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We present nuclear magnetic resonance data in BaFe2As2 in the presence of pulsed strain fields that are
interleaved in time with the radiofrequency excitation pulses. In this approach, the precessing nuclear mag-
netization acquires a phase shift that is proportional to the strain and pulse time. The sensitivity in this
approach is limited by the homogeneous decoherence time, T2, rather than the inhomogeneous linewidth. We
measure the nematic susceptibility as a function of temperature, and demonstrate three orders of magnitude
improvement in sensitivity. This approach will enable studies of the strain response in a broad range of
materials that previously were inaccessible due to inhomogeneous broadening.

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years there has been growing attention to
the role of electronic nematicity in strongly correlated
electron materials, where the electronic degrees of free-
dom spontaneously break an underlying discrete symme-
try of the lattice1. This phenomenon is exemplified in
the parent compounds of many iron-based superconduc-
tors, where the the Fe 3d orbitals undergo ferro-orbital
ordering, accompanied by a tetragonal to orthorhom-
bic structural transition and often the onset of long-
range antiferromagnetic order2,3. Below this tempera-
ture in the nematic, or orthorhombic, phase, the Fe dxz
and dyz orbitals become nondegenerate, with an energy
splitting on the order of 40 meV, and different occupa-
tion levels4. Doping tends to suppress the long-range
nematic order and stabilizes unconventional supercon-
ductivity. Elastoresistance measurements of the nematic
susceptibility5–7 revealed the presence of a nematic quan-
tum phase critical point that may be responsible for driv-
ing the superconductivity in this system8–11.

Several techniques have been developed to probe the
nematic degrees of freedom. Anisotropic resistivity12,13,
elastoresistance5, elastic constants14–17, thermopower18,
electronic Raman scattering19, polarized light image
color analysis20,21 and optical conductivity22 probe bulk
anisotropies. Nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) and
neutron scattering have been utilized to investigate the
effect of nematicity on the spin fluctuations23–27. NMR
studies of quadrupolar nuclei are sensitive to charge de-
grees of freedom, and have also been utilized to study
both nematic fluctuations28, and changes to the Fe 3d or-
bital occupations in response to external strain fields29.
The latter provides a direct microscopic measure of the
nematic susceptibility, and has the advantage that it can
be measured in the superconducting state, where other
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measurements such as elastoresistance are unable to op-
erate.

NMR measurements of the nematic susceptibility
probe the response of the NMR resonance frequencies
as a function of applied strain. Strain can couple to the
nuclear spins via either the Knight shift or the electric
field gradient (EFG) tensors. These quantities inherit the
point group symmetry of the lattice, and if this symme-
try is lowered by strain, then these tensors can acquire
new asymmetries or off-diagonal components. Note that
the Knight shift tensor depends on both the hyperfine
coupling and the electronic spin susceptibility, and both
could change in response to strain. In the case of FeSe
only the latter appears to become anisotropic in the ne-
matic phase30. In BaFe2As2, evidence to date says that
the Knight shift tensor does not respond to strain, al-
though the EFG tensor changes dramatically. The NMR
resonance frequencies depend sensitively on these param-
eters, and thus one can probe the nematic susceptibility
of a material by observing the linear response of the res-
onance frequency to strain.

A straightforward approach to measuring the nematic
suscepibility with NMR is to observe a shift in the spec-
trum while applying a static strain field. However in
order to detect a response, the frequency shift must be
on the order of the spectral linewidth, (T ∗

2 )
−1, which of-

ten is inhomogeneously broadened. This quantity can
exceed the intrinsic decoherence rate, T−1

2 , by orders of
magnitude, especially in the presence of doping which
creates an inhomogeneous distribution of local EFGs. In
such cases the sensitivity of the susceptibility measure-
ments can be severely limited. On the other hand, if the
strain field is pulsed while the nuclear spins are coher-
ently precessing, then the shift of the resonance frequency
will alter the phase of the precessing magnetization and
can be observed via quadrature detection. This process
forms the basis of “spin-warp” imaging widely used in
magnetic resonance imaging, in which a magnetic field
gradient is pulsed during the evolution times of a spin
echo sequence31,32. In this case it is T−1

