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W e study how the m ultiplicity ofthe Ferm isurface a�ects the zero-bias peak in conductance

spectra oftunneling spectroscopy.Ascase studies,we considerm odelsfororganic superconductors

�-(BED T-TTF)2Cu(NCS)2 and (TM TSF)2ClO 4. W e �nd that m ultiplicity ofthe Ferm isurfaces

can lead to a splitting of the zero-bias conductance peak (ZBCP). W e propose that the pres-

ence/absence of the ZBCP splitting is used as a probe to distinguish the pairing sym m etry in

�-(BED T-TTF)2Cu(NCS)2.

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

An unam biguousdeterm inationofpairingsym m etryin

unconventionalsuperconductorsiscrucialto understand

the pairing m echanism ofsuperconductivity. Strong ev-

idencessuggesting dx2�y 2-wavepairing sym m etry in the

high-Tc cuprateshavebeen provided usingseveralphase-

sensitiveprobes1,2,3 including tunneling spectroscopy via

Andreev surface bound states (ABS’s).4,5,6,7 The tun-

neling spectroscopy via ABS’s enables us to detect the

sign change in the pair potential as well as its nodal

structure.6,8,9 This state,which originates from the in-

terference e�ect in the e�ective pair potential of the

dx2�y 2-wavesym m etry through reection ata surfaceor

an interface,havesigni�cantinuenceson severalcharge

transport properties10,11,12. The existence of ABS’s,

which m anifests itself as a distinct conductance peak

at zero-bias in the tunneling spectrum (zero-bias con-

ductance peak,referred to asZBCP),hasbeen actually

observed not only in the high-Tc cuprates
13 but also in

ruthenates14,15,heavy ferm ion system s16,and m ore re-

cently M gCNi3.
17 In thiscontext,itisofgreatinterestto

investigate whetherthe ZBCP due to the ABS’scan be

observed in organicsuperconductors18 such as�-(BEDT-

TTF)2X and (TM TSF)2X
20.

The tunneling spectroscopy via ABS’scan be used to

determ inethepairing sym m etry ifonecan preparewell-

treated surfaces with arbitrary orientations in the su-

perconducting plane. For high-Tc cuprates,which has

a dx2�y 2 pairpotential,itistheoretically shown thatthe

ZBCP should be observed m ost prom inently for (110)

surfacesorinterfaces.M oreover,ithasbeen clari�ed that

the ZBCP m ay be observed due to atom ic-scale rough-

ness even in the (100) surfaces.7,21,22,23 In fact,Iguchi

et al.24 have m easured the ZBCP for Ag/YBCO ram p-

edge junctions with various orientations,where the in-

jection direction variescontinuously from (100)to (110)

interfaces. The height ofthe ZBCP has shown to vary

according asthem isorientation anglefrom a-axiswithin

the plane.

