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A bstract

O n dopingpolardielectrics,such asthecupratesorliquid am m onia,thelong rangepolariza-
tion leadsto theform ation ofbound states(polaronsorsolvated electrons).However,theexact
role ofsuch entities in the m etal-insulator transition (M IT)stillrem ainsunclear. W e suggest
thatthe driving m echanism ofthe M IT isa polarization catastrophe thatoccursdue to their
unscreened Coulom b interaction.Thisphenom enon isassociated to a negative static dielectric
constant,which could be the origin ofboth the superconducting transition in the cuprates|
where the doping ionsare frozen in the lattice structure | and the phase separation observed
in liquid m etal-am m onia solutions| wherethe counter-ionsare m obile.

Theaim ofthispaperistoproposean analogy between high-Tc cupratesuperconductors(HTSC)
and m etal-am m onia solutions(M AS).Theanalogy startswith thesim pleobservation thatforboth
system s,the M IT isaccom panied with a specialinstability. Forcuprates,there isan insulator-to-

superconductor transition,while form etal-am m onia solutions the M IT is related with phase sepa-

ration. In recentworkswe have studied the m elting ofa W ignercrystalofpolaronsasa function
ofboth tem perature and doping density (the fulldetails are presented in ref. [1]). Starting from
theinsulating phaseatlow density,an insulator-to-m etaltransition takesplaceupon increasing the
density. There are severalim portantresultsto underline:(i)when the electron-phonon coupling is
strong enough,the m elting toward a polaron liquid is not possible;(ii) rather,the m elting ofthe
polaron W ignercrystalisdriven by a polarization catastropheleading to polaron dissociation above
the M IT;(iii)atthe criticaldensity,the static dielectric constantbecom esnegative. The lastpoint
indicates that the existence ofa m ixed phase offree electrons coexisting with localized polarons
above the polarization catastrophe could lead to a superconducting instability [2]. The glue for
the superconductivity in thisscenario would be due to the vibrationsofthe residuallocalized elec-
tronsinsidetheirpolarization potential-wells,which areableto overscreen theCoulom b interaction
between m obileelectronsand inducetheirpairing.

Thegenericphasediagram ofthedoped cupratesissketched onFig.1a,andcanberoughlydivided
in three di�erentregions.(I)isthe low density regim e where allthe doping chargesform polarons,
and interactthrough theunscreened long-rangeCoulom b interactions.(III)istheregion wherethe
form ation ofdielectric polarons is com pletely prevented due to the screening ofthe interactions.
There is no m ore superconductivity at such high densities,and the system tends to an ordinary
m etal.Thestraightlinerepresentstheonsetofthepseudo-gap phenom enon.Thiscan beextended
down to zero tem perature,wellinside the superconducting region,by applying a strong m agnetic
�eld [3],indicatingthattheinsulator-to-m etalcrossovertakesplacein theregion (II)around optim al
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Figure1:Com parison between thephasediagram sofa)doped cuprates(sketched),and b)m etalam m onia solutions
(from [4]). M PM correspondsto the m olarfraction ofm etal. Forboth system s,the non m etal-to-m etaltransition
occursforcarrierdensitiescloseto 1020� 1021 percm 3.Theregion (I)refersto thepolaronic/solvated electron phase,
region (III)to thenorm alm etallicphase,whileregion (II)correspondsto a possiblem ixed stateofpolaronsand free
electrons.

doping.In ourpicture,the region (II)correspondsto a m ixed phase offree electronsand localized
polaronsoccurring abovethepolarization catastrophe.

Thephasediagram ofliquid m etal-am m onia solutionsissketched on Fig.1b.Asforthecuprates,
therearethreewellde�ned regions.On doping puream m onia with alkalim etals(e.g.with Na),the
m etalatom sdissociate yielding two speciesin solution: the electrons,and the m etalionsthatare
solvated by theam m onia m olecules.Atlow density (I),theelectronsarealso solvated by am m onia
m olecules yielding entities | the solvated electrons | which are equivalent to Fr�ohlich polarons
in oxides. A sim ple m odelfor solvated electrons was �rst proposed by Jortner [5]and con�rm ed
laterby path integralcalculations[6]and num erical(m oleculardynam ics)sim ulations[7].Theshort
range repulsion between the electron and the am m onia m olecules createsa sm allcavity (ofradius
about3�A)in which theelectron localizes(seeFig.2).Theattractiveforcesgivingrisetolocalization
com e from the long range polarization due to the orientationaldegreesoffreedom ofthe am m onia
m olecules.Equivalently,the form ation of(Fr�ohlich)polaronsin oxidescom esfrom thepolarization
�eld created by the longitudinalopticalphononsofthe underlying lattice. In both cases,the long-
range asym ptotic potentialfeltby the electronsisCoulom bic: V (r)� e=~"r,with ~"� 1 = "� 1

1
� "� 1s .

Here "1 isthe opticaldielectric constant(� 4 forundoped cuprates,and � 2 forpure am m onia),
determ ined by the response ofthe ion cores,while "s is the static dielectric constant (� 30 for
undoped cuprates,and � 22 foram m onia). The di�erence between "1 and "s originatesfrom the
polarizability related to the lattice deform ation (in the cuprates),or the orientation ofam m onia
m olecules(which carry a perm anentdipole m om ent),and indicatesthatboth system sare strongly
polarizable.

W hen the coupling ofelectrons to the polarization degrees offreedom is strong,the potential-
wellwhich surroundseach electron hasatleasttwo localized levels: the ground-state (1s)and one
excited state(2p).Thetransition energy isgiven by�h!0 = E 2p� E1s,and can bem easured by optical
experim ents.In thecuprates,!0 � 0:1� 0:15eV [8],whilein m etal-am oniasolutions!0 � 0:8� 0:9eV
[9]. The polarization vibrates ata m uch lowerfrequency,and therefore isnotable to screen such
transition.

Starting from the low density lim it,we can calculate the dielectric constant as we did for the
polaron W igner crystalin references [1,2]. Let us stress thatm icroscopic m odels forone (ortwo)



Figure 2: Left: Jortner’s m odel[5]; the electron is localized inside a cavity,to form a solvated electron. The
lowest energy levels in the potential-wellare E 1s (ground state) and E 1p (excited state). The transition energy is
�h!0 = E 1p � E 1s. Right: The three 
uid m odelfor m etal-am m onia solutions consists of: the solvated m etalions
(Na+ )with velocity V + ,theneutralcavities(circles)with velocity V0,and theelectrons(e-)with velocity V � ,which
arelinked to the cavitiesby springsofstrength K .

solvated electronsexist[5,6,7],butthem any solvated-electronsproblem hasbeen poorly studied to
ourknowledge. W e propose here a sim ple hydrodynam ic (and classical)m odelable to incorporate
som e im portant aspects ofthe m any body problem . For the sake ofsim plicity,we only consider
three kindsofparticlesin solution [10]:the solvated m etalionswith m assM + and charge +e,the
neutralcavitieswith m assM 0 (wetakeM 0 = M +

� M ),and theelectronswith m assme and charge
� e. Each electron islinked to a neutralcavity through a harm onic oscillatorwith spring constant
K = m e!

2

0
[11](see�gure2 ).Thebasicequationsofm otion are:
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where� = m e=M isthem assratio (� � 1),�e and � arerespectively thedam ping constantsofthe
electronsand oftheions(and cavities).Theterm scontaining gradientsofthedensity correspond to
thepressureforcesin theparticle
uid.To evaluatethedielectricconstant,weusetheexpression of
thecurrentdensity:

j(k;!)= i!["1 � "(k;!)]E(k;!)= � e�n[V� (k;!)� V
+ (k;!)] (2)

(�n istheaverageelectron density).Thelocal�eld,which takesinto accountin m ean �eld thee�ect
ofallother
uid particles,isrelated to them acroscopic�eld in them edium by theLorentzform ula:

E loc =
"(k;!)+ 2"1

3"1
E(k;!): (3)

Using thestandard conservation equation form assand expanding in powersofthem assratio �,one
getsan approxim ateexpression fortherealpartofthedielectricconstant(detailsofthecalculations
willbepublished elsewhere):

Re["(k;!)]’ "1 +
!2

p[� !2 + (kB T=m e)k2 + (!2

0
� !2p=3"1 )]

[(kB T=m e)k2 + (!2

0
� !2p=3"1 )� !2]2 + �2e!

2

n

1+ �C1(k;!)+ O (�2)
o

: (4)

The coe�cients (C i) of the expansion are bound quantities, so that when the density satis�es
!2

p=3"1 ! !2

0
,the uniform (k = 0) dielectric constant diverges as 1=�2e when ! tends to zero.

The above condition de�nesthe criticaldensity forthe polarization catastrophe.Atthe sam e tim e,
the static dielectric constantbecom esnegative [12].Theseresultsgeneralizeto m etal-am m onia solu-



spectralweightfrom high tolow frequency isexpected when approachingtheinstability,in agreem ent
with the"colorchange"observed in both m etal-am m oniasolutionsand high-Tc superconductors[13].

Experim entsindicatethattheelectronsadded by doping beyond thiscriticaldensity do notform
bound states,butratherrem ain free.Thepropertiesoftheresultingm ixed phasenow depend on the
behaviorofboth the electrons,and ofthe com pensating positive chargeswhich also feela negative
dielectric constant. Ifthe latterare free to m ove,asis the case in liquids,they naturally tend to
producephaseseparation.On thecontrary,ifthey arefrozen in astructureasin thedoped cuprates,
phaseseparation isprevented,andtheoverscreeningduetothenegativesign ofthedielectricconstant
can inducepairing ofthefreeelectrons[14].

The present discussion rem ains ofcourse qualitative. Itpresents som e conjectures aboutwhat
happensbeyond the instability ofthe insulating phase ofa polarizable m edium . The realsituation
is certainly m ore com plicated than expected in the present scenario. Forexam ple,m ultipolaronic
states arranged along strings could appearasproposed by Kusm artsev [15]. However,we wish to
em phasize the following points:(i)the role ofpolaronsin the M IT hasbeen underestim ated up to
now;(ii)thelong rangeCoulom b forcesm ay befundam entalfortheunderstanding ofsystem ssuch
asthesuperconducting cuprates(seee.g.ref.[16])orthem etal-am m onia solutions.
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