2 , rather than
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the inhomogeneous linewidth, that limits the sensitivity
of the response measurement. A pulsed-strain approach
should thus enable measurements in systems with inho-
mogeneous broadening or manifesting smaller intrinsic
suscepetibilities. Indeed, strain pulses were used to study
the strain response of color centers in silicon carbide us-
ing optically detected magnetic resonance33.
The approach outlined here is similar to AC strain

measurements that have been utilized to measure elas-
toresistance and elastocaloric effects34,35, but an impor-
tant difference is that the strain fields we apply are pulsed
rather than sinusoidal. In this case the response function
is a convolution of the frequency dependent nematic sus-
ceptibility with the square-wave driving voltage, giving
rise to an exponential rise or decay of the nematicity
with time constant τnem. This time scale is determined
by the electronic degrees of freedom, thus τnem ∼ 10−9 s.
Another important time scale, τs, is determined by the
speed of sound as the strain pulse traverses the length of
the sample, which we estimate to be ∼ 10−7 s. On the
other hand, the shortest time scale in our measurements
is at least a microsecond, which is larger than either τnem
or τs, therefore we are operating in the quasi-static limit.

II. EXPERIMENTS

In order to examine the feasibility of a pulsed-strain
approach to measuring the nematic susceptibility, we
studied the response in a well-characterized system,
BaFe2As2

2. A single crystal grown by self-flux was cut to
dimensions ∼ 1.6 mm long by ∼ 0.3 mm wide, with the
long axis parallel to the (110) direction (in the tetragonal
basis), and mounted to a commercial piezoelectric strain
cell (CS100, Razorbill Instruments)36. The crystal was
mounted using epoxy (UHU plus endfest 300) in order
to orient the magnetic field in-plane, as shown in Fig.
1 and described in37. Uniaxial stress was applied along
the long-axis by piezoelectric stacks giving rise to a strain
ε = (εxx−εyy)/2, with B2g symmetry. Because the Pois-
son ratio is non-zero, there will also be strain fields with
A1g symmetry, however the nematic order in this mate-
rial couples primarily to the B2g channel and will domi-
nate the response6,38. The static sample length displace-
ment, ∆L was measured by a capacitive dilatometer, and
strain, ε = ∆L/L0, was determined based an unstressed
length of L0 = 0.55 mm at room temperature.

A. Pulsed Strain

Th strain device utilizes two sets of piezos, the inner
and the outer stacks, as illustrated in Fig. 1. In or-
der to implement the strain pulses, we used the outer
stack to hold a static strain field, while applying voltage
pulses to the inner stack. These strain pulses were cre-
ated by utilizing TTL pulses from an NMR spectrometer
to drive analog switches (CD4066BE, Texas Instruments)
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FIG. 1. (Upper panel) Circuit diagram illustrating the cre-
ating of the strain pulses. TTL pulses control analog switches
with DC voltages set to ±VP , which control the inner stack of
the CS100 strain device. The outer stack is held at constant
displacement using the PID feedback control and the capaci-
tive dilatometer. (Lower panel) Measured voltage across the
inner stack as a function of time for three different values
of VP (corresponding strain values shown on the right side
axis). The light orange vertical bands indicate the NMR ra-
diofrequency pulses, and the light blue vertical band indicates
the position of the echo. The lower inset shows the crystal
mounted in the device with the surrounding coil, and the di-
rection of the applied field. The upper insert shows a blow
up of the mounted crystal.

that were timed to turn on immediately following the
π/2 and π radiofrequency pulses, as illustrated as in Fig.
2. The time dependent voltage across the inner stacks
is shown in the lower panel of Fig. 1. The resistance
R = 100 Ω shown in Fig. 1 is in parallel with the piezo
stack, which has an intrinsic capacitance (∼ 0.2 µF) and
was chosen to provide a rise time that is shorter than T2,
so that the strain pulse can be applied between the NMR
radiofrequency pulses.

Static displacements are measured via a capacitance
bridge, however the time constant for the bridge pre-
cludes any measurements during a short strain pulse.
We estimate the strain during the pulses using a tem-
perature dependent calibration factor, α = ε/VP , shown
in Fig. 3(c), which was determined by measurements
of the displacement during static applied voltage lev-
els. This approach was utilized in previous AC strain
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measurements34,35, and can lead to overestimates of the
strain applied due to the frequency dependence of the cal-
ibration factor. As discussed below, the NMR response
with pulsed and static strain give similar values, sug-
gesting that the calibration approach is reasonable. The
dynamic strain can also give rise to DC heating effects
of the strain device on the order of a few Kelvin at finite
frequencies, depending on the magnitude of the driving
voltage, because the large capacitances and low thermal
conductivity of the piezo stacks34. To minimize such ef-
fects we operated with low driving voltages (≤ 2 V).

FIG. 2. Strain pulses are applied during the times of free
precession, between the two radiofrequency pulses. The phase
of the echo in the rotating frame will change by an amount
that is proportional to the strain pulse width, tp, times the
strain pulse magnitude, Vp. tP was varied between 200 and
670 µs. The pulse length for a 90 degree pulse was 2.5 µs,
and VP varied from -2 to +2 V.

A potential issue with the application of voltage pulses
to the strain cell is that natural vibration resonances
could be excited in the device. We observed resonances
in the range of ∼ 2 − 30 kHz for our device suggesting
that time scales faster than 1 ms could be problematic.
In practice, however, the low values of VP we utilized
did not appear to introduce any oscillations measured in
Vinner, as shown in Fig. 1. We speculate that low mass
of the strain cell ensures that these resonances lie outside
the bandwidths of our pulses.

B. NMR phase sensing

The goal of the experiments is to probe the strain re-
sponse of the spin I = 3/2 75As nuclei in this material.
The resonance frequencies are determined by the eigen-
values of the nuclear spin Hamiltonian:

H = γℏI ·(1+K) ·H0+
hνzz
6

[3I2z − Î2+η
(
Î2x − I2y

)
] (1)
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FIG. 3. (a) Quadrupolar splitting νyy = |f+ − f−|/2 as
a function of temperature, compared with that in a free-
standing sample (from39.) (b) Residual strain versus tem-
perature, based on Vyy and using the nematic susceptibility
reported in29. (c) The strain calibration factor, α = dε/dV ,
versus temperature as discussed in the text.

where γ = 0.7292 kHz/G is the gyromagnetic ratio, Iα
are the nuclear spin operators, K is the Knight shift ten-
sor, νzz is the largest eigenvalue of the electric field gra-
dient (EFG) tensor, and η = (νyy − νxx)/(νxx + νyy) is
the asymmetry parameter. To second order in pertur-
bation theory, the resonance frequencies of the satellites
and central transitions for c ⊥ H0 are given by:

f± = γH0(1 +K⊥ +∆K)∓ η + 1

2
νzz (2)

f0 = γH0(1 +K⊥ +∆K) +
(η − 3)2ν2zz
48γH0

where K⊥ = (Kxx + Kyy)/2 and ∆K = Kyy − Kxx. If
any of the three parameters η, νzz or ∆K changes in
response to strain, then there will be shifts in f0 and f±.
For the pulse sequence shown in Fig. 2, the π/2 pulse

creates a magnetization that precesses in the plane per-
pendicular to H0 at the resonance frequency of the par-
ticular transition. In the absence of any perturbing strain
pulses, the magnetization would remain static in the ro-
tating frame during the evolution time, τ , between the
π/2 and π pulses. However, if a strain pulse during this
period shifts the resonance frequency by an amount, ∆f ,
then the magnetization accumulates an extra phase that
is proportional to the product of ∆f and tP , the duration
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FIG. 4. Normalized spectra versus frequency for the (a) upper, (b) central and (c) lower transitions of the 75As. Solid
and dotted lines correspond to the projection along the x and y axes in the rotating frame. The frequency axes have been
offset by the corresponding resonance frequencies, and the spectra have been offset vertically by the value of Vp. Plots (d),
(e) and (f) show the same data in which Sy is plotted versus Sx, with frequency as an implicit parameter. The color scale
corresponds to Vp and is the same for all plots. (g) Echo phase over strain pulse time (in cycles per second) versus applied strain
at 140 K. The dotted lines are linear fits using least orthogonal distance method, with slopes ∂f−/∂ε = 78 ± 8 MHz/strain,
∂f0/∂ε = −1.5± 0.1 MHz/strain, and ∂f+/∂ε = −79± 8 MHz/strain.

of the strain pulse. The second strain pulse is inverted so
that phase accumulation continues even though the direc-
tion of precession in the rotating frame is reversed after
the π pulse. The end result is that the echo acquires a net
phase θ = 2∆ftp. This phenomenon is illustrated in Fig.
4, where spectra are shown for both quadrature channels,
Sx and Sy, for all three transitions of the As. The phase
rotation is evident in the changes of the relative intensi-
ties of Sx and Sy components as a function of frequency
as the magnitude of the piezo voltage, Vp, changes, as
well as in plots of Sx versus Sy in the lower panels. The
effect is greatest for the two quadrupolar satellites, and
smaller for the central transition. Moreover, the lower
satellite rotates counterclockwise (θ increases with Vp),
whereas the upper and central transition rotate clock-
wise (θ decreases with Vp). This behavior is summarized
in Fig. 4(g), which shows ∆f = θ/(2tp) as a function
of Vp. Here we determine the angle θ = arctan(Iy/Ix)
(in cycles) where Ix,y are the integrated intensities of the
spectra Sx,y.

