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The dynam icalpropertiesofan extended Hubbard m odel,which isrelevantto quarter-�lled lay-

ered organic m olecularcrystals,are analyzed.W ehave com puted the dynam icalcharge correlation

function,spectraldensity,and opticalconductivity using Lanczosdiagonalization and large-N tech-

niques. As the ratio ofthe nearest-neighbour Coulom b repulsion,V ,to the hopping integral,t,

increases there is a transition from a m etallic phase to a charge ordered phase. D ynam icalprop-

ertiesclose to the ordering transition are found to di�erfrom the onesexpected in a conventional

m etal. Large-N calculations display an enhancem ent ofspectralweight at low frequencies as the

system isdriven closerto thechargeordering transition in agreem entwith Lanczoscalculations.As

V isincreased the charge correlation function displaysa plasm on-like m ode which,forwavevectors

close to (�;�),increases in am plitude and softens asthe charge ordering transition isapproached.

W eproposethatinelasticX-ray scattering beused todetectthism ode.Large-N calculationspredict

superconductivity with dxy sym m etry closetotheordering transition.W e�nd thatthisisconsistent

with Lanczosdiagonalisation calculations,on latticesof20 sites,which �nd thatthebinding energy

oftwo holesbecom esnegative close to the charge ordering transition.

PACS num bers:71.27.+ a,71.10.Fd,74.70.K n,71.45.Lr

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The com petition between charge ordered,m etallic,and superconducting phases is relevant to a broad range of

strongly correlated electron m aterials. For exam ple,in the vanadium bronze �-Na0:33V 2O 5,superconductivity ap-

pears close to a charge ordered phase under an applied externalpressure1. The appearance of a pseudogap in

oxygenated sam plesofNd1:85 Ce0:15 Cu4+ y hasbeen suggested to be due to chargeordering2.Q uarter-�lled layered

organic m aterialssuch asthe BEDT-TTF fam ily oforganic m olecularcrystals3 with the � and �00 m olecularstack-

ing patternsalso display a subtle com petition ofm etallic,insulating,charge ordered,and superconducting phases4.

Superconductivity in organic com poundsis usually found in close proxim ity to ordered insulating phases3. Forex-

am ple,�-(BEDT-TTF)2Cu[N(CN)2]Clisan antiferrom agneticM ottinsulatorwhich becom essuperconducting under

pressure5.Superconducting �-(ET)2I3 and �
00-(BEDT-TTF)3Cl2(H 2O )2 areclose to chargeordered phases

6.Super-

conductivity occursin thequasi-one-dim ensionalBechgaard salts,TM TSF2X,when aspin-density waveissuppressed.

It is then im portant to understand the connection ofthe superconducting state to the nearby ordered phases and

analyzethe e�ectofthe uctuationsassociated with the ordering transition on the norm alm etallicphase.

Severalanom alouspropertieshave been observed close to the charge ordering transition in quarter-�lled organic

conductors:(i)Suppression ofDrudeweightand enhancem entofopticalspectra atlow frequenciesatabout500-1000

cm �1 in m etallic�[7,8]�00[9]and �-salts[10]atlow tem peratures.(ii)Thetem peraturedependenceoftheresistivity

m ay bedi�erentfrom Ferm iliquid behavior,in particular,theresistivity can increaseasthetem peratureisdecreased

justbeforebecom ing superconducting (seetheTablein Ref.6).Previously wehaveexplored,using slavebosons,the

possibility ofsuperconductivity6 and the m etal-insulatortransition11 in the quarter-�lled extended Hubbard m odel.

Here,we concentrate on the dynam icalpropertiesin the m etallic phase close to the charge ordering transition. W e

�nd thatdueto thescattering ofelectronsfrom chargeuctuationswith (�;�)wavevector,dynam icaland transport

properties display behavior di�erent from that expected in a typicalm etal. For instance,a strong suppression of

quasiparticleweightaswellasenhancem entofspectralweightatlow but�nite frequenciestakesplaceasthe charge

orderingtransition isapproachedfrom them etallicside.Alsoweexam inethepossibilityofsuperconductivitym ediated

by shortrangechargeuctuationscloseto thetransition using both Lanczosdiagonalisation and large-N approaches.

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0306141v2
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W e �nd thatsuperconductivity with dxy sym m etry ispossible close to the chargeordering transition.W e note that

the presentanalysisissim ilarin spiritto thosethataim to understand the e�ectofspin uctuationson the m etallic

phase and the possibility ofsuperconductivity m ediated by them 12 in high-Tc com pounds,�-(BEDT-TTF)2X [13],

heavy ferm ions,14 and ruthenates15.

The paper is organized asfollows. In Section II,we introduce an extended Hubbard m odelused to describe the

electronicpropertiesofquarter-�lled layered m olecularcrystals.W ealsoreview thepath integralform alism written in

term sofHubbard operatorsand thelarge-N expansion introduced to com puteelectronicpropertiesofthem odel.In

Section III,we show resultsforthe dynam icalchargecorrelation function,spectraldensity,and opticalconductivity

com puted with Lanczosdiagonalisation com paring them with large-N results. In Section IV we discussourresults

contrastingthem with availableexperim entaldataon thequarter-�lledorganics.Section V isdevoted tothepossibility

ofhaving superconductivity in the m odel.

II. D Y N A M IC A L P R O P ER T IES IN T H E U -IN FIN IT E LIM IT :LA R G E-N A P P R O A C H

W econsideran extended Hubbard m odelatone-quarter�lling on a squarelattice.Thishasbeen argued to bethe

sim plest m odelneeded to understand the electronic propertiesofthe layered m olecular crystalswith the � and �00

m oleculararrangem entswithin each layer.4 The Ham iltonian is

H = � t
X

< ij> ;�

(c
y

i�cj� + c
y

j�ci�)+ U
X

i

ni"ni#

+ V
X

< ij>

ninj � �
X

i�

ni� (1)

where U and V arethe on-siteand the nearest-neighborsCoulom b repulsion,respectively.c
y

i� createsan electron of

spin � atsite i.In the lim itU � V � tthe ground state isinsulating with a checkerboard chargeordered pattern4.

ForU ! 1 and V = 0,the system isexpected to be m etallic asitisquarter-�lled.Evaluation ofthe Drude weight

by Lanczostechniquessuggestsa m etal-insulatortransition takesplaceata �nitevalueofVc � 2:2tfora su�ciently

largevalue11 ofU = 10t.

W e now introducethe Hubbard operators

X
0�
i = (1� c

y

i��
ci��)ci�; X

�0
i = (X 0�

i )y; X
��

0

i = c
y

i�
ci�0: (2)

The�veHubbard X̂ i-operatorsX
��

0

i and X 00
i areboson-likeand thefourHubbard X̂ -operatorsX �0

i and X 0�
i are

ferm ion-like. The nam es ferm ion-like and boson-like com e from the fact that Hubbard operatorsdo not verify the

usualferm ionic and bosoniccom m utation relations16.

In the U -in�nite lim it,the Ham iltonian (1) (t� J � V m odelwith J = 0) can be written in term s ofHubbard

operatorsas

H (X )=
X

< ij> ;�

tij X
�0
i X

0�
j +

X

< ij> ;�

VijX
��
i X

����
j � �

X

i;�

X
��
i : (3)

where�isthe chem icalpotential.The Hubbard operatorsin thislim itsatisfy the com pletenesscondition

X
00
i +

X

�

X
��
i = 1; (4)

which isequivalentto im posing that"doubleoccupancy" ateach siteisforbidden.

