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Abstract

Variational wave function is proposed to describe electronic properties of an array of one—
din ensional conductors coupled by transverse hopping and interaction. For weak or interm ediate
In-chain interaction the wave function has the follow Ing structure: Tom onaga-Luttinger bosons
wih m om entum higher then som e variational quantity ~ are in their ground state while other
bosons wih kj< 7) form kinks { ferm ion-like excitations of the Tom onaga-Luttingerboson eld.
N ature of the ground state for this quasiparticles can be detem ined by solving three dim ensional
e ective ham ilttonian. Sihce the anisotropy ofthe e ective ham iltonian is sm allthe use ofthem ean
eld theory is jasti ed. For repulsive Interaction possib e phases are density w ave and p-w ave super—
conductivity. O urm ethod allow s us to calculate the low -energy part of di erent electronic G reen’s
functions. In order to do that it is enough to apply standard perturbation theory technique to the
e ective ham itonian. W hen the in-chain interaction is strong ™~ vanishes and no ferm lonic exci-
tation is present in the system . In this regin e the dynam ics is described by transversally coupled

T om onaga-Luttinger bosons.
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I. NTRODUCTION

T he adequate description of quasione-dinm ensional (Q 1D ) conductors rem ains an unre—
solved theoretical challenge. Experin entally, at low tem perature such system s either three
din ensional anisotropic Femm i liquids or they freeze Into a three dim ensional phase w ith
broken symmetry[l]. At high tem perature their transport properties show m any unusual
features generally attrbuted to the one-dim ensional electron anisotropy. This crossover
from 1D to 3D isthe core problm ofQ 1D physics.

Tt ispossible to Jook at the issue ofthe din ensional crossover from anotherangl. Athigh
tem perature the proper elam entary excitations of the system are Tom onaga-Luttinger (T L)
bosons. W hen the tam perature is Jow and the interaction is weak enough the elem entary
excitations are fem ions. T herefore, to describe the system at di erent energy scales one
needs to explain how high-energy bosons tross over’ into low -energy femm ions. O bviously,
this is a non-trivial task.

In thispaperwe develop a varational approach which accom plishes thisgoal. To explain
the structure of the variational wave finction lt us rst consider a one-dim ensional con-—
ductor described by TL ham itonian. T he ground state of this system is the ground state
of TL bosons with allm om enta k. Let's tum the transverse hopping on and couple N, of
these conductors into 3D array. In this situation the system w ill attem pt to lower its ground
state energy even furtherby taking advantage of the transverse hopping energy. H owever, In
order to participate in hopping the bosons have to form m any-body ferm ion-like excitations
which have nite overlap with the physical ferm ion.

To accom m odate forpossibility ofhaving tw o types of excitations, bosonic and ferm ionic,
we device our variational state in the follow Ing fashion. W e introduce interm ediate cuto
¥ < ,where isthe cuto ofthe 1D ham iltonian. A1l TL bosons whose energy and
momenta are high (kj> ™) ramain in their ground states. The sn allm om enta bosons
(ki< 7 Pom fem ion-lke excitations which are delocalized in transverse direction. To
distinguish between the physical electrons and these ferm ionic excitations we w ill refer to
the latter as quasipartickes. In other words, the wave function can be factorized into two

parts. H igh-energy part corresponds to the ground state of kj> ~ TL bosons, low -energy



part corresponds to the 3D anisotropic Femm 1 liquid com posad of the quasiparticles.

T he varational energy ism Inin ized by adjisting ~. The energy of quasiparticlke trans—
verse hopping is decreasing finction of 7. At the sam e tim g, the In-chain energy grow swhen
~“grow s. The tradeo between the transverse kinetic energy and the in—-chain potentialen-
ergy detem ines the value of ™.

If the optin al value of ~ is non—zero the low-energy excitations of the system are the
quasiparticles. P roperties of the ferm ionic quasiparticle state depend on quasiparticlke e ec—
tive ham iltonian. Tt arses naturally after high-energy bosons are ‘Integrated out’. In this
e ective ham iltonian the anisotropy is insigni cant. Standard m any-body techniques such
as perturbation theory and mean eld theory can be used to calculate G reen’s functions
and m ap out the quasiparticle phase diagram . Since the physical electron and the quasi-
particle have nite overlap there is a direct correspondence between the broken symm etry
phases of the e ective ham iltonian and the physical system . W e will show that possbl
phases for soinless Q 1D electrons w ith repulsion are the charge density wave (CDW ) and
the superconductivity with the Cooper pairs form ed of the electrons on neighboring 1D
chains.

