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evidence (explaining the rotational symmetry breaking) over a broad
temperature range in YBa2Cu3Oy (refs 14, 19–22). Therefore, instead
of being a defining property of the ordered state, the small amplitude of
the charge differentiation is more likely to be a consequence of stripe
order (the smectic phase of an electronic liquid crystal17) remaining
partly fluctuating (that is, nematic).
In stripe copper oxides, charge order at T5Tcharge is always accom-

panied by spin order at Tspin,Tcharge. Slowing down of the spin

fluctuations strongly enhances the spin–lattice (1/T1) and spin–spin
(1/T2) relaxation rates between Tcharge and Tspin for

139La nuclei. For
themore strongly hyperfine-coupled 63Cu, the relaxation rates become
so large that the Cu signal is gradually ‘wiped out’ on cooling below
Tcharge (refs 18, 23, 24). In contrast, the 63Cu(2) signal here in
YBa2Cu3Oy does not experience any intensity loss and 1/T1 does not
show any peak or enhancement as a function of temperature (Fig. 3).
Moreover, the anisotropy of the linewidth (Supplementary
Information) indicates that the spins, although staggered, align mostly
along the field (that is, c axis) direction, and the typical width of the
central lines at base temperature sets an uppermagnitude for the static
spin polarization as small as gÆSzæ# 23 1023mB for both samples in
fields of,30T. These consistent observations rule out the presence of
magnetic order, in agreement with an earlier suggestion based on the
presence of free-electron-like Zeeman splitting6.
In stripe-ordered copper oxides, the strong increase of 1/T2 on

cooling below Tcharge is accompanied by a crossover of the time decay
of the spin-echo from the high-temperature Gaussian form
exp(2K(t/T2G)2) to an exponential form exp(2t/T2E)18,23. A similar
crossover occurs here, albeit in a less extreme manner because of the
absence ofmagnetic order: 1/T2 sharply increases belowTcharge and the
decay actually becomes a combination of exponential and Gaussian
decays (Fig. 3). In Supplementary Information we provide evidence
that the typical values of the 1/T2E below Tcharge imply that antiferro-
magnetic (or ‘spin-density-wave’) fluctuations are slow enough to
appear frozen on the timescale of a cyclotron orbit 1/vc< 10212 s.
In principle, such slow fluctuations could reconstruct the Fermi sur-
face, provided that spins are correlated over large enough distances25,26

(see also ref. 9). It is unclear whether this condition is fulfilled here. The
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Figure 4 | Phase diagram of underdoped YBa2Cu3Oy. The charge ordering
temperature Tcharge (defined as the onset of the Cu2F line splitting; blue open
circles) coincides with T0 (brown plus signs), the temperature at which the Hall
constant RH changes its sign. T0 is considered as the onset of the Fermi surface
reconstruction11–13. The continuous line represents the superconducting
transition temperature Tc. The dashed line indicates the speculative nature of
the extrapolation of the field-induced charge order. The magnetic transition
temperatures (Tspin) are frommuon-spin-rotation (mSR) data (green stars)27.T0
and Tspin vanish close to the same critical concentration p5 0.08. A scenario of
field-induced spin order has been predicted for p. 0.08 (ref. 8) by analogy with
La1.855Sr0.145CuO4, for which the non-magnetic ground state switches to
antiferromagnetic order in fields greater than a few teslas (ref. 7 and references
therein).Ourwork, however, shows that spin order does not occur up to,30T.
In contrast, the field-induced charge order reported here raises the question of
whether a similar field-dependent charge order actually underlies the field
dependence of the spin order in La22xSrxCuO4 and YBa2Cu3O6.45. Error bars
represent the uncertainty in defining the onset of theNMR line splitting (Fig. 1f
and Supplementary Figs 8–10).
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Figure 3 | Slow spin fluctuations instead of spin order. a, b, Temperature
dependence of the planar 63Cu spin-lattice relaxation rate 1/T1 for p5 0.108
(a) and p5 0.12 (b). The absence of any peak/enhancement on cooling rules
out the occurrence of a magnetic transition. c, d, Increase in the 63Cu spin–spin
relaxation rate 1/T2 on cooling below,Tcharge, obtained from a fit of the spin-
echo decay to a stretched form s(t) / exp(2(t/T2)

a), for p5 0.108 (c) and
p5 0.12 (d). e, f, Stretching exponent a for p5 0.108 (e) and p5 0.12 (f). The
deviation from a5 2 on cooling arises mostly from an intrinsic combination of
Gaussian and exponential decays, combined with some spatial distribution of
T2 values (Supplementary Information). The grey areas define the crossover
temperature Tslow below which slow spin fluctuations cause 1/T2 to increase
and to become field dependent; note that the change of shape of the spin-echo
decay occurs at a slightly higher (,115K) temperature than Tslow. Tslow is
slightly lower thanTcharge, which is consistentwith the slow fluctuations being a
consequence of charge-stripe order. The increase of a at the lowest
temperatures probably signifies that the condition cÆhz2æ1/2tc= 1, where tc is
the correlation time, is no longer fulfilled, so that the associated decay is no
longer a pure exponential. We note that the upturn of 1/T2 is already present at
15T, whereas no line splitting is detected at this field. The field therefore affects
the spin fluctuations quantitatively but not qualitatively. g, Plot of NMR signal
intensity (corrected for a temperature factor 1/T and for the T2 decay) against
temperature. Open circles, p5 0.108 (28.5T); filled circles, p5 0.12 (33.5T).
The absence of any intensity loss at low temperatures also rules out the presence
of magnetic order with any significant moment. Error bars represent the added
uncertainties in signal analysis, experimental conditions andT2measurements.
All measurements are with H | | c.
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evidence (explaining the rotational symmetry breaking) over a broad
temperature range in YBa2Cu3Oy (refs 14, 19–22). Therefore, instead
of being a defining property of the ordered state, the small amplitude of
the charge differentiation is more likely to be a consequence of stripe
order (the smectic phase of an electronic liquid crystal17) remaining
partly fluctuating (that is, nematic).
In stripe copper oxides, charge order at T5Tcharge is always accom-

panied by spin order at Tspin,Tcharge. Slowing down of the spin

fluctuations strongly enhances the spin–lattice (1/T1) and spin–spin
(1/T2) relaxation rates between Tcharge and Tspin for

139La nuclei. For
themore strongly hyperfine-coupled 63Cu, the relaxation rates become
so large that the Cu signal is gradually ‘wiped out’ on cooling below
Tcharge (refs 18, 23, 24). In contrast, the 63Cu(2) signal here in
YBa2Cu3Oy does not experience any intensity loss and 1/T1 does not
show any peak or enhancement as a function of temperature (Fig. 3).
Moreover, the anisotropy of the linewidth (Supplementary
Information) indicates that the spins, although staggered, align mostly
along the field (that is, c axis) direction, and the typical width of the
central lines at base temperature sets an uppermagnitude for the static
spin polarization as small as gÆSzæ# 23 1023mB for both samples in
fields of,30T. These consistent observations rule out the presence of
magnetic order, in agreement with an earlier suggestion based on the
presence of free-electron-like Zeeman splitting6.
In stripe-ordered copper oxides, the strong increase of 1/T2 on

cooling below Tcharge is accompanied by a crossover of the time decay
of the spin-echo from the high-temperature Gaussian form
exp(2K(t/T2G)2) to an exponential form exp(2t/T2E)18,23. A similar
crossover occurs here, albeit in a less extreme manner because of the
absence ofmagnetic order: 1/T2 sharply increases belowTcharge and the
decay actually becomes a combination of exponential and Gaussian
decays (Fig. 3). In Supplementary Information we provide evidence
that the typical values of the 1/T2E below Tcharge imply that antiferro-
magnetic (or ‘spin-density-wave’) fluctuations are slow enough to
appear frozen on the timescale of a cyclotron orbit 1/vc< 10212 s.
In principle, such slow fluctuations could reconstruct the Fermi sur-
face, provided that spins are correlated over large enough distances25,26

(see also ref. 9). It is unclear whether this condition is fulfilled here. The
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Figure 4 | Phase diagram of underdoped YBa2Cu3Oy. The charge ordering
temperature Tcharge (defined as the onset of the Cu2F line splitting; blue open
circles) coincides with T0 (brown plus signs), the temperature at which the Hall
constant RH changes its sign. T0 is considered as the onset of the Fermi surface
reconstruction11–13. The continuous line represents the superconducting
transition temperature Tc. The dashed line indicates the speculative nature of
the extrapolation of the field-induced charge order. The magnetic transition
temperatures (Tspin) are frommuon-spin-rotation (mSR) data (green stars)27.T0
and Tspin vanish close to the same critical concentration p5 0.08. A scenario of
field-induced spin order has been predicted for p. 0.08 (ref. 8) by analogy with
La1.855Sr0.145CuO4, for which the non-magnetic ground state switches to
antiferromagnetic order in fields greater than a few teslas (ref. 7 and references
therein).Ourwork, however, shows that spin order does not occur up to,30T.
In contrast, the field-induced charge order reported here raises the question of
whether a similar field-dependent charge order actually underlies the field
dependence of the spin order in La22xSrxCuO4 and YBa2Cu3O6.45. Error bars
represent the uncertainty in defining the onset of theNMR line splitting (Fig. 1f
and Supplementary Figs 8–10).
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Figure 3 | Slow spin fluctuations instead of spin order. a, b, Temperature
dependence of the planar 63Cu spin-lattice relaxation rate 1/T1 for p5 0.108
(a) and p5 0.12 (b). The absence of any peak/enhancement on cooling rules
out the occurrence of a magnetic transition. c, d, Increase in the 63Cu spin–spin
relaxation rate 1/T2 on cooling below,Tcharge, obtained from a fit of the spin-
echo decay to a stretched form s(t) / exp(2(t/T2)

a), for p5 0.108 (c) and
p5 0.12 (d). e, f, Stretching exponent a for p5 0.108 (e) and p5 0.12 (f). The
deviation from a5 2 on cooling arises mostly from an intrinsic combination of
Gaussian and exponential decays, combined with some spatial distribution of
T2 values (Supplementary Information). The grey areas define the crossover
temperature Tslow below which slow spin fluctuations cause 1/T2 to increase
and to become field dependent; note that the change of shape of the spin-echo
decay occurs at a slightly higher (,115K) temperature than Tslow. Tslow is
slightly lower thanTcharge, which is consistentwith the slow fluctuations being a
consequence of charge-stripe order. The increase of a at the lowest
temperatures probably signifies that the condition cÆhz2æ1/2tc= 1, where tc is
the correlation time, is no longer fulfilled, so that the associated decay is no
longer a pure exponential. We note that the upturn of 1/T2 is already present at
15T, whereas no line splitting is detected at this field. The field therefore affects
the spin fluctuations quantitatively but not qualitatively. g, Plot of NMR signal
intensity (corrected for a temperature factor 1/T and for the T2 decay) against
temperature. Open circles, p5 0.108 (28.5T); filled circles, p5 0.12 (33.5T).
The absence of any intensity loss at low temperatures also rules out the presence
of magnetic order with any significant moment. Error bars represent the added
uncertainties in signal analysis, experimental conditions andT2measurements.
All measurements are with H | | c.
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evidence (explaining the rotational symmetry breaking) over a broad
temperature range in YBa2Cu3Oy (refs 14, 19–22). Therefore, instead
of being a defining property of the ordered state, the small amplitude of
the charge differentiation is more likely to be a consequence of stripe
order (the smectic phase of an electronic liquid crystal17) remaining
partly fluctuating (that is, nematic).
In stripe copper oxides, charge order at T5Tcharge is always accom-

panied by spin order at Tspin,Tcharge. Slowing down of the spin

fluctuations strongly enhances the spin–lattice (1/T1) and spin–spin
(1/T2) relaxation rates between Tcharge and Tspin for

139La nuclei. For
themore strongly hyperfine-coupled 63Cu, the relaxation rates become
so large that the Cu signal is gradually ‘wiped out’ on cooling below
Tcharge (refs 18, 23, 24). In contrast, the 63Cu(2) signal here in
YBa2Cu3Oy does not experience any intensity loss and 1/T1 does not
show any peak or enhancement as a function of temperature (Fig. 3).
Moreover, the anisotropy of the linewidth (Supplementary
Information) indicates that the spins, although staggered, align mostly
along the field (that is, c axis) direction, and the typical width of the
central lines at base temperature sets an uppermagnitude for the static
spin polarization as small as gÆSzæ# 23 1023mB for both samples in
fields of,30T. These consistent observations rule out the presence of
magnetic order, in agreement with an earlier suggestion based on the
presence of free-electron-like Zeeman splitting6.
In stripe-ordered copper oxides, the strong increase of 1/T2 on

cooling below Tcharge is accompanied by a crossover of the time decay
of the spin-echo from the high-temperature Gaussian form
exp(2K(t/T2G)2) to an exponential form exp(2t/T2E)18,23. A similar
crossover occurs here, albeit in a less extreme manner because of the
absence ofmagnetic order: 1/T2 sharply increases belowTcharge and the
decay actually becomes a combination of exponential and Gaussian
decays (Fig. 3). In Supplementary Information we provide evidence
that the typical values of the 1/T2E below Tcharge imply that antiferro-
magnetic (or ‘spin-density-wave’) fluctuations are slow enough to
appear frozen on the timescale of a cyclotron orbit 1/vc< 10212 s.
In principle, such slow fluctuations could reconstruct the Fermi sur-
face, provided that spins are correlated over large enough distances25,26

(see also ref. 9). It is unclear whether this condition is fulfilled here. The
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Figure 4 | Phase diagram of underdoped YBa2Cu3Oy. The charge ordering
temperature Tcharge (defined as the onset of the Cu2F line splitting; blue open
circles) coincides with T0 (brown plus signs), the temperature at which the Hall
constant RH changes its sign. T0 is considered as the onset of the Fermi surface
reconstruction11–13. The continuous line represents the superconducting
transition temperature Tc. The dashed line indicates the speculative nature of
the extrapolation of the field-induced charge order. The magnetic transition
temperatures (Tspin) are frommuon-spin-rotation (mSR) data (green stars)27.T0
and Tspin vanish close to the same critical concentration p5 0.08. A scenario of
field-induced spin order has been predicted for p. 0.08 (ref. 8) by analogy with
La1.855Sr0.145CuO4, for which the non-magnetic ground state switches to
antiferromagnetic order in fields greater than a few teslas (ref. 7 and references
therein).Ourwork, however, shows that spin order does not occur up to,30T.
In contrast, the field-induced charge order reported here raises the question of
whether a similar field-dependent charge order actually underlies the field
dependence of the spin order in La22xSrxCuO4 and YBa2Cu3O6.45. Error bars
represent the uncertainty in defining the onset of theNMR line splitting (Fig. 1f
and Supplementary Figs 8–10).
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Figure 3 | Slow spin fluctuations instead of spin order. a, b, Temperature
dependence of the planar 63Cu spin-lattice relaxation rate 1/T1 for p5 0.108
(a) and p5 0.12 (b). The absence of any peak/enhancement on cooling rules
out the occurrence of a magnetic transition. c, d, Increase in the 63Cu spin–spin
relaxation rate 1/T2 on cooling below,Tcharge, obtained from a fit of the spin-
echo decay to a stretched form s(t) / exp(2(t/T2)

a), for p5 0.108 (c) and
p5 0.12 (d). e, f, Stretching exponent a for p5 0.108 (e) and p5 0.12 (f). The
deviation from a5 2 on cooling arises mostly from an intrinsic combination of
Gaussian and exponential decays, combined with some spatial distribution of
T2 values (Supplementary Information). The grey areas define the crossover
temperature Tslow below which slow spin fluctuations cause 1/T2 to increase
and to become field dependent; note that the change of shape of the spin-echo
decay occurs at a slightly higher (,115K) temperature than Tslow. Tslow is
slightly lower thanTcharge, which is consistentwith the slow fluctuations being a
consequence of charge-stripe order. The increase of a at the lowest
temperatures probably signifies that the condition cÆhz2æ1/2tc= 1, where tc is
the correlation time, is no longer fulfilled, so that the associated decay is no
longer a pure exponential. We note that the upturn of 1/T2 is already present at
15T, whereas no line splitting is detected at this field. The field therefore affects
the spin fluctuations quantitatively but not qualitatively. g, Plot of NMR signal
intensity (corrected for a temperature factor 1/T and for the T2 decay) against
temperature. Open circles, p5 0.108 (28.5T); filled circles, p5 0.12 (33.5T).
The absence of any intensity loss at low temperatures also rules out the presence
of magnetic order with any significant moment. Error bars represent the added
uncertainties in signal analysis, experimental conditions andT2measurements.
All measurements are with H | | c.

LETTER RESEARCH

8 S E P T E M B E R 2 0 1 1 | V O L 4 7 7 | N A T U R E | 1 9 3

Macmillan Publishers Limited. All rights reserved©2011

?

T.Wu, H. Maya↵re, S. Kramer, M. Horvatic, C. Berthier, W.N. Hardy, R. Liang,
D.A. Bonn, and M.-H. Julien, Nature 477, 191 (2011).



evidence (explaining the rotational symmetry breaking) over a broad
temperature range in YBa2Cu3Oy (refs 14, 19–22). Therefore, instead
of being a defining property of the ordered state, the small amplitude of
the charge differentiation is more likely to be a consequence of stripe
order (the smectic phase of an electronic liquid crystal17) remaining
partly fluctuating (that is, nematic).
In stripe copper oxides, charge order at T5Tcharge is always accom-

panied by spin order at Tspin,Tcharge. Slowing down of the spin

fluctuations strongly enhances the spin–lattice (1/T1) and spin–spin
(1/T2) relaxation rates between Tcharge and Tspin for

139La nuclei. For
themore strongly hyperfine-coupled 63Cu, the relaxation rates become
so large that the Cu signal is gradually ‘wiped out’ on cooling below
Tcharge (refs 18, 23, 24). In contrast, the 63Cu(2) signal here in
YBa2Cu3Oy does not experience any intensity loss and 1/T1 does not
show any peak or enhancement as a function of temperature (Fig. 3).
Moreover, the anisotropy of the linewidth (Supplementary
Information) indicates that the spins, although staggered, align mostly
along the field (that is, c axis) direction, and the typical width of the
central lines at base temperature sets an uppermagnitude for the static
spin polarization as small as gÆSzæ# 23 1023mB for both samples in
fields of,30T. These consistent observations rule out the presence of
magnetic order, in agreement with an earlier suggestion based on the
presence of free-electron-like Zeeman splitting6.
In stripe-ordered copper oxides, the strong increase of 1/T2 on

cooling below Tcharge is accompanied by a crossover of the time decay
of the spin-echo from the high-temperature Gaussian form
exp(2K(t/T2G)2) to an exponential form exp(2t/T2E)18,23. A similar
crossover occurs here, albeit in a less extreme manner because of the
absence ofmagnetic order: 1/T2 sharply increases belowTcharge and the
decay actually becomes a combination of exponential and Gaussian
decays (Fig. 3). In Supplementary Information we provide evidence
that the typical values of the 1/T2E below Tcharge imply that antiferro-
magnetic (or ‘spin-density-wave’) fluctuations are slow enough to
appear frozen on the timescale of a cyclotron orbit 1/vc< 10212 s.
In principle, such slow fluctuations could reconstruct the Fermi sur-
face, provided that spins are correlated over large enough distances25,26

(see also ref. 9). It is unclear whether this condition is fulfilled here. The
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Figure 4 | Phase diagram of underdoped YBa2Cu3Oy. The charge ordering
temperature Tcharge (defined as the onset of the Cu2F line splitting; blue open
circles) coincides with T0 (brown plus signs), the temperature at which the Hall
constant RH changes its sign. T0 is considered as the onset of the Fermi surface
reconstruction11–13. The continuous line represents the superconducting
transition temperature Tc. The dashed line indicates the speculative nature of
the extrapolation of the field-induced charge order. The magnetic transition
temperatures (Tspin) are frommuon-spin-rotation (mSR) data (green stars)27.T0
and Tspin vanish close to the same critical concentration p5 0.08. A scenario of
field-induced spin order has been predicted for p. 0.08 (ref. 8) by analogy with
La1.855Sr0.145CuO4, for which the non-magnetic ground state switches to
antiferromagnetic order in fields greater than a few teslas (ref. 7 and references
therein).Ourwork, however, shows that spin order does not occur up to,30T.
In contrast, the field-induced charge order reported here raises the question of
whether a similar field-dependent charge order actually underlies the field
dependence of the spin order in La22xSrxCuO4 and YBa2Cu3O6.45. Error bars
represent the uncertainty in defining the onset of theNMR line splitting (Fig. 1f
and Supplementary Figs 8–10).
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Figure 3 | Slow spin fluctuations instead of spin order. a, b, Temperature
dependence of the planar 63Cu spin-lattice relaxation rate 1/T1 for p5 0.108
(a) and p5 0.12 (b). The absence of any peak/enhancement on cooling rules
out the occurrence of a magnetic transition. c, d, Increase in the 63Cu spin–spin
relaxation rate 1/T2 on cooling below,Tcharge, obtained from a fit of the spin-
echo decay to a stretched form s(t) / exp(2(t/T2)

a), for p5 0.108 (c) and
p5 0.12 (d). e, f, Stretching exponent a for p5 0.108 (e) and p5 0.12 (f). The
deviation from a5 2 on cooling arises mostly from an intrinsic combination of
Gaussian and exponential decays, combined with some spatial distribution of
T2 values (Supplementary Information). The grey areas define the crossover
temperature Tslow below which slow spin fluctuations cause 1/T2 to increase
and to become field dependent; note that the change of shape of the spin-echo
decay occurs at a slightly higher (,115K) temperature than Tslow. Tslow is
slightly lower thanTcharge, which is consistentwith the slow fluctuations being a
consequence of charge-stripe order. The increase of a at the lowest
temperatures probably signifies that the condition cÆhz2æ1/2tc= 1, where tc is
the correlation time, is no longer fulfilled, so that the associated decay is no
longer a pure exponential. We note that the upturn of 1/T2 is already present at
15T, whereas no line splitting is detected at this field. The field therefore affects
the spin fluctuations quantitatively but not qualitatively. g, Plot of NMR signal
intensity (corrected for a temperature factor 1/T and for the T2 decay) against
temperature. Open circles, p5 0.108 (28.5T); filled circles, p5 0.12 (33.5T).
The absence of any intensity loss at low temperatures also rules out the presence
of magnetic order with any significant moment. Error bars represent the added
uncertainties in signal analysis, experimental conditions andT2measurements.
All measurements are with H | | c.
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evidence (explaining the rotational symmetry breaking) over a broad
temperature range in YBa2Cu3Oy (refs 14, 19–22). Therefore, instead
of being a defining property of the ordered state, the small amplitude of
the charge differentiation is more likely to be a consequence of stripe
order (the smectic phase of an electronic liquid crystal17) remaining
partly fluctuating (that is, nematic).
In stripe copper oxides, charge order at T5Tcharge is always accom-

panied by spin order at Tspin,Tcharge. Slowing down of the spin

fluctuations strongly enhances the spin–lattice (1/T1) and spin–spin
(1/T2) relaxation rates between Tcharge and Tspin for

