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The electronic structure ofthe quasi-one-dim ensionalorganic conductorTTF-TCNQ isstudied

by angle-resolved photoelectron spectroscopy (ARPES).Theexperim entalspectra revealsigni�cant

discrepancies to band theory. W e dem onstrate that the m easured dispersions can be consistently

m apped onto the one-dim ensionalHubbard m odelat �nite doping. This interpretation is further

supported by a rem arkabletransferofspectralweightasfunction oftem perature.TheARPES data

thusshow spectroscopic signatures ofspin-charge separation on an energy scale ofthe conduction

band width.

PACS num bers:71.20.Rv,79.60.Fr,71.10.-w

TheFerm iliquid (FL)conceptisacentralparadigm of

solid state physics. Itdescribesthe low-lying electronic

excitationsofm etals in term sofrenorm alized and only

weakly interacting quasiparticles. Recently,variousm a-

terials have been discovered whose unusuallow-energy

properties signala breakdown ofthe quasiparticle pic-

ture. The theoretically best established case ofnon-FL

physics is that ofthe interacting one-dim ensional(1D)

electron gas[1]. Here the quasiparticle picture failsdue

to a decoupling ofcharge and spin degrees offreedom ,

leading to the em ergence ofa new generic m any-body

quantum statecom m only referred to asLuttingerliquid.

Precise resultshave been obtained foritsspectralprop-

ertiesatvery low excitation energies[1,2].Recently,sev-

eraltheoreticalstudies [3,4,5,6,7]have pointed outthat

in thecaseofstronglocalCoulom b interaction signatures

ofspin-chargeseparation m ay also beobservableathigh

energieson the scaleofthe conduction band width.

Experim entally,the search forLuttingerliquid signa-

turesin quasi-1D m etalshasso farbeen directed attheir

low-energy spectralbehavior. Forexam ple,virtually all

quasi-1D m etalsstudied by angle-resolved photoelectron

spectroscopy (ARPES)display a characteristic suppres-

sion ofspectralweightnearthe Ferm ilevel[8,9]. How-

ever,this�ndingaloneisnotsu�cientasm anifestationof

genericnon-FL physics.Therefore,an unam biguousand

directspectroscopic identi�cation ofspin-chargesepara-

tion in a 1D m etalisstilllacking.

In this Letter we presentARPES resultson the elec-

tronicstructureofthequasi-1D organicconductorTTF-

TCNQ (tetrathiafulvalene tetracyanoquinodim ethane)

which revealsigni�cantdiscrepanciesfrom aconventional

band structure description. W e dem onstrate that the

TCNQ -related part ofthe experim entalspectra can be

consistently m apped onto the 1D Hubbard m odelat �-

nite doping and thus re
ects signatures ofspin-charge

decoupling. This interpretation is further supported by

the observation ofa tem perature-dependent transfer of

spectralweightoveran energy scaleofthe band width.

TTF-TCNQ is an organic charge transfer salt whose

anisotropicpropertiescan beunderstood from itsm ono-

cliniccrystalstructure[10,11],depicted in Fig.1.Planar

TTF and TCNQ m olecules form separate linear stacks

along the crystallographic b direction. M olecular or-

bitals of�-sym m etry overlap with those ofneighboring

m oleculesstacked above and below.The covalentbond-

ing along b is m axim ized by a rotation ofthe m olecu-

larplanesaboutthe a-axis. A charge transferof� 0.59

electronsperm olecule from TTF to TCNQ drivesboth

typesofstacksm etallic.The conductivity along b isup

tothreeordersofm agnitudelargerthan perpendicularto

it,m aking TTF-TCNQ a truly quasi-1D m etal. Thisis

alsore
ected by a Peierlsinstability occuringatTP = 54

K .

There is substantial experim ental evidence that

Coulom b interaction plays an essentialrole in the elec-

tronic structure of TTF-TCNQ [11,12]. The e�ect of

strong electronic correlations can approxim ately be de-

scribed by the single-band 1D Hubbard m odel,with the

on-site (i.e. intram olecular)Coulom b energy U and the

hopping integraltas param eters. Variouspropertiesof

TTF-TCNQ havesuccessfully been analysed within this

approach [11].Thereisgeneralagreem entthatforTTF-

TCNQ the ratio U=4t� 1,with the unperturbed band-

width 4t � 0:5 eV from experim ent and band theory

[11,12].