There are two m ain di�culties in the calculation ofphysicalquantities using Ham iltonian (1): the com plicated

com m utation rulesoftheHubbard operators16 and thatthereisno sm allparam eterin them odel.A popularm ethod

forhandling theform erdi�culty isto useslaveparticles.Forinstance,within theslaveboson m ethod 17,theoriginal

ferm ionicX 0� operatorisdecoupled asX 0� = byf�,whereband f areusualboson and ferm ion operators,respectively.

Thesecond di�culty can bedealtwith by usinga non-perturbativetechnique(which wewillusein thepresentpaper)

based on a large-N expansion,where N isthe num berofelectronic degreesoffreedom persite and 1/N isassum ed

to be a sm allparam eter. At one-quarter �lling (which is the m ain interest in this paper),we expect the large-N

approach to be a good approxim ation.Thishasbeen shown in the overdoped regim eofhigh-Tc cuprates
18.

Ham iltonian (1) has been treated via large-N in a slave boson representation in Ref. 17 for V = 0,and in the

contextofquarter-�lled layered organic superconductors(V 6= 0)in Ref. 4. Here,we concentrate on the dynam ical
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properties ofHam iltonian (1),using the recently developed large-N expansion19. This m ethod is based on a path

integralrepresentationoftheHubbard X -operatorswhich iswritten in term sofG rassm annand usualbosonicvariables

associated with ferm i-like and boson-like operators,respectively. In doing this,additionalconstraintsare needed to

m akethese�eld variablesbehaveasHubbard operators(satisfyingtheirassociated algebra),asthey should.Although

thism ay seem a greatcom plication in the theory,in factitavoidsintroducing any decoupling schem eofthe original

Hubbard operators,asin slaveboson representations.Forcom pletenesswewillsum m arizethefram ework used in the

diagram m aticexpansion developed in Ref.[19].

O urstarting pointisthe partition function Z written in the Euclidean form

Z =

Z

D X
��

i �[X 00
i +

X

�

X
��
i � 1]�[X��

0

i �
X �0
i X 0�

0

i

X 00
i

]

� (sdetM A B )
1

2

i exp (�

Z

d� LE (X ; _X )): (5)

The Euclidean Lagrangian LE (X ; _X )in (5)is

LE (X ; _X )=
1

2

X

i;�

( _X i

0�
X �0
i + _X i

�0
X 0�
i )

X 00
i

+ H (X ): (6)

Itisworth noting atthispointthatthe path integralrepresentation ofthe partition function 5,looksdi�erentto

thatusually found in othersolid state problem s.The m easureofthe integralcontainsadditionalconstraintsaswell

asa superdeterm inant,(sdetM A B )
1

2

i .Also thekineticterm oftheLagrangian (6)isnon-polynom ial.Thedeterm inant

reads

(sdetM A B )
1

2

i = 1=
1

(� X00)2
; (7)

and isform ed by alltheconstraintsofthetheory.Notethat(sdetM A B )
1

2

i
isnotproportionalto (� X00)2,becausethe

theory isconstrained in a supersym m etric sense where boson and ferm ion determ inantsm ustbe treated in di�erent

ways(seeRef[19]form oredetailsaboutthepath integralform alism forHubbard operators).Theconstraintsappearing

in thetheory arenecessary in orderto recoverthe correctalgebra ofthe originalHubbard operators.In Eq.(10)we

show how to treatthisdeterm inantthrough the use ofa large-N expansion.

W e now discuss the m ain steps needed to introduce a large-N expansion ofthe partition function (5). First,we

integrateovertheboson variablesX ��
0

using thesecond �-function in (5).W eextend thespin index �= � ,to a new

index p running from 1 to N .In orderto geta �nitetheory in theN ! 1 lim it,were-scalethehopping tij to tij=N

and Vij to Vij=N .In doing so,notethattij=N (ratherthan tij),should be�tted to band structurecalculations.The

com pletenesscondition isenforced by exponentiating:X 00
i +

P

p
X

pp

i
= N =2,with thehelp ofLagrangian m ultipliers

�i.W e writethe boson �eldsin term sofstaticm ean-�eld values,(r0;�0)and dynam icuctuations

X
00
i = N r0(1+ �R i)

�i = �0 + ��i; (8)

and,�nally,wem akethe following changeofvariables

f
+

ip =
1

p
N ro

X
p0

i

fip =
1

p
N ro

X
0p

i
; (9)

wheref
+

ip and fip areG rassm ann variables.

Introducing theabovechangeofvariables(Eq.(8)and Eq.(9))into Eq.(6)and,afterexpanding thedenom inator

appearing in (6),wearriveatthe following e�ective Lagrangian:

Leff = �
1

2

N
X

i;p

�

_fipf
+

ip +
_
f
+

ipfip

�

(1� �Ri+ �R
2
i)

+

N
X

i;j;p

tijrof
+

ipfjp +

N
X

i;j

Vijr
2
o�R i�R j � �

X

i;p

f
+

ipfip(1� �Ri+ �R
2
i)
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+ N r0

X

i

��i �R i+
X

i;p

f
+

ipfip(1� �Ri+ �R
2
i)��i

�
X

ip

Z
y

ip

�

1� �Ri+ �R
2
i

�

Zip; (10)

where�0 hasbeen absorbed in thechem icalpotential�! �� �0 and allconstantand linearterm sin the�eldshave

been dropped. The path integralrepresentation of(sdetM A B )
1

2 ,written in term softhe N -com ponentboson ghost

�elds,20 Zp,leads to the last term ofLagrangian (10). Note that allthe com plications arising from the Hubbard

algebra havebeen translated to an e�ectivetheory offerm ionsinteracting with bosons.Indeed,theinteraction term s

appearing in the e�ective lagrangian (10) are generated solely by the Hubbard algebra (apart from the no double

occupancyconstraint)and arenotpresentin theoriginalham iltonian (3),which isquadraticin theHubbard operators.

In the above expansion we have only retained the �rst non-trivialterm s that couple the ferm ionic and bosonic

m odes. In order to have a system atic schem e to classify and dealwith these interaction term s we introduce a set

ofFeynm an rulesin powersof1=N 19. These willhelp usto determ ine,forinstance,thatthe term sretained in the

e�ective Lagrangian (10) correspond to expanding through O (1=N ) in the large-N expansion. The Feynm an rules

needed to carry outthisprojectcan be sum m arized asfollows:

(i)Propagators:W e associatewith the two com ponent�X a = (�R ;��)boson �eld,the barepropagatorD 0

D
�1

(0)ab
(q;�n)= N

�

4V r20(cos(qx)+ cos(qy)) r0
r0 0

�

(11)

which is represented by a dashed line in Fig. 1 connecting two generic com ponents a and b. q and �n are the

m om entum and the M atsubara frequency ofthe boson �elds,respectively.

The barepropagatorofthe N -com ponentferm ion �eld fp reads

G (0)pp0(k;!n)= �
�pp0

i!n � ("k � �)
(12)

which is represented by a solid line in Fig.1 connecting two generic com ponents p and p0. The electron dispersion

relation appearing in Eq. (12) is the one associated with the originalferm ions renorm alized by the interaction:

"k = � 2tro(cos(kx)+ cos(ky)), with t the hopping between nearest neighbors sites on the square lattice. The

quantitiesk and !n arethe m om entum and the ferm ionicM atsubara frequenciesofthe ferm ion �eld,respectively.

W e associatewith the N -com ponentbareghost�eld Z p the propagator

D pp0 = � �pp0 (13)

which isrepresented by a dotted line in Fig.1 connecting two genericcom ponentsp and p’.

(ii) Vertices:The expressionsofthe di�erentthree-leg and four-leg verticesare

�pp
0

a = �

�

i

2
(! + !

0)+ �;1

�

�
pp

0

(14)

representing the interaction between two ferm ionsand oneboson (seeFig.1(a));

�
pp

0

ab
= �

�

� i

2
(! + !0)� � � 1

2

� 1

2
0

�

�
pp

0

; (15)

representing the interaction between two ferm ionsand two bosons(see Fig.1(b));

�app0 = (� 1)(�pp0 ;0); (16)

representing the interaction between two ghostsand oneboson (Fig.1(c));and

�abpp0 = (� 1)

�

� 1 0

0 0

�

�pp0

(17)

representing the interaction between two bosonsand two ghosts(Fig. 1(d)). Each vertex conservesm om entum and

energy,asitshould.



5

+= + +

(a)

p’

p

p’

p
(b) (c) (d)

p’

p
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p
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a
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b

a
a

b

FIG .1:Feynm an diagram sin the large-N expansion ofthe Hubbard operatortheory.Solid linesrepresentferm ionswhich are

related to the electrons.D ashed linesrepresentbosonswhich are related to charge uctuations.D otted linesrepresentghosts

which are notphysicalbutrelated to the constraintsappearing in the theory which enforce thatferm ionssatisfy theHubbard

operatoralgebra.(a)to (d)show the typesofvertex which occurup to orderO (1=N ).(a)isthe vertex between two ferm ions

and one boson. (b)is the vertex between two ferm ions and two bosons. (c)isthe vertex between two ghostsand one boson.

(d)showsthe vertex between two bosonsand two ghosts. (e)representsthe sum ofallone-loop diagram scontributing to the

irreducible boson selfenergy which isofO (1=N ).

In the lowest order of the expansion N = 1 , we have the originalferm ions renorm alized by the interaction,

"k = � 2tro(cos(kx)+ cos(ky)). For a given value of�,r0 m ustbe determ ined self-consistently. For instance,r0 is

equalto �=2 (where � isthe holedoping away from half-�lling)from (8)and the com pletenesscondition (4).

The path integral(5)is written in term softhe originalX -operatorswithouthaving to introduce slave particles.

Eq.(5)isanaloguetothepath integralused fortheHeisenbergm odelwhere,usingSU (2)coherentstates,them easure

can bewritten21 in term softhespin ~S.Thereis,however,an extra pricewehaveto pay ifwework with theoriginal

Hubbard operators.Forinstance,we need to introduce a new constraint(the second delta function in Eq.(5))and

the determ inant (sdetM A B ) ofthe m atrix form ed by the constraints appearing in the theory19. In spite ofthese

"apparent" com plicationsourform ulation isvery exible in calculating the physicalquantitiesofinterest,asitwill

be shown below.

In sum m ary,we have developed a diagram m atic technique appropriate fora large-N expansion along the linesof

the large-N expansion developed in quantum �eld theory.Hence,from theorderofthe propagatorsand vertices,we

can determ ine the orderofthe diagram contribution.

To conclude this section we m ake contact with closely related approaches such as slave boson form ulations. In

contrastto slaveboson theories:(a)G reensfunctionsarecalculated in term softhe originalHubbard operators,(b)

ferm ions,fip,appearing in thetheory areproportionalto theFerm i-likeX -operatorX op (see(8))to allordersin the

1=N expansion;notonly to leading order22,(c)asourpath integraliswritten in term sofX -operatorswedo notneed

to introducea prioriany decoupling schem e,and (d)r0 isthem ean valueofX
00 which isa real�eld associated with

thenum berofholes(seeEq.(8))and notwith thenum berofholons.Atleading order(N ! 1 orO (1))and V = 0,

our form alism is equivalent to slave boson approaches. However,at the next to leading order (O (1=N )),(which

is necessary to calculate one-electron properties such as the electron selfenergy �(k;!) and the electron spectral

function A(k;!)),the two form ulationsdo notcoincide. The di�erences between the two form ulationsare notyet

com pletely established. O urtheory hasthe signi�cantadvantage thatitdoesnotrequire the introduction ofgauge

�eldslikein slaveboson approaches.Hence,through orderO (1=N )wedo notneed to takecareofgaugeuctuations

norBosecondensation (notethatEq.8 doesnotm ean Bosecondensation).Thisisim portantbecauseforthedoped

Hubbard m odelthe gauge uctuationsare known to signi�cantly change the physics23. Carefulnum ericalwork will

determ ine the im provem entsofthe presentapproach with respectto slaveboson form ulations.

III. D Y N A M IC A L P R O P ER T IES O F T H E M ETA LLIC P H A SE C LO SE T O T H E C H A R G E O R D ER IN G

T R A N SIT IO N

In thissection,weanalyzeusing large-N and Lanczostechniquestheinuenceofthechargeordering transition on

the dynam icalpropertiesofthe norm alm etallicphase.
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A . C harge response

The dynam icalelectronic density-density response function can be written in term s ofHubbard operators. W e

de�ne the retarded density-density,G reen’sfunction as

~D ij(�)=
1

N

X

pq

< T�X
pp

i (�)X
qq

j (0)> : (18)

From
P

q
X

qq

i = N =2� X00
i and (8)we �nd,afterFouriertransform ing,

~D (q;�n)= � N (
�

2
)

2

D R R (q;�n): (19)

HereD R R (q;�n)isthe(R;R)com ponentoftheboson propagator.Thisistheonlyphysicalcom ponentoftheboson

propagatorand encodesthe chargeuctuationsoccurring in the system .O thercom ponentsofthe boson propagator

such asthe (�;R)or(�;�)contain the nonphysical�eld �which areintroduced to enforcethe no double-occupancy

constraint.Unlikein slaveboson theories,the(R;R)com ponentused hereisassociated directly with thechargeand

notwith a �ctitiousbosonic�eld (holon).

Through O (1=N ) the boson propagator consists ofthe bare boson propagator D (0) (which is oforder O (1=N ))

renorm alized by a RPA-type series ofelectronic bubbles. The irreducible boson self-energy com ponents,� ab,are

obtained (through order1=N )from the sum m ation ofallthe contributionscorresponding to the one-loop diagram s

shown in Fig.1(e).

The lasttwo diagram sappearing in Fig.1(e)involving ghost�eldsarevery im portant.Itispossibleto show that

these two diagram s exactly cancelthe in�nities,due to the frequency dependence ofour vertices,ofthe two �rst

diagram sappearing in Fig. 1(e). G host�eldsinteractonly with the boson �eldsascan be seen from Fig. 1(c)and

Fig.1(d).Sum m arizing,theonly roleofghost�elds,through order1=N ,istocancelin�nitiesin theboson self-energy

� ab arising from the frequency dependence ofourvertices(14)and (15).

Using ourFeynm an rules,wecan now write outexplicitly each ofthe com ponentsofthe boson self-energy � ab

� R R (q;�n) = �
N

N s

1

4

X

k

[2 nF ("k � �)("k+ q � "k)

+ ("k+ q + "k)
2 [nF ("k+ q � �)� nF ("k � �)]

� i�n + "k+ q � "k

�

; (20)

� �R (q;�n) = �
N

N s

1

2

X

k

("k+ q + "k)

�
[nF ("k+ q � �)� nF ("k � �)]

� i�n + "k+ q � "k
(21)

and,

� �� (q;�n)= �
N

N s

X

k

[nF ("k+ q � �)� nF ("k � �)]

� i�n + "k+ q � "k
: (22)

whereN s isthe num berofsitesofthe system .

From Dyson’sequation and � ab the dressed com ponentsofthe boson propagator,D ab,can be found:

(D ab)
�1 = (D (0)ab)

�1
� �ab (23)

D ab m ay contain collectiveexcitationssuch aszero sound
22.

