arXiv:1410.8399v1 [cond-mat.str-el] 30 Oct 2014

X-ray absorption spectroscopy study of the electronic and magnetic proximity effects in YBa_2Cu_3O_7/La_{2/3}Ca_{1/3}MnO_3 and La_{2−x}Sr_xCuO_4/La_{2/3}Ca_{1/3}MnO_3 multilayers

M. A. Uribe-Laverde,^{1, ∗} S. Das,^{1, †} K. Sen,^1 I. Marozau,^1 E. Perret,^1 A. Alberca,^{1, 2} J. Heidler,^2 C. Piamonteze,^2 M. Merz,^3 P. Nagel,^3 S. Schuppler,^3 D. Munzar,^4 and C. Bernhard^1 1University of Fribourg, Department of Physics and Fribourg Centre for Nanomaterials, Chemin du Musée 3, CH-1700 Fribourg, Switzerland 2Swiss Light Source, Paul Scherrer Institut, CH-5232 Villigen PSI, Switzerland 3Karlsruhe Institute of Technology, Institut für Festkörperphysik, D-76021 Karlsruhe, Germany 4Department of Condensed Matter Physics, Faculty of Science, Masaryk University, Kotlarska 2, 61137 Brno, Czech Republic (Dated: May 5, 2019)

With x-ray absorption spectroscopy we investigated the orbital reconstruction and the induced ferromagnetic moment of the interfacial Cu atoms in YBa2Cu3O7/La_{2/3} Ca_{1/3}MnO3 (YBCO/LCMO) and La2−xSrxCuO4/La_{2/3}Ca_{1/3} MnO3 (LSCO/LCMO) multilayers. We demonstrate that these electronic and magnetic proximity effects are coupled and are common to these cuprate/manganite multilayers. Moreover, we show that they are closely linked to a specific interface termination with a direct Cu-O-Mn bond. We furthermore show that the intrinsic hole doping of the cuprate layers and the local strain due to the lattice mismatch between the cuprate and manganite layers are not of primary importance. These findings underline the central role of the covalent bonding at the cuprate/manganite interface in defining the spin-electronic properties.

PACS numbers: 75.70.Cn, 75.25.-j, 74.78.Fk

I. INTRODUCTION

The new phenomena that arise when different interactions and orders meet at the interfaces of multilayers (MLs) from complex oxides with strongly correlated electrons are of great current interest^1. The versatile properties of the complex oxides provide many opportunities, but they make it also very challenging to identify the underlying principles and interactions.

A prominent example are MLs from cuprate high T_C superconductors and ferromagnetic (FM) manganites. They have appealing properties, like the high superconducting (SC) critical temperatures, T_C, of the cuprates and the nearly 100% spin polarized charge carriers of the manganites. Studies on YBa_2Cu_3O_7/La_{2/3}Ca_{1/3}MnO_3 (YBCO/LCMO) MLs have already provided evidence for a giant magneto resistance effect^2, a giant superconductivity induced change of the ferromagnetic order^3 and a proximity-induced spin-triplet SC state^{4,5}. The latter is a well-established phenomenon in conventional SC/FM MLs where it requires a specific magnetic structure with a non-collinear order near the interface^{6–8}.

The corresponding magnetic properties of the cuprate/manganite MLs remain to be understood. The YBCO/LCMO MLs have been shown to exhibit an unusual magnetic proximity effect (MPE) that involves a suppression of the FM order of the Mn moments on the LCMO side of the interface^{9–11} and, yet, an induced FM moment of the Cu atoms on the YBCO side. The latter has been established with Cu L-edge x-ray magnetic circular dichroism (XMCD) studies^{10,12,13}. Notably, these Cu moments are antiparallel with respect to the Mn moments. A subsequent x-ray linear dichroism (XLD) study suggested that an orbital reconstruction of the interfacial

Cu atoms and a charge transfer across the interface are at the heart of this MPE^{14}. The orbital reconstruction, the charge transfer and the antiferromagnetic (AF) coupling between Cu and Mn moments have been explained in terms of a covalent bonding of Cu and Mn via the apical oxygen, O^{ap14}. This covalent bonding model relies on the specific interface termination of these YBCO/LCMO MLs with a CuO_2-BaO-MnO_2 layer stacking which has been observed with high resolution transmission electron microscopy (HRTEM)^{15,16}.

The relevance of the covalent bonding model and, in particular, how these electronic and magnetic proximity effects depend on the interface termination, on the local strain and subsequent defects and on the hole doping and thus the strength of the magnetic correlations of the cuprate layers need to be explored. This is especially important since subsequent experimental and theoretical studies on YBCO/LCMO MLs yielded controversial results which question the direct relationship between the orbital reconstruction and the induced Cu moments^{17,18}.