139La nuclei. For
themore strongly hyperfine-coupled 63Cu, the relaxation rates become
so large that the Cu signal is gradually ‘wiped out’ on cooling below
Tcharge (refs 18, 23, 24). In contrast, the 63Cu(2) signal here in
YBa2Cu3Oy does not experience any intensity loss and 1/T1 does not
show any peak or enhancement as a function of temperature (Fig. 3).
Moreover, the anisotropy of the linewidth (Supplementary
Information) indicates that the spins, although staggered, align mostly
along the field (that is, c axis) direction, and the typical width of the
central lines at base temperature sets an uppermagnitude for the static
spin polarization as small as gÆSzæ# 23 1023mB for both samples in
fields of,30T. These consistent observations rule out the presence of
magnetic order, in agreement with an earlier suggestion based on the
presence of free-electron-like Zeeman splitting6.
In stripe-ordered copper oxides, the strong increase of 1/T2 on

cooling below Tcharge is accompanied by a crossover of the time decay
of the spin-echo from the high-temperature Gaussian form
exp(2K(t/T2G)2) to an exponential form exp(2t/T2E)18,23. A similar
crossover occurs here, albeit in a less extreme manner because of the
absence ofmagnetic order: 1/T2 sharply increases belowTcharge and the
decay actually becomes a combination of exponential and Gaussian
decays (Fig. 3). In Supplementary Information we provide evidence
that the typical values of the 1/T2E below Tcharge imply that antiferro-
magnetic (or ‘spin-density-wave’) fluctuations are slow enough to
appear frozen on the timescale of a cyclotron orbit 1/vc< 10212 s.
In principle, such slow fluctuations could reconstruct the Fermi sur-
face, provided that spins are correlated over large enough distances25,26

(see also ref. 9). It is unclear whether this condition is fulfilled here. The
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Figure 4 | Phase diagram of underdoped YBa2Cu3Oy. The charge ordering
temperature Tcharge (defined as the onset of the Cu2F line splitting; blue open
circles) coincides with T0 (brown plus signs), the temperature at which the Hall
constant RH changes its sign. T0 is considered as the onset of the Fermi surface
reconstruction11–13. The continuous line represents the superconducting
transition temperature Tc. The dashed line indicates the speculative nature of
the extrapolation of the field-induced charge order. The magnetic transition
temperatures (Tspin) are frommuon-spin-rotation (mSR) data (green stars)27.T0
and Tspin vanish close to the same critical concentration p5 0.08. A scenario of
field-induced spin order has been predicted for p. 0.08 (ref. 8) by analogy with
La1.855Sr0.145CuO4, for which the non-magnetic ground state switches to
antiferromagnetic order in fields greater than a few teslas (ref. 7 and references
therein).Ourwork, however, shows that spin order does not occur up to,30T.
In contrast, the field-induced charge order reported here raises the question of
whether a similar field-dependent charge order actually underlies the field
dependence of the spin order in La22xSrxCuO4 and YBa2Cu3O6.45. Error bars
represent the uncertainty in defining the onset of theNMR line splitting (Fig. 1f
and Supplementary Figs 8–10).
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Figure 3 | Slow spin fluctuations instead of spin order. a, b, Temperature
dependence of the planar 63Cu spin-lattice relaxation rate 1/T1 for p5 0.108
(a) and p5 0.12 (b). The absence of any peak/enhancement on cooling rules
out the occurrence of a magnetic transition. c, d, Increase in the 63Cu spin–spin
relaxation rate 1/T2 on cooling below,Tcharge, obtained from a fit of the spin-
echo decay to a stretched form s(t) / exp(2(t/T2)

a), for p5 0.108 (c) and
p5 0.12 (d). e, f, Stretching exponent a for p5 0.108 (e) and p5 0.12 (f). The
deviation from a5 2 on cooling arises mostly from an intrinsic combination of
Gaussian and exponential decays, combined with some spatial distribution of
T2 values (Supplementary Information). The grey areas define the crossover
temperature Tslow below which slow spin fluctuations cause 1/T2 to increase
and to become field dependent; note that the change of shape of the spin-echo
decay occurs at a slightly higher (,115K) temperature than Tslow. Tslow is
slightly lower thanTcharge, which is consistentwith the slow fluctuations being a
consequence of charge-stripe order. The increase of a at the lowest
temperatures probably signifies that the condition cÆhz2æ1/2tc= 1, where tc is
the correlation time, is no longer fulfilled, so that the associated decay is no
longer a pure exponential. We note that the upturn of 1/T2 is already present at
15T, whereas no line splitting is detected at this field. The field therefore affects
the spin fluctuations quantitatively but not qualitatively. g, Plot of NMR signal
intensity (corrected for a temperature factor 1/T and for the T2 decay) against
temperature. Open circles, p5 0.108 (28.5T); filled circles, p5 0.12 (33.5T).
The absence of any intensity loss at low temperatures also rules out the presence
of magnetic order with any significant moment. Error bars represent the added
uncertainties in signal analysis, experimental conditions andT2measurements.
All measurements are with H | | c.
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evidence (explaining the rotational symmetry breaking) over a broad
temperature range in YBa2Cu3Oy (refs 14, 19–22). Therefore, instead
of being a defining property of the ordered state, the small amplitude of
the charge differentiation is more likely to be a consequence of stripe
order (the smectic phase of an electronic liquid crystal17) remaining
partly fluctuating (that is, nematic).
In stripe copper oxides, charge order at T5Tcharge is always accom-

panied by spin order at Tspin,Tcharge. Slowing down of the spin

fluctuations strongly enhances the spin–lattice (1/T1) and spin–spin
(1/T2) relaxation rates between Tcharge and Tspin for

139La nuclei. For
themore strongly hyperfine-coupled 63Cu, the relaxation rates become
so large that the Cu signal is gradually ‘wiped out’ on cooling below
Tcharge (refs 18, 23, 24). In contrast, the 63Cu(2) signal here in
YBa2Cu3Oy does not experience any intensity loss and 1/T1 does not
show any peak or enhancement as a function of temperature (Fig. 3).
Moreover, the anisotropy of the linewidth (Supplementary
Information) indicates that the spins, although staggered, align mostly
along the field (that is, c axis) direction, and the typical width of the
central lines at base temperature sets an uppermagnitude for the static
spin polarization as small as gÆSzæ# 23 1023mB for both samples in
fields of,30T. These consistent observations rule out the presence of
magnetic order, in agreement with an earlier suggestion based on the
presence of free-electron-like Zeeman splitting6.
In stripe-ordered copper oxides, the strong increase of 1/T2 on

cooling below Tcharge is accompanied by a crossover of the time decay
of the spin-echo from the high-temperature Gaussian form
exp(2K(t/T2G)2) to an exponential form exp(2t/T2E)18,23. A similar
crossover occurs here, albeit in a less extreme manner because of the
absence ofmagnetic order: 1/T2 sharply increases belowTcharge and the
decay actually becomes a combination of exponential and Gaussian
decays (Fig. 3). In Supplementary Information we provide evidence
that the typical values of the 1/T2E below Tcharge imply that antiferro-
magnetic (or ‘spin-density-wave’) fluctuations are slow enough to
appear frozen on the timescale of a cyclotron orbit 1/vc< 10212 s.
In principle, such slow fluctuations could reconstruct the Fermi sur-
face, provided that spins are correlated over large enough distances25,26

(see also ref. 9). It is unclear whether this condition is fulfilled here. The
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Figure 4 | Phase diagram of underdoped YBa2Cu3Oy. The charge ordering
temperature Tcharge (defined as the onset of the Cu2F line splitting; blue open
circles) coincides with T0 (brown plus signs), the temperature at which the Hall
constant RH changes its sign. T0 is considered as the onset of the Fermi surface
reconstruction11–13. The continuous line represents the superconducting
transition temperature Tc. The dashed line indicates the speculative nature of
the extrapolation of the field-induced charge order. The magnetic transition
temperatures (Tspin) are frommuon-spin-rotation (mSR) data (green stars)27.T0
and Tspin vanish close to the same critical concentration p5 0.08. A scenario of
field-induced spin order has been predicted for p. 0.08 (ref. 8) by analogy with
La1.855Sr0.145CuO4, for which the non-magnetic ground state switches to
antiferromagnetic order in fields greater than a few teslas (ref. 7 and references
therein).Ourwork, however, shows that spin order does not occur up to,30T.
In contrast, the field-induced charge order reported here raises the question of
whether a similar field-dependent charge order actually underlies the field
dependence of the spin order in La22xSrxCuO4 and YBa2Cu3O6.45. Error bars
represent the uncertainty in defining the onset of theNMR line splitting (Fig. 1f
and Supplementary Figs 8–10).
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Figure 3 | Slow spin fluctuations instead of spin order. a, b, Temperature
dependence of the planar 63Cu spin-lattice relaxation rate 1/T1 for p5 0.108
(a) and p5 0.12 (b). The absence of any peak/enhancement on cooling rules
out the occurrence of a magnetic transition. c, d, Increase in the 63Cu spin–spin
relaxation rate 1/T2 on cooling below,Tcharge, obtained from a fit of the spin-
echo decay to a stretched form s(t) / exp(2(t/T2)

a), for p5 0.108 (c) and
p5 0.12 (d). e, f, Stretching exponent a for p5 0.108 (e) and p5 0.12 (f). The
deviation from a5 2 on cooling arises mostly from an intrinsic combination of
Gaussian and exponential decays, combined with some spatial distribution of
T2 values (Supplementary Information). The grey areas define the crossover
temperature Tslow below which slow spin fluctuations cause 1/T2 to increase
and to become field dependent; note that the change of shape of the spin-echo
decay occurs at a slightly higher (,115K) temperature than Tslow. Tslow is
slightly lower thanTcharge, which is consistentwith the slow fluctuations being a
consequence of charge-stripe order. The increase of a at the lowest
temperatures probably signifies that the condition cÆhz2æ1/2tc= 1, where tc is
the correlation time, is no longer fulfilled, so that the associated decay is no
longer a pure exponential. We note that the upturn of 1/T2 is already present at
15T, whereas no line splitting is detected at this field. The field therefore affects
the spin fluctuations quantitatively but not qualitatively. g, Plot of NMR signal
intensity (corrected for a temperature factor 1/T and for the T2 decay) against
temperature. Open circles, p5 0.108 (28.5T); filled circles, p5 0.12 (33.5T).
The absence of any intensity loss at low temperatures also rules out the presence
of magnetic order with any significant moment. Error bars represent the added
uncertainties in signal analysis, experimental conditions andT2measurements.
All measurements are with H | | c.
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and can be described by the generic formula [25],

Jc!Q" ! Cie2Q#Qi , (1)

where Ci $ 4.4 3 107 A#cm2 and Qi % 5± for hole-
doped superconductors, and Ci $ 1.8 3 106A#cm2 and
Qi % 2± for electron-doped superconductors. Despite
a similar angular dependence, the Jc values can differ
widely between electron- and hole-doped cuprates, espe-
cially for high-Q grain boundary junctions. The original
tricrystal configuration [Fig. 1(a)] [24], requires [001]
tilt grain boundary junctions with 30± misorientation.
According to Eq. (1), Jc for Q ! 30± should be about
0.5 A#cm2 for NCCO, 5 orders of magnitude smaller
than for YBCO [24]. Although this disadvantage can be
partially offset by making thicker films, care must be
taken to avoid film inhomogeneity and retain film epitaxy.
With these constraints in mind, we have deposited c-axis-
oriented epitaxial films (thickness $6000 10 000 Å) of
NCCO and PCCO on various tricrystal [100] SrTiO3
substrates. The electron-doped cuprate films were grown
epitaxially on the substrate at T ! 750 ±C using pulsed
laser deposition from a stoichiometric target of NCCO or
PCCO in 300 mTorr of nitrous oxide. The film deposition
is followed by a vaccum annealing at 750 ±C for 5 minutes
followed by a slow cooling to room temperature. This
achieves a full oxygenation during film growth, followed
by a controlled reduction to remove the excess oxygen at
the apical site (i.e., in Nd1.85Ce0.15CuO42y , y & 0.04).

FIG. 1. (a) Geometry of the frustrated tricrystal geometry, with
polar plots of the pairing orbital wave functions (white and black
indicating opposite signs) for a dx22y2 superconductor. (b), (c)
SSM images of a NCCO thin film epitaxially grown on the
STO substrate (a), cooled in nominal zero field and imaged
at 4.2 K with a square pickup loop 7.5 mm in diameter, with
fields of 10.2 mG (b) and 20.2 mG (c) applied. (d) A three-
dimensional rendering of the image '!b" 2 !c"(#2.

A judicious control of the oxygen content is crucial for
maximizing Tc, and to control other superconducting and
normal-state properties in the bulk and at the junction
interface [26].
Our films have a Tc of 22–25 K for NCCO, and 22–

23 K for PCCO. The 10%–90% resistive transition width
is 0.6 K or less. The in-plane normal-state resistivity is
$300 mV cm at room temperature, with a quadratic tem-
perature variation [6]. The room temperature to Tc resistiv-
ity ratio is 5 to 6. The critical current of an NCCO bicrystal
grain boundary junction !Q ! 30±" at 4.2 K and ambient
magnetic field is Jc ! 6 6 2 A#cm2, about a factor of 10
larger than predicted by Eq. (1), indicating better sample
quality.
As in the previous tricrystal experiments [1,24], we use

a scanning SQUID microscope (SSM) [27] to measure
the magnetic fields near the tricrystal point of a c-axis-
oriented epitaxial cuprate film deposited on a tricrystal
(100) SrTiO3 type orbital (STO) substrate [Fig. 1(a)]. The
crystallographic orientations of the tricrystal were chosen
to form an energetically frustrated state at the tricrystal
point for a superconductor with dx22y2 pairing symmetry,
regardless of whether the grain boundary junction interface
is in the clean or dirty limit [24]. This frustration is relaxed
by the spontaneous generation of a magnetic vortex with
total flux F being half of the conventional superconductor
flux quantum !F ! F0#2 ! hc#4e". Direct observation
of this half-flux quantum effect serves as conclusive evi-
dence for d-wave symmetry. Shown in Figs. 1(b) and 1(c)
are SSM images for an NCCO film deposited on an STO
substrate with the geometry of Fig. 1(a). These images
are of Josephson vortices with fields either pointing out of
(b) or into (c) the sample, centered at the tricrystal point
and extending along the grain boundaries. The images
are complicated by smooth variations in the background
signal, inductive interactions between the SQUID and the
sample, and dipolar features (often observed in SSM im-
ages of cuprate superconductors [28]), presumably due to
roughness and/or magnetic inhomogeneities at the surface.
Figure 1(d) shows a three-dimensional rendering of an im-
age obtained by subtracting (c) from (b) (and dividing by
2). This largely removes the extraneous features. There are
several evidences that the magnetic signals at the tricrys-
tal point are due to half-flux quantum Josephson vortices.
First, although the vortices can switch signs, the field mag-
nitude is the same after these changes, and there is always
a vortex with this general appearance at the tricrystal point,
under any conditions of cooldown and externally applied
magnetic field. Further, the observed magnetic fields agree
with those expected for the half-flux quantum Joseph-
son vortex. The normal component of the magnetic field
from such a vortex at the superconducting surface is given
by [29]

Bz!ri , ri!" !
F0ai

plLlJi

e2ri#lJi

1 1 a2
i e22ri#lji

e2jri!j#lL , (2)
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Pairing Symmetry and Flux Quantization in a
Tricrystal Superconducting Ring of YBa2Cu307—j

C.C. Tsuei, J.R. Kirtley, C.C. Chi, * Lock See Yu-Jahnes, A. Gupta, T. Shaw, J.Z. Sun, and M. B.Ketchen
IBM Thomas J. Watson Research Center, P.O. Box 218, Yorktown Heights, New York l0598

(Received 21 March 1994; revised manuscript received 19 May 1994)
%e have used the concept of flux quantization in superconducting YBa2Cu307 h rings with 0, 2, and

3 grain-boundary Josephson junctions to test the pairing symmetry in high-T, superconductors. The
magnetic flux threading these rings at 4.2 K is measured by employing a scanning superconducting
quantum interference device microscope. Spontaneous magnetization of a half magnetic flux quantum,
40/2 = h/4e has been observed in the 3-junction ring, but not in the 2-junction rings. These results
are consistent with d-wave pairing symmetry.

PACS numbers: 74.60.6e, 74.72.Bk

An unambiguous determination of the order parame-
ter symmetry is crucial to understanding the mechanism
responsible for high-temperature superconductivity in the
cuprates. For example, a d, 2—y2 symmetry [A(k) —k, —
k2 —cos28] in the pairing wave function will lend strong
support for pairing mediated by antiferromagnetic spin
fluctuations [1]. Theories such as the interlayer coupling
model [2] will be supported if s-wave superconductivity
can be demonstrated. On the other hand, the van Hove
model [3] is compatible with either symmetry. Recently,
there have been numerous experiments [4—6] dealing with
various aspects of pairing symmetry in high-T, supercon-
ductors. Unfortunately, the results are ambiguous. The
reports in favor of d-wave pairing are roughly equal in
number to those supporting s-wave symmetry. This un-
settling situation partially stems from the often indirect
nature of the experimental evidence, as well as experi-
mental issues such as sample quality, impurity scatter-
ing, twinning, and trapped magnetic flux. For details, the
reader is referred to Ref. [4].
In this Letter an experiment based on flux quanti-

zation of a three-grain ring of YBa2Cu307 s is pro-
posed and applied to test the symmetry of the pair state.
The symmetry of a pair wave function can best be
probed at the junction interface as the Cooper pairs tun-
nel across a Josephson junction or weak link [7]. The
sign of the Josephson current of a junction between two
d-wave superconductors depends on the relative orienta-
tion of their order parameters with respect to the junction
interface. As shown recently by Sigrist and Rice [8], the
supercurrent I,'~ can be expressed by

I;~ = (A'J cos28; cos28, ) sinlLP;. = I,'J sinb, P;, , (1)
where A'j is a constant characteristic of junction ij,
and 8; and 8, are angles of the crystallographic axes
(or equivalently wave vectors k and kY) with respect
to a junction interface (e.g., a grain boundary) between
superconductors i and j.
In the case of s-wave symmetry, the sign of I" is

a constant of 8;, 8J-, but its magnitude can vary due to
gap anisotropy. For the case of a single superconduct-

C,„,+ I L+ d@;, = n4, ,4p
2 J

(2)

where I„the current circulating in the ring, is given by

I, = I,' sind @i2 = I, sink@23 = I,"sinb, P;, . (3)

Equations (2) and (3) are valid for both s-wave and d-
wave rings. In the case of a ring with an odd number
of vr junctions, it is sufficient to consider the case where
only one critical current is negative (say I,' = —~l,' ~).
Then I, = ~I,'2~sin( —m + A@i2). For zero external field,4„,= 0, n = 0, and ~1,' ~

L && 40, I,"L && iI~0, the flux
quantization condition Eq. (2) will lead to the following
expression for the circulating current:

2m'(L/4O) + 1/ (I'2] + 1/IP + (4)

Equation (4) is essentially a restatement of the spontaneous
magnetization of an odd-number m. -junction ring.
It should be pointed out that the Sigrist-Rice formula,

Eq. (1), is based on an implicit assumption that the junc-
tion interface is perfectly smooth and without any disor-
der. In reality, the electron wave vector orthogonal to
the junction face can be significantly distorted by inter-
face roughness, impurities, strain, oxygen deficiency, etc.