A s the In-chain interaction grow s param eter ~ approaches zero. W hen ™ vanish the
ferm jonic excitations cease to exist. The system isdescribed by 3D TL boson state. In such
a regin e the ground state isCDW .

O ur approach allows us to obtain som e new analytical results. W ih the help of the
m ethod it is possble to derive a formula for quasiparticle dam ping near Fem i surface.
A lso, we evaluate transition tem peratures for CDW and superconductivity. T he know Jledge
of these tem peratures allow s us to m ap out the phase diagram of our system . A lthoudgh,
these quantities have been cbtained using di erent num erical techniques R, 3] the analytical
expressions had not been reported.

T he paper is organized as follows. In Section IT we determ ine ™ and derive the e ec-
tive ham iltonian for the fem ions. Section ITI contains the evaluation of the singleparticle
G reen’s function. D i erent phases of the e ective ham iltonian (and the physical system )
arem apped In Section IV .The regine where ¥ = 0 is discussed in Section V .W e give our

conclusions In Section V I.



II. VARIATIONAL PROCEDURE

W e start our analysis by wrting down the ham iltonian for the amay of coupled 1D

conductors:
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w ith the ralspace cuto a= = . The fem ionic eld gi creates physical electron w ith
the chimlity p= L (+) orp= R ( ) on chanh i. Transverse interaction constants g (forward

scattering) and gy, (exchange) are positive. T he temm s proportionalto gy and g, account

for the Coulomb repulsion of the electrons on di erent chamns. It is further assum ed that:

g> Jo > ok, ¢ ©®)

Now we use Abelian bosonization prescription [#]:
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to express the electron ham iltonian in tem s of bosonic elds. In the above formula |

are Klein factors, isthe TL boson eld, isthe dual eld. The bosonized onechain

ham ittonian is:
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The symbol ::::: denotes nom al ordering of TL boson operators w ith respect to non-

Interacting (= 0) ground state.
Let us Introduce our m ain variational param eter ~ <  and use it to split TL boson
edsinto fast ( > Tkxj kJ> 7, subscrpt > ') and slow (fkyxj ¥k Jj< 7, subscrpt X )

m odes:
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W e de ne the ferm ionic eld g(x)with the help of equation (6) n which a is substituted
bya= ="and < and . areplaced Instead of and .The eld isourquasiparticke
discussed in Itroduction. U sing this eld we re—ferm ionize H 1%, The resulk is the sam e as
(3) with  instead of . The transverse temm s (4) can be easily re-w ritten if one cbserve
that the physical ferm ion is sin ply:
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and that the fermm ionic and bosonic parts in thisde nition com m ute w ith each other. T here-
fore, H {; is equalto
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O ur varationalwave fiinction has the fom :
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It is a product of som em any-body state Jf ;91 com posed of the quasiparticles ; and the
ground states P, i of H [ 5 5; 5l

Variational ground state energy is found by m inin izing the expression:
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ThenumberofchainsisN, . The TL liquid param eterK , the electron anom alous din ension
and boson velocity u are de ned In the usualway:
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The 1rsttem of (12) haspurely onedin ensional origin. The second tem is the energy of
the quasiparticle ground state.

O bserve that the param eters of the e ective ham iltonian #=" and g, are connected to
the corresponding bare param eters as if they are sub Fct to the renom alization group RG)

ow In the viciniy ofthe TL xed point. T he explanation to this fact is quite cbvious: our

m ethod of deriving the e ective ham iltonian is equivalent to the tree level RG scaling near
TL xed point.

