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We investigate the interplay between the lattice, charge, and spin dynamics in charge ordered
high Tc cuprate La1.875Ba0.125CuO4 (Tc = 4 K) based on the inverse Laplace transform (ILT)
analysis of the 139La nuclear spin-lattice relaxation rate 1/T1 (dubbed ILTT1 analysis here after).
A major thrust of the ILTT1 analysis is that one can deduce the probability density function
P (1/T1) of distributed 1/T1. We demonstrate that 1/T lm

1 , defined as the log-mean (i.e. the center
of gravity on a logarithmic scale) of P (1/T1), can be well approximated by 1/T str

1 deduced from
the phenomenological stretched fit, however, P (1/T1) can provide much richer insight into how the
lattice, charge, and spin fluctuations and their distribution develop near and below the long range
charge order at Tcharge ∼ 54 K. Upon entering the charge ordered state, a divergent increase of

1/T lm
1 toward the spin ordering at T µSR

spin ≃ 35 K is accompanied by an asymmetric broadening of

P (1/T1). Even deep inside the charge ordered state, 1/T1 at a gradually diminishing fraction of 139La
sites continues to slow down as temperature is lowered, as expected for canonical superconducting
CuO2 planes without enhanced spin fluctuations. The fraction of such canonical 139La sites almost
disappears by ≃ 40 K. In contrast, nearly a half of the 139La sites in La1.885Sr0.115CuO4 (Tcharge ≃
80 K) still exhibits the canonical behavior without enhanced spin fluctuations even near its Tc =
31 K. These contrasting behaviors explain why superconductivity in La1.875Ba0.125CuO4 is more
strongly suppressed than in La1.885Sr0.115CuO4 despite the lower onset temperature of the charge
order.

I. GENERAL INTRODUCTION

In La2−xSrxCuO4, the high temperature supercon-
ducting phase with the critical temperature as high as
Tc = 38 K manifests itself after the high tempera-
ture tetragonal (HTT) to low temperature orthorhom-
bic (LTO) structural phase transition takes place around
≃ 200 K. In contrast, La2−xBaxCuO4 undergoes an
additional structural phase transition from the LTO
to the low temperature tetragonal (LTT) phase below
TLTO−LTT ≃ 60 K, and Tc in the LTT structure is
anomalously suppressed to as low as Tc ≃ 4 K near the
magic composition with x ≃ 1/8 [1]. µSR measurements

uncovered the presence of spin order below T µSR
spin ≃ 35 K

in La1.875Ba0.125CuO4 [2].

Nd co-doping into La2−xSrxCuO4 also induces the
same sequence of structural transitions from HTT to
LTO, and then to LTT. It was in La1.48Nd0.4Sr0.12CuO4

where Tranquada et al. [3] discovered the charge order
transition at Tcharge ≃ 60 K in the LTT phase based
on neutron diffraction measurements. Subsequent NMR
[4, 5] and neutron scattering experiments [6] showed
that a charge order transition accompanies the LTO to
LTT structural transition also in La1.875Ba0.125CuO4.
More recently, x-ray scattering experiments [7, 8] re-
vealed the presence of dynamic short range charge order
in La1.875Ba0.125CuO4 prior to the onset of long range
charge order at Tcharge ≃ 54 K [8].

There has been a long history in the NMR investi-
gation of the complicated behavior of La2−xBaxCuO4

[4, 5, 9–15], yet our understanding of the interplay be-
tween the lattice, charge, and spin degrees of freedom
near charge order is still far from complete. This is in part
because the NMR spin-lattice relaxation rate 1/T1 devel-
ops a large distribution near and below Tcharge, and the
NMR community in condensed matter physics did not
have the machinery to accurately probe the nature and
extent of the distribution. Furthermore, the phenomeno-
logical approach to deduce 1/T1 based on the stretched
exponential fit of the nuclear spin recovery curve M(t)
cannot distinguish the fluctuations of the electric field
gradient (EFG) and spins.
In this paper, we shed new light on the complex be-

havior of La1.875Ba0.125CuO4 by analyzing the 1/T1 re-
covery curve M(t) observed at the 139La sites based on
the inverse Laplace transform (ILT) analysis techniques
(dubbed ILTT1 analysis hereafter). The ILT in the con-
text of NMR has been conceptually known for some time
[16], and applied successfully in petrophysics [17–21] and
condensed matter physics [22, 23] by numerically invert-
ing M(t). A major thrust of the ILTT1 analysis is that
one can generate the histogram of distributed 1/T1 with-

out presuming any particular functional form of the den-

sity function P (1/T1), in addition to the log-mean 1/T lm
1

(i.e. the center of gravity on a logarithmic scale) of the
distributed relaxation rate. We will demonstrate that
slow lattice and/or charge fluctuations develop at the
NMR frequency scales below ≃ 80 K, where the dynamic
short range charge order develops [8]. Comparison of
P (1/T1) between La1.875Ba0.125CuO4 (Tc = 4 K) and
La1.885Sr0.115CuO4 (Tc ≃ 31 K) also reveals a qualita-
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tive difference between the two. The volume fraction of
the canonically superconducting domains in the CuO2

planes without enhanced spin fluctuations is reduced to
almost null in La1.875Ba0.125CuO4 below≃ 40 K, whereas
nearly a half of the volume still behaves as a canonical
superconductor in La1.885Sr0.115CuO4.
The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In sec-

tion II, we explain the key aspects of the ILT techniques
and what the ILTT1 analysis can (not) do. Section III
outlines the experimental methods, and section IV dis-
cusses the results, followed by summary and conclusions
in section V.

II. INVERSE LAPLACE TRANSFORM OF M(t)

To measure the spin-lattice relaxation time T1, one ap-
plies an inversion pulse and monitors the recovery curve
M(t) of the nuclear magnetization as a function of time
t. In the simplest case of nuclear spin I = 1/2 with a
single, non-distributed value of 1/T1, the recovery obeys
an exponential form as such:

M(t) = M0 −Ae−t/T1 , (1)

where M0 is the saturated value of the nuclear magneti-
zation, and A (≤ 2M0) represents the degree of inversion.
Magnetic inhomogeneity of the sample results in a dis-

tribution of 1/T1, and M(t) may exhibit a stretched ex-
ponential form under certain circumstances [16, 24, 25],

