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We follow the evolution of Copper and Oxygen two-hole excitations, in optimally doped
(CaxLa1−x)(Ba1.75−xLa0.25+x)Cu3Oy for x = 0.1 and x = 0.4. The spectra have contributions
from band states as well as a localized multiplet structure. From their identification, we determine
the intrashell Coulomb interaction U for Oxygen and Copper sites. These results allow us to esti-
mate the atomic superexchange coupling J suggesting a positive correlation between the maximal
superconducting critical temperature Tmax

C and J .

Superconductivity in Copper-based materials
(cuprates) emerges from a charge transfer in-
sulator, a state dominated by electronic corre-
lations. In the charge compensated compound
(CaxLa1−x)(Ba1.75−xLa0.25+x)Cu3Oy (CL123), it arises
from an antiferromagnetic phase upon hole doping[1].
It then reaches a maximum critical temperature TC
at a concentration of p '0.145 holes per planar Cu.
At a hole concentration p ∼0.12, superconductivity is
suppressed and a charge order and pseudogap state
appear. However, the charge order and pseudogap
energy scales do not seem to be related to supercon-
ductivity. In contrast, a comparison of superconducting
(SC) and magnetic properties [2] suggests that TmaxC
grows with increasing superexchange interaction J . This
observation was supported by Resonant Inelastic X-ray
Scattering (RIXS) [3] and Angle Resolved Photoemission
(ARPES) [4] experiments done in the SC phase. The
ARPES data was interpreted using the fact that in the
Hubbard model J ∼100 meV increases with increasing
hopping rate t∼100 meV [5].

Nevertheless, none of these experiments were com-
pletely decisive. Magnetic measurements were done in
the non-SC part of the phase diagram and whether their
measured trend is extended out to the SC state could be
questioned. RIXS suffers from interpretation of the data
in terms of J , although the arguments seems to converge
with Pärschke et al. [6]. In ARPES, there are two kinds of
velocities, below and above the kink in the energy disper-
sion E(k), where k is in the (π, π) direction. The Fermi
velocity (near zero energy) presents little variation with
doping [7–9] or between materials [10] in contrast to the
high energy velocity [4]. Which velocity should be com-
pared with TC is not clear. Moreover, the data depends
on surface quality and is noisy when comparing different
cleaves even for samples of the same composition. There-
fore, a convincing picture can emerge only by performing
a variety of different experiments [7] from which the key
ingredients guide the models for these materials [11].

The purpose of this study is to evaluate the evolution
of the local superexchange interaction J with x in CL123,

and to compare it with TmaxC (x). The structure of CL123
is almost identical to YBa2Cu3Oy (Y123) [12], but it is
tetragonal with disordered chain layers. The oxygen con-
tent y controls the number of doped holes, only slightly
affecting the lattice parameters [13]. Doping ranges from
magnetic undoped parent compounds to overdoped for
all values of x. In contrast, Ca/Ba content x changes
only the structural parameters such as bond lengths a,
and Cu-O-Cu buckling angles θ, while keeping the net
valence fixed [14]. The larger the x, the straighter and
tighter is the bond. Disorder in CL123 was found to
be x-independent based on the line-widths measured by:
high resolution powder x-ray diffraction [15], Cu, Ca, and
O nuclear magnetic resonance [16–18], phonon [19], and
ARPES [4]. Therefore, disorder is not responsible for
variations in TmaxC .

Here, we focus on optimally doped single crystals of
CL123 from two families: x=0.1 and x=0.4 where the
superconducting transition occurs at 63 and 77 K, re-
spectively. These are the highest critical temperatures
achieved for the different x values in a single crystal form.
An analysis of the Cu–L3 and O–K absorption spectra
for compositions x=0.1 and x=0.4 nearly optimally dop-
ing shows that both samples have the same amount of
holes, which is consistent with previous reports [14, 15].
Then, by combining the previous analysis of the absorp-
tion with the electron emission spectra, we determine the
energy levels for Cu–d and O–p shells. These values are
then used to estimate the superexchange coupling J .

The measurements were performed at the Spherical
Grating Monochromator (SGM) beamline located in the
Canadian Light Source (CLS) in which the samples were
cleaved in a Ultra High Vacuum (UHV) environment bet-
ter than 5× 10−9 mbar. To enhance the Auger signal we
measure the spectra at the maximum of the absorption
line. The X-Ray absorption spectroscopy (XAS) tech-
nique was performed in the Total Electron Yield (TEY)
mode, where the current needed to compensate for emit-
ted electrons is acquired. The incoming light beam was
linearly polarized parallel to the scattering plane defined
by the incoming beam and the outgoing electrons. These
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were detected using a Hemispherical Scienta analyzer.
The samples were oriented with the [001] reciprocal lat-
tice vector perpendicular to the analyzer entrance (in a
normal emission configuration) which was also parallel to
the normal of the in situ cleaved sample surface.
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FIG. 1. Total electron yield as a function of photon
energy in CL123 is plotted as black dots. The red curves
shows the best fit to the data with a model including Gaussian
profiles (blue curves) and a Shirley background plus an offset
(black lines). The energy axis for Cu L3 for x=0.1 [(a)] and
x=0.4 [(c)] compositions where shifted to match the maxi-
mum of the spectra near 931.3eV, and the intensity of the
main line was normalized to unity. The O K edge for x=0.1
is shown in (b) and for x=0.4 in (d). The arrows indicate the
extracted charge transfer gap value ∆.

Prior to photoemission spectroscopy, we study the dop-
ing concentration by x-ray absorption. The absorption
spectra of the the spin-orbit split states near the Cu L3

edge are composed by two lines: a main line at 931.3 eV
and a satellite at 932.7 eV[14, 15]. The main is assigned
to the transition where a Cu–2p electron is excited to the
valence band leaving a core-hole behind. The satellite
originates from this transition in the presence of a lig-
and hole L in a molecular orbital formed by the Oxygen
atoms surrounding the Copper atom. The main transi-
tions can be represented by

∣∣3d9〉+hν →
∣∣2p, 3d10〉, and

the satellite by
∣∣3d9, L〉 + hν →

∣∣2p, 3d10, L〉.
Based on the intensity of the main line and the satel-

lite, the hole concentration can be estimated [15, 20]. In
poly-crystalline samples of CL123, the main line barely
varies with Calcium content x or Oxygen concentration
y[15]. The absorption spectra acquired at the Cu L3 edge
are shown as black dots in Figs. 1(a) and (c) for x=0.1
and x = 0.4 concentrations. The corresponding ones at
the Oxygen K edge are shown in Figs. 1(b) and (d),
respectively. Following the analysis of Agrestini et al.
[15], we model the line-shape of the Cu L3 edge with two
Gaussian profiles (blue lines in Fig. 1), a Shirley back-
ground (grey line), and an offset. Using the intensities
extracted from the fits (red lines in Fig. 1), we can es-
timate the total amount of holes based on the formula:

nL3

h = IS/(IM + IS)[20], where IS(IM ) represents the in-
tensity of the satellite(main) line. We obtain a similar
amount of holes nL3

h = 0.42±0.02 within the error bars
for both x=0.1 and x=0.4 compounds in the optimally
doped regime indicating a similar hole concentration.

The doping concentration could also be estimated from
an analysis of the Oxygen K (O–K) absorption edge. In
the similar compound Y123 [21, 22], this absorption edge
consists of a weak pre-edge peak, associated to the O–2p
holes on CuO chains followed by a structure at higher
photon energies related to the Zhang-Rice state. The fol-
lowing feature at increasing energies has a contribution
from final states in the Upper Hubbard Band (UHB).
A similar structure is observed within hν=528–533 eV
in CL123 [15], [Fig. 1 (b) and (d)] for both compo-
sitions x = 0.1 and x=0.4. In the chosen experimental
configuration, the chains barely contribute to the spec-
tra. We therefore relate the feature at 530.7±0.1 eV with
a transition involving a ligand hole in the CuO2 planes
and the corresponding one at 532±0.1 eV with the UHB
[21–23]. The hole concentration can also be estimated
from the intensity ratio of these absorption structures.
By fitting the absorption spectra with a model contain-
ing three Gaussian line-shapes [blue lines in Fig.1(b) and
(d)] plus a high-energy background, the intensity ratio
IL/(IL + IUHB) is determined to be 0.60±0.01, equal
within error bars for both compositions.