ARPES essentially m easurestheelectron rem ovalpart

ofthe spectralfunction A(k;!) [13]. The experim ents

werepartlyperform edattheU2/FSG M undulatorbeam -

line of BESSY I in Berlin, using an O m icron AR 65
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spectrom eter [14]. Spectra on the tem perature depen-

dence were taken at our hom e lab using He Iradiation

from a raregasdischargelam p.In both casestheenergy

and m om entum resolution am ounted to60m eV and 0:07
�A � 1,respectively.Alldata weretaken abovethe Peierls

transition. Clean surfacesparallelto the ab-plane were

obtained by in situ cleavageofthecrystalsatabasepres-

sure of< 10� 10 m bar. Surface quality was checked by

x-ray photoem ission [15]. Alldata presented here were

m easured beforenotableradiation-induced surfacedam -

ageoccurred.

The ARPES spectra m easured along the b axis are

shown in Fig.2 and display pronounced dispersive be-

havior. Itsexistence and periodic sym m etry indicatesa

long-range surface order consistent with the bulk peri-

odicity along b. Spectra m easured perpendicular to b

aredispersionless(notshown here)asexpected fora 1D

m etal.O urdata arein excellentagreem entwith thoseof

Zwick etal.[16]butpartly display m orespectraldetail.

W enow turn toadetailed discussion ofthedispersions

in Fig.2.Atzerom om entum (k = 0)wecan clearlyiden-

tify two peaksat0.19 and 0.54 eV below E F . W ith in-

creasing wavevectortheintensity dip between them gets

sm eared outleading to a broad intensity distribution be-

tween 0.15 and 0.6 eV,untilatk = 0:16 �A � 1 again two

peaksare resolved. This peculiarbehaviorisconsistent

with a splitting ofthe 0.54 eV peak at k = 0 into two

separatestructures,onem ovingto higherbinding energy

(labeled d in Fig.2)and one (b)dispersing towardsthe

Ferm ilevel,untiliteventually m ergeswith thelow bind-

ing energy peak a leading to the intense structure near

the Ferm ilevelatk � 0:16:::0:24 �A � 1. Foreven higher

m om enta a weak structure c m ovesback again from the

Ferm ileveland displays a dispersion sym m etric about

k = 0:87 �A � 1,corresponding to the Brillouin zone edge

(Z-point [17]). Sim ultaneously,structure d disperses to

higherbinding energy and eventually becom esobscured

by peak c.Forwavevectorsin thenextzoneasym m etry-

related weak shoulderd0 isobserved.

Close to k = 0:24 �A � 1 spectralfeatures a,b,and c

reach theirclosestapproach to theFerm ilevel.W eiden-

tify thisposition asFerm ivector,even though no actual

Ferm iedge isobserved asalready noted by Zwick etal.

[16]. Rather,the intensity issuppressed alm ostlinearly

rightdown to theFerm ienergy.W ethusobtain a Ferm i

surfacenesting vectorof2kF = 0:48� 0:06 �A � 1,in good

agreem entwith them odulation vectorofthePeierlsstate

[11].

Fig.3(a)displaystheARPESspectraasgray-scaleplot

oftheirnegative second energy derivative in the (E ;k)-

plane,which enhancesthevisibility ofthespectralstruc-

tures and their dispersion. Also shown is our density

functionalband calculation [18],which yieldstwopairsof

nearly degeneratebandsattributed to theTCNQ chains

and TTF chains,respectively.Thequalitativebehaviorof

experim entalstructuresa,b,and cisfound tobein good

correspondencewith band theory.Peaksaand b arethus

attributed totheTCNQ chains,whilecisassigned tothe

TTF stacks.Quantitatively we�nd howeverthattheex-

perim entalbandwidths exceed those ofthe calculation

by a factor of� 2. The fact that band theory is oth-

erwise in good agreem entwith bulk propertiesindicates

thatatthe surface,i.e. in the topm ostm olecularlayers

probed by ARPES,the hopping integraltand therefore

the bandwidth isrenorm alized.O nem ay speculate that

thise�ectiscaused by a m olecularsurfacerelaxation;it

ishoweveroflittlerelevanceforthefollowing discussion.

A m uch m ore serious problem of band theory is its

failure to account for experim entalfeature d. An in-

terpretation in term sofa surface state seem stem pting,

but is in con
ict with the observed Ferm ivector: The

additionalchargeofa com pletely occupied surface state

would severely a�ectthedelicatechargebalancebetween

the TTF and TCNQ bands and shiftthe surface Ferm i

vectornotably from itsbulk value,which isnotobserved.

An alternativeexplanation ofd asum klapp im ageofthe

TTF band induced by long-ranged Peierls 
uctuations

[19]isruled outduetothelack ofotherevidenceofback-

folding in the data.

