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Abstract. YBa2Cu3(>6+x is an antiferromagnetic insulator in its te-
tragonal phase at small z, and it becomes a superconducting metal in
the large x orthorhombic phase. The transition between the two phases
is controlled by the orientational ordering of CuOz chain segments and
dielectric screening by the BaO layers. In the orthorhombic phase, holes
from the chains are transferred to the CuOj planes, and the supercon-
ducting transition temperature scales with the density of 0 2p holes.
The antiferromagnetic ordering in the tetragonal phase is dominated by
localized Cu moments in the CuOa planes. The two-dimensional (2D)
coupling between those spins is unusually strong. The interaction be-
tween nearest-neighbor planes is sufficiently strong that spins in bilayers
remain highly correlated well above the Neel temperature. Long-range
order is destroyed when a significant density of O 2p holes is present
in the planes; however, there is evidence that Cu moments survive and
interact in the metallic phase.

1. Introduction

Before theorists can come to a consensus on the electron-pairing mecha-
nism responsible for superconductivity in the layered copper-oxide com-
pounds (or even agree on the Hamiltonian that contains the necessary
basic physics of the problem), it is necessary to have a clear picture of
the electronic and magnetic structure of these materials in the normal
state. It is now generally agreed that the crucial structural element for
the unusual superconductivity is the CuC>2 plane: a square lattice of
copper atoms with an oxygen bridging each pair of nearest-neighbor cop-
pers. The first superconducting cuprate discovered [1],
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Fig. 1. Crystal structures of
rf^ YBa2Cu306, in which the Cu(l)

<j> sites are 2-fold coordinated, and
YBa2Cu3O7, in which the 4-fold co-
ordinated Cu(l) sites form chains
along the 6 axis.

contains only C11O2 planes between layers of La(Ba)O. In the 90-K super-
conductor YBa2Cu3CuO7 [2], however, each unit cell contains two C11O2
planes plus a Cu layer in which oxygen bridges the Cu along just one
direction, creating parallel CuO chains (see Fig. 1) [3]. The presence of
the CuO chains causes the b lattice parameter (along the chain direction)
to be longer than a, so that the structure is orthorhombic. When all of
the oxygen is removed from the chains, as in YBasCugOe, the structure
is tetragonal [4], and the material is an antiferromagnetk insulator [5, 6].
In the superconducting compound, the orthorhombic strain causes twin-
ning: the chain direction can change by 90° at (110) boundaries between
neighboring domains.

The presence of the chains and twin boundaries initially led to con-
siderable confusion concerning the feature(s) responsible for the high su-
perconducting transition temperature (Te) in YBagCusOT. From a selec-
tive analysis of experimental results, it is now clear that it is the density
of holes of predominantly O 2p character within the CuOa planes that de-
termines Tc. The density of holes is controlled by the average occupancy
x of the oxygen sites in the the CuO chain layer, and also the ordering of
the oxygens on those sites. The distribution of holes between the chains
and planes is stabilized electrostatically by displacements within the BaO
layers. Furthermore, there is substantial evidence that the Cu atoms in
the planes remain essentially 2+ (one Zd hole per Cu) in the presence of
the O 2p holes, and that spin-spin interactions between neighboring Cu
moments are significant in the metallic phase.

The experimentally determined phase diagram for YBa2CusO6+x is.
shown in Fig. 2. In the tetragonal phase the compound is an antifer-
romagnetic insulator, whereas it is a metallic superconductor when the
lattice becomes orthorhombic. To understand the phase diagram it is
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necessary to consider the connections between the crystalline, electronic,
and magnetic structures. Some important features of the oxygen depen-
dence of the crystal structure will be reviewed first, followed by a short
description of variations in the electronic structure with x. Magnetic or-
der and correlations will then be discussed, and the paper concludes with
a summary.

2. Oxygen Dependence of the Crystal Structure

The filling and ordering of the Cu(l)-Ox chains control the filling of
valence band states, and hence they control the electronic and magnetic
properties of YBajCuaOe+x- Copper finds it energetically favorable to
be either linearly 2-fold or planar 4-fold coordinated by oxygen. A 4-fold
coordinated Cu can tolerate one or two more distant oxygen neighbors,
such as the apical 0(1) near the Cu(2) in the CuO2 planes (see Fig. 1), but
3-fold coordination is uncommon. Accepting these observations as rules,
it is clear that for arbitrary x the oxygen in the Cu(l) planes will cluster
into chains so as to maximize the number of 2- and 4-fold coordinated
Cu(l) sites. If the orientational order to the chains is coherent from layer
to layer, then the crystal will be orthorhombic; however, at small x, where
the chain segments become shorter and more separated, the orientation
may vary between layers or within a layer, and the average symmetry
becomes tetragonal [7].

