o the positive side, Iong—
range order of interstitialsand charge stripes coingidg In a
com position originally characterized as = 0:1258#@4428

Analysis of neutron di rgction m easurem ents on one
particular = 0:125 crysta? indicated that the ordered
Interstitial structure actually correspondsto an idealoxy—
gen excessof = & = 0:33. Thus, the = 0:125 com -
position is oxygen de cient relative to the ideal phase.
A swillbe explained below , we have prepared a new crys—
talthat appears to correspond m uch m ore closely to the
deal valie of . The magnetic Bragg peaks m easured
on this crystalare sharper than those observed w ith the

= 0:125 crystalf? thus allow ing better sensitivity to
the featuresof interest. W e have recently reported presults
on m agnetic— eld-induced staggered m agneu'zatjprg. and
on spin excitations in the stripe-ordered phase‘fq mea-—
sured on the sam e crystal. In the present paper we con—
centrate on various aspects of the static stripe order in
zero eld. gr-

In earlier studies?®8 of = 0:25 crystals, an appar-
ently discontinuous jimp from zero to nite intensity of
both the m agnetic and charge-order superhttice peaks
was observed on cooling below T, = 1105 K .W ith the

= 0:133 crystalwe cbserve a sin ilardiscontinuous jim p
In the intensities, but we nd that charge order clearly
surwvives at T > T, wih a Jump In the stripe spacing
to a value comm ensurate w ith a second ham onic of the
Interstitial order. In the latter regim e the charge-order
peak intensity decreases exponentially w ith tem perature,
so that no clear transition to the disordered state has

been observed.

To obtain a m ore precise m easure of the incom m en-—
surate solitting  of the magnetic peaks at T < T,
we measured the tem perature dependence of the posi-
tion and intensity of a third ham onic peak. W here pre-
vious workf® had provided weak evidence that , which
varies w ith tem perature, tends to show lock-in behav—
Jor at certain rational fractions, the present resuls show
clarplateausat =2 (98K T 102K)and = 3
(75K T 92 K).The lock-ins dem onstrate that the
charge stripes are coupled to the lattice. To explain
the continuous distrbution of values found at other
tem peratures, an analogy is m ade w ith the problem of

nding the ground state arrangem ent of integral charges
on a onedipgnsional lattice at arbitrary 1ling. From
the solution®%%83 to the latter problem , it appears that
a devil's staircase of ordered phases should be possbl;
however, due to entropy, long-range order is ocbserved
only for phases w ith relatively short periods. The fact
that vardesw ith tem perature indicates that com peting
Interactionsm ust be nvolved In determ ining the orders

Coupling to the lattice is also evident In the way that
the stripes align them selves from one layer to the next.
If there were no Ijnteractjon w ith the lattice (@s was as—
sum ed previousk?®), then the stripesw ithin a Jayerwould
be uniform ¥y spaced, and their positions would be stag—
gered from one layer to the next in order tom inin ize the
Coulom b energy. Such a sym m etric stacking ofthe layers
of stripes can lead to forbidden superlattice peaks corre-
soonding to the charge order, sin ilar to the siuation
for nuclear re ections due to the average body-centered
stacking of the N 10 , layers. H owever, the pinning of the
charge stripes to the lattice m eans that the shift of the
stripe pattem from one layerto the next can only occur n
Increm ents of the lattice spacing. A s a consequence, the
Intensities of the m agnetic peaks oscillate as a function
of the com ponent of the m om entum transfer that is per—
pendicular to the planes. W e show that the m odulation
of the intensities can be m odeled quantitatively in tem s
of the stacking structure factor when a an all am ount of
stacking disorder is taken into account. It follow s that
the m issing charge-order peaks are not forbidden, but
Just extrem ely weak.

To characterize the w idths of the charge stripes, we
have measured the higher ham onic m agnetic Bragg
peaks. Narrow dom ain walls give squared-o m agnetic
dom ains, and deviations from a sihusoidal m odulation
arere ected in nieFouriercom ponentsbeyond the st
ham onic. A nother contrbution to the higher ham onics
can com e from an altemation of the stripe spacing as—
sociated w ith the pinning to the lattice. W e show that
although the intensities of the higher ham onics are all
quite weak, w ith the strongest (the third) being < 2% of
the wst, they are consistent w ith narrow charge stripes.
Furthem ore, the weakness of the ham onics n the case
of = % Indicates that stripes can be centered both on
row sofN iatom sand on row sofO atom s. A ssum ing that
the stripes are N icentered at low tem perature, the tem —



perature dependence of in plies that the stripesbecom e
O -centered at high tem perature. This leads to a pre—
diction of ferrim agnetic correlations in the stripe-ordered
regimeatT > T, ,which was recently con m ed by mea—
surem ents in a m agnetic  eld?4

The rest of the paper is organized as ollows. The
next section contains a description of experin ental pro—
cedures, and it is llowed by a brief review of nom en—
clature and notation. The tem perature dependences of
the Intensities and positions of superlattioe peaks are pre—
sented and analyzed In Sec. IV . The resuls relevant to
Interlayer stacking of stripes are treated In Sec. V. In
Sec. VI the intensities of the m agnetic higher hamm onic
satellites are analyzed. The signi cance of these results
is discussed In Sec.V II, and a brief summ ary is given in
Sec.V ITI.

II. EXPERIM ENTAL PROCEDURES

The singlecrystal sam ple used In the present study
was grow i by radio frequency skullm elting as described
elsewhere24 The oxygen concentration was selected by
annealing at 464 C for 5 days n  owing O, (1 bar)
followed by a quench to room tem perature. T he anneal-
ing conditions were chosen to give a nom ingl 0f0.150,
based on earlier work on the phase diagram 24 An nitial
neutron di raction study ofthis crystalin 1993 indicated
that the dom nant oxygen-ordered phase is the sam e as
that found previouslyf In a crystalwih = 0:125. There
were also weak di raction peaks indicative of a second
phasewih adi erent ;however,thesewercabsent 15
years later when the present study was initiated. ©ne
fact that m ight be relevant to the disappearance of the
second phase is that the crystalwas stored n a He at—
m osphere, which is relatively reducing, rather than in
air.) The room tem perature lattice param eters cbtained
at that bhtertine area = 5461 A and c= 12674 A.
M aking use of the calbgation established by the earlier
X -ray di raction study}z-4 the c=a ratio of 2.3208 indi-
cates = 0:136 0:005, consistent w ith the idealvalue qf
=2 forthem odelordered interstitial structure identi ed?
In thecaseof = 0:125.

