arXiv:cond-mat/0307449v2 [cond-mat.supr-con] 20 Feb 2004

E lectrom agnetic response of layered superconductors w ith broken lattice inversion
sym m etry

B.Uchoa!, A.H. Castro Neto?, and G . G . Cabrera®

1

Instituto de F sica \G b W ataghin" Universidade E stadual de Cam pinas (UNICAMP),

C.P. 6165 Campinas, SP 13083-970, Brazil

2

D epartm ent of Physics, Boston University,

590 Commonwealh Ave. Boston, MA 02215
D ated: July 17, 2003)

W e Investigate the m acroscopic e ects of charge density waves (CDW ) and superconductivity in
layered superconducting system s w ith broken lattice inversion sym m etry (allow ing for piezoelectric—
ity) such as two dim ensional (2D ) transition m etal dichalcogenides (TM D). W e work w ith the low
tem perature tin e dependent G inzburg-Landau theory and study the coupling of lattice distortions
and low energy CDW collective m odes to the superconducting order param eter In the presence of
electrom agnetic elds. W e show that superconductivity and piezoelectricity can coexist in these sin—
gularm etals. Furthem ore, our study indicates the nature of the quantum phase transition between
a comm ensurate CDW phase and the stripe phase that has been observed as a function of applied

pressure.
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I. NTRODUCTION

The quasitwo-dimensional (2D) transition metal
dichalcogenides (TM D )¢ 2H NbS,, 2H NbSe,, 2H -TaS,
and 2H -TaSe, are layered com pounds where supercon—
ductiyiy coexists wih a charge density wave (CDW )
state?. Tt has been docum ented experim entally that
these m aterials present anom alous properties such as a
decrease of the resistivity and decoupling hetween pla—
nar and caxis transport in the CDW phaseE, anom alous
in purity §,ects on the supgrconductivity and non-linear
Halle ect?, stripe phases®®, and m ore recently angle re—
solved photoem ission experin ents ARPE S) have shown
a quastparticle lifetin e diverging linearly with the en-
ergy close to the Ferm i surface? in contrast to ordinary
Fem i liquids where the lifetin e diverges quadratically
with energy. Some of these properties are sim ilar to
the ongs observed in high tem perature superconductors
HTc). Contrary to HT ¢, however, TM D are extrem ely
clean system s and therefore the anom alous behavior is
undoubtedly intrinsic and sam ple independent. T here—
fore the understanding of the anom alousm etallic behav—
jor in these 2D m aterialsm ay provide clues for the under—
standing ofthe anom alous physics that occurs in a broad
class of 2D system s where superconductivity occurs.

One of us AHCN), has proposed recently an uni-
ed picture of the CDW and superconducting transi-
tions that can ,explain som e of the anom alies observed
experin entally® . The theory proposes that the m ech-
anism of superconductiviy is related to the pairing of
the CDW elem entary excitations m ediated by acoustic
phonons via a piezoelctric coupling. These excitations
are D irac electrons situated in the nodesofa CDW gap,
resem bling the Fem i surface zone of graphite. h TM D,
unlke the case of graphite, the lattice Inversion sym —
metry is broken in the CDW phase. The breaking of
the inversion symm etry in TM D, as docum ented in neu—

tron scattering experin ent'ﬁ;g, allow s for a piezoelectric
coupling between charge carriers and phonons'lq . Since
CDW fom ation is usually related to nested Femm i sur-
faces n 1D system s, weak 2D nesting com bined w ith
strong variations in the electron phonon coupling due to
the tight-binding nature of the electronic orbitals, can be
responsble orthe origin ofthenodalCDW orderparam —
eter. Thism odel is able to correctly explain som e of the
anom alous properties of TM D such as the energy depen-—
dence of the quasiparticle lifetim e (given by the m agi
nary part of the D irac ferm ion selfenergy), the critical
dependence of the superconducting transition w ith the
lattice param eters, the reduction of the resistivity, and
the m etallic behavior in the CDW phase.

However, a criticism has been raised to this theory
based on the fact that piezoelectricity nom ally occurs
In Insulating system s since m etals can screen the inter—
nalelectric e]dsy:I . However, D irac ferm ions in 2D have
a vanishing density of states at the,Eem i energy and
therefore do not screen ekctric elds? allow ing fr the
existence of a m etallic state (that is, a state w ith gapless
ferm Jonic excitations) and piezoelectriciy. N evertheless,
the possbility of coexistence of piezoelectricity and su—
perconductiviy is indeed surprising. In such a system it
would be possible to generate supercurrents by sim ply
squeezing the sam ple. In thiswork we show that there is
no contradiction betw een the existence ofpiezoelectricity
and superconductivity in m aterials where the low -lying
exciations are D irac ferm ions. W e investigate the cur-
rent and charge uctuations that would arise in these
system s under the view point of the collective m odes.