We confirmed the behavior of the echo in response
to strain pulses via numerical simulations of the full
time-dependent Schrodinger equation using the QuTIP
package40,41 with realistic pulse widths similar to those
used in experiment, and modeling strain as a time depen-

dent η. The simulated echo phase exhibit behavior nearly
identical to the experimental observations, and justifies
the use of perturbation theory to express the frequencies
of the transitions in Eq. 3.

C. Susceptibility

There are three distinct response functions that can
give rise to the behavior in Fig. 4: χη = ∂η/∂ε,
χK = ∂∆K/∂ε, and χν = ∂νzz/∂ε. The linear re-
sponse of the resonance frequencies are then given by
∂fi/∂ε =

∑
j Mijχj , where Mij =

∂fi
∂xj

evaluated at zero

strain and xj = η, ∆K or νzz. By measuring f0 and
f±, we can disentangle the strain susceptibility of each
parameter individually: χj =

∑
j M

−1
ij ∂fi/∂ε. Using the

fitted slopes in Fig. 4(g), we find

χη = 92± 2/strain

χν = −54± 1MHz/strain

χK = −0.336± 0.004%/strain

at 140 K. The value of χη is comparable to that reported
previously24, however no change to the Knight shift has
been previously observed. The value we observe for χK
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is too small to detect via static strain techniques: for a
maximum static strain ε = 10−3, ∆K corresponds to a
shift of ∼ 0.5 kHz, which is below the static linewidth of
∼ 1.2 kHz.
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FIG. 5. (a) Frequency shift of the lower satellite versus
strain for several different temperatures. Solid lines are linear
fits to the data. (b) Nematic susceptibility, χη, as a function
of temperature. The solid and dashed lines are fits with and
without the residual strain. The inset shows the temperature
dependence of the inverse of the susceptibility, as well as the
corresponding fits.

The nonzero response χν is surprising, because νzz
should only couple quadratically to strain with B2g sym-
metry. We speculate that the linear response we observe
reflects a finite εzz strain field that is induced by the
applied stress because of the finite Poisson ratio of our
crystal. It is reasonable that χν < 0 because νzz de-
creases with increasing c-axis length in the AFe2As2 (A
= Ca, Ba, Sr) family42.

Note that χη is the dominant source of the shift of the
satellite resonance frequencies (Eq. 3). Therefore it is
possible to approximate χη ≈ 2(∂f−/∂ε)/νzz(0), rather
than measure the response of all three transitions at each
temperature. Fig. 5(a) displays the response of the lower
transition for a series of temperatures, and Fig. 5(b)
displays the temperature dependence of χη.

For these experiments the sample displacement was
held constant as the temperature was lowered. A con-

sequence of this condition is that thermal contraction of
the crystal gives rise to a positive residual strain. We esti-
mated this residual strain by observing the EFG splitting
of the satellite resonances in the absence of strain pulses.
As shown in Fig. 3(a), the EFG splitting, νyy, is tem-
perature dependent and larger than in an the unstrained
case. The residual strain can be determined using the
nematic susceptibility measured previously using static
strain29: εres = (2|νyy|/νzz − 1)/(χ0 +C/(T − T0)), and
is shown in Fig. 3(b) as a function of temperature using
parameters reported previously. The peak at 150 K is
due to a software error, in which PID control was tem-
porarily lost.
The residual strain field will tend to suppress the true

nematic susceptibility and can alter the temperature de-
pendence of χη. To model this behavior, we assume that
the nematic order parameter, ϕ, can be described by a
Ginzburg-Landau theory, and find the mean-field solu-
tion in the presence of a finite strain field. Expanding
the differential susceptibility as a series in εres gives:[

∂ϕ

∂ε

]
ε=εres

=
C

T − T0
− C3

2ε
2
res

(T − T0)3
. (3)

The solid line in Fig. 5(b) is a fit to this expression with
C = (1.93±0.24)×103 K and C2 = (5.3±3.1)×103 K and
T0 = 116 K. The dotted line shows the result with C2 =
0, which should be the response in the absence of εres.
The value of C is approximately 40% of that reported
previously29. The reason for reduction could be errors
in the strain-to-voltage calibration factor, α. In previous
studies using a strain gauge to estimate α, this quantity
was observed to decrease by up to 8% at frequencies up
to 10 kHz34, therefore it is possible that the strain levels
reported here are overestimated, and the magnitude of
the nematic susceptibility is underestimated.