T he neutron di raction m easurem entsw ere perform ed
on the H4M , H8 and H9A tripleaxis spectrom eters at
the H igh F lux Beam R eactor located at B rookhaven N a—
tional Laboratory. At H9A , which is on the cold source,
neutronsofenergy 5.0m eV were selected. E  ective hori-
zontalcollin ations of 40°-40%20%40° (from reactor to de—
tector) were used together wih a cold Be lter to el
lim nate neutrons at shorter ham onic wavelengths. At
H4M and H8 a neutron energy of 14.7 m €V, horizon—
talcollim ations of 40°-40%-40°40° or 40°-40°80°80° and a
pyrolyticgraphite PG) lterwereused.Atallspectrom —
eters the neutrons were m onochrom atized and analyzed
by PG crystals set forthe (002) re ection.

The cold neutrons at H9A were used to study the

weak higher-order satellites of the m agnetic scattering
peaks, which are strongest at sm allm om entum transfer
Q . The excellent signal to background ratio of H 9A to—
getherw ith the Jarger scattering angles in the case ofcold
neutrons com pared to higher energy neutronsenabled the
detemm ination of third-order satellite positions w ith high
precision. The higher energy neutrons at H4M and H8
were required to m easure the nuclear scattering associ-
ated w ith lattice digplacem ents due to charge order. E x—
cept for the third-hamm onic m easurem ents, where scans
weretaken alongQ = (h;0;1), Integrated intensitieswere
determm ined from 2 scans.

A 1lm easurem entsw ere perform ed w ith the crystalori-
ented so that the (;0;1) zone of reciprocal space was in
the horizontalscattering plane. (T he notation and choice
ofunit cell are explained in the follow Ing section.) The
aligned crystalwasmounted in an Alcan lledwih He
exchange gas that was attached to the cold nger of a
D isplex closed-cycle refrigerator. The tem perature was
m easured w ith a Sidiode and a P t resistance therm om e-
ter to an accuracy ofbetterthan 1K.

T he ordering kinetics of the oxygen interstitials can
be rather slow, and the ocooling rate through the or-
dering transition can a ect whether long-range order is
achieved. Forexam ple, extrem ely slow cooling is required
to optin ize the order in the cas®? of = 0:105,and
rapid cooling also had m easurblk e ects n studied 24 of

= 0:125. In the present case, no signi cant e ects of
cooling rate on Interstitial order were cbserved. On the
other hand, the cooling and heating history forT Ty
has an In uence on the relative fractions of coexisting
m agnetic phases, the width of the tem perature regions
where the m agnetic wave vector is locked—in to rational
fractions, and the detailed spectralw eight ofhigher order
m agnetic satellites and their peak w idths. T herefore, the
tem perature dependence w as studied during slow , carefiil
wam ing affer an initial cooldown to 10 K .

ITII. NOTATION

In order to describe and in thedata it is rstnec—
essary to review the structu and explain our notation.
W ithin the resolution of our instrum ent, the findam en—
talre ectionsofthiscrystalindicate a tetragonal HT T )
symm etry (spacegroup I4=mmm ) down to at keast 10K,
w hereas the structural superlattice peaks suggest an or—
thorhom bic sym m etry. To describe the di raction peaks
we will use an indexing based on an orthorhombic cell
FSOE pseugo_—tetragonal F4=mmm) wih a unit cell size

2ac 2a:r ¢ relative to the basic body-centered
tetragonal cell. N ote that In the body-centered tetrago—
nal cell the a and b axes are parallel to the N +O bonds
w ithin the N0, plnes, whereas in the larger cell that
we use the axes are rotated from the bonding directions
by 45 .

Fourdi erent types of superlattice peaks can be found



In this sam ple. Two of them corresoond to the ordering
of the oxygen interstitials and the other two Involre or-
dering of the doped holes and the Nispins. Each set of
peaks is characterized by a wave vectorgy such thatQ sy, ,
the position of a superhttice peak of type j, is given by

Qs =G gy; @)

where G is a reciprocal lattice vector corresponding to
the average pseudo-tetragonal unit cell. T he oxygen or—
der is characterized by tw o w ave vectors,

1
dJo1 = 5;0;1 )

and

= 0; L ; 3
Jo 2 iT ; 3)
w here w ave vector com ponents are speci ed In recipprocal
lattice units of 2 =a;2 =a;2 =c). The tw Inning associ-
ated w ith the interstitial order is described in Ref.:g.

To descrbe the superlattice peaks associated with
stripe order it is necessary to expand the set of recipro-
cal lattice vectors considered In Eq. @) . The symm etry
relationship between the two N0, planesperF 4=m m m
unit cell leads to forbidden re ections. For exam pl, or
reciprocal lattice vectors ofthe type #H ;0;L) one hasthe
requirem ents that both H and L be even integers. W e
will show in Sec.V that the stripe pattems In neighbor-
Ing layers are not related by symm etry, and as a result
the relevant reciprocal lattice vectors include the case L
odd.

T he positions of the m agnetic and charge-order super—
lattice peaks wihin the (;0;1) zone are illustrated in
Fig.1l(a). The charge order is determm ined by

g2 = 2 ;0;0); 4)

w ith the average distance between dom ain walls in real
space equal to a=2 . The m agnetic order Involves two
m odulation wave vectors. Sim ple antiferrom agnetic or-

der would be descrlbbed by g = Qar = (1;0;0). Stripe
order results in a second m odulation
g = (;0;0); ®)

so thatthenetwavevectorisg= Qar g .In realspace
the spin structure consists of locally antiferrom agnetic
orderw ith an overallm odulation period a= , tw ice that of
the charge period, re ecting the fact that the hole stripes
act as antiphase boundaries for the spin structure. The
dealized real—spaoe'spjn and charge structure for = %
is presented in Fig. i ©) .

O foours, g and g, represent only the dom nant si-
nusoidal com ponents of the m agnetic and charge-order
m odulations, respectively. D eviations from sinusoidal
m odulations w ill result in superlattice peaks correspond-—
ing to higher Fourder com ponents of the order. Them od-
ulation wave vector for the n™ ham onic is sin ply

gn = @ ;0;0): (6)
For the m agnetic scattering, only ham onics w ith n odd
w il appear, solit about Q or . (T he absence of m agnetic
ham onicsw ith n even ©llow sdirectly from the antiphase
nature of the order.) Ham onics w ith n even corresoond
to charge order.

Iv.TEM PERATURE DEPENDENCE OF STRIPE
ORDER

A . Experim entalR esults

T he overall tem perature dependence of the stripe or-
der is best characterized by looking at rst and second
ham onic peaks. Figure Q presents results for a m ag—
netic superlattice peak at 3+ ;0;1) and a charge-order
peak at 4 2 ;0;1). The upper panel show s the Inte—
grated peak intensity nomm alized with respect to 10 K,
while the lower gives the peak posjijen h measured in
a h;0;0] scan. A s Hund previouslyf#4 cooling through
Tn = 1105 K resuls in a discontinuous jump in inten-
sity of both the m agnetic and charge-order peaks, w ith
a concom itant tem perature dependence of the peak posi-
tions. Thenew feature thatwehaveto report isa peak at

= % forT T, . Scattering at thisposition could com e
from eitherm agnetic or charge order (orboth); however,
the Q dependence ofthe structure factor indicatesthat it
corresponds uniquely to charge order. (T he intensity of

= % peaks disappears at an allQ , where the m agnetic
form factor is Jargest.)

