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Abstract

It is shown theoretically that the Luttinger liquid phase in quasi-one-dim ensionalconductors

can existin thepresence ofim puritiesin a form ofa collection ofbounded Luttingerliquids.The

conclusion is based upon the observation by K ane and Fisher that a localim purity potentialin

Luttingerliquid acts,atlow energies,asan in�nite barrier. Thisleadsto a discrete spectrum of

collective charge and spin density 
uctuations,so thatinterchain hopping can be considered asa

sm allparam eter at tem peratures below the m inim um excitation energy ofthe collective m odes.

Theresultsarecom pared with recentexperim entalobservation ofa Luttinger-liquid-like behavior

in thin NbSe3 and TaS3 wires.

PACS num bers:71.10.Pm ,71.10.Hf,71.27.+ a,71.45.Lr

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0310489v2


Electronicpropertiesofone-dim ensional(1D)m etalsareknown tobevery di�erentfrom

thoseofordinary three-dim ensional(3D)m etals(fora review seeRef.[1,2,3]).3D electron

gas is welldescribed by Landau’s Ferm i-liquid picture in which interaction m odi�es free

electrons m aking them quasiparticles that behave in m any respects like non-interacting

electrons.Incontrasttothe3D case,in1D electronicsystem stheFerm i-liquid picturebreaks

down even in thecaseofthearbitrarily weak interaction.In 1D m etals,thesingle-electron

quasiparticlesdonotexist,andtheonlylow energyexcitationsturnouttobechargeandspin

collective m odeswith the sound-like spectrum . These m odesare dynam ically independent

giving riseto a spin-chargeseparation in 1D system s.Furtherm ore,correlation functionsat

largedistancesand tim esdecay asa powerlaw with interaction dependentexponents.Such

a behaviorhasbeen given a genericnam eLuttingerliquid [4].

The concept ofLuttinger liquid is ofgreat interest in view ofits application to real

physicalsystem s, such as carbon nanotubes and sem iconductor heterostructures with a

con�ning potential(quantum wires and quantum Halle�ect edge states). The case ofa

specialinterestarequasi-1D conductors,i.e.,highly anisotropic3D conductorswith chain-

likestructure.Num erousexperim entalstudiesofboth organicand inorganicq1D conductors

atlow tem peraturestypically dem onstratebroken-sym m etry states,likesuperconductivity,

spin-or charge-density wave (CDW ) states,and a m etallic behavior above the transition

tem perature with non-zero single-particle density ofstatesatFerm ienergy. Forinstance,

the m ost studied inorganic quasi-1D m etals undergo the Peierls transition from m etallic

stateeitherto a sem iconducting CDW state(e.g.,bluebronzeK 0:3M oO 3,TaS3,(TaSe4)2I

etc.) or to sem im etallic CDW state (NbSe3) [5]. Typically,this transitions occur in the

tem peraturerange50-250K.From thetheoreticalpointofview,theform ation ofLuttinger

liquid in quasi-1D conductors at low enough tem peratures is also problem atic because of

the instability towards3D coupling in the presence ofarbitrarily sm allinterchain hopping

[6,7,8,9,10].Sotheinterchain hoppinginducesacrossoverto3D behavioratlow energies,

whileLuttingerliquid behaviorcan surviveonly athigh enough energy scalewhereitisnot

a�ected by 3D coupling.

In contrastto theinterchain hopping,theCoulom b interaction between theelectronsat

di�erent chains does not destroy the Luttinger liquid state,the m ain di�erence from the

1D case being the absence ofsim ple scaling relationsbetween theexponentsofthevarious

correlation functions[11,12,13,14].
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However,in recentexperim entalstudiesoftem peratureand �eld dependenceofconduc-

tivity ofTaS3 and NbSe3 in nanoscale-sized crystals a transition from room -tem perature

m etallic behaviorto nonm etallic one accom panied by disappearance ofthe CDW state at

tem peraturesbelow 50-100K wasobserved [15,16,17].Thelow tem peraturenon-m etallic

statewascharacterized by powerlaw dependenciesoftheconductivity on voltageand tem -

peraturelikethatexpected in Luttingerliquid,orby m orestrong tem peraturedependence

correspondingtothevariable-rangehopping.Resem bling dependenciesofconductivity were

reported although in focused-ion beam processed ordoped relatively thick NbSe3 crystals

[17].Hoppingconductivity wasalsodetected in dirty quasi-1D conductorsKCP and organic

TCNQ-based m etals[18],while purem aterialsareknown to undergo thePeierlstransition

to theCDW state.

In orderto accountforsuch behavior,we study the possibility ofim purity-induced sta-

bilization ofa gapless Luttinger liquid state in quasi-1D m etals. Im purities in Luttinger

liquid are known to actasin�nite barriersform ing the e�ective boundariesforlow energy

excitations [19,20,21]. This leads to a dim ensionalquantization and,consequently,to a

m inim alexcitation energy !1. As a result,the interchain hopping does not destroy the

Luttingerliquid phase attem peraturesT � !1,producing only sm allperturbationsofthe

1D picture.To show this,weconsider�rstthegapless1D Tom onaga-Luttinger(TL)m odel

with im purity potentialincluded,and m akecertain thatthesystem with im puritiesbreaks

up into a setofindependentsegm entsdescribed asbounded Luttingerliquid with discrete

spectrum . Then we calculate corrections caused by the interchain hopping to therm ody-

nam icpotentialand to theone-particleGreen’sfunction,and �nd thatsuch correctionsare

sm allatlow tem peratures.Finally,wediscussm odi�cationsintroduced by generalization of

theTL m odelto them orerealisticcaseofCoulom b potentialand com pareourresultswith

experim entaldata.

Firstofallwe startwith the TL m odelignoring interchain hopping integralt? in order

to form ulate theproblem in the zeroth approxim ation in t? .Electronic operatorsforright

(r = +1)and left(r = � 1)m oving electronswith spin s are given in term sofphase �elds

as(seeRef.[1,3])

 r;s(x)= lim
�! 0

eirkF x
p
2��

�r;se
iA r; A r =

1
p
2
[� � � r�� + s(� � � r��)] (1)

herephase�elds� �(x)arerelated to charge(�= �)and spin (�= �)densities,while�elds
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� �(x)arerelated tothem om entum operators� � = (1=�)@x� � canonically conjugateto��.

Further,�r;s areM ajorana("real")Ferm ionicoperatorsthatassureproperanticom m utation

relationsbetween electronic operatorswith di�erentspin s and chirality r,and the cuto�

length �isassum ed to beoftheorderofinteratom icdistance.

W e describe the intrachain properties ofthe system by the standard TL Ham iltonian

[1,3]with added 2kF im purity backscattering term [2].In thebozonized form itreads

H =
X

�= �;�

Z

dx

�
�v�K �

2
� 2

� +
v�

2�K �

(@x��)
2

�

+
X

i

V0d�(x � xi)cos(
p
2�� + 2kF x)cos(

p
2��(x)); (2)

where v� are velocities ofthe charge (� = �)and spin (� = �)m odes,K � = vF =v� isthe

standard Luttingerliquid param eterdescribingthestrength oftheinteraction,V0 and d � �

aream plitudeand radiusofthescattering potential,respectively.

Kane and Fischer [19]found that the backscattering im purity potentialfor repulsive

potential(K � < 1) 
ows to in�nity under scaling. Their argum ents were generalized by

Fabrizio and Gogolin [22]to the case ofm any im purities. Itwasshown thatthe im purity

potentialcan beconsidered ase�ectively in�niteprovided thatthem ean distance,l,between

im puritiessatis�esthecondition

l�
1

kF

�
D

V0

�2=(1� K �)

; (3)

whereD isthebandwidth.W eassum ethattheim puritypotentialisofatom icscale,V0 <� D ,

and theinteraction between electronsisnottooweak,(i.e.,K � isnottoocloseto1).Then

condition (3)issatis�ed forl� 1=kF � �which isoftheorderofinteratom icdistance.So

the lim itofstrong im purity potentialshould be a good approxim ation in a wide range of

im purity concentrations.

Further,� �,� � and �� m ustobey thecom m utation relations(seeRef.[1,2,3])ensuring

anticom m utation ofelectronic operators (1). Using then the analogy ofEq.(2) with the

Ham iltonian ofan elasticstring strongly pinned atim purity sites,we can writedown solu-

tionsforthephaseoperators�� and � � in theregion between im purity positionsatx = xi

and xi+ 1 as

��(x)=

1X

n= 1

s

K �

n
(bn + b

+

n )sinqn~x +
~x�i+ 1 � (~x� li)�i

p
2li

��� �
X

j< i

��N �j � ��N �i

~x

li
;

� �(x)=

1X

n= 1

s

1

K �n
(bn � b

+

n )cosqn~x+ ��; (4)
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where ~x = x� xi;li= xi+ 1 � xi,qn = �n=li,�i isthem odulo 2�residueof2kF xi.Further,

�N �i = (�N "i+ N #i)=
p
2,�N �i = (�N "i� N#i)=

p
2,and �N "i (�N #i)isthe num berof

extra electrons with spin up (down) in the region between i-th and (i+ 1)-th im purities,

and,�nally,��i isthephasecanonically conjugateto �N �i ([��i;�N �i]= i).

Excitation spectra ofthe eigenm odesare !� = n!1;� � v�qn where !1;� = �v�=li isthe

m inim um excitation frequency form ode�.

Note thatifwe considerthe open boundary conditionsatthe sam ple ends,x = 0,and,

x = L,(instead ofperiodic boundary conditions thatare com m only used) then operators

�s in Eq.(1)are the sam e forelectronsgoing rightand left. In thiscase,the electron �eld

operator, s(x)=  s+ (x)+  s� (x),vanishesatim purity positions,x = xi,and expressions

for the phase �elds between the im purity sites turn out to be sim ilar to those found for

bounded 1D Luttingerliquid in Refs.[22,23,24],them ain di�erence being thesum m ation

overj< ithatinsurepropercom m utationrelationsbetween theelectron operatorsrelatedto

di�erentsegm entsbetween im purities.Thusthesystem breaksup into a setofindependent

segm entsdescribed asbounded Luttingerliquid with discretespectrum .

Now weconsidertheroleofinterchain hopping adding to (2)thehopping Ham iltonian

H ? = t?
X

m ;n;r;s

Z

dx 
+

r;s;m (x) r;s;n(x)+ H C

=
X

m ;n;r;s

Z

dx
it? �r;s;n�r;s;m

��
[sin(A r;m � Ar;n)+ sin(A r;m � A� r;n + 2irkF x)]; (5)

where indices n and m denoting the chain num bers related to the nearest neighbors are

added.

Argum entsby Schulz[8]on instability oftheLuttingerliquid in thepresenceoftheinter-

chain hopping werebased on calculationsoftem peraturedependenceofthetherm odynam ic

potentialatlow tem peratures.Sowecalculatecontribution oftheinterchain hoppingtothe

therm odynam icpotentialperunitvolum egiven by thestandard expression [25]

�
 = � T lnhSi=V; S = T � exp

 

�

Z
1=T

0

H ? (�)d�

!

; (6)

where V isthe volum e,T� standsforim aginary tim e ordering,and h� � � im eanstherm ody-

nam icaveraging overtheunperturbed state.

Attem peraturesT � !1;�,thediscretenessoftheexcitation spectrum can beneglected,

hence,according to Refs. [6,7,8,9,10],interchain hopping isexpected to give signi�cant
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contributions destroying the Luttinger liquid. W e exam ine the opposite lim it,T � !1;�,

which doesnotexistin purein�niteLuttingerliquid.

Consider�rstthesecond ordercorrection in t? .Theleadingcontribution tohSiin Eq.(6)

isgiven by item sin which theterm related to a given chain containscontributionsfrom the

electronswith thesam echirality,r,only,

X

m ;r;r0

t2?

8�2�2

Z

d1d2hT�e
i[A r;m (1)� A r0;n (1)]e

� i[A r;m (2)� A r0;n (2)]iei(r� r
0)kF (x1� x2); (7)

where 1 = fx1;�1g and 2 = fx2;�2g. Otheritem sin which the term srelated to the sam e

chaincontaincontributionsfrom electronsm ovingbothleftandrightgivesm allcontribution,

and wedo notdiscussthem in details.

Then weuseEq.(4)in (1)and calculateaveragein (7)using therelation

hT�e
iA r;m (1)

e
� iA r;m (2)i= e

� 1

2
hA 2

r;m (1)+ A 2

r;m (2)� 2T�[A r;m (1)A r;m (2)]i
: (8)

Neglecting sm allcorrections/ exp[�
!1;�

T
]duetoPlanck’sdistribution functions,we�nd for

theaveragein theexponent

hT�A r(1)A r(2)i=
1

8
ln

2

4
(coshz� cosy+ )

(K �� K
� 1

� )

(coshz� cosy� )
(K �+ K

� 1

� )

3

5 + itan� 1
"

siny�

ez � cosy�

#

; (9)

wherey� =
�(~x 1� ~x2)

li
,z =

�(�+ v �j�1� �2j)

li
(chain indicesaredropped forbrevity here).

In the integrationsover1 and 2,the leading contributionscom esfrom region 1 � 2,i.

e.,jy� j� 1,z� 1 whereexpression (7)reducesto

t2? m L

�2�2T

Z
cos[(r� r0)kF (x� )]dx� d��

Q

�= �;�[(1+ ���� )
2 + (x� =�)

2]1+ 2��
(10)

where �� =
v�
��
,�� =

1

4
(K � + 1=K � � 2),�� = j�1 � �2j,x� = x1 � x2,and m isthenum ber

ofthenearest-neighborchains.Contribution to expression (7)from integration overregion

jy� j>� 1,z >� 1,issm all,� (�=li)
2�,�= �� + ��,because� isnottoo sm allin theassum ed

caseofthenottoo sm allinteraction (cf.Eq.(3)).

Additionalitem sin hSiin Eq.(6)in which the term srelated to the sam e chain contain

contributions from electrons m oving both leftand rightissm allerthan thatgiven by Eq.

(10)by factor� (�=li)
K �+ K �. Forreasonable valuesofK �,thiscontribution issm alland

can beneglected.

Sim ilarly,the leading contribution to �
 from higher-order term s in series expansion

ofthe exponentialin Eq.(6) was found to com e from even powers 2n in t? that can be
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represented asasum of(2n� 1)!!item slike(7)with alm ostcoincidingtim esand coordinates.

Therefore,sum m ing up the leading contributions and inserting them into Eq.(6) we can

calculatethevariation ofthetherm odynam icpotentialpersinglechain and perunitlength

�
 = � a
t2? m

�2vF
;a =

Z
(1+ cos2kF �x)dxd�

Q

�= �;�[(1+ �=K �)
2 + x2]1+ 2��

: (11)

Form oderate repulsion,�� 1,a � 1.In the lim itofstrong repulsion,K� � K � � 1,a is

sm all,a � K2
�.

Thus �
 is m uch sm aller than the therm odynam ic potentialofpurely 1D Luttinger

liquid,
0 �
�

1

K �
+ 1

K �

�

"F kF ,

�
=
 0 �

�
t?

"F

�2

;

and tem perature-dependentcorrectionsto Eq.(11)aredeterm ined by sm alltherm ally acti-

vated contributions/ exp[�
!1;�

T
].

Now wecalculatem odi�cation oftheone-particleGreen’sfunction dueto theinterchain

hopping.

G(1;10)= � hT� (1)� (1
0)Si=hSi: (12)

Again,weconsiderthelow-tem peraturelim it,T � !1;�,non-existingin purein�nitesystem .

Consider�rstthesecond ordercorrection in t? to theGreen’sfunction ofpure 1D system ,

G 0(1;1
0).

G 2(1;1
0)= � hT� (1)� (1

0)S2i+ hT� (1)� (1
0)ihS2i: (13)

Calculation is sim ilar to that considered above,(cf. (7-9)). However,in contrast to the

caseofthetherm odynam icpotentialwheretheleading contribution wasgiven by regionsof

alm ostcoinciding valuesoftim esand coordinates,such contributionsfrom two term sin (9)

canceleach other.So thesecond-ordercorrection isestim ated as

G 2(1;1
0)<�

 
t? l

vF

! 2 �
�

l

� 2�

G 0(1;1
0):

Estim ation ofthefourth ordercorrection in t? givesG 4 � (t? l=vF )
2(�=l)2�G 2.Therefore,we

concludethatatT � !1;� theinterchain hopping givessm allcorrectionsto theone-particle

Green’sfunction,provided

 
t? l

vF

! 2 �
�

l

�2�

�

�
t?

"F

�2 � �

l

�2�� 2

� 1; (14)

whereweestim ated thecut-o� param eteras�� 1=kF .
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Sofarweconsidered theTL m odelin which interaction isdescribed bycouplingconstants

related to forward-and backscattering. In order to m ake com parison with experim ental

data we m ustconsidera m orerealistic Coulom b potential.Itisreasonable to assum e that

the long-range part ofthe interaction is dom inated by the Coulom b potential,while the

backscattering is described by relatively sm allcoupling constant g1. This enables us to

concentrate on the spin isotropic case and to ignore the possibility ofthe spin gap. The

problem ofthe long-range Coulom b potentialon an array ofchains was solved in Refs.

[11,12,13]. It was found that interaction ofelectrons on a given chain is screened by

the electrons on other chains,and the Coulom b interaction can be described by the TL

Ham iltonian with coupling constantsdependenton wave vector,

g2 = g4 =
4�e2

s2(q2
k
+ �? q

2
? )
; (15)

where s isthelatticeperiod in thedirection perpendicularto thechains,and �? isa back-

ground dielectric constantforthe transverse direction. Coupling constantsin spin channel

rem ain una�ected. In principle, the coupling constants m ust be determ ined by m atrix

elem ents ofCoulom b potentialthat depend on details ofwavefunctions and on chain ar-

rangem ent,and m ustcontain an in�nitesum overtransversalreciprocallatticevectors.So

expression (15)isnotuniversaland dependson m aterial.

Eq.(15)leadsto q-dependentvelocities

!� =
vF

K �

qk;
1

K �

=

v
u
u
t 1+

@

s2(q2
k
+ �? q

2
? )
; @ = �

2
s
2 =

8e2

�hvF
; (16)

where�istheinverse Thom as-Ferm iscreening length.

W edo notperform explicitcalculationsrestricting ourselvesto estim ations.Forthecase

ofq-dependentcouplingexpressionsforthetherm odynam icpotentialand Green’sfunctions

contain various integrals ofcorrelation functions over q? . One can show that the results

obtainedabovecanbegeneralized qualitativelytothecaseoflong-rangeCoulom binteraction

ifwesubstituteq? in Eq.(16)foritscharacteristicvalue,q? � �=s.Forexam ple,integrals

forcorrectionstothetherm odynam icpotentialaredom inated by closevaluesofcoordinates

and tim es,sim ilar to Eq. (10),and coupling param eters should be substituted by their

averagesoverq? ,

�=
1

4
(K � + 1=K � + K � + 1=K � � 4)�

1

4

"Z
s2d2q?

(2�)2

 

K � +
1

K �

!

� 2

#

:
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Note that@ = 8�(c=vF ),where � isthe �ne structure constant. Since v F ism uch sm aller

than the velocity oflight,the factor@ is large. ForvF � 2� 107 cm /s,which is typical

value fortransition m etaltrihalcogenides,@ � 90. Thiscorrespondsto the case ofstrong

interaction and leadsto quitelargevaluesofcoupling param eters,1=K � �
q

@=�? � 3� 8;

�� 1=2� 2:

Now wediscussconditionsforobservation oftheLuttingerliquid in quasi-1D conductors

stabilized by im purities. Firstwe discuss the condition forthe tem perature lim iting from

abovetheregion wheretheLuttingerliquid can exist.Thiscondition reads,T � !1;�.The

m inim alexcitation energies,!1;�,can beestim ated as

!1;� =
�hvF

l
1=K � � "F

�
1

kF l

�

1=K � � "F ci1=K �;

wherecistandsfordim ensionlessim purity concentration corresponding to num berofim pu-

ritiesperone electron. AsFerm ienergy in NbSe3 and TaS3 isabout1 eV,we obtain that

!1;� isabout100 K forim purity concentration ci� 10� 2 � 10� 3.

Anothercondition to be ful�lled issm allnessofