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Abstract

W e review recent m easurem ents of the high-frequency dynam ic m agnetic

susceptibility in the high-Tc superconducting system s La2�x SrxCuO 4 and

YBa2Cu3O 6+ x. Experim ents were perform ed using the chopper spectrom -

eters HET and M ARI at the ISIS spallation source. W e have placed our

m easurem entson an absoluteintensity scale,thisallowssystem atictrendsto

beseen and com parisonswith theory to bem ade.W e�nd thattheinsulating

S = 1

2
antiferrom agnetic parentcom poundsshow a dram aticrenorm alization

ofthe spin wave intensity. The e�ect ofdoping on the response is to cause

broadeningsin wavevectorand largeredistributionsofspectralweightin the

frequency spectrum .

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

The collective excitationsofthe spinsin the CuO 2 planesofthe high tem perature su-

perconductors display a plethora ofbehavior[1],perhaps asexotic asthe bulk properties

them selves. A characterization ofthese excitationsism otivated by severalconsiderations.

Thespin excitations,which can bem easured by a wellunderstood and easily interpretable

probe such asneutron scattering,provide a window on the electronic correlationsin these

com plex m aterials.Indeed,Cooperpairing itselfisa correlation between electron spins.A

furtherm otivation,especially in view oftheunconventionalpairing [2]in thesem aterials,is

thatthem agneticexcitationsm ay beinvolved in thepairing attraction.

In the presentpaperwe review ourrecentm easurem ents[3{6]ofthe dynam ic response

overa wide frequency range i.e. up to energiesoforder2J. W e �nd thatin the supercon-

ductorsthereissigni�cantspectralweightabovethesuperconducting gap energy.Forboth
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superconductorsstudied,them agneticresponse�00(q;!)isactually strongerforfrequencies

justabove2� than in theparentinsulating antiferrom agnet.W ehavebeen carefulto con-

vert ourm easurem ents into absolute units. This allows a system atic com parison between

di�erentsystem s,com positionsand theoriesto bem ade.

II.EX P ER IM EN TA L

Ourexperim ents were perform ed using the HET and M ARIspectrom eters atthe ISIS

pulsed spallation neutron source ofthe Rutherford Appleton Laboratory.HET and M ARI

aredirectgeom etry chopperspectrom eters.A pulseofneutronsofapproxim ately 1�sdura-

tion isproduced when a800M eV pulsed proton beam hitsatantalum target.Theneutrons

arem onochrom ated usingaFerm ichopperat10m from thetargetand appropriatelyphased

to theproton pulse.Scattered neutronsaredetected using 800 3Hedetectors4 m from the

sam ple.

Neutron scattering directly m easures the im aginary part ofthe generalized m agnetic

susceptibility �00(Q ;!).Thescattering cross-section foran isotropicsystem is[7],

d2�

d
 dEf

= (re)
2kf

ki
jF(Q )j

2

 
2=�g2�2B

1� exp(��h!=kT)

!

�
00(Q ;!); (1)

where (re)
2=0.2905 barn sr�1 �

�2
B ,ki and kf are the incidentand �nalneutron wavevec-

torsand jF(Q )j2 isthem agneticform factor.Absoluteunitconventionswereperform ed by

m easuring the elastic incoherent scattering from a vanadium standard [8]under the sam e

experim entalconditions and by m easuring the low-frequency coherent phonon scattering

from the sam ple [9]. Throughout this paper,we labelm om entum transfers (Q x;Q y;Q z)

in unitsof�A �1 by theirreciprocalspace positionsQ =(h;k;l)= (2�Qx=a;2�Qy=b;�Qz=c).

Following previous practice, we use the orthorhom bic nom enclature to label reciprocal

space in the La2�x SrxCuO 4 system and tetragonalnom enclature in the YBa2Cu3O 6+ x sys-

tem . This m eans thatthe CuO 2 planes are parallelto (010)in La2�x SrxCuO 4 and (001)

in YBa2Cu3O 6+ x. Details ofthe sam ples are given elsewhere [3{6]. In the case ofthe

La2�x SrxCuO 4 system ,data werecollected with the(001)planecoincidentwith theprinci-

palscattering planeofthespectrom eter.ForYBa2Cu3O 6+ x,the(110)planewasused.