Because the full or empty chains may be charged, Jike-chains will
tend to repel each other. As a result, a set of full and empty chains will
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Fig. 3. Change in twice the Ba-
0(1) intralayer spacing determined
by neutron diffraction [3, 4] com-
pared to the the change in the c L c-
tice parameter as a function of x.
Note that there are two BaO layers

' per unit cell.

tend to order themselves into a regular pattern. The dominant type of
ordering observed by electron [8] and x-ray [9] diffraction for intermediate
x consists of alternating full and empty chains, with a resultant doubling
of the unit cell along the a axis. Theoretical model calculations [10] which
reproduce this ordering indicate that there are two distinct orthorhombic
phases: Ortho I, consisting of full chains plus defects, and Ortho II,
corresponding to the cell-doubled phase. The equilibrium width in x of
the Ortho II phase depends on sample treatment (annealing temperature
and oxygen partial pressure) [11,12].

As will be discussed in the next section, when oxygen atoms are
added to an empty chain, they can obtain only half of the charge they
require from their Cu(l) neighbors. Thus, either holes must be created in
the chains, or electrons must be transferred from the planes to the chains,
creating holes in the planes. Transferring electrons from the planes to the
chains would change the electric field across the Ba-O(l) layer. The Ba
and 0(1) atoms are displaced from each other along the c-axis by an
amount Az(Ba-Ol), and this separation contracts strongly with increas-
ing x in the orthorhombic phase as shown in Fig. 3 [3, 4], consistent with
plane-to-chain charge transfer [13]. Thus, the Ba-O(l) layer acts as a
dielectric to screen the change in electric field due to the charge transfer.
In the tetragonal phase the Ba-O(l) separation changes very little with
z, suggesting that there is very little charge transfer. Thus, the density
of holes in the planes should change in nearly a step-like way on going
from the tetragonal to the orthorhombic phase.



3. Electronic Structure

It is now fairly well established that both the Cu(l) and Cu(2) atoms have
a 2+ valence (3d9 configuration) in the fully oxygenated x = 1 compound
[14]. That the holes have a dominantly O 2p character is confirmed by x-
ray absorption [15] and electron-energy-loss [16] measurements at the O
K edge. The orientation dependence of OK edge measurements on single
crystals indicate that the holes are shared between the chain and plane
oxygens [17]. Evidence for O 2p holes in the planes and chains has also
been obtained from nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) studies probing
63Cu [18], 17O [19], and 89Y [20] nuclei. Superconductivity occurs only
when a significant density of holes is present in the planes. The hole
density, and hence Tc, vary with x, and the details of that variation are
controlled by the ordering of the oxygens in the Cu(l) layer.

If the oxygen atoms in the Cu(l) layer tend to cluster in chains,
then there should be empty chain segments containing 2-fold coordinated
Cu(l) for all x < 1. One expects these Cu(l) atoms to have a 1+ valence
(i.e. a full Zd shell). A practical way to detect Cu(l)1+ is through x-ray
absorption measurements at the Cu K edge. As shown in Fig. 4, the
Is —*• 4pw transition for a Cu1+ ion, as in CujO, is at a much lower
energy than it is for Cu2+, as in CuO. This low energy feature can be
used as a fingerprint to indicate the presence of Cu1+[21]. The lower part
of Fig. 4 shows measurements on an oxygenated (x = 1) and an oxygen
deficient (x = 0.23) sample, each of which had been uniaxially oriented
in a magnetic field [22, 23]. Measurements with the x-ray polarization
i parallel to and perpendicular to the c-axis of each sample reveal that
the distinctive low energy Cu1+ feature is present only for the oxygen
deficient sample with the polarisation perpendicular to the c-axis. Since
the Cu1+ Apx final state must be oriented perpendicular to the ligand axis
[24], it is clear that the observed Cu1+ feature is due to 2-fold coordinated
Cu(l) sites. The presence of Cu1+ in oxygen-deficient YBa2Cu3O6+x has
also been detected and characterized by optical spectroscopy [25] and by
nuclear quadrupole resonance (NQR) [26] and nuclear magnetic resonance
(NMR) [27] spectroscopy.