In this paper we present a combined XLD and XMCD study on YBa_2Cu_3O_7/La_{2/3}Ca_{1/3}MnO_3 (YBCO/LCMO) and La_{2−x}Sr_xCuO_4/La_{2/3}Ca_{1/3}MnO_3 (LSCO/LCMO) MLs which establishes a direct relationship between the orbital reconstruction and the induced FM moment of the interfacial Cu atoms and underlines the important role of the interface termination. The unique properties of the LSCO/LCMO system also allow us to vary the hole doping of the CuO_2 planes and to explore the role of the local strain due to the lattice mismatch between the cuprate and manganite layers.

II. EXPERIMENTAL

The pulsed laser deposition (PLD) growth of the LSCO/LCMO [10 nm/10 nm]_{×9} and [8.5 nm/8.5 nm]_{×3} (9 BL and 3 BL) MLs on SrLaAlO_4 (SLAO) substrates has been reported in Ref. 19. The one of a corresponding YBCO/LCMO [10 nm/10 nm]_{×10} ML on LSAT in Ref. 16.

The XMCD and XLD studies were performed at the XTreme beamline at the Swiss Synchrotron Light Source (SLS) of Paul Scherrer Institute (PSI) in Villigen, Switzerland^{20}. Additional measurements (not shown) were done at the WERA beamline of the ANKA synchrotron at K.I.T., Germany. The x-ray absorption spectroscopy (XAS) curves were measured at the Mn and Cu-L_{3,2} edges using the total electron yield (TEY) and total fluorescence yield (FY) modes. The data have been normalized and background-corrected following the procedure detailed in Appendix A.

For XLD the absorption for σ and π linear polarization was measured with an angle of incidence of 15^∘ for YBCO/LCMO and LSCO/LCMO 9 BL and 20^∘ for LSCO/LCMO 3 BL. The absorption for polarization parallel to the planes, μ_{ab}, is directly obtained from the σ polarization measurement. To obtain the absorption for the out-of-plane polarization, μ_c, the measurement geometry needs to be considered since in π polarization the electric field has finite in-plane and out-of-plane components. As a function of the incidence angle with respect to the sample surface, θ, the absorption for π polarization yields^{21}: μ_π = μ_{ab} sin^2 θ + μ_c cos^2 θ. The value of μ_c can thus be calculated as:

μ_c = μ_π − μ_σ sin^2 θ cos^2 θ

. (1)

For XMCD the absorption for circular polarization with positive and negative helicity, μ_+ and μ_−, was measured with the same incident angles as for XLD. The magnetization was always first saturated at 3 T before the XMCD was measured at 0.5 T applied along the direction of the incident x-rays. The dichroism has been obtained by switching both the direction of the applied field and the x-ray polarization.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Figures 1 and 2 compare the Cu L-edge XAS curves, measured in the FY and TEY modes with linear and circular polarization, of the YBCO/LCMO and LSCO/LCMO MLs, respectively. They show that both MLs exhibit clear signatures of an orbital reconstruction and an induced FM moment of the interfacial Cu atoms. For the following discussion it is important to recall that the TEY mode has a very small probe depth of only a few nanometers which is limited by the escape depth of the photoelectrons. The TEY signal is thus governed by the response of the Cu atoms at the topmost cuprate/LCMO

FIG. 1. (Color online) XAS curves at the Cu-L3,2 edge of YBCO/LCMO taken at 2 K. (a) XAS data for linear polarization in FY mode. (b) Close-up of the L3 edge. Data (points) are shown together with the fit (thick lines) using four Lorentzian functions (thin lines) and a background with a linear and a sigmoid function (thin black line). The XLD of each peak is indicated by the patterns. (c) and (d) Corresponding XAS data for linear polarization in TEY mode. (e) XAS and XMCD data for circular polarization in FY mode. (f) Close-up of the L3 edge shown with the same symbols as in (b). Also shown is the fit of the XMCD signal (black line). (g) and (h) Corresponding XAS and XMCD data for circular polarization in TEY mode.

interface. The FY mode has a much larger probe depth of about 100 nm and thus yields an averaged response of the Cu atoms in several cuprate layers.