In view ofthe strong correlation e�ects encountered

in otherpropertiesofTTF-TCNQ we now com pare the

ARPES dispersions to the electron rem ovalspectra of

the 1D Hubbard m odelat �nite doping,schem atically

depicted in Fig.3(b). The (photo)hole generated by re-

m ovalofan electron decaysintotwocollectiveexcitations

with separatedynam ics,a spinon characterized by a spin

quantum num berand aspinlessholoncarryingthecharge

[1].Asaconsequencetheelectron rem ovalspectrum con-

sistsofabroad continuum determ ined bythephasespace

available for spinon-holon decom position, indicated by

the gray-shaded region in Fig.3(b). However,disper-

sive singularities m ay appear (solid lines in Fig.3(b))

for certain decom positions ofthe realhole. For exam -

ple,the low binding energy singularity arises from hole

fractionalization into a holon bound to the Ferm ilevel

and a propagating spinon; it therefore directly re
ects

the dispersion ofa bare spinon,whose bandwidth scales

with the exchange integralJ. Itistherefore referred to

as "spinon" branch. The "holon" branch corresponds

to a spinon pinned to the Ferm ileveland a propagat-

ing holon. It crosses the Ferm ilevelat kF � 2kF [3,7].

From its energy m inim um atkF up to 3kF (referred to

as "shadow band" in Ref.[3]) it looses strongly in in-

tensity untilitbecom esbarely distinguishable from the

di�use background. Initially this spectralbehaviorwas

derived forthestrongcouplinglim it(U > > 4t)ofthe1D

Hubbard-m odel[3,20]. Very recently ithasbeen shown

that it also holds for m oderate interaction strengths of

U � 4tasrelevantforTTF-TCNQ [6,7].

Com paring Figs.3(a)and (b)one �ndsa surprisingly

good agreem ent of the TCNQ -related ARPES disper-
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sions with the Hubbard m odelspectrum . The experi-

m entalstructures a and b closely resem ble those ofthe

theoreticalspin and charge branches,respectively [21].

Furtherm ore,the as yetunidenti�ed structure d can be

wellaccounted forasthe"shadow band" oftheHubbard

m odel,atleastfornottoo large k-vectors. Its upwards

dispersion beyond kF and its eventual3kF -crossing are

notobserved,probably duetothetheoretically predicted

lossofweightatlargerk and the interfering TTF band.

W ithin theHubbard m odelinterpretationtheexperim en-

taldispersionsthusgivedirectspectroscopicevidenceof

spin-chargeseparation in TTF-TCNQ .

The Hubbard m odelinterpretation ofthe experim en-

tal dispersions is further supported by the tem pera-

turedependenceoftheARPES spectra m easured atkF ,

shown in Fig.4. W ith increasing tem perature from 60

to 260 K the spectra reveala dram atic shift ofinten-

sity from the low binding energy peak (a/ b) to struc-

ture d at0.75 eV.The e�ectisfully reversible and con-

servesthe totalspectralweightwithin experim entalac-

curacy.Thestrong tem peraturedependencewasalready

reported in Ref.[16],but the weight conservation had

been overlooked there due to a di�erent intensity nor-

m alization [22]. A weighttransfer overan energy scale

so m uch larger than kB T cannot be accounted for by

conventionalelectron-phonon coupling or the e�ect of

Peierls
uctuations. O n the otherhand,calculationsof

thetem perature-dependentspectrum ofthetJ m odelat

quarter�lling predicta redistribution ofspectralweight

on a scale oftalready for tem peratures kB T < < t[4],

exactly asobserved in ourdata. A sim ilartem perature

dependent weight transfer has recently been reported

for ARPES spectra ofthe 1D M ott-Hubbard insulator

Na0:96V 2O 5 [23]but without a resolution ofindividual

"spinon" and "holon" peaks.

In sum m ary,theunusualbehavioroftheARPES spec-

tra ofTTF-TCNQ is consistent with the 1D Hubbard

m odelat�nitedoping,thusre
ectingspectralsignatures

ofspin-chargeseparation overan energy scaleofthecon-

duction band width. W e note however that the nearly

linearspectralonsetatlow energiesisnotreproduced by

the sim ple Hubbard m odel. Close to E F the density of

statesofan interacting 1D m etalisexpected to follow a

jE � E F j
� powerlaw behavior.W ith only on-siteinterac-

tionsthe Hubbard m odelyields� � 1=8 [1],atvariance

with theARPES data.Exponentsofup to� � 1becom e

possibleforan extended Hubbard m odelincluding near-

est and next-nearest neighbor interactions [24]. Based

on the strong 2kF correlations in TTF-TCNQ also the

Luther-Em ery (LE)m odelhasbeen suggested to provide

an adequate description ofitslow-energy spectrum [25].