T he discontinuity ofthe transition at Ty, is ilustrated
n FJg-'_ﬂ At a tem perature 0.5 K below the transition
w e observe one peak due to m agnetic order and another
corresponding to charge order. R ight at T, a third peak
appears at = %, coexisting w ith the previous two. At
05 K above T, only the = % charge-order peak sur-
vives. In contrast to thebehavioratT < T, , theposition
of the peak rem ains locked at = % while its intensity
gradually decreases w ith increasing tem perature.

T he tem perature dependence ofthe = % peak ispre—
sented on a Jgarithm ic scale in the inset of Fig.d. The
linear variation of the intensity or T > 150 K is analo-
gous to a D ebyeW aller like behavior w ith

I e?TTo, @)

and To = 67 5K .Such a tem perature dependence is In
sharp contrast to the usual critical behavior associated
wih an orderdisorder transition. In connection w ih
this, it is usefiil to note that

2
gz = 5;0;0 29017 (8)

so that there is a type of com m ensurability between the
charge stripes In the planes and the interstitial order



along one direction of the lattice. The D ebyeW aller-like
decay of the intensity suggests that the charge correla—
tionsare uctuating about an average ordered con gura-
tion determ ined by the ordered interstitial oxygens. It is
possible that the charge order does not entirely disappear
until the interstitials disorder.

The ordering of the spins at T, is associated wih
Jmps both in the chargeorder intensity and in
P reviously? it was found that the superlattice peak nten-
sities show sin ple powerdaw correlationsw ih the quan—
tity

= — : 9
q 3 )
From the m easurem ents between T, and 80 K, we nd
for the m agneticpeak intensity that

ad';

as illustrated in FJg:ff This result is com pletely em pir-
ical, as there is no theoretical prediction for the connec—
tion between the intensity and wavevector.

A prediction doesexist forthe relationship between the
Intensities of the m agnetic and chayge order peaks below
Tn . Zachar, K ivelson, and Em ery®4 have solved an ap—
propriate Landau m odel for coupled charge- and spin-—
density-wave order param eters, and S, respectively.
They nd thatwhen the charge isthe rstto order, it is
possbltohavea rst-ordertransition when the soinsor—
der, aswe observe. At tem peratures below the m agnetic
transition, the relationship betw een the order param eters
is predicted to be, to lowest order,

Inag 10)

o=ABT; a1
where A is a constant and ( denotes the m agnitude of

Just above the m agnetic transition tem perature. Since
the intensities of the m agnetic and charge-order peaks

are related to th_e order param eters by I aqg $F and
In 3 F,Eq.{{1) inpliesthat, rT < T,
- 1=2
Mn @77 I @) = AlLag (@) 12)
1=2
Ich 7

where I, (T ) isthe intensity ofthe charge-orderpeak at
a tem perature jist above T, . Keeping In m ind that the
m odel does not describe the tem perature dependence of
the wave vector, so that therem ay be m issing correction
tem s, we show In Fjg.r'EJz that this relationship is at least
plausble near the transition.

T he step-lke structures in the lower panel of F ig. ::a’
are suggestive of lock—in transitions. To obtain m ore pre—
cise m easurem ents of  versus tem perature, we studied
a third-ham onic m agnetic peak, (I 3 ;0;1). This re—

ection occurs at a relatively low scattering angle, and
a scan through the peak along the h;0;0] direction is
nearly transverse to Q . For such conditions the reso—
ution In h is excellent. In our case the resolution was

lim ted by the sasmple mosaic ( 0:7 ). At many tem -
peratures the peak shape and width are 1lm ited by the
asym m etricm osaic distrdbution ofthe sam ple. R epresen—
tative scans are shown in Fjg.:_d. At other tem peratures
w e observed either a single broadened peak, or the coex—
istence of a broadened peak and a m osaic-lin ited one.

A summ ary ofthe results is given in FJg:j In allpan-—
els, the dom lnant com ponent is represented by the lled
sym bols and the secondary com ponent by the open ones.
(T he exoeption to this rule occurs In the range between
50 K and 70 K, where the integrated intensity of the
broader second com ponent is actually greater than that
ofthe sharperpeak.) T he top panelshow s the integrated
Intensity, w ith the total intensity from both com ponents
(dashed line) nom alized to one at 10 K. The m iddle
paneland inset show . Thebottom panelgivesthe peak
w idth, divided by 3 (In unis of2 =a), so that it can be
com pared directly w ith the m iddle panel.

T he tem perature dependence of  is rather interesting.
A though i wasm easured on wam ing, it ism ore conve-
nient to discuss the behavior starting from T, and con-—
sidering the changes as the tem perature decreases. Hys—
teresis e ects should be sm allas long as one cools su —
ciently slowly.) Initially, jmpsfrom £ to 02944 .
From there i decreases linearly with tem perature until
it hits a plateau at 0286 = 2. (There is also a hint of
a plateau at 0293 = %, although the stability of this
particularvalie is surprising, as discussed below .) The %
plateau extends from 102 K down to 98 K .Below this,
Jum ps to another region of linear decrease, until it locks
nto a value 0o£ 02778 = 1—58 near 93 K . From this point
downtolOK a 1—58 com ponent is alw ayspresent; how ever,
the entire system is locked into this value only down to

75 K .Near 70 K the third ham onic splits into two
peaks: a sharp one at 1—58 and a broad one centered near
0275. The Integrated Intensity of the broad peak dom i-
natesdown to 50 K, below which m ost ofthe Intensity
shifts badlg Into the sharp 1—58 peak. In contrast to what
was und wih the = 0:25 crystal, we have not cb—
served any com ponent centered at % = 02727.

B . Analysis

In order to make sensg of (T), we can start with
the Zaanen and L ittlew oodd prediction of charge stripes
w ih a hole density of one per Ni site. A ssum Ing that
alldopant-nduced holes go into O 2p states lying w ithin
the N1, layers, one would then expect a dom ain wall
density of = 2 per row of nickel atom s. In our case
this gives = % = 0267. It appears that the m easured

is approaching this value as the tem perature decreases,
but it never quite gets there. Iffwe assum e that allofthe
holes are indeed ordered In the stripes, then the hole den-
sity (per Nisie) within a charge stripe, ns, is given by
ng = 2 = .Even ifallholesram ain con ned to the stripes
as the tem perature is raised, the fact that increasesim —



plies that ng is decreasing. At 80 K we have ng = 0:960,
at 100K ng= 0:933,and at T > Tn ns= 0:800.