ing ring with one Josephson junction, Sigrist and Rice
showed that, based on free energy considerations, the
ground state of a ring with one m. junction (i.e., I'~ &
0) has a spontaneous magnetization if the critical cur-
rent is sufficiently large. The magnetic flux threading
through such a m ring is exactly half of the flux quantum
(40/2 = Ii/4e = 1.035 X 10 Gcm ) when the external
field H,„,= 0 and the condition L ~1, ~

& 4O, where L is
the self-inductance of the ring, is satisfied. In the case of
a multiple-junction ring, Sigrist and Rice [8] suggested that
a ring of odd-number njunction. s will also exhibit 40/2
spontaneous magnetization. In the following, we show
that this is indeed true. In reference to the odd-number
n.-junction ring in Fig. 1 and Eq. (1), the flux quantization
of a superconducting ring can be written as follows:

0031-9007/94/73 (4)/593 (4)$06.00
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evidence (explaining the rotational symmetry breaking) over a broad
temperature range in YBa2Cu3Oy (refs 14, 19–22). Therefore, instead
of being a defining property of the ordered state, the small amplitude of
the charge differentiation is more likely to be a consequence of stripe
order (the smectic phase of an electronic liquid crystal17) remaining
partly fluctuating (that is, nematic).
In stripe copper oxides, charge order at T5Tcharge is always accom-

panied by spin order at Tspin,Tcharge. Slowing down of the spin

fluctuations strongly enhances the spin–lattice (1/T1) and spin–spin
(1/T2) relaxation rates between Tcharge and Tspin for

139La nuclei. For
themore strongly hyperfine-coupled 63Cu, the relaxation rates become
so large that the Cu signal is gradually ‘wiped out’ on cooling below
Tcharge (refs 18, 23, 24). In contrast, the 63Cu(2) signal here in
YBa2Cu3Oy does not experience any intensity loss and 1/T1 does not
show any peak or enhancement as a function of temperature (Fig. 3).
Moreover, the anisotropy of the linewidth (Supplementary
Information) indicates that the spins, although staggered, align mostly
along the field (that is, c axis) direction, and the typical width of the
central lines at base temperature sets an uppermagnitude for the static
spin polarization as small as gÆSzæ# 23 1023mB for both samples in
fields of,30T. These consistent observations rule out the presence of
magnetic order, in agreement with an earlier suggestion based on the
presence of free-electron-like Zeeman splitting6.
In stripe-ordered copper oxides, the strong increase of 1/T2 on

cooling below Tcharge is accompanied by a crossover of the time decay
of the spin-echo from the high-temperature Gaussian form
exp(2K(t/T2G)2) to an exponential form exp(2t/T2E)18,23. A similar
crossover occurs here, albeit in a less extreme manner because of the
absence ofmagnetic order: 1/T2 sharply increases belowTcharge and the
decay actually becomes a combination of exponential and Gaussian
decays (Fig. 3). In Supplementary Information we provide evidence
that the typical values of the 1/T2E below Tcharge imply that antiferro-
magnetic (or ‘spin-density-wave’) fluctuations are slow enough to
appear frozen on the timescale of a cyclotron orbit 1/vc< 10212 s.
In principle, such slow fluctuations could reconstruct the Fermi sur-
face, provided that spins are correlated over large enough distances25,26

(see also ref. 9). It is unclear whether this condition is fulfilled here. The
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Figure 4 | Phase diagram of underdoped YBa2Cu3Oy. The charge ordering
temperature Tcharge (defined as the onset of the Cu2F line splitting; blue open
circles) coincides with T0 (brown plus signs), the temperature at which the Hall
constant RH changes its sign. T0 is considered as the onset of the Fermi surface
reconstruction11–13. The continuous line represents the superconducting
transition temperature Tc. The dashed line indicates the speculative nature of
the extrapolation of the field-induced charge order. The magnetic transition
temperatures (Tspin) are frommuon-spin-rotation (mSR) data (green stars)27.T0
and Tspin vanish close to the same critical concentration p5 0.08. A scenario of
field-induced spin order has been predicted for p. 0.08 (ref. 8) by analogy with
La1.855Sr0.145CuO4, for which the non-magnetic ground state switches to
antiferromagnetic order in fields greater than a few teslas (ref. 7 and references
therein).Ourwork, however, shows that spin order does not occur up to,30T.
In contrast, the field-induced charge order reported here raises the question of
whether a similar field-dependent charge order actually underlies the field
dependence of the spin order in La22xSrxCuO4 and YBa2Cu3O6.45. Error bars
represent the uncertainty in defining the onset of theNMR line splitting (Fig. 1f
and Supplementary Figs 8–10).
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Figure 3 | Slow spin fluctuations instead of spin order. a, b, Temperature
dependence of the planar 63Cu spin-lattice relaxation rate 1/T1 for p5 0.108
(a) and p5 0.12 (b). The absence of any peak/enhancement on cooling rules
out the occurrence of a magnetic transition. c, d, Increase in the 63Cu spin–spin
relaxation rate 1/T2 on cooling below,Tcharge, obtained from a fit of the spin-
echo decay to a stretched form s(t) / exp(2(t/T2)

a), for p5 0.108 (c) and
p5 0.12 (d). e, f, Stretching exponent a for p5 0.108 (e) and p5 0.12 (f). The
deviation from a5 2 on cooling arises mostly from an intrinsic combination of
Gaussian and exponential decays, combined with some spatial distribution of
T2 values (Supplementary Information). The grey areas define the crossover
temperature Tslow below which slow spin fluctuations cause 1/T2 to increase
and to become field dependent; note that the change of shape of the spin-echo
decay occurs at a slightly higher (,115K) temperature than Tslow. Tslow is
slightly lower thanTcharge, which is consistentwith the slow fluctuations being a
consequence of charge-stripe order. The increase of a at the lowest
temperatures probably signifies that the condition cÆhz2æ1/2tc= 1, where tc is
the correlation time, is no longer fulfilled, so that the associated decay is no
longer a pure exponential. We note that the upturn of 1/T2 is already present at
15T, whereas no line splitting is detected at this field. The field therefore affects
the spin fluctuations quantitatively but not qualitatively. g, Plot of NMR signal
intensity (corrected for a temperature factor 1/T and for the T2 decay) against
temperature. Open circles, p5 0.108 (28.5T); filled circles, p5 0.12 (33.5T).
The absence of any intensity loss at low temperatures also rules out the presence
of magnetic order with any significant moment. Error bars represent the added
uncertainties in signal analysis, experimental conditions andT2measurements.
All measurements are with H | | c.
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evidence (explaining the rotational symmetry breaking) over a broad
temperature range in YBa2Cu3Oy (refs 14, 19–22). Therefore, instead
of being a defining property of the ordered state, the small amplitude of
the charge differentiation is more likely to be a consequence of stripe
order (the smectic phase of an electronic liquid crystal17) remaining
partly fluctuating (that is, nematic).
In stripe copper oxides, charge order at T5Tcharge is always accom-

panied by spin order at Tspin,Tcharge. Slowing down of the spin

fluctuations strongly enhances the spin–lattice (1/T1) and spin–spin
(1/T2) relaxation rates between Tcharge and Tspin for

139La nuclei. For
themore strongly hyperfine-coupled 63Cu, the relaxation rates become
so large that the Cu signal is gradually ‘wiped out’ on cooling below
Tcharge (refs 18, 23, 24). In contrast, the 63Cu(2) signal here in
YBa2Cu3Oy does not experience any intensity loss and 1/T1 does not
show any peak or enhancement as a function of temperature (Fig. 3).
Moreover, the anisotropy of the linewidth (Supplementary
Information) indicates that the spins, although staggered, align mostly
along the field (that is, c axis) direction, and the typical width of the
central lines at base temperature sets an uppermagnitude for the static
spin polarization as small as gÆSzæ# 23 1023mB for both samples in
fields of,30T. These consistent observations rule out the presence of
magnetic order, in agreement with an earlier suggestion based on the
presence of free-electron-like Zeeman splitting6.
In stripe-ordered copper oxides, the strong increase of 1/T2 on

cooling below Tcharge is accompanied by a crossover of the time decay
of the spin-echo from the high-temperature Gaussian form
exp(2K(t/T2G)2) to an exponential form exp(2t/T2E)18,23. A similar
crossover occurs here, albeit in a less extreme manner because of the
absence ofmagnetic order: 1/T2 sharply increases belowTcharge and the
decay actually becomes a combination of exponential and Gaussian
decays (Fig. 3). In Supplementary Information we provide evidence
that the typical values of the 1/T2E below Tcharge imply that antiferro-
magnetic (or ‘spin-density-wave’) fluctuations are slow enough to
appear frozen on the timescale of a cyclotron orbit 1/vc< 10212 s.
In principle, such slow fluctuations could reconstruct the Fermi sur-
face, provided that spins are correlated over large enough distances25,26

(see also ref. 9). It is unclear whether this condition is fulfilled here. The
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and Tspin vanish close to the same critical concentration p5 0.08. A scenario of
field-induced spin order has been predicted for p. 0.08 (ref. 8) by analogy with
La1.855Sr0.145CuO4, for which the non-magnetic ground state switches to
antiferromagnetic order in fields greater than a few teslas (ref. 7 and references
therein).Ourwork, however, shows that spin order does not occur up to,30T.
In contrast, the field-induced charge order reported here raises the question of
whether a similar field-dependent charge order actually underlies the field
dependence of the spin order in La22xSrxCuO4 and YBa2Cu3O6.45. Error bars
represent the uncertainty in defining the onset of theNMR line splitting (Fig. 1f
and Supplementary Figs 8–10).
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dependence of the planar 63Cu spin-lattice relaxation rate 1/T1 for p5 0.108
(a) and p5 0.12 (b). The absence of any peak/enhancement on cooling rules
out the occurrence of a magnetic transition. c, d, Increase in the 63Cu spin–spin
relaxation rate 1/T2 on cooling below,Tcharge, obtained from a fit of the spin-
echo decay to a stretched form s(t) / exp(2(t/T2)

a), for p5 0.108 (c) and
p5 0.12 (d). e, f, Stretching exponent a for p5 0.108 (e) and p5 0.12 (f). The
deviation from a5 2 on cooling arises mostly from an intrinsic combination of
Gaussian and exponential decays, combined with some spatial distribution of
T2 values (Supplementary Information). The grey areas define the crossover
temperature Tslow below which slow spin fluctuations cause 1/T2 to increase
and to become field dependent; note that the change of shape of the spin-echo
decay occurs at a slightly higher (,115K) temperature than Tslow. Tslow is
slightly lower thanTcharge, which is consistentwith the slow fluctuations being a
consequence of charge-stripe order. The increase of a at the lowest
temperatures probably signifies that the condition cÆhz2æ1/2tc= 1, where tc is
the correlation time, is no longer fulfilled, so that the associated decay is no
longer a pure exponential. We note that the upturn of 1/T2 is already present at
15T, whereas no line splitting is detected at this field. The field therefore affects
the spin fluctuations quantitatively but not qualitatively. g, Plot of NMR signal
intensity (corrected for a temperature factor 1/T and for the T2 decay) against
temperature. Open circles, p5 0.108 (28.5T); filled circles, p5 0.12 (33.5T).
The absence of any intensity loss at low temperatures also rules out the presence
of magnetic order with any significant moment. Error bars represent the added
uncertainties in signal analysis, experimental conditions andT2measurements.
All measurements are with H | | c.
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A Four Unit Cell Periodic
Pattern of Quasi-Particle States
Surrounding Vortex Cores in

Bi2Sr2CaCu2O8!"
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Scanning tunneling microscopy is used to image the additional quasi-particle
states generated by quantized vortices in the high critical temperature super-
conductor Bi2Sr2CaCu2O8!". They exhibit a copper-oxygen bond–oriented
“checkerboard” pattern, with four unit cell (4a0) periodicity and a #30 ang-
strom decay length. These electronic modulations may be related to the mag-
netic field–induced, 8a0 periodic, spin density modulations with decay length
of #70 angstroms recently discovered in La1.84Sr0.16CuO4. The proposed ex-
planation is a spin density wave localized surrounding each vortex core. General
theoretical principles predict that, in the cuprates, a localized spin modulation
of wavelength $ should be associated with a corresponding electronic modu-
lation of wavelength $/2, in good agreement with our observations.

Theory indicates that the electronic structure of
the cuprates is susceptible to transitions into a
variety of ordered states (1–10). Experimentally,
antiferromagnetism (AF) and high-temperature
superconductivity (HTSC) occupy well-known
regions of the phase diagram, but, outside these
regions, several unidentified ordered states exist.
For example, at low hole densities and above the
superconducting transition temperature, the un-
identified “pseudogap” state exhibits gapped
electronic excitations (11). Other unidentified
ordered states, both insulating (12) and conduct-
ing (13), exist in magnetic fields sufficient to
quench superconductivity. Categorization of the
cuprate electronic ordered states and clarifica-
tion of their relationship to HTSC are among the
key challenges in condensed matter physics
today.

Because the suppression of superconductiv-
ity inside a vortex core can allow one of the
alternative ordered states (1–10) to appear there,
the electronic structure of HTSC vortices has
attracted wide attention. Initially, theoretical ef-
forts focused on the quantized vortex in a Bard-
een-Cooper-Schrieffer (BCS) superconductor
with dx2-y2 symmetry (14–18). These models
included predictions that, because of the gap

nodes, the local density of electronic states
(LDOS) inside the core is strongly peaked at the
Fermi level. This peak, which would appear in
tunneling studies as a zero bias conductance
peak (ZBCP), should display a four-fold sym-
metric “star shape” oriented toward the gap
nodes and decaying as a power law with
distance.

Scanning tunneling microscopy (STM) stud-
ies of HTSC vortices have revealed a very dif-
ferent electronic structure from that predicted by
the pure d-wave BCS models. Vortices in
YBa2Cu3O7 (YBCO) lack ZBCPs but exhibit
additional quasi-particle states at %5.5 meV
(19), whereas those in Bi2Sr2CaCu2O8!" (Bi-
2212) also lack ZBCPs (20). More recently, the
additional quasi-particle states at Bi-2212 vorti-
ces were discovered at energies near %7 meV
(21). Thus, a common phenomenology for low-
energy quasi-particles associated with vortices is
becoming apparent. Its features include (i) the
absence of ZBCPs, (ii) a radius for the actual
vortex core (where the coherence peaks are
absent) of #10 Å (21), (iii) low-energy quasi-
particle states at %5.5 meV (YBCO) and %7
meV (Bi-2212), (iv) a radius of up to #75 Å
within which these states are detected (21), and
(v) the absence of a four-fold symmetric star-
shaped LDOS.

Because d-wave BCS models do not explain
this phenomenology, new theoretical approach-
es have been developed. Zhang (5) and Arovas
et al. (22) first focused attention on magnetic
phenomena associated with HTSC vortices with
proposals that a magnetic field induces antifer-
romagnetic order localized by the core. More
generally, new theories describe vortex-induced
electronic and magnetic phenomena when the
anticipated effects of strong correlations and

strong antiferromagnetic spin fluctuations are
included (22–26). Common elements of their
predictions include the following: (i) the prox-
imity of a phase transition into a magnetic or-
dered state can be revealed when the supercon-
ductivity is weakened by the influence of a
vortex (22–26), (ii) the resulting magnetic order,
either spin (22, 23, 25) or orbital (24, 26), will
coexist with superconductivity in some region
near the core, and (iii) this localized magnetic
order will generate associated spatial modula-
tions in the quasi-particle density of states (23–
26). Given the relevance of such predictions to
the identification of alternative ordered states,
determination of the magnetic and electronic
structure of the HTSC vortex is an urgent
priority.

Information on the magnetic structure of
HTSC vortices has recently become available
from neutron scattering and nuclear magnetic
resonance (NMR) studies. Near optimum dop-
ing, some cuprates show strong inelastic neutron
scattering (INS) peaks at the four k-space points
(1/2 % ", 1/2) and (1/2, 1/2 % "), where " # 1/8
and k-space distances are measured in units of
2&/a0. This demonstrates the existence, in real
space, of fluctuating magnetization density with
spatial periodicity of 8a0 oriented along the
Cu-O bond directions, in the superconducting
phase. The first evidence for field-induced mag-
netic order in the cuprates came from INS ex-
periments on La1.84Sr0.16CuO4 by Lake et al.
(27). When La1.84Sr0.16CuO4 is cooled into the
superconducting state, the scattering intensity at
these characteristic k-space locations disappears
at energies below #7 meV, opening up a “spin
gap.” Application of a 7.5 T magnetic field
below 10 K causes the scattering intensity to
reappear with strength almost equal to that in the
normal state. These field-induced spin fluctua-
tions have a spatial periodicity of 8a0 and wave
vector pointing along the Cu-O bond direction.
Their magnetic coherence length LM is at least
20a0, although the vortex-core diameter is only
#5a0. More recently, studies by Khaykovich et
al. (28) on a related material, La2CuO4!y, found
field-induced enhancement of elastic neutron
scattering (ENS) intensity at these same incom-
mensurate k-space locations, but with LM '
100a0. Thus, field-induced static AF order with
8a0 periodicity exists in this material. Finally,
NMR studies by Mitrović et al. (29) explored
the spatial distribution of magnetic fluctuations
near the core. NMR is used because 1/T1, the
inverse spin-lattice relaxation time, is a measure
of spin fluctuations, and the Larmor frequency
of the probe nucleus is a measure of their loca-
tions relative to the vortex center. In YBCO at
B ( 13 T, the 1/T1 of 17O rises rapidly as the
core is approached and then diminishes inside
the core. These experiments are all consistent
with vortex-induced spin fluctuations occurring
outside the core.

Theoretical attention was first focused on the
regions outside the core by a phenomenological
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model that proposed that the circulating super-
currents weaken the superconducting order pa-
rameter and allow the local appearance of a
coexisting spin density wave (SDW) and HTSC
phase (23) surrounding the core. In a more
recent model, which is an extension of (5) and
(22), the effective mass associated with spin
fluctuations results in an AF localization length
that might be substantially greater than the core
radius (30). An associated appearance of charge
density wave order was also predicted (31)
whose effects on the HTSC quasi-particles
should be detectable in the regions surrounding
the vortex core (23).

To test these ideas, we apply our recently
developed techniques of low-energy quasi-par-
ticle imaging at HTSC vortices (21). We choose
to study Bi-2212, because YBCO and LSCO
have proven nonideal for spectroscopic studies
because their cleaved surfaces often exhibit
nonsuperconducting spectra. Our “as-grown”
Bi-2212 crystals are generated by the floating
zone method, are slightly overdoped with Tc !
89 K, and contain 0.5% of Ni impurity atoms.
They are cleaved (at the BiO plane) in cryogen-
ic ultrahigh vacuum below 30 K and immedi-
ately inserted into the STM head. Figure 1A
shows a topographic image of the 560 Å square
area where all the STM measurements reported
here were carried out. The atomic resolution
and the supermodulation (with wavelength
"26 Å oriented at 45° to the Cu-O bond direc-
tions) are evident throughout.

To study effects of the magnetic field B on
the superconducting electronic structure, we
first acquire zero-field maps of the differential
tunneling conductance (G ! dI/dV) measured
at all locations (x, y) in the field of view (FOV)
of Fig. 1A. Because LDOS(E ! eV) # G(V ),
where V is the sample bias voltage, this results
in a two-dimensional map of the local density
of states LDOS(E, x, y, B ! 0). We acquire
these LDOS maps at energies ranging from –12
meV to $12 meV in 1-meV increments. The B
field is then ramped to its target value, and, after
any drift has stabilized, we remeasure the topo-
graph with the same resolution. The FOV
where the high-field LDOS measurements are
to be made is then matched to that in Fig. 1A
within 1 Å ("0.25a0) by comparing character-
istic topographic/spectroscopic features. Final-
ly, we acquire the high-field LDOS maps,
LDOS(E, x, y, B), at the same series of energies
as the zero-field case.

To focus preferentially on B field effects,
we define a type of two-dimensional map:

S E1

E2(x, y, B) ! !
E1

E2

%LDOS&E, x, y, B'

! LDOS&E, x, y, 0'(dE (1)

which represents the integral of all additional
spectral density induced by the B field be-
tween the energies E1 and E2 at each location

(x, y). We use this technique of combined
electronic background subtraction and energy
integration to enhance the signal-to-noise ra-
tio of the vortex-induced states. In Bi-2212,
these states are broadly distributed in energy
around )7 meV (21), so S )1

)12(x, y, B) effec-
tively maps the additional spectral strength
under their peaks.

Figure 1B is an image of S1
12(x, y, 5)

measured in the FOV of Fig. 1A. The loca-
tions of seven vortices are evident as the
darker regions of dimension "100 Å. Each
vortex displays a spatial structure in the inte-
grated LDOS consisting of a checkerboard
pattern oriented along Cu-O bonds. We have
observed spatial structure with the same pe-
riodicity and orientation, in the vortex-in-
duced LDOS on multiple samples and at
fields ranging from 2 to 7 T. In all 35 vortices
studied in detail, this spatial and energetic
structure exists, but the checkerboard is more
clearly resolved by the positive-bias peak.

We show the power spectrum from the
two-dimensional Fourier transform of
S1

12(x, y, 5),PS[S1
12(x, y, 5)]!{FT%S1

12&x, y, 5)]}2,
in Fig. 2A and a labeled schematic of these
results in Fig. 2B. In these k-space images,
the atomic periodicity is detected at the points
labeled by A, which by definition are at
(0,)1) and ()1,0). The harmonics of the
supermodulation are identified by the sym-
bols B1 and B2. These features (A, B1, and
B2) are observed in the Fourier transforms of
all LDOS maps, independent of magnetic
field, and they remain as a small background
signal in PS[S1

12(x, y, 5)] because the zero-
field and high-field LDOS images can only
be matched to within 1 Å before subtraction.
Most importantly, PS[S1

12(x, y, 5)] reveals
new peaks at the four k-space points, which
correspond to the spatial structure of the vor-
tex-induced quasi-particle states. We label
their locations C. No similar peaks in the
spectral weight exist at these points in the
two-dimensional Fourier transform of these
zero-field LDOS maps.

To quantify these results, we fit a Lorent-
zian to PS[S1

12(x, y, 5)] at each of the four
points labeled C in Fig. 2B. We find that they
occur at k-space radius 0.062 Å*1 with width
+ ! 0.011 ) 0.002 Å*1. Figure 2C shows
the value of PS[S1

12(x, y, 5)] measured along
the dashed line in Fig. 2B. The central peak
associated with long-wavelength structure,
the peak associated with the atoms, and the
peak due to the vortex-induced quasi-particle
states are all evident. The vortex-induced
states identified by this means occur at ()1/4,
0) and (0, )1/4) to within the accuracy of the
measurement. Equivalently, the checkerboard
pattern evident in the LDOS has spatial peri-
odicity 4a0 oriented along the Cu-O bonds.
Furthermore, the width + of the Lorentzian
yields a spatial correlation length for these
LDOS oscillations of L ! (1/,+) - 30 ) 5

Å (or L - 7.8 ) 1.3a0). This is substantially
greater than the measured (21) core radius. It
is also evident in Figs. 1B and 2A that the
LDOS oscillations have stronger spectral
weight in one Cu-O direction than in the

Fig. 1. Topographic and spectroscopic images of
the same area of a Bi-2212 surface. (A) A topo-
graphic image of the 560 Å field of view (FOV ) in
which the vortex studies were carried out. The
supermodulation can be seen clearly along with
some effects of electronic inhomogeneity. The
Cu–O–Cu bonds are oriented at 45° to the su-
permodulation. Atomic resolution is evident
throughout, and the inset shows a 140 Å square
FOV at .2 magnification to make this easier to
see. The mean Bi-Bi distance apparent here is
a0 ! 3.83 Å and is identical to the mean Cu-Cu
distance in the CuO plane "5 Å below. (B) A map
of S1

12(x, y, 5) showing the additional LDOS in-
duced by the seven vortices. Each vortex is ap-
parent as a checkerboard at 45° to the page
orientation. Not all are identical, most likely be-
cause of the effects of electronic inhomogeneity.
The units of S1

12(x, y, 5) are picoamps because it
represents /dI/dV!0V. In this energy range, the
maximum integrated LDOS at a vortex is "3
pA, as compared with the zero field integrated
LDOS of "1 pA. The latter is subtracted from
the former to give a maximum contrast of "2
pA. We also note that the integrated differen-
tial conductance between 0 and *200 meV is
200 pA because all measurements reported in
this paper were obtained at a junction resis-
tance of 1 gigaohm set at a bias voltage of
–200 mV.
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Scanning tunneling microscopy is used to image the additional quasi-particle
states generated by quantized vortices in the high critical temperature super-
conductor Bi2Sr2CaCu2O8!". They exhibit a copper-oxygen bond–oriented
“checkerboard” pattern, with four unit cell (4a0) periodicity and a #30 ang-
strom decay length. These electronic modulations may be related to the mag-
netic field–induced, 8a0 periodic, spin density modulations with decay length
of #70 angstroms recently discovered in La1.84Sr0.16CuO4. The proposed ex-
planation is a spin density wave localized surrounding each vortex core. General
theoretical principles predict that, in the cuprates, a localized spin modulation
of wavelength $ should be associated with a corresponding electronic modu-
lation of wavelength $/2, in good agreement with our observations.

Theory indicates that the electronic structure of
the cuprates is susceptible to transitions into a
variety of ordered states (1–10). Experimentally,
antiferromagnetism (AF) and high-temperature
superconductivity (HTSC) occupy well-known
regions of the phase diagram, but, outside these
regions, several unidentified ordered states exist.
For example, at low hole densities and above the
superconducting transition temperature, the un-
identified “pseudogap” state exhibits gapped
electronic excitations (11). Other unidentified
ordered states, both insulating (12) and conduct-
ing (13), exist in magnetic fields sufficient to
quench superconductivity. Categorization of the
cuprate electronic ordered states and clarifica-
tion of their relationship to HTSC are among the
key challenges in condensed matter physics
today.

Because the suppression of superconductiv-
ity inside a vortex core can allow one of the
alternative ordered states (1–10) to appear there,
the electronic structure of HTSC vortices has
attracted wide attention. Initially, theoretical ef-
forts focused on the quantized vortex in a Bard-
een-Cooper-Schrieffer (BCS) superconductor
with dx2-y2 symmetry (14–18). These models
included predictions that, because of the gap

nodes, the local density of electronic states
(LDOS) inside the core is strongly peaked at the
Fermi level. This peak, which would appear in
tunneling studies as a zero bias conductance
peak (ZBCP), should display a four-fold sym-
metric “star shape” oriented toward the gap
nodes and decaying as a power law with
distance.

Scanning tunneling microscopy (STM) stud-
ies of HTSC vortices have revealed a very dif-
ferent electronic structure from that predicted by
the pure d-wave BCS models. Vortices in
YBa2Cu3O7 (YBCO) lack ZBCPs but exhibit
additional quasi-particle states at %5.5 meV
(19), whereas those in Bi2Sr2CaCu2O8!" (Bi-
2212) also lack ZBCPs (20). More recently, the
additional quasi-particle states at Bi-2212 vorti-
ces were discovered at energies near %7 meV
(21). Thus, a common phenomenology for low-
energy quasi-particles associated with vortices is
becoming apparent. Its features include (i) the
absence of ZBCPs, (ii) a radius for the actual
vortex core (where the coherence peaks are
absent) of #10 Å (21), (iii) low-energy quasi-
particle states at %5.5 meV (YBCO) and %7
meV (Bi-2212), (iv) a radius of up to #75 Å
within which these states are detected (21), and
(v) the absence of a four-fold symmetric star-
shaped LDOS.

Because d-wave BCS models do not explain
this phenomenology, new theoretical approach-
es have been developed. Zhang (5) and Arovas
et al. (22) first focused attention on magnetic
phenomena associated with HTSC vortices with
proposals that a magnetic field induces antifer-
romagnetic order localized by the core. More
generally, new theories describe vortex-induced
electronic and magnetic phenomena when the
anticipated effects of strong correlations and

strong antiferromagnetic spin fluctuations are
included (22–26). Common elements of their
predictions include the following: (i) the prox-
imity of a phase transition into a magnetic or-
dered state can be revealed when the supercon-
ductivity is weakened by the influence of a
vortex (22–26), (ii) the resulting magnetic order,
either spin (22, 23, 25) or orbital (24, 26), will
coexist with superconductivity in some region
near the core, and (iii) this localized magnetic
order will generate associated spatial modula-
tions in the quasi-particle density of states (23–
26). Given the relevance of such predictions to
the identification of alternative ordered states,
determination of the magnetic and electronic
structure of the HTSC vortex is an urgent
priority.

Information on the magnetic structure of
HTSC vortices has recently become available
from neutron scattering and nuclear magnetic
resonance (NMR) studies. Near optimum dop-
ing, some cuprates show strong inelastic neutron
scattering (INS) peaks at the four k-space points
(1/2 % ", 1/2) and (1/2, 1/2 % "), where " # 1/8
and k-space distances are measured in units of
2&/a0. This demonstrates the existence, in real
space, of fluctuating magnetization density with
spatial periodicity of 8a0 oriented along the
Cu-O bond directions, in the superconducting
phase. The first evidence for field-induced mag-
netic order in the cuprates came from INS ex-
periments on La1.84Sr0.16CuO4 by Lake et al.
(27). When La1.84Sr0.16CuO4 is cooled into the
superconducting state, the scattering intensity at
these characteristic k-space locations disappears
at energies below #7 meV, opening up a “spin
gap.” Application of a 7.5 T magnetic field
below 10 K causes the scattering intensity to
reappear with strength almost equal to that in the
normal state. These field-induced spin fluctua-
tions have a spatial periodicity of 8a0 and wave
vector pointing along the Cu-O bond direction.
Their magnetic coherence length LM is at least
20a0, although the vortex-core diameter is only
#5a0. More recently, studies by Khaykovich et
al. (28) on a related material, La2CuO4!y, found
field-induced enhancement of elastic neutron
scattering (ENS) intensity at these same incom-
mensurate k-space locations, but with LM '
100a0. Thus, field-induced static AF order with
8a0 periodicity exists in this material. Finally,
NMR studies by Mitrović et al. (29) explored
the spatial distribution of magnetic fluctuations
near the core. NMR is used because 1/T1, the
inverse spin-lattice relaxation time, is a measure
of spin fluctuations, and the Larmor frequency
of the probe nucleus is a measure of their loca-
tions relative to the vortex center. In YBCO at
B ( 13 T, the 1/T1 of 17O rises rapidly as the
core is approached and then diminishes inside
the core. These experiments are all consistent
with vortex-induced spin fluctuations occurring
outside the core.

Theoretical attention was first focused on the
regions outside the core by a phenomenological
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model that proposed that the circulating super-
currents weaken the superconducting order pa-
rameter and allow the local appearance of a
coexisting spin density wave (SDW) and HTSC
phase (23) surrounding the core. In a more
recent model, which is an extension of (5) and
(22), the effective mass associated with spin
fluctuations results in an AF localization length
that might be substantially greater than the core
radius (30). An associated appearance of charge
density wave order was also predicted (31)
whose effects on the HTSC quasi-particles
should be detectable in the regions surrounding
the vortex core (23).

To test these ideas, we apply our recently
developed techniques of low-energy quasi-par-
ticle imaging at HTSC vortices (21). We choose
to study Bi-2212, because YBCO and LSCO
have proven nonideal for spectroscopic studies
because their cleaved surfaces often exhibit
nonsuperconducting spectra. Our “as-grown”
Bi-2212 crystals are generated by the floating
zone method, are slightly overdoped with Tc !
89 K, and contain 0.5% of Ni impurity atoms.
They are cleaved (at the BiO plane) in cryogen-
ic ultrahigh vacuum below 30 K and immedi-
ately inserted into the STM head. Figure 1A
shows a topographic image of the 560 Å square
area where all the STM measurements reported
here were carried out. The atomic resolution
and the supermodulation (with wavelength
"26 Å oriented at 45° to the Cu-O bond direc-
tions) are evident throughout.

To study effects of the magnetic field B on
the superconducting electronic structure, we
first acquire zero-field maps of the differential
tunneling conductance (G ! dI/dV) measured
at all locations (x, y) in the field of view (FOV)
of Fig. 1A. Because LDOS(E ! eV) # G(V ),
where V is the sample bias voltage, this results
in a two-dimensional map of the local density
of states LDOS(E, x, y, B ! 0). We acquire
these LDOS maps at energies ranging from –12
meV to $12 meV in 1-meV increments. The B
field is then ramped to its target value, and, after
any drift has stabilized, we remeasure the topo-
graph with the same resolution. The FOV
where the high-field LDOS measurements are
to be made is then matched to that in Fig. 1A
within 1 Å ("0.25a0) by comparing character-
istic topographic/spectroscopic features. Final-
ly, we acquire the high-field LDOS maps,
LDOS(E, x, y, B), at the same series of energies
as the zero-field case.

To focus preferentially on B field effects,
we define a type of two-dimensional map:

S E1

E2(x, y, B) ! !
E1

E2

%LDOS&E, x, y, B'

! LDOS&E, x, y, 0'(dE (1)

which represents the integral of all additional
spectral density induced by the B field be-
tween the energies E1 and E2 at each location

(x, y). We use this technique of combined
electronic background subtraction and energy
integration to enhance the signal-to-noise ra-
tio of the vortex-induced states. In Bi-2212,
these states are broadly distributed in energy
around )7 meV (21), so S )1

)12(x, y, B) effec-
tively maps the additional spectral strength
under their peaks.

Figure 1B is an image of S1
12(x, y, 5)

measured in the FOV of Fig. 1A. The loca-
tions of seven vortices are evident as the
darker regions of dimension "100 Å. Each
vortex displays a spatial structure in the inte-
grated LDOS consisting of a checkerboard
pattern oriented along Cu-O bonds. We have
observed spatial structure with the same pe-
riodicity and orientation, in the vortex-in-
duced LDOS on multiple samples and at
fields ranging from 2 to 7 T. In all 35 vortices
studied in detail, this spatial and energetic
structure exists, but the checkerboard is more
clearly resolved by the positive-bias peak.

We show the power spectrum from the
two-dimensional Fourier transform of
S1

12(x, y, 5),PS[S1
12(x, y, 5)]!{FT%S1

12&x, y, 5)]}2,
in Fig. 2A and a labeled schematic of these
results in Fig. 2B. In these k-space images,
the atomic periodicity is detected at the points
labeled by A, which by definition are at
(0,)1) and ()1,0). The harmonics of the
supermodulation are identified by the sym-
bols B1 and B2. These features (A, B1, and
B2) are observed in the Fourier transforms of
all LDOS maps, independent of magnetic
field, and they remain as a small background
signal in PS[S1

12(x, y, 5)] because the zero-
field and high-field LDOS images can only
be matched to within 1 Å before subtraction.
Most importantly, PS[S1

12(x, y, 5)] reveals
new peaks at the four k-space points, which
correspond to the spatial structure of the vor-
tex-induced quasi-particle states. We label
their locations C. No similar peaks in the
spectral weight exist at these points in the
two-dimensional Fourier transform of these
zero-field LDOS maps.

To quantify these results, we fit a Lorent-
zian to PS[S1

12(x, y, 5)] at each of the four
points labeled C in Fig. 2B. We find that they
occur at k-space radius 0.062 Å*1 with width
+ ! 0.011 ) 0.002 Å*1. Figure 2C shows
the value of PS[S1

12(x, y, 5)] measured along
the dashed line in Fig. 2B. The central peak
associated with long-wavelength structure,
the peak associated with the atoms, and the
peak due to the vortex-induced quasi-particle
states are all evident. The vortex-induced
states identified by this means occur at ()1/4,
0) and (0, )1/4) to within the accuracy of the
measurement. Equivalently, the checkerboard
pattern evident in the LDOS has spatial peri-
odicity 4a0 oriented along the Cu-O bonds.
Furthermore, the width + of the Lorentzian
yields a spatial correlation length for these
LDOS oscillations of L ! (1/,+) - 30 ) 5

Å (or L - 7.8 ) 1.3a0). This is substantially
greater than the measured (21) core radius. It
is also evident in Figs. 1B and 2A that the
LDOS oscillations have stronger spectral
weight in one Cu-O direction than in the

Fig. 1. Topographic and spectroscopic images of
the same area of a Bi-2212 surface. (A) A topo-
graphic image of the 560 Å field of view (FOV ) in
which the vortex studies were carried out. The
supermodulation can be seen clearly along with
some effects of electronic inhomogeneity. The
Cu–O–Cu bonds are oriented at 45° to the su-
permodulation. Atomic resolution is evident
throughout, and the inset shows a 140 Å square
FOV at .2 magnification to make this easier to
see. The mean Bi-Bi distance apparent here is
a0 ! 3.83 Å and is identical to the mean Cu-Cu
distance in the CuO plane "5 Å below. (B) A map
of S1

12(x, y, 5) showing the additional LDOS in-
duced by the seven vortices. Each vortex is ap-
parent as a checkerboard at 45° to the page
orientation. Not all are identical, most likely be-
cause of the effects of electronic inhomogeneity.
The units of S1

12(x, y, 5) are picoamps because it
represents /dI/dV!0V. In this energy range, the
maximum integrated LDOS at a vortex is "3
pA, as compared with the zero field integrated
LDOS of "1 pA. The latter is subtracted from
the former to give a maximum contrast of "2
pA. We also note that the integrated differen-
tial conductance between 0 and *200 meV is
200 pA because all measurements reported in
this paper were obtained at a junction resis-
tance of 1 gigaohm set at a bias voltage of
–200 mV.
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evidence (explaining the rotational symmetry breaking) over a broad
temperature range in YBa2Cu3Oy (refs 14, 19–22). Therefore, instead
of being a defining property of the ordered state, the small amplitude of
the charge differentiation is more likely to be a consequence of stripe
order (the smectic phase of an electronic liquid crystal17) remaining
partly fluctuating (that is, nematic).
In stripe copper oxides, charge order at T5Tcharge is always accom-

panied by spin order at Tspin,Tcharge. Slowing down of the spin

fluctuations strongly enhances the spin–lattice (1/T1) and spin–spin
(1/T2) relaxation rates between Tcharge and Tspin for

139La nuclei. For
themore strongly hyperfine-coupled 63Cu, the relaxation rates become
so large that the Cu signal is gradually ‘wiped out’ on cooling below
Tcharge (refs 18, 23, 24). In contrast, the 63Cu(2) signal here in
YBa2Cu3Oy does not experience any intensity loss and 1/T1 does not
show any peak or enhancement as a function of temperature (Fig. 3).
Moreover, the anisotropy of the linewidth (Supplementary
Information) indicates that the spins, although staggered, align mostly
along the field (that is, c axis) direction, and the typical width of the
central lines at base temperature sets an uppermagnitude for the static
spin polarization as small as gÆSzæ# 23 1023mB for both samples in
fields of,30T. These consistent observations rule out the presence of
magnetic order, in agreement with an earlier suggestion based on the
presence of free-electron-like Zeeman splitting6.
In stripe-ordered copper oxides, the strong increase of 1/T2 on

cooling below Tcharge is accompanied by a crossover of the time decay
of the spin-echo from the high-temperature Gaussian form
exp(2K(t/T2G)2) to an exponential form exp(2t/T2E)18,23. A similar
crossover occurs here, albeit in a less extreme manner because of the
absence ofmagnetic order: 1/T2 sharply increases belowTcharge and the
decay actually becomes a combination of exponential and Gaussian
decays (Fig. 3). In Supplementary Information we provide evidence
that the typical values of the 1/T2E below Tcharge imply that antiferro-
magnetic (or ‘spin-density-wave’) fluctuations are slow enough to
appear frozen on the timescale of a cyclotron orbit 1/vc< 10212 s.
In principle, such slow fluctuations could reconstruct the Fermi sur-
face, provided that spins are correlated over large enough distances25,26

(see also ref. 9). It is unclear whether this condition is fulfilled here. The
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Figure 4 | Phase diagram of underdoped YBa2Cu3Oy. The charge ordering
temperature Tcharge (defined as the onset of the Cu2F line splitting; blue open
circles) coincides with T0 (brown plus signs), the temperature at which the Hall
constant RH changes its sign. T0 is considered as the onset of the Fermi surface
reconstruction11–13. The continuous line represents the superconducting
transition temperature Tc. The dashed line indicates the speculative nature of
the extrapolation of the field-induced charge order. The magnetic transition
temperatures (Tspin) are frommuon-spin-rotation (mSR) data (green stars)27.T0
and Tspin vanish close to the same critical concentration p5 0.08. A scenario of
field-induced spin order has been predicted for p. 0.08 (ref. 8) by analogy with
La1.855Sr0.145CuO4, for which the non-magnetic ground state switches to
antiferromagnetic order in fields greater than a few teslas (ref. 7 and references
therein).Ourwork, however, shows that spin order does not occur up to,30T.
In contrast, the field-induced charge order reported here raises the question of
whether a similar field-dependent charge order actually underlies the field
dependence of the spin order in La22xSrxCuO4 and YBa2Cu3O6.45. Error bars
represent the uncertainty in defining the onset of theNMR line splitting (Fig. 1f
and Supplementary Figs 8–10).
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Figure 3 | Slow spin fluctuations instead of spin order. a, b, Temperature
dependence of the planar 63Cu spin-lattice relaxation rate 1/T1 for p5 0.108
(a) and p5 0.12 (b). The absence of any peak/enhancement on cooling rules
out the occurrence of a magnetic transition. c, d, Increase in the 63Cu spin–spin
relaxation rate 1/T2 on cooling below,Tcharge, obtained from a fit of the spin-
echo decay to a stretched form s(t) / exp(2(t/T2)

a), for p5 0.108 (c) and
p5 0.12 (d). e, f, Stretching exponent a for p5 0.108 (e) and p5 0.12 (f). The
deviation from a5 2 on cooling arises mostly from an intrinsic combination of
Gaussian and exponential decays, combined with some spatial distribution of
T2 values (Supplementary Information). The grey areas define the crossover
temperature Tslow below which slow spin fluctuations cause 1/T2 to increase
and to become field dependent; note that the change of shape of the spin-echo
decay occurs at a slightly higher (,115K) temperature than Tslow. Tslow is
slightly lower thanTcharge, which is consistentwith the slow fluctuations being a
consequence of charge-stripe order. The increase of a at the lowest
temperatures probably signifies that the condition cÆhz2æ1/2tc= 1, where tc is
the correlation time, is no longer fulfilled, so that the associated decay is no
longer a pure exponential. We note that the upturn of 1/T2 is already present at
15T, whereas no line splitting is detected at this field. The field therefore affects
the spin fluctuations quantitatively but not qualitatively. g, Plot of NMR signal
intensity (corrected for a temperature factor 1/T and for the T2 decay) against
temperature. Open circles, p5 0.108 (28.5T); filled circles, p5 0.12 (33.5T).
The absence of any intensity loss at low temperatures also rules out the presence
of magnetic order with any significant moment. Error bars represent the added
uncertainties in signal analysis, experimental conditions andT2measurements.
All measurements are with H | | c.
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FIG. 1. (a) (H 0 L) scans through the (a) CDW peaks and
(b) oxygen chain ordering superstructure peaks in o-V, o-VIII
and o-III ordered YBCO before (O) and after (D) heating the
samples to disorder the oxygen in the chain layer. In panel (a)
a small contribution of the oxygen order superstructure reflec-
tion is still visible for the oxygen ordered states at the photon
energy 931.3 eV, where CDW order is most pronounced. The
ortho structure correlation lengths given in (b) are for the
ordered states of the crystals.