Asregardsorganicsuperconductorssuch as�-(BEDT-

TTF)2X , the pairing sym m etry of the pair potentials

stillrem ains to be a controversialproblem . It has in-

deed becom ean issueofgreatinterestwhether�-(BEDT-

TTF)2X has a d-wave pair potential sim ilar to high-

Tc cuprates. There is now a body ofaccum ulating ex-

perim entalevidencessuggestingthat�-(BEDT-TTF)2X

haveanisotropy in the pairpotential.25,26,27,28,29,30 Ear-

liertheoriessupportdx2�y 2-wavepairing,31,32,33 while a

recent therm alconductivity m easurem entsuggests dxy-

wavepairing.34 Concerning thisissue,two ofthepresent

authors have theoretically shown that a dxy-like pair-

ing m ay slightly dom inate over dx2�y 2 pairing when

the dim erization ofthe BEDT-TTF m oleculesis notso

strong.35 According to previous studies,5,6,7 ifthe pair-

ing sym m etry of�-(BEDT-TTF)2X is d-wave,ABS is

expected to be created at surfaces for arbitrary injec-

tion orientations. However, a scanning tunneling m i-

croscopy (STM ) experim ent for �-(BEDT-TTF)2X by

Araietal.36 showed the absence ofZBCP forarbitrary

injection angle from the c-axisin the bc-plane,which is

in contrast with the case ofthe high-Tc cuprates. The

presence/absence ofthe ZBCP ofd-wave superconduc-

tors is sensitive to severalfactors: (i) roughness e�ect

ofsurfaces or interfaces,(ii) random im purity scatter-

ing e�ectneartheinterfaces,(iii)theshapeoftheFerm i

surface,and (iv) the degradation ofsurfaces. The dis-

appearanceofthe ZBCP in d-wavesuperconductorsdue

to reason (i) has been studied previously21,22. Depend-

ing on the shape ofthe Ferm isurface and the geom e-

try of the surface, the atom ic-size wave nature of the

zero energy ABS’s (ZES),i:e:,the oscillatory behavior

ofthe wave function ofZES induces an interference ef-

fect which locally destroys the ZBCP.In fact,it is by

no m eanseasy to m akewell-oriented cleavagesurfacesin

organic m aterials,so this point m ay be im portant. As

regardspoint(ii),Asano etal:37 haveshown,both from

analyticaland num ericalcalculation beyond quasiclassi-

calapproxim ations38,thatim purity scattering nearthe

interface in the high-TC cupratescan induce a splitting

ora disappearanceofthe ZBCP.

Asforpoint(iii),we have recently studied the disap-

pearanceofZBCP dueto thewarping ofquasi-1D Ferm i

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0306551v1


2

surface as in (TM TSF)
2
X .39 The results indicate that

the ABS’s are sensitive to the shape ofthe Ferm isur-

face. However,m ost ofthe theoreticalstudies on tun-

neling spectroscopy via ABS’sup to datehavebeen per-

form ed forsingleband system s.Ithasnotbeen clari�ed

how the m ultiplicity ofthe Ferm isurface inuences the

ZBCP.

M otivated by this point, here we investigate the

surface density of states in system s having m ulti-

ple Ferm i surfaces, where we focus on two organic

superconductors as case studies, nam ely, �-(BEDT-

TTF)2Cu(NCS)2 and (TM TSF)2ClO 4. The Ferm isur-

face of�-(BEDT-TTF)2Cu(NCS)2,which has been de-

term ined by Shubnikov-de Haas experim ent,40 consists

oftwo portionsseparated by sm allgaps.TheFerm isur-

faceof(TM TSF)2ClO 4 isalso separated by a sm allgap,

which isdueto anion ordering.In thispaper,weextend

our previous studies39 on anisotropic triangular lattice

by taking into account these m ultiplicity ofthe Ferm i

surface.

The organization of the paper is as follows. The

form ulation of calculating the tunneling spectrum on

anisotropic triangular lattice is presented in Sec.II. In

Sec. III, results of the num erical calculations are dis-

cussed in detail. Finally, we sum m arize the paper in

Sec.IV.

II. FO R M U LA T IO N

FIG .1: (a)Schem aticof(100)surfacein xy-planewith next-

nearest neighbor hopping t
0. (b) Cooper pairs in realspace

ford
x2� y2

and dxy-like-wave pairings.

In the presentstudy,we startfrom an extended Hub-

bard m odelgiven by

H = �
X

i;j;�

tijc
y

i;�
cj;� �

V

2

X

i;j;�;�0

c
y

i;�
c
y

j;�0cj;�0ci;�;

+
X

i;�

("i � �)c
y

i;�
ci;�; (1)

where c
y

i;�
creates a hole with spin � = ";# at site

i= (ix;iy). Asa m odelfor�-(BEDT-TTF)2Cu(NCS)2,

each site correspondsto BEDT-TTF m olecule dim m ers.