In orderto look atchargeorderinginstabilitiesinduced by theintersiteCoulom b interaction,V ,wehavecalculated

the static chargesusceptibility ~D (q;�n = 0)fordi�erentq vectorson the Brillouin zone(BZ).Atone-quarter�lling

(� = 0:5) the corresponding chem icalpotentialis � = � 0:360t in the lim it N ! 1 . W e �nd that the static

susceptibility divergesatthe wavevectorqc = (�;�)forV = V c � 0:65tsignalling the instability to a checkerboard

charge density wave (CDW ).The value ofVc isslightly sm allerthan the one previously found using slave bosons4,

Vc � 0:69t. Thisis because ofthe decoupling ofthe electron operatorsintroduced within slave bosonsto treatthe
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intersite interaction term ,V ninj which isnotneeded (due to the use ofHubbard operators)in the presentlarge-N

approach. For com parison,recent exact diagonalization calculations11 give a criticalvalue for the m etal-insulator

transition driven by V at about Vc � 2t for U = 20t. The large di�erence in Vc between large-N and Lanczos

diagonalization calculations can be attributed to the strong renorm alization ofthe bare band (given by r0 = �=2)

which appearsin large-N approachesatO (1).Introducing higherorderterm sin the 1=N -expansion m ay givelarger

valuesofVc,in closeragreem entwith Lanczoscalculations.

In Fig. 2 we show the evolution of� Im ~D (qc;�) as the system is driven close to the charge ordering instability,

V < Vc,for the wavevector: qc = (�;�). The intersite Coulom b repulsion softens the plasm on m ode at q c which

appearsforU ! 1 and V = 0 and,atthe sam e tim e,increasesitsweight.Atwavevectorsfarfrom qc the plasm on

m ode shows up as a peak located at frequencies ofabout twhich carries sm allweight and is barely inuenced by

V . Because the m ode at(�;�) isplasm on-like itcan be detected,in principle,with electron energy lossscattering

(EELS)24 orinelastic X-ray scattering25. W ith EELS one isable to obtain inform ation on the electronic properties

ofthe system at a given energy and wavevector,so that,for instance,the dispersion relation ofthe m ode can be

m apped out.A m oreappropriateway ofdetecting theplasm on-likem odeisby using inelasticX-ray scattering,which

provides a direct probe ofthe dynam icalcharge correlation function and has been succesfully applied to one-and

two-dim ensionalM ott-Hubbard system s25.

In order to com pare with large-N we com pute,with Lanczos diagonalization,the spectraldecom position ofthe

chargecorrelation function

C (q;�)=
X

m

jhm jN qj0ij
2
�(�� (Em � E0)) (24)

where N q = 1=
p
L
P

i
eiqR i(c

+

i ci� hc
+

i cii). E m and E 0 denote the excited and ground state energiesofthe system ,

respectively.L isthenum berofsitesin thecluster.NotethatC (q;�)can becom pared to � Im ~D (qc;�)asthey have

equivalentde�nitions.O fcourse,attention m ustbepaid to thefactthatwearecom paring calculationsofthecharge

susceptibility on an in�nite system with calculationson a L = 16 cluster. Indeed,we �nd thatC (qc;�)isin rather

good agreem entwith � Im ~D (qc;�) (see Fig. 2),both displaying sim ilarsoftening and increase in am plitude ofthe

plasm on m ode at(�;�)closeto the chargeordering transition.

The im aginary partofthe chargecorrelation closeto the chargeordering wavevector:q ! qc can be �tted to the

following RPA form 26

� Im ~D (q;�)= A
�

�2 + !2q
(25)

where!q = !0 + C (q � qc)
2,whereA and C areconstants.!0 givestheposition ofthepeak appearing in thecharge

correlation function at(�;�)fordi�erentV ’sand goesto zero asV ! V c,m easuring the proxim ity ofthe system to

the chargeordering transition (see insetofFig. 2). W e note thatthe overallbehaviorofthe charge susceptibility is

analogousto the oneofthespin susceptibility in nearly antiferrom agneticm etals27,28.

B . Spectraldensities

In order to calculate spectraldensities,we �rst discuss the evaluation ofthe self-energy corrections to the bare

ferm ion propagator(12),which occuratO (1=N ). Using ourFeynm an rules there are two diagram s,shown in Fig.

3(a),contributing to the selfenergy to O (1=N ).Theanalyticalexpression forthese two diagram sreads:

�pp =
X

p0;p00;a;b

�pp
0

a D abG p0p"�
p"p

b
+
X

a;b

�
pp

ab
D ab (26)

whereintegration overinternalm om enta and sum overM atsubara frequenciesisassum ed.

Using the spectralrepresentation for the boson �elds,D ab,the im aginary part ofthe self-energy Im � can be

obtained

Im �(k;!) = �
1

N s

X

q

f
1

4
Im (D R R (q;! � "k�q ))("k�q + 2�+ !)2

+ Im (D R �(q;! � "k�q ))("k�q + 2�+ !)

+ Im (D �� (q;! � "k�q ))g(nB (! � "k�q )+ nF (� "k�q )) (27)
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FIG .2: Thesofteningoftheplasm on-likem odeatthewavevectorqc = (�;�)asthesystem isdriven closertothecheckerboard

charge ordering transition. The frequency dependence ofthe charge correlation function is shown for severaldi�erentvalues

ofV=t. The right and left panelshow results obtained using Lanczos diagonalization on L = 16 site clusters (U = 20t) and

large-N theory,respectively. A Lorentzian broadening of� = 0:1tis used in the calculations. O nly for wavevectors close to

orat(�;�),the softening ofthe plasm on m ode isobserved asa consequence ofthe proxim ity ofthe system to a checkerboard

charge ordering transition.Calculationsofdynam icalpropertiesusing large-N theory atO (1=N ),which couplesthe electrons

to the shortrange charge uctuationsassociated with thistransition,and Lanczosdiagonalization,suggestthatthisplasm on

m odeisresponsible forthe’unconventional’behaviorofdynam icalproperties.Theinsetcom parestheposition oftheplasm on

peak at(�;�)com puted from Lanczosand large-N approaches.

(a)

(b)

+

FIG .3: (a) Contributions to the electron self-energy,�(k;!),through O (1=N ),in the Hubbard operator theory. The �rst

diagram containstwo three-leg verticesasthe onesshown in Fig. 1(a)and the second one isform ed with one four-leg vertex

as shown in Fig. 1(b). (b) Contribution to the e�ective interaction between quasiparticles, Veff, through O (1=N ). This

interaction is used in the present work to analyze superconducting instabilities of the Ferm iliquid induced by the charge

uctuationsappearing close to a checkerboard charge ordering transition induce by V .
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FIG .4:Evolution oftherealand im aginary partsoftheself-energy ofan electron attheFerm isurface asthesystem isdriven

close to the checkerboard charge ordering transition from large-N theory. The am plitude ofthe self-energy is enhanced at

frequenciesbetween tand 3tdue to the enhancem entofuctuationsassociated with (�;�)shortrange charge ordering. The

behaviorofthe self-energy leadsto an enhancem entofspectralweightin the spectraldensity (see Figs. 5)and an incoherent

band in the D O S (see Fig. 8) between ! = tand 3tas we approach the charge ordering transition. The intersection ofthe

curve ofRe�(!)versus! with ! + �� �(k)determ inesthe quasi-particle peaksin the electronic spectralfunction.

Note that this self-energy is the one associated with the propagator G (k;!) ofthe Hubbard X -operators. In

contrast,in slave-boson approachesa convolution ofthe ferm ion and boson operatorsisneeded in orderto recover

the actualelectronicself-energy22.