RSXS and x-ray absorption spectroscopy (XAS) mea-
surements were performed at the REIXS beamline at the
Canadian Light Source [22] using high purity single crys-
tals of YBa2Cu3O6+x

with o-V (T
c

= 64.5 K, p = 0.116,
x = 0.667), o-VIII (T

c

= 65.5 K, p = 0.118, x = 0.667)
and o-III (T

c

= 75.2 K, p = 0.133, x = 0.75) oxygen
ordering.[23, 24] The samples were oriented with the c-
axis normal to the sample surface (parallel to the scatter-
ing plane) and scattering was performed with � polarized
light. The sample orientation was confirmed by detection
of (0 0 1), and (±1 0 2) or (0 ±1 2) Bragg reflections at
2 keV. X-ray absorption was measured using total fluo-
rescence yield (TFY).

In Fig. 1(a), RSXS measurements of the CDW peak
are shown at 65 K, at L ' 1.48 and at a photon en-
ergy of 931.3 eV, corresponding roughly to the maximum
in CDW scattering intensity at the Cu L edge.[1, 25]
The fluorescence background and scattering contribu-
tions from nearby oxygen order peaks (o↵ resonance but
still visible) were subtracted using a scan at high T , as
shown in Fig. 2(a) for the o-V YBCO6.67 sample. This
procedure was susceptible to a larger error for the ordered
o-III YBCO6.75 sample due to the overlap of the o-III su-
perstructure reflection (H = 0.33) with the CDW peak
(H = 0.31). The CDW peak correlation length, temper-

ature dependence (see Fig. 3) and incommensurability,
as determined by Lorentzian peak fits to the background
subtracted data, all vary somewhat weakly with doping
and are consistent with previous work.[4] Note that in
addition to determining the T dependence with fitting
of Q-scans, we have also monitored the detector count
rate while the sample cooled below the CDW transition,
as shown in the solid lines of Fig. 3(a). Here we have
subtracted a constant value for the fluorescence back-
ground, which from measurements at (-0.25 0 1.48) (away
from the CDW peak) are found to be weakly tempera-
ture dependent over the temperature range of interest.
Accordingly, we find the shape of the cooling curves to
be consistent with the peak fitting results.
After measurement in the ortho ordered state, the or-

tho phase was disordered by heating to ⇠100 �C (above
the oxygen ordering temperature). Despite oxygen atoms
being mobile at this temperature, the kinetics of oxygen
incorporation at the surface are very slow, so no change
in sample stoichiometry is expected.[21] During this pro-
cess, the pressure in the chamber was maintained below
6⇥ 10�9 Torr, ensuring a clean sample environment and
no surface contamination. The samples were maintained
at 100 �C long enough for the oxygen order superstruc-
ture reflection to disappear (⇠30 to 60 min) and cooled
back down to room temperature in ⇠7 min (dictated by
the maximum cooling rate of the instrument) to quench
in the oxygen disorder. The degree of oxygen order is
characterized by the intensity and width of the ortho
order superstructure peaks, shown in Fig. 1(b). In the
ortho VIII ordered YBCO, the o-VIII ordering peak is
replaced by weak o-V order at H = �0.4 upon quench-
ing. Similarly, the quenching procedure destroys the o-V
phase in the ortho V crystal and nearly eliminates the
o-III phase of the ortho III crystal.
As shown in Fig. 1(a), we find that disordering the

chains results in a decrease in CDW peak intensity, but
essentially no change in the CDW peak incommensura-
bility (Q position), temperature dependence or corre-
lation length (either in-plane, ⇠

a

, or out-of-plane, ⇠
c

).
This is most clearly seen in the x = 0.667 o-V sam-
ple, where scaling the background-subtracted CDW scat-
tering intensity after quenching by a constant factor of
⇠1.9 provides an excellent match to the H, L [Fig. 2(c)
and 2(d)] and temperature dependence [Fig. 3(b)] of the
CDW peak in the original oxygen ordered state. Since
no change in the L dependence of the peak (c-axis cor-
relation length) is observed [Fig. 2(b) and 2(d)], we find
that disordering the ortho order has a negligible impact
on the interlayer correlations of the CDW order, to the
extent that this e↵ect can be studied in the restricted
Q-space at soft x-ray energies.
The disorder-independent incommensurability, corre-

lation length and temperature dependence argue against
a strong role of the chain order periodicity in stabilizing
the CDW order, consistent with the previous observa-

A. J. Achkar, X. Mao, Christo-
pher McMahon, R. Sutarto, F. He,
Ruixing Liang, D. A. Bonn,
W. N. Hardy, and D. G. Hawthorn,
arXiv:1312.6630

Many groups have observed CDW peaks in X-ray scattering

over the past 2 years.

The X-ray wavevector is found to agree with the wavevector obtained from STM.

R. Comin, A. Frano, M. M. Yee, Y. Yoshida, H. Eisaki, E. Schierle, E. Weschke,
R. Sutarto, F. He, A. Soumyanarayanan, Yang He, M. Le Tacon, I.S. Elfimov,
J. E. Ho↵man, G.A. Sawatzky, B. Keimer, A. Damascelli, Science 343, 390 (2014).
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This d-wave bond order was first discussed in
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Time-reversal symmetry breaking state

p-wave current order

This state breaks

time-reversal

and is also known as

“d-density wave”

(unfortunately),

and

“staggered-flux (SF)”.
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This d-wave bond order was first discussed in

S. Sachdev and R. LaPlaca, Phys. Rev. Lett. 111, 027202 (2013).
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Charge-ordered ground states permeate the
phenomenology of 3d-based transition metal ox-
ides, and more generally represent a distinctive
hallmark of strongly-correlated states of matter.
The recent discovery of charge order in various
cuprate families fueled new interest into the role
played by this incipient broken symmetry within
the complex phase diagram of high-Tc supercon-
ductors. Unveiling its origin and nature is key to
a microscopic understanding of the normal state,
which carries the seeds of unconventional super-
conductivity. Here we use resonant X-ray scat-
tering to resolve the main characteristics of the
charge-modulated state in two cuprate families:
Bi2Sr2−xLaxCuO6+δ (Bi2201) and YBa2Cu3O6+y

(YBCO). As a first result, we detect no signa-
tures of spatial modulations along the nodal di-
rection in Bi2201, thus clarifying the inter-unit-
cell momentum-structure of the order parameter.
In addition, by adopting a special experimental
geometry, we also resolve the intra-unit-cell sym-
metry of the charge ordered state, which is re-
vealed to be a d-wave bond-order. These results
represent a fundamental advancement in our mi-
croscopic description of charge order in cuprates,
and provide crucial insights for the understanding
of its origin and interplay with superconductivity
and magnetism.

Complex oxides exhibit a mosaic of exotic electronic
phases with various symmetry-broken ground states that
revolve around three main instabilities: antiferromag-
netism, charge order, and superconductivity. In particu-
lar, charge order – the tendency of the valence electrons
to segregate in periodically-modulated structures – is
found in various classes of strongly-correlated 3d -oxides,
such as manganites [1, 2], nickelates [3–6], and cobaltates
[7, 8]. The possibility of a universal charge-ordered state
in the underdoped cuprates (near and around the ’magic’
hole-doping p = 0.12) has been contemplated since the
early discovery of period-4 stripe-like charge correlations
in the La-based materials [9–12]. In the last few years,
the spectroscopic signatures of charge-modulated states

with wavevector Q∗∼0.31 reciprocal lattice units (r.l.u.,
used hereafter) have been found in YBCO using resonant
elastic/inelastic X-ray scattering (REXS/RIXS) [13–18].
Even more recently, this phenomenology was confirmed
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FIG. 1: Charge ordering patterns and wavevec-
tors. a,b, Low-temperature REXS (at photon energy hν =
931.5 eV) and Fourier-transformed (FT) STM scans (at con-
stant bias voltage V = 24mV), respectively, from an under-
doped Bi2201-UD15K sample, mapping reciprocal-space fea-
tures along the two high-symmetry directions: (H, 0), antin-
odal, green; and (H,H), nodal, orange. c,e, Modulation of
the charge density ∆ρ(x, y), with functional form given by a
sum (c) and product (e) of cosines, and a wavevector mag-
nitude Q∗ = 0.265 r.l.u. (black bars indicate the period and
direction of the spatial modulation, expressed in terms of the
lattice parameter a=3.86 Å). The blue rectangles denote the
undistorted unit cell. d,f, Fourier transforms of c,e, with
Gaussian broadening. The arrows indicate the directions of
the data in a,b, which validate the scenario in c,d.
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kin and kout, which determine the exchanged momentum Q; (ii) the incoming (linear) polarization ϵin (= σ or π); (iii) the
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varying electronic density through the Coulomb interac-
tion (see Fig. 2a,b and Supplementary Information). In
order to evaluate the symmetry of the CDW order param-
eter ∆CDW, we can selectively probe the different tran-
sition channels (Cu-2px,y,z → 3d) by rotating the light
polarization in the REXS measurements. Here we focus
on three possibilities for ∆CDW: (i) a site-centered mod-
ulation (∆CDW =∆s), corresponding to an extra charge
residing on the Cu-3d orbital (Fig. 2c, top); (ii) an ex-
tended s-wave bond-order [∆CDW=∆s′(cos kx+cos ky)],
where the spatially-modulated density is on the O-2p
states, and the maxima along the x and y directions coin-
cide (Fig. 2c, middle); (iii) a d -wave bond-order [∆CDW=
∆d(cos kx−cos ky)], where the charge modulation changes
sign between x- and y-coordinated oxygen atoms, and the
maxima are shifted by a half wavelength (Fig. 2c, bot-
tom). The resulting shifts of orbital energies and corre-
sponding transition energies (∆Ex,y,z) at the Cu-L3 edge
have been calculated using a maximum charge amplitude
of 0.1e, as suggested by STM [20, 35] studies.

In the experiments we use a special geometry, in which
the sample is rotated around the ordering vector Q∗

(Fig. 3a,b). This method allows looking at the same
wavevector while modulating (as a function of the az-
imuthal rotation angle α) the relative weight of the Cu
2px,y,z → 3d transitions, which is controlled by the light
polarization through dipole selection rules (see Fig. 2b
and Supplementary Table I). Here the α dependence of
the charge order signal is the new information that allows
testing – through comparison with theoretical predictions
from scattering theory – the validity of the scenarios
under consideration for the symmetry of the CDW or-
der parameter. The azimuthal dependence of the REXS

signal was studied in Bi2201-UD15K and in two under-
doped YBa2Cu3Oy compounds (YBa2Cu3O6.51, YBCO-
Ortho II, with p ≃ 0.10 and YBa2Cu3O6.75, YBCO-
Ortho III, with p≃0.13; see also Materials and Methods).
A series of in-plane momentum (Q∥) scans of the charge
order peak in YBCO-Ortho III is presented in Fig. 3c for
the range 0◦ < α < 180◦ and both σ- and π-polarized
incoming X-rays.
The total scattered intensity IREXS is extracted by fit-

ting the REXS momentum scans with a Gaussian peak,
and is in general proportional to the amplitude of the
charge modulation. We can directly compare IREXS to
the theoretical REXS cross section [36, 37]:
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′ represent the polarization vectors for in-
coming and outgoing photons, respectively; Q∗ is the

ordering wavevector; Rn are the Cu lattice sites. F (n)
pq

is the scattering tensor – dependent on photon energy
(ω), azimuthal angle (α), and lattice site (n) – which in
this case is diagonal (Fpq = Fppδpq). For a single Cu-
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(see Supplementary Infor-

mation for a more detailed discussion). The total cal-
culated scattering intensity is then given by: Icalc (α) =
Iϵ→σ′ (α) + Iϵ→π′ (α), where ϵ = σ or π. In order to
eliminate all possible extrinsic effects due to the sam-
ple shape and orientation with respect to the scattering
geometry (and thus facilitate the comparison to the the-
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varying electronic density through the Coulomb interac-
tion (see Fig. 2a,b and Supplementary Information). In
order to evaluate the symmetry of the CDW order param-
eter ∆CDW, we can selectively probe the different tran-
sition channels (Cu-2px,y,z → 3d) by rotating the light
polarization in the REXS measurements. Here we focus
on three possibilities for ∆CDW: (i) a site-centered mod-
ulation (∆CDW =∆s), corresponding to an extra charge
residing on the Cu-3d orbital (Fig. 2c, top); (ii) an ex-
tended s-wave bond-order [∆CDW=∆s′(cos kx+cos ky)],
where the spatially-modulated density is on the O-2p
states, and the maxima along the x and y directions coin-
cide (Fig. 2c, middle); (iii) a d -wave bond-order [∆CDW=
∆d(cos kx−cos ky)], where the charge modulation changes
sign between x- and y-coordinated oxygen atoms, and the
maxima are shifted by a half wavelength (Fig. 2c, bot-
tom). The resulting shifts of orbital energies and corre-
sponding transition energies (∆Ex,y,z) at the Cu-L3 edge
have been calculated using a maximum charge amplitude
of 0.1e, as suggested by STM [20, 35] studies.

In the experiments we use a special geometry, in which
the sample is rotated around the ordering vector Q∗

(Fig. 3a,b). This method allows looking at the same
wavevector while modulating (as a function of the az-
imuthal rotation angle α) the relative weight of the Cu
2px,y,z → 3d transitions, which is controlled by the light
polarization through dipole selection rules (see Fig. 2b
and Supplementary Table I). Here the α dependence of
the charge order signal is the new information that allows
testing – through comparison with theoretical predictions
from scattering theory – the validity of the scenarios
under consideration for the symmetry of the CDW or-
der parameter. The azimuthal dependence of the REXS

signal was studied in Bi2201-UD15K and in two under-
doped YBa2Cu3Oy compounds (YBa2Cu3O6.51, YBCO-
Ortho II, with p ≃ 0.10 and YBa2Cu3O6.75, YBCO-
Ortho III, with p≃0.13; see also Materials and Methods).
A series of in-plane momentum (Q∥) scans of the charge
order peak in YBCO-Ortho III is presented in Fig. 3c for
the range 0◦ < α < 180◦ and both σ- and π-polarized
incoming X-rays.
The total scattered intensity IREXS is extracted by fit-

ting the REXS momentum scans with a Gaussian peak,
and is in general proportional to the amplitude of the
charge modulation. We can directly compare IREXS to
the theoretical REXS cross section [36, 37]:
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this case is diagonal (Fpq = Fppδpq). For a single Cu-
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mation for a more detailed discussion). The total cal-
culated scattering intensity is then given by: Icalc (α) =
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eliminate all possible extrinsic effects due to the sam-
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FIG. 4: a, Ratio of σ- to π-incident X-ray scattering inten-
sity from CDW order in YBCO-Ortho II, YBCO-Ortho III,
and Bi2201-UD15K. Continuous lines represent the azimuthal
angle-dependent scattering ratio Iσcalc/I

π
calc as calculated for

the various symmetries of a unidirectional CDW order pa-
rameter (shaded areas cover the experimental range 0.1 <
Fzz/Fxx < 0.15); the curves are normalized at their mini-
mum value (at α = 90◦), which is set equal to 1. b, Ratio
of the σ/π normalized scattering intensity between α = 0◦

and α=90◦: colored boxes represent the ranges spanned by
Iσcalc/I

π
calc, while the bottom rectangles cover the experimental

range for YBCO and Bi2201 as shown in a.

oretical predictions), we plot in In Fig. 4a the azimuthal
dependence of the ratio IσREXS/I

π
REXS between the scat-

tering intensity for σ- and π-polarized incident X-rays.
Markers indicate experimental points (IREXS), while con-
tinuous lines are model calculations (Icalc) for each sep-
arate term in the expansion of the CDW order param-
eter ∆CDW(k,Q). Here a unidirectional modulation is
used, but the results are similar if a bidirectional order
is assumed instead (see Supplementary Figure 2). The
ratio Fzz/Fxx (= Fzz/Fyy) between those components
of the diagonal scattering tensor controlling the out-of-
plane (Fzz) and in-plane (Fxx) transition amplitudes is
constrained to the range estimated from the X-ray ab-
sorption data (see Supplementary Information), corre-
sponding to Fzz/Fxx∼0.1−0.15. Figure 4b compares the
total amplitude of the Iσ/Iπ profiles from Fig. 4a, as eval-
uated by taking the ratio between its α=0◦ and α=90◦

value, and highlights how the best overall agreement is

achieved for a d -wave bond order.
In order to quantitatively assess the validity of these

models, we have calculated the reduced chi-square (χ2
red)

for all the experimental points (inclusive of YBCO-
Ortho II, YBCO-Ortho III, and Bi2201-UD15K) and the-
oretical configurations shown in Fig. 4 (see Supplemen-
tary Information for a formal definition of χ2

red). The
values of χ2

red are subsequently used to extract the prob-
ability P for the different models considered here. These
probability levels (Table I) indicate that a d -wave bond-
order is substantially more likely to describe the exper-
imental data than site- or s-wave bond-orders, with the
latter one being particularly inadequate. We note that
the hierarchy in the likelihood of the various terms for
the CDW order parameter seem to follow theoretical
predictions for ∆CDW in the context of the t -J model
[24, 38, 39]. In addition, at this stage, the small difference
between the probability level for bi- and uni-directional
CDW does not allow us to conclusively establish which
one better describes the experimental data.

∆CDW
Probability levels P (%)

Bidirectional Unidirectional

∆s 30.3 38.8

∆s′(cos kx + cos ky) 12.0 6.0

∆d (cos kx − cos ky) 81.8 87.6

TABLE I: Statistical comparison of CDW models.
Probability levels P for the hypothesis that a specific CDW
model fits the experimental data better than a random sam-
ple. The values suggest that a d -wave bond-order state
outperforms the other models in that it has a substantially
greater likelihood of describing the experimental data. A uni-
or bi-directional order describe the data equally well, as indi-
cated by the proximity in their probability levels.