The existence of plateaus In (T ) indicates that the
stripe order can coupl to the lattice; however, the al-
m ost continuous variation of between plateaus shows
that the stripe density is not restricted to a few spoecial
valies. To describe the possible stripe arrangem ents, we
need consider only the one-dim ensional ordering along
the charge-m odulation direction [see Fjg.:}'(b)]. W ithin
thism odel, let each row 0ofNiorO atom sbe represented
by a single site. T hus, there are two N isitesperunit cell,
separated by Za, with an O between each pair of nick-
els. The strpesm ay be pinned to particular sites in the
lattice, either by electron-phonon coupling or Coulomb
Interaction w ith the ordered oxygen interstitials. The in—
form ation on the particular pinning sites is contained in
the phase of the scattered neutron waves, which cannot
be detected In our single-scattering m easurem ents. To
be de nite, we will assum e that a stripe can be pinned
to eithera Nioran O row . (It willbe shown below that
this assum ption leads to testable predictions.) A lthough
it is not necessary for the present discussion, we w ill also
assum e that the charge stripes are quite narrow . (The
actual charge distrdbution can be probed by analyzing
the Intensities of the higher-ham onic superlattice peaks,
asw illbe discussed in Sec.V I.) For a N tcentered stripe,
we assum e that there is no static m om ent on the site
where the hok is centered, consistent w ith experin ent P
but neighboring nickelshave fill spins. Foran O -centered
stripe, we assum e that there is no static m om ent associ-
ated w ith the hole spin.

Sihce the stripes are charged, they will repel each
other. As a resul, the stripes will arrange them selves
S0 as to maintain the m axinum possible spacing, with
the constraint that each stripe is centered on a Nior O
site. To understand the possble con gurations, we can
consider the equivalent problem of nding the ground
state arrangem ent of integral charges on a one dim en—
sional lattios at arbitrary 1ling, which has been solved
by Hubbard, 2%, by Pokrovsky and Uin in,2% and by Bak
and Bruinsna®? For any given lling, there will be at
m ost two stripe spacings, which di er by the m Inin um
Increm ent in stripe position. In our case, this increm ent
is %a, corresponding to a shift rom a Nito an O sie

(or vice versa). The energy ism Inim ized when the two
spacing units are ordered in a periodic fashion. Them ost
stable con gurations are those w ith a single spacing. In
our region of interest, the single-spacing phases occur at

= %;%, and %, w ith stripe separations of2a;%a, and
%a, respectively.

W e can represent these di erent phases using a nota-
tion in which an up ordown arrow representsa Nispin,
a dot represents an O site, and an open circle represents
a stripe. T hus, the con guration corresponding to =%
w ith N icentered stripes looks like

|_"{Lﬁ nw |_ #Z_ }" # (13)
n #

N ote that each soin dom ain has a net m om ent, but that
the m om ents of neighboring dom ains are antiparallel.
Shifting the stripes onto O sites gives

" # A\l A\l # " (14)
ﬁz} Az}
+ *
where now we can associate m om ents w ith the dom ain
walls.
For = %, we get equal num bers of N i-centered and

O —centered stripes:

" " #" "

Az}
*

#|-{Z} ¥ O#

+

15)

If we drop the requirem ent of a single spacing, we can
have either purely N icentered stripes:

L " # n # L "# # 16
l_{z_ﬁ |—{z—} o)
" #
or purely O -centered stripes:
" n " " n 17
T.{z}# qzy T -z} f I.{zﬁ P an
+ * * +
In the sihgle-spacing phase = %, N icentered stripes
give
n # n #

w hile O -centered stripes yield

# | " " nw "# (1 9)

{z} l-{z}

For our = 0:I33 crystal, the m agnetic order vanishes
when shiftsto % ; nevertheless, nelastic scatterjngm ea—
surem ents show that the spins rem ain correlated 8¢ In the
con guration with O -centered stripes, the dom ain walls
havem om ents that are in phase w ith each other. Aswill
be discussed further in Sec.V I, onem ight expect them o—
ments of N iions Inm ediately ad-poent to an O -centered
dom ain wall to be som ew hat reduced com pared to those
In them iddle ofam agnetic dom ain. Ifthem odulation of
them om entsde ning the antiphase dom ainswere purely
sinusoidal, then there would be no net m om ent in the
system ; however, any deviation from a pure sine wave
would lead to ferrim agnetian . In contrast, the soins all
form antiparallel pairs when the strijpes are centered on
N1irows. Recently we dem onstrated?? that one can in—
duce staggered m agnetic order In the = % phase by
applying a uniform m agnetic eld. This result clearly



Indicates that the stripes in the high-tem perature phase
are centered on O row s.

So far we have considered only phases w ith uniform
stripe spacing, whereas the real system appears to pass
through a range of m ore com plicated phases. W hile we
have em phasized the possbility of two types of charge
stripes, i is in portant to note that the observed values
of can be explained w ith a single type of stripe. In that
case, the relevant phases of uniform spacing are lin ited
to = % and % . To descrbe the possble intervening
phases i is oonvenjent to introduce a sin ple notation.
Firstnotethat for = 7, thereisl soin period in 4 lattice
spacings, or, equjya]entjy, 1 charge stripe per 4 row sofN i
atom s (w ith 2 row sper findam entalunit cell) . &t follow s
that this phase can be denoted in term s ofthe realgpace
repeat unit of the charge stripes asi. Sim ilarly, = %
corresponds to h3i. The con guration M3i represents
alremating stripe spacings of 4 Nirows and 3 Nirows
T his correspondsto 2 stripesper 7Nirows,or = =.An
arbirary con guration will qons:st ofn 4-row spac:lngs
andm 3-row spacings, giving?

n+m

= - . 20
4n + 3m @0

For such an arbitrary con guration, the ground-state en—
ergy ism inin ized by arranging the styipes In a pattem

that isasclose to unibm aspossbl 8429, Som e exam ples

are shown in Table T. Bak and B ruinsm &4 have dem on-
strated that the possible ground states form a com plete

D evil's staircase.

O f course, if two types of stripes are considered, then
we must lnclude a possbl stripe spacing of% N irows.
N ote that to be com m ensurate w ith the N irow spacing
such units m ust occur in pairs. Let the num ber of pairs
of %—spac:ings per real space repeat uni be p. Then, in
the range % £, the valuesof are given by

n+ 2p
= @1)
4n + 7p
while, iIn the range % 5+ the appropriate fom ula
is
2p+ m
—erm : (22)
Tp+ 3m

Examples are shown In Tabl gi

O ne can distinguish between m odels w ith either one
or two types of stripes by analyzing the intensities of
higher ham onic satellites. Such an analysis is discussed
In Sec.VI.The proposed pinning of the stripes to par-
ticular lattice row s has in plications for the layer to layer
stacking of the stripes, as we discuss In the next section.

