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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).
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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
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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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%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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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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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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Charge density wave (CDW) order in underdoped
cuprates has recently been revealed as an important and
generic competitor to superconductivity (SC).[1–9] A sig-
nificant property of CDW order is that it can exhibit
both inter and intra unit cell symmetry breaking.[10, 11]
Specifically, CDW order can occur with d rather than s
or s0 orbital symmetry.[12–20] Here, we report resonant
soft x-ray scattering measurements of La1.88Ba0.12CuO4

(LBCO) and YBa2Cu3O6.67 (YBCO) that are resolved
onto the O 2px(y) and Cu sublattices and mapped to the
CDW symmetry. Our main finding is that LBCO has
primarily s0 symmetry CDW with a secondary d compo-
nent (24±3%), distinguishing it from the predominant d
symmetry CDW observed in other cuprates.[19, 20] We
propose that the s0 symmetry in LBCO may be related
to the “1/8–anomaly” and that it favours static spin or-
dering more than d symmetry. Additionally, we find that
C4 symmetry of the Cu sublattice scattering is preserved
in LBCO and broken in YBCO.Moreover, in YBCO the
symmetry is broken to di↵erent degrees along the a and b
crystal axes, suggesting either exotic checkerboard order
or domains of stripes. Finally, we present and discuss
implications of energy dependent scattering from the O
2px(y) sublattices in LBCO.

Stimulated by theory,[16, 17] resonant soft x-ray scat-
tering (RSXS) in YBCO and Bi2Sr2�xLaxCuO6+�,[19]
and scanning tunnelling microscopy (STM) mea-
surements in Bi2Sr2CaCu2O8+� (Bi-2212) and
Ca2�xNaxCuO2Cl2 (Na-CCOC) [20] have recently
reported that d symmetry characterizes the CDW order
in the CuO2 planes. In this d-symmetry CDW state, the
modulation of charge (or a related microscopic quantity)
on O px and O py sites is out of phase, as depicted
in Fig. 1a for a commensurate, bond-centered CDW.
An important question is whether d-symmetry CDW
order is a generic property of underdoped cuprates
and, specifically, if it also occurs in the canonical
stripe-ordered La-based cuprates. Admittedly, there are
many similarities in the CDW order of the La-based
cuprates and other cuprates (eg. Bi-2212, YBCO) such
as an enhancement in CDW intensity at doping levels
near p = 1/8,[21, 22] competition with SC and a com-
mon spectroscopic signature to the resonant scattering

intensity[6, 23]. However, these similarities are at odds
with important di↵erences such as the doping depen-
dence of the CDW incommensurability.[7, 8, 22, 24–26]
Perhaps most significantly, static spin density wave
(SDW) order that is commensurate with the CDW order
is only observed in the La-based cuprates. Accordingly,
it is not yet clear whether stripe order in the La-based
cuprates and CDW order in other cuprates should be
viewed as slightly di↵erent manifestations of a common
order or as truly distinct phases.
To address these questions, we have resolved the or-

bital symmetry and microscopic character of CDW order
in LBCO and YBCO using a RSXS technique that com-
bines varying the incident photon polarization relative to
the material’s crystallographic axes and simultaneously
rotating the crystal about the CDW ordering wavevector
Q, as illustrated in Fig. 1a. With this approach, at the
O K edge we are able to determine the relative strength,
phase relation and energy dependence of scattering from
two O sublattices comprised of O atoms with Cu–O–Cu
bonds either parallel (Ok) or perpendicular (O?) to Q
(see Fig. 1b). The proportion of d to s0 symmetry was
characterized from O K edge measurements in LBCO us-
ing a polarization dependent RSXS model developed with
parameters directly related to the physical ratio �d/�s0 .
Additionally, RSXS measurements sensitive to the Cu
sublattice were used to assess the degree of rotational C4

symmetry on Cu sites in LBCO and YBCO.
Prior to discussing our results, we first describe the

polarization dependent RSXS model which is used in this
analysis and then parametrize the model in terms of the
symmetry components of the CDW order. Within this
framework, the CDW orbital symmetries in LBCO and
YBCO are elucidated from the experimental data.

