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Superconductivity in m olecular solids w ith Jahn-Teller phonons
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W e analyze fulleride superconductivity at experim ental doping levels, treating the electron—
electron and electron-phonon interactions on an equal footing, and establish the existence of novel
physics which helps explain the unusually high superconducting transition tem peratures in these
system s. T he Jahn-Teller phonons create a local (intram olecular) pairing that is surprisihgly resis—
tant to the Coulom b repulsion, despite the weakness of retardation in these low bandw idth system s.
T he requirem ent for coherence throughout the solid to establish superconductivity then yields a very
strong doping dependence to T ., one consistent w ith experin ent and m uch stronger than expected

from standard E liashberg theory.

The discovery of superconductivity in alkalidoped
Ceo, persisting up to unexpectedly high tem peratures
(Tc= 33K ﬁ,'] orT.= 40K '_Q]), raises interesting ques-—
tions about superconductiviy in low bandw idth m olec—
ular solids. Superconductivity arises from an e ective
attractive Interaction between the electrons. In conven-—
tional superconductors a net attractive interaction sur-
vives, in spite of the strong Coulomb repulsion, thanks
to retardation e ects :_IB] H ow ever, retardation is sm all
for the fullerides EI,E], since the m olecular vibration fre—
quencies are com parable to the bare electron bandw idth.
W e show that the combiation of m olecular solid char-
acter and ooupling to Jahn-Teller phonons produces a
local pairing, in portant for superconductiviy, which is
not strongly suppressed by the C oulom b repulsion. In ad—
dition, the transition tem perature depends anom alously
strongly on the doping level. T he superconducting m ech—
anisn in fullerides therefore di ers in im portant ways
from that of conventional superconductors.

Conventional superconductors are studied in the
M igdalFE liashberg theory, assum ing a band width W
much larger than a typical phonon frequency !pn. For
the fullerides, !y W , so the E lashberg theory is of
questionable accuracy. T his failure of E liashberg theory
is typically thought to lower T i_é] (@although the oppo—
site has also been argued [1]). M etallic fullerides have
very large, nonsaturating resistivities in the nom alstate
8,41 suggesting \bad m etal" behavior {[0] which is also
expected to reduce T, [_iQ‘] However, we nd thatT In
the fillerides is not generally lower than expected from
E liashberg theory due to an unusualcancellation of coun—
tervailing e ects. T he violation ofE liashberg theory as—
serts itself explicitly in a very strong doping dependence
of T..

In A3Cep A= K, Rb), the threeold degenerate ty,
level is partly occupied and couples strongly to eight Hy
Intram olecular Jahn-Teller phonons. W e capture the es—
sential physics using a m odelw ith one t, leveland one
Hgy mode per molcule, with a dim ensionless electron—
phonon coupling strength . W e also include the hop—
pihg between the m olecules and the Coulomb repulsion
U between two electrons on the sam em olecule [_1-1:] The

m odelexplicitly includes Jahn-Teller coupling and places
no im plicit restrictions on the ratio ! ;=W or the valie
of . Werefertothismodelasthe T h problem. To
revealthe novele ects of Jahn-Teller character, we com —
pare thism odelto a nondegenerate (@) ortw o-fold degen—
erate () level interacting w ith a non-Jahn-Teller A4 or
two-fold degenerate [E4) phonon, ie, T a,E e and
A  a problem s, respectively. Typical param eters are

_ 05 1, !ph=W 01 025and U=W 15 25

(La.

W e circum vent the lin itations ofE liashberg theory by
using the dynam icalm ean— eld theory OM FT),L3]w ith
a non-perturbative Q uantum M onteCarlo QM C) tech—
nigue l_l-é_i] T he electron selfenergy is assum ed to be g—
Independent, allow Ing a m apping of the lattice problem
onto an e ective in purity problem . W e study supercon—
ductivity by applying a perturbation creating electron
pairs and calculating the corresponding response func—
tion, ie.the g = 0 pairing susceptbility .A divergence
of below a temperature T. signals the onset of super-
conductivity [_15] W e write

=@ o )7 o M)
where ( is obtained from products of two fillly dressed
electron G reen fliinctions describing the propagation of
two electrons (holes), which do not interact w ith each
other. Egn. (:1;') then de nesthe e ective nteraction
W e de nea local (intram olecular) pairing susceptibility

(1 27 37 a) = 2)
X

he W (1G4 (2)G, 0 (3)G, 0w (4)d;