If the transversal Interactions are small (g and &, both less then t&=") they can be
neglkcted. In addition, we neglect corrections to the energy due to spontaneous sym m etry
breaking. T he latter assum ption workswhen 1. Iksvalidity away from thispoint w illbe

discussed at the end of Section V . Under these two conditions the expression (12) becom es:
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T his variational energy attains tsm ininum at
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W e have to ram em ber, how ever, that value ofthe num ericalcoe cient n (17) isnot accurate.
T his is due to the fact that the second tem In (16) is calculated under assum ption €< 7.
W hen "~ gets an aller the coe cient in front of this temrm acquires some ™ dependence. W e
neglct the corrections due to this dependence since they are less singular (@t an all ™) then
the second term of (16). T hese correctionsm odify the result for quantitatively, therefore,
it ism ore appropriate to w rite
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U sing this omula it is easy to show that:
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Thismeans that or < 1 the e ective transverse hopping am plitude € of the quasiparticle
is of the sam e order as the quasiparticle longitudinal cuto energy vy ~. Therefore, due



to an all anisotropy, the ham iltonian for the quasiparticles (13) can be treated within the
fram ework ofusualm ean eld theory and perturbation theory.

Our calculations, In agreem ent w ith renom alization group analysis b, 6], show that
for < 1 there is the crossover energy scale t above which the system is equivalent to a
collection of decoupled chains while below the transverse hopping becom es in portant.

D epending on the Interaction and the anisotropy the region < 1 can be further split
Into two parts. T he transverse hopping contribution to the varational energy (sscond tem

of (16)) can be rew ritten as follow s:
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If the argum ent of the exponential function is an all the exponential can be replaced by the
rst few tem s of the Taylor series. In such a situation the contrbution of the n-chain
Interaction to the totalenergy, eq. (16), can be calculated perturbatively. O ne-din ensional

e ects are virtually uncbservable. This is the weak coupling regin e.

W hen the anisotropy and the in-chain interaction are strong the exponential cannot be
approxin ated accurately by the low order Taylor expansion. The system is in the Inter-
m ediate coupling regim e now . In order to obtain a reliabl answer In such a regine it is
not enough to apply nie-order perturbation theory. O ur m ethod converts the system of
physical electrons w ith Intermm ediate coupling into the system of quasiparticles w ith weak
coupling. T he Jatter can be studied by standard perturbation theory.

A s a function of the bare transverse hopping am plitude t the crossover from the weak

coupling to the nterm ediate coupling occurs at:
t / u exp —_— 23)

For the weak in-chain interaction 1. Ifthis is the case it is necessary to have exponen-—
tially an all transverse hopping am plitude t in order to ocbserve non-trivial Q 1D e ects.

W hen > 1thee ectivecuto momentum 7 iszero. T he quasiparticles are not form ed.
The system can be viewed as a collection of TL bosons weakly coupled by the transverse
exchange Interaction. The possibility of such state was st pointed out by W en [7]. &k is
naturalto call such a regin e strong coupling. Section V is reserved for discussion of strong

coupling.



ITI. SINGLE-ELECTRON GREEN'SFUNCTION

The calculation of di erent propagators for Q 1D system is an open question. O ur ap—
proach allow s for easy evaluation of the low-energy part of G reen’s functions in the inter-
m ediate coupling regim e. T he high-energy parts ofQ 1D G reen’s functions are believed to
coincide w ith the G reen’s functions of TL m odel. T he latter have been discussed extensively
n the literature.

The M atsubara propagator of the physical electronic eld 1 isequalto:
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Thenotation h::d stands for averaging w ith respect to the quasipartick ground state ) 1.
Likewise, h::d, stands for the expectation value w ith respect to . i state.
T he bosonic part of this form ula can be inm ediately calculated:
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Here G;¢ (G]9) is the M atsubara G reen’s function of the Tom onaga-Luttinger m odel w ith
the cuto (™.

O ur vardationalwave finction does not take into acoount correlationsbetween ;5 ( ;)
and .5( >5) ifi6 Jj. However, the above formula is correct at least for large > 1=u"
or an all frequency ! < u™ where those correlations are not in portant. In such a lim it the
boson part of (24) is a constant equal to

O nce the bosonic propagator is found it is necessary to calculate the quasiparticle G reen’s
function. This can be done w ith the help of standard diagram m atic technigque. Ifwe neglect

Interactions between the quasiparticlks the singleelectron G reen’s function is equalto:
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w here the renom alized transverse kinetic energy is given by:
X 0
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1

T his result coincides w ith the G reen’s function derived by RG [, 6].



O urm ethod allow sto in prove the above form ula forthe sihgle-electron propagatorby tak—
Ing interaction between the quasiparticles Into account. Neglecting (i) symm etry-breaking
w hich becom es In portant for very an all frequency only and (ii) the transverse couplings gy
and ek, (see (5)) one can identify three second-order diagram s contributing to the single—
quasiparticke sslfenergy ( gd). They are: @) scattering on the polarization bubbl of the
sam e chirality asthe incom ing quasiparticle, (o) scattering on the polarization bubble ofthe
opposite chirality and (c) the vertex correction. The diagram s (@) and (c) are identical In
m agnitude and opposite In sign. Thus, () is the only diagram on g.l which needs to be
evalnated.

F irst, we calculate the quasiparticle polarization bubblk Py . It equals to:
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where the notation _ , :::= 2 ) Y dgdq:::isused. The symbolb denotes the trans-

verse lattice constant. T he selfenergy is equalto:
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A fter summ ing over the follow ng expression for the selfenergy is derdved:
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W hen T = 0 the st temn can be further sinpli ed. The Femn idistribution ny becom es
the step—function. In such a situation it is possible to perform Integration over k, and py
exactly. The ssocond integral in the above equation appears due to the relation between
the Fem i distribbution ny and the Bose distribution ng: ng (! ) + np (! ) = 1=snh(!=T).
At zero tem perature this integral vanishes. In the resultant T = 0 expression for  the
transverse kinetic energy ¥ always enter in the combination %, , + %, % . Therefore,
it is convenient to ntroduce the quantity:

z
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W ih this de nition the selfenergy can be com pactly w ritten as ollow s:
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The G reen’s fiilnction of the physical electron is equalto (! + e % L) 1:Note,
that the logarithm ic divergence of the selfenergy, a halln ark of the Fem i liquid picture
break-down in TL m odel, is capped In the presence of the transverse hopping. This justi es
the use of the perturbation theory.
By doing analytical continuation of (33) it ispossible to calculate the retarded selfenergy
™t whose in aginary part is the quasiparticle dam ping:
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T he transverse density of statescan beestim ated as ° / 1=t. Thisgivesus / (@=w)?!%=t.
Onthemassshell! = vpc+ % the expression for becom es:
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where oy ) isthedistance from a given point (ox;p) of the B rillouin zone to the Fem 1
surface vy pr = %, along x direction.

W eneed to issue a waming in connection to theaccuracy of 1 . It isnot correct to think of
(33) as O (¢°) expression for the physical elctron selfenergy. Indeed, the physical electron
G reen’s function @7) already contains all orders of g entering though the quasiparticle
renom alization and renom alized transverse hopping ®. It is necessary to rem ember
that our variational approach is uncontrollable approxin ation. Ik lacks a am all param eter
controlling the quality of the results. T herefore, it is not clkar how accurate the expression
(33) is.

In Ref. PR]the s=lfenergy was evaluated num erically for the system with In nie trans-
verse din ensions. H owever, those calculations are m ore com plicated technically and do not

give analytical answer for the sslfenergy.

Iv. PHASE DIAGRAM

In Section ITwe derived the low-energy e ective ham iltonian for the quasparticles. N ow

wewillapply them ean eld theory to obtain the phase diagram ofthe e ective ham iltonian.
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T he experim entally observable phase diagram for the physical electrons coincides exactly
D E
w ith that of the quasiparticles. To prove this et uscalulate 7, ., forT u™:

D E lD E D p_ p_ E D E
Yy - _ y et (>4t >i)e i Cs>1 >4) - k1 y . (36)

Li Ri Li Ri S - Li Ri

The physical CDW order param eter is proportional to the CDW expectation valie of the

quasiparticles. Sin ilar form ulas can be obtained for other order param eters. For exam ple,
D E D E D E D E
Tias = Tt fpfy and %y = 1i »5 - Therefore, we can determ ine

the phase diagram of (1) by m apping the phases of the ham iltonian (13).