V. STACKING OF STRIPES

To m inin ize the Coulomb repulsion between charge
stripes in neighboring planes, the stripes should run par-
allel to each other wih a staggered alignm ent. Such

a body-centered type arrangem ent would m axin ize the
spacing betw een nearest neighbors; how ever, pinning of
the stripesto the lattice w ould prevent such an idealstag—
gering. W ithin ourm odel, the stripe pattem should only
be able to shift by Integral (orpossbly half ntegral) units
ofthe lattice spacing a. W e can distinguish betw een these
two possbilities, symm etric versus integralshift stack—
Ing, by analyzing the 1 dependence of the superlattice
Intensities.

Consider rst the case of a symm etric, body-centered
stacking of the stripes. A s discussed in the previous sec—
tion, a given value of can be written as a ratio oftwo
Integers, r=s. T he com m ensurate period of the m agnetic
structure is then sa, and the period of the charge struc—
ture is sa=2. T he displacem ent of the stripe pattem from
one layer to the next is then (3s;0;%), in lattice units.
T he structure factor describing such a stacking is

F=1l+é (:sh+ l); ©3)
where the intensity is proportionalto ¥ §. Fora charge—
order re ection ofthe type @n + 2 ;0;1), wheren isan
integer, ¥ § is either 4 or 0. In the case of = ;, one

nds that ¥ 3 is equalto 0 for 1 equalto an even inte—
ger and 4 for odd 1, Independent of n. For the general
case of = r=s, however, the value of ¥ J depends not
only on 1, but also on r, s, and n. There is a sin ilar
variability form agnetic re ections. To illustrate this, we
have listed values of ¥ ¥ for a number of di erent cases
In Tablke ﬂILL N ote In particular that the body-centered-
stacking m odel in p]Jes zero intensity forthe 4 2 ;0;1)
re ection when = 7 , which is clearly inconsistent w ith
the J:esults shown in Fig.d. (T he tabulated valuiesof ¥ §
for = 3 have in plications for the interpretation ofm ag—
netic and charge-order scattering as reported in a recent
studytt ofLay 7S 33N 04 )

A tematively, if the stripes are pinned to the lattice,
then the stripe order In neighboring layers is describbed
by the basis vectors (0;0;0) and m a;O;%), wherem is
an integer num ber. Taking the sinplest case ofm = 1,
one nds that, orthe n® ham onic superlattice peak,

Fof=21+ ( 1)'cos@ n ) : 4)
T his form ula indicates that, for xed h, the intensities
of m agnetic peaks should oscillate as a function of 1. It
tums out that this is just what is observed.

W e measured integrated intensities for 10 rst—
ham onic peaks at (1 ;0;1),with 1= 0 to 4, at the
80 K and 100 K plateaus, corresponding to = 1—58 and
% , respectively. To describe the experim entalresuls, it is
helpfiil to express the integrated Intensities ofthen = 1
m agnetic re ections as

LO=2afF,5; @5)

where A is a nomn alization constant, and we use the
2 _ 2 . i
param etrization £ = e 9 =2 ° to approxin ate the Ni



m agnetic form factor as well as the D ebyeW aller fac-
tor. The param eter was determ ned by a least-—squares

t to the data. The values of J1 F extracted from the
80 K m easuram ents are shown In Fjg.:_d. T he dom nant
1 dependence of these resuls is described by the form ula

Fof=20+ ( 1)'B.J (26)

where we have kept the notation generalby labelling F
and B with n, and the scale factor A% ism eant to rem ind
us that we have not determ ined from the experin ental
intensities the absolute m agnitude of ¥1F. The values
ofB characterizing the m easurem entsat 80 K and 100 K
are listed in Tablke dV,. Equation (4) predictsthatB; =
cos(2 ), which yiedsB; = 0:174 at 80K ( =
andB; = 0223atl100K ( =2).

The m odel allow ing an interlayer o set of the stripe
pattem by one lattice spacing gives qualitative agreem ent
w ith experin ent, although the calculated m agnitude of
the param eter B; appears to be system atically too large
by 30% . W e can get a better t to the data ifwe allow
for som e disorder in the stacking in tem s of di erent
o sets. The Coulomb energy between charge stripes In
neighboring layers is not the sam e for all possble Inte—
gralo sets. Ifwe allow for two possble o sets, a and
m a, w ith relative probabilities 1 and , respectively,
then, assum Ing a random distribbution of the o sets, the
structure factor becom es

5
E)I

F,=1+ @ Je®n 4 gk oil. 07

In the % phase, the Coulomb energy is m inim ized for
m = 1,and also orm = 8. W e tthemeasured intensi-
ties w ith thism odel, varying the param eters and to
obtain the results shown in Fig. : T he param eter values
and the wnghted reliability ﬁctor R, are listed in Ta—
b]e-V' For ,the relevant 0 setsarem = 1 and 3 W ih
a shift by 2.5a being equivalent in energy t_o m = 1).
Agai, the tting resultsare listed in Tabk,V . The cal-
culated values ofB; forboth casesare given In Tab]e-N.

One can see from Egs. CZ4 and (27‘ that the relative
size ofthe I-dependent intensity oscillation variesw ith n,
the ham onic order. T hus, another test of ourm odel is
to apply it to another value ofn. W e have param etrized
measuramentsof (1 3 ;0;1) peaks (1= 1to 4) n tem s
of the coe cient B 3, and the results for T = 80 K and
100 K are listed in Table :_I\Z: W e then calculated values
of B 5 using the param eter valies already determ ined In
the tsto then = 1 intensities. The calculated values
are in very good agreem ent w ith the m easurem ents. For
reference, we have also included in Tabl :_I\-f: calculated
valiesofB, and B,.

Before leaving this section, it is of interest to consider
the consequences ofourm odel forthen = 2 charge-order
peaks. M easurem ents have not detected any intensiy
at positions @2n 2 ;0;1) wih leven. Considering just
the stacking contrbution (that is, ignoring the structure
factor due to the atom ic displacem ent pattem w ithin a

single layer), we can calculate the relative intensities of
even—lpeaks com pared to odd-1peaks. U sing our results

or = 75 givesa ratio of2% ,while for = % we obtain
8% . These relative intensities are still quite di cult to
detect. For = % we calculate a ratio of 33% , which

3
would be detectable except that the peak position over—

laps w ith the second hamm onic ofgp 1 .

VI. MAGNETIC HARMONIC SATELLITE
SPECTRUM

Informm ation on deviations from a sinusoidalm odula—
tion is contained in the relative intensities of the higher
ham onic superlattice peaks. In particular, we are inter—
ested In the degree to which the spacing of the stripes
deviates from perfect periodicity aswellas the degree to
which the charge is con ned w ihin narrow stripes. By
reason of their greater absolute Intensities, the m agnetic
ham onics are best suited for quantitative analysis.