Altogether, we reveal the charge-ordered electronic
ground state in two cuprate families to be best described
by a d -wave bond-order with O-2p charge modula-
tions propagating exclusively along the a and b axes.
Therefore, our study reaffirms the pivotal role played
by the O-2p ligand states [40, 41]. In light of recent
results demonstrating the ubiquity of charge ordering in
cuprates [20, 21], and of previous works pointing to bond-
order in La1.875Ba0.125CuO4 [6], Ca1.88Na0.12CuO2Cl2,
and Bi2Sr2Dy0.2Ca0.8Cu2O8+δ [42, 43], we propose that
the microscopic defining symmetry of such state is also
universal, and of d -wave bond-order type. The com-
monality between the symmetry of the superconducting
(SC) and CDW order parameters further suggests
that the same attractive interaction responsible for
particle-particle (Cooper) pairing and leading to the
SC instability, might also be active in the particle-hole
channel. This aspect – which has been recently proposed
at the theoretical level and was suggested to originate
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evidence (explaining the rotational symmetry breaking) over a broad
temperature range in YBa2Cu3Oy (refs 14, 19–22). Therefore, instead
of being a defining property of the ordered state, the small amplitude of
the charge differentiation is more likely to be a consequence of stripe
order (the smectic phase of an electronic liquid crystal17) remaining
partly fluctuating (that is, nematic).
In stripe copper oxides, charge order at T5Tcharge is always accom-

panied by spin order at Tspin,Tcharge. Slowing down of the spin

fluctuations strongly enhances the spin–lattice (1/T1) and spin–spin
(1/T2) relaxation rates between Tcharge and Tspin for

139La nuclei. For
themore strongly hyperfine-coupled 63Cu, the relaxation rates become
so large that the Cu signal is gradually ‘wiped out’ on cooling below
Tcharge (refs 18, 23, 24). In contrast, the 63Cu(2) signal here in
YBa2Cu3Oy does not experience any intensity loss and 1/T1 does not
show any peak or enhancement as a function of temperature (Fig. 3).
Moreover, the anisotropy of the linewidth (Supplementary
Information) indicates that the spins, although staggered, align mostly
along the field (that is, c axis) direction, and the typical width of the
central lines at base temperature sets an uppermagnitude for the static
spin polarization as small as gÆSzæ# 23 1023mB for both samples in
fields of,30T. These consistent observations rule out the presence of
magnetic order, in agreement with an earlier suggestion based on the
presence of free-electron-like Zeeman splitting6.
In stripe-ordered copper oxides, the strong increase of 1/T2 on

cooling below Tcharge is accompanied by a crossover of the time decay
of the spin-echo from the high-temperature Gaussian form
exp(2K(t/T2G)2) to an exponential form exp(2t/T2E)18,23. A similar
crossover occurs here, albeit in a less extreme manner because of the
absence ofmagnetic order: 1/T2 sharply increases belowTcharge and the
decay actually becomes a combination of exponential and Gaussian
decays (Fig. 3). In Supplementary Information we provide evidence
that the typical values of the 1/T2E below Tcharge imply that antiferro-
magnetic (or ‘spin-density-wave’) fluctuations are slow enough to
appear frozen on the timescale of a cyclotron orbit 1/vc< 10212 s.
In principle, such slow fluctuations could reconstruct the Fermi sur-
face, provided that spins are correlated over large enough distances25,26

(see also ref. 9). It is unclear whether this condition is fulfilled here. The
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Figure 4 | Phase diagram of underdoped YBa2Cu3Oy. The charge ordering
temperature Tcharge (defined as the onset of the Cu2F line splitting; blue open
circles) coincides with T0 (brown plus signs), the temperature at which the Hall
constant RH changes its sign. T0 is considered as the onset of the Fermi surface
reconstruction11–13. The continuous line represents the superconducting
transition temperature Tc. The dashed line indicates the speculative nature of
the extrapolation of the field-induced charge order. The magnetic transition
temperatures (Tspin) are frommuon-spin-rotation (mSR) data (green stars)27.T0
and Tspin vanish close to the same critical concentration p5 0.08. A scenario of
field-induced spin order has been predicted for p. 0.08 (ref. 8) by analogy with
La1.855Sr0.145CuO4, for which the non-magnetic ground state switches to
antiferromagnetic order in fields greater than a few teslas (ref. 7 and references
therein).Ourwork, however, shows that spin order does not occur up to,30T.
In contrast, the field-induced charge order reported here raises the question of
whether a similar field-dependent charge order actually underlies the field
dependence of the spin order in La22xSrxCuO4 and YBa2Cu3O6.45. Error bars
represent the uncertainty in defining the onset of theNMR line splitting (Fig. 1f
and Supplementary Figs 8–10).
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Figure 3 | Slow spin fluctuations instead of spin order. a, b, Temperature
dependence of the planar 63Cu spin-lattice relaxation rate 1/T1 for p5 0.108
(a) and p5 0.12 (b). The absence of any peak/enhancement on cooling rules
out the occurrence of a magnetic transition. c, d, Increase in the 63Cu spin–spin
relaxation rate 1/T2 on cooling below,Tcharge, obtained from a fit of the spin-
echo decay to a stretched form s(t) / exp(2(t/T2)

a), for p5 0.108 (c) and
p5 0.12 (d). e, f, Stretching exponent a for p5 0.108 (e) and p5 0.12 (f). The
deviation from a5 2 on cooling arises mostly from an intrinsic combination of
Gaussian and exponential decays, combined with some spatial distribution of
T2 values (Supplementary Information). The grey areas define the crossover
temperature Tslow below which slow spin fluctuations cause 1/T2 to increase
and to become field dependent; note that the change of shape of the spin-echo
decay occurs at a slightly higher (,115K) temperature than Tslow. Tslow is
slightly lower thanTcharge, which is consistentwith the slow fluctuations being a
consequence of charge-stripe order. The increase of a at the lowest
temperatures probably signifies that the condition cÆhz2æ1/2tc= 1, where tc is
the correlation time, is no longer fulfilled, so that the associated decay is no
longer a pure exponential. We note that the upturn of 1/T2 is already present at
15T, whereas no line splitting is detected at this field. The field therefore affects
the spin fluctuations quantitatively but not qualitatively. g, Plot of NMR signal
intensity (corrected for a temperature factor 1/T and for the T2 decay) against
temperature. Open circles, p5 0.108 (28.5T); filled circles, p5 0.12 (33.5T).
The absence of any intensity loss at low temperatures also rules out the presence
of magnetic order with any significant moment. Error bars represent the added
uncertainties in signal analysis, experimental conditions andT2measurements.
All measurements are with H | | c.
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evidence (explaining the rotational symmetry breaking) over a broad
temperature range in YBa2Cu3Oy (refs 14, 19–22). Therefore, instead
of being a defining property of the ordered state, the small amplitude of
the charge differentiation is more likely to be a consequence of stripe
order (the smectic phase of an electronic liquid crystal17) remaining
partly fluctuating (that is, nematic).
In stripe copper oxides, charge order at T5Tcharge is always accom-

panied by spin order at Tspin,Tcharge. Slowing down of the spin

fluctuations strongly enhances the spin–lattice (1/T1) and spin–spin
(1/T2) relaxation rates between Tcharge and Tspin for

139La nuclei. For
themore strongly hyperfine-coupled 63Cu, the relaxation rates become
so large that the Cu signal is gradually ‘wiped out’ on cooling below
Tcharge (refs 18, 23, 24). In contrast, the 63Cu(2) signal here in
YBa2Cu3Oy does not experience any intensity loss and 1/T1 does not
show any peak or enhancement as a function of temperature (Fig. 3).
Moreover, the anisotropy of the linewidth (Supplementary
Information) indicates that the spins, although staggered, align mostly
along the field (that is, c axis) direction, and the typical width of the
central lines at base temperature sets an uppermagnitude for the static
spin polarization as small as gÆSzæ# 23 1023mB for both samples in
fields of,30T. These consistent observations rule out the presence of
magnetic order, in agreement with an earlier suggestion based on the
presence of free-electron-like Zeeman splitting6.
In stripe-ordered copper oxides, the strong increase of 1/T2 on

cooling below Tcharge is accompanied by a crossover of the time decay
of the spin-echo from the high-temperature Gaussian form
exp(2K(t/T2G)2) to an exponential form exp(2t/T2E)18,23. A similar
crossover occurs here, albeit in a less extreme manner because of the
absence ofmagnetic order: 1/T2 sharply increases belowTcharge and the
decay actually becomes a combination of exponential and Gaussian
decays (Fig. 3). In Supplementary Information we provide evidence
that the typical values of the 1/T2E below Tcharge imply that antiferro-
magnetic (or ‘spin-density-wave’) fluctuations are slow enough to
appear frozen on the timescale of a cyclotron orbit 1/vc< 10212 s.
In principle, such slow fluctuations could reconstruct the Fermi sur-
face, provided that spins are correlated over large enough distances25,26

(see also ref. 9). It is unclear whether this condition is fulfilled here. The

0.04 0.08 0.12 0.16
0

40

80

120

Superconducting

Spin
order

T 
(K

)

p (hole/Cu)

Field-induced
charge order

Figure 4 | Phase diagram of underdoped YBa2Cu3Oy. The charge ordering
temperature Tcharge (defined as the onset of the Cu2F line splitting; blue open
circles) coincides with T0 (brown plus signs), the temperature at which the Hall
constant RH changes its sign. T0 is considered as the onset of the Fermi surface
reconstruction11–13. The continuous line represents the superconducting
transition temperature Tc. The dashed line indicates the speculative nature of
the extrapolation of the field-induced charge order. The magnetic transition
temperatures (Tspin) are frommuon-spin-rotation (mSR) data (green stars)27.T0
and Tspin vanish close to the same critical concentration p5 0.08. A scenario of
field-induced spin order has been predicted for p. 0.08 (ref. 8) by analogy with
La1.855Sr0.145CuO4, for which the non-magnetic ground state switches to
antiferromagnetic order in fields greater than a few teslas (ref. 7 and references
therein).Ourwork, however, shows that spin order does not occur up to,30T.
In contrast, the field-induced charge order reported here raises the question of
whether a similar field-dependent charge order actually underlies the field
dependence of the spin order in La22xSrxCuO4 and YBa2Cu3O6.45. Error bars
represent the uncertainty in defining the onset of theNMR line splitting (Fig. 1f
and Supplementary Figs 8–10).
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Figure 3 | Slow spin fluctuations instead of spin order. a, b, Temperature
dependence of the planar 63Cu spin-lattice relaxation rate 1/T1 for p5 0.108
(a) and p5 0.12 (b). The absence of any peak/enhancement on cooling rules
out the occurrence of a magnetic transition. c, d, Increase in the 63Cu spin–spin
relaxation rate 1/T2 on cooling below,Tcharge, obtained from a fit of the spin-
echo decay to a stretched form s(t) / exp(2(t/T2)

a), for p5 0.108 (c) and
p5 0.12 (d). e, f, Stretching exponent a for p5 0.108 (e) and p5 0.12 (f). The
deviation from a5 2 on cooling arises mostly from an intrinsic combination of
Gaussian and exponential decays, combined with some spatial distribution of
T2 values (Supplementary Information). The grey areas define the crossover
temperature Tslow below which slow spin fluctuations cause 1/T2 to increase
and to become field dependent; note that the change of shape of the spin-echo
decay occurs at a slightly higher (,115K) temperature than Tslow. Tslow is
slightly lower thanTcharge, which is consistentwith the slow fluctuations being a
consequence of charge-stripe order. The increase of a at the lowest
temperatures probably signifies that the condition cÆhz2æ1/2tc= 1, where tc is
the correlation time, is no longer fulfilled, so that the associated decay is no
longer a pure exponential. We note that the upturn of 1/T2 is already present at
15T, whereas no line splitting is detected at this field. The field therefore affects
the spin fluctuations quantitatively but not qualitatively. g, Plot of NMR signal
intensity (corrected for a temperature factor 1/T and for the T2 decay) against
temperature. Open circles, p5 0.108 (28.5T); filled circles, p5 0.12 (33.5T).
The absence of any intensity loss at low temperatures also rules out the presence
of magnetic order with any significant moment. Error bars represent the added
uncertainties in signal analysis, experimental conditions andT2measurements.
All measurements are with H | | c.

LETTER RESEARCH

8 S E P T E M B E R 2 0 1 1 | V O L 4 7 7 | N A T U R E | 1 9 3

Macmillan Publishers Limited. All rights reserved©2011

K. Fujita, M. H Hamidian, S. D. Edkins, Chung Koo Kim, Y. Kohsaka, M. Azuma, M. Takano, H. Takagi,

H. Eisaki, S. Uchida, A. Allais, M. J. Lawler, E.-A. Kim, S. Sachdev, and J. C. Davis, arXiv:1404.0362

d-wave!
bond !
order

Phase-sensitive 
measurement of the  

d symmetry of  
charge density wave 

order

d-wave bond order

Q = (⇡/2, 0)



1. d-wave superconductivity	

!

2.  Low hole density state: 	

                 d-wave bond order	

            	

3.  Theoretical background 	

!

4.  Evolution of Fermi surface

Outline



1. d-wave superconductivity	

!

2.  Low hole density state: 	

                 d-wave bond order	

            	

3.  Theoretical background 	

!

4.  Evolution of Fermi surface

Outline



Fermi surface+antiferromagnetism

+

Metal with “large” 
Fermi surface

The electron spin polarization obeys

D
~S(r, ⌧)

E
= ~'(r, ⌧)eiK·r

where K = (⇡,⇡) is the ordering

wavevector.



r

Metal with “large” 
Fermi surface

h~'i = 0

Metal with electron 	

and hole pockets

Increasing SDW order

h~'i 6= 0

Quantum phase transition with onset of 	

antiferromagnetism in a metal



r

Metal with “large” 
Fermi surface

h~'i = 0

Metal with electron 	

and hole pockets

Increasing SDW order

h~'i 6= 0

Quantum phase transition with onset of 	

antiferromagnetism in a metal

Find new instabilities 
upon approaching 

critical point



Pairing “glue” from antiferromagnetic fluctuations

V. J. Emery, J. Phys. (Paris) Colloq. 44, C3-977 (1983)	

D.J. Scalapino, E. Loh, and J.E. Hirsch, Phys. Rev. B 34, 8190 (1986)	


K. Miyake, S. Schmitt-Rink, and C. M. Varma, Phys. Rev. B 34, 6554 (1986)

AAAA

A A

B B

C C

D D

3J

4
� V

H =�
X

i,j

tijc
†
i↵cj↵

+ J
X

hiji

~Si · ~Sj

+ V
X

hiji

ni nj + . . .



Pairing “glue” from antiferromagnetic fluctuations

V. J. Emery, J. Phys. (Paris) Colloq. 44, C3-977 (1983)	

D.J. Scalapino, E. Loh, and J.E. Hirsch, Phys. Rev. B 34, 8190 (1986)	


K. Miyake, S. Schmitt-Rink, and C. M. Varma, Phys. Rev. B 34, 6554 (1986)

AAAA

A A

B B

C C

D D

3J

4
� V

Electron hopping

H =�
X

i,j

tijc
†
i↵cj↵

+ J
X

hiji

~Si · ~Sj

+ V
X

hiji

ni nj + . . .



Pairing “glue” from antiferromagnetic fluctuations

V. J. Emery, J. Phys. (Paris) Colloq. 44, C3-977 (1983)	

D.J. Scalapino, E. Loh, and J.E. Hirsch, Phys. Rev. B 34, 8190 (1986)	


K. Miyake, S. Schmitt-Rink, and C. M. Varma, Phys. Rev. B 34, 6554 (1986)

AAAA

A A

B B

C C

D D

3J

4
� V

Antiferromagnetic 
exchange 

interaction

H =�
X

i,j

tijc
†
i↵cj↵

+ J
X

hiji

~Si · ~Sj

+ V
X

hiji

ni nj + . . .



H =�
X

i,j

tijc
†
i↵cj↵

+ J
X

hiji

~Si · ~Sj

+ V
X

hiji

ni nj + . . .

Pairing “glue” from antiferromagnetic fluctuations

V. J. Emery, J. Phys. (Paris) Colloq. 44, C3-977 (1983)	

D.J. Scalapino, E. Loh, and J.E. Hirsch, Phys. Rev. B 34, 8190 (1986)	


K. Miyake, S. Schmitt-Rink, and C. M. Varma, Phys. Rev. B 34, 6554 (1986)

AAAA

A A

B B

C C

D D

3J

4
� V

Coulomb 
repulsion



Pairing “glue” from antiferromagnetic fluctuations

AAAA

A A

B B

C C

D D

3J

4
� V

A

B

C

D

V. J. Emery, J. Phys. (Paris) Colloq. 44, C3-977 (1983)	

D.J. Scalapino, E. Loh, and J.E. Hirsch, Phys. Rev. B 34, 8190 (1986)	


K. Miyake, S. Schmitt-Rink, and C. M. Varma, Phys. Rev. B 34, 6554 (1986)

K

K



d-wave superconductor: 	

sign-changing pairing amplitude

�S

��S

D
c†k↵c

†
�k�

E
= "

↵�

(cos k
x

� cos k
y

) 

SC

 SC

� SC

+

+
- -K

V. J. Emery, J. Phys. (Paris) Colloq. 44, C3-977 (1983)	

D.J. Scalapino, E. Loh, and J.E. Hirsch, Phys. Rev. B 34, 8190 (1986)	


K. Miyake, S. Schmitt-Rink, and C. M. Varma, Phys. Rev. B 34, 6554 (1986)



Pseudospin symmetry of the exchange interaction

I. A✏eck, Z. Zou, T. Hsu, and P. W. Anderson, Phys. Rev. B 38, 745 (1988)
E. Dagotto, E. Fradkin, and A. Moreo, Phys. Rev. B 38, 2926 (1988)
P. A. Lee, N. Nagaosa, and X.-G. Wen, Rev. Mod. Phys. 78, 17 (2006)

HJ = J ~S1 · ~S2

with

~Si =
1
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FIG. 3. In the top row, the gain in variational energy (per site, times 100) by allowing ordering at wavevector Q is displayed.
Each diagram is for a di↵erent Fermi surface, shown in the inset. The local minimum at Q = (⇡,⇡) is the staggered flux
state P5 6= 0. The local minima at Q = (Q0, Q0) and Q = (Q0, 0) are predominantly d-wave CDW (P3 6= 0). The red
dots denote wavevectors Q that connect hot spots. In the bottom row, we show approximate diagrams of the ground state
order, as a function of J and V . The setup corresponding to the plot above is indicated with a black dot. Model parameters
(values in the brackets correspond to plots from left to right): x = 10%, t1 = 1, t2 2 {0.5, 0.16, 0.18}, t3 2 {0.6, 0.9, 1.6},
J 2 {0.09, 0.235, 0.4}, V 2 {1., 1.5, 0.5}. Variational parameters: T1 = 1., T2 2 {�0.1, �0.32, �0.5}, T3 = 0.128. As described
in the text the Fermi surface is determined by the Ta parameters.

CDW order can further improve the variational bound,
while keeping Ta fixed. For each wavevector Q, we min-
imize the variational energy, hvar|H |vari, with respect
to the parameters Pi, one at a time. For a few choice
wavevectors Q we also looked at simultaneous minimiza-
tion with respect to P1, P2 and P3, without finding sig-
nificant additional energy gains. This three parameter
minimization is the limit of the computational resources
at our disposal.

In order to have su�cient momentum resolution, we
use a lattice of 32⇥32 sites. Because the wavefunction is
not a smooth function of the variational parameters, we
cannot use derivative information to carry out the mini-
mization, so we compute the energy over a grid of points
in variational space. More precisely, we store the expec-
tation value of every operator making up the Hamilto-
nian (1). This allows us to explore the parameter space
without having to recompute the energy for every setup.
Our grid comprises a total of about 30,000 points in vari-
ational space, each point requiring about 12 hr of CPU
time on a 1.7GHz AMD Opteron.

Fig. 3 illustrates the results of this variational analy-
sis. For a few representative choices of model parame-

ters, we show the Q values the system finds it energeti-
cally favorable to order. The form factor corresponding
to each energy minimum is not explicitly shown in the
plot. The minimum at Q = (⇡,⇡) has P5 6= 0, i.e. it
is the SF state, whereas all other minima are predom-
inantly d-wave CDW, i.e. have P3 6= 0. The parame-
ters are chosen close to the onset of the order. A more
comprehensive picture is given by the approximate phase
diagrams of the bottom row, which show the kind of or-
der that yields the greatest gain in energy over a range
of parameters. The staggered flux state is dominant at
large J , but is suppressed by the Coulomb repulsion V
which prefers CDWs. As can be seen in the upper row,
in addition to this main order, other subleading energy
minima are usually present. In particular, even when the
global energy minimum is the staggered flux state, the
CDWs are still present as a local minimum. The CDWs
become global minima at smaller J , and the appropri-
ate Fermi surface configuration and moderate J stabilize
the wavevector Q = (Q0, 0) over Q = (Q0, Q0). In our
framework, we cannot address the issue of competition
between orders, as this would require simultaneous min-
imization with respect to several more parameters, but

Andrea Allais

Results of a variational Monte Carlo computation on a

wavefunction with double-occupancy projected out.

A. Allais, J. Bauer, and S. Sachdev, arXiv:1402.4807
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CDW order can further improve the variational bound,
while keeping Ta fixed. For each wavevector Q, we min-
imize the variational energy, hvar|H |vari, with respect
to the parameters Pi, one at a time. For a few choice
wavevectors Q we also looked at simultaneous minimiza-
tion with respect to P1, P2 and P3, without finding sig-
nificant additional energy gains. This three parameter
minimization is the limit of the computational resources
at our disposal.

In order to have su�cient momentum resolution, we
use a lattice of 32⇥32 sites. Because the wavefunction is
not a smooth function of the variational parameters, we
cannot use derivative information to carry out the mini-
mization, so we compute the energy over a grid of points
in variational space. More precisely, we store the expec-
tation value of every operator making up the Hamilto-
nian (1). This allows us to explore the parameter space
without having to recompute the energy for every setup.
Our grid comprises a total of about 30,000 points in vari-
ational space, each point requiring about 12 hr of CPU
time on a 1.7GHz AMD Opteron.

Fig. 3 illustrates the results of this variational analy-
sis. For a few representative choices of model parame-

ters, we show the Q values the system finds it energeti-
cally favorable to order. The form factor corresponding
to each energy minimum is not explicitly shown in the
plot. The minimum at Q = (⇡,⇡) has P5 6= 0, i.e. it
is the SF state, whereas all other minima are predom-
inantly d-wave CDW, i.e. have P3 6= 0. The parame-
ters are chosen close to the onset of the order. A more
comprehensive picture is given by the approximate phase
diagrams of the bottom row, which show the kind of or-
der that yields the greatest gain in energy over a range
of parameters. The staggered flux state is dominant at
large J , but is suppressed by the Coulomb repulsion V
which prefers CDWs. As can be seen in the upper row,
in addition to this main order, other subleading energy
minima are usually present. In particular, even when the
global energy minimum is the staggered flux state, the
CDWs are still present as a local minimum. The CDWs
become global minima at smaller J , and the appropri-
ate Fermi surface configuration and moderate J stabilize
the wavevector Q = (Q0, 0) over Q = (Q0, Q0). In our
framework, we cannot address the issue of competition
between orders, as this would require simultaneous min-
imization with respect to several more parameters, but
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CDW order can further improve the variational bound,
while keeping Ta fixed. For each wavevector Q, we min-
imize the variational energy, hvar|H |vari, with respect
to the parameters Pi, one at a time. For a few choice
wavevectors Q we also looked at simultaneous minimiza-
tion with respect to P1, P2 and P3, without finding sig-
nificant additional energy gains. This three parameter
minimization is the limit of the computational resources
at our disposal.

In order to have su�cient momentum resolution, we
use a lattice of 32⇥32 sites. Because the wavefunction is
not a smooth function of the variational parameters, we
cannot use derivative information to carry out the mini-
mization, so we compute the energy over a grid of points
in variational space. More precisely, we store the expec-
tation value of every operator making up the Hamilto-
nian (1). This allows us to explore the parameter space
without having to recompute the energy for every setup.
Our grid comprises a total of about 30,000 points in vari-
ational space, each point requiring about 12 hr of CPU
time on a 1.7GHz AMD Opteron.

Fig. 3 illustrates the results of this variational analy-
sis. For a few representative choices of model parame-

ters, we show the Q values the system finds it energeti-
cally favorable to order. The form factor corresponding
to each energy minimum is not explicitly shown in the
plot. The minimum at Q = (⇡,⇡) has P5 6= 0, i.e. it
is the SF state, whereas all other minima are predom-
inantly d-wave CDW, i.e. have P3 6= 0. The parame-
ters are chosen close to the onset of the order. A more
comprehensive picture is given by the approximate phase
diagrams of the bottom row, which show the kind of or-
der that yields the greatest gain in energy over a range
of parameters. The staggered flux state is dominant at
large J , but is suppressed by the Coulomb repulsion V
which prefers CDWs. As can be seen in the upper row,
in addition to this main order, other subleading energy
minima are usually present. In particular, even when the
global energy minimum is the staggered flux state, the
CDWs are still present as a local minimum. The CDWs
become global minima at smaller J , and the appropri-
ate Fermi surface configuration and moderate J stabilize
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evidence (explaining the rotational symmetry breaking) over a broad
temperature range in YBa2Cu3Oy (refs 14, 19–22). Therefore, instead
of being a defining property of the ordered state, the small amplitude of
the charge differentiation is more likely to be a consequence of stripe
order (the smectic phase of an electronic liquid crystal17) remaining
partly fluctuating (that is, nematic).
In stripe copper oxides, charge order at T5Tcharge is always accom-

panied by spin order at Tspin,Tcharge. Slowing down of the spin

fluctuations strongly enhances the spin–lattice (1/T1) and spin–spin
(1/T2) relaxation rates between Tcharge and Tspin for

139La nuclei. For
themore strongly hyperfine-coupled 63Cu, the relaxation rates become
so large that the Cu signal is gradually ‘wiped out’ on cooling below
Tcharge (refs 18, 23, 24). In contrast, the 63Cu(2) signal here in
YBa2Cu3Oy does not experience any intensity loss and 1/T1 does not
show any peak or enhancement as a function of temperature (Fig. 3).
Moreover, the anisotropy of the linewidth (Supplementary
Information) indicates that the spins, although staggered, align mostly
along the field (that is, c axis) direction, and the typical width of the
central lines at base temperature sets an uppermagnitude for the static
spin polarization as small as gÆSzæ# 23 1023mB for both samples in
fields of,30T. These consistent observations rule out the presence of
magnetic order, in agreement with an earlier suggestion based on the
presence of free-electron-like Zeeman splitting6.
In stripe-ordered copper oxides, the strong increase of 1/T2 on

cooling below Tcharge is accompanied by a crossover of the time decay
of the spin-echo from the high-temperature Gaussian form
exp(2K(t/T2G)2) to an exponential form exp(2t/T2E)18,23. A similar
crossover occurs here, albeit in a less extreme manner because of the
absence ofmagnetic order: 1/T2 sharply increases belowTcharge and the
decay actually becomes a combination of exponential and Gaussian
decays (Fig. 3). In Supplementary Information we provide evidence
that the typical values of the 1/T2E below Tcharge imply that antiferro-
magnetic (or ‘spin-density-wave’) fluctuations are slow enough to
appear frozen on the timescale of a cyclotron orbit 1/vc< 10212 s.
In principle, such slow fluctuations could reconstruct the Fermi sur-
face, provided that spins are correlated over large enough distances25,26

(see also ref. 9). It is unclear whether this condition is fulfilled here. The
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Figure 4 | Phase diagram of underdoped YBa2Cu3Oy. The charge ordering
temperature Tcharge (defined as the onset of the Cu2F line splitting; blue open
circles) coincides with T0 (brown plus signs), the temperature at which the Hall
constant RH changes its sign. T0 is considered as the onset of the Fermi surface
reconstruction11–13. The continuous line represents the superconducting
transition temperature Tc. The dashed line indicates the speculative nature of
the extrapolation of the field-induced charge order. The magnetic transition
temperatures (Tspin) are frommuon-spin-rotation (mSR) data (green stars)27.T0
and Tspin vanish close to the same critical concentration p5 0.08. A scenario of
field-induced spin order has been predicted for p. 0.08 (ref. 8) by analogy with
La1.855Sr0.145CuO4, for which the non-magnetic ground state switches to
antiferromagnetic order in fields greater than a few teslas (ref. 7 and references
therein).Ourwork, however, shows that spin order does not occur up to,30T.
In contrast, the field-induced charge order reported here raises the question of
whether a similar field-dependent charge order actually underlies the field
dependence of the spin order in La22xSrxCuO4 and YBa2Cu3O6.45. Error bars
represent the uncertainty in defining the onset of theNMR line splitting (Fig. 1f
and Supplementary Figs 8–10).
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Figure 3 | Slow spin fluctuations instead of spin order. a, b, Temperature
dependence of the planar 63Cu spin-lattice relaxation rate 1/T1 for p5 0.108
(a) and p5 0.12 (b). The absence of any peak/enhancement on cooling rules
out the occurrence of a magnetic transition. c, d, Increase in the 63Cu spin–spin
relaxation rate 1/T2 on cooling below,Tcharge, obtained from a fit of the spin-
echo decay to a stretched form s(t) / exp(2(t/T2)

a), for p5 0.108 (c) and
p5 0.12 (d). e, f, Stretching exponent a for p5 0.108 (e) and p5 0.12 (f). The
deviation from a5 2 on cooling arises mostly from an intrinsic combination of
Gaussian and exponential decays, combined with some spatial distribution of
T2 values (Supplementary Information). The grey areas define the crossover
temperature Tslow below which slow spin fluctuations cause 1/T2 to increase
and to become field dependent; note that the change of shape of the spin-echo
decay occurs at a slightly higher (,115K) temperature than Tslow. Tslow is
slightly lower thanTcharge, which is consistentwith the slow fluctuations being a
consequence of charge-stripe order. The increase of a at the lowest
temperatures probably signifies that the condition cÆhz2æ1/2tc= 1, where tc is
the correlation time, is no longer fulfilled, so that the associated decay is no
longer a pure exponential. We note that the upturn of 1/T2 is already present at
15T, whereas no line splitting is detected at this field. The field therefore affects
the spin fluctuations quantitatively but not qualitatively. g, Plot of NMR signal
intensity (corrected for a temperature factor 1/T and for the T2 decay) against
temperature. Open circles, p5 0.108 (28.5T); filled circles, p5 0.12 (33.5T).
The absence of any intensity loss at low temperatures also rules out the presence
of magnetic order with any significant moment. Error bars represent the added
uncertainties in signal analysis, experimental conditions andT2measurements.
All measurements are with H | | c.
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Quantum oscillations and the Fermi surface in an
underdoped high-Tc superconductor
Nicolas Doiron-Leyraud1, Cyril Proust2, David LeBoeuf1, Julien Levallois2, Jean-Baptiste Bonnemaison1,
Ruixing Liang3,4, D. A. Bonn3,4, W. N. Hardy3,4 & Louis Taillefer1,4

Despite twenty years of research, the phase diagram of high-
transition-temperature superconductors remains enigmatic1,2. A
central issue is the origin of the differences in the physical prop-
erties of these copper oxides doped to opposite sides of the super-
conducting region. In the overdoped regime, the material behaves
as a reasonably conventional metal, with a large Fermi surface3,4.
The underdoped regime, however, is highly anomalous and
appears to have no coherent Fermi surface, but only disconnected
‘Fermi arcs’5,6. The fundamental question, then, is whether under-
doped copper oxides have a Fermi surface, and if so, whether
it is topologically different from that seen in the overdoped
regime. Here we report the observation of quantum oscillations
in the electrical resistance of the oxygen-ordered copper oxide
YBa2Cu3O6.5, establishing the existence of a well-defined Fermi
surface in the ground state of underdoped copper oxides, once
superconductivity is suppressed by a magnetic field. The low oscil-
lation frequency reveals a Fermi surface made of small pockets, in
contrast to the large cylinder characteristic of the overdoped
regime. Two possible interpretations are discussed: either a small
pocket is part of the band structure specific to YBa2Cu3O6.5 or
small pockets arise from a topological change at a critical point
in the phase diagram. Our understanding of high-transition-
temperature (high-Tc) superconductors will depend critically on
which of these two interpretations proves to be correct.

The electrical resistance of two samples of ortho-II ordered
YBa2Cu3O6.5 was measured in a magnetic field of up to 62 T applied
normal to the CuO2 planes (Bjjc). (Sample characteristics and details
of the measurements are given in the Methods section.) With a Tc of
57.5 K, these samples have a hole doping per planar copper atom of
p 5 0.10, that is, they are well into the underdoped region of the
phase diagram (see Fig. 1a). Angle-resolved photoemission spec-
troscopy (ARPES) data for underdoped Na2 2 xCaxCu2O2Cl2 (Na-
CCOC) at precisely the same doping (reproduced in Fig. 1b from
ref. 6) shows most of the spectral intensity to be concentrated in a
small region near the nodal position (p/2, p/2), suggesting a Fermi
surface broken up into disconnected arcs, while ARPES studies on
overdoped Tl2Ba2CuO61d (Tl-2201) at p 5 0.25 reveal a large, con-
tinuous cylinder (reproduced in Fig. 1c from ref. 4).

The Hall resistance Rxy as a function of magnetic field is displayed
in Fig. 2 for sample A, and in Supplementary Fig. 1 for sample B, where
oscillations are clearly seen above the resistive superconducting trans-
ition. Note that a vortex liquid phase is believed to extend well above
the irreversibility field, beyond our highest field of 62 T, which may
explain why Rxy is negative at these low temperatures, as opposed to
positive at temperatures above Tc. Nevertheless, quantum oscillations
are known to exhibit the very same diagnostic characteristics of

frequency and mass in the vortex state as in the field-induced normal
state above the upper critical field Hc2(0) (for example, ref. 7). They are
caused by the passage of quantized Landau levels across the Fermi level
as the applied magnetic field is varied, and as such they are considered
the most robust and direct signature of a coherent Fermi surface. The
inset of Fig. 2 shows the 2 K isotherm and a smooth background curve.
We extract the oscillatory component, plotted in Fig. 3a as a function

1Département de physique and RQMP, Université de Sherbrooke, Sherbrooke, Canada J1K 2R1. 2Laboratoire National des Champs Magnétiques Pulsés (LNCMP), UMR CNRS-UPS-
INSA 5147, Toulouse 31400, France. 3Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of British Columbia, Vancouver, Canada V6T 1Z4. 4Canadian Institute for Advanced Research,
Toronto, Canada M5G 1Z8.
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Figure 1 | Phase diagram of high-temperature superconductors.
a, Schematic doping dependence of the antiferromagnetic (TN) and
superconducting (Tc) transition temperatures and the pseudogap crossover
temperature T* in YBCO. The vertical lines at p 5 0.1 and p 5 0.25 mark the
positions of copper oxide materials discussed in the text: ortho-II ordered
YBa2Cu3O6.5 and Na-CCOC, located well into the underdoped region, and
Tl-2201, well into the overdoped region, respectively. b, c, Distribution of
ARPES spectral intensity in one quadrant of the Brillouin zone, measured
(b), on Na-CCOC at p 5 0.1, and (c), on Tl-2201 at p 5 0.25 (reproduced
from ref. 6 and ref. 4, with permissions from K. M. Shen and A. Damascelli,
respectively). These respectively reveal a truncated Fermi surface made of
‘Fermi arcs’ at p 5 0.10, and a large, roughly cylindrical and continuous
Fermi surface at p 5 0.25. The red ellipse in b encloses an area Ak that
corresponds to the frequency F of quantum oscillations measured in YBCO.
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of inverse field, by subtracting the monotonic background (shown for
all temperatures in Supplementary Fig. 2). This shows that the oscilla-
tions are periodic in 1/B, as is expected of oscillations that arise
from Landau quantization. A Fourier transform yields the power
spectrum, displayed in Fig. 3b, which consists of a single frequency,
F 5 (530 6 20) T. In Fig. 3c, we plot the amplitude of the oscillations
as a function of temperature, from which we deduce a carrier mass
m* 5 (1.9 6 0.1)m0, where m0 is the bare electron mass. Within error
bars, both F and m* are the same in sample B, for which the current J is
parallel to the b axis (see Supplementary Fig. 1). Oscillations of the
same frequency are also observed in Rxx (in both samples), albeit with a
smaller amplitude. We note that while at 7.5 K the oscillations are still
perceptible, they are absent at 11 K, as expected from thermally
damped quantum oscillations (see Supplementary Fig. 5).

While quantum oscillations in YBa2Cu3O61y (YBCO) have been
the subject of a number of earlier studies8–10, the data reported so far
do not exhibit clear oscillations as a function of 1/B and, as such, have
not been accepted as convincing evidence for a Fermi surface11.
Furthermore, we note that all previous work was done on oriented
powder samples as opposed to the high-quality single crystals used in
the present study.

Quantum oscillations are a direct measure of the Fermi surface
area via the Onsager relation: F 5 (W0/2p2)Ak, where W0 5 (2.07 3
10215) T m2 is the flux quantum, and Ak is the cross-sectional area of
the Fermi surface normal to the applied field. A frequency of 530 T
implies a Fermi surface pocket that encloses a k-space area (in the a–b
plane) of Ak 5 5.1 nm22, that is, 1.9% of the Brillouin zone (of area
4p2/ab). This is only 3% of the area of the Fermi surface cylinder
measured in Tl-2201 (see Fig. 1c), whose radius is kF < 7 nm21. In the
remainder, we examine two scenarios to explain the dramatic differ-
ence between the small Fermi surface revealed by the low frequency of
quantum oscillations reported here for YBa2Cu3O6.5 and the large
cylindrical surface observed in overdoped Tl-2201. The first scenario
assumes that the particular band structure of YBa2Cu3O6.5 is differ-
ent and supports a small Fermi surface sheet. In the second, the
electronic structure of overdoped copper oxides undergoes a trans-
formation as the doping p is reduced below a value pc associated with
a critical point.

Band structure calculations for stoichiometric YBCO (y 5 1.0),

which is slightly overdoped (with p 5 0.2), show a Fermi surface
consisting of four sheets12,13, as reproduced in Fig. 4a: two large
cylinders derived from the CuO2 bi-layer, one open surface coming
from the CuO chains, and a small cylinder associated with both chain
and plane states. The latter sheet, for example, could account for the
low frequency reported here. ARPES studies on YBCO near optimal

doping14,15 appear to be in broad agreement with this electronic
structure. However, recent band structure calculations16 performed
specifically for YBa2Cu3O6.5, which take into account the unit cell
doubling caused by the ortho-II order, give a Fermi surface where the
small cylinder is absent, as shown in Fig. 4b. This leaves no obvious
candidate Fermi surface sheet for the small orbit reported here.

The fact that the same oscillations are observed for currents along a
and b suggests that they are not associated with open orbits in the
chain-derived Fermi surface sheet. In YBCO, the CuO chains along
the b axis are an additional channel of conduction, responsible for an
anisotropy in the zero-field resistivity r(T) of the normal state (above
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isotherm, revealing a single frequency at F 5 (530 6 20) T, which
corresponds to a k-space area Ak 5 5.1 nm22, from the Onsager relation
F 5 (W0/2p2)Ak . Note that the uncertainty of 4% on F is not given by the
width of the peak (a consequence of the small number of oscillations), but by
the accuracy with which the position of successive maxima in a can be
determined. c, Temperature dependence of the oscillation amplitude A,
plotted as ln(A/T) versus T. The fit is to the standard Lifshitz–Kosevich
formula, whereby A/T 5 [sinh(am*T/B)]21, which yields a cyclotron mass
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a, Fermi surface of YBa2Cu3O7 in the kz 5 0 plane (from ref. 13, with
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Figure 2: Experimental quantum oscillations for different angles compared with simulations
for a two fundamental-warped cylinder model. (A) Measured oscillations in the contactless
conductivity plotted versus 1/B cos θ (the projection of the field along the ĉ-axis) at θ =0, 1.3,
11.3, 12, 16.3, 18, 21.3, 26.3, 31.3, 36.3, 38, 41.3, 45.2, 46.3, 48, 49, 49.4, 50.1, 50.6, 51.4,
51.5, 52, 52.3, 52.5, 52.9, 53.1, 54.4, 54.9, 55.5, 56, 56.2, 56.95, 57.2, 57.4, 58.15, 58.2, 59.4,
59.6, 60.6, 61.2, 61.4, 61.7, 62.5, 62.6, 62.7, 63.2, 63.4, 63.7, 64.1, 64.5, 65.5, 66, 66.3, 68.1,
69.4 and 70.6◦, all at φ ≈ 45◦. The inset shows a schematic of the angles θ and φ with respect
to the crystalline axes. (B) Simulated oscillations at the same angles and fields as (A) for two
Fermi surface cylinders exhibiting a fundamental warping [21, 22, 23, 24], for parameters listed
in [31] previously fit to the restricted experimental range within the dotted line accessed in
earlier experiments. The striking amplitude enhancement expected in the vicinity of the Yamaji
angle in B is absent in the experimental data in A. (C) A schematic showing the degeneracy
in the cyclotron orbit cross-sectional area yielding an amplitude enhancement at the Yamaji
angle (green). (D) Schematic of experimentally measured quantum oscillations in β-(ET)2IBr2
from [18], for which θYamaji ≈ − 18◦. Here, the same fundamental sinusoidal warping occurs
for two slightly different Fermi surface cross-sections, giving rise to an additional beat.
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Twofold twisted Fermi surface from staggered order in
an underdoped high Tc superconductor
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We present quantum oscillation measurements in underdoped YBa2Cu3O6+x

over a broad range in magnetic fields tilted with respect to the planes and

rotated in-plane, which reveal that the fundamental warping of the Fermi sur-

face expected for the tetragonal symmetry of the YBa2Cu3O6+x Brillouin zone

is suppressed, and is instead replaced by a small amplitude warping of an

unexpected two-fold twisted symmetry. The twisted Fermi surface geometry

enables the unique identification of a staggered form of order that tranforms

the symmetry of the Brillouin zone, and importantly, locates the Fermi surface

pockets at the nodal region of the original Brillouin zone. The suppression of

the fundamental warping further provides a potential explanation for the ob-

served anisotropy in optical conductivity that characterises the pseudogap.
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insights into the microscopic nature of this
2DCO and its relationship to the single-particle
excitations in k-space. We performed ARPES
studies of Na-CCOC (x 0 0.05, 0.10, and
0.12), allowing us to combine information
from the complementary real- and k-space
electronic probes. Our results reveal a strong
momentum anisotropy, in which the 2DCO
is associated with strongly suppressed anti-
nodal electronic states that have a nesting
wave vector of kqk È 2p/4a0, whereas the
nodal states dominate the low-energy spec-
tral weight in k-space.

ARPES measurements were performed at
Beamline 5-4 of the Stanford Synchrotron

Radiation Laboratory with the use of single
crystals with typical dimensions of 1 ! 1 !
0.1 mm grown by a high-pressure flux method
(7). Na-CCOC is devoid of complications
such as superlattice modulations, bilayer
splitting, and orthorhombic distortions and is
highly 2D with a resistivity anisotropy rc/rab
of 104 (8). The x 0 0.10 and 0.12 samples had
Tc_s of 13 and 22 K, respectively (maximum
Tc 0 28 K), whereas the x 0 0.05 composi-
tion was nonsuperconducting. Typical ener-
gy and momentum resolutions were 14 meV
and 0.35- (corresponding to Dk È 0.02 p/a0),
and samples were measured at pressures lower
than 5 ! 10j11 torr.

In Fig. 1, A to C, we show the momen-
tum distribution of spectral weight within a
T10-meV window around the Fermi energy,
EF. The predominance of the nodal states can
be seen in the raw data, as the intensity is
maximum along the (0,0)-(p,p) nodal direction
and drops off rapidy toward (p,0), the anti-
node. To better quantify the Fermi surface
(FS), we have taken the maximal position in
each momentum distribution curve (MDC) at
EF, which intersected the FS and identified this
as a Fermi wave vector, kF. To minimize the
effects of photoelectron matrix elements or
sample-dependent variations, we confirmed
our results on additional samples by varying
photon energies (between 16.5 and 28 eV) or
acquiring data with polarizations parallel to the
Cu-O bond direction, or in the second Brillouin
zone. All results are summarized in Fig. 1, D
to F, and representative MDCs are overlaid
in Fig. 1E. Despite the much weaker intensity
of the antinodal MDC, its momentum structure
nevertheless allows one to define kF and es-
tablish a continuous contour reminiscent of the
predicted noninteracting FS (9). Although this
approach is robust in extracting the normal-
state FS for conventional metallic or even
gapped systems, the situation is less clear for
strongly correlated systems where the quasi-
particle (QP) residue, Z, can be much less
than 1. However, we will still refer colloquially
to these extracted contours as Fermi surfaces
throughout this work (10).

The manifestation of the 2DCO in the
ARPES spectra can be observed in Fig. 1, D to
F, where the weak antinodal segments appear
to be well nested and separated by approx-
imately kqk È 2p/4a0 (Fig. 2A). In Fig. 2, A
and B, we compare a schematic of the low-
energy intensity with the real space dI/dV map
(6). This correspondence is exhibited not only
in the wave vectors, but also in the unusual
energy (w) dependence of this pattern. The tun-
neling data exhibit a surprising bias indepen-
dence (6), and our antinodal MDCs (Fig. 2C)
also demonstrate a similar insensitivity to w
below 50 meV, in contrast to the dispersive
nodal MDCs (Fig. 2D). This unphysical ver-
tical dispersion of the antinodal excitations is
highly atypical and almost certainly does not
represent the behavior of the actual QP band,
as will be discussed later. The doping depen-
dence of the nodal and antinodal kF_s is
summarized in Fig. 2E. The relatively weak
doping and w dependence of the antinodal kF
is in stark contrast to the expected behavior of
a near-EF van Hove singularity, where both the
doping and w dependence of the MDCs should
be sizable. Moreover, the contrast between the
strong nodal states and weak antinodal seg-
ments is surprising given that the low-energy
STM spectra are almost entirely dominated by
the commensurate 2DCO (6).

This anisotropy can also be observed in the
energy distribution curves (EDCs) along the

Fig. 2. (A) Schematic of
the low-lying spectral
intensity for x 0 0.10.
The hatched regions
show the nested por-
tions of FS, and the FS
angle is defined in the
lower right quadrant. (B)
An STM dI/dVmap from
(6) is shown from
Ca1.9Na0.1CuO2Cl2, ta-
ken at 24 meV and
100 mK, exhibiting the
4a0 ! 4a0 ordering.
MDCs along the anti-
nodal (C) and nodal (D)
directions are shown for
Ca1.88Na0.12CuO2Cl2, ta-
ken at 15 K with hu 0
25.5 eV. (E) The doping
dependence of the kF
wave vectors along the
(0,0)-(p,p) (blue trian-
gles) and (p,0)-(p,p)
(red circles) directions.
Error bars show the SD
from sample to sample.
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leech may provide a system in which to re-
solve this important question.
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Nodal Quasiparticles and
Antinodal Charge Ordering in

Ca2–xNaxCuO2Cl2
Kyle M. Shen,1 F. Ronning,1* D. H. Lu,1 F. Baumberger,1

N. J. C. Ingle,1 W. S. Lee,1 W. Meevasana,1 Y. Kohsaka,2

M. Azuma,3 M. Takano,3 H. Takagi,2,4 Z.-X. Shen1.

Understanding the role of competing states in the cuprates is essential for
developing a theory for high-temperature superconductivity. We report angle-
resolved photoemission spectroscopy experiments which probe the 4a0 ! 4a0
charge-ordered state discovered by scanning tunneling microscopy in the lightly
doped cuprate superconductor Ca2–xNaxCuO2Cl2. Our measurements reveal a
marked dichotomy between the real- and momentum-space probes, for which
charge ordering is emphasized in the tunneling measurements and photo-
emission is most sensitive to excitations near the node of the d-wave
superconducting gap. These results emphasize the importance of momentum
anisotropy in determining the complex electronic properties of the cuprates and
places strong constraints on theoretical models of the charge-ordered state.

To explain the mechanism of high-temperature
superconductivity, it is necessary to under-
stand how the parent Mott insulator, charac-
terized by very strong electron-electron

repulsion, can evolve into a high–transition
temperature (Tc) superconductor upon the
addition of a relatively small number of
carriers. In the intervening region between

the Mott insulator and high-Tc super-
conductor, the so-called Bpseudogap[ re-
gime, highly anomalous physical properties
have been observed (1). Many attempts to
explain these unusual properties have cen-
tered around the possibility of competing
orders, such as orbital currents (2), nanoscale
charge ordering (3, 4), or electronic phase sep-
aration (5). The particular importance of
charge ordering has recently been under-
scored by the discovery of a distinct real-
space pattern of 4a0 ! 4a0 two-dimensional
charge ordering (2DCO) in Ca2–xNaxCuO2Cl2
(Na-CCOC) by scanning tunneling microsco-
py (STM) (6). Angle-resolved photoemission
spectroscopy (ARPES) can provide crucial
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evidence (explaining the rotational symmetry breaking) over a broad
temperature range in YBa2Cu3Oy (refs 14, 19–22). Therefore, instead
of being a defining property of the ordered state, the small amplitude of
the charge differentiation is more likely to be a consequence of stripe
order (the smectic phase of an electronic liquid crystal17) remaining
partly fluctuating (that is, nematic).
In stripe copper oxides, charge order at T5Tcharge is always accom-

panied by spin order at Tspin,Tcharge. Slowing down of the spin

fluctuations strongly enhances the spin–lattice (1/T1) and spin–spin
(1/T2) relaxation rates between Tcharge and Tspin for

139La nuclei. For
themore strongly hyperfine-coupled 63Cu, the relaxation rates become
so large that the Cu signal is gradually ‘wiped out’ on cooling below
Tcharge (refs 18, 23, 24). In contrast, the 63Cu(2) signal here in
YBa2Cu3Oy does not experience any intensity loss and 1/T1 does not
show any peak or enhancement as a function of temperature (Fig. 3).
Moreover, the anisotropy of the linewidth (Supplementary
Information) indicates that the spins, although staggered, align mostly
along the field (that is, c axis) direction, and the typical width of the
central lines at base temperature sets an uppermagnitude for the static
spin polarization as small as gÆSzæ# 23 1023mB for both samples in
fields of,30T. These consistent observations rule out the presence of
magnetic order, in agreement with an earlier suggestion based on the
presence of free-electron-like Zeeman splitting6.
In stripe-ordered copper oxides, the strong increase of 1/T2 on

cooling below Tcharge is accompanied by a crossover of the time decay
of the spin-echo from the high-temperature Gaussian form
exp(2K(t/T2G)2) to an exponential form exp(2t/T2E)18,23. A similar
crossover occurs here, albeit in a less extreme manner because of the
absence ofmagnetic order: 1/T2 sharply increases belowTcharge and the
decay actually becomes a combination of exponential and Gaussian
decays (Fig. 3). In Supplementary Information we provide evidence
that the typical values of the 1/T2E below Tcharge imply that antiferro-
magnetic (or ‘spin-density-wave’) fluctuations are slow enough to
appear frozen on the timescale of a cyclotron orbit 1/vc< 10212 s.
In principle, such slow fluctuations could reconstruct the Fermi sur-
face, provided that spins are correlated over large enough distances25,26

(see also ref. 9). It is unclear whether this condition is fulfilled here. The
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Figure 4 | Phase diagram of underdoped YBa2Cu3Oy. The charge ordering
temperature Tcharge (defined as the onset of the Cu2F line splitting; blue open
circles) coincides with T0 (brown plus signs), the temperature at which the Hall
constant RH changes its sign. T0 is considered as the onset of the Fermi surface
reconstruction11–13. The continuous line represents the superconducting
transition temperature Tc. The dashed line indicates the speculative nature of
the extrapolation of the field-induced charge order. The magnetic transition
temperatures (Tspin) are frommuon-spin-rotation (mSR) data (green stars)27.T0
and Tspin vanish close to the same critical concentration p5 0.08. A scenario of
field-induced spin order has been predicted for p. 0.08 (ref. 8) by analogy with
La1.855Sr0.145CuO4, for which the non-magnetic ground state switches to
antiferromagnetic order in fields greater than a few teslas (ref. 7 and references
therein).Ourwork, however, shows that spin order does not occur up to,30T.
In contrast, the field-induced charge order reported here raises the question of
whether a similar field-dependent charge order actually underlies the field
dependence of the spin order in La22xSrxCuO4 and YBa2Cu3O6.45. Error bars
represent the uncertainty in defining the onset of theNMR line splitting (Fig. 1f
and Supplementary Figs 8–10).
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Figure 3 | Slow spin fluctuations instead of spin order. a, b, Temperature
dependence of the planar 63Cu spin-lattice relaxation rate 1/T1 for p5 0.108
(a) and p5 0.12 (b). The absence of any peak/enhancement on cooling rules
out the occurrence of a magnetic transition. c, d, Increase in the 63Cu spin–spin
relaxation rate 1/T2 on cooling below,Tcharge, obtained from a fit of the spin-
echo decay to a stretched form s(t) / exp(2(t/T2)

a), for p5 0.108 (c) and
p5 0.12 (d). e, f, Stretching exponent a for p5 0.108 (e) and p5 0.12 (f). The
deviation from a5 2 on cooling arises mostly from an intrinsic combination of
Gaussian and exponential decays, combined with some spatial distribution of
T2 values (Supplementary Information). The grey areas define the crossover
temperature Tslow below which slow spin fluctuations cause 1/T2 to increase
and to become field dependent; note that the change of shape of the spin-echo
decay occurs at a slightly higher (,115K) temperature than Tslow. Tslow is
slightly lower thanTcharge, which is consistentwith the slow fluctuations being a
consequence of charge-stripe order. The increase of a at the lowest
temperatures probably signifies that the condition cÆhz2æ1/2tc= 1, where tc is
the correlation time, is no longer fulfilled, so that the associated decay is no
longer a pure exponential. We note that the upturn of 1/T2 is already present at
15T, whereas no line splitting is detected at this field. The field therefore affects
the spin fluctuations quantitatively but not qualitatively. g, Plot of NMR signal
intensity (corrected for a temperature factor 1/T and for the T2 decay) against
temperature. Open circles, p5 0.108 (28.5T); filled circles, p5 0.12 (33.5T).
The absence of any intensity loss at low temperatures also rules out the presence
of magnetic order with any significant moment. Error bars represent the added
uncertainties in signal analysis, experimental conditions andT2measurements.
All measurements are with H | | c.
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evidence (explaining the rotational symmetry breaking) over a broad
temperature range in YBa2Cu3Oy (refs 14, 19–22). Therefore, instead
of being a defining property of the ordered state, the small amplitude of
the charge differentiation is more likely to be a consequence of stripe
order (the smectic phase of an electronic liquid crystal17) remaining
partly fluctuating (that is, nematic).
In stripe copper oxides, charge order at T5Tcharge is always accom-

panied by spin order at Tspin,Tcharge. Slowing down of the spin

fluctuations strongly enhances the spin–lattice (1/T1) and spin–spin
(1/T2) relaxation rates between Tcharge and Tspin for

139La nuclei. For
themore strongly hyperfine-coupled 63Cu, the relaxation rates become
so large that the Cu signal is gradually ‘wiped out’ on cooling below
Tcharge (refs 18, 23, 24). In contrast, the 63Cu(2) signal here in
YBa2Cu3Oy does not experience any intensity loss and 1/T1 does not
show any peak or enhancement as a function of temperature (Fig. 3).
Moreover, the anisotropy of the linewidth (Supplementary
Information) indicates that the spins, although staggered, align mostly
along the field (that is, c axis) direction, and the typical width of the
central lines at base temperature sets an uppermagnitude for the static
spin polarization as small as gÆSzæ# 23 1023mB for both samples in
fields of,30T. These consistent observations rule out the presence of
magnetic order, in agreement with an earlier suggestion based on the
presence of free-electron-like Zeeman splitting6.
In stripe-ordered copper oxides, the strong increase of 1/T2 on

cooling below Tcharge is accompanied by a crossover of the time decay
of the spin-echo from the high-temperature Gaussian form
exp(2K(t/T2G)2) to an exponential form exp(2t/T2E)18,23. A similar
crossover occurs here, albeit in a less extreme manner because of the
absence ofmagnetic order: 1/T2 sharply increases belowTcharge and the
decay actually becomes a combination of exponential and Gaussian
decays (Fig. 3). In Supplementary Information we provide evidence
that the typical values of the 1/T2E below Tcharge imply that antiferro-
magnetic (or ‘spin-density-wave’) fluctuations are slow enough to
appear frozen on the timescale of a cyclotron orbit 1/vc< 10212 s.
In principle, such slow fluctuations could reconstruct the Fermi sur-
face, provided that spins are correlated over large enough distances25,26

(see also ref. 9). It is unclear whether this condition is fulfilled here. The
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Figure 4 | Phase diagram of underdoped YBa2Cu3Oy. The charge ordering
temperature Tcharge (defined as the onset of the Cu2F line splitting; blue open
circles) coincides with T0 (brown plus signs), the temperature at which the Hall
constant RH changes its sign. T0 is considered as the onset of the Fermi surface
reconstruction11–13. The continuous line represents the superconducting
transition temperature Tc. The dashed line indicates the speculative nature of
the extrapolation of the field-induced charge order. The magnetic transition
temperatures (Tspin) are frommuon-spin-rotation (mSR) data (green stars)27.T0
and Tspin vanish close to the same critical concentration p5 0.08. A scenario of
field-induced spin order has been predicted for p. 0.08 (ref. 8) by analogy with
La1.855Sr0.145CuO4, for which the non-magnetic ground state switches to
antiferromagnetic order in fields greater than a few teslas (ref. 7 and references
therein).Ourwork, however, shows that spin order does not occur up to,30T.
In contrast, the field-induced charge order reported here raises the question of
whether a similar field-dependent charge order actually underlies the field
dependence of the spin order in La22xSrxCuO4 and YBa2Cu3O6.45. Error bars
represent the uncertainty in defining the onset of theNMR line splitting (Fig. 1f
and Supplementary Figs 8–10).

0 20 40 60 80 100
0

4

8

100

10–1

10–2

 

1/
T 1

 (m
s–

1 )
1/
T 2

 (�
s–

1 )

33.5 T
28.5 T

15 T
15 T

T (K)

In
te

ns
ity

 (a
rb

. u
ni

ts
)

 

15 T

 

0

0.02

0.04

0.06

15 T

 

 

 

 

0 50 100 0 50 100
1.0

1.5

2.0

33.5 T

28.5 T

T (K)

 

 

T (K)

a

c

e

b

d

f

g

�

Figure 3 | Slow spin fluctuations instead of spin order. a, b, Temperature
dependence of the planar 63Cu spin-lattice relaxation rate 1/T1 for p5 0.108
(a) and p5 0.12 (b). The absence of any peak/enhancement on cooling rules
out the occurrence of a magnetic transition. c, d, Increase in the 63Cu spin–spin
relaxation rate 1/T2 on cooling below,Tcharge, obtained from a fit of the spin-
echo decay to a stretched form s(t) / exp(2(t/T2)

a), for p5 0.108 (c) and
p5 0.12 (d). e, f, Stretching exponent a for p5 0.108 (e) and p5 0.12 (f). The
deviation from a5 2 on cooling arises mostly from an intrinsic combination of
Gaussian and exponential decays, combined with some spatial distribution of
T2 values (Supplementary Information). The grey areas define the crossover
temperature Tslow below which slow spin fluctuations cause 1/T2 to increase
and to become field dependent; note that the change of shape of the spin-echo
decay occurs at a slightly higher (,115K) temperature than Tslow. Tslow is
slightly lower thanTcharge, which is consistentwith the slow fluctuations being a
consequence of charge-stripe order. The increase of a at the lowest
temperatures probably signifies that the condition cÆhz2æ1/2tc= 1, where tc is
the correlation time, is no longer fulfilled, so that the associated decay is no
longer a pure exponential. We note that the upturn of 1/T2 is already present at
15T, whereas no line splitting is detected at this field. The field therefore affects
the spin fluctuations quantitatively but not qualitatively. g, Plot of NMR signal
intensity (corrected for a temperature factor 1/T and for the T2 decay) against
temperature. Open circles, p5 0.108 (28.5T); filled circles, p5 0.12 (33.5T).
The absence of any intensity loss at low temperatures also rules out the presence
of magnetic order with any significant moment. Error bars represent the added
uncertainties in signal analysis, experimental conditions andT2measurements.
All measurements are with H | | c.
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evidence (explaining the rotational symmetry breaking) over a broad
temperature range in YBa2Cu3Oy (refs 14, 19–22). Therefore, instead
of being a defining property of the ordered state, the small amplitude of
the charge differentiation is more likely to be a consequence of stripe
order (the smectic phase of an electronic liquid crystal17) remaining
partly fluctuating (that is, nematic).
In stripe copper oxides, charge order at T5Tcharge is always accom-

panied by spin order at Tspin,Tcharge. Slowing down of the spin

fluctuations strongly enhances the spin–lattice (1/T1) and spin–spin
(1/T2) relaxation rates between Tcharge and Tspin for

139La nuclei. For
themore strongly hyperfine-coupled 63Cu, the relaxation rates become
so large that the Cu signal is gradually ‘wiped out’ on cooling below
Tcharge (refs 18, 23, 24). In contrast, the 63Cu(2) signal here in
YBa2Cu3Oy does not experience any intensity loss and 1/T1 does not
show any peak or enhancement as a function of temperature (Fig. 3).
Moreover, the anisotropy of the linewidth (Supplementary
Information) indicates that the spins, although staggered, align mostly
along the field (that is, c axis) direction, and the typical width of the
central lines at base temperature sets an uppermagnitude for the static
spin polarization as small as gÆSzæ# 23 1023mB for both samples in
fields of,30T. These consistent observations rule out the presence of
magnetic order, in agreement with an earlier suggestion based on the
presence of free-electron-like Zeeman splitting6.
In stripe-ordered copper oxides, the strong increase of 1/T2 on

cooling below Tcharge is accompanied by a crossover of the time decay
of the spin-echo from the high-temperature Gaussian form
exp(2K(t/T2G)2) to an exponential form exp(2t/T2E)18,23. A similar
crossover occurs here, albeit in a less extreme manner because of the
absence ofmagnetic order: 1/T2 sharply increases belowTcharge and the
decay actually becomes a combination of exponential and Gaussian
decays (Fig. 3). In Supplementary Information we provide evidence
that the typical values of the 1/T2E below Tcharge imply that antiferro-
magnetic (or ‘spin-density-wave’) fluctuations are slow enough to
appear frozen on the timescale of a cyclotron orbit 1/vc< 10212 s.
In principle, such slow fluctuations could reconstruct the Fermi sur-
face, provided that spins are correlated over large enough distances25,26

(see also ref. 9). It is unclear whether this condition is fulfilled here. The

0.04 0.08 0.12 0.16
0

40

80

120

Superconducting

Spin
order

T 
(K

)

p (hole/Cu)

Field-induced
charge order

Figure 4 | Phase diagram of underdoped YBa2Cu3Oy. The charge ordering
temperature Tcharge (defined as the onset of the Cu2F line splitting; blue open
circles) coincides with T0 (brown plus signs), the temperature at which the Hall
constant RH changes its sign. T0 is considered as the onset of the Fermi surface
reconstruction11–13. The continuous line represents the superconducting
transition temperature Tc. The dashed line indicates the speculative nature of
the extrapolation of the field-induced charge order. The magnetic transition
temperatures (Tspin) are frommuon-spin-rotation (mSR) data (green stars)27.T0
and Tspin vanish close to the same critical concentration p5 0.08. A scenario of
field-induced spin order has been predicted for p. 0.08 (ref. 8) by analogy with
La1.855Sr0.145CuO4, for which the non-magnetic ground state switches to
antiferromagnetic order in fields greater than a few teslas (ref. 7 and references
therein).Ourwork, however, shows that spin order does not occur up to,30T.
In contrast, the field-induced charge order reported here raises the question of
whether a similar field-dependent charge order actually underlies the field
dependence of the spin order in La22xSrxCuO4 and YBa2Cu3O6.45. Error bars
represent the uncertainty in defining the onset of theNMR line splitting (Fig. 1f
and Supplementary Figs 8–10).
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Figure 3 | Slow spin fluctuations instead of spin order. a, b, Temperature
dependence of the planar 63Cu spin-lattice relaxation rate 1/T1 for p5 0.108
(a) and p5 0.12 (b). The absence of any peak/enhancement on cooling rules
out the occurrence of a magnetic transition. c, d, Increase in the 63Cu spin–spin
relaxation rate 1/T2 on cooling below,Tcharge, obtained from a fit of the spin-
echo decay to a stretched form s(t) / exp(2(t/T2)

a), for p5 0.108 (c) and
p5 0.12 (d). e, f, Stretching exponent a for p5 0.108 (e) and p5 0.12 (f). The
deviation from a5 2 on cooling arises mostly from an intrinsic combination of
Gaussian and exponential decays, combined with some spatial distribution of
T2 values (Supplementary Information). The grey areas define the crossover
temperature Tslow below which slow spin fluctuations cause 1/T2 to increase
and to become field dependent; note that the change of shape of the spin-echo
decay occurs at a slightly higher (,115K) temperature than Tslow. Tslow is
slightly lower thanTcharge, which is consistentwith the slow fluctuations being a
consequence of charge-stripe order. The increase of a at the lowest
temperatures probably signifies that the condition cÆhz2æ1/2tc= 1, where tc is
the correlation time, is no longer fulfilled, so that the associated decay is no
longer a pure exponential. We note that the upturn of 1/T2 is already present at
15T, whereas no line splitting is detected at this field. The field therefore affects
the spin fluctuations quantitatively but not qualitatively. g, Plot of NMR signal
intensity (corrected for a temperature factor 1/T and for the T2 decay) against
temperature. Open circles, p5 0.108 (28.5T); filled circles, p5 0.12 (33.5T).
The absence of any intensity loss at low temperatures also rules out the presence
of magnetic order with any significant moment. Error bars represent the added
uncertainties in signal analysis, experimental conditions andT2measurements.
All measurements are with H | | c.
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