U sing path Integrals we derive a sam iclassical action
that describes the coupling between plasn ons (responsi-
ble for screening) and acoustic phonons to the supercon—
ducting order param eter via the piezoelectric coupling.
Various welkknown regin es are described by this action:
(1) In the case of nom al ekctrons w ithout supercon-—


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0307449v2

ductivity we recover the welkknow n. resuls for collective
m odes and screening in 2D and 3D%3; ) in the case of
D irac ferm ions w thout superconductivity we re-obtain
the results for collective m odes and screening In sem i-
m etals ke graphji:e‘l4; (3) In the absence of piezoelectric
coupling, we repover the behavior of an ordinary type IT
superoonductoflq . However, when we allow the piezo—
electric coupling w ith D irac ferm ions and superconduc—
tivity, new e ectsappear in the electrom agnetic response.
M oreover, our results shed light on the origin ofthe quan-
tum phase transition between the comm ensurate CDW
phase and the stripe phase in TM D . W e also investigate
the collective m odes that appear when combined with
low lying energy buk plasn ons.

The article is organized In the follow ing m anner: in
section ITw e discussthe plagn ons in Jayered nodalliquids
and specically in TM D ; in section ITT we develop the
sam iclassical calculation in generalgrounds and apply it
to Jayered com pounds like TM D in section IV .W e have
added an appendix where the details of the calculation
are presented.

II. NODAL LIQUID PLASM ON S

The el theory of nodal Iiquidd!! is built under the
basic idea that the nodes of a CDW order param e-
ter lead to two distinct subsystem s which correspond
to the two com ponents of the D irac fem ion spinor

V= (Y ;7Y ), with+, indexing respectively the
ferm jonic particles and antiparticles tholes). The non-
Interacting low energy Ham iltonian that describes the
elem entary excitations inside the D irac cone is:

Y k)~ (v xke+ v yky) k);

@)

where k isthemomentum, ,;, are Paulim atrices that
act in the particle-antiparticle subspace, vv and v are
the anisotropic velocities perpendicular and parallel re—
spectively to the Fem isurface, and B Z isthe rstBrik
louin zone ofsize 2 =d along thek, axis (d the interplane
distance). W hen the chem icalpotential, , interceptsthe
D irac point, the H am, iltonian ('_]:) Jeads to the zero order
polarization finctiont? at T = 0, whose com plex conji—
gate is given by:

0 /1 vy — Vi = C_[2 . 2
() ad—v © 7‘%012 7 @)
where ! is the frequency, g = & + v =w )g, the

anisotropic in-plane m om entum . In the absence of hop-
ping between the planes or interactions w ith the lattice,
the collective excitations of the D irac fermm ions are due
to the 3D Coulomb interaction, Vo, between carriers in
di erent planes: Vg (q;k,) = 2 de’=(,9)S k), with a
structure factor S (g;k,) = sinh (@d)=[osh (@d) coskd)]
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dentical to the layered electron gas LEG) casdld (e is
the electron charge, and  the dielctric constant). In
the random phase approxin ation RPA) the electric sus—
ceptibility isgivenby: (!;qik) =1 W (@ks) °(!';q).
At the points where the susoceptibility vanishes, that is,

(!p @;kz);g95k,) = 0, one cbtains the plasm on disper-
sion, !y (@;k;). From {_2), we notice that no plasm on
m odes are allowed for D irac ferm ions.

T he digplacem ent of the chem ical potential from the
D irac point generates a pocket around the nodes which
drastically changes this picture. The density of states
becom es nite at the Fermm i surface w ith Ferm im om en—
tum kp , and Fem ienergy E; = ~k; v, giving rise to
Intra-band excitations in the cone. In this case we re—
covertheopticplasnon !, @ = 2 @2+ qg)? Hr
the k, = 0 buk m ode, where v, J'%,the plasm on speed,
and the 2D acousticmode ! (@) /  g?=q for the rest of
the plasn on band 0 < k, =d. The intra-band con—
tribution is safisfactorily understood in the context of
doped graphitdd where orve g ! < % 2k, Q) there
is gap in the particle-hole continuum of the interband
excitations (see g.l) de ned by the in agihary part of
6'2:) . The optical plasm on is free of Landau dam ping in
the long wavelength lin it and its energy is of the order
ofE . Notice that in the anisotropiccase (v 6 v ) the
gap In the plasn on spectrum depends on the direction
around the pocket Ferm i surface.
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FIG . 1l: Schem atic draw .ng of the k, = 0 buk plasnon In
an isotropic pocket with Fem im om entum kg . = !l=w
and g is the inplane transfer m om entum . T he shaded areas
correspond to the particlke-hole continuum due to intra-band
and interband excitations.

If we,alo add the piezoekctric electron-phonon
coupling?
Z
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X
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due to acoustic phonons W ih phonon eld (x)) wih
energy ~!y Into the pocket excitations, the RPA elec-
tric susoceptbility acquires a correction: (! ;g;k) =
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is the phonon propagator that a ects very little the op-—
ticalbuk plasnon n theqg! 0 I it.

B esides doping, coherent inter-layer hopping is know n
to drive a din ensional crossover in direction to a 3D sys—
tem , leading as well to a pocket fom ation in a nodal
]jqujd'lg: . The energy of the pocket is of the sam e order
of the inter-layer hopping energy, which in TM D NbSe,
and NbS; we willdrop the 2H pre x from now on) were
caloulted In 01 e29. W e notice that inter-ayer in—
teractions were not taken into account into those band
calculations and that this energy could be considerably
an aller. M ore experin ental studies are required to in—
vestigate the nature of the low energy collective m odes
In these m aterials. However, we can consider the plas-
mon modes In realm aterials to have a nie energy, lke
In ordinary m etals. N evertheless, the plasn on frequency
will be an aller than In ordinary m etals because of the
low density of states in the system .

ITI. SEM ICLASSICALDYNAMICS

W e consider the problem ofD irac ferm ions describbed
by @') coupled to lattice vibrations described by the
Ham ilttonian

2

(4)
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where n labels the lattice site R, P! is the lattice m o~
mentum operator wih i = x;y;z (these operators are
canonically conjigated, nam ely, P&;R% 1= i~ ij nm )
Kan is the coupling m atrix. In what llows we will
also consider the coupling of the D irac ferm ions and lat-
tice degrees of freedom to a classicalelectrom agnetic eld
described by a vector potential eld, A (r), and electro—
m agnetic eld tensor, F =@ A @A @ = @=Cx

wih ; = 0;1) wih electrom agnetic energy density:
Ea= iF F )
16
where Foy = Ey is the electric ,eld strength (we use
themetricg , = (1; 1; 1; 1. I a pizoekctric

the electric eld couples to the lattice distortion, X [ =
R, Ry, via the piezoekctric tensor, 7, by:

Hp = LEx ] ®6)

w here repeated indices are to be summ ed. T he coupling
between D irac ferm ions and lattice vibrations is given by
(:_3). The f1ll problem can be written in path integral
form for the generating functional of the problem :

Z Z Z Z

zZ = D D D X exp dat drL [ ;X;A 1 ;(7)

where L isthe Lagrangian (realtim e) ofthe problem ( ,
are G rassm ann variables).

Let us consider rst the case of the nomal mon-
superconducting) state. W e are only Interested in the
long w avelength physics of the electronic problem which,
asargued in the previous section, isdescribed by the plas-
mon mode. The plasn on m ode can be separated from
the particle-hole continuum using the form alism devel-
oped by Bohm and P ne®? and the Lagrangian of the
problem reduces to:

Ly = Leit Lpiasmon * Lphonon T Lpiez
- %F F %jNA +% 2@ ) §
+% [@X D ¢ @X D1+ X F%; ®)
where 4 =kZ,withk.the3D e n screening w ave

vector (oran isotropicm etalk. = 3 ne?=QEy ) where
n isthe 3D electron density and Ey the Ferm ienergy23),

is the Jattice m ass density, v, is the sound velocity,
j'=c = y is the density of nom al electrons and j
is the nom al O hm ic current density (in our notation,
@% = ¢ '@ isthetin e derivative nom alized by the speed
of Iight ¢).

T he ocollective properties of the electrons in the nor—
m alphase are the sam e of the electrons in the supercon-—
ducting phase, since the opening of the superconducting
gap does not a ect the real part of the electronic polar-
ization finction, (g), in the long wavekngth lim i 23.
In fact, wihin RPA one can easily show in the con-
text of BC S theory that Re (q) ram ains essentially un—
changed until the superconducting gap is of the order of
the Fem ienergy, when the BC S pairing approxin ation
becom es nvalid®4. In other words, for an all g the plas—
m on is not sensitive to the superconductor phase transi-
tion. T hus, nom aland superconducting electrons screen
electric eldsexactly in the sam e way and therefore enter
at equal footing In the Lagrangian. T hus, irrespective of
the phase, nom alor superconducting, y in ér_é) can be
replaced by the totalelectron density = y + s, where

s s the density of superconducting electrons ( s = 0
in the nom al state). N om al currents, how ever, are due
to the quasiparticle excitations w hile the supercurrents,
Js » are due to the ground state of the condensate?d.
T hus, In the superconducting state the vector potential
only couples to the nom al currents. At nite tem pera—
ture, T, the num ber of nom aland superconducting elec—
trons is not conserved. For sin plicity, we have chosen to
work at T = 0, where allthe electrons are In the conden—
sate and the totalcurrent is j = j; .

