
Engineering Phase Competition Between Stripe Order and Superconductivity in
La1.88Sr0.12CuO4
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ABSTRACT

Unconventional superconductivity often cou-
ples to other electronic orders in a cooperative or
competing fashion. Identifying external stimuli
that tune between these two limits is of fun-
damental interest. Here, we show that strain
perpendicular to the copper-oxide planes couples
directly to the competing interaction between
charge stripe order and superconductivity in
La1.88Sr0.12CuO4 (LSCO). Compressive c-axis
pressure amplifies stripe order within the super-
conducting state, while having no impact on the
normal state. By contrast, strain dramatically
diminishes the magnetic field enhancement of
stripe order in the superconducting state. These
results suggest that c-axis strain acts as tuning
parameter of the competing interaction be-
tween charge stripe order and superconductivity.
This interpretation implies a uniaxial pressure-
induced ground state in which the competition
between charge order and superconductivity is
reduced.

INTRODUCTION

Electronic phases may coexist microscopically, either
in a collaborative or competing manner. In elementary
chromium, for example, spin and charge density wave or-
ders collaboratively coexist with commensurate ordering
vectors [1–3]. A similar spin-charge intertwined order
is found in doped lanthanum-based (La-based) cuprate
superconductors [4–8]. Competing interaction is often

found in the context of unconventional superconductiv-
ity. For example, in kagome metals [9, 10], pnictides [11–
13], and heavy Fermion systems [14], superconductivity
can be optimized through the suppression of charge or
spin density wave orders.

However, an interplay between density waves and su-
perconductivity – at least theoretically – can lead to a
collaborative state. This state would be characterized by
a spatially modulated Cooper pair density with a com-
mensurate wave vector. Extensive experimental and the-
oretical efforts have been devoted to study this novel su-
perconducting state [15]. Theory works have predicted
a connection between superconductivity and stripe order
through a so-called pair density wave [16]. Signatures of
these pair density waves have been reported by scanning
tunneling microscopy [17], but direct diffraction evidence
is still missing. A general challenge is therefore to switch
the coupling between superconductivity and charge or-
der from competing to collaborative. Ideally, an exter-
nal stimulus would tune the coupling between these two
phases.

Here, using high-energy x-ray diffraction, we show
how compressive c-axis uniaxial pressure, perpendicular
to the copper-oxide planes, enhances stripe order inside
the superconducting state of La1.88Sr0.12CuO4 (LSCO),
while charge order remains unchanged in the normal
state. We furthermore discover that the magnetic field
enhancement of charge order inside the superconducting
state is dramatically reduced upon compressive c-axis
strain application. This observation suggests a corre-
spondingly reduced phase competition. We thus demon-
strate that c-axis pressure acts directly on the coupling
between charge stripe order and superconductivity.
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FIG. 1. Uniaxial pressure application in the hard x-ray diffraction experiment on LSCO. a Schematic illustration
of the scattering geometry for high-energy x-ray diffraction on LSCO. Uniaxial pressure and magnetic field are applied along
the crystallographic c-axis direction on a cuboid-shaped crystal with dimensions La · Lb · Lc as sketched in the top left inset.
Detector read-outs with exemplary region-of-interest (ROI, black box in detector images) for three different rotation angles ω
around the vertical axis are shown. b c-axis lattice parameters, extracted from fits of (0, 0, ℓ) Bragg peaks, corresponding
to c-axis strains εc. Solid lines are least-square fits to c = λ/(2 sinω) · ℓ, where λ is the wavelength of the x-rays. Error
bars are standard deviations obtained from the fitting procedure. c Spin flip intensities from polarized neutron scattering at
τ = (−1,−1, 0) on LSCO (Tc = 27K), normalized by the monitor and scaled to the integrated Bragg peak intensity of the
unstrained measurement. The drop of the curves yields the superconducting transition temperature with and without c-axis
uniaxial pressure (see Methods for detailed definition of Tc). d Charge order peak at 30K obtained by integrating the intensities
in a region-of-interest (ROI) around Qco = (0.231, 0, 12.5) (blue points). A background (bg, grey points) is estimated by a
similar integration of a ROI slightly shifted off the (h, 0, ℓ) scattering plane. Error bars in c and d are dictated by counting
statistics.