0
m m

w here h::id denotes a them al average and m labels the
iy kvelson onem olcule. Then

oc _ (l éoc loc) 1 éoc: (3)

e and ¥° can be caltulated within DM FT; this de-
nes the local interaction *°. e should be a
rather good approxin ation, since the interaction is dom —
inated by intram olecular phonons and an intram olecular


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0208454v1

Coulomb repulsion. Since ( can be calculated within

DMFT, ®lowsfrom Eqn. ().
Putting 1 = 2, 3= 4 and taking the Fourder trans—
form wih respectto 1 3 intheT ! 0lim i, weobtain
Z
©eily) = LeMm=( iln); @)
0
w here
X X
LeM = N 2] o "o #5N i
n m

" EN)+E, N 2))+ :: 5)

Here 1;N i is the nth excited state of the system with
N electronsand the energy E, N ). The term shown de-
scribbes the rem ovalofan electron pair; ":::" indicates the
addition of an electron pair.
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FIG.1. The ratios S=Sp; and = ( drop as a function
of U=W for = 0:7. For the non-Jahn Teller m odel A a,

these ratios drop rapidly asU increases. In contrast, the pair-
Ing susceptbility forE e is very resistant to increasing U .
The results were obtained from exact diagonalization for an
in purity m odelw ith ve host sites.

The new physics can be best understood by exam in—

ing a sum rule or the spectral finction *° (™). In the
sin plest Jahn-Teller case, E e,
Z
LeMdr s = 4; ©)

0

for a half- lled band and in the lin it of very large U
and very amall . In this lin it the Jahn-Teller phonons
produce local singlets on the m olecules,
1 X
p_z Clyn " Cl}/n # j7aCi; (7)

m

w ith pairing via the m olecular quantum numberm . A -
though the Jahn-Teller e ect com petes w th interm olec—
ular hopping, a large U reduces hopping, so that singlets
om even or small . In contrast, or £°(") the corre-
sponding sum rule gives only Sg = 1. Shhce *° tends

to be larger than P°, the e ective interaction *° Eg.
@'_3)) tends to be attractive. The existence of local sin—
gkts Eqg. (-'_7.)) m eans that the probability for rem oving
or adding two electrons w ith the samem quantum num -
ber is very high. In contrast, for ( the electrons’ m —
quantum num bers are ndependent and é"c tends to be
an aller.

A s U increases, soectral weight is shifted upwards in
energy, which tends to decrease °. However, this is
partly com pensated by an increase ofthe integrated spec—
tralweight S, since the Jahn-Tellere ectw nswhen hop—
ping is reduced (see in Fig. il {6]). Increasing U therefore
does not rapidly elin nate a negative ¢, as onem ight
have expected. In contrast, for the A a m odel the
Coulomb repulsion U and the electron-phonon coupling
directly com pete, so S (and therefore *©°) drops quickly
as U is increased. These results illustrate one im por—
tant aspect ofm olecular solidsw ith Jahn-Teller phonons:
counter-intuitively, Coulom b interactions can in certain
respects actually help electron-phonon coupling. C apone
etal m have reached sin ilar conclusions for A 4C ¢p us—
Ing a di erent approach.

A nother In portant aspect is screening. The Coulomb
Interaction is wellscreened by the transfer of electrons
between the m olecules [_l-ég,:_l-gl] A though this helps su—
perconductivity, it also nom ally in plies an equally ef-
fective screening of the electron-phonon interaction i—
self. However, since the Hy phonons do not shift the
center of gravity of the electronic lvels, they cannot
be e ciently screened by charge transfer on and o the
mokcule {8,19].

Both these e ects are m issing for A; phonons. Ag
phonons fiirthem ore tend to cause instabilities when
coupled to a degenerate level. W ithin a sem iclassical
approxin ation, a m olecular solid wih U = 0 becom es
unstable when & 1=@2N ), where N is the orbial de—
generacy. A QM C calculation ora T am odelsupports
this result, whereas in the T h case the system stays

m etallic or 1 @nd U = 0). To be abk to use a
reasonably large , we therefore study the A a system
below .

A though it isnow clear that Jahn-Teller phonons can
cause local pairing, as descrbbed by %= ¢
superconductivity requires the form ation of a coherent
state through the solid. W ith a nie ocoherent m etallic
weight at the chem icalpotential and an attractive inter—
action , the divergent unperturbed uniform pair prop—
agator ( mediates a pairing instability tow ards form ing
the ooherent superconducting state.

and °,
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FIG. 2. Te as a function of according
to M igdalE liashberg (dashed line) and DM FT theories for
the T h ()andA a @) couplings at half- lling. The
parametersare ! ;n=W = 025and U = 0. TheT h resulks
forU =W ( ) arealso shown.

To obtain explicit results for the superconducting tran—
sition, we use DM FT ca]cu]atjops _so]yjng the e ective
in purity problem using OM C RG21]. We rst discuss
thecase U = 0. Fig. -'_2 shows T, as a function of ac-
cording to the DM FT and E liashberg 4] theories. The
E liashberg theory is expected to overestin ate T, ofdoped
C 60 both because of the violation i_d] ofM igdals theoram
and because the m ean— eld E liashberg equations are in—
su cient fora bad m etal 1_1-9']. Surprisingly, n theT h
model for U = 0, the E liashberg T, ram ains accurate
even up to relatively large valuies of . In contrast, for
the A a problem the E liashberg theory fails at am aller

1_5;%]. TheDMFT calculation showsamaxmmum T, at

1 dueto a rapid drop of ( wih Increasing beyond
this range EJd. @)). Foranall , (o goesasl=(1+ ),
which renom alizes to =@+ ) in theM d1 illan equa—
tion 1_2-§] Fora larger ,however, o dropsmuch fasterin
the DM FT than in the E liashberg theory; the form ation
of a coherent state is less e clent, since spectralweight
rapidly transfers away from the chem icalpotentialasthe
system approaches a m etalnsulator transition.

W e next discuss nite U, connecting to FJgEi The
solid points of F ig. & show the overall reduction in T, for

nie U . Fjg.:_B show s T. asa function ofU fortheT h
and A amodels. ForA a, T, drops quickly when U
Increases, as expected. However or T h, T, ismore
resistant to ncreasing U l_Z-j] T his is consistent w ith the
Jocalpairing of F ig. -:I: and illistrates the in portance of
treating explicitly the dynam ic Interplay between Jahn-—
Teller phonons and electrons In m olecular system s w ith
W ! ph -
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FIG.3. T. as a function of U for the T h and A a
m odels for half- lling. The param eters are = 0:6 and
= 025. The gure illustrates the in portant di er—
ence between H4 and A 4 phonons.
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FIG .4. T, as a function ofdoping n for di erent values of
U forT h coupling. The parametersare ! ,n=W = 025 and
= 0:6. The gure illustrates the strong doping dependence
for U=w 04.

E xperim entally, T. drops quickly in fiullerides when
the doping n is reduced below three electrons per Cygg
m olecule '_B-ﬁf]. This cannot be explained w ithin E liash—
berg theory: reducing n from 3 Induces a slight increase
of the density of states at the Femm i energy [_ifn], which
should increase and T.. This has been taken as ev—
idence for an electron-electron m echanism of supercon—
ductivity [_B-Qi] Fi. :EJ: show s the doping dependence of
T. WM DMFT.ForanallU, T, drops slow Iy untiln 2
or 4 and then starts dropping much faster: *° drops
rapidly here, probably because localpairing is ine cient
once the average num ber of electrons perm olecule drops
below two. For U=W > 04, T. drops m ore quickly as
n = 2 is approached. The system can gain a particular
large Jahn-Teller energy atn = 2 {_gl_:,'g:é], thism oves the
system towards a m etakinsulator transition and shifts
spectralw eight in the oneelectron G reen’s fiinction aw ay



from the chem ical potential [11]. The shift in spectral
weight rapidly reduces ( and therefore T.. Thus the
strong doping dependence can be explained within an
electron-phonon m echanisn , and there is no need to as—
sum e an electronic m echanisn .

For conventional superconductors, retardation is in —
portant in reducing the e ects of the strong Coulomb
repulsion B]. For the fullerides, the retardation e ects
are gnall, since W 'on EZJ:;_S] Local pairing and
screening are therefore crucial in reducing the e ects of
the Coulomb repulsion for the fullerides. An increasing
Coulomb interaction does not much dam age supercon—
ductivity, since the concom itant reduction in hopping fa—
vors the Jahn-Tellerpairing. T his leadsto new physics in
these strongly correlated low -bandw idth m olecular solids.
The inportance of local pairing is consistent w ith the
short coherence length, which is only about three tin es
the C o< 40 Separation 1_2-255,.”_2-55]
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