Fig.4 showsthebehaviorofIm �(k;!)with increasing V fora wavevectoron theFerm isurface:k = (1:204;1:204)

(wehaveused �= 0:1tin theanalyticalcontinuation).Asweapproach V = Vc,both theim aginary and realpartsof

theself-energy (which from Eq.(27 involvesa sum overthefullBZ)areenhanced in thepositiverangeoffrequencies

t� 3tdue to the scattering ofthe electronso� the checkerboard charge uctuations. Perform ing a K ram ers-K ronig

transform ation on Im �,wecan obtain the realpartofthe self-energy,Re�,which isalso plotted in Fig.4.

From Im � and Re�,wecan com putethe electron spectralfunction A(k;!)= � 1

�
Im G (k;!)as

A(k;!)= �
1

�

Im �(k;!)

(! + �� "k � Re�(k;!))2 + Im �(k;!)2
(28)

In Fig.5weshow thespectralfunction obtained from large-N theory,foran electronatk = (0;0);(1:204;1:204);(�;�),

fordi�erentvaluesofV ! Vc.Thespectraldensity ofan electron atthe Ferm isurfacedisplaysa quasiparticlepeak

characteristicofa Ferm iliquid at! = �.Therestofspectralweightthatisleftisincoherent.

The quasiparticleweight,Zk,evaluated atthe Ferm isurfaceisde�ned as

Zk = (1�
@Re�(k;!)

@!
)�1 j!= 0: (29)

In the inset ofFig. 5 we observe how a gradualsuppression ofZk occurs as the charge ordering transition is

approached.Thiscan be com pared to the suppression ofthe Drudeweightfound in Lanczoscalculations11,which is

also evidentin the spectralfunction plotted in Figs. 6 and 7. Spectralweightistransferred from the quasiparticle

peak to the range ofenergiesbetween t� 3t,asV tendsto Vc due to the scattering ofthe electronso� the charge

uctuationsassociated with shortrange checkerboard charge ordering. The m odesclose to (�;�)give the strongest
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contribution to thescattering.Theapparentpeak around ! = � 2tshould notbe interpreted asa quasiparticlepeak

butasthe lowerHubbard band29 associated with the on-siteCoulom b repulsion U .

Thebehaviorofthe spectraldensity shown in Fig.5 can be now understood from theevolution oftherealpartof

theselfenergy shown in Fig.4.Thescattering ofelectronsfrom thestrong chargeuctuationsat(�;�)wavevectors

involveslargefrequencies.Thisleadsto an enhancem entoftherealpartoftheself-energy atlargefrequencieswhich,

in turn,producesan increaseofspectralweightatlargeand interm ediateenergies.Thisbehaviorisanalogousto the

onefound in m etalsin the presenceofshortrangespin uctuations30.Unlike in the caseofnearly antiferrom agnetic

m etals,no new polesinduced by the interaction arise. Thisisbecause atquarter-�lling no two pointsofthe Ferm i

surfaceareconnected by thescattering wavevectorqc = (�;�),and thereforethee�ectoftheuctuationsnearq c on

the electronsisweakerthan spin uctuationsin system scloseto half-�lling.

In orderto testthe validity ofthe large-N approach we have also com puted the spectraldensities from Lanczos

diagonalization of�nite clusters31

A
(+ )(k;!)=

X

m

jhm ;N e + 1jc+
k�
j0;N eij

2
�(! � (Em (N e + 1)� E0(N e))) (30)

foradding and electron to the system with N e electronsand

A
(�)(k;!)=

X

m

jhm ;N e � 1jck�j0;N eij
2
�(! + (E m (N e � 1)� E0(N e))) (31)

forrem oving an electron from the N e electron system . E m and E 0 denote the excited and ground state energiesof

the system and c
y

k�
= 1=

p
L
P

j
eikR jc

y

j�.

In Figs.6 and 7 weplottheevolution ofthe spectraldensitiescalculated with Lanczostechniquesforwavevectors

at k = (0;0);(�=2;0);(�=2;�=2) and (�;�) for di�erent values ofV=t. At k = (0;0) two sharp peaks are clearly

distinguished already forV = 0.O neofthem isthequasiparticlepeak and weassociatetheloweronewith thelower

Hubbard band due to the presence ofthe U . For the nearest wavevectorsto the Ferm ienergy: k = (�=2;0) and

(�=2;�=2),we�nd an enhancem entofincoherentspectralweightat�nitefrequenciesasthechargeorderingtransition

isapproached.

Finally,the totaldensity ofstates(DO S)can be com puted from

N (!)=
1

L

X

k

(A (�)(k;!)+ A
(+ )(k;!)): (32)

In Fig.8 wecom paretheevolution oftheDO S,N (!),forincreasing V=t,calculated with both LanczosatU ! 1

and large-N .

From Lanczoscalculationswe observe (leftpanelofFig. 8)forV = 0 a band atabout� 3t,a quasiparticle band

atsituated at ! = � and a band running from tto 5t. As V=tis increased the weightofthe quasiparticle peak is

reduced and weightbetween 2tand 5tisgradually enhanced.Also a suppression ofspectralweightatlow frequencies

occursasa precusore�ectbefore the charge ordering transition takesplace. Thisgeneralbehaviorisin qualitative

agreem entwith large-N calculations. Indeed,an incoherent band at negative frequencies ofabout � 2t,associated

with thelowerHubbard band,a suppression ofstatescloseto theFerm ienergy and an overallenhancem entofspectra

between tand 3toccurs(seerightpanelofFig.8).However,wenotethatthepseudogap appearing within large-N is

lesspronounced than in Lanczoscalculations.Thiscan be attributed to �nite size e�ectsappearing in sm allcluster

Lanczoscalculations.

C . O pticalconductivity

It is interesting to analyze the behavior ofthe opticalconductivity as the system is driven through the charge

ordering transition.Using Lanczosdiagonalisation wehavecom puted

�(!)= D �(!)+
�e2

L

X

n6= 0

jhnjjxj0ij
2

E n � E0
�(! � En + E 0); (33)

wherejx isthecurrentin thex-direction,E 0 theground stateenergy and E n theexcited energiesofthesystem .e is

the electron chargeand the Drude weightisdenoted by D .

The following sum rule32 issatis�ed by �(!),

Z 1

0

�(!)d! = �
�e2

4L
< 0jTj0> : (34)
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FIG .5: Evolution ofquasiparticle spectraldensity ofstates com puted from large-N theory ofan electron atthe wavevectors

k= (0,0),(kF ;kF ),and (�;�).Close to thechargeordering transition spectralweightistransferred from thequasiparticlepeak

to low and interm ediate frequencies.The quasiparticle weightatthe Ferm ienergy,Zk,israpidly suppressed (see inset)asthe

charge ordering transition is approached V ! Vc. The results presented here can be com pared with A(k;!) com puted from

Lanczosshown in Fig.6 and 7.
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FIG .6: Evolution of quasiparticle spectraldensity of states, A(k;!),at k = (0;0) and (0;�=2), com puted from Lanczos

diagonalisation on a L = 16 clusterforan extended Hubbard m odelatquarter-�lling.The on-site Coulom b repulsion istaken

to be U = 20tand a broadening ofthe delta peaks,�= 0:1tisused.Asthe system approachesthe m etal-insulatortransition,

an enhancem ent ofspectralweight at �nite frequencies and a suppression ofthe weight at the Ferm ienergy takes place. At

k = (0;0),thetwo sharp peaksare associated with thelowerHubbard band and thequasiparticle peak.An overallqualitative

agreem entwith the resultsfrom large-N theory isfound (see Fig.5).

whereT isthe kinetic energy operator,which isthe �rstterm in the Ham iltonian (1).

Theopticalconductivity isplotted in Fig.9,forincreasing valuesoftheratio V=tand �xed U = 20t.AtV = 0 we

�nd a Drudepeak and a broad m id-infrared band centered atabout3t.AsV=tisincreased them id-infrared band is

enhanced and a well-de�ned featurebuildsup atthe loweredgeofthem id-infrared band,atfrequenciesofabout2t.