RESULTS

X-ray Methodology.
Stripe charge order in La-based cuprates manifests it-
self by weak reflections at Qco = τ+(δ, 0, 0.5) where
τ represents fundamental Bragg peaks and δ ≈ 1/4 is
the stripe incommensurability [6, 7, 18, 19]. We adopted
an x-ray transmission geometry with crystalline a- and
c-axes spanning the horizontal scattering plane as illus-
trated in Fig. 1a. Magnetic field and uniaxial pressure
were applied along the c-axis direction.

Uniaxial Pressure Application.
The strain as a result of uniaxial c-axis pressure can be
directly estimated from lattice parameter measurements.
Pressure-induced compression of the c-axis lattice param-
eter is evidenced by a shift of (0, 0, n) Bragg peaks to

larger scattering angles. Precise strain characterization
utilizes multiple such Bragg peaks with n being an even
integer (see Method section and Fig. 1b). The result-
ing c-axis lattice parameter for strained and unstrained
LSCO is exemplified in Fig. 1b. As expected, the uni-
axial c-axis pressure reduces the c-axis lattice parameter
that in turn lowers the superconducting transition tem-
perature Tc [20–22]. Using polarized neutron scattering
we confirmed the decrease of Tc with compressive c-axis
strain [23–26] – see Fig. 1c and Method section. Exploit-
ing that the lower critical field for superconductivity Hc1

is low, we track the excess depolarisation of the neutron
beam due to flux trapped along the c-axis after field-
cooling through TC . The in-plane polarized neutrons are
depolarized by this trapped flux. Upon crossing Tc, the
flux is released.
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FIG. 2. Charge order reflection in LSCO upon application of c-axis uniaxial strain. a-d Background subtracted
charge order reflections for temperatures and momenta as indicated. Red (blue) points are recorded with (without) compressive
c-axis pressure application. Error bars stem from counting statistics and solid lines are fits with a split-normal distribution
including a linear background. The horizontal lines in the bottom of (a) – applying to all panels – represent a systematic error
in h stemming from twinning of the sample [27].

Uniaxial c-axis strain effects on charge order.
X-ray diffraction intensity was collected using a two-
dimensional single-photon detector. Detector regions-of-
interest (ROI) are defined such that the signal or back-
ground of interest is covered (see Supplementary Fig. 1).
We constructed standard one-dimensional rocking curves
(see Fig. 1d for Qco = (δ, 0, 12.5)). An advantage of 2D-
detectors (over point detectors) is that a background can
be estimated by slightly shifting the ROI (grey data in
Fig. 1d).

In Fig. 2, we show scans through Qco=(δ, 0, 12.5) and
(δ, 0, 16.5), with and without uniaxial c-axis pressure.
Data for a La2−xSrxCuO4 crystal with slightly different
doping are shown in Supplementary Fig. 2. Intensities
and fits are presented after subtracting the background.
In the normal state (T > Tc), no pressure effect on charge
stripe order is observed. Further, we find a significant
pressure-induced enhancement of the charge order reflec-
tion inside the superconducting state. The correlation
length and incommensurability δ remain virtually unaf-
fected by uniaxial pressure. Observed shifts are within
the error bars and thus negligible. From here, we there-
fore consider the charge order peak amplitude as a func-
tion of temperature, uniaxial c-axis pressure, and mag-
netic field. The peak amplitude Ico is extracted by fitting
intensity profiles with a split-normal distribution on a
linear background – see Fig. 1d, 2, Supplementary Fig. 3
and Methods. The temperature dependence of the charge