In the superconducting phase we can introduce the
superconducting order param eter, , via a standard
H ubbard-Stratanovich transform ation and trace over the
electron£4. T he generating fiinctional reads:

Z Z Z Z

1
zZ = D D DXexp — dt dr@y [;X;A]

+ Lgul[7ADg 9)



where Lg 1 isthe G inZburg-Landau Lagrangian. In order
to describe the m acroscopic current-charge uctuations
we must also Inclide a tin e dependence in the super-
conductor order param eter. T his is not an obvious task
but it can be done iIn two special Jm its: closeto T = O,
and near the critical tem peraturé?’. In the later, the
validity of the tim e-dependent G orkov equations expan—
sion in the gap, s, require frequencies higher than the
binding energy of the Cooper pairs, ~! s. In this
lim it the uctuations have enough energy to break the
C ooper pairs and convert them into single particle exci-
tations, leading to a di usive regin e. A s we m entioned
above, we willwork in the opposite Iimit T = 0 where
the hydrodynam ic description at ~! < ¢ is rigorously
valid. W e Introduce the low -tsm perature tin e-dependent
G inzburg-Landau Lagrangian? 24,

2 a 1 ~ e’
Ler = 33 e e zA
2
1 ~C | 5
+ —Q@ + € 10
2m ?v?2 i 40

which is specially suitable for type II superconductors,
w here the penetration length ismuch larger than the co—
herence lngth (n (0) is the electyustatic potential
and all the other symbols are standardﬂq) . In the clean
Iim i, vs is typically ofthe order ofthe Fem ivelocity v .
Under the assum ption that the elds vary much slower
than the ocoherence length, we assum e that the m agni-
tude of the superconductor order param eter is constant
and therefore all the uctuations com e from the super-
conducting phase, ’ (t;x). Thus, the order param eter is
w ritten as:

i (ix) .

®)= oe 11)

D espite the gauge invariance of C_l-(_i), we conveniently as—
sum e the transverse gauge, r A = 0, n what follows.
N otice, however, that Ly + Lg1 is not com plete because
the elds and the supercurrents rem ain decoupled. T his
problem is solved by assum ing the validity of the non—
hom ogeneous M axwell equations. T he P oisson equation
is clearly a constraint between the density of supercon—
ducting electrons and the electrostatic potential,

gttbx) r® +4 o=0;

and hasto be enforced using a Lagrangem ultiplier (x )
In nallagrangian.
In the sam iclassicalregine, ~ ! 0, the behaviorofthe
elds com es from the m inin alaction principle
Z Z
S = d'x Ly + Lgr + g)= d'xL = 0;
w ith respect to the variablesA , 5, X 1,7 and . By
m inin izing with respect to A and ,we obtain thetwo
non-hom ogeneousM axw ell’s equations,

12)

4
A @Gr + — =0 @3)
c
w ith the supercurrent j, given by
2 2
€ 0 ’ 2 2
s = s, (e’ + e ) r X r (14)
m ?vZ
? 2 ?
. e’ 3 e
k= — ~r' —A + c X : 15)
m? c

For sinplicity we willassum e that %, = 35 is a diago-
naland isotropic tensor. The m inim ization w ith respect
to the other elds com pletes the set of equations:

e (16)

L2 _2(@0)2, e'i@o -0 a7
VS NVS

@fX \ghrzx r +@&1r)=0: (18)

Substituting the supercurrent in the continuity equation,
@ j, = 0,we nd that
c@y o+ @3t= c@r? =0;
and therefore, in the absence of extemal currents is
either a function of space or of tin e, but not ofboth. If
depends on tin e, then is a stationary tin e depen-—
dent hom ogeneous (or non-periodic) distribution because
of C;Lé) , what obviously violates the charge conservation.
T herefore, we conclude that @, = 0.

T he Lagrange m ultiplier de nes two distinct classes of
solutions for the charge density: (i) screening-like when
x) 6 0, and (i) plasn on-like when 0. In the
rst case, (';k) / £&k) ('), where £ (k) depends on
the boundary conditions, has no dynam ics and describes
the physical response to a boundary perturbation such
as a static squeeze of the crystal or the introduction of
a charge probe. In case (ii), the electrons can oscillate
freely w ith the plasm on frequency, allow ing the existence

ofnom alm odes.