The charge transfer gap ∆ –defined as the energy sep-
aration between 3d9 and 3d10L states– can be estimated
from the energy difference between the satellite and main
line of the Cu–L3 absorption edge [arrow in Fig. 1(a)].
From the fits to the Cu L3 spectra discussed before [Fig.
1(a), (c)], we obtain for the x=0.1 composition a value
of ∆x01

Cu = 1.6±0.1 eV and for x= 0.4, ∆x04
Cu = 1.5±0.1

eV. The double peak structure appearing in the O–K ab-
sorption spectra can also be interpreted as transitions to
the charge transfer band at low energies, predominantly
of O–2p character— followed by transitions to the UHB
dominated by Cu–3d character [24]. The energy separa-
tion between these [arrow in Fig. 1(b)] is obtained from
the fits to the absorption spectra, ∆x01;x04

O =1.3±0.1 eV.
The information extracted so far was obtained by ana-

lyzing the internal transitions during the absorption pro-
cess. To study the electronic correlations, we concentrate
on the electron emission spectra that follows the photon
absorption. By using the NIST Database [25], we iden-
tify the features observed in the photoemission spectra
(PES) at photon energies before the absorption edges
[see Fig. 2(a)]: the one at a binding energy BE=-33
eV with photoemission from La–5s states, at BE=-27.8
eV with Ba–5s, BE=-23.5 eV with O–2s, BE=-20 eV
with Ca–3p, BE=-13.5 eV with La–5p, and BE=-12.8
eV with Ba–5p. The difference of these features between
the x=0.1 and x=0.4 composition are related to an in-
crease of Ba to Ca concentration with x; in particular,
the intensity decrease at BE=-27.8 eV, as well as the
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increase around BE=-20 eV [Fig. 2(a)].
The PES structure in the region BE = 0 − 8 eV

is associated with Oxygen and Copper states whose
main spectral features are centred around -2 and -4
eV. This assignment is consistent with previous reports
on HgBa2Ca2Cu3O8+δ [26] and Y123 [27], as well as
electronic structure calculations [28]. To better deter-
mine their binding energy, we have fit the PES between
BE=1 eV to BE=-8 eV using a model with two Gaussian
line-shapes multiplied by a Fermi-Dirac function plus a
Shirley background (see Supplemental Materials). From
an average of the values obtained with beam energies
of hν=528 and hν=924 eV, these states are centred at
BE=-1.92±0.04 eV and BE=-3.94±0.07 for the x=0.1
composition. For the x=0.4 composition, the states are
centred at BE=-1.8±0.1 and BE=-3.92±0.04 eV. From
the intensity increase with photon energy of the feature
at ∼-2eV relative to the one at ∼-4eV[26], as well as their
relation with the features in the Auger spectra discussed
later, we link the feature at BE=-3.9±0.1 eV with O–2p
partial Density of States (pDoS) and the corresponding
one at BE=-1.9±0.1 eV with Cu–3d pDoS.

The electron emission spectra acquired close to the
maximum of an absorption edge will include –besides the
normal PES– contributions from different decay channels
of the excited core-hole. The interference between these
channels will mostly be observed in the photon energy
evolution of the emission spectra [29, 30] where the ex-
cited core-hole has a negligible coupling with the vacuum
continuum states. As the photon energy is increased,
the wave-function of the excited core-hole starts to over-
lap significantly with the free-propagating vacuum wave-
function, which opens up the emission to Auger electrons.
The emitted Auger electrons have a constant kinetic en-
ergy independent of the photon energy. In this regime,
we can approximate the electron emission as the super-
position of the PES and Auger spectra [26, 31].