The orbital reconstruction of the interfacial Cu atoms is evident from the different polarization dependence of the XAS curves in FY and TEY mode in Figs. 1(a)-1(d) for YBCO/LCMO and 2(a)-2(d) for LSCO/LCMO. The FY curves yield a strong dependence of the absorption on the polarization direction that is characteristic of the bulk cuprates. Due to the predominant d_x2_{−y}2 character of the Cu holes in the CuO_2 layers, the absorption peaks at the Cu-L_{3,2} edges are much more intense for

FIG. 2. (Color online) XAS curves at the Cu-L3,2 edge of LSCO/LCMO 9 BL at 2 K shown with the same symbols as in Fig. 1.

the in-plane polarization^{22,23}. This so-called XLD effect is much weaker in the TEY curves for which the absorption peaks for the out-of-plane polarization also exhibit a sizable intensity. This observation suggests that for the Cu atoms at the topmost interface the holes are more equally distributed between the d_x2_{−y}2 and d_{3z}2_{−r}2 levels. This orbital reconstruction was previously reported for YBCO/LCMO^{14}, our new data show that it occurs equally well for LSCO/LCMO and thus is common to the cuprate/manganite MLs.

A quantitative analysis of the electric and magnetic properties of the Cu atoms at the interface has been carried out by means of a multi-component peak fit of the absorption spectra in the region around the Cu-L_3 edge. The resonant signal has been fitted with up to four Lorentzian functions. The background and the edge jumps in the vicinity of the absorption edge have been accounted for with linear and sigmoid functions. To minimize the number of free parameters, we have used for each of the Lorentzian functions the same peak energy to fit simultaneously all of the measured FY and TEY

Peak Mode YBCO/LCMO LSCO/LCMO LSCO/LCMO 9 BL 3 BL

1 FY 4.7(7) 1.9(7) – TEY 41(3) 48(5) 14(1)

2 FY 45(2) 73(3) – TEY 37(4) 39(5) 62(4)

3 FY 20(2) 25(3) – TEY 8(2) 13(8) 24(3)

4 FY 31(3) – – TEY 15(4) – –

TABLE I. Normalized weight in the polarization-averaged spectra, (2μ_{ab} + μc)/3, of the peaks contributing to the Cu- L3 absorption in FY and TEY modes. The peaks are labeled from lowest to highest energy. All the values are given in percentages.

curves of a given sample. The widths of the Lorentzian peaks has also been constrained to a common value that was however allowed to vary between the FY and TEY curves.

The multiplet fitting of the absorption peaks at the L_3-edge shown in Figs. 1(b,d,f,h) and 2(b,d,f,h) reveals a clear substructure that is similar for the YBCO/LCMO and LSCO/LCMO MLs. In the former, it consists of four subpeaks at about 930.5, 931, 931.6 and 932.8 eV. The normalized weight, w, of each peak in the polarizationaveraged absorption curve, (2μ_{ab} + μ_c)/3, has been calculated from the fitted intensities and is listed in Table I. As detailed in Appendix B, the weight of each contribution is proportional to the fraction of probed Cu atoms for which the corresponding transition occurs. In FY mode, which probes the Cu atoms of several YBCO layers, w corresponds to the percentage of Cu atoms in the sample contributing to the transition. In TEY mode such a quantitative interpretation is not possible due to the unknown electron escape depth. The comparison of the relative weights of the peaks in FY and TEY mode still allows us to distinguish between the transitions from Cu atoms that are located right at the interface or away from it. For example, the peak at 930.5 eV has a much larger weight in the TEY curves than in the FY curves which indicates that it originates from Cu atoms at the YBCO/LCMO interfaces. The intensity of this peak is larger for the out-of-plane polarization, the Cu atoms at the interface where this transition takes place are therefore orbitally reconstructed and their holes have a predominant d_{3z}2_{−r}2 character.

The other peaks can be assigned to Cu atoms away from the interface since they are stronger in FY mode and similar peaks occur in bulk YBCO^{23}. The peak at 931 eV corresponds to the 2p^63d^9→2p^5d^{10} transition. As already mentioned, the absorption intensity of this peak for the out-of-plane polarization is small due to the predominant in-plane character of holes in the CuO_2 planes. The other two peaks have been assigned to 2p^63d^9L→2p^5d^{10}L transitions, where L denotes a hole on the oxygen ligand. Their higher energy arises from the Coulomb repulsion due to the overlap between the core hole and the oxygen ligand hole. The 3d^9L state corresponds to the socalled “Zhang-Rice singlet”in the CuO_2 planes and CuO chains. In the latter, they have a higher concentration and a strong out-of-plane character^{23}. This explains the similar intensity of the in-plane and out-of-plane absorption of the peaks at 931.6 and 932.8 eV.