W hetherthe extended Hubbard m odelorthe LE m odel

arecom patiblewith theobserved high-energy behavioris

presently unknown and callsforfurthertheoreticalwork.

W e thank S. Hao, Th. Finteis, C. Janowitz, and

G . Reichardt for technical support at BESSY, and

J.M .P.Carm elo,A.K am pf,A.M uram atsu,K .Penc,and

J.Voitfor stim ulating discussions. This work wassup-

ported by the DFG (CL 124/3-1 and SFB 484)and the

BM BF (G rant05SB8TSA2).

[1]J.Voit,Rep.Prog.Phys.58,977 (1995).

[2]V.M eden and K .Sch�onham m er,Phys.Rev.B 46,15753

(1992).

[3]K .Penc,K .Hallberg,F.M ila,and H.Shiba,Phys.Rev.

Lett.77,1390 (1996).

[4]K .Penc,K .Hallberg,F.M ila,and H.Shiba,Phys.Rev.

B 55,15475 (1997).

[5]J.M .P.Carm elo,N.M .R.Peres,and P.D .Sacram ento,

Phys.Rev.Lett.84,4673 (2000).

[6]D .S�en�echal,D .Perez,and M .Pioro-Ladri�ere,Phys.Rev.

Lett.84,522 (2000).

[7]J. M . P. Carm elo, J. M . B. Lopos dos Santos, L. M .

M artelo,and P.D .Sacram ento,to be published.

[8]M .G rioniand J.Voit,in Electron Spectroscopies Applied

to Low-Dim ensionalM aterials,edited by H.Starnbergand

H.Hughes(K luwer,D ordrecht,2000),Vol.1.

[9]G .-H.G weon etal.,J.Electron Spectrosc.Rel.Phen.117-

118,481 (2001).

[10]T.J.K istenm acher,T.E.Phillips,and D .O .Cowan,Acta

Cryst.B 30,763 (1974).

[11]S. K agoshim a, H. Nagasawa, and T. Sam bongi, O ne-

dim ensionalconductors (Springer,Berlin,1987),and ref-

erencestherein.

[12]J.B.Torrance,Y.Tom kiewicz,and B.D .Silverm an,Phys.

Rev.B 15,4738 (1977).

[13]S.H �ufner,Photoem ission Spectroscopy (Springer,Berlin,

1995).

[14]C.Janowitz et al., J. Electron Spectrosc. Rel.Phenom .

105,43 (1999).

[15]R.Claessen etal.,physica B,in print.

[16]F.Zwick etal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.81,2974 (1998).

[17]O urZ-pointisidenticalto the Y-pointofRef.[16].

[18]obtained with the W IEN97 code (Vienna University

of Technology 1997). [Im proved version of P. Blaha,

K . Schwarz, P. Sorantin, and S.B. Trickey, Com -

put.Phys.Com m un.59,339 (1990)].

[19]J.Sch�aferetal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.87,196403 (2001).

[20]J.Favand etal.,Phys.Rev.B 55,R4859 (1997).

[21]In this interpretation the doubletcharacter ofthe TCNQ

bands predicted by band theory is assum ed to be unre-

solved in the ARPES spectra.

[22]O urspectraarenorm alized toincom ing photon 
ux,which

incidentally leadsto an alignm entofthe spectra forbind-

ing energies
>

� 1:3 eV,independentoftem perature.

[23]K .K obayashietal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.82,803 (1999).

[24]A.K .Zhuravlev and M .I.K atsnelson,Phys.Rev.B 64,

033102 (2001).

[25]J.Voit,Eur.Phys.J.B 5,505 (1998).

3



a
c

b
c

TTF

TCNQ

ϑF

ϑQ

FIG .1. Crystalstructure ofTTF-TCNQ .
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FIG .2. Angle-resolved photoem ission spectram easured for

wavevectorsk alongthe�Z direction (h� = 25eV,T = 61K ).

Thethin linesindicatethedispersion ofthespectralfeatures.
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FIG .3. (a)G ray-scale plotofthe ARPES dispersions(see

text for details). Also shown are the conduction bands ob-

tained from density-functionalband theory. (b) Schem atic

electron rem ovalspectrum ofthe1D Hubbard m odelat�nite

doping (band �lling n < 2=3).
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FIG . 4. Tem perature-dependence of the spectrum at

k = kF . Note the dram atic transfer ofweight from low to

high binding energy with increasing tem perature.
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