order amplitude is shown in Fig. 3a for strained and un-
strained conditions. In the absence of a magnetic field,
compressive c-axis pressure enhances the charge order in-
side the superconducting state. The charge order peak
amplitude, due to phase competition [19], displays a cusp
at Tc. The cusp is shifted to slightly lower temperatures
upon application of c-axis pressure. Assuming phase
competition between charge order and superconductivity,
this suggests a reduction of the superconducting transi-
tion temperature, in agreement with the measurements
in Fig. 1c. At our base temperature (T = 10 K), the rela-
tive peak amplitude, Ico(10 K)/Ico(30 K), scales approx-
imately linearly with the applied strain εc (see Fig. 3b).
Within the examined range of εc, the charge order peak
amplitude increases by about 25 %.

Magnetic field effect.
Without strain, magnetic field effects on charge and spin
order inside the superconducting state have already been
studied [27, 29–33]. Consistent with previous studies,
we find an increase of the charge order amplitude for
T < Tc (see Fig. 3c). At base temperature, the charge
order intensity scales approximately linearly with mag-
netic field. At 10 T, the peak amplitude is more than
doubled. This is in strong contrast to the ground state
reached through application of c-axis pressure. Here, as
depicted in Fig. 3d, a much weaker field effect is observed.
The magnetic field effect for strained and unstrained con-
ditions is shown in Fig. 3e. Upon increasing strain εc, a
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FIG. 3. Phase competition of charge order and superconductivity. a Temperature dependence of the amplitude Ico of
the (0.231, 0, 12.5) charge order peak without and with strain measured in a setup without magnetic field. b Low-temperature
(10K) charge order amplitude normalized to the normal state (30K) plotted as a function of c-axis strain. For the black
(grey) points, the strains are directly (indirectly) measured. Indirect measurements use the calibration curve in Supplementary
Fig. 4. The grey shaded area is a guide to the eye. c, d Temperature dependence for charge order peak at (0.231, 0, 12.5)
in 0T and 10T without and with strain, respectively measured in the cryomagnet. The horizontal dashed lines at Ico(TC)
in panels a, c, d serve to facilitate comparison between experiments. e Magnetic field dependence at 10K of the charge order
peak amplitude at (0.231, 0, 12.5) (circles) and (0.231, 0, 16.5) (diamonds) for strains as indicated. Solid lines are fits to the
data with Ico(H) = Ico(0) + I1H ln(1/H) [28], where H = H/Hc, I1 is a fitting parameter, and Hc is a critical field scale. f
Comparison of data obtained with and without strain at (0.231, 0, 12.5) (circles) and (0.231, 0, 16.5) (diamonds) (T = 10K).
By application of uniaxial pressure, we roughly double the reachable parameter space in H/Hc. Solid lines in a-c are guides to
the eye. The dashed lines indicate the charge order amplitude at Tc and ambient pressure. Error bars are standard deviations
from the respective fits.

decreasing magnetic field effect on the charge order in-
tensity is observed inside the superconducting state.

DISCUSSION

There has been an interest to study the stripe or-
der beyond the upper critical field (Hc2) for supercon-
ductivity [34]. The magnetic field dependence of the
charge order amplitude in Fig. 3e is often modelled by
Ico(H) = Ico(0) + I1H ln(1/H), where H = H/Hc and I1
is a fitting parameter. The critical field scale Hc has been
linked to the upper critical field Hc2 of superconductiv-
ity [28]. We however stress that these two field scales (Hc

and Hc2) are not necessarily identical. We show in Fig. 3f
that we could double the reachable parameter space in H
by applying strain along c. By fitting the observed charge
order peak amplitude versus magnetic field, we extract
Hc at base temperature (see fitted curves in Fig. 3e). In
Fig. 4a, we plot Hc versus strain εc. The field scale Hc

seems to scale approximately linearly with c-axis strain:
Hc = Hc(0) − αεc with α being a constant. By extrap-
olation, our results suggest that there exists a critical
c-axis strain at which Hc → 0. At this critical strain
εcrit = Hc(0)/α ≈ 0.3 %, the magnetic field effect is ex-
pected to vanish.

Outlining our findings, we illustrate schematically in
Fig. 4b the charge order peak amplitude versus magnetic
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field and c-axis strain inside the superconducting state.
The region with highest intensities is found at high mag-
netic fields and low strains. The strength of the magnetic
field effect depends on the uniaxial strain along c. At the
highest applied c-axis strain, the magnetic field effect is
strongly reduced. Typically, magnetic field effects inside
the superconducting state are interpreted in terms of (i)
vortex physics [35, 36] or (ii) phase competition. The
vortex density and volume increase with increasing mag-
netic field strength. It is however difficult to explain the
strain-field effects in terms of vortices alone. Within the
framework of vortex physics [35, 36], the magnetic field
induces normal state vortices. The field-enhanced charge
order may then stem from real-space volume increase.
However, we see that in zero-field, c-axis strain enhances
the charge order peak amplitude. This strongly suggests
that vortex physics alone cannot account for the observed
phenomenology. Even in the high-magnetic field state
where vortices are present, it is not obvious how to ex-
plain the strain effect without also involving phase com-
petition.

Reduced (absence of) magnetic field effect would im-
ply either that one phase is partially suppressed (absent)
or that the competing interaction is weakened. As no
pressure effect is found in the normal state, charge order
itself is inert to c-axis pressure. On the other hand, su-
perconductivity is known to be weakened by increasing
compressive c-axis pressure [37]. One commonly accepted
explanation is that compressive c-axis pressure reduces
the apical oxygen distance to the CuO2 layers. This
change of crystal field environment, in turn, boosts the
hybridization of dx2−y2 and dz2 orbitals [38, 39]. Theo-
retically, such hybridization is expected to be unfavorable
for d-wave superconductivity [40, 41]. Therefore, c-axis
pressure diminishes the superconducting order parame-
ter. However, there is no evidence of superconductiv-
ity being completely suppressed upon moderate pressure
along the c-axis [20, 23]. Superconductivity and charge
order are therefore expected to coexist. Our results thus
suggests a pressure-induced ground state in which the
phase competition between charge order and supercon-
ductivity is reduced.

METHODS

Crystal Growth and Characterization

Our La2−xSrxCuO4 single crystals were synthesised
using the traveling solvent floating zone method. The
growths were carried out in a 2.0 atm oxygen pressure.
Post-growth annealing was carried out in an 800 degree
oxygen atmosphere for 100 hours. For a very similar
growth recipe, superconducting volume fractions were
systematically studied using magnetization and specific
heat [42]. In our study, we used single crystals from

FIG. 4. Magnetic field and strain effects. a The magnetic
field scale Hc versus compressive c-axis strain εc at 10K. Data
points were obtained from measurements and fits of charge
order peaks at (0.231, 0, ℓ) with ℓ = 12.5, 16.5. Vertical error
bars are Gaussian standard deviations from fits to the mag-
netic field dependence of the charge order reflection. Horizon-
tal error bars reflect uncertainty of the strain estimation. The
black dashed line is a linear guide to the eye b Schematic illus-
tration of the magnetic field H and strain effect on the charge
order peak amplitude inside the superconducting state. We
expect – by extrapolation – the magnetic field enhancement
to fully vanish. Crosses display the phase space covered by
our experiments.

three different growth cycles – all with nominal strontium
content of x ≈ 0.12. The effective strontium contents
were gauged from magnetic susceptibility measurements
of the superconducting transition temperature. All x-ray
diffraction data in the main text stem from batch I –
see Table I. For the a-axis, pointing approximately along
the (transmitted) x-ray beam direction, the ideal sample
thickness La matches the half-value thickness (d1/2 ∼
0.63 mm for LSCO [43, 44]). At this trade-off point
(La ≈ d1/2), half of the incident x-ray flux is transmit-
ted through the sample. We optimized La for the XRD
experiments, so that La ≈ d1/2 (see Fig. 1a and Table 1).

X-Ray Diffraction and Pressure Cell

Hard x-ray diffraction experiments were carried out at
the P21.1 beamline at PETRA III (DESY, Hamburg)
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synchrotron using 101.6 keV photons. All measurements
were performed with a Dectris Pilatus 100K CdTe detec-
tor. Uniaxial pressure and magnetic field were applied
along the crystallographic c-axis. Misalignment of c-axis
and press direction is no more than 4◦. As such, unin-
tentional in-plane pressure application is negligible [27].
In the absence of a magnetic field, a standard (ex-situ)
screw cell was used [27, 45]. An adaption was made to
fit into a horizontal magnet [29, 32] with pressure ap-
plication parallel to the direction of the magnetic field.
The designs of the two uniaxial pressure cells are shown
in Supplementary Fig. 5 a, b. For both cells, the hor-
izontal scattering plane is spanned by a copper-oxygen
bond direction and the c-axis. This gives access to the
(h, 0, ℓ) reciprocal plane. Consistent results are obtained
with both setups (displex and cryomagnet) – see Supple-
mentary Fig. 6. Throughout the manuscript, reciprocal
space vectors (h, k, ℓ) are given in units of ( 2π

a , 2π
b , 2π

c )

with a = b ≈ 3.77 Å and c ≈ 13.2 Å. Notice that even
though LSCO has a low-temperature orthorhombic crys-
tal structure with a and b axes at 45 degrees to the Cu-O
bonds with twin domains [27, 46–48], the stripe order-
ing vector is traditionally expressed in tetragonal nota-
tion. The magnitude of applied strain is determined from
measurements of Bragg reflections, similar to what is de-
scribed by Choi et al. [27]. Bragg peak intensities are
only marginally affected by the application of pressure
(see Supplementary Fig. 7 and Supplementary Tab. 1).
We defined the zero-strain, low-temperature lattice pa-
rameter as c0 and c-axis strain as εc = (c0 − c)/c0. Both
c0 and c are determined from Bragg peaks of the type
(0, 0,±n) with n being an even integer (see Fig. 1b). Us-
ing this methodology a calibration curve between screw
turn and strain is established (see Supplementary Fig. 4).
Compressive c-axis strain induces – with Poisson’s ra-
tio of ≈ 0.3 [37] – tensile strains along the a- and b-
directions. Notice that this is different from compressive
b-axis strain [27] that generates tensile strain along the
a- and c-axes directions, again with Poisson’s ratio.

Neutron Diffraction

Neutron diffraction data were measured at the
TASP spectrometer at SINQ, PSI on LSCO x = 0.115
(Tc ≈ 27 K). The sample in the (ex-situ) pressure cell
was mounted in a coil (see Supplementary Fig. 5c),
custom-built to fit inside a cryostat, which itself was
mounted inside the Mu-metal polarization analysis
device MuPAD [49]. The sample was cooled from
40 K to 10 K in a magnetic field of 30 G, applied along
the crystallographic c-direction, perpendicular to the
scattering plane. At base temperature, the field was
subsequently turned off. Using MuPAD’s spherical
polarimetry capabilities, a full polarization matrix was
measured on the in-plane Bragg peak τ = (−1,−1, 0).