M(t) = M0 −Ae−(t/T str
1

)β , (2)

where β is the stretched exponent less than 1. If 1/T1

has no distribution, 1/T str
1 = 1/T1 and β = 1. For ex-

ample, in the case of 1/T1 measured by 63Cu nuclear
quadrupole resonance (NQR) techniques in a highly dis-
ordered YBa2Cu3O6.9 sample (Tc = 92 K), Eq. (2)
worked well far below Tc with the exponent β = 1/2[26],
which is expected for diffusion-less, enhanced relaxation
caused by defect spins [24, 25]. One can justify such a
stretched fit, if ln[M0−M(t)] vs. tβ or ln[M0−M(t)] vs.
ln(t) yields a straight line [24, 26].
One needs to bear in mind that the distributed re-

laxation mechanisms do not always lead to the stretched
form in Eq. (2). In fact, Eq. (2) failed for YBa2Cu3O6.95

(Tc = 92 K) with less magnetic defects [27, 28]. Instead,
a two component fit worked well, with two distinct values

of fast and slow relaxation rates, 1/T fast
1 and 1/T slow

1 :

M(t) = M0 −Afaste
−t/T fast

1 −Aslowe
−t/T slow

1 . (3)

In this case, dilute defect spins affect only the nuclear
spins in their vicinity, and the rest of the superconduc-
tor exhibit much longer, intrinsic 1/T slow

1 . An analogous
situation arises for 1/T1 measured for type II supercon-
ductors under the presence of vortex cores induced by an
external magnetic field. Accordingly, in NMR research on

superconductivity, it is usually 1/T slow
1 that researchers

present far below Tc.
A dilemma arises if there is no clearcut justifica-

tion for Eq. (2) or (3). In fact, in the case of 19F
(I = 1/2) NMR investigations of the diluted antiferro-
magnet Mn1−xZnxF2, the ln[M0 − M(t)] vs. ln(t) plot
revealed that the experimental reality is the combina-
tion of Eq. (2) and Eq.(3) [24]. Furthermore, additional
complications arise if M(t) under consideration is not for
I = 1/2. For example, 139La is a spin I = 7/2 nucleus.
In an ideal case of non-distributed 1/T1, M(t) for the
Iz = −1/2 ↔ +1/2 (i.e. central) transition of I = 7/2
can be written analytically as a linear combination of 4
normal modes [29, 30]:

M(t) = M0 −A

4
∑

k=1

pke
−qkt/T1 , (4)

where pk = {1/84, 3/44, 75/364, 1225/1716} and qk =

{1, 6, 15, 28}, and ∑4
k=1 pk = 1 is normalized. In this

case, the aforementioned log plot ln[M0−M(t)] does not
yield a straight line, even if there is no distribution in
1/T1. Then how should we choose and justify the appro-
priate fitting function for M(t) when 1/T1 is distributed
and the fit with Eq. (4) is unsatisfactory? Should we
just stretch each exponential term as in Eq. (2), or con-
sider two or more values of 1/T1 as in Eq. (3)? Or a
combination of both?
The ILTT1 analysis technique tells us the answers to

these questions. Regardless of the origin of the distri-
bution of 1/T1 and its extent, one can actually deduce

the probability density function P (1/T1) of 1/T1 based
on the inverse Laplace transform (ILT) of M(t) [31]. The
ILT consists of fitting M(t) to a sum of exponentials with
decay rate 1/T1j and weight P (1/T1j) ≥ 0. For the sim-
plest case of I = 1/2, the discrete form of the ILT inverts
for P (1/T1) assuming the following expression for the ex-
perimental data M(t) [17–21]:

M(t) =

m
∑

j=1

[

1− 2 e−t/T1j

]

P (1/T1j) . (5)

For simplicity, we assumed perfect inversion (i.e. A =
2Mo). The summation

∑m
j=1 P (1/T1j) = M0 is the satu-

rated value of the magnetization, andm = 250 is the cho-
sen number of logarithmically-spaced bins in the P (1/T1)
distribution. The normalization used to convert P (1/T1)
into a probability density is detailed in subsection IV B.
See the Supplemental Materials [32] as well as the ref-
erences [17–21, 33–35] for the method to deal with the
imperfect inversion in actual experimental data, the de-
tails of the mathematical background, and the general
procedures for the ILT. Note that technically, Eq. (5) is
the discrete form of a Fredholm integral equation of the
first kind [36], but for simplicity we refer to it here as an
ILT.
The advantage of ILT is that we need not assume a

phenomenological functional forms for M(t), such as Eq.
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(2) or (3). The only assumption in the ILT is that M(t)
decays as a sum of exponentials with decay rates 1/T1j,
implying a heterogeneous distribution in 1/T1 over the
sample. If the distribution of 1/T1 is peaked at one value,
P (1/T1) deduced from M(t) will have one peak (i.e. be
a delta function if 1/T1 has no distribution) at the most
likely value of 1/T1. On the other hand, if 1/T1 is dis-
tributed around two distinctive values, as is the case for

Eq. (3), P (1/T1) will have two peaks centered at 1/T fast
1

and 1/T slow
1 .

It is useful to show how ILTT1 analysis works based
on a simple example. In Fig. 1(a), we generated a model
relaxation curve M(t) consisting of discrete data points
represented by black dots. The best fit of the model data
with Eq. (2) (red curve) yields 1/T str

1 = 1.44 s−1 and β =
0.89. The fit seems very good, and the deviation from
β = 1 is fairly small. Accordingly, one would be tempted
to conclude that P (1/T1) is narrow and peaked around
1.5 s−1, and hence may be close to a delta function as
represented by the red vertical line in Fig. 1(b).
However in reality, we generated the discreteM(t) data

in Fig. 1(a) using a two component function as such:

M(t) = 1− 2/3 e−3t − 4/3 e−t. (6)

This is similar to the model in Eq. (3), with 1/T fast
1 =

3 s−1, 1/T slow
1 = 1 s−1, Mo = 1, Afast = 2/3, and

Aslow = 4/3, plus random noise at the level of 0.1% (i.e.
a signal to noise ratio of SNR = 1000). The ILT of the
model data in Fig. 1(a) results in P (1/T1) with double

peaks at 1/T fast
1 and 1/T slow

1 , as shown by a blue curve
in Fig. 1(b). The log-mean (i.e. center of gravity on
a log scale) of P (1/T1) is located at 1/T lm

1 = 1.48 s−1

(represented by a dashed blue line). The finite width
of the blue curve originates from the discreteness of the
model data and the built-in random noise [32].
This simple example illustrates the power of ILT,

and the potentially risky nature of the commonly used
stretched exponential fit. While 1/T str

1 is indeed close to
the real log-mean 1/T lm

1 of P (1/T1), the imagined dis-
tribution spectrum shown by a single vertical red line
in Fig. 1(b) does not even remotely resemble the true,
double peak structure in P (1/T1).