W e consider �ve kinds of hopping integrals, tx(= t),

tx0, ty, ty0, and t0 in the xy plane on the anisotropic

triangular lattice as shown in Fig. 1(a). In order to

reproduce the shape of Ferm i surface for �-(BEDT-

TTF)2Cu(NCS)2 and (TM TSF)
2
ClO 4,weadopttheval-

ues of (i) t0 = 0:8t, ty0 = tx, tx0 = ty,
40 and (ii)

ty = 0:1t,tx0 = tx,ty0 = ty,
41,42,43 respectively. Two

subchains in the x direction alternatively have the site

energy "i = + E g;� E g;+ E g;::: in the y direction.44,45

The chem icalpotential� is determ ined such that the

band in �-(BEDT-TTF)2Cu(NCS)2 [(TM TSF)
2
ClO 4]is

half-�lled [quarter-�lled]. The e�ective attraction V is

assum ed to acton a pairofelectrons.

By solving them ean-�eld equation fora unitcellwith

N L(= 500)sites in the x direction and two sites in the

y direction,we obtain the eigenenergy E �. In term s of

the eigenenergy E � and the wave functions u�i,v
�
i,the

Bogoliubov-de G ennes equation forthe (100)surface in

the xy planeisgiven by

X

j

�

H ij Fij
F �
ij

� H �
ij

� �

u�j
v�
j

�

= E �

�

u�i
v�
i

�

; (2)

with

H ij(ky)= � tx�+ �jx ;ix + 1 � tx0�� �jx ;ix + 1

� tye
�2ik y�iy ;2�+ �jy ;iy + 1

� ty0e
�2ik y �iy ;2�� �jy ;iy + 1

� t
0
e
�2ik y �iy ;2�jx ;ix + 1�jy ;iy + 1

� tx�� �jx ;ix �1 � tx0�+ �jx ;ix �1

� tye
2iky�iy ;1�� �jy ;iy �1

� ty0e
2iky �iy ;1�+ �jy ;iy �1

� t
0
e
2iky �iy ;1�jx ;ix �1 �jy ;iy �1

+
�

(� 1)iy + 1E g � �
	

�ix ;jx �iy ;jy ; (3)

wherewede�ne�+ = 1

2
f1+ (� 1)ix + iy g and �� = 1

2
f1�

(� 1)ix + iy g.

As for plausible pairing sym m etries in �-(BEDT-

TTF)2Cu(NCS)2,weconsiderdx2�y 2-wavepairing given
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FIG .2: The Ferm isurface and d-wave pairings. (a)d
x2� y2

and (b)dxy-like-wave.

by,

Fij(ky)= � x�+ �jx ;ix + 1 + � x0�� �jx ;ix + 1

� � ye
�2ik y�iy ;2�+ �jy ;iy + 1

� � y0e
�2ik y �iy ;2�� �jy ;iy + 1

+ � x�� �jx ;ix �1 � � x0�+ �jx ;ix �1

� � ye
2iky�iy ;1�� �jy ;iy �1

� � y0e
2iky �iy ;1�+ �jy ;iy �1 (4)

and dxy-likepairing given by

Fij(ky)= � x�+ �jx ;ix + 1 + � x0�� �jx ;ix + 1

+ � ye
�2ik y�iy ;2�+ �jy ;iy + 1

+ � y0e
�2ik y �iy ;2�� �jy ;iy + 1

� �� pe
�2ik y �iy ;2�jx ;ix + 1�jy ;iy + 1

+ � x�� �jx ;ix �1 + � x0�+ �jx ;ix �1

+ � ye
2iky�iy ;1�� �jy ;iy �1

+ � y0e
2iky �iy ;1�+ �jy ;iy �1

� �� pe
2iky �iy ;1�jx ;ix �1 �jy ;iy �1 ; (5)

with � = 0:8tin accord with Ref.35.Thepairing in real

space is shown in Fig.1(b). Here,we select � x0 = � y

and � x = � y0 = � p = � 0,where� 0 isa bulk value.

The upperand lowerpanelsofFig.2 show the dx2�y 2

and dxy-like pair potentials in m om entum space along

with the Ferm isurfaces. For tx0 = tx,the Ferm isur-

face iscontinuously connected. In the actual�-(BEDT-

TTF)2Cu(NCS)2, however, BEDT-TTF dim m ers are

further dim erized so that tx0 6= tx, which leads to

FIG .3: (a)Cooperpairswith d-wavesym m etryseparated by

two latticespaceand (b)quasi-1D Ferm isurfacein ty = 0:1tx
and t

0 = � 0:08tx.

a splitting of the Ferm i surface at around (kc;kb) =

(� �;� �=2).

In (TM TSF)
2
ClO 4,the orientationalorderofthe an-

ionsClO 4 doublesthe unitcell,leading again to a split-

tingoftheFerm isurface.46 Although thepairingsym m e-

try for (TM TSF)
2
X rem ains to be undeterm ined,here

weassum esingletd-wavepairingasan exam plein which

them ultiband e�ectisprom inent.In thiscased-waveis

a pairing separated by two lattice spacingsgiven by

Fij = � 2x�jx ;ix + 2 + � 2x�jx ;ix �2 : (6)

The anion potentialE g is estim ated from experim ental

m easurem entofangledependentm agnetoresistance.45

In ordertocom pareourtheorywith STM experim ents,

we assum e thatthe STM tip ism etallic with a constant

density ofstates,and thattunneling occursonly to the

site nearestto the tip. Thishasbeen shown to be valid

through the study oftunneling conductance ofuncon-

ventionalsuperconductors6. The tunneling conductance

spectrum isthen given atlow tem peraturesby the nor-

m alized surfacedensity ofstates6,

�(E )=

Z 1

�1

d!�S(!)sech
2

�

! + E

2kB T

�

Z 1

�1

d!�N (!)sech
2

�

! � 2� 0

2kB T

� ; (7)

�S(!)=
X

kb;�

�

ju
�
1j
2
�(! � E�)+ jv

�
1j
2
�(! + E�)

�

: (8)
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FIG .4: Tunneling spectrum for(a)dx2� y2 and (b)dxy-like-

waves�xed in � x0 = � x.

Here �S(!)denotesthe surface density ofstatesforthe

superconducting state while �N (!) the bulk density of

statesin the norm alstate.

III. R ESU LT S O F IN -P LA N E T U N N ELIN G

SP EC T R U M

In this section, we present the calculation results.

First,letus focuson the m odelfor�-(BEDT-TTF)2X .

W eexam inethe caseofthetunneling spectrum at(100)

surface on the xy plane as shown in Fig.1. As seen in

Fig.4,in thecaseoftx0 = tx,wheretheFerm isurfaceis

ellipticalbutcontinuous,there existsa distinctpeak at

zero energy,which resem blesthose obtained in previous

theoriesassum ing round shape Ferm isurface.The ZEP

arises because incident and reected (including oblique

incidence) quasiparticles norm alto the surface feelop-

posite signsofthe pairpotential,which resultsin a for-

m ation ofthe ABS.Ifwe turn on the m ultiband e�ect

by letting tx0 6= tx,the ZEP is found to split into two.

FIG .5: Thetx0=tx v.s.thezero-energy peak splitting width

�.

Thisisrem iniscentoftheZEP splitting originating from

broken tim e reversalsym m etry states.7,48,49,50

FIG .6: Tunneling spectrum forvariour� x0=� x in tx0=tx =

0:9.

W e have furtherstudied the tx0=tx dependence ofthe

ZEP splitting.In Fig.5,the width ofthe ZEP splitting

� isplotted asfunctionsoftx0=tx fordx2�y 2 and dxy-like

pairings. � forthe dxy-like pairpotentialisalm ostpro-

portionalto tx0=tx,and largerthan thatfor dx2�y 2. In

the regim eoftx0=tx > 0:9,in particular,wesee no split-

tingforthedx2�y 2 pairing.Sincet0x=tx isestim ated tobe

� 0:9,19 we m ay be able to distinguish between dx2�y 2

and dxy-like pairings through the presence/absence of

ZEP splitting.

W e have also perform ed sim ilarcalculation by letting

� x0=� x deviate from unity, which should be the case
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when tx deviates from tx. The results are plotted in

Fig.6 for various � x0=� x with tx0=tx �xed at 0:9. In

thiscase,weobservean overallshiftofthesplitted ZEP,

whilethem agnitudeofthesplitting rem ainsunchanged.

Letusnow m oveon to them odelfor(TM TSF)
2
ClO 4.

In thism odel,asthe Ferm isurfacebecom esasym m etric

with respectto kx ! � kx transform ation,som einjected

and reected quasiparticles feeldi�erent signs and the

ZEP appearsin the tunneling spectrum 39. W hen E g is

turned on,a m inigap opens at ky = � �=4. This e�ect

again leads to ZEP splitting, of which the m agnitude

increasesasE g isincreased.[Fig.7]

Although itisby no m eanseasy to pinpointtheorigin

ofthe ZEP splitting analytically,itcan be qualitatively

explained as follows. For single band m odels,the ZEP

appearsdue to the sign changeofthe pairpotentialfelt

by quasiparticlesattheinterface.In m ultiband system s,

injected and reected quasiparticleshave di�erentband

indices,so that an additionalphase factor is expected

to appear due to interband scattering. This additional

phase factorinducesthe ZEP splitting asin the case of

pairpotentialswith broken tim e reversalsym m etry.

FIG .7: Tunneling spectrum in ty = 0:1tx and t
0
= � 0:08tx

with anion potentialE g.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N S

To sum m arize,wehaveinvestigated them ultiband ef-

fecton tunneling spectroscopy.Ascasestudies,wehave

focused on m odels for �-(BEDT-TTF)2Cu(NCS)2 and

(TM TSF)
2
ClO 4. W e �nd that the m ultiplicity of the

Ferm i surface can lead to a splitting of the ZEP. As

regards �-(BEDT-TTF)2Cu(NCS)2,since t0x=tx is esti-

m ated to be � 0:9,19 we can distinguish between dx2�y 2

and dxy-like pairings through the presence/absence of

ZEP splitting.

Asm entioned in theIntroduction,however,ascanning

tunneling m easurem ent36 actually �nd no ZBCP in the

tunnelingspectrum of�-(BEDT-TTF)2Cu(NCS)2.Since

m any experim entssuggestthe existence ofnodesin the

pairpotentialin �-(BEDT-TTF)2X ,webelievethatthe

absenceofZBCP isnotbecausethepairing sym m etry is

a sim ples-wave,butbecauseoftheroughnessofthesur-

face or the random scattering e�ect by im purities near

theinterface38,nam ely,point(i)or(ii)m entioned in the

Introduction. As regards the roughness ofthe surface,

webelieveitisnecessarytostudy tunnelingspectroscopy

of�-(BEDT-TTF)2Cu(NCS)2 in the presence ofatom ic

scale roughness as done by Tanum a et al:on a lattice

m odel.21,22 As for the issue ofrandom scattering e�ect

by im purities,Asano etal:37 haveshown,both from an-

alyticaland num ericalcalculation beyond quasiclassical

approxim ations,thatim purity scattering nearthe inter-

face in the high-TC cuprates can induce a splitting or

a disappearance ofthe ZBCP.From this viewpoint,it

would also be interesting to study the im purity scatter-

ing e�ectin �-(BEDT-TTF)2Cu(NCS)2.

In order to clearly determ ine the pairing sym -

m etry, other com plem entary probes should also be

used. Recently, we have shown that m agnetotunnel-

ing spectroscopy is a prom ising m ethod to identify

the detailed paring sym m etry of the unconventional

superconductors39,47,51. It would also be interesting to

apply thisprobeto �-(BEDT-TTF)2Cu(NCS)2.

Itiswellknown thatABS’shave seriousinuence on

theJosephson current.Therearem any workson Joseph-

son e�ectin unconventionalsuperconductorsboth from

theoreticaland experim entalview point52. It is also a

future problem to study Josephson e�ect in �-(BEDT-

TTF)2Cu(NCS)2 and (TM TSF)
2
ClO 4.
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