Alsoan incoherentband presentatlargerenergiesoftheorderofU (notshown forclarity)isgraduallysuppressed and

itsassociated weighttransferred to the m id-infrared band asV isincreased.From the behaviorofspectraldensities

and DO S shown in Figs. 5-8,we attribute the enhancem ent ofopticalweight observed in the m id-infrared range

to an increasein the incoherentexcitationscarried by each quasiparticleasa resultofchargeuctuationsassociated

with shortrange checkerboard charge ordering. From the behaviorofthe spectraldensities,A(k;!) shown in Fig.

6 and 7 and assum ing thata lowestorderdiagram (neglecting vertex corrections)isenough to com pute the optical

conductivity we would attribute the low energy feature to transitionsbetween the incoherentband carried by each

quasiparticle and the quasiparticle peak situated at the Ferm ienergy. This interpretation is plausible ifone notes

thatthelow energy featureobserved in Fig.9 m ovestogetherwith thebroad band asV=tisincreased.Sim ilarresults

would be obtained from large-N theory evaluating the bubble Feynm an diagram forthe opticalconductivity,asthe

spectraldensitiesobtained aresim ilarto the onesobtained from Lanczosdiagonalization.

IV . C O N N EC T IO N T O EX P ER IM EN TA L R ESU LT S

Recent experim ents with Ram an scattering33 and opticalconductivity m easurem ents34 on the insulating salt �-

(BDT-TTP)2Cu(NCS)2 �nd thatthe checkerboard chargeordered statediscussed in thispaperisindeed theground

state. Thisgivesexperim entalsupportto the m odeldiscussed here. A discussion ofotherpossible orderingswithin

m orecom plicated m odelscan be found in the work by Seo35 and Clay,M azum dar,and Cam pbell36.

W e review now the experim entson resistivity m easurem entson severalquarter-�lled organics,and m ake contact
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FIG .7: Evolution ofquasiparticle spectraldensity ofstates,A(k;!),at k = (�=2;�=2),and (�;�),com puted from Lanczos

diagonalization on a L = 16 site cluster for an extended Hubbard m odelatquarter-�lling. The on-site Coulom b repulsion is

taken to be U = 20tand a Lorentzian broadening ofthe delta peaks,�= 0:1tisused.
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FIG .8:Evolution ofthetotaldensity ofstates(D O S)asthecharge-ordering transition isapproached from them etallic phase.

The left and right panels show results from exact diagonalisation on a 16 site lattice with U ! 1 and large-N approaches,

respectively. (The criticalvalue of V is Vc � 2t and 0:65t, respectively). A Lorentzian broadening of� = 0:1t has been

introduced in the exact diagonalisation calculations,to aid com parison with the large N results. As the intersite Coulom b

repulsion V isincreased,thedensity ofstatesclose to theFerm ienergy isgradually suppressed indicating theproxim ity to the

charge ordering transition. Atthe sam e tim e spectralweight is enhanced for frequencies in the range tto 3tin the large-N .

The peak at -2t is an incoherent band associated with the lower Hubbard band. An overallqualitative agreem ent between

Lanczosand large-N calculationsisfound.
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FIG .9: Evolution ofthe opticalconductivity com puted from Lanczos diagonalisation as the system is driven through the

m etal-insulatortransition. The calculation isperform ed on a L = 16 site cluster,U = 20tand di�erentV ,with a Lorentzian

broadening of�= 0:4t.Enhancem entofopticalweightatlow frequenciesisfound asV isincreased.The broad band situated

atabout3V (forlarge V=t)isdueto incoherenttransitionsbetween di�erentsitesinduced by theintersiteCoulom b repulsion.

W e interpret the low energy feature appearing at about 2tas a consequence oftransitions between the incoherent band and

the quasiparticle peak found in the spectraldensitiesA(k;!)forwavevectorson the Ferm isurface.

with the predictionsofthe large-N approach presented.

From the im aginary part ofthe self-energy (Eq. (27)) we can obtain the behavior ofthe inverse ofthe lifetim e

ofthe quasiparticles,1=�(T) = � 2Im �(kF ;0) with tem perature as shown in Fig. 10. From this plot we obtain a

tem perature scale,T � � 0:22t,at which 1=�(T),changes from T2 to T behavior. The tem perature scale de�ned

by T � decreases only slightly as we approach the charge ordering transition rem aining �nite as V ! Vc (through

O (1=N ).Thisisin contrastto dynam icalm ean-�eld approacheswherea sim ilarlow tem peraturescaleissuppressed

as the M ott-Hubbard m etalinsulator (driven by U instead ofV )is approached37. Hence,Ferm iliquid behavioris

found below this tem perature scale even close to the charge ordering transition occurring atV � Vc. Presum ably,

higherordercorrectionsin the 1=N expansion m ay suppressthe region where the system behavesasa Ferm iliquid

asV ! Vc .Future work should focusin understanding thisissuebetter.

W ehavealso com puted thetem peraturedependenceofthe e�ectivem assde�ned as:m �=m = 1=Zk(T),evaluated

atthe Ferm isurface and is shown in Fig. 11. Large-N theory predicts an increase ofm �=m asthe tem perature is

raised forV ! Vc.Thism eansthatthesystem becom esm oreincoherentasthetem peratureisincreased.Interestingly

thisbehaviorisalso found in theHubbard m odelin thelim itofin�nitedim ensionscloseto theM ottm etal-insulator

transition38.Howeverin thatcase the system isclose to a m etal-insulatortransition which takesplace between two

non-ordered phases,in contrast to the charge ordering transition discussed here. At V = 0 the e�ective m ass is

tem perature independent as one would expect from a weakly interacting system . At the lowest tem peratures we

obtain enhanced e�ectivem assesin the range1.3 to 2,forV=t,varying from 0 to 0.63.

In Fig. 12 we show opticalconductivity data of�-(BEDT-TTF)2CsCo(SCN)4 along the a-direction
39 atT = 15

K .Thissaltism etallic down to tem peraturesofabout10 K .Atthistem perature a chargeordering transition to an

insulating phase takesplace. The observed opticalconductivity displays a band situated at1.2 eV,a m id-infrared

band appearing atfrequenciesofabout0.25 eV,and a feature appearing atlow frequenciesofabout0.13 eV.In the

sam e �gure we presenta com parison ofourexactdiagonalization calculationsofthe opticalconductivity perform ed

on a 16 site cluster,U=t= 20 and V=t= 1:2 where we have set the hopping energy scale to t= 0:061eV,so that
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large-N theory (through O (1=N ))predictsFerm iliquid behaviorclose to thecharge ordering transition attem peraturesbelow
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FIG .11: Tem perature dependence ofthe e�ective m ass ofan electron on the Ferm isurface,m �
=m � 1=Zk(T),as obtained

from large-N theory through O (1=N ). Asthe system is driven closer to the charge ordering transition a stronger increase of

the e�ective m asswith T isfound.
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FIG .12: Com parison ofthe opticalconductivity com puted from Lanczos diagonalisation on L = 16 site clusters with ex-

perim entalresults39 forthe m etallic salt�-(BED T-TTF)2CsCo(SCN)4. Forthe exactdiagonalization resultswe have chosen:

U = 20t and V = 1:2t. In order to �t the data we chose t = 0:061 eV,which can be com pared to values from H �uckel

band structure calculations
40
. The lattice param eters for �-(BED T-TTF)2CsCo(SCN)4 are a = 9:804�A, c = 4:873�A and

Vcell = 4Vm ol = 2074�A
3
,where Vcell and Vm ol are the volum esper unitcelland perm olecule,respectively. The broad band

at about 0.25 eV and the low energy feature at 0.13 eV can be explained from short range charge ordering induced by the

intersite Coulom b repulsion V . This behavioris characteristic ofseveralquarter-�lled layered m etallic salts which undergo a

m etal-insulatortransition atsu�ciently low tem peratures.

weassociatethe m id-infrared band observed experim entally with the onefrom exactdiagonalization calculations.In

thisway,we recoverthe m ain featuresappearing in the experim entaldata,including the incoherenthigh-frequency

feature and the feature appearing at low frequencies. This behavioris com m only observed in m etallic �-salts close

to the m etal-insulatortransition11 and from Fig. 12 we notice thatthe low energy feature can be m isinterpreted as

being partofthe Drude peak. Caution isin orderwhen com paring ourresultswith experim entaldata asshown in

Fig.12 becausesom efeatureslikethedip appearing atabout0.17 eV havebeen interpreted in �-(ET)2RbZn(SCN)4
(where a structuraltransition takes place with lowering tem perature) as being caused by the coupling to vibronic

m odesofthe ET m olecules39.M oreexperim entaland theoreticalwork isneeded to understand thisissuebetter.