A measure of the amount of Cu1+ present is given by the area under
the low energy peak obtained after subtracting off the x = 1 spectrum.
It can be put on an absolute scale by normalizing to the Cu2O spectrum.
Such an analysis has been performed on a series of unoriented samples
having a range of x values [23], and the results are shown in Fig. 5. If
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Fig. 4. (Left) X-ray absorption near edge structure measured at the
Cu K edge, with Bo = 8980 eV. At the top are data for unoriented
powders of CU2O and CuO. Below are spectra, for uniaxially aligned
samples of YBagCusOe+x with x = 0.23 and 1.00, measured with the
x-ray polarization vector e perpendicular to and parallel to the c-axis
direction c. From Ref. (23].

Fig. 5. (Right) Number of Cu1+ ions per unit cell measured in
YBa2Cu3C>6+z plotted as a function of x. The solid line represents
ticui+ = l — z, while the dashed line indicates nca*+ = 1 ~ 2x. From
Ref. [23].

all of the Cu(l) atoms are in 2- or 4-fold sites, then the number of 2-fold
sites is equal to 1 — x, corresponding to the solid tine in Fig. 5. The data
arc consistent with essentially all of the Cu(l) sites being in full or empty
chains, with the atoms in empty chains having a valence of 1+.

It seems likely that the oxygen atoms cluster into chain segments in
the tetragonal phase; however, it is interesting to consider another limit in
which evergy oxygen is isolated and sits between two 3-fold coordinated
Cu(l) atoms. If one assumes that the 3-fold sites have a 2+ valence,
then the density of Cu1+ would be 1 — 2x, corresponding to the dashed
line in Fig. 5. Taking into account a possible systematic error in the
normalization, the data appear more consistent with chain segments in
the tetragonal phase.



From simple valence counting, the result that the density of Cu(l)1+

atoms is equal to 1 — x implies that the density of holes n& is equal to x.
For the quenched samples used in the Cu K edge study, it was observed
that Tc ~ x [23]. It follows that Tc ~ n/». A similar result was obtained
in a muon spin relaxation study [28]. By studying the relaxation rate
for superconducting YBajCuaOe+i in an applied magnetic field, it was
established that, at least for x < 0.9, Te ~ n^/m*, where m* is the
effective mass of the holes. For annealed samples, a wide plateau develops
at ~ 60 K in the Tc vs. x curve [11], corresponding to the Ortho II phase.
It has been argued that the plateau structure is due to percolation effects
resulting from the inhomogeneity of the chain ordering on the length scale
of the superconducting coherence length (20-30 A)

4. Magnetic Structure and Excitations

In the fully reduced compound YBasCusOe the Cu(2) sites in the planes
have magnetic moments by virtue of their 2+ valence, while the 2-fold
coordinated Cu(l) sites are nonmagnetic. The Cu moments within the
CuOs planes order antiferromagnetically because of nearest-neighbor su-
perexchange interactions, and the'planes couple together antiferromag-
netically along the c axis, as shown in Fig. 6(a) [6]. The magnetic Bragg
peak intensity is proportional to the square of the staggered magnetiza-
tion, which in turn is proportional to the average spin (5). Experimetally,
a value of M — gpB{S) « 0.65/IB was observed at low temperature [30,
31] where ps is the Bohr magneton. Assuming a typical value of g ~ 2.2
for a spin-| Gu2+ion, one obtains (5) « 0.30. As will be discussed be-
low, the magnetic interactions within the CuOj planes are much stronger
than those between the planes, and it is commonly believed that the spin
dynamics should be very similar to those of a 2D Heisenberg system.
Because of the very small size of the spin, quantum corrections become
important, and a large zero-point spin fluctuation is expected. Spin-wave
analysis applied to the spin-|, 2D Heisenberg model yields {£) = 0.30
[32], in very good agreement with the experimental result. Thus, the neu-
tron diffraction results are consistent with localized magnetic moments
of approximately 1 HB and large fluctuations in spin orientation even at
low temperatures.