III. DISCUSSION

Figure 6 compares the NMR frequency shifts measured
with pulsed strain and static strain. Despite several or-
ders of magnitude difference in the strain, the slopes are
approximately the same for the different temperatures.
This result confirms that our approach using the calibra-
tion factor α for pulsed strain captures the nematic sus-
ceptibility reasonably well, despite utilizing strain levels
that are 2-3 orders of magnitude smaller.
The green and red horizontal lines in Fig. 6 indi-

cate the homogeneous and inhomogeneous linewidths in
this material, which set the scale for the sensitivity lim-
its for the measured frequency shift, ∆f . It is clear
that the pulsed strain approach enables measurements
of the nematic susceptibility with much smaller levels
of applied strain by taking advantage of the fact that
T−1
2 ≪ (T ∗

2 )
−1. For the 75As, inhomogeneous strain in

the crystal due to imperfections or dopants gives rise to
inhomogeneous broadening via the nuclear quadrupole
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the text.

interaction. Although it is possible to detect a frequency
shift that is smaller than the linewidth, such an approach
requires careful measurements of the full spectrum. On
the other hand, the minimum detectable frequency shift
using pulsed strain is determined by the precision of the
phase angle of the echo. The minimum ∆f we measured
was 76 Hz at ε = 3.4 ppm, which required 3.5 hours of
measurement time. The precision of our measurements
of ∆f was ∼ 0.5◦ for a spectrum with signal to noise
ratio ∼ 5 × 106. For T2 = 692 µs, this corresponds to
a minimum detectable frequency shift of ∼ 1 Hz, shown
as the solid blue line in Fig. 6. If the frequency shift
is entirely due to χη, this corresponds to a sensitivity of
∆η ∼ 1 ppm.

The pulsed strain technique enables measurements of
nematic susceptibilities via NMR in a broader range of
materials than were previously accessible. This is partic-
ularly true for materials with inhomogeneous linewidths,
such as the hole or electron-doped iron-based supercon-
ductors, e.g. Ba(Fe1−xCox)2As2. Although the nematic
susceptibility has been measured in the normal state of
these systems previously, pulsed-strain NMR measure-
ments can enable measurements of the nematic response
below Tc where elastoresistance studies are not feasible.
Below Tc, the NMR signal is usually reduced in a single
crystal because the penetration depth is much smaller
than the skin depth, requiring longer signal averaging
times. In such cases it is difficult to detect spectral shifts
in the presence of static strain, however pulsed strain
measurements should be straightforward. Another ad-
vantage of this approach is that it may also be useful for
materials that exhibit a large Young’s modulus, where

DC strain approaches are unable to resolve any linewidth
changes. Alternatively, because the high sensitivity of
this approach does not require large strain values in or-
der to determine the response function, it will be useful
for measurements of the nematic susceptibility in mate-
rials that are particularly fragile. For example, this tech-
nique would be ideal to investigate CaKFe4As4, where
Tc is high and the material is nominally pure, yet elas-
toresistance measurements indicate an enhanced nematic
susceptibility in the normal state43,44. Observations of
the how the nematic susceptibility changes in the super-
conducting state may shed important light on whether
nematic fluctuations play a role in stabilizing the super-
conducting state11. More broadly, knowledge of the re-
sponse of the EFG tensor to strain may provide impor-
tant insights into the electronic structure calculations in
strongly correlated materials45,46.
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V. Borisov, Y. Lee, S. L. Bud’ko, R. Valent́ı, P. C. Canfield,
and Y. Furukawa, “Magnetic fluctuations and superconducting
properties of CaKFe4As4 studied by 75As NMR,” Phys. Rev. B
96, 104512 (2017).

44W. R. Meier, T. Kong, U. S. Kaluarachchi, V. Taufour, N. H.
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