Notably, the XAS curves of the LSCO/LCMO ML in Figs. 2(b,d,f,h) show a corresponding low-energy peak at 930.5 eV that is also much stronger in TEY than in FY mode and thus can be assigned to the Cu atoms at the LSCO/LCMO interfaces. The orbital reconstruction of these atoms is confirmed by the reduced difference between the in-plane and out-of-plane polarization as compared with the bulk behavior. The fact that the absorption intensity for the in-plane polarization is still larger than the out-of-plane suggest that the orbital reconstruction effect is somewhat weaker than in the YBCO/LCMO ML. The peaks at 931 eV and 931.8 eV resemble the ones in bulk LSCO for which they are associated with the 2p^63d^9→2p^5d^{10} and the 2p^63d^9L→2p^5d^{10}L transitions, respectively^{22}. Since there are no CuO chains in LSCO, the holes and Zhang-Rice singlets reside only in the planes and there is no fourth peak around 932.5 eV.

A significant difference between the YBCO/LCMO and LSCO/LCMO MLs concerns the weight of the 930.5 eV peak in the FY curves which amounts to about 4.7% and 2%, respectively (see Table I). While the absolute value of w should be considered with care, since it depends on the normalization and the background subtraction, the relative difference is still meaningful. It indicates that the fraction of orbitally reconstructed Cu atoms in LSCO/LCMO is significantly smaller than in YBCO/LCMO. This can indeed be understood in terms of the different interface termination. For YBCO/LCMO the top and bottom interfaces are reported to have the same termination with a straight Cu-O^{ap}-Mn bond (we call it type-I termination)^{15,16} that gives rise to the covalent bonding and the orbital reconstruction. For LSCO/LCMO, as sketched in the inset of Fig. 3(a), there exists a second kind of termination with a zigzag-type Cu-O^{ap}-La-O^{ap}-Mn bond^{24} which should occur with equal probability. This so-called type-II termination yields a much weaker covalent bonding between the Cu and Mn ions which is not expected to support the orbital reconstruction.

The important role of the interface termination for the orbital reconstruction phenomenon is evident from the comparison of the TEY curves of the 9 BL and 3 BL LSCO/LCMO samples in Figs. 2(c,d) and 3(a,b), respectively. TEM studies on these LSCO/LCMO MLs have shown that the termination at the SLAO/LSCO interface is predominantly of type-I with Al-O^{ap}-Cu bonds^{19,24}. This result is rather surprising since the termination of the SLAO substrate has not been actively controlled. Nevertheless, we note that a similar effect in terms of

FIG. 3. (Color online) XAS curves at the Cu-L3,2 edge of LSCO/LCMO 3 BL at 2 K in the TEY mode shown with the same symbols as in Fig. 1. Inset of panel (a): sketch of the different LSCO/LCMO interface terminations. The bottom interface exemplifies the direct Cu-O^{ap}-Mn bond, the top one displays the zig-zag-type Cu-O^{ap}-La-O^{ap}-Mn bond.

an atomically precise control of an interface in the presence of non-stoichiometric deposition conditions has been reported in Ref. 25. As a consequence, the termination at the subsequent first LSCO/LCMO interface is preferably of type-II. For the following LSCO/LCMO bilayers the regularity of this asymmetric termination pattern is eventually lost, likely due to strain-induced defects that originate from the sizable lattice mismatch between LSCO and LCMO. The fraction of type-I termination at the topmost LSCO/LCMO interface that is probed in TEY mode is therefore expected to be significantly larger for the 9 BL than for the 3 BL sample. In good agreement, we find that the weight of the 930.5 eV peak in the TEY curves is about 3 times larger for the 9 BL than for the 3 BL sample (see Table I).

Next, we discuss the relationship between the orbital reconstruction and the induced FM moment of interfacial Cu. As shown in Figs. 1(e,g), 2(e,g) and 3(c), the YBCO/LCMO and LSCO/LCMO MLs exhibit a finite XMCD signal, defined as μ_+ − μ_−. The opposite sign of the XMCD at the L_3 and L_2 edges evidences that it has a magnetic origin. The larger XMCD intensity in the TEY mode as compared with the FY mode confirms that the FM Cu moments are located at the interfaces. The direct link between the orbital reconstruction and the induced FM in Cu becomes evident from the closeup of the absorption curves at the L_3 edge. The fits of the XAS curves for YBCO/LCMO in Figs. 1(f,h) and for LSCO/LCMO in Figs. 2(f,h) and 3(d) show indeed that only the low-energy peak at 930.5 eV exhibits a siz-

YBCO/LCMO LSCO/LCMO LSCO/LCMO 9 BL 3 BL m^{Cu,int} s (μB) -0.18(4) -0.16(4) -0.15(4) m^{Mn}_s (μB) 1.7(3) 2.0(4) 2.6(5)

TABLE II. Calculated Cu and Mn spin magnetic moments of the YBCO/LCMO and LSCO/LCMO MLs. The values are calculated applying the sum rules to the TEY XMCD data at the Cu and Mn-L3,2 edges. The non-resonant background in the XAS curves has been subtracted using the approach described in Ref. 26. For Cu, an additional normalization to the weight of the 930.5 eV peak in the XAS curves has been applied to obtain the magnetization of the FM ordered atoms at the interface.

able XMCD. This important finding highlights that the FM moment originates from the very same Cu atoms which undergo the orbital reconstruction. A direct link between the electronic and magnetic proximity effects is thus confirmed. The sign of the XMCD signal is the same for LSCO/LCMO and YBCO/LCMO and indicates that the Cu moments are always antiparallel to the Mn moments.

Since the FM order of the Cu atoms is confined to the interface the fraction of probed FM Cu atoms in a XMCD experiment is generally unknown. Therefore, an accurate determination of their magnetization is commonly elusive^{12,17}. This difficulty is solved by the multiplet fitting analysis introduced in this paper. Since only the orbitally reconstructed atoms are magnetic, their fraction corresponds to the weight of the 930.5 eV peak in the polarization averaged absorption shown in Table I. After performing the sum rule analysis described in Ref. 26 and a subsequent normalization to the fraction of orbitally reconstructed atoms we obtain the Cu magnetization values shown in Table II. Notably, although the number of magnetic Cu atoms differs between these YBCO/LCMO and LSCO/LCMO MLs the magnetic moment does not exhibit a significant variation. Table II also shows the calculated moment obtained from the XMCD measurements in TEY mode performed at the Mn-L_{3,2} edge (spectra are not shown). They confirm that the topmost LCMO layers of the YBCO/LCMO and LSCO/LCMO MLs exhibit a sizable FM order.

We also explored the role of the hole doping of the CuO_2 planes and thus of the strength of the antiferromagnetic (AF) correlations that are intrinsic to the cuprate layers. In YBCO it is controlled by the oxygen content of the CuO chains which act as charge reservoirs for the CuO_2 planes and at full oxygenation yield an optimally doped state (p ≈ 0.15) with maximal T_C. However, according to HRTEM studies, the CuO_2 planes next to the interface are lacking the neighboring CuO chain layer and thus may be strongly underdoped with static Cu moments and strong, intrinsic AF correlations. According to Refs. 14 and 15 the hole doping of the interfacial CuO_2 planes may be further reduced by a transfer of electrons from the manganite to the cuprate layers. In contrast, x=0 x=0.15 x=0.30

3 BL -0.16(3) -0.15(4) -0.16(4) 9 BL -0.20(4) -0.14(4) -0.22(5)

TABLE III. Calculated spin magnetic moment, in μB, per orbitally reconstructed Cu atom for the LSCO/LCMO multilayers with different Sr doping levels and bilayer repetitions. The calculations have been performed using the TEY XMCD data (not shown) following the procedure described in Ref. 26.

the LSCO/LCMO system allows one to determine and vary the intrinsic doping of the interfacial CuO_2 planes via the Sr substitution. Accordingly, we investigated additional LSCO/LCMO MLs with x = 0 and 0.3 for which the intrinsic doping yields an undoped state with longrange AF order or a strongly overdoped and essentially non magnetic state, respectively. Notably, as presented in Table III our XMCD data (spectra are not shown) reveal that the magnitude of the FM moment per orbitally reconstructed Cu atom is almost independent of the Sr content and thus hardly depends on the intrinsic doping and the strength of the intrinsic AF correlations of the cuprate layers. This confirms that this MPE is governed by the exchange coupling due to the local covalent bonding between the Cu and Mn atoms and the possibly related transfer of electrons from the manganite to the cuprate layers.

Finally, the comparison of LSCO/LCMO and YBCO/LCMO allowed us to explore the role of the local strain at the interface and subsequent defects. This is due to the different mismatch of the in-plane lattice parameters which amounts to about 2.5% between LSCO and LCMO^{19} and 0.5% between YBCO and LCMO^{16}. The similar behavior of the LSCO/LCMO and YBCO/LCMO MLs as discussed above suggests that the orbital reconstruction and the induced FM moment of the interfacial Cu atoms are not strongly affected by these strain effects. Nevertheless, the magnitude of the orbital reconstruction is somewhat larger in YBCO/LCMO than in LSCO/LCMO. These observations should motivate calculations based on the covalent bonding model of Ref. 14 to detail the relationship of the orbital reconstruction with the splitting and the relative shift of the e_g levels of the interfacial Cu and Mn atoms and with the displacement of the apical oxygen along the Cu-O^{ap}-Mn bond^{18}. A related effect that deserves further theoretical attention involves the broader peaks above 935 eV which according to Ref. 22 originate from transitions into hybridized Cu-4s and Cu-3d_{3z}2_{−r}2 levels. Figures 1(a,c) and 2(a,c) show that these are considerably weaker in the TEY than in FY curves which suggests a modification of the local structure around the interfacial Cu atoms, for example due to a change of the Jahn-Teller distortion or the buckling of the CuO_2 planes. Such distortions may provide a complementary or alternative explanation for the red shift of the 930.5 eV peak that was previously interpreted in terms of an electron transfer from the manganite to the cuprate layers.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In summary, with x-ray absorption spectroscopy on LSCO/LCMO and YBCO/LCMO multilayers we have shown that the orbital reconstruction and the induced ferromagnetic moment of the interfacial Cu atoms are common to these cuprate/manganite multilayers. We have also established a direct link between these electronic and magnetic interface phenomena and we have shown that they require a specific kind of interface termination. The intrinsic hole doping of the cuprates and the local strain due to the lattice mismatch between the different layers is found to be less important. Our findings support the covalent bonding model^{14} and related models^{27}. They also highlight the important role of the interface termination in defining the spin-electronic properties of these oxide multilayers.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The work at UniFr has been supported by the Schweizer Nationalfonds (SNF) grants 200020-140225 and 200020-153660. The XAS was measured at the EPFL/PSI X-Treme beamline of the Swiss Light Source at Paul Scherrer Institut, Villigen, Switzerland and the WERA beamline at the ANKA synchrotron, Karslruhe Institute of Technology, Germany. D.M. was supported by the CEITEC project (CZ.1.05/1.1.00/02.0068). We thank María Varela and Neven Biskup for helpful discussions of their TEM data on the LSCO/LCMO MLs.

Appendix A: Normalization and background subtraction of the TEY and FY absorption curves

To single out the resonant part of the absorption due to the Cu-L_{3,2} edges, it was necessary to subtract a background due to the non-resonant contributions of the other elements of the sample. In the following we describe the procedure of this background subtraction for the example of the XMCD curves at the Cu-L_{3,2}-edges in the YBCO/LCMO superlattice. The same procedure has been used for the analysis of the XLD curves and also for the XMCD and XLD curves of the LSCO/LCMO multilayers.

Panels (a) and (d) in Figure 4 show the raw data for a series of XAS measurements which have been performed with an applied field of 0.5 T at 2 K for circular polarization with positive and negative helicity. For each polarization the measurement has been repeated three times. The TEY curves in panel (a) exhibit a noticeable intensity drift that is most likely caused by a weak charging effect of the sample. Panel (b) shows that this effect can be corrected for by normalizing the intensity with respect to the average value in the pre-edge region. Panels (d) and (e) show the corresponding correction procedure for the FY data where the intensity drift is significantly smaller. After this normalization the curves match very well in the regions before and after the edges and can now be directly compared.

The next step involves the subtraction of the background that arises from the non-resonant absorption due to the other elements in the sample. In a first approximation, the contribution of these remote absorption edges has been approximated with a linear function. Panels (b) and (d) show the result of the linear fit to the data in the pre-edge region. The TEY and FY curves after the subtraction of this linear background are displayed in panels (c) and (f). For the FY curve in panel (f) this yields a satisfactory result. For the TEY curve in panel (c) it is evident that this linear background subtraction is not as accurate. This is due to the very low probe depth of the TEY mode and the circumstance that the YBCO layer is buried below the topmost LCMO one. The Cu signal is therefore not much stronger than the background which is dominated by post-edge features of the strong La-M_{4,5} absorption edge near 850 eV. For the sum-rule analysis of the spin and orbital moments we have therefore performed an additional background subtraction that is outlined in Ref. 26.

Finally, for the Cu-L_{3,2} edge FY and TEY curves shown in the main text, we have normalized the intensities with respect to the maximum of the peak at the L_3 edge. The μ_+ and μ_− curves represent the average of the absorption curves for x-ray angular momentum antiparallel (positive helicity) and parallel (negative helicity) to the applied magnetic field, respectively, as measured for positive and negative field directions. This reduces the noise level and helps to remove instrumental artifacts. We note that the XTreme beamline allows one to change the polarization state of the x-rays (via a modification of the undulator shift) without affecting the beam path to the sample and thus without modifying the offset or the dispersion of the energy scale^{20}.

Appendix B: Weight of the peaks in the polarization-averaged absorption

To relate the fitted intensity of the peaks with the fraction of the probed Cu atoms that contribute to each component in the absorption, we have integrated the polarization-averaged absorption, 2μ_{ab} + μ_c, for each peak. In the averaged absorption all the anisotropic contributions are canceled. Its area is directly proportional to the hole density in the Cu-3d band, which has been set to n_{3d} = 1, and the number of the Cu atoms contributing to the particular transition^{21}: 2A_{ab,i} + A_{c,i} = CN_i [ 2(2n_{3z}2_{−r}2 + 6n_x2_{−y}2 ) + 8n_{3z}2_{−r}2 ] = 12CN_i. (B1)

FIG. 4. (Color online) Illustration of the procedure for the background subtraction to obtain the resonant absorption at the Cu-L3,2 edges in TEY (panels (a), (b) and (c)) and FY (panels (d), (e) and (f)) mode. Panels (a) and (b) show the raw data of the total electron and fluorescence yield for a series of three consecutive series of measurements at positive and negative helicity that were performed at 0.5 T and 2 K. Panels (b) and (e) display the same data after the normalization with respect to the intensity in the pre-edge region. The black line shows the extrapolation of the linear fit of the pre-edge region that is used to account for the background absorption. Panels (c) and (f) show the absorption at the Cu-L3,2 edges obtained after the subtraction of this linear background.

Here A_{α,i} is the fitted area of peak i for polarization in the direction α, N_i is the number of probed Cu atoms where the transition corresponding to peak i occurs, n_j is the hole density in orbital j, and C is an unknown proportionality constant. The different sensitivity to the e_g orbitals for different polarizations arises from the dependence of the transition probabilities on the anisotropy of the charge distribution^{21}. The normalized weight of each peak in the polarization-averaged absorption is therefore directly related to the fraction of the probed Cu atoms that contribute to the transition:

w_i = 2A_{ab,i} − A_{c,i} ∑ j (2A_{ab,j} − A_{c,j} ) = 12CN_i 12C ∑ j N_j = N_i ∑ j N_j , (B2) where the summation runs over the peaks contributing to the absorption and thus ∑ j N_j corresponds to the total number of probed ions.

∗ miguelangel.uribelaverde@unifr.ch † M.A.U.L. and S.D. contributed equally to this work. 1 H. Y. Hwang, Y. Iwasa, M. Kawasaki, B. Keimer, N. Nagaosa, and Y. Tokura, Nat. Mater. 11, 103 (2012).

2 V. Peña, Z. Sefrioui, D. Arias, C. Leon, J. Santamaria,

J. L. Martinez, S. G. E. te Velthuis, and A. Hoffmann, Phys. Rev. Lett. 94, 057002 (2005).

3 J. Hoppler, J. Stahn, C. Niedermayer, V. K. Malik,

H. Bouyanfif, A. J. Drew, M. Rossle, A. Buzdin, G. Cristiani, H.-U. Habermeier, B. Keimer, and C. Bernhard, Nat. Mater. 8, 315 (2009).

4 C. Visani, Z. Sefrioui, J. Tornos, C. Leon, J. Briatico,

M. Bibes, A. Barthelemy, J. Santamaria, and J. E. Villegas, Nat. Phys. 8, 539 (2012).

5 T. Golod, A. Rydh, V. M. Krasnov, I. Marozau, M. A.

Uribe-Laverde, D. K. Satapathy, T. Wagner, and C. Bernhard, Phys. Rev. B 87, 134520 (2013).

6 F. S. Bergeret, A. F. Volkov, and K. B. Efetov, Rev. Mod. Phys. 77, 1321 (2005).

7 M. Eschrig, Phys. Today 64, 43 (2011).

8 R. S. Keizer, S. T. B. Goennenwein, T. M.

Klapwijk, G. Miao, G. Xiao, and A. Gupta, Nature 439, 825:827 (2006); J. W. A. Robinson, J. D. S. Witt, and M. G. Blamire, Science 329, 59 (2010); T. S. Khaire, M. A. Khasawneh, W. P. Pratt, and N. O. Birge, Phys. Rev. Lett. 104, 137002 (2010).