Within 200 meV of the Cu–L3 absorption threshold
[Fig. 2(b)], the Cu L3V V Auger transition dominates
over the electron photoemission. The acquired spectra
is originated from the decay of the core-hole involving
Cu–d10 excited state into a final Cu–d8 configuration
plus the emission of Auger electrons (εA). It consists
of a broad feature centred around 4 eV plus a triple line
structure around 12 eV. The same structure is observed
for both x=0.1 and x=0.4 compositions, albeit a lower
relative intensity for the last one. When the beam en-
ergy is within 200 meV of the O–K absorption edge [Fig.
2(c)], the photoemission intensity is similar to the Auger
component. Notwithstanding, a clear double line con-
tribution around 12 and 15 eV can be observed on the
Auger spectra. This component can be extracted by re-
moving the PES acquired at photon energies lower than
the absorption edge. This is performed based on the
photon energy evolution of the acquired electron emis-
sion vs. binding energy spectra [31]. Then, the Auger
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FIG. 2. Photoemission spectra (PES) taken around
the Cu L3 and O K absorption edges for compositions x=0.1
(in black) and x=0.4 (in red). In panel (a), the spectra ac-
quired before the absorption edges for Cu L3 at hν = 924
eV (thick lines) and for O K at hν = 528 eV (thin lines) are
shifted vertically for clarity. Close to the absorption edges of
Cu L3 [(b), hν=931 eV] and O K [(c), hν=531 eV], the elec-
tron emission intensity has normal photoemission and Auger
contributions. To extract the Auger component, the PES sig-
nal before the absorption edges in (a) is subtracted to the
spectra close to the maximum of absorption. The resulted
spectra are assigned to the Cu L3M4,5M4,5 [curves shifted
vertically upwards in (d)] and to O KL3L3 [bottom curves
in (d)] transitions. All spectra shown in this Figure have the
same intensity normalization.

spectra originated from the core-hole decay involving ex-
cited O–2p6 states into a O–2p4 final configuration can
be clearly observed. It consists of a broad feature around
7 eV plus a double line structure [bottom curves on Fig.
2(d)] which becomes evident for both x=0.1 and x=0.4
compositions. The spectra close to the O–K absorption
edge also present a structure around BE '0 eV which
originate from the attenuated higher harmonics from the
synchrotron beam. When the same extraction procedure
is applied to the spectra acquired close to the Cu–L3 edge
[top curves on Fig. 2(d)], the broad feature around 4 eV
is mostly highlighted. A first inspection at the position
of the spectroscopic lines shows that the maximum of
the Auger spectra for Cu L3V V transition is at a lower
energy than the corresponding O KV V one. The spec-
troscopic signatures of the Auger structure are then ex-
tracted by fitting the spectra shown in Fig. 2(d) where
the broad features are modelled by a Gaussian line-shape,
and the multiple lines by Lorentzian ones [see Fig. 3].

The extracted spectroscopic information is interpreted
using Cini-Sawatzky theory (CST) [32, 33] as a frame-
work. In this theory, the Auger emission from an atomic
closed shell embedded in a solid consists of bound states
separated from band states by the intrashell Coulomb re-
pulsion U . Therefore, in the two–hole spectra, the broad
feature is assigned to transitions from band states, and
the relatively narrower lines to emission from bound state
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FIG. 3. The two-hole spectra is composed of a broad feature representing a continuum followed by a multiplet structure
at higher energies. To extract these different components, we have fit the data (black dots) with a model including a Gaussian
line-shape and three Lorentzian ones for the resonance close to Cu L3 edge on x=0.1 (a) and x=0.4 (b). For the ones close
to OK edge, two Lorentzian components are only included for x=0.1 (c) and x=0.4 (d). Each individual line-shape is shown
as a blue curve, and the final model including all the components as a red curve. The energy for the assigned multiplets (1S,
1D, and 1G) and the obtained values for the Coulomb repulsion U (arrows) are shown. From the on-site Coulomb repulsion
as well as the charge tranfer gap, the variation (e) of the superexchange interaction J with the charge transfer hopping tpd is
obtained for x=0.1 (black line) and x=0.4 (red line).

multiplets. Furthermore, because the direct transition
between a spin singlet and triplet configuration of two
electrons is forbidden for a spherically symmetric opera-
tor – propensity rules [34, 35]– the lines are assigned to
final states in the spin-singlet configuration only. For Cu,
these would correspond to 1G, 1D, and 1S multiplets and
for O, to 1D and 1S. Finally, owing to their spin-singlet
configuration, the total spin-orbit coupling for these final
states is quenched.