W e consider four order param eters. O ne is the charge-densiy wave:

“kei= 1i Ri @37

and there are three types of the superconducting order:
~ 1
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T he In-chain potentialenergy can be re-w ritten in tem sof * and " In the ©llow ngm anner:
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T he exchange interaction can be expressed as:
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41)
F inally, a part of the transverse forw ard scattering which describes the Interaction between

the ferm ions of di erent chiralities is equalto:

y y y y _ A Ay A Ay .
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T he part of the forward scattering which accounts for the interaction between the ferm ions
of the sam e chirality cannot be expressed In tem s of these four order param eters.

The e ective coupling for CDW is always bigger then the e ective coupling for the su—

perconducting order param eter T

Jcpw > Jsei Where 43)
Gcow = 9t Zo Ok, 7 (44)
Jc= Dy F= O ‘T @i 45)
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and z, isthe coordination number for a chain. Thus, at T = 0 for the perfect nesting the
system isalwaysin CDW phasew ih ", order param eter phase being m eta-stable (gs. > 0)
orunstable (@, < 0). O ther order param eters, Ao and " , are unstable.

W hen the extemalpressure is applied the am plitude t, for hopping to the next-to-nearest
chaln begihsto grow and sooilstheFem isurface nesting. T hisundem ines stability of CDW
and drives the transition tem perature to zero B]. Indeed, in the latter reference the follow Ing

sin ple estin ate for the density wave susceptibility was cbtained:

8
1 <log 2w =T ; ifT > % t
/ — . (46)
2 g 2w = ; T < B T,

TheCDW transition tem perature is derived by equating @+ z; g, ) andunity.Forf, = 0
it is:

TC(OD)W / VeTexp (2 =@+ Z G ) 47)
Ift > 0 the transition tem perature Tepy becom es an aller then TC(%)W . It vanishes when
%/ TC(%)W . That is, exponentially smn allt; is enough to destroy CDW .

W hat happens after CDW is destroyed depends on the sign of g.. If g > 0 the
ground state is superconducting. O therw ise, i is the Fem i liquid. W e can perform the
sam e type of analysis we did above for CDW . The superconductivity is rather insensi-
tive to the nesting properties of the Fem i surface. The susceptibiliy for ~, s equal to
1=2 w)lbg 2w =T ,where isa constant of order of uniy. The critical tem perature

is found to be:

Tc/ w7exp (2 W%=J); 48)

ifge > 0. Even when g, < gy the e ective coupling gs. m ay be positive provided that
the in-chain interaction is repulsive K < 1) and the electron hopping anisotropy param eter

(u =t) isbig:
2 2K)=1 )

w2y S B > P 5. (49)

Pkp t Pk
For the system In the intem ediate coupling regin e this condition is lkely to be satis ed.

It is Interesting to note that the extemal pressure detrin ents not only CDW but the
superconductivity as well. Under pressure the anisotropy param eter (u =t) decays. The

superconducting transition tem perature gets an aller asthe anisotropy decreases. At pressure

12



higher then som e critical value the condition (49) is no longer satis ed. In this region the
superconductivity is unstabl and the ground state is the Fermm i liquid.

T he qualitative phase diagram is presented on the g2. It shares two rem arkable fea—
tures w ith the phase diagram ofthe organic Q 1D superconductors [L]: (i) the density wave
phase and superconductivity have comm on boundary; (i) the superconducting transition
tem perature vanishes at high pressure.

O ur order param eter ", deviates from the more common version . The order pa—
rameter . was proposed quite som e tin € ago P]. Recently, this suggestion found further
support in the renom alization group calculations of Ref. [3]. T he advantage of ", stems
from the fact that by having two electrons of a C ooper pair on di erent chains we avoid
Increasing in—chain potential energy.

T he origin of the superconducting phase In our system is an interesting question worth
discussing in m ore details. In conventional BC S m odel the superconductiviy is stabl be-
cause it m inin izes the potential energy of the electron-electron interaction. W e can m ake
this clain rigorous by considering the follow ing derivation. BC S ham iltonian density

!
X pZ
HECS =T + Vv = vy = o, 50
o w3 s (50)

consists of two tem : kinetic energy density T and potential energy density V. At zero
tem perature the superconducting state energy density Eg. = HH i issm aller then thenom al
energy density E, = HH 1 . This condensation energy density

Ec=E, E./ T G

q
= 2m ZVF; Vg = 2 =m ’ (52)

is entirely due to deplktion of nteraction in the superconducting state:

Wi~ Wi > 0: (53)
A s for the kinetic energy it grow s In the superconducting state:

WTi Hr < 0: (54)

To prove this we will use Feynm an formula which allows to caloulate the ground state

expectation value ofany term O ofthe ham iltonian density:

doi= ; (55)




w here Ey is the ground state energy. T herefore:
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where !, isD ebye frequency and > 0 is a constant of order unity. T he inequalities (53)
and (54) mm ediately follow from the expressions above. These hequalities m ean that it is
the electron-electron attraction which triggers BC S superconductivity. This fact is a very
wellknown fact of the superconductivity m ean— eld theory.

However, in the system wih strong repulsion, such as Q1D or high-T. m aterials, it
is di cul to construct a m ean—- eld superconducting phase which lowers the Interaction
energy. O urm odel for which we develop the consistent m any-body approach can be used to
discuss this issue beyond the m ean— eld approxin ation.

For our m odel it is easy to detem ine that the transverse forward scattering energy is
Increased and the exchange energy is decreased by the superconductivity. This result is a
direct consequence of (42) and (41).

Contributions of other tem s can be found wih the help of Feynman formula. The
condensation energy density is of the order of If=vF . Thus, di erentiating the critical
tem perature (48) with respect to som e coupling constant of (1) we can determm ne how a
ground state energy contribution of a given term ism odi ed by pressnce of the supercon-—
ductivity. A derivative of the critical tem perature w ith respect to a param eter x is equal
to: !

@
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provided that g, W . Combining this result with (45) we conclude that In the supercon—
ducting state the transverse hopping energy is higher:
* + *

X X
y . v .
t o1 ps T hxe t oi pyt hx / (60)
phi;ji n 0 phi;ji s
T2 @ t Zf 2
== — Jog@ — A <O
% Bt g~ kg a %)

and the In-chain potential energy is lower then in the nom al state:

° y y . P y y E / Tczgszb t @ 2K 2
9 Li Li Ri Ri | 9 ri i rirRi /9T 5 —

g u @_g 1

> 0; (61)
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since both log (=u ) and the derivative w ith respect to g are negative.

W e have proven that in our case the superconductivity is triggered by the electron-—
electron repulsion. This result is quite unexpected. It is has a m any-body nature and
cannot be obtained w thin a m ean— eld theory for the ham iltonian (1). Thism echanisn of
superconductivity is very sim ilar to the K ohn-Luttinger proposal. C lJassical K ohn-Luttinger
m echanisn predicts extrem ely low critical tem perature. In our case, however, the e ective
coupling constant g is a non-analytical fuinction ofthe bare param eters. A s a consequence,

our transition tem perature (48) does not have to be an all.

V. STRONG COUPLING REGIM E

W e have seen above that if > 1 then ~ is zero. This m eans that quasiparticles are
not fom ed and it ism ore convenient to treat the system In tem s of TL boson only. The

bosonized ham ittonian (1) has the fom :

Hid—g K@ 2+K @ 1) ; 62)
? F b
H= ng)z s 4 ( 5) : (63)

In this orm ula both the transverse hopping tem which is imelevant In RG sense and the
forward scattering tem which ism argihal are om itted. Their e ect is an all as com pared
w ith that of the strongly relevant exchange interaction, eq. (63).

T he relevance of the exchange interaction indicates that at low tem perature the system
freezes into a state w ith the nite expectation valueh ;16 0. Thisphase isCDW . It can
be easily proved by bosonizing CDW orderparameter: 7, .,/ 2 a) Lexp (ip 4 1). The

nie expectation valie ofthe eld is inherited by CDW order param eter.