For the = phase found at 80 K, there are 9 In—
dependent hann omcs Figure ﬁ illustrates the soectrum
ofhigher orderm agnetic and charge satellites found in a
scan along t;0;1) or0 h 1. Because of the weak—
ness of the higher ham onics, the intensity is plotted on
a logarithm ic scale. The n™ order satellites of m agnetic
origin are denoted by the subscriptm , while those due to
charge order are Indicated by the subscript c. An oxygen
ordering peak at (£;0;1) (labeled O ) and an unexplained
peak close ton, = 3 (labeled *) are also recorded. (The
latter very weak peak is probably due to a m isaligned
grain.) Because of nsu cient cooldown tin e for this
special scan, the st m agnetic and charge sateJin:es are
split in two due to partial coexistence of the E and 2
phases. H igher order contributions of the 2 S phase oou]d
not be observed in this scan.

In orderto allow a quantitative analysis, ssparatem ea—
surem ents (follow ing a m ore carefilcooldow n) were per—
form ed to obtain integrated intensities for all indepen—
dent m agnetic hamm onics. T hese were done at 80 K and
100 K to characterize the ﬁ and % phases, respectively.
Allpeaksin therangeQ = ;0;1)wih 1< h< lwere
m easured, and valuesat + h and h were averaged. T he
results, nom alized to the Intensity ofthe rstham onic,
are listed In Tab]es-VIand VII.

To m odelthe ham onic Intensities, we m ust start w ith
a speci cmodel of the spin density wihin a unit cell of
the stripe pattem, such asthem odels shown in Sec.1V B.
W ithin such a one-din ensionalunit cell, ifw e num berthe
sites w ith an integer index m and denote the spin on the

® site as Sy, , the discrete Fourier transform ofthe spin
arrangem ent corresponding to the n® ham onic is then

1 %7 .
Sn:_ Smelmeﬁnm, (28)
N
m =0
whereN = 36 (14) or = 3 (). The intensity ofthe

n®-order satellite is given by
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where F,, is given by Eq. ('_2-_7.) Because the m easure—
m ents gpan a very an all range ofQ , the variation ofthe
m agnetic form factor and the D ebyeW aller factor can be
neglected.

We rstoonsjderthe% case, because it providesthe op—
portunity to distinguish between three di erent m odels:
(@) equally-spaced stripes centered alremately on N iand
O rows, (b) stripes wih alemating spacings centered
only on Nirows, or (c) stripes centered only on O row s.
T hese three possibilities are illistrated in Egs. {_1-5)—{_1-:/.),
respectively. In each case, all spins are drawn w ith the
sam em agniude (uniy), suggesting quite narrow charge
stripes. To allow for som e sm oothing of the spin m od—
ulation, we treat the relative m agniude of a soin In —
m ediately ad-poent to an O -centered stripe as a tting
param eter. Since no such sites occur in m odel (), in
that case alone we take the m agnitude of the spins next
to N tcentered stripes as the tting param eter. T he in—
tensities calculated w ith each ofthem odels are presented
n Tab]eVH and the tted soin In each m odelis listed in
Tab]e'v ]IrT M odel (@), w ith equally-spaced stripes, gives
very good agreem ent w ith experin ent, and the othertwo
m odels are ruled out rather convincingly. A s a further
test ofm odel @), we allow ed a second param eter, the size
ofthe spin ad-pcent to a N icentered stripe, to vary, and
found that it decreased only slightly, from 1.0 to 0.94,
while the size of the spin next to an O -centered stripe
rem ained unchanged.

To m odel the results for the 1—58 phase we considered
only am odelsim ilarto (a), w th both N i-and O -centered
stripes, although In this case they are not all equally
spaced. The t givesthe sam e value as in the% case for
the spjn m agnitude next to an O —centered stripe (see Ta—

bV IEp T he calculated ham onic intensities are listed
n Tab]ewi TheR factor is som ew hat worse than in the

2 case, but we also have a substantially larger num ber

c7>fhann onics to t. The quality of the t seem s quite
reasonable given the relative com plexiy ofthe structure
and the possible system atic errors in m easuring the very
weak ham onics.

G iven that the analysis of the m agnetic ham onics in—
dicates fairly narrow charge stripes, it is of interest to
study the charge-order ham onics. The nform ation ob-
tained about the charge m odulation is still indirect, be—
cause the neutrons are only directly sensitive to the In—
duced atom ic digplacem ents. Furthem ore, quantitative
m odeling isdi cult because ofthe strong Q gependence
ofthe structure factor, even fra single layerf N everthe-
Jess, an attem pt was m ade to detect higher ham onics.
Since the lowest-order superlattice peaks for charge or—
der correspond to n = 2, the next ham onic isn = 4.
The strongest n = 2 peak w ihin the accessble Q range

isat @ 2 ;0;1). Searching In the nearby region we
found niten = 4peaksat @ 4 ;0;1) with 1= 0 and
2.AtT = 8 K the Intensities of the lJatter 2 peaks, rela—

tive to the strongn = 2 peak,are 14(7)% and 22 (7)% ,

respectively.

VII.DISCUSSION

In the Landau m odel for cqupled charge— and spin—
density-w ave order param eters,'34: there are two possble
ordering scenarios. If, on cooling, the st ordering tran—
sition isdriven by the pure chargeterm in the free energy,
then soin ordering w ill tend to occur at a low er tem pera—
ture; otherw ise, the spin and charge order w ill appear si-
m ulaneously. O urpresent results forthe = 0:133phase
0fLayN 04 show that charge order appears rst, con—
sistent w ith the behavior found in Lag y SLN 04 Refd,
d -55 :11- '.36 and n Lajg x Ndg.4Sr,CuO 4 Ref. .37 :38
Thus, i is the free energy associated with the charge
alone that drives the ordering. O f course, one m ust keep
In m ind that the charge stripes would not be lkely to
form and orderin the absence of the m agnetic m om ents
ofthe N1iions®? I the charge-ordered phaseat T > T, ,
the N i spins rem ain strongly correlated, as dem onstrated
by inelastic neutron scattering m easurem ents reported
elsew here 84

T he exponential decrease of the charge-order peak in-
tensity at high tem peratures is unusual, but appears to
be associated w ith a com m ensurability with the super-
lattice form ed by the Interstitial oxygens. T his coupling,
togetherw ith the sin ultaneous appearance of interstitial
order and charge-stripe order as a function of , lads
one to wonder whether the energy associated w ih the
charge and spin correlationsm ight in uence the ordering
ofthe interstitial oxygens. P erhaps this connection could
be tested in a future experin ent.

The rmstorder transition at T, and the concom i-
tant jamp In Iy are consistent w ith the generic Landau
m odel®4 The m ain feature not explained by that m odel
is the tem perature dependence of . T he sin ilarity ofthe
series of lock-in transitions to what is observed in solu—
tions ofamlsot:copjc next-nearestneighborIsing ANNN I)
m odelEd49 suggests the im portance of com peting inter—
actions. (O f course, it is likely that com peting Interac—
tions are also Esponsihle for the very existence of stripes
in this system %3%2%3%4) 0 ne relevant factor is the long-
range part of the Coulomb interaction, which favors a
unifog dJ.sterutJon of charge, and hence a large value
of 243434 A oo peting factor is the superexchange
energy associated w ith antiferrom agnetic N i soins. This
Interaction favors w ide m agnetic dom ains, and therefore
a snallvalie of %%%% The com petition between these
energies w ill depend on the relative m agnimudes of the
order param eters and S, resulting in a tem perature-
dependent . T he observatiore ofa very sim ilar tem pera—
ture dependence W thout the lock-ins) in La, x SN0 4
wih x = 0225, where the dopant ions are random ly
distributed, dem onstrates that this behavior does not re—
quire well ordered dopants.

T he lock-in transitions provide evidence for som e cou—



pling to the lattice. W e have explained how the valuesof

observed at lock-in plateaus can be understood in tem s
of Iong-period com m ensurate structures. O nly comm en—
surate structures wih relatively short periods can be
stabilized at nite tem perature. Between the plategus
entropy w ill tend to favor incom m ensurate structures 29
The values of epsilon corresponding to observed com —
m ensurate structures may at rst appear to be som e—
what arbitrary rational fractions; however, it is inter-
esting fo note that they form the rst levels of a Farey
tree38 A sim ilar correspondence was chserved previ-
ously by Shin omura, Ham aya, and Fujh!f-lz' In an X-ray
di raction study ofcom m ensurate-incom m ensurate tran—
sitions in the system N CH3)3LbM CL, where M zZn,
Fe,and M n. A Farey tree is constructed by evaliating a
sequence ofFarey m ediants. G iven tw o rational fractions,
n%n andm %m , the Fareymediant is 0+ m %=+ m).
Starting w ith tlle‘ fractions % and % one obtains the tree
shown in Fig.l0. The experinentally cbserved values
of are marked. Farey-tree structures have also been
noted In studies of the two-dim ensional Falicov-K in ball
model in regions of,the phase diagram dom nated by
stripe con gurationsté ;

Tt was shown previousk® in a neutron di raction study
of stripe order n a 0:125 sam ple that the ordered
N im om ents are quite large, w ith a m axin um am plitude
that is > 80% of that observed In undoped La,NiD,.
Here we have show n that the observed intensities ofm ag—
netic ham onics are consistent w th fairly narrow dom ain
walls. These resuls, together w ith the poor conductiv—
ity of the nickelates in general, suggest that the dopant-
Induced holes are strongly localized w thin relatively nar-
row charge stripes. T he weakness of the higher ham on-
ics relative to the rst ham onic peak occurs because of
the sn all num ber of atom ic sites between dom ain walls:
the di erence in ham onic intensity between a square
wave and a sine wave is an all when there are only a
few lattice sitesperperiod. Ik follow s that the absence of
strong higher hamm onics In m agnetic scattering studies of
copper-oxide superconductors such as Lay x S, CuO 4 is
not inconsistent w ith the existence of stripe correlations
In thosem aterdals.

Tt is interesting to consider the change in character of
the charge stripes w ith tem perature. A s we have shown
elsew here29 the charge stripes In the = % phase, above
T, , are centered on oxygen row s. From the analysis of
the ham onic intensities, we have show n here that, in the
% phase, the charge stripes are half O -centered and
half N icentered. Continuing to lower tem perature, the
dom ain walls becom e dom Inantly N icentered. In fact,
this shift of the strijpes from O —to N fcentered is corre—
lated w ith the evolution ofthem agnetic order param eter.
W e have observed that, at least near the transition, the
Intensity ofthe rstm agneticham onic isproportionalto
the square ofthe quantity gde ned by Eq. :ﬁb) . One can
easily show that 3g is equalto the density ofN icentered
stripes. The signi cance ofthis curious correlation isnot
clear.

10

A long w ith the shift in lattice alignm ent, we have ar-
gued that the charge density w ithin the stripesm ust vary
w ith tem perature. &t llow s that the insulating nature
of the m aterial cannot be explained sin pl; by invoking
a Pederls transition in 1D half- led stripestd Istead, i
appears that the electronic localization must be under-
stood In term s of Interactions in the direction transverse
to the stripes. W hilke electron-phonon interactions are
often discussed, the tem perature dependence of m akes
i clear that purely electronic e ects are m ore In por—
tant than Icoug)]jng to the lattice. It has been suggested
prevjous]y‘iq;E ) that \m agnetic con nement" e ects are
relatively strong In nickelates, especially when com pared
to cuprates. Perhaps thise ect, associated w ith the size
of the transition-m etalm om ents, is the m ost In portant
feature distinguishing the nickelates from the cuprates.

V III. SUM M ARY

W e have reported a detailed study of stripe ordering
In a single crystalofLapN O 4 wih % On cool
ing, charge order occurs before m agnetic order, although
there is a substantial jim p in the charge order param eter
at the rst-order m agnetic transition. No clar charge—
order transition hasbeen cbserved, as the intensity of a
charge-order superlattice peak decays exponentially w ith
tem perature. Below T, , the value of decreases with
tem perature, exhibiting several lock-in transitions. A
m odel n which each charge stripe is centered on eithera
row 0ofNiorO ionshasbeen shown to be consistent w ith
the l-dependence of the m agnetic peak intensities and
w ith the intensities of higher-order m agnetic ham onic
peaks. M odelling of the latter also Indicates relatively
narrow m agnetic dom ain walls. W ih decreasing tem -
perature the charge stripes are initially all centered on O
row s, and then begin to shift to Nirow sbelow T, , wih
N icentered row s dom nating at low tem perature.
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FIG.1l. (@) Diagram of the (h0l) zone, show Ing positions
of di raction peaks, with indexing based on space group
F4/mmm forthe average nuclkar structure. Sold circles, fun—
dam ental B ragg peaks; solid triangles, m agnetic superlattice
peaks; solid squares, nuclear superlattice peaks correspond—
ing to charge order; open squares, allowed but unobserved
charge-order peak positions. O xygen ordering peaks are ex—
cluded. (o) M odelof spin and hole ordering in a N 0, plane,
as discusssed in the text; circles indicate positions of holes
(N 1 centered), arrow s ndicate correlated N im om ents. The
dashed line outlines a unit cell, and double lnes m ark posi-
tions of dom ain walls.
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sured at tem peratures of 110 K (@), 1105 K (), and 111 K
().

12



; =2
La2N104+5, 0= s
l.o""I""I""I""I""I""I""
08} §
06| §
_©o L ] ]
-~ - B
T 04t ]
L /’/m |
0.2 //’ i
OO -./.. PR S T S S NN SN T T SN NN SN ST SO TN (N S TN ST SN [T S S ST S N ST S ST
0.0 1.0 2.0 3.0
(1/3-€)* (x10°3)
FIG. 4. Nom alized intensity of a magnetic peak at
@B+ ;0;1)vs. =3 § Hr8K T Tu .Liethrough

points is a linear t, asdiscussed In the text.