Based on these considerations, we can extract the ef-
fective intrashell Coulomb interaction for Cu and O ele-
ments from the two-hole spectra. First, the centre and
width of the band states are extracted from a fit to the
broad features. This assignment is further supported
by linking these values with the corresponding pDoS
obtained before; the band states are theoretically de-
scribed by the self-convolution density of states (SCDoS)
of the respective pDoS. For x=0.1 composition, the band
states related to Cu are centred at 4.27±0.03 eV with
a full width at half maximum (FWHM) of 3.64±0.06
eV. Second, by associating the lines at increasing two-
hole energy with the multiplets E(1D)=9.06±0.01 eV,
E(1G)=11.72±0.01 eV, and E(1S)=15.67±0.03 eV, we
determine the Slater-Condon parameters [36] (see Sup-
plemental Materials). From them, the effective in-
trashell Coulomb interaction U is extracted as the dif-
ference between the Slater-Condon parameter F 0 and
the centre of the band states [37]; which results in
Ux01d '5.91±0.03 eV for x=0.1. For x=0.4, the band
states are centred at 4.45±0.04 eV with a FWHM of
3.8±0.1 eV. From this value and the position of the mul-
tiplets, E(1D)=9.03±0.01 eV, E(1G)=11.81±0.01 eV,
and E(1S)= 15.86±0.03 eV, we obtain Ux04d '5.76±0.04
eV. In O KV V spectra, the multiplets are located at
E(1D)=12.52±0.01 eV and E(1S)=14.64±0.05 eV for
x=0.1 [Fig. 3(c)] composition. An effective O–2p in-
trashell Coulomb repulsion Ux01p =4.18±0.02 eV relative
to the band states is obtained. For x = 0.4 composi-

tion, the multiplets are located at E(1D)=12.14±0.01
and E(1S)=14.90±0.03 eV giving Ux04p =4.47±0.06 eV.
Even though the obtained intrashell Coulomb repulsion
for Cu–3d states is smaller than the reported values for
Bi2CaCu2O8 [38] (Ud ∼8 eV), for La1.85Sr0.15CuO4 and
La1.85Ba0.15CuO4 [39] (Ud '7–8 eV), it is within the
range for the reported value in Y123 [40] (Ud '5–7eV).
Regarding the intrashell Coulomb interaction for O–2p
states, our values are similar to the previously reported
Up'5 eV [38–40] in different compounds. This indicates
the existence of strong electronic correlations in CL123
similar to other copper-based superconductors.

The atomic antiferromagnetic superexchange coupling
J is revealed as one manifestation of the electronic corre-
lations. This coupling would mediate the spin-spin inter-
action between two adjacent Cu atoms through an inter-
mediate O. Based on a simple atomic transition model
[41] which neglects the details of the band-structure [42],
we numerically determine the superexchange energy J ;
which depends on the Coulomb repulsion between two
electrons in O–2p orbitals (Up), the corresponding one
in Cu–3d orbital (Ud), the onsite energy difference ∆pd
between them, and the charge transfer hopping tpd (see
Supplemental Materials). The trend of J with tpd [Fig.
3(e)], where the other parameters are extracted from
the Cu absorption and the two-hole spectra, indicates
a higher value for x=0.4 than for x=0.1 composition.
At fixed value of tpd, the increase of the superexchange
coupling J is driven by the variation of the Coulomb
interaction with x: an increase of the intrashell corre-
lations in O–2p orbitals and a decrease of the ones in
Cu–3d. On the other hand, tpd can be estimated from
the previously determined values of J [13]: for x=0.1,
J=82±5meV and for x=0.4, J=115±7 meV; which re-
sults in tpd=0.98±0.02 eV and 1.00±0.02 eV, respectively.
Thus J increases with x owing mainly to the electronic
correlation variations.

In summary, guided by CST and the propensity
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rules for Auger transitions, we have identified the
band states as well as spin-singlet multiplet exci-
tations of the extracted two-hole spectra of Cop-
per and Oxygen elements on the high-TC compound
(CaxLa1−x)(Ba1.75−xLa0.25+x)Cu3Oy. Based on their
energy, the Coulomb repulsion for electrons in the O–
2p (Up) and Cu–3d (Ud) states was determined for the
compositions x=0.1 and x=0.4 in the optimally doped
regime. Using these values together with the charge-
transfer gap extracted from the X-Ray absorption spec-
tra, we have indicated that the atomic superexchange in-
teraction J increases with x as does TmaxC . This relation
is consistent with the recently reported [43] connection
between TmaxC and J for different high-TC families.
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