W e describbe this regim e w ith the help of our variationalwave finction. Since “= 0 one

can w rite the wave function In term s of TL bosonic eld only:
. ¥ 1 oL o2, 00
YVari= g——— exp Jwd=4 , : (64)
k>0;i 2 }f
T his expression is a slight generalization of (11): in the latter equation the param eters ? =
K=4%7j Herewedonot x ¢. Instead, they willbe determ ined variationally. Variational

energy is:

G, ‘exp 8 dk | : (65)



M inin izing this energy w ith respect to 2 we nd:

5 Ku
K= i (60)
. . 4 u'k+ oy
< Z ar = 2K
24 =8 @ Ku exp 2k g=——os—n / gyu 2 —20 ©67)

The quantity ¢py has the m eaning of the excitation gap due to CDW orxder. This gap,
together w ith the transition tem perature, can be found by solving the last equation:

1=2 2K)

Teow / cow / U EE (68)
u
T he varational energy is:
EV=MLN,)/ Z,,=u: (69)

These results are correct when H ° couples only those chains which are nearest neighbors.
T he next-to-nearest neighbor coupling frustratesCDW phase. W ew illnot discuss the e ect
of the frustration In this paper.

F inally, ket us discuss crossover from strong to intermm ediate coupling regin e. Such cross—
over occurs when the Interm ediate coupling Femm i liquid energy, eq. (16), becom es equalto
the strong coupling CDW energy, eq.(69) :

1=Q1 1=2 2
t2 / 5 t ( / Dok, ( K)
=Vr cow 4 or u_ T

(70)

Thisequation de nes . (g, ) < 1 at which the crossover takesplace. At snall < . the
system behaves as the Fem i liquid whose properties we discussed in the previous sections.
W hen > ( the expression (17) is no longer applicable: the necessary requirem ent for
an allness of the energy associated w ith sym m etry breaking is violated. T he expression (69)
has to be used instead.

Fig3 shows how the strong coupling regine at big  is rplaced by the Intem ediate
coupling regin e at anm aller . The transition tem perature of CDW , eq.(68), drops sharply
and becom es exponentially sm all, eq.(47), as gets snaller then .. This diagram was
discussed In [10] for a sin ilar m odel.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

W e propose In this paper the variationalwave function for Q 1D system . O ur procedure
key Ingredient isthe solitting of T L bosons into high-m om entum and low -m om entum m odes.
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W hile high-m om entum m odes are In their ground state the low-m om entum m odes form
quasiparticles w hich delocalize in the transverse directions.

Ourm ethod can be viewed as a variational im plem entation ofthe lowest orderRG scaling
near TL liquid =xed point. W hen the transverse hopping am plitude becom es of the order
ofu the scaling must be stopped. T he renom alized ham iltonian should be treated as the
ham iltonian for the quasiparticlks.

Ourm ethod gives us a possibility of com puting di erent G reen’s finctions beyond RG
using standard diagramm atic technique. A s an examplk we calculated the lowest order
selfenergy for the one-particle propagator.

D epending on the strength of the In-chain Interaction and the anisotropy the system
may be In one of three regin es: strong, Intermm ediate or weak coupling. In the strong
coupling regin e quasiparticlkes are not form ed and the system is better descrioed In tem s
of TL bosons. In weak and Intem ediate coupling regin e the low -lying degrees of freedom
are quasiparticles. The ground state of these fem ions m ay be either Fem i liquid, the
superconductivity or CDW . The phase diagram ofourQ 1D m odel looks very sin ilar to that
of the organic Q 1D superconductors.

Unlke classical BC S superconducting phase, the one In our m odel is stabilized w ithout
any attraction between the electrons. It is sin ilar to K ohn-Luttinger superconductivity.
However, our e ective coupling constant is bigger then that of K chn-Luttinger. This guar-

antees that the critical tem perature In ourm odel is not unacceptably sn all
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FIG . 1l: Lowest order contribution to the selfenergy of the quasiparticle.
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FIG . 2: Qualitative phase diagram of ourm odel. Solid lines show second-order phase transitions

Into CDW and the superconducting phase. D ashed line show s the rst-order transtion between

CDW and the superconductivity.
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FIG . 3: The energy scale assosiated w ith transverse hopping ~“decreaseswhen grows. TheCDW
transition tem perature Tcpy Icreasesas grows. At . where both energy scales are ofthe sam e

order the crossover from the interm ediate to strong coupling occurs.
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