LaNiO, ., & =1£5
1.2 L N B
10} *?% W ]
08| % ]

0.6}
0.4}

0.2}

A1 Y2 (normalized at 10K)

02 04 06 08 10
Imag (normalized at 10K)

2 ;0;1) charge-order peak,
10K

0.0k

0.0 12

FIG.5. Intensity of the (4
plotted in the fom Iclh:2 (T) and nom alized to the
value, vs. the nom alized 3+ ;0;1) intensity.

13

80

Q=(h01)
40 b T=1085K A

20 -

150 |
100 |

50 |

Intensity (counts/3.7 min)

300 - -
200 - T=80K A

100 - -

012 014 016
h (r.l.u)

FIG.6. Elastic scansalongQ = (h;0;1). Scans were m ea—
sured at tem peratures of 108.5 K (a), 101 K (), and 80 K

©).

0
0.10 0.18 0.20



10F -~ ]
[ 3 i
08F e, .
—° 06} ]
- [ ]
o4l .
02 [ ]
o % ! I ]
0.0 f———t—+— -
5—0.2905 5 -
i : 7]
0.290 [ 0285} .
F0.280F ) 2 ]
w L W‘} 7
b o275t e v v 1y ]
0.280 | €0 5
® 0 000600 0000 0 ¢ 0 0 0 —_— 178 ]
F iigsn,enaaat -
. — 11 ]
0.270 ——+———+—+—+——+—+—+——+—+—+——+—+—+——+—+—+——+
0.006 + -
= i ]
©
'S 0004 | % } ! ]
w - 9 %ﬁ ]
0.002 | Phige, ﬁé ]
F e e ® g0 00 o0 *eed P 0.0&% N
0000 ! ! ! ! ! !
0 20 40 60 80 100 120
Temperature (K)

FIG .7. Tem perature dependences of third ham onic m ag-
netic peaksat (1 3 ;0;1). Atm ost tem peratures two com —
ponents wih di erent are coexisting. In all panels, the

(usually, see text) dom Inant com ponent is represented by the
lled circles and the secondary by open triangles. The top
panel show s the integrated intensity nomm alized to the total
intensity from both com ponents at 10 K . The m iddl panel
and Inset show and the bottom panel the peak width, di-

vided by 3 (in unitsof2 =a).

14

. _ 2
LaNiO,,, 8= 4
3.0 w data(1-60,0) |
’ Hl model
“= data(1+€,0,0)

:('g\ -
= N L
E 20 )
o]
8
v 10- i

0.0 - L - |

0 1 2 3 4

[ (rlu)

FIG .8. Comparison of the structure factors S; (1) for the
experin ental data (corrected for Af?) and least—squares t
for the rst-ham onic intensities of the % phase.

LaNiO,  ,5=%
5 45 0715
105"'|"'|"'|'F1'H'|
AR
= ,0,1
S
~ 4
2 10E
c
>
o
(@]
2 10° |
B E
15
A=
102..|...|..|...|..
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
h(rlu)

FIG .9. Spectrum ofhigher order satellites in the % phase
at 80K alongQ = (h;0;1). The n®™ orderm agnetic satellites
are labeled with subscript m , the ones due to charge order
with c. An oxygen ordering peak is labeled O and one of
unde ned origin with (*).



ENyI
o
wl~

>o
Sl

5 7 8 7 7 8 71 5

19 26 29 25 24 27 23 16

FIG .10. Farey tree com position rule forwave vectors (den-—
sities) between 1/4 and 1/3. T he cbserved rational values for

are m arked by the sym bols and 4 for La;N i 4.133 and
La;N D 4:125, respectively.

15



TABLE I. Som e ofthem ore stable stripe con gurations in
the range ; < < $ assum ing a singke type of charge stripe.

T he notation is explained in the text.

n m Con guration
fraction decin al

2 1 = 02727 n443i

5 3 = 02759 1443443431

3 2 = 02778 143431

1 1 z 02857 n3i

2 3 = 02941 33431

[
-

TABLE II. Som e of the m ore stable stripe con gurations
in the range % < < % assum Ing two types of stripes. The

notation is explained in the text.

n o) m Con guration
fraction decin al

1 1 0 = 02727 477

2 3 0 = 02759 47124777

1 2 0 = 02778 41177

0 1 0 2 02857 21

0 2 1 = 02941 21113

TABLE III. Exampls of ¥ § fr both magnetic and charge-order peaks in the case of
body-centered stacking of stripe-ordered layers.

Fa o 03 FG 013 F@ 23003 F@ 25003

leven lodd leven lodd leven lodd leven lodd
3 2 2 2 2 0 4 0 4
= 0 4 4 0 4 0 0 4
= 2 2 2 2 0 4 0 4
2 2 2 2 2 0 4 4 0
: 4 0 0 4 4 0 0 4

TABLE IV. Values of the I-dependent coe cient B , (de—
scribed in the text) forham onicsn = 1{4. Forn = 1, exper—
in entaland tted valies are given. Forn = 3, experin ental
values are com pared w ith values calculated using the param —
eters detem ined from then = 1 t. Only calculated values
are given forn = 2 and 4.

T B; Bs B> By

®) expt. t expt. calc. calc. calc.
80 013(@1) 0132 0.34(7) 0398 0964 0841
100 015@1) 0153 0.54(2) 0508 0854 0.508
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TABLE V. Fitted values of the occupation fraction
for layers w ith basis vector a;O;g) In the average m ag-—
netic %m't celland , th%,N im agnetic form factor constant.

Ry = W2 (Tops In)’= wZI3,.;wn, = statisticalweight).
T m Ry
80 K = 8 0.123(Q) 32(2) 0.034

100 K 2 3 0.1182(2) 31@) 0.035

TABLE V I. Relative intensities of the n™ order m agnetic
satellite peaks in the Q range (;0;1) with 1< h < 1 for
= % . Both observed and tted values are listed.

n (In=I1)obs %) (In=I1)care &)
3 1.70 (21) 1.008
5 0.10(10) 0.168
7 0.10(7) 0.024
9 0.001 (1) 0.136
11 0.001 (1) 0.014
13 0.90(16) 0.642
15 0.10(3) 0309
17 0.10(5) 0121
Ry 047
TABLE VII. Sam e as previous tabl, but or = % . The
di erent m odels are described in the text.
n (Tn=Ti)obs (%) (Tn=T1)carc (%)
m odel @) m odel () m odel (c)
3 0.81(19) 0.910 0355 1.836
5 0.04 (4) 0.051 0.063 0217
Ry 0.13 0.56 142

TABLE V III. Values for the relative m agniude of the N i
spins adpcent to a dom ain wall obtained In tting the rela-
tive intensities of the higher order m agnetic satellite peaks.
M odels (@), (), and (c) are described in the text.

m odel F itted reduction factor for hSy ;i nearDW
_2 _ 5
7 "~ 18
@) 0.65(2) 0.66 (6)
©) 0.444)
(© 026(8)
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