III.T H E Q U A N T U M A N T IFER R O M A G N ET S

W e �rstdiscusstheparentantiferrom agnetsLa2CuO 4 and YBa2Cu3O 6:15.Forthe pur-

poseofthispaper,wem odelthesystem sasasetofweakly coupled CuO 2 layersorbilayers.

In thiscase,thehigh-frequency spin excitationscan bedescribed by theHeisenberg Ham il-

tonian fora singleCuO 2 layerorbilayer,

H =
X

ij

JkSi� Sj +
X

ij0

J? Si� Sj0: (2)

The �rst term in Eq.2 represents the nearest-neighbor coupling between Cu spins in the

sam e CuO 2 plane. The second term (notpresentin the single layercom pound)represents

thecoupling between nearest-neighborCu spinsin di�erentlayers.

2



In thecaseofthesinglelayercom pound (J? = 0),conventionalspin-wave theory in the

classicallarge-S lim ityieldsthetransverse dynam icsusceptibility

�
00

?
(Q ;!)= Z�

�

2
g
2
�
2
B S

 
1� (Q )

1+ (Q )

! 1=2

� (�h! � �h!(Q )); (3)

where,

�h!(Q )= 2ZcJk

h

1� 
2(Q )

i1=2
; (4)

and (Q )= cos(�h)cos(�l).W ehaveincluded a \quantum renorm alization" oftheoverall

am plitude Z�. In the conventionallinearspin-wave m odelapplicable forlarge S,Z� = 1.

Forsm allS,quantum corrections[10,11]becom e im portant(the Neelstate isnota good

approxim ation to the ground state)leading to a renorm alization ofthe overallscale ofthe

spin-wave dispersion and to a reduction in m agnetic response with respectto the classical

spin-wave theory.The renorm alization oftheoverallscalecan beincluded in theexchange

constantJ� = ZcJ,where J isthe exchange constantoccurring in Eq.2. The value ofZ�

can beobtained by neutron scattering,ifm easurem entsareplaced on an absoluteintensity

scale.However,Zc cannotbem easured directly from inelasticneutron scattering and m ust

be estim ated from theory. In the case ofthe S = 1

2
square-lattice antiferrom agnet,Singh

[10]and Igarashi[11]haveestim ated Zc = 1:18 and Z�=0.51 based on a 1=S expansion.

The presence ofthe second term (i.e. J? 6= 0) in Eq.2 leads to the existence oftwo

branchesin thespin-wavedispersion which can belabeled accordingtowhetherneighboring

spinsin di�erentplanesrotate in the sam e direction (\acoustic" or\odd" m ode)orin op-

positedirections(\optical"or\even" m ode)abouttheirtim e-averaged (ordered)directions.

In theconventionallinearspin-wave approxim ation,theacousticand opticm odeshavethe

responsefunctionsperform ula unit[12]

�
00

ac(Q ;!)= Z� � g
2
�
2
B S

 
1� (Q )+ J? =2Jk

1+ (Q )

! 1=2

(5)

� sin2
 
� �zl

c

!

� (�h! � �h!ac(Q )) (6)

and

�
00

op(Q ;!)= Z� � g
2
�
2
B S

 
1� (Q )

1+ (Q )+ J? =2Jk

! 1=2

(7)

� cos2
 
� �zl

c

!

� (�h! � �h!op(Q )); (8)

respectively.Thedispersion relationsare

�h!ac
op
(Q )= 2ZcJk

n

1� 
2(Q )+ J? =Jk[1� (Q )]

o1=2
; (9)

where(Q )= 1

2
[cos(2�h)+ cos(2�k)]and �z= 3.2 �A istheseparation oftheCuO 2 planes

in a bilayer.Theinter-planarcoupling term in Eq.2 leadsto no additionaldispersion along

thez-direction,only a m odulation in theam plitudeoftheresponsewhich neverthelesscan

beused to distinguish between thetwo m odes.
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A .La2C uO 4

The two-dim ensionality ofthe scattering in La2CuO 4 m eans that we are able to cut

through the spin wavesatseveralenergy transfersfora single spectrom etersetting.Fig.1

showsdatacollected forE i=300m eV andkik (010)on theM ARIspectrom eter.Panels(b)-

(f)show constantenergy cutsalongthe(1,0,0)direction.A spin-wavepeak isobserved near

h = 1. Twin peaksdue to spin wavespropagating in opposite directionsare notobserved

duetothepoorout-of-planeresolution in the(001)direction.Thebroadeningin thepeak at

higherfrequenciesisduetothespin-wavedispersion.A convenientwaytodisplaythedatain

Fig.1isasalocal-orwavevector-integrated susceptibility �00(!)=
R

BZ �
00(Q ;!)d3Q=

R
d3Q,

thisisshown in Fig.2(a).Thesolid linesin Fig.1(b)-(f)and Fig.2 are�tstothespin-wave

m odeldescribed by Eq.3.Quantitativeanalysisyieldsan exchangeconstantconsistentwith

ourpreviousdeterm ination [3]J� = 156� 5 m eV and Z� = 0:39� 0:1.Thisisin agreem ent

with thecalculationofIgarashi[11]anddem onstratestheim portanceofquantum corrections

in thissystem .

B .Y B a2C u3O 6:15

Asdiscussed above,thebilayernatureofthism aterialresultsintwocollectivem odeswith

additionalstructureto�00(Q ;!)ascom pared with thesinglelayerm aterial.Theopticm ode

hasagap atthe2-D m agneticzonecenterssuch as(1
2

1

2
l)of�h!g = 2

q

J�
?
J�
k
.Itsintensity dis-

playsan overallm odulation cos2(� �zl=c)which hasm axim a atpositionsl= 0;3:7;7:3;:::.

Correspondingly,the acoustic m ode hasan overallm odulation ofsin2(� �zl=c)and there-

fore hasm axim a atl= 1:8;5:5;:::.W e are able to probe the spin wavesatvariousvalues

of�h! and lby varying the incidentenergy. Fig.3(b)-(e)show data collected fordi�erent

energy transfersatlvaluescorrespondingtopositionswherethescatteringispredom inately

acoustic. Asin La2CuO 4,a peak isobserved nearthe m agnetic zone center,forallenergy

transfersinvestigated,due to propagating spin waves. Sim ilarcutsprobing lvalueswhere

the optic m ode dom inates,are shown in Fig.3(g)-(j). In thiscase,no peak isobserved at

thelowestenergiesbecausethese energiesarebelow theopticgap.A m oreconvenientway

to look atthese data isin the form ofa localsusceptibility (see above). Fig.4 showsthe

contributionsofthetwobranchestothelocalsusceptibility extracted from thedatain Fig.3.

W hen thedata areplotted in thisway,weseethattheopticand acousticcontributionsare

equalat higher frequencies. W hile below �h!g,the contribution from the opticalm ode is

zero within the experim entalerror. A detailed analysis[5]yieldsa value forthe optic gap

of�h!g = 74� 5 m eV.A sim ilarvalue forthe optic gap wasobtained using reactor-based

instrum entation [13].

In order to determ ine the exchange constant J�
?
describing the coupling of spins in

di�erentplanes,we also need to know J�
k
because the opticgap is�h!g = 2

q

J�
?
J�
k
.The in-

planeexchangecoupling,J�
k
can beobtained from am easurem entofthehigh-frequency spin

waves.Fig.5 showsdata collected with thehigherincidentenergy E i =600 m eV.W enote

thatforenergy transfersabove245 m eV thereislittlevariation in theintensity,suggesting

thatthisenergy isclose to the zoneboundary energy.A sim ultaneousresolution-corrected

�tofthelinearspin wavem odel(Eqs.(5)-(7))to allourdata yieldsvaluesfortheexchange

4



constantsofJ�
k
= 125� 5 m eV and J�

?
= 11� 2 m eV.Further,sinceourm easurem entsare

in absolute unitswe are able to estim ate the am plitude renorm alization. W e �nd a value

ofZ� = 0:4� 0:1,asforLa2CuO 4,again thequantum renorm alization iscloseto thevalue

predicted by a 1=S expansion (Z� = 0:51).

IV .T H E SU P ER C O N D U C T O R S

Ofparticularinterestisthenatureofthespin uctuations[14,4]form etallicand super-

conducting com positions . W e have therefore studied the com pounds La1:86Sr0:14CuO 4 (a

com position close to optim aldoping)and YBa2Cu3O 6:6 (an underdoped superconductor).

In both caseswe�nd strong high-frequency spin uctuationsin thesuperconducting state.

A .La1:86Sr0:14C uO 4

Fig.1(h)-(l) shows data collected for La1:86Sr0:14CuO 4 under the sam e conditions as

Fig.1 and in thesam e units.Doping hasa dram atice�ecton them agneticexcitations:at

low frequencies,the peaksare broaderin reciprocalspace and athigherfrequencies there

is a large suppression ofthe intensity. At the highest frequencies, the peaks appear to

be disappearing m ore rapidly in the superconductor than the insulator. This can be seen

clearly when weextractand plotthelocalsusceptibility in Fig.2(b).W hen weincludelow

frequency data from a reactor-based experim ent,itbecom esclearthatthelocalresponseis

peaked near22m eV.Thusdopingleadstoashiftofspectralweighttointerm ediateenergies.

B .Y B a2C u3O 6:6

Thelow frequency dynam icsofsuperconducting YBa2Cu3O 6+ x havebeen thesubjectof

considerable investigation [1]. The YBa2Cu3O 6:6(Tc = 62:7 K)sam ple used in the current

study isofhigh quality:itshowsa sharp \resonancepeak" [15]at34 m eV on entering the

superconductingstateand hasrecently been shown [16]todevelop incom m ensuratepeaksin

�00(q;!)forfrequenciesnear25m eV.W econcentratehereon thenatureofthedynam icsfor

tem peraturesjustabovethesuperconductingtransition tem perature.Fig. 6showsinelastic

datacollected forT = 80K on theM ARIspectrom eterin asim ilarm annertothatin Fig.3.

The readershould note thatthe energieschosen forFig.6 are di�erentfrom those chosen

forFig.3 becauseofthedi�erentdetectorpositionson theHET and M ARIspectrom eters.

By assum ing thatthescattering hasa Gaussian wavevectordependenceforeach energy,we

haveextracted thefrequency variation oftheacousticand opticalcontributionsto thelocal

susceptibility �00(!)from data such asthoseshown in the�gure.Fig.7 showstheresults.

Com parison ofFigs.6 and 7 with Figs.3 and 4 showsthatthe m agnetic response has

changed dram atically between the m etaland the insulator. Thisiswell-known atlow fre-

quencies[1],asin La2�x SrxCuO 4,there isa large broadening ofthe low frequency peak in

wavevector.M oredram aticistheredistribution ofspectralweightin energy revealed by the

localsusceptibility in Fig.7.Inspection ofFig.4and Fig.7,which arein thesam eunitsand

thereforecan bedirectly com pared,showsthatdoping causesashiftofspectralweightfrom

high frequencies(above100 m eV)into therangearound 50-100 m eV.Thegap in theoptic
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uctuationsrem ainsand ispossibly slightly reduced. Reactor-based m easurem entsyield a

sim ilarvaluefortheopticgap [17].

V .D ISC U SSIO N

Ourm easurem entsof�00(!)on La2CuO 4 and YBa2Cu3O 6:15 aresum m arized in Fig.2(a)

and Fig. 4. W e note that observed �00(!) for La2CuO 4 and the acoustic branch of

YBa2Cu3O 6:15 are ofapproxim ately equalintensity: the unitsofthe susceptibility are ex-

pressed per form ula unit in both cases, YBa2Cu3O 6+ x has two Cu in the CuO 2 planes

perform ula unit. W hen we com pare ourm easurem ents on the quantum antiferrom agnets

La2CuO 4 and YBa2Cu3O 6:15,we �nd that,in both cases,linearspin-wave theory accounts

wellforthedispersion and am plitudevariation.However,an overallrenorm alization ofthe

am plitude Z� m ust be included to account for the observed intensity ofthe one-m agnon

response. Ourobservationsagree with calculationsofZ�=0.51 based on a 1=S expansion.

Although we are able to explain the one-m agnon excitation spectrum ,the 1=S expansion

also predictsadditionalspectralweight[11]which hasnotyetbeen observed.

W enow turn them etalsLa1:86Sr0:14CuO 4 and YBa2Cu3O 6:6.Theresponseofthecopper

spinsobeysthesum rule,

D

m
2
E

=
3�h

�

Z
1

�1

�00(!)d!

1� exp(��h!=kT)
(10)

wherehm 2iisthem ean squared m om enton theCu sites.In both superconductorsstudied

here,doping and theconsequentialm etal-insulatortransition led toa largeredistribution of

spectralweightand form ation ofa peak in �00(!)atinterm ediate frequency.In thelightof

thesum rule,theexistenceofthepeak in itselfisnotunexpected sincespectralweightislost

from the Bragg peak present in the insulatorand the high frequency response is strongly

suppressed.W hatissurprising istherelatively sm allenergy scaleoverwhich theresponseis

distributed com pared with otherparam agnetic m etals. Such sm allelectronic energy scales

are,ofcourse,characteristic ofthecupratesuperconductors.

W orkatORNL issupported byUS-DOE underContractNo.DE-AC05-96OR22464with

Lockheed M artin Research,Inc.W earegratefulforthe�nacialsupportoftheUK-EPSRC

and NATO.
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FIGURES

FIG .1. (a)-(f) M agnetic scattering from La2CuO 4 and (g)-(l) from La1:86Sr0:14CuO 4 [4]. All

scans are in the sam e absolute units. Note the m agnetic peak is broader in the superconductor

and suppressed athigherfrequencies.

FIG .2. Localsusceptibility [4]derived from datasuch asthatin Fig.1(closed circles)and from

reactor-based m easurem ents[18].Note huge redistribution ofspectralweightcaused by doping.

FIG .3. Constantenergyscansshowingm agneticscatteringfrom YBa2Cu3O 6:15 forwavevectors

Q = (h;h;l). (b)-(e) lchosen to em phasize acoustic m odes. (g)-(j) lchosen to em phasize optic

m odes.Theonsetofscattering attheoptic position isabout74 m eV.

FIG .4. Localor wavevector-integrated energy-dependent m agnetic susceptibility at acoustic

and opticl-positionsin YBa2Cu3O 6:15.Nointegration overlhasbeen perform ed.Pointshavebeen

obtained by integratingoverthespin-wavepeaksand correctingfortheCu2+ m agneticform factor,

Bose factorand instrum entalresolution. Solid linesare a �tto the spin wave m odeldescribed in

the text.

FIG .5. (a) Dispersion relation ofYBa2Cu3O 6:15. Closed circles and solid line are acoustic

m ode. O pen circles and dashed line are optic m ode. (b)-(e) Constant energy scans showing the

high-frequency m agnetic scattering from YBa2Cu3O 6:15.

FIG .6. Constantenergy scansshowingm agneticscattering from YBa2Cu3O 6:6 forwavevectors

Q = (h;h;l). (a)-(c) lchosen to em phasize acoustic m odes. (d)-(f) lchosen to em phasize optic

m odes.

FIG .7. Acousticand opticcontributionstothelocalsusceptibility (seeFig.4)in YBa2Cu3O 6:6.

Solid linesare a guide to theeye.

8



TABLES

TABLE I. The table sum m arizes experim entally-determ ined spin-wave param eters for

La2�x SrxCuO 4 and YBa2Cu3O 6+ x.In thecaseofthesuperconductors,J
�

k
and Zc aredeterm ined

from thehighestfrequenciesstudied.

J�
k

J�
?

Z� �h!g

La2CuO 4 156� 5 m eV 0:39� 0:1

La1:86Sr0:14CuO 4 130� 5 m eV 0:15� 0:06

YBa2Cu3O 6:15 125� 5 m eV 11� 2m eV 0:4� 0:1 74� 5 m eV

YBa2Cu3O 6:6 125� 20m eV 0:24� 0:12 � 60 m eV
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