9 J. Stahn, J. Chakhalian, C. Niedermayer, J. Hoppler, T. Gutberlet, J. Voigt, F. Treubel, H.-U. Habermeier, G. Cristiani, B. Keimer, and C. Bernhard, Phys. Rev. B 71, 140509 (2005).

10 D. K. Satapathy, M. A. Uribe-Laverde, I. Marozau, V. K.

Malik, S. Das, T. Wagner, C. Marcelot, J. Stahn, S. Brück, A. Rühm, S. Macke, T. Tietze, E. Goering, A. Frañó, J. H. Kim, M. Wu, E. Benckiser, B. Keimer, A. Devishvili, B. P. Toperverg, M. Merz, P. Nagel, S. Schuppler, and C. Bernhard, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 197201 (2012).

11 M. A. Uribe-Laverde, D. K. Satapathy, I. Marozau, V. K.

Malik, S. Das, K. Sen, J. Stahn, A. Rühm, J.-H. Kim, T. Keller, A. Devishvili, B. P. Toperverg, and C. Bernhard, Phys. Rev. B 87, 115105 (2013).

12 J. Chakhalian, J. W. Freeland, G. Srajer, J. Strempfer, G. Khaliullin, J. C. Cezar, T. Charlton, R. Dalgliesh, C. Bernhard, G. Cristiani, H.-U. Habermeier, and B. Keimer, Nat. Phys. 2, 244 (2006).

13 S. R. Giblin, J. W. Taylor, J. A. Duffy, M. W. Butchers, C. Utfeld, S. B. Dugdale, T. Nakamura, C. Visani, and J. Santamaria, Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 137005 (2012).

14 J. Chakhalian, J. W. Freeland, H.-U. Habermeier, G. Cristiani, G. Khaliullin, M. van Veenendaal, and B. Keimer, Science 318, 1114 (2007).

15 M. Varela, A. R. Lupini, S. J. Pennycook, Z. Sefrioui, and J. Santamaria, Solid-State Electron. 47, 2245 (2003).

16 V. K. Malik, I. Marozau, S. Das, B. Doggett, D. K.

Satapathy, M. A. Uribe-Laverde, N. Biskup, M. Varela, C. W. Schneider, C. Marcelot, J. Stahn, and C. Bernhard, Phys. Rev. B 85, 054514 (2012).

17 R. Werner, C. Raisch, A. Ruosi, B. A. Davidson, P. Nagel, M. Merz, S. Schuppler, M. Glaser,

J. Fujii, T. Chassé, R. Kleiner, and D. Koelle, Phys. Rev. B 82, 224509 (2010).

18 X. Yang, A. N. Yaresko, V. N. Antonov, and O. K. Andersen, (2009), arXiv:0911.4349 [cond-mat.str-el].

19 S. Das, K. Sen, I. Marozau, M. A. Uribe-Laverde, N. Biskup, M. Varela, Y. Khaydukov, O. Soltwedel, T. Keller, M. Döbeli, C. W. Schneider, and C. Bernhard, Phys. Rev. B 89, 094511 (2014).

20 C. Piamonteze, U. Flechsig, S. Rusponi, J. Dreiser, J. Heidler, M. Schmidt, R. Wetter, M. Calvi, T. Schmidt, H. Pruchova, J. Krempasky, C. Quitmann, H. Brune, and F. Nolting, J. Synchrotron Radiat. 19, 661 (2012).

21 J. Stöhr and H. König, Phys. Rev. Lett. 75, 3748 (1995). 22 J. Fink, N. Nücker, E. Pellegrin, H. Romberg, M. Alexander, and M. Knupfer, J. Electron. Spectrosc. Relat. Phenom. 66, 395 (1994).

23 N. Nücker, E. Pellegrin, P. Schweiss, J. Fink, S. L. Molodtsov, C. T. Simmons, G. Kaindl, W. Frentrup, A. Erb, and G. Müller-Vogt, Phys. Rev. B 51, 8529 (1995).

24 N. Biskup et al., (2014), unpublished.

25 Y. F. Nie, Y. Zhu, C.-H. Lee, L. F. Kourkoutis, J. A.

Mundy, J. Junquera, P. Ghosez, D. J. Baek, S. Sung, X. X. Xi, K. M. Shen, D. A. Muller, and D. G. Schlom, Nat. Commun. 5, 4530 (2014).

26 M. A. Uribe-Laverde, Ph.D. thesis, University of Fribourg (2014).

27 J. Salafranca and S. Okamoto, Phys. Rev. Lett. 105, 256804 (2010).