The highest flipping ratio of 6.87 was found for neu-
tron polarization along y (in the scattering plane but
perpendicular to τ ). The temperature dependence of
the intensity of τ = (−1,−1, 0) was tracked in the
Py-y spin flip channel upon slowly heating. The flux
trapped along the c-direction during the field-cooling
procedure gives rise to an excess depolarization of the
neutron beam, which is reflected in an increased spin-flip
intensity. Upon crossing Tc, the trapped flux is released.
Intensities are normalized to the monitor and scaled by
the integrated Bragg peak of (−1, −1, 0) in unstrained
LSCO. To extract the transition temperature, spin flip
intensities were fitted with p0 · tanh(T − Tc) + p1. The
resulting Tc of the zero-pressure LSCO crystal is in
accord with the transition temperature obtained from
a magnetic susceptibility measurement of the rod (see
Supplementary Fig. 8).

Data availability. Data are available upon request.

Code availability. Code is available upon request.
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Crystal Batch Tc [K] La · Lb · Lc [mm3] Figure
I 27 0.5 · 1.4 · 1.4 1b,d 2, 3, 4

Supplementary Fig.
1, 3, 4, 6, 7

II 27 0.8 · 1.0 · 1.5 1c
Supplementary Fig.

8
III 30 0.7 · 0.7 · 1.2 Supplementary Fig.

2

TABLE I. Sample dimensions. Samples from three differ-
ent batches were cut along the two Cu-O directions and the
c-axis – defining three lengths: La, Lb, and Lc (see Fig. 1a).
The last column indicates the figures which contain data taken
on a given sample.
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P. L. Kuhns, A. P. Reyes, R. Liang, W. N. Hardy, D. A.
Bonn, and M.-H. Julien, Emergence of charge order from
the vortex state of a high-temperature superconductor,
Nature Communications 4, 2113 (2013).

[37] F. Nakamura, T. Goko, J. Hori, Y. Uno, N. Kikugawa,
and T. Fujita, Role of two-dimensional electronic state in
superconductivity in La2−xSrxCuO4, Phys. Rev. B 61,
107 (2000).

[38] C. E. Matt, D. Sutter, A. M. Cook, Y. Sassa,
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Y. Sassa, M. Janoschek, N. B. Christensen, J. Chang,
and D. G. Mazzone, Single-domain stripe order in a high-
temperature superconductor, Communications Physics
5, 296 (2022).

[46] H. Jacobsen, I. A. Zaliznyak, A. T. Savici, B. L. Winn,
S. Chang, M. Hücker, G. D. Gu, and J. M. Tranquada,
Neutron scattering study of spin ordering and stripe pin-
ning in superconducting La1.93Sr0.07CuO4, Phys. Rev. B
92, 174525 (2015).

[47] Y. Horibe, Y. Inoue, and Y. Koyama, Direct observation
of dynamic local structure in La2−xSrxCuO4 around x =



9

0.12, Phys. Rev. B 61, 11922 (2000).
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Supplementary Figure 1. Example of detector image. 2D detector image recorded on LSCO x = 12% (Tc = 27K)
and displayed with false color scale. Signal region-of-interest (ROI) around Qco = (0.231, 0, 12.5) and background ROIs are
indicated by respectively blue and grey rectangles. The most intense feature running horizontally across the detector is a
powder line stemming from the sample environment. The vertical line is a gap between two parts of the detector.
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Supplementary Figure 2. Charge order reflection recorded on LSCO (Tc = 30K, x = 12.5%) upon application
of c-axis uniaxial strain. a-c Background subtracted intensity along Qco = (h, 0, 12.5) for temperature and strain conditions
as indicated. Vertical error bars represent counting statistics. Horizontal lines in (a) – applying to all panels – account for a
systematic error in momentum determination.

Supplementary Figure 3. Comparison of fit functions for the charge order peak at Qco= (0.231,0,12.5). a Intensity
from rocking scans through the charge order reflection and corresponding background obtained from integration of ”signal” and
”background” ROIs (see Supplementary Fig. 1). The sample was exposed to an uniaxial strain of εc = (0.17±0.01)%, measured
by the experimental setup using a cryomagnet at 30K. b Background subtracted intensities for the rocking scan shown in a.
Solid black and red lines are respectively fits to a Gaussian function and a split-normal distribution. The resulting amplitudes
are (182.99± 6.00) counts/s and (184.94± 5.95) counts/s, respectively. Thus within error bars, the amplitude is independent
of the two fit functions. As the split-normal distribution provides a better fit, this function is consistently used in our analysis.
To be specific, a split-normal distribution with linear background is defined as: I(ω) = Ico · exp(−(ω− ω0)

2/(2σ2)) + b1ω+ b0,
where σ = σ1 if ω ≤ ω0 and σ = σ2 if ω > ω0. σ is the width of the function, ω0 its peak position, Ico the amplitude, and b1
and b0 fitting parameters defining the background. Error bars are set by counting statistics.
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Supplementary Figure 4. Strain calibration curve. Pressure cell screw turns (st) versus strain εc = (c − c0)/c0, where
c0 is the unstrained c-axis lattice parameter and c is the strained lattice parameter. c0 and c are determined as described in
the Methods section. The solid line is a linear fit of the form st = m · εc, with m being a fit parameter. Vertical errors reflect
precision in screw turns (±8 ◦), while horizontal errors are derived from standard deviations obtained from the fitting.

Supplementary Figure 5. Strain cells for c-axis strain application. a Strain cell for experimental setup without
magnetic field (displex cryo-environment).We extended the strain cell used in [1] with an adapter to apply strain in c-axis
direction while having a- and c-axis in the horizontal scattering plane. b Strain cell for experiment with a cryomagnet. The
design is more compact in order to fit into the magnet bore. c Strain cell from a (without adapter) inside the coil to be mounted
inside the MuPad [2] for the neutron experiment.
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Supplementary Figure 6. Temperature dependence of charge order amplitude in different experimental envi-
ronments. Both data sets stem from the same unstrained LSCO sample. Blue data were measured in the displex on an Euler
cradle, while grey data were measured in a cryomagnet. Error bars are standard deviations from fitting of charge order peak.

Supplementary Figure 7. Comparison of Bragg peaks upon application of pressure. a Bragg peak at (0, 0, 16)
with εc = 0.17%. b Same Bragg peak in ambient pressure conditions, after strain was released from the sample. Solid lines
are guides to the eye. Error bars stem from counting statistics. Notice that errors are smaller than the point size and hence
invisible.
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Supplementary Figure 8. Comparison of (zero-pressure) superconducting transition temperature determined
from zero-field-cooled DC magnetic susceptibility (grey, left) and polarized neutron scattering (blue, right). Error bars of
neutron diffraction data represent counting statistics.
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Sample Environment Crystal Batch (0, 0, n) (I0.00%
int –I0.17%

int )/(I0.00%
int + I0.17%

int ) I0.00%
int /I0.17%

int

displex I (0, 0, 4) 0.126± 0.006 1.29± 0.05
magnet cryostat I (0, 0, 4) −0.041± 0.003 0.92± 0.06

displex I (0, 0,−12) −0.01± 0.01 1.0± 0.1
displex I (0, 0, 12) −0.01± 0.01 1.0± 0.1

magnet cryostat I (0, 0,−8) −0.036± 0.003 0.93± 0.06
magnet cryostat I (0, 0, 16) 0.004± 0.002 1.01± 0.06

Supplementary Table 1. Comparison of Bragg peak intensities. Ratios (I0.00%
int –I0.17%

int )/(I0.00%
int + I0.17%

int ) and

I0.00%
int /I0.17%

int for the two different sample environments, including the Bragg peaks in Fig. 7. Iint is the integrated inten-
sity and the superscript indicates the strain. All values bear upon (0, 0, n) as indicated and the sample of batch I (see Tab. 1).
Integration is performed using the composite trapezoidal rule. Errors stem from biggest error estimation with the errors of the
summed intensity of the ROI and Gaussian error propagation.
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