III. EXPERIMENTAL

We grew a single crystal sample of La1.875Ba0.125CuO4

(Tc = 4 K) based on the traveling solvent floating zone
technique at Tohoku [6]. We aligned and cut a small
piece of single crystal with the total mass of 51 mg for
this study. We conducted 139La NMR measurements at
9 T applied along the c-axis with the standard π/2 − π
spin-echo pulse sequence. The 139La NMR lineshapes
observed for the nuclear spin Iz = +1/2 ↔ −1/2 central
transition were very similar to an earlier report [37].
We note that La1.875Ba0.125CuO4 showed a partial loss

of 139La signal (i.e. partial 139La wipeout) in the vicinity

FIG. 1. (a) Model data M(t) (•), normalized by M(t)/M0,
generated for demonstration purposes using Eq. (6) as de-
scribed in the main text, with n = 64 log-spaced data points.
Solid red curve is the best stretched single exponential fit with
Eq. (2) with 1/T str

1 = 1.44 s−1 and β = 0.89, under the false
assumption that there is only one peak in P (1/T1) centered
around 1/T str

1 . Dashed blue curve is the best ILT fit with
Eq. (5) resulting in P (1/T1), represented by the blue curve
in panel (b). Note how the ILT fit yields a lower mismatch
χ2/n than the stretched exponential fit. (b) Black vertical
lines represent Pmodel(1/T1) from Eq. (6), consisting of two

delta functions at 1/T fast
1 and 1/T slow

1 . Blue curve represents
the ILT spectrum P (1/T1) (probability density) of the M(t)
data points in (a). Notice that 1/T str

1 (red vertical line) is
a good approximation of the log-mean 1/T lm

1 (dashed blue
vertical line) of P (1/T1), however the stretched fit misses all
of the detail in the underlying model P (1/T1)model.

of ∼35 K, where the signal dropped to ∼1/3 of the full
intensity. As such, the ILT may underestimate the dis-
tribution in fast 1/T1 components in the vicinity of ∼35
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K. This is similar to previous reports of 139La wipeout
in La1.8−xEu0.2SrxCuO4 (see Fig. 16 in [5]), but will not
affect our conclusions. By contrast, La1.885Sr0.115CuO4

showed no signs of 139La wipeout for T > Tc [22].
We measured 1/T1 using the inversion recoverymethod

by applying a π pulse prior to the spin echo sequence.
We summarize the representative results of M(t) in Fig.
2. Measurements of 1/T str

1 with reasonable accuracy is
an easy task, and can be usually completed in less than
1 hour at each temperature. However, the accuracy of
M(t) required for ILT is far less forgiving, because the
resolution of the ILT curve P (1/T1) can depend on the
experimental noise (i.e. the signal-to-noise ratio) of the
M(t) curve [32]. In addition, we had to use long spin
echo recycling time up to 240 s between the spin-echo
sequences, so that we can properly capture the longest
components of 1/T1 in M(t). For these reasons, it took
up to 24 hours to measure M(t) at a given temperature.

IV. 139La NMR RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

A. Conventional stretched fit results 1/T str
1

Before we delve into the ILT analysis of the M(t) data,
let us first examine the consequence of the fit with the
stretched exponential version of Eq. (4) commonly used
in the literature:

M(t) = M0 −A

4
∑

k=1

pke
−(qkt/T

str
1

)β , (7)

where the same normal modes k [29, 30] are used as in

Eq. 4, and
∑4

k=1 pk = 1 is normalized. We caution that,
unlike the case of I = 1/2, there is no mathematical jus-
tification to place the same β in all four terms, although
we will show below that this phenomenological procedure
works fairly well to estimate the log-mean 1/T lm

1 of the
underlying probability density function P (1/T1).
We summarize 1/T str

1 and β observed at the 139La sites
in Fig. 3(a) and (b), respectively. 1/T str

1 begins to in-
crease sharply at Tcharge, where charge order turns on a
strong enhancement of low-frequency spin fluctuations in
the charge ordered domains [4, 38]. Our finding is con-
sistent with our powder NQR results by Hunt et al. [5]
and a more recent single crystal NMR report by Baek et

al. [37]. 1/T str
1 peaks around T µSR

spin , and is progressively
suppressed in the spin ordered state.
Note that 1/T str

1 is mildly enhanced near
THTT−LTO ≃ 236 K, where β shows a minimum.
This is not due to enhanced spin fluctuations, but rather
to the contribution of slow EFG fluctuations near the
structural phase transitions. A proof may be found
in 63Cu NMR measurements of 1/T1, which show no
anomalies at THTT−LTO [9, 11, 39]. 1/T1 is three orders
of magnitude larger at the 63Cu sites owing to much
a stronger hyperfine coupling with Cu electron spins,
and hence less sensitive to such slow EFG fluctuations

FIG. 2. 139La NMR recovery curves M(t) at representative
temperatures, normalized by (M(t) −M0)/A + 1, where M0

and A are parameters from the best fits (solid curves) to the
stretched exponential form in Eq. (7). Also shown are best
fits to the ILT (dashed black lines) using Eq. (8) at 37.5 K
and 20 K. Notice that the large distribution in P (1/T1) near

T µSR
spin leads to poor stretched exponential fits at 37.5 K and

20 K, while the ILT yields good fits.

near the structural phase transition [9, 11, 39]. Strictly
speaking, one cannot rely on Eq. (4) or (7) under the
presence of EFG contributions to the T1 process. This
is because Eq. (4) or (7) implicitly assume that only
the magnetic transitions with ∆Iz = ±1 between two
adjacent nuclear spin energy levels contribute to the T1

process [29, 30], whereas the EFG fluctuations induce
∆Iz = ±2 transitions as well. In practice, it is difficult to
determine the spin and EFG induced 1/T1 contributions
separately [40], and we phenomenologically rely on Eq.
(7) to account for the enhanced 1/T1 due to the slowly
fluctuating EFG.