Iv. COLLECTIVE M ODES

W e consider the problem of a layered solid (such as
the TM D) made by an In nite number of weakly inter-
acting planes. In the continuum lm it this problem be-
com es an e ective 3D m odel w ith spatial anisotropy in
the direction perpendicular to the planes, say the z axis.
Tt is convenient to de ne the diagonal anisotropy ten—

4 (1;1; ), where is the anisotropy param eter,

sor L=
J
we Introduce the notation @* ij@j and &+t ijAj)



and rew rite the G inZzburg-Landau Lagrangian as a tin e~
dependent Law renceD oniach m odel? :

. o 1 ~ &t
Loy = 37 3F = 1@ —&
1 ~C 2
+ —@%+ & : 19
2m ?v? i 49

The m odel lkads to the anisotropic version of equation

&b,

~ ~r S h042, e’c 0 e oA,
F r 7 @) — @ — % B =0; (20
V2 ~vZ ~c

and to the appearance of Josephson currentsbetw een the

planes, represented by an anisotropic supercurrent:

2 2 2
0O L €;x)

. e
k EGx) =
(1)

From now on, we use an overhead symbol to represent
the In-plane vectors %, ¢, X ,£ and etc. In our notation,
we de ne g as the in-plane com ponent of the m om entum
k,such thatk = (k) and K= @ k) .

In highly anisotropic layered com pounds the absence
ofpiezoelectricity along the z axis is justi ed by theweak
distortions ofthe ions in thisdirection. T he z-com ponent
of the sound velocity is also very am all due to the weak
elastic coupling between planes. In the vh,=vn ! O
Iim it, the phonon dispersion is !, = wprg and the In—
plane phonon equation (.'_l-gl) has a cylindrical sym m etry

2412 % (1;k)

PRy , i

(';k)+ =K (';k) =0: (22)
C

ig

G iven the plasm on frequency, ! k), the equation for
the charge density in Fourder space becom es:

PrZk) (k) =87%12K) k) (1): @3)
T he screening-like solution is:

> &)

s(ik)=38 ()i @4)

for a non=zero (). After a st:najghtﬁ)rward_ca]cu_]a—
tion, the sin ultaneous solution of equations d_lz_i) :gl_il),
£0) 22) and 28) yieds (1 ;k) = oK) k*+ k2,

forsome ( function, w ith the characteristic m om entum
|
22 2 2
e
k2= 4 0 @5)
° m?v3 Vﬁh

The kg > 0 case kadsto exponentially decaying solutions
that describe the screening induced by proper boundary
conditions like the squeeze or shear of the crystal. If
the piezoelectric coupling is larger than a critical value

EK x) + ¢ QX Ex):
c

(kg < 0), the screening is suppressed and a quasistatic
charge m odulation should be observed, In such way to
m Inin ize the elastic energy. This analysis is con m ed
by introducing an extemal charge probe Q at the origin:
we reobtain the wellknown T hom asFem iresultti,

Q k3

tik) = —
= (7 k2 + k2

() (26)

which gives a screened potential or k7 > 0 and recovers
the m etallic case when the cut-o of the inplane band
dispersion s (ofthe order of inverse ofthe in-plane lattice
spacing) is taken to in nity.

For a nite cuto s we have various cases. W hen
ko > s, the screening is lim ited to the direction perpen-
dicular to the planes. W hen k3 < 0 and %oj< s, the
system does not show any screening since the potential
decays like cos(¥ko¥)=r for large r. The last possblk
case, ki < 0 and %k0j> s is not physical in this theory
and gives a purely in agihary response. W e verify that
the phase of the superconducting order param eter is free
of uctuationsand satis esthe zero— eld vortex equation
#)*’ = 0 in thewhok $ 0 class.

The collective m odes llow from a slightly di erent
calculation. W e start from the plasn on solution of £3),

s (k)=

ok) (¢ L&) @7)

where ¢ (k) isa function which dependsnot only on the
boundary conditions but also on the initial conditions
driven by the perturbation. In the non-relativistic lim it
vg=c! 0,the eld solutionsin them om entum space are
(the details ofthe calculation are given in the A ppendix):

shik)= @ @ o ) (¢ LK) (28)
P . _ s (15k) .
(!;k)=4 ez 29)
,'-k_4.!e? s (! k) 1 . 30
(., ) = lT K2 | 2 ngzr (30)
. _ S s (1 7k) A
X (l;k)=4 Tz 12y’ (31)
A (;k)= 4 L MD (k) ; (32)
14 Cq k4 L4 14
w here we have Iabeled
e?2 2 1 2 1
D(;k)=1 4 n7 12 @E2+4_7!2 \éhqzz

E quation {_2-_8) represents the buk plasn on m ode k, = 0,
which prevails over the rest of the plasm on band. This
is In agreem ent w ith a general result valid for a stack



of Jayers coupled by Coulom b interactions and by coher—
ent hopping tem s between ad-pcent planes. The pres—
ence of inter-ayer charge transfer induces a din ensional
crossoverto a 3D system , which dom natesthe longwave—
length spectrum . A swe show in the end ofthe A ppendix,
this e ect is conditioned to the assum ption that € O.
T he Inverse of the inplane m odulation scale ¢y is given
by the equation D (!;q) = O.