V . SU P ER C O N D U C T IV IT Y

In thepresentsection wediscussthepossibility ofhaving superconductivity closeto thechargeordering transition

induced by the short-range charge uctuations which appear in the m etallic phase. Here we extend the discussion

presented in Ref.[6]and providefulldetailsofthe calculations.W e also considerthe binding energy ofholesusing a

Lanczoscalculation.

A . Large-N :pairing sym m etry

W ithin the large-N approach,superconductivity is possible at O (1=N ). As we have already seen at O (1),our

approach describesquasiparticle excitationswith renorm alized m asses. Interaction between these quasiparticlescan

appear at the next-to-leading order ofO (1=N ). The e�ective interaction between electrons are those represented

diagram m atically in Fig.3(b); only the three-leg vertex shown in Fig.1(a) contributes to the e�ective interaction

through orderO (1=N ).
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FIG .13: Behavior ofthe e�ective potentialbetween quasiparticles,Veff(qx;qy),as a function ofm om enta forincreasing V=t

valuesalong theqx = qy = qdirection.AsV=t! (V=t)c,thee�ectivepotentialbecom esnegativeatthe(�;�)points,becom ing

singularatthetransition to thecheckerboard chargeordered insulator.Itisthem om entum dependenceofthepotentialshown

here which leads to the dxy sym m etry ofthe Cooper pairs. This calculation was done using the large-N approach through

O (1=N ).

Using theFeynm an rulesintroduced above(seeFig.3(b)),theinteraction between thequasiparticles�(k;k 0)reads

�(k � k
0
;!n � !n0) = � [�2D R R (k � k

0
;!n � !n0)+ 2�D R �(k � k

0
;!n � !n0)

+ D �� (k � k
0
;!n � !n0)] (35)

where � is the chem icalpotentialand D ab are the com ponents ofthe boson propagator which are obtained from

Dyson’sequation (23).

In Fig.13 weplotthedependenceofVeff(q = k � k0)� �(q;! ! 0)=(�=2),thatisthestaticlim itofthee�ective

interaction m ediating the possible pairing between the quasiparticles. This clearly shows the developm ent ofthe

singularity due to checkerboard chargeordering atthe (�;�)wavevectors.W e note thatthe e�ective interaction,�,

obtained from Eq.(35),which isvalid on the whole Brillouin zone,coincidesonly with the one obtained using slave

boson approaches,when it is evaluated atthe Ferm isurface17. This is not true for wavevectorsoutside the Ferm i

surface.

In weak coupling,weusethise�ectivepotentialto com putethee�ectivecouplingsin thedi�erentpairing channels

orirreduciblerepresentationsoftheorderparam eter,i(i= (dx2�y 2;dxy;s)).In thiswayweprojectouttheinteraction

with a certain sym m etry.Thecriticaltem perature,Tc,can then beestim ated from :Tci = 1:13!0 exp(� 1=j�ij),where

!0 isasuitablecuto� frequency and �i arethee�ectivecouplingswith di�erentsym m etries.Thesearede�ned as
17,41:

�i =
1

(2�)2

R

(dk=jvkj)
R

(dk0=jvk0j)gi(k
0)Veff(k

0� k)gi(k)
R

(dk=jvkj)gi(k)
2

(36)

where the functions: gi(k),encode the di�erent pairing sym m etries,and vk are the quasiparticle velocities at the

Ferm isurface. The integrations are restricted to the Ferm isurface. �i m easures the strength ofthe interaction

between electrons at the Ferm isurface in a given sym m etry channeli. If�i > 0,electrons are repelled. Hence,

superconductivity isonly possible when �i < 0. In Fig. 14 we plotthe dependence ofthe e�ective couplingsin the

possiblesym m etry channelswith V=t.

W eobservethatnearthechargeordering instability butstillin them etallicphase:V < Vc,thecoupling in thedxy
channel,�dx y ,becom esattractivewhereasothercouplingsbecom em orerepulsive.However,wenotethatthecouplings

are rather sm all. This im plies that criticaltem peratures are expected to be sm all. Sim ilar conclusions have been

reachedwith large-N treatm entsoftheU -in�niteHubbard m odelatV = 0closetohalf-�lling42.Exactdiagonalisation

resultsalso lead to sim ilarconclusions31. Although the eigenvaluesare sm all,ourresultsare nontrivialand show a

tendency ofthe m odelto Cooperpairing in the dxy channel. Intuitively one would think thatsuperconductivity is
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FIG .14:D ependenceofthee�ectivecouplingswith V=tasde�ned in Eq.(36)in thedi�erentsym m etry channels.Closeto the

charge ordering transition pairing in the dxy channelbecom esfavorable while otherpossible pairing sym m etriesare repulsive

forany V .
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FIG .15: Schem atic plotshowing the Fourier transform ofthe e�ective potential,Veff(qx;qy)for V=t� (V=t)c to realspace.

Veff(x;y) is understood as follows. A quasiparticle is placed at the origin. For instance,ifanother quasiparticle is placed

also at the origin there is a large repulsion between them due to the large on-site Coulom b repulsion. This is shown by the

large positive verticalbar at the origin. At neighboring sites (along the x,and y-directions) the e�ective potentialbetween

quasiparticles is also positive,i.e.,repulsive. However,atthe next-nearest-neighborsites (along the diagonals ofthe lattice),

the potentialbecom esattractive.Thisleadsto dxy pairing ofthe quasiparticles.

lessand lessfavorable when increasing V ,due to the repulsion between electronsin neighboring sites. Contrary to

thisintuition we�nd thatshortrangechargeuctuationscan m ediatepairing closeto Vc.

In Fig.13 we observethataswe increaseV ,the e�ective interaction becom esm orerepulsiveatsm allm om entum

transfer.O n theotherhand,they becom em oreattractiveform om enta transfercloseto (�;�).Thatd xy sym m etry is

favored can bem oreclearly understood from Fig.15which showsaschem aticplotoftheFouriertransform ofVeff(q)

(see Fig. 13). O ne sees thatthe potentialis negative for an electron placed atthe nearestneighbor diagonalsites

ofthe lattice while itispositive along the x and y-directions. Thisisin contrastto the e�ective potentialresulting
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from spin-uctuations which show the opposite behavior. This can be understood from previous calculations on a

3-D extended Hubbard m odelcloseto half-�lling within RPA perform ed by Scalapino,Loh and Hirsch41,which found

thatthe e�ective potentialforchargeuctuationshasa negative divergenceat(�;�)asthe transition isapproached

whereasforspin uctuationsitispositively diverging41.Due to thefactthattheFerm isurfaceatone-quarter�lling

issm all(no two pointsin the Ferm isurface are connected by the (�;�)wavevector),the interaction islesse�ective

in inducing pairing ascom pared to spin uctuationsin nearly antiferrom agneticm etalscloseto half-�lling.

The Tc valuesshown in the phase diagram in Ref. [6]are largerthan the valuesthatwould be obtained forTcdx y
from the BCS equation.In Ref.[6]Tc (foreach V )wastaken to be the tem perature below which the coupling �dx y
becom esnegative.Such a calculation isindicative forsuperconductivity.However,the appropriateway to obtain Tc
isby solving the associated Eliashberg gap equation.

In conclusion,in the presentstudy we �nd tendenciesto superconductivity in the dxy channelm ediated by short

rangechargeuctuationswhich appearin the m etallicphasecloseto the chargeordering instability.

B . Lanczos diagonalization: binding energies

W e have com puted the binding energy oftwo holes fordi�erent valuesofV=tand U = 20ton di�erentclusters.

The binding energy oftwo holesforL = 16 isde�ned as43,44,45

E B (2 holes)= (E (6)� E (8))� 2(E (7)� E (8)); (37)

whereE (N e)isthe energy ofthe system with N e electrons.

In Fig. 16 we plot the binding energy for di�erent values ofV . Initially,as we increase V ,the binding energy

becom esm ore positive. Thiscorrespondsto the weak coupling regim e where one naively expectsthatV keepsthe

quasiparticlesfartherapart. Furtherincreasing ofV closerto the m etal-insulatortransition butstillin the m etallic

phase leadsto a negative binding energy oftwo holes. From �nite size scaling ofthe binding energy ofclustersup

to L = 20 sites,we �nd that this happens ataboutV � 1:6t. This �nite size scaling is shown in the insetofFig.

16 forvaluesofV close to the m etal-insulatortransition.Rem arkably,the binding energy oftwo holeschangesonly

slightly in the range ofvaluest< V < 2twhen going from L = 16 to L = 20. However,in the region V > Vc = 2t,

theresultschangesigni�cantly asweincreasethesizeoftheclusterfrom L = 16 to 20,and thebinding energy would

eventually extrapolateto a positivevaluein thetherm odynam iclim it.Itisinteresting thatthisregion correspondsto

the insulating phase found earlier11 from Lanczoscalculationsofthe Drude weight.An interpretation ofourresults

can be m ade based on previousworks43,44 which studied the binding energy ofan extended Hubbard m odelofthe

high-Tc superconductorscloseto half-�lling asa function ofV .AsV isincreased chargeuctuationsassociated with

checkerboard charge ordering increase and the quasiparticles existing at sm allV gradually dress up with a cloud

ofcheckerboard charge excitations. This leavessignaturesin the one-electron dynam icalpropertiesasexplained in

previoussections.Furtherincreasing ofV leadsto pairing between the quasiparticlesm ediated by the strong charge

uctuations44.Increasing V even furtherdrivesthe system into the insulating phase.

Sum m arizing,a de�nitive conclusion about superconductivity cannot be m ade from our results. However,it is

rem arkable thatboth large-N and Lanczosdiagonalization calculationsshow a sim ilartendency to pairing ofquasi-

particlesin the m etallic phaseclose to the chargeordering transition.Large-N theory singlesoutthe dxy sym m etry

asthepreferred pairingchannelofthequasiparticles.Thissym m etry isconsistentwith thecheckerboard chargeorder

presentin the region wherethe Lanczospairing energy becom esnegative.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N S

In sum m ary,using a com bination oflarge-N and Lanczostechniqueswehaveexplored thedynam icalpropertiesof

theextended Hubbard m odelatquarter-�lling.Thisism otivated by itsrelevanceto a largeclassofsuperconducting

layered organicm olecularcrystals.Thecorrelation functionscom puted from large-N theory and Lanczostechniques

are found to be in good agreem ent. Indeed,close to the charge ordering transition driven by the intersite Coulom b

repulsion,V ,severalfeatures are found: (i) The quasiparticle weight,Zk, is rapidly suppressed near the charge

ordering transition. (ii) Spectraldensity is enhanced at frequencies ranging from tto 3t,which is also reected in

the opticalconductivity.(iii)From the com putation ofthe electron scattering rate we �nd Ferm iliquid behaviorup

to T � T�,where T � doesnotdepend strongly on V . ForT > T � the scattering rate behaveslinearly with T. (iv)

From large-N calculationswe�nd thatsuperconductivity with dxy sym m etry isfavored closeto the chargeordering

transition.Exactdiagonalization calculationsofthe binding energy oftwo holesareconsistentwith thispossibility.

G iven our prediction ofunconventionalsuperconductivity in the � and �00 m olecular crystals it is desirable that

m orem easurem entsbem adeto testforthis.Theonly evidenceso farcom esfrom a m easurem entofthetem perature
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FIG .16:Binding energy oftwo holesfordi�erentvaluesofV and U = 20tfrom exactdiagonalisation calculations on L = 16

and L = 20 clusters. Close to the charge ordering transition,in the range,V > 1:6t,binding oftwo holesbecom es favorable.

Vc denotesthe value ofV at which the m etal-insulator transition isestim ated to take place from Lanczos calculations ofthe

D rude weight. Note that the value ofV at which EB (2 holes) becom es negative is robust against increasing the cluster size

from L = 16 to L = 20.Theseresultsareconsistentwith large-N calculationssupporting thepossibility ofpairform ation close

to the charge ordering transition.

dependenceoftheLondon penetration depth of�00-(BEDT-TTF)2SF5CH 2CF2SO 3.Itwasfound to go likeT
3 atlow

tem peratures.46 Thisisinconsistentwith an s-wavestate,butalso deviatessigni�cantly from the lineartem perature

dependence expected for a d-wave state. O n the other hand,the tem perature dependence ofthe heat capacity is

consistent with s-wave pairing.47 Electronic Ram an scattering could be used to investigate the sym m etry of the

superconducting orderparam eter.Fordxy sym m etry,Ram an scattering in thesuperconducting stateshould show,at

low frequencies,either!,!3,or! behaviorforB 1g,B 2g and,A 1g sym m etries,respectively
48.

An im portant issue to be resolved concerns the role ofspin uctuations in the quarter-�lled m aterials. To �rst

orderin 1/N ,the large-N approach used here doesnottake spin uctuationsinto account.49 M easurem entsofthe

nuclear m agnetic resonance relaxation rate and K night shift should be done in the m etallic phase for the relevant

superconductors. Ifthe spin uctuationsare notim portantthere should be no enhancem entofthe K orringa ratio.

This is in contrast to the large enhancem ents seen in �-(BEDT-TTF)2X superconductors which are close to an

antiferrom agneticM ottinsulator50.

O ne way to theoretically investigate the role ofthe antiferrom agnetic spin uctuationsthatm ay be presentnear

thecharge-orderingtransition isasfollows.W ellinto theinsulating chargeordered phase(i.e.,forV � t)itisknown

that there is an antiferrom agnetic exchange interaction J0 = 4t4=9V 3 that acts along the diagonals ofthe square

lattice4. Som e rem nant ofthis e�ect willstillbe present when there is short-range charge order. This could be

m odelled by considering a t� J0� V m odelwheretheJ0 actsonly along thediagonals.Thism odelcould bestudied

by the sam elarge-N m ethod used previously to study a largefam ily oft� J � V m odels51.Thereitwasfound that

the superexchange,acting along the verticaland horizontallattice directions,produced dx2�y 2 superconductivity.

Based on thatwork we anticipate thatthe e�ect ofthe superexchange,which now acts in directionsrotated by 45

degrees,willbetoproducedxy superconductivity.Hence,itispossiblethatchargeand spin uctuationsworktogether

co-operatively to producedxy pairing.
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