POLARIZATION DEPENDENT RESONANT
X-RAY SCATTERING

On an x-ray absorption edge, the resonant elastic x-ray
scattering intensity is given by:

I(✏i,!,Q) /
��✏⇤f · T (!,Q) · ✏i

��2 , (1)

where ! is the angular frequency, Q is the momentum
transfer, ✏i and ✏f are the incident and scattered polar-
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The identity of the fundamental broken symmetry (if any) in the
underdoped cuprates is unresolved. However, evidence has been
accumulating that this state may be an unconventional density
wave. Here we carry out site-specific measurements within each
CuO2 unit cell, segregating the results into three separate elec-
tronic structure images containing only the Cu sites [Cu(r)] and
only the x/y axis O sites [Ox(r) and Oy(r)]. Phase-resolved Fourier
analysis reveals directly that the modulations in the Ox(r) and Oy(r)
sublattice images consistently exhibit a relative phase of π. We
confirm this discovery on two highly distinct cuprate compounds,
ruling out tunnel matrix-element and materials-specific systemat-
ics. These observations demonstrate by direct sublattice phase-
resolved visualization that the density wave found in underdoped
cuprates consists of modulations of the intraunit-cell states that
exhibit a predominantly d-symmetry form factor.

CuO2 pseudogap | broken symmetry | density-wave form factor

Understanding the microscopic electronic structure of the
CuO2 plane represents the essential challenge of cuprate

studies. As the density of doped holes, p, increases from zero in
this plane, the pseudogap state (1, 2) first emerges, followed by
the high-temperature superconductivity. Within the elementary
CuO2 unit cell, the Cu atom resides at the symmetry point with
an O atom adjacent along the x axis and the y axis (Fig. 1A,
Inset). Intraunit-cell (IUC) degrees of freedom associated with
these two O sites (3, 4), although often disregarded, may actually
represent the key to understanding CuO2 electronic structure.
Among the proposals in this regard are valence-bond ordered
phases having localized spin singlets whose wavefunctions are
centered on Ox or Oy sites (5, 6), electronic nematic phases
having a distinct spectrum of eigenstates at Ox and Oy sites (7,
8), and orbital-current phases in which orbitals at Ox and Oy are
distinguishable due to time-reversal symmetry breaking (9). A
common element to these proposals is that, in the pseudogap
state of lightly hole-doped cuprates, some form of electronic
symmetry breaking renders the Ox and Oy sites of each CuO2
unit cell electronically inequivalent.

Electronic Inequivalence at the Oxygen Sites of the CuO2
Plane in Pseudogap State
Experimental electronic structure studies that discriminate the
Ox from Oy sites do find a rich phenomenology in underdoped
cuprates. Direct oxygen site-specific visualization of electronic
structure reveals that even very light hole doping of the insulator
produces local IUC symmetry breaking, rendering Ox and Oy
inequivalent (10), that both Q ≠ 0 density wave (11) and Q = 0
C4-symmetry breaking (11, 12, 13) involve electronic inequi-
valence of the Ox and Oy sites, and that the Q ≠ 0 and Q = 0

broken symmetries weaken simultaneously with increasing p and
disappear jointly near pc = 0.19 (13). For multiple cuprate com-
pounds, neutron scattering reveals clear intraunit-cell breaking of
rotational symmetry (14, 15, 16). Thermal transport studies (17)
can likewise be interpreted. Polarized X-ray scattering studies
reveal the electronic inequivalence between Ox and Oy sites (18)
and that angular dependent scattering is best modeled by spa-
tially modulating their inequivalence with a d-symmetry form
factor (19). Thus, evidence from a variety of techniques indicates
that Q = 0 C4 breaking (electronic inequivalence of Ox and Oy) is
a key element of underdoped-cuprate electronic structure. The
apparently distinct phenomenology of Q ≠ 0 incommensurate
density waves (DW) in underdoped cuprates has also been reported
extensively (20–27). Moreover, recent studies (28, 29) have dem-
onstrated beautifully that the density modulations first visualized
by scanning tunneling microscopy (STM) imaging (30) are in-
deed the same as the DW detected by these X-ray scattering
techniques. However, although distinct in terms of which symmetry
is broken, there is mounting evidence that the incommensurate
DW and the IUC degrees of freedom are somehow linked micro-
scopically (13, 16, 19, 31, 32).

Significance

High-temperature superconductivity emerges when holes are
introduced into the antiferromagnetic, insulating CuO2 plane
of the cuprates. Intervening between the insulator and the
superconductor is the mysterious pseudogap phase. Evidence
has been accumulating that this phase supports an exotic
density wave state that may be key to its existence. By in-
troducing visualization techniques that discriminate the elec-
tronic structure at the two oxygen sites with each CuO2 unit
cell, we demonstrate that this density wave consists of periodic
modulations maintaining a phase difference of π between ev-
ery such pair of oxygen sites. Therefore, the cuprate pseudo-
gap phase contains a previously unknown electronic state—
a density wave with a d-symmetry form factor.
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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 to become field dependent; note that the change of shape of the spin-echo
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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
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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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