Noting that at T = 0 the electronic density n is tw ice
the density ofC ooper pairs % , We realize that the quan-
tity 4 €°? 2=m ? can be conveniently w ritten in the form
of the expression that gives the square of the plagn a fre—

quency, g = 4, e’n=m . In generalgrounds, n is given
by the sum k3
%1 e’n
1Zk=0)= = d!'!mm (;k)=4 —fE=q:
m

0
(33)

where In  is the in aghary part of the electronic sus-
ceptibility, which is given In RPA by In (! ;k) =

W (@ik,)In °(';q; ) and f @=q) is the anisotropy
function due to the shape of the Fem i surface, wih
f =) 1 in the isotropic case. Foran anisotropic nodal
liquid with a smallpocket we nd that f @=q) = gq?=F,
as itm ay be easily checked by replacing the leading intra—
band polarization finction®4

_ |
a=k 1 kg !

m °(;s; i R —
(e ) — dr‘vng 2

nto §3), giving

. p .
wih !y = 2k, v2e&’=@d J~v ), where { is the back-
ground suspeptibility renom alized by the an all nter—
band temm £4. To sinplify the analysis we consider the
isotropic case only, where the rigid ( approxin ation is
m ore rigorous. Usihg the k, = 0 buk plasnon mode
12= 15+ (w®?, we ndthat

v
u S
£ 17 9's (34)
= b H
@ © V2 D D)
where isa sign finction, b= g+ !§)=[2(Vﬁh ¥)]and
2
g=4 — (35)

is the e ective piezoelectric coupling.

N oting that vs > v, because the ionsarem uch slower
than the electrons, w e identify tw o distinct cases, (1) vy >
vs and (2) vp < vs. The nom alm odes are clearly absent
In the regine (1) for any value ofg. O n the other hand,
these m odes are possble in the regin e (2) fornon zero g.
N aturally, they would not be physicalforg < (72, =v¢)!§,
w here the Interactions are screened.

The an lim it of the superconductor gives exactly
Vs = W = 3. In the particular case of an isotropic nodal
Jicuid wih a an a]lpocgge_t, the jntra-band buk plasn on
disperses with vo = ( 3=2)vr %4 and therefre it cor-
regoonds to the regine (1) me%tjoned above. This is
also the case ofthem etal (v = 3_=5vF ), and of doped
graphite (vo = ( 3=2)w ). Therefre, in the particular
case of TM D, we should not observe any essentialdi er-
ences In the plasn on m odes In com parison to the LEG
Where g= 0) because of the piezoelectricity.

A . Experim entalresults

T here isa large am ount ofexperin ental literature deal-
Ing w ith the observation of comm ensurate CDW ) or in—
com m ensurate charge order in TM D . N eutron and x-ray
di raction m easurem ents in TaSe, and NbSe, revealthe
existence of Bragg peaks at ncomm ensurate wavg vec—
torsQ; = (@ 1)bi=3, where b; (bij= 4 =( 3a))
are the three reciprocal vectors with hexagonal sym —
metry, a is the laftice spacing and 002 is the
incom m ensurability®#. T his state is called a triple CDW
phase.

In TaSey, the phgse diagram tem perature vs. pres—
sure, P, is very rich®?d with three di erent phases: (1)
a high tem perature hexagonal incomm ensurate CDW
phase HCDW ) where the three ordering vectors have

16 0 1= 1;2;3); (2) an Incom m ensurate stripe phase
w here one ordering vector is incom m ensurate, say 1 € 0,
but the other two are comm ensurate, 2,3 = 0; (3) a
comm ensurate CDW phase CCDW ) where ;= 0 (1=
1;2;3). The transition from the undistorted phase (hor-
mal) toHCDW occursat a pressure Independent tem per—
ature, Ty & 120K , up to pressures of 455 GPa; the
transition between HCDW to stripephase Ty s 110K
is also roughly pressure ndependent; the transition be-
tween stripephaseand CCDW ,Ts ¢ P ), ishighly pres—
suredependent and vanishesatP = P, 18GPa. Thus,
there is a quantum phase transition (T = 0), as a func-
tion of pressure at P = P.. By further application of
pressure there is a reentrant CCDW phase that has not
been fully studied and w illbe not discussed here. W e w ill
concentrate on the nature of the quantum critical point
QCP) atP = P..