Below ≃ 200 K down to ≃ 80 K, β is close to 1.
This implies that the T1 process is dominated by Cu
spin fluctuations once the HTT-LTO structural phase
transition is complete, and the distribution of 1/T1 is
small. In the case of the superconducting compositions
above x ≃ 1/8, 1/T1 continues to decrease smoothly to-
ward Tc [37, 41, 42]. In contrast, 1/T str

1 in the present
case begins to level off below ≃ 80 K, and β deviates
from 1 again. In this temperature range, we expect a
growth in nano-scale electronic inhomogeneity as we pre-
viously reported for La2−xSrxCuO4 [43]. In fact, we re-
cently confirmed that 1/T1 at 63Cu sites of the same
La1.875Ba0.125CuO4 crystal levels off below ≃ 80 K if
measured with the pulse separation time τ = 2 µs be-
tween the 90 and 180 degree pulses, whereas 1/T1 keeps
decreasing if measured with τ = 20 µs [39]. As such,
our results below ≃ 80 K in Fig. 3 are consistent with
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FIG. 3. (a) Temperature dependence of 1/T str
1 (red sym-

bols) obtained from the stretched fit with Eq. (7), and log-
mean value 1/T lm

1 (blue symbols) of the probability density

P (1/T1) from Eq. (9), along with 1/T+10%
1 (1/T−10%

1 ) at the
top (bottom) 10% value of the distributed P (1/T1), respec-
tively. 1/T str

1 may be considered a close approximation to
1/T lm

1 . See Fig. 4 in [22] for the corresponding results ob-
served for La1.885Sr0.115CuO4. (b) Temperature dependence
of the stretched exponent β, and standard deviation σe of
P (1/T1) from Eq. 10. Note that σe and β are found to be
anti-correlated [32].

enhanced spin fluctuations with growing spatial distri-
butions. However, what about the potential influence
of the dynamic short-range charge order observed above
Tcharge [8], and the slowing of phonons near the LTO
to LTT transition toward Tcharge? The slowing fluctu-
ations of charge and lattice would certainly induce slow
EFG fluctuations that can potentially contribute to 1/T1,
as observed near THTT−LTO. We will address this issue
below based on ILT in subsection IV C.

FIG. 4. Representative results of P (1/T1) (probability den-
sity) obtained from M(t) based on ILT. For clarity, the origin
of the vertical axes are shifted at each temperature, where the
temperature T (K) is listed on the right-hand side. The loca-
tion of the log-means 1/T lm

1 (•) are shown on each P (1/T1).

B. The ILT results and consistency with the
stretched fit

To account for the 4 normal modes for I = 7/2 in Eq.
(4), we replaced Eq. (5) with the following:

M(t) =

m
∑

j=1

4
∑

k=1

[

1− 2pke
−qkt/T1j

]

P (1/T1j), (8)

where the same normal modes k [29, 30] are used as in

Eq. (4), and
∑4

k=1 pk = 1 is normalized. The sum-
mation

∑m
j=1 P (1/T1j) = M0 is the saturated value of

the magnetization, and m = 250 is the chosen number
of logarithmically-spaced bins ranging from 10−3 s−1 ≤
1/T1j ≤ 105 s−1. The probability density is then nor-
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FIG. 5. Contour map of P (1/T1) (probability density) gen-
erated from ILT, using 64 contours. Color bar scale is shown
at the top of the figure.

malized to
∑m

j=1P (1/T1j)∆P = 1, where the constant

∆P = log10(1/T1j+1) − log10(1/T1j) = 0.0321 is the log-
arithmic bin spacing. This normalization ensures a 1-1
comparison of P (1/T1)’s when the bin spacing is different
for each P (1/T1). Using a log10 base to define ∆P conve-
niently yields unit area for a square P (1/T1) distribution
a decade wide and of unit height.
In Fig. 4, we summarize the ILT curves P (1/T1) ob-

tained from M(t) at representative temperatures. We
also show the evolution of P (1/T1) with temperature in
the color contour map in Fig. 5. From each of these ILT
curves, we deduced 1/T lm

1 and σe, the log-mean of the
distribution P (1/T1) and the log-standard deviation of
1/T1, respectively, as such:

ln(1/T lm
1 ) =

m
∑

j=1

ln(1/T1j)P (1/T1j)∆P , (9)

σ2
e =

m
∑

j=1

[

ln(1/T1j)− ln(1/T lm
1 )

]2
P (1/T1j)∆P , (10)

where
∑m

j=1P (1/T1j)∆P = 1. We use the subscript e in

σe to emphasize that the logarithm to base e (i.e. the
natural logarithm) is used to compute the log-standard
deviation. We summarize 1/T lm

1 in comparison to 1/T str
1

in Fig. 3(a), while σe is compared with β in Fig. 3(b).
1/T str

1 and 1/T lm
1 agree well. That is, 1/T str

1 estimated
from the phenomenological stretch fit may be considered
as a good approximation for the average value of the dis-
tributed 1/T1. σe also shows clear anti-correlation with
β. This also makes sense. β becomes smaller than 1 when
1/T1 develops a distribution, whereas σe increases when

the distribution of 1/T1 grows and P (1/T1) becomes
wider. Thus we have established that our ILT results
encompass the equivalent information as the stretched
exponential analysis of M(t). Note however that besides
1/T str

1 and β, the stretched exponential analysis loses
all other information about the underlying probability
density P (1/T1). In the Supplemental Materials [32] we
present details of the ILT analysis, including the concept
of “resolution” and uncertainties in P (1/T1).

C. Distribution of 1/T1

Having established the validity of the ILT, let us take
an additional step and look into exactly how the distri-
bution of 1/T1 develops. At the top of Fig. 4 is P (1/T1)
result at 295 K shown in dark gray. P (1/T1) is single-
peaked, with the log-mean at 1/T lm

1 = 1.7 s−1. Note that
the stretched exponential fit of M(t) returns β = 1.01
at 295 K, and hence the distribution of 1/T1 is minimal.
The finite width of P (1/T1) at 295 K primarily originates
from the finite signal-to-noise ratio of the measurement
[32].
We summarize the P (1/T1) curves in the vicinity of

THTT−LTO ≃ 235 K in green in Fig. 4. Two notice-
able changes take place near THTT−LTO. First, the main
peak of P (1/T1) shifts to the right, accompanied by
significant broadening. The small shift corresponds to
the small increase observed for 1/T lm

1 as well as 1/T str
1 .

The broadening is a consequence of the additional tran-
sitions caused by EFG fluctuations, which are not ex-
plicitly taken into account in Eq. (8). Second, a small
but noticeable split-off peak consistently emerges with
1/T1 ≃ 20 s−1. Note that this does not necessarily mean
that the EFG induced transition has an order of magni-
tude faster 1/T1 in a small volume fraction of the sample.
As noted above, the additional contributions by the fluc-
tuating EFG to the relaxation processes with ∆Iz = ±1
and ±2 could significantly modify the relaxation function
itself; we take this effect into account only phenomenolog-
ically in Eq.(8) which is derived for purely magnetic re-
laxation. The slow EFG fluctuations cease to exist when
the second order structural phase transition is complete,
and the split-off peak disappears as we go deeper into
the LTO structure below THTT−LTO. P (1/T1) regains
a narrower, single-peaked structure at 215 K and below
down to 100 K, as shown by dark gray curves.
The ILT results from ≃ 80 K down to Tcharge ≃ 54 K

are shown in purple. We recall that the charge order tran-
sition is accompanied by a nearly first order LTO to LTT
structural phase transition [6, 8]. Interestingly, a split-
off peak analogous to that observed around THTT−LTO

emerges again, signaling the presence of slow EFG fluctu-
ations at the NMR frequency scale. In a separate study
based on 63Cu NMR, we show that 63Cu NMR lineshape
exhibits strong magnetic broadening in this temperature
range below ≃ 80 K prior to the onset of long range
charge order at Tcharge. Moreover, 63Cu 1/T1 begins to
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distribute [39]. Taken together, these findings suggest
that, regardless of the exact origin of the slow EFG fluc-
tuations above Tcharge detected here, spin correlations
grow hand in hand with the slow lattice and/or charge
fluctuations below ≃ 80 K.
We use red curves to show the ILT results in the charge

ordered state below Tcharge ≃ 54 K down to the spin

ordering temperature T µSR
spin ≃ 35 K. At 54 K, the split-

off peak due to EFG fluctuations is suppressed. This is
consistent with the nearly first-order nature of the simul-
taneous LTT and charge order transitions [6, 8]. Once
entering the long range charge ordered state, P (1/T1)
begins to broaden asymmetrically by transferring some
spectral weight to larger values of 1/T1. At 48 K, ap-
proximately 1/3 of the spectral weight still remains at
1/T1 ≃ 1 s−1 or below, although the fastest component
reaches 1/T1 ≃ 30 s−1. In other words, not all the Cu
spin fluctuations begin to slow down and enhance 1/T1

immediately below Tcharge. Upon further cooling, the
entire P (1/T1) curve shifts to larger values of 1/T1 while
increasing in width. All 139La nuclear spins relax with
highly enhanced 1/T1 by 37 K, followed by spin order-

ing at T µSR
spin ≃ 35 K. A physical picture that emerges

from these observations is that the volume fraction of the

canonically behaving segments of CuO2 planes with slow

1/T1 values gradually decreases below Tcharge, and the
spin order at the relatively slow measurement time scale
of µSR experiments sets in when ∼100% volume fraction
of the CuO2 planes is under the influence of enhanced
spin fluctuations triggered by charge order.

We summarize the ILT results below T µSR
spin using blue

curves. The ILT curve P (1/T1) progressively shifts its
weight to lower values of 1/T1 as the fluctuating spins
freeze toward the base temperature. By 7 K, a majority
of 139La sites relax with 1/T1 ≃ 1 s−1 or slower. It is
in this temperature range where Zeeman perturbed 63Cu
NQR signals become observable with increasing intensity
[5, 10], since the hyperfine magnetic field from frozen Cu
moments become static at the NMR measurement time
scale. In a separate work, we will demonstrate that a cut
off introduced for P (1/T1) can naturally account for the
fraction of the observable 63Cu NMR signal intensity that
arises from canonically behaving domains below Tcharge,
i.e. 63Cu signal intensity wipe out effects [39].

D. Comparison with La1.885Sr0.115CuO4

In Fig. 6, we compare the P (1/T1) results
for La1.875Ba0.125CuO4 with our earlier report for
La1.885Sr0.115CuO4 [22]. P (1/T1) for La1.885Sr0.115CuO4

begins to broaden below the onset of its charge order at
Tcharge ≃ 80 K [44–46], without exhibiting the split-off
peak arising from EFG fluctuations. Since no LTT struc-
tural phase transition exists in La1.885Sr0.115CuO4, this
might be an indication that the signature of the EFG
fluctuations observed above Tcharge in the present case
of La1.875Ba0.125CuO4 is due primarily to the slow lat-

FIG. 6. Comparison of the P (1/T1) (probability density) be-
tween (a) La1.875Ba0.125CuO4 (this work, Tcharge ≃ 54 K,
Tc = 4 K) and, (b) La1.885Sr0.115CuO4 (adopted from [47],
Tcharge ≃ 80 K, Tc = 31 K), at selected temperatures. The lo-
cation of the log-means 1/T lm

1 (•) are shown on each P (1/T1).

tice fluctuations rather than slow charge fluctuations. On
the other hand, the Bragg peaks associated with charge
order in La1.885Sr0.115CuO4 are known to be very weak,
and hence charge fluctuations may also be too weak to
induce the split-off peak in P (1/T1).

Another interesting aspect is the qualitative difference
in the way the distribution of P (1/T1) develops. In the
case of La1.885Sr0.115CuO4, notice that P (1/T1) contin-
ues to transfer its spectral weight to smaller values down
to 1/T1 ≃ 0.1 s−1 even below Tcharge ≃ 80 K, although
the log-mean of the distribution is shifting to larger val-
ues of 1/T1. This means that 1/T1 continues to become
smaller at a substantial fraction of 139La sites even deep
inside the charge ordered state below Tcharge ≃ 80 K. The
temperature dependence of 1/T1 at these 139La sites is
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qualitatively the same as that in the canonical supercon-
ducting CuO2 planes in La1.85Sr0.15CuO4 [37, 41, 42]. It
is just that the volume fraction of such canonically super-
conducting domains gradually decreases below Tcharge.
As a consequence, we can clearly see that the peak struc-
ture from the canonically behaving domains is still vis-
ible as a clearly identifiable shoulder at 1/T1 ≃ 0.1 s−1

down to ∼ 30 K. This conclusion was corroborated by
the fact that two types of 63Cu NMR signals exist in
La1.885Sr0.115CuO4, too: the wing like signal is extremely
broad and with large 1/T1, whereas the canonically be-
having signal has a narrow lineshape with slow 1/T1 that
is comparable to the optimally doped superconductor
with x = 0.15 [48].
In contrast, the slow shoulder at 1/T1 ≃ 0.1 s−1 ob-

served for La1.885Sr0.115CuO4 is not observable in the
present case of La1.875Ba0.125CuO4. As temperature de-
creases below Tcharge ≃ 54 K, P (1/T1) shifts to larger
values of 1/T1 more quickly. There is only a hint of
a slow shoulder at 1/T1 ≃ 3 s−1 from 54 K down to
48 K in Fig. 4. We confirmed that the 63Cu NMR line-
shape for La1.875Ba0.125CuO4 broadens more homoge-
neously below ≃ 80 K, and lacks the aforementioned two
component wing plus narrow-peak structure observed
for La1.885Sr0.115CuO4 [39]. In short, CuO2 planes in
La1.875Ba0.125CuO4 are more homogeneously affected by
charge order and accompanying enhancements of slow
spin fluctuations, which increases 1/T1.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

We have reported the ILTT1 analysis to demonstrate
how the distribution of 1/T1 develops in charge ordered
La1.875Ba0.125CuO4. We identified the signature of the
slow EFG fluctuations near THTT−LTO, and showed that
the same signature reemerges above Tcharge. Our experi-
ments and ILTT1 analysis cannot determine whether the
source of the slow EFG fluctuations is the lattice and/or
charge vibrations.
By comparing the probability density function P (1/T1)

from ILTT1 analysis, we demonstrated that the magnetic
properties of the CuO2 planes become highly inhomoge-
neous below Tcharge ≃ 54 K, and domains with canon-
ical behavior of a high Tc superconductor persist even
below Tcharge. These residual domains are oblivious to
the charge order transition, and spin fluctuations are not
anomalously enhanced. This suggests that charge order
does not set in homogeneously at Tcharge in the entire
CuO2 planes. This finding is consistent with the fact
that the width of the charge order Bragg peaks (i.e. the
inverse of the charge order correlation length) is not res-
olution limited above ≃ 40 K, and hence the size of the
charge ordered domains is not infinite [8].
The volume fraction of these residual domains

gradually diminishes below Tcharge ≃ 54 K in
La1.875Ba0.125CuO4. By 40 K, nearly ≃ 100% volume
of the CuO2 planes have large 1/T1 induced by enhanced

low frequency Cu spin fluctuations triggered by charge
order. This finding is in stark contrast with the case
of La1.885Sr0.115CuO4, where a significant fraction of do-
mains in the CuO2 planes still exhibits characteristic be-
havior of high Tc superconductor with slowing 1/T1 at
40 K [22, 47]. These contrasting behaviors are consis-
tent with the fact that superconductivity sets in at as
high as Tc = 31 K for La1.885Sr0.115CuO4, while su-
perconductivity is strongly suppressed to Tc = 4 K in
La1.875Ba0.125CuO4.

The present work also highlights the usefulness of the
ILTT1 analysis technique in general. The ILT provides
us with much richer information than the conventional
stretched fit analysis since ILT generates the probability
density function P (1/T1) rather than just the average
value of 1/T1. Moreover, it is important to note that
ILTT1 analysis is unbiased, and one does not need to as-
sume the shape of the distribution function P (1/T1). The
novel ILTT1 analysis, which has been used successfully
in NMR petrophysics, has the potential to revolutionize
NMR research of quantum materials with disorder.

Finally, we briefly comment on some earlier publica-
tions, in which several groups tried to model the dis-
tribution of 1/T1 in cuprates [5, 49, 50] and unrelated
materials [51, 52]. Note that all these earlier attempts
were made by assuming a functional form of P (1/T1) up
front, which may or may not reflect the reality. For exam-
ple, our earlier attempt in 2001 assumed a symmetrical
Gaussian distribution of 1/T1 on a log scale in the charge
ordered state of cuprates for fitting M(t), as shown in
Fig. 12 of [5]. The present work shows that such a sym-
metrical functional form is only approximately true for
La1.875Ba0.125CuO4 in a limited temperature range, and
invalid for La1.885Sr0.115CuO4 [22]. Ref. [49] assumed
instead that magnetic inhomogeneity of the CuO2 planes
in Eu co-doped 214 cuprates is caused entirely by pre-
existing quenched disorder, which gives rise to a Gaus-
sian distribution in an activation energy for spin fluctu-
ations rather than the distribution of 1/T1 itself. Since
their toy model is based on an incorrect assumption that
charge order transition does not exist, all the NMR prop-
erties are expected to evolve smoothly, in contradiction
with the experimental reality such as Fig. 3(a). Ref.
[50] extended our earlier analysis in [5], and assumed
a symmetrical distribution function for 1/T1 on a log
scale for La1.88Sr0.12CuO4 [50]. Despite the unrealistic
assumption in contradiction to the experimental reality
of non-symmetric P (1/T1) [22], their analysis actually
showed the onset of unusual NMR anomalies starting
from ≃ 80 K. However, the authors in Ref. [50] did not
attribute their findings to the onset of charge order, as
they had been advocating for the absence of charge order
in the superconducting phase of La2−xSrxCuO4.
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Supplemental Materials

VI. INVERSE LAPLACE TRANSFORM

The inverse Laplace transform (ILT) consists of fit-
ting the measured inversion recovery curve M(t) to a
sum of exponentials with decay rate 1/T1j and weight
P (1/T1j) ≥ 0. The advantage of ILT over stretched ex-
ponential fits is that the ILT does not assume any phe-
nomenological functional forms for the decay in M(t).
The only assumption in the ILT is that M(t) decays as a
sum of exponentials with decay rates 1/T1j, implying a
heterogeneous distribution in 1/T1 over the sample. Put
in other words, P (1/T1) is the probability density func-
tion for 1/T1 over the heterogeneous sample.
In the case of 139La nuclear spin with I = 7/2, we

need to take into account four normal modes in the 1/T1

relaxation process [29, 30]. The discrete form of the ILT
inverts for P (1/T1j) assuming the following expression
for the experimental data M(t) measured at a set of time
ti:

M(ti) =

m
∑

j=1

4
∑

k=1

[

1− 2pke
−qkti/T1j

]

P (1/T1j) + E(ti).

(11)
The coefficients {pk,qk} (with k = 1, .., 4) are calculated
for each of the aforementioned normal modes [29, 30]
as such pk = {1/84, 3/44, 75/364, 1225/1716} and qk =

{1, 6, 15, 28}, and ∑4
k=1 pk = 1 is normalized. E(t) is

Gaussian noise with standard deviation σE . Technically,
Eq. 11 is the discrete form of a Fredholm integral equa-
tion of the first kind [36], but for simplicity we refer to it
as an ILT.
The summation

∑m
j=1 P (1/T1j) = M0 in Eq. 11

is the saturated value of the magnetization, and m is
the chosen number of logarithmically-spaced bins in the
P (1/T1) distribution. The probability density is then
normalized to

∑m
j=1P (1/T1j)∆P = 1, where the con-

stant ∆P = log10(1/T1j+1)− log10(1/T1j) is the logarith-
mic bin spacing. This normalization ensures a 1-1 com-
parison of P (1/T1)’s when the bin spacing is different for
each P (1/T1). Using a log10 base to define ∆P conve-
niently yields unit area for a square P (1/T1) distribution
a decade wide and of unit height.
The column vector form for Eq. 11 is given by:

M = K P+E, P ≥ 0, (12)

where the following are defined:

M = {M(ti), i = 1, ...., n} ,

K =

{

Kij =

4
∑

k=1

[

1− 2pke
−qkti/T1j

]

}

, (13)

P = {P (1/T1j), j = 1, ....,m} ,
where K is the kernel matrix of size n×m, and E is the
noise vector. The number of measured data points in the
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present case is between n = 18 ↔ 46, and m is chosen
to be m = 250. For computational efficiency, the ker-
nel K is compressed using singular value decomposition
(SVD) [17–19], which is not detailed here in the interest
of brevity. However, given the relatively small size of the
K matrix (n×m ≃ 46× 250 typically), there is no need
for data compression in the present case.
The disadvantage of ILT is that it is an ill-posed prob-

lem in the sense that for a given set of data with finite
noise E, many solutions will fit the data within the statis-
tics of the noise. Various solutions exist to deal with
such ill-posed problems [19], including Tikhonov regular-
ization [17, 18, 20, 21, 53], maximum entropy [33], Monte
Carlo [34], and the Mellin transform [35].
In this report we choose the Tikhonov regularization

method given the extensive literature on the subject. Re-
garding uncertainties in the optimal solution P, we note
that there are no uncertainties or “error bars” associated
with each bin j of the P (1/T1j) distribution. Instead,
uncertainties in the moments of P such as 1/T lm

1 (log-
mean) or σe (log standard deviation) can be quantified.
Furthermore, uncertainties in the total area of P (i.e.
∑m

j=1 P (1/T1j) = M0) and the partial area of P below

(i.e.
∑m,cut

j=1 P (1/T1j)) or above (i.e.
∑m

j=m,cut P (1/T1j))

a certain a cutoff (1/T1)cut can also be quantified. De-
tails of how to quantify these uncertainties can be found
in [34, 35], which are beyond the scope in this report.

A. Non-negative optimization

Using the Tikhonov regularization method, the goal is
to find the solution P which minimizes the cost function
[53]:

P = argmin
P≥0

||M−K P||2 + α||P||2 (14)

by using non-negative least-squares, where ||..|| is the vec-
tor norm. The first term is the residual between data and
fit, and the second term is the regularization factor. α
is the scalar regularization parameter (i.e. a smoothing
factor) chosen to be large enough to make the solution
stable in the presence of noise. The solution P(α) in
Eq. 14 implicitly depends on α. Choosing α = 0 leads
to a unique solution P(α = 0), however the solution is
“spiky”, where the position and amplitude of the spikes
depend on the particular noise realization E; this un-
desirable case is so called “under-regularized”. In the
opposite extreme, choosing a large α ≫ 10 over-smooths
the solution P(α ≫ 10); this undesirable case is so called
“over-regularized”.
The first task in finding the optimal solution P in

Eq. 14 is to choose a reasonable range of 1/T1j bins for
P (1/T1j). Given the large distribution in P (1/T1j) at low
temperatures, and given the range of times 10−5 s . ti .
102 s in M(ti), we selected m = 250 bins equally spaced
on a logarithmic scale ranging from 10−3 s−1 ≤ 1/T1j ≤
105 s−1. This results in a logarithmic bin spacing of

∆P = log10(1/T1j+1)− log10(1/T1j) = 0.0321. Note that
using a log-spaced distribution function P (1/T1j) implies
that the equivalent linear-spaced distribution function is
given by Plin(1/T1j) = P (1/T1j)/(1/T1j).
Details of the steps required to optimize the non-

negative solution P in Eq. 14 can be found in [17, 53].
The basic steps for the 1D case without SVD decompo-
sition are shown here for convenience. The function f(c)
to be minimized with respect to the vector c is defined
as:

f(c) =
1

2
c′ [G(c) + αI] c− c′M, (15)

where the quasi-Newton method [54] can be used, with
an initial guess of c = 1, and c′ represents the transpose
of c. The c vector is the same size as M. I is the identity
matrix of size M×M. The “G matrix” of size M×M is
defined as:

G(c) = K











H(K ′
1c) 0 . . . 0

0 H(K ′
2c) . . . 0

...
...

...
0 0 . . . H(K ′

mc)











K ′ (16)

where H is the heavy-side function, and Kj is the jth
column of K.
With the optimal c now found, the optimal non-

negative solution P is given by:

P = max {0,K ′c} , (17)

which is a function of α. The next step is to determine
the optimal regularization parameter αopt to be used.

B. Optimal regularization parameter

The residual χ(α) between data and optimal fit is given
by:

χ(α) = α||c|| = ||M−K P(α)||. (18)

There are then two criteria for establishing αopt:

χ(α1) = σE

√
n,

d lnχ(α)

d lnα

∣

∣

∣

∣

α2

= 10−1, (19)

αopt = max{α1, α2}.

The first criterion is the Bulter-Reeds-Dawson (BRD)
condition [53], where α1 is found such that χ(α1) equals
the noise σE times the square-root of the number of data
points

√
n (or the square-root of the number of singular

values
√
nSVD if SVD is used). The experimental noise σE

can be determined using one of the following techniques:
(1) acquiring M(t) data with the RF power turned off,
then taking the standard deviation of the data, (2) using
the standard deviation of the imaginary channel in M(t),
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FIG. 7. Temperature dependence of the optimal regulariza-
tion parameter αopt.

although there may be ringing artifacts, or (3) using SVD
and taking the standard deviation of the difference be-
tween the data and the projection of the data onto the
range space [17].

The BRD condition works well provided M(t) is dom-
inated by statistical noise E(t). However, if systematic
errors occur in M(t), then the BRD condition breaks
down. Systematic errors occur due to hardware limita-
tions which are only apparent at high SNR, or the kernel
K may not be exact due to the presence of quadrupole
relaxation. In such cases, a second criterion is introduced
known as the “heel” condition [18], where α2 is defined
when the derivative d lnχ(α)/d lnα is equal to 10−1. A
derivative of 10−1 corresponds roughly to the heel of the
χ(α) versus α function, where d lnχ(α)/d lnα > 0 for
α ≥ αopt.

The optimal alpha αopt is then obtained from the max-
imum of both conditions max{α1, α2}. In practice, Eq.
14 is solved for a range of selected values α = 106 → 10−3

in descending half-decade (or finer) steps, with the mis-
fit χ(α) and slope d lnχ(α)/d lnα calculated at each de-
scending step. In order to save computational time, the
α descent can be stopped once either α1 or α2 has been
reached. Another way to save computation time during
the α descent is to use the optimal c vector from the
previous α computation as the initial guess of the next α
computation in Eq. 15.

Fig. 7 shows the temperature dependence of αopt for
the dataset, which indicate that αopt increases somewhat
at temperatures below . 50 K. This is a result of the
heel condition (αopt = α2) being met more often than
the BRD condition (αopt = α1).

C. Incomplete inversion at short times

FIG. 8. (a) Magnetization data M(t) (•) and ILT fit (solid
curve) at 77 K, where red region (t < tmin) shows incomplete
inversion. (b) Corresponding ILT distribution P (1/T1) (solid
curve) at 77 K, where red region indicates unphysical region
1/T1 > (1/T1)cut (dashed line) used to account for incomplete
inversion in M(t).

Due to experimental limitations, the inversion recovery
following the 180o r.f. pulse is not exact. One way to take
this into account is to replace the factor of 2 in Eq. 11
with a free parameter whose optimized value ends up less
than 2.

A more robust method for accounting for incom-
plete inversion is to use the P (1/T1) distribution itself.
The selection of bins 10−3 s−1 ≤ 1/T1j ≤ 105 s−1 in
P (1/T1j) is chosen to have an extended range at the
fast end (1/T1)max = 105 s−1. These fast bins sim-
ulate fast relaxation components that decay well be-
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fore the first data point at tmin ≃ 10−5 s, specifically
∑

k pke
−qktmin(1/T1)max ≃ 0.005. While these fast 1/T1

components are not physically measurable, they mimic
the effect of incomplete inversion of the magnetization at
M(tmin ≃ 10−5 s).
An example of the incomplete inversion in M(t) is

shown in Fig. 8(a) for 77 K, where the red part of the
curve (t < tmin) shows the incomplete inversion. The
corresponding P (1/T1) is shown in Fig. 8(b), where the
red part of the curve shows the region 1/T1 > (1/T1)cut,
where (1/T1)cut = 6000 s−1 is chosen. The region
P (1/T1 > (1/T1)cut) is a fraction ≃ 0.04 of the total
P (1/T1) at 77 K, which accounts for the incomplete in-
version of M(tmin)/M0 ≃ −0.92. (1/T1)cut is chosen for
each measurement, i.e. at each temperature, based on
the extent of the fast region.
Figure 9 shows the temperature dependence of the frac-

tion of signal P (1/T1 > (1/T1)cut). We do not see a
systematic variation in P (1/T1 > (1/T1)cut) with tem-
perature, in particular it does not correlate with the par-
tial 139La wipeout temperature in the vicinity of ∼35
K. Rather, P (1/T1 > (1/T1)cut) is a function of various
acquisition parameters and experimental conditions.

FIG. 9. Temperature dependence of the fraction of signal
above the cutoff P (1/T1 > (1/T1)cut) due to incomplete in-
version recovery.

The final step is to truncate the data in the unphysical
region P (1/T1j > (1/T1)cut) by setting those bins to zero,
i.e. P (1/T1j > (1/T1)cut) = 0. In other words, the ef-
fect of incomplete inversion is not used in the subsequent
analysis of P (1/T1).

D. Resolution as a function of SNR

It is helpful to get a sense of the “resolution” in
P (1/T1), as a function of the signal to noise ratio

(SNR) in M(t). For this purpose, a forward model
Pmodel(1/T1j) is generated comprising two log-normal
peaks at 1/T1j = 1 s−1 and 1/T1j = 102 s−1 with equal
amplitudes and equal widths. The M(t) data are then
generated using Eq. 11 with synthetic Gaussian noise
σE . The above inversion is then carried out using three
different noise values σE , or equivalently, three different
SNR’s defined as:

SNR =
M0

σE
. (20)

The resulting distributions as a function of SNR are
shown in Fig. 10, where the selected values SNR =
{50, 150, 1000} correspond roughly to the lowest, aver-
age, and highest SNR values of the experimental data
(see Fig. 11), respectively.

FIG. 10. Forward model Pmodel(1/T1), and inverted distribu-
tions as a function of SNR. The optimal values for αopt are
αopt = {0.9, 0.03, 0.006} for SNR = {50, 150, 1000}, respec-
tively.

Fig. 10 indicates that the resolution in the inverted
distributions increases with increasing SNR, as expected.
In other words, the inverted distributions tend more to-
wards Pmodel(1/T1) at higher SNR, which is a result of
the lower αopt found from the BRD criterion in Eq. 19
(i.e. lower σE). The forward model example illustrates
the capability of the ILT in separating peaks in P (1/T1)
as a function of SNR. In the case of the lowest SNR =
50, the peaks are distinguishable provided they are a half-
decade apart in 1/T1. As such, a half-decade in 1/T1 may
loosely be considered as the ILT “resolution” at SNR =
50, although this is only semi-quantitative.
As shown in Fig. 10, the resolution can in principle

improve with increasing SNR. Fig. 11 shows the tem-
perature dependence of the SNR for the experimental
data, which indicates that a resolution of less than a
half-decade in 1/T1 is possible below . 50 K, provided
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the BRD condition (αopt = α1) is met rather than the
heel condition (αopt = α2). If the heel condition is met,
then increasing the SNR does not necessarily improve the
resolution.

FIG. 11. Temperature dependence of the SNR for the exper-
imental data.
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VII. COMPARISON BETWEEN ILT AND
STRETCHED EXPONENTIAL

FIG. 12. (a) Cross plot of log-mean 1/T lm
1 from ILT versus

1/T str
1 from stretched fit. (b) Cross plot of standard deviation

σe from ILT versus stretched exponent β from stretched fit.

Fig. 12 shows a cross plot the ILT results versus the
stretched exponential results. As shown in Fig. 12(a),
a very strong correlation (R2 = 0.997) is found between
the log-mean 1/T lm

1 and the stretched 1/T str
1 . While

in Fig. 12(b), a strong anti-correlation (R2 = 0.970) is
found between the log-mean standard-deviation σe and
the stretched exponent β. Note however that besides
1/T str

1 and β, the stretched exponential analysis loses
all other information about the underlying probability
density P (1/T1). Furthermore, when P (1/T1) is wide,
i.e. when β is small (β . 0.6), the stretched exponential
fit does not necessarily give a good fit to M(t), which
results in scattering of σe versus β in Fig. 12(b).
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