The temperature dependence of the magnetic ordering has been stud-
ied as a function of oxygen content x by muon spin rotation [33], neutron
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(a)

Fig. 6. (a) Magnetic spin struc-
ture for YBajCuaOe+x with x near
zero. Only copper atoms are shown
for clarity; cross-hatched circles rep-
resent nonmagnetic Cu1+ ions, while
black and white circles indicate an-
tiparallel spins at Cu2+ sites. Solid
lines connect pairs of sites bridged
by oxygen atoms, (b) Second type
of spin structure expected for larger
x. The average spin at a B-layer site
is a fraction e of the spin on a CuO2
layer.

diffraction [30, 31], and Cu NQR [34], and the results are summarized
by the magnetic phase boundaries shown in Fig. 2. With increasing x,
oxygen enters the Cu(l) layer and creates some Cu(l)2+. Clustering of
oxygen into chains should also create some holes, but very few of these
are transferred to the CuC>2 planes, as discussed in the previous two sec-
tions. This conclusion is confirmed by the observation that Tjr stays
fairly high over a large range of as, in contrast to La2-xSrxCuO4-y in
which a very small amount of doping destroys the long-range order [35].
In YBagCusOe+x the magnetic order is not destroyed by mobile holes
until the tetragonal-orthorhombic phase boundary is reached. The mag-
netic Cu(l)2+ ions are frustrated in the Type II structure of Fig. 6(a).
By Hund's rules, one expects the Cu(l) to couple ferromagnetically to its
Cu(2) neighbors [36,37], causing the Cu(2) spins in next-nearest-neighbor
planes to be ferromagnetically aligned. When a sufficient number of mo-
ments are present on Cu(l) sites, one would expect the Type II structure
of Fig. 6(b) to be favorable [38]. The average Cu(l) spin should be much
smaller than the average Cu(2) spin.

Superlattice peaks corresponding to the Type II structure were ob-
served to coexist with Type I peaks below 40 K in one single crystal
with x ~ 0.35 studied by neutron diffraction [39]. As the temperature
decreased below 40 K, the intensities of the Type I peaks decreased while
the Type II peaks grew. A more common observation in single crys-
tal diffraction studies is that, for x > 0.2, the Type I magnetic Bragg
peaks begin to decrease as the temperature is lowered below 30-50 K [see
Fig. 7(a)], but instead of new superlattice peaks appearing, 2D diffuse



scattering is found [31, 40]. Furthermore, there is a low energy compo-
nent to the inelastic scattering which is in excess of that expected for the
temperature dependence of spin-waves from the CuO2 layers, as shown
in Fig. 7(b) and (c). The intensity of the low-energy scattering reaches
a maximum in the temperature range where the magnetic Bragg inten-
sity begins to decrease, suggesting that it is due to critical fluctuations of
Cu(l)2+ moments whose spin direction freezes at low temperature. Simi-
larly, a recent magnetic susceptibility study (41] has revealed a Curie-like
contribution that increases in magnitude with x up to the tetragonal-
orthorhombic phase boundary, but which disappears below 20-30 K. Ev-
idence for a low-temperature transition to a spin-glass-like phase comes
from Cu NQR measurements. For x > 0.2, the spin-echo decay rate for
the NQR for Cu(l)1+ diverges at 20 K [42]. A single broad peak is ob-
served at low temperature. If the low-temperature magnetic structure
were of Type II, then all Cu(l) sites should see the same constant hyper-
fine field, and the Cu(l)1+ peak should be split in two. In the only case
where such a splitting was observed, the sample was found to contain a
small amount of Fe impurity [43], which tends to substitute on the Cu(l)
site. Substituting magnetic Co ions on Cu(l) sites also induces Type II
order [44]. The Type II order observed in Ndi+uBai_yCu3O6+x [45] is
probably caused by the presence of excess Nd3+ on Ba2+ sites.

The evidence indicates that the Cu(l)2+ moments do order in some
way at low temperature, but that they do not exhibit the coherent order
of the Type II structure. If random Cu(l) layers couple to the planes
with local Type II structure, then a mixture of Type I and Type II struc-
tures could form, as illustrated in Fig. 8. Isolated Type II layers would
contribute diffuse rather than Bragg scattering, and their presence would
reduce the number of CuOj planes contributing to the Type I superlat-
tice peaks. Most Cu(l)1+ sites would see no hyperfine field, consistent
with the Cu NQR results.