The nature- of the stripe phase has been discussed
by M a4 illan®? and other$i from the phenom enologi-
cal point of view as a resul of the form ation of topo—
logical defects of the complex CDW orxder param eter.
This stripg phase can be easily observed w ith electron
m icroscopy®a. The m icroscopic nature of this phase is
still unknown but our results here suggest that i m ay
have its origins on the piezoelectric coupling in the solid.
Indeed, we have found that there is a charge m odu-—
Jation In these m aterdals when kg < 0 (s=e eg.(26)).
Thism odlﬁla@ can be thought as an incomm ensura-
tion ;= 3 K=1:3j Equivalently, using de nition 35)
there is a critical coupling constant g. so that an extra



charge m odulation appears ( ; > 0) when kg < Oor

VZe?z
g>g. =4 2—2: (36)

Vs m °

Recall that TaSe, (Tc 01K ) and NbSe (T. 83K )
are both superconductors! whose T. increase under ap—
plication of pressu ¢1 and therefore 0% 0atT = 0.
N otice that both the piezoelectric coupling, ,aswellas
the sound velocity, V1, , are also m onotonically increasing
functions ofpressure. Ifwe assum e that in TaSe, we have
g< gc. at T = 0 and am bient pressure, then the quantum
phase transition can occur as a function of pressure as
Iong as gzvgh is an increasing function of pressure. In
NbSe,, however, the system is always incom m ensurate
Indicating that g > g. even at am bient pressure. Since
the T = 0 phases seem to be directly connected w ith
the stripe phases that are cbserved at nite tem perature
we can Inm ediately conclude that the existence of these
stripe phases have to do w ith the piezoelectric coupling
In these m aterials. Besides, recent experin ents report
a signi cant electrostatic m odulation of T, In epitaxial
bilayers com posed by aaH T . cuprate and a polarized in—
sulator deposited on #24. T he connectionsbetween TM D
and HT . are rem arkable and we believe that this experi-
m entalresult could be num erically calculated by relaxing
the rigidiy in the am plitude ( of the superconductor
order param eter. In addition, we suggest that sin ilar
electrostatic devices combined w ith neutron scattering
could test experim entally the role of the piezoelectricity
In TMD stripe phases.

N eutron scattering m easurem entshave show n the soft—
ening ofthe phonon opticalm ode ; in NbSe; and TaSg
at the Q ; position for a wide range of tem peratures’.
T his behavior was interpreted as a coupling of the opti-
calphonons w ith the charge order. C onstant scansat
Q ; have shown that the phonon energy gap in both cases
is ofthe order of 10 m V2. T he coupling ofthe plasn ons
w ith the lattice vibrations in the present theory drives
the long w avelength phonons to lock their frequency w ith
the frequency of the k, = 0 buk plasnon. In com par-
ison to the m etallic case where the plasn on m odes are
rigid (in the sense that their wavelength has exactly the
size of the system ), we have found that the increase of
the elastic energy due to the piezoelectric coupling m ay
give rise to elastic plasn ons which oscillate in resonance
w ith the optical phonon m ode. D espite not observable
in TM D, we believe that this e ect would be the m acro—
scopic m anifestation of the plasm on-phonon resonance
observed experim entally in these m aterials.

V. CONCLUSIONS

W e have investigated the collective excitations of the
electrons in a Jayered superconductor by a sem iclassical
calculation in the continuum lin i ofa highly anisotropic
m aterial. This procedure is analogous to the Law rence-
Doniach e ective m odel for an in nite stack of layers.

D espite the evident interest n TM D, the calculation is
su ciently generaland be could be applied to any super—
conducting layered com pound at zero tem perature w ith
broken lattice Inversion symm etry.

W e have dem onstrated from the electrodynam ic point
of view that superconductivity and piezoelectricity can
coexist. M etallic screening is observed w hen the e ective
piezoelectric coupling g is am aller than a critical value
Je, Wih the Thom asFem im om entum reduced by the
Increase of g. Above the critical coupling, the system
is not screened and a long-range charge m odulation is
expected to appear as the response to a localquasistatic
charge unbalance, w hich can be created by squeezing the
crystal. W e have shown that piezoelectriciy is possibly
related to the m echanian behind the stripe form ation In
TM D .Besides, we have investigated the existence of zero
tem perature nom alm odes arising in the presence of low
energy bulk plasn ons, which dom inate the spectrum of
collective excitations. W e have also conectured that the
k, = 0 plasmon m ode behind these excitations com es
from the contribution of the Intra-band excitations of a
pocket opened around the nodes of TM D by low energy
coherent hopping tem s between adpcent planes. T hese
pockets could be also generated by doping TM D w ith
Intercalating m aterdals.