A classical antiferromagnet would have perfect Neel order at zero
temperature. At a finite temperature the spins will fluctuate around their
zero temperature orientations, and these fluctuations can be analyzed in
terms of harmonic spin waves. In a quantum mechanical antiferromagnet
spin waves are present even at T = 0, and correspond to the zero-point
fluctuations of the spins. In a nearest-neighbor Heisenbcrg model, the
Hamiltonian for spin-spin interactions has the form
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Fig. 7. (Left) Temperature dependence of elastic and inelastic mag-
netic scattering in YBa2Cu3O6.3. (a) Elastic Bragg peak intensity at
(| , | , - 2 ) . (b) Inelastic intensity for AE = 1 meV at (J ,§ , -2 ) and
(| , | , —1.5). (c) Background corrected inelastic intensity at ( | , | , —1.75)
for AE = 3 and 9 meV. the solid lines represent the calculated temper-
ature dependence normalized to the 9 meV point at 200 K, taking the
spectrometer resolution function into account; the dashed line is a guide
to the eye. From Ref. [40].

Fig. 8. (Right) Schematic diagrams of different magnetic structures, as
discussed in the text. Each bar represents an antiferromagaetic C11O2
plane in which the Cu spins have a simple Neel order. Black and white
bars indicate layers with antiparallel spoins. Broken bars represent mag-
netically ordered Cu(l) layers. From Ref. [40].

where the sum is over nearest-neighbor pairs and J is called the exchange
energy. Diagonalization of the Hamiltonian leads to a dispersion relation
for the spin-wave energy fiuasa function of wavevector q, measured



relative to a magnetic Bragg point. For small q the dispersion is linear,
with a velocity c = u/q proportional to the exchange energy J. Hence,
by measuring the slope of the spin-wave dispersion with inelastic neutron
scattering one can determine the strength of coupling between the spins.

Anderson [46] was the first to point out that the superexchange in-
teraction between nearest-neighbor coppers within a C11O2 plane should
be unusually strong, and that the magnetism should be essentially two-
dimensional in character. These speculations were initially confirmed
by neutron scattering studies of LajCuQi [47]. For a 2D system, the
scattering cross section does not depend on the momentum transfer per-
pendicular to the plane, so that in reciprocal space Bragg points are
replaced by Bragg rods. Figure 9 shows the {hhl) zone in recfc cal
space for YBajCuaOe+x, with the rod for antiferromagnetic scatter,. ^
from a CUOJJ layer indicated by the hatched line. Below TN, magnetic
Bragg peaks are observed at the points indicated by the squares. As-
suming that the spin dynamics are dominated by the exchange energy J\\
between nearest-neighbors within a CuOj plane, one expects to observe
spin waves rising steeply in energy as q is scanned in the [hhQ] direction
away from the 2D rod, as indicated by Scan A in Fig. 9. In an inelastic
neutron scattering measurement, if one fixes the energy transfer AE — hut
and performs Scan A, spin wave peaks should be observed at q^ = ±u/e,
where qjj is the component of q perpendicular to the rod. Such scans,
with AE — 3, 9, and 15 meV and measured on a single crystal with
x ~ 0.3, are shown in Fig, 10. Because of the very large spin-wave veloc-
ity, the two spin-wave peaks cannot be resolved. By taking into account
the spectrometer resolution function, one can fit the unresolved peaks as
indicated by the solid lines, yielding the crude estimate JJJ = 8Ot$o meV.
Inelastic light-scattering measurements of spin-pair excitations indicate
that Jj| es 120 meV in a single crystal with x « 0.0 [48].

Ifthe CuOs layers were truly uncoupled, then there would be no spin-
wave dispersion along the [00/] direction indicated by Scan B in Fig. 9.
In reality, the Cu spins are coupled weakly along the c axis, and because
there are two Cu{2) atoms per unit cell, the spin-wave modes are split into
acoustic and optical branches, in analogy with phonon modes in a non-
Bravais lattice. Two different c-axis couplings must be considered: J±i,
between nearest-neighbor (nn) CuOa planes, and /j.2» between next-nn
layers through the Cu(l) sites. It turns out that the direct exchange
interaction corresponding to J u is much stronger than J±2. As a re-
sult, J±\ determines the zone-center splitting of the acoustic and optical
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and where z = 0.28 is the relative separation between nn Cu(2) sites along
the c axis [40, 49]. Figure 12 shows scans along the ( | | 0 direction at
AE = 6 meV for several different temperatures [40]. The solid line is a fit
using spin-wave theory and taking the spectrometer resolution function
into account. The phase and amplitude of the modulation make it clear
that only acoustic modes contribute to the scattering. Quite remarkably,
the structure factor modulation is still present well above I N , indicating
that Cu€>2 bilayers remain strongly correlated in the absence of three-
dimensional order. The optical modes are not observed up to at least
30 meV, providing the limit J±i > 2 meV [40]. J±a and the exchange
anisotropy are much smaller, being on the order of 10~4 X'Jj|.

What happens to the magnetic moments in She metallic orthorhom-
bic phase of YBaaCusOe+x? As discussed in the previous section,
high-energy spectroscopies indicate that the Cu(2) atoms retain their
2+ valence for all z, suggesting that they should remain magnetic.
Temperature-dependent magnetic susceptibility measured for varying
oxygen content and corrected for a small Curie-like contribution is shown
in Fig. 13 [30, 50]. At low temperatures the susceptibility has the shape
expected for a 2D antiferromagnet [51], and it appears to evolve contin-
uously as the boundary between the antiferromagnetic and the metallic
phases is crossed. A much more drastic change would be expected if the
magnetic moments and/or the correlations suddenly disappeared in the
orthorhombic phase.

The results of neutron scattering searches for low energy magnetic
scattering have been mixed so far. Mezei et at. [52] observed a mag-
netic cross section at very low energies (< 1.5 meV) and low temperature
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Fig. 12. Constant A £ scan of type B (see Fig. 9) along the 2D rod with
AE = 6 meV for YBa2Cu306.3. The modulation is due to the inelastic
structure. The enhancement near I = —1.5 is due to a "focussing" effect
of the spectrometer resolution function. The solid line is a fit which is
discussed in the text. From Ref. [40].

(< 75 K) in a powder sample with x = 0.59 and Te = 47 K. Fairly strong
spin-wave-like scattering was recently observed in a large orthorhombic
crystal with x ~ 0.45 and Te « 15 K [53]; however, initial measure-
ments on several other crystals with larger oxygen concentrations were
negative [40]. Bruckel et al. [54] found negligible magnetic scattering
for | Aw | < 25 meV in an x = 1 powder sample, and they concluded
that most of the Cu atoms are nonmagnetic. However, that conclusion
is based on the assumption that most of the magnetic scattering should
occur at low energies, whereas spin-wave theory indicates that for the
antiferromagnetic tetragonal material most of the spectral weight occurs
at hta > Jj|. A short magnetic correlation length or a shift in spectral
weight to higher energies could explain the negative observations at low
energies. Cu NMR and NQR studies appear to give positive evidence for
the presence of interacting Cu2+ spins in YBa2Cu3O7 [55],



15

200 400 600
TEMPERATURE (K)

800
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YBa2Cu306+x. From Ref. [30].

in

5. Summary

The magnetic and electronic correlations in YBajCusOe+c are controlled
by the oxygen-filling and ordering of the Cu(l)-0x layers. Oxygen atoms
tend to cluster in CuO chains in order to minimize the number 3-fold
coordinated coppers. In the orthorhombic phase, ordering of the oxygens
in chains creates 0 2p holes, a large fraction of which are transferred to
the C11O2 planes. Each BaO layer acts as a dielectric which distorts to
help screen the charge transfer. The reduction in the number of holes on
removal of oxygen is partially compensated by the conversion of Cu(l)2+

to Cu(l)1 + . Te tends to scale with the density of mobile O 2p holes. In the
tetragonal phase the chain segments become short and lack orientational
order; very few holes are transferred to the planes.

Antiferromagnetism occurs throughout the insulating tetragonal
phase. CUO2 bilayers are coupled antiferromagnetically, and they re-
main correlated in the absence of long-range order. Cu(l)2+ atoms in
Cu(l)-0 chain segments tend to couple ferromagnetically to the Cu02

layers at low temperature. Holes in the Cu02 planes reduce the mag-
netic correlation length and kill long-range order. Nevertheless, there is
evidence that Cu2+ moments survive and interact in the metallic state.
More work is required to understand the interactions between 0 2p and
Cu 3d holes in the metallic phase.
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