A cknow ledgm ents

A.H.C.N. thanks C. Vam a for stimulating this
work. W e thank A . J. Leggett for m any discussions on
the problem of screening in m etals and superconductors.
BU.and G G C. thank E.M iranda and Y . C opelevich
for m any helpfull discussions. They also acknow ledge
Fundacao de Am paro a Pesquisa do E stado de Sao Paulo
(FAPESP), B razil, proct num ber 00/06881-9, for nan—
cialsupport. B U .thanksthe D ept. ofP hysicsat B oston
University for the hospitality.

*

APPEND IX A

_Here we derive in detail the calculation of equations
8) «32). Starting from the plasm on-lke solution

sik)= ok) (¢ L&),

Al

for a general ﬁmcl':j_on 0 k) and replacing it in the the
P oisson equation (_12:), we get

o k)

(k) =4 —3

(! bk)): @2)

N ext we separate the z-com ponent of C_f‘f%) and ('_2-14'),

! 12 >
— I . JR—
ckz (k) + 2

e?2 %

4
leZ m?




R+ — (k)
VS
e c!
J’_?: ? (';k)+E K(!;k) :OZ

NothhgthatR X = k, (2 1)A,, ornon-dentically zero

o k) we nd
4 !kz O(k)
A, (k)= — — ¢
(! 7k) s o ¢ ke
vt K
o m?v2 G (! ;k) @ F (k) @ 3)
and
e’ ok) 1
7ol . - | |
(! 7k) e oo ¢ b
1 (? 1ﬁ§ ks @4
EF (;k)
where we have de ned:
!2 4 e?2 2
F(ik)= — ¥ — 0
k) = 2 2 n?
and
!2 e?2 2 kZ
| . - 2 0 "z 2 .
G (k) V2 K m?& F (!;k) ( Y

The rem aining results are derived from the phonon
equation (22)

g (;k)+ =& (k)

1212 c

‘ph

ar_lclj from tp‘e com bination ofthe in-plane com ponents of
{L3) and 1),

12 22 2 |
o 2200 g+ i k)
leZ ¢ m? i c o
4 & 2, 4
+ — —ig~' (!;k)+ —i! X (1;k)=0:
CcC m°- c

A fter a straightforw ard calculation, we encounter that

4 0o&) D (!;k)
E(l;k) = —! — 0y
(1 k) Sl e T ¢ KD
@ 5)
. d o k)
12D (! 5k
DGk ®6)

A E(! k)

w here we have labeled

21 e 7 1
D(l;k) = 1+ 4 —
7 vz m?v2 G (! ;k)

1(? 1)é ke

EF (!k)
L2 4 &2 % 4 ( !y

E(;k)= — ¥ — o+ = :
L=z dmr TE 0 17

N ext, we substitute these re_su]i's in the superconduct-
ing charge density de nition (L4)

2 2
o (Lik)+ ——3 Fil 7 (k) + e (15K)]
m ‘Vs
+i g X (k)= 0;
w hat yields
4 &2 ¢ 121
| | i -
ok) (I L&) P i
1 (2 1)"—51(75 1
S F (;k) )
2 2 .
P § 12D (k)
k2 (1212 & E (! k)
=0 A7)
Applying the transverse gauge to @:3) and @23),
4 !
k A = =% o k) (! L k)
k2 e?2 2
Z 4 -
F (!;k) m?v2 G (!;k)
A D (! ;k)
1 2 1 s Z
¢ Zren fTrom
—) @®8)

Thisway, we conclude that (k) is on the om

ok)= @ @ @ & kol

where ¢y and k, ¢ are the zeroes of @;:8) and @;:’2)

In the
non—relativistic Im it vw=c ! 0, F (! ;k) E (p5k) !

¥ and
12
GUik)! — K
VS
e?z 2 1 2 1
D(;k)! 1 4—2 4 ——
m® 12 ¢R? ! ‘on

In this lim i, A §) and A7) sin plify respectively to
!
_d ,Eidr ¥

k2+4—2 2 .
! 12 m? 12 ¢R?

@A9)



2 22 2 2
kK*+ 4 — 2q2'2 42 = K
! n m? 12 ¢R?
s(ik) (! Lk))=0: @ 10)

C om paring both and recalling that 82 = o + 2k2, then

1

10

11

12

13

14
15

16

17

@ )k= 0. For 6 0;1,we inmediately see that

k; 0 = 0. Substituting this result in one ofthe expressions
above and integrating in ! ,we nd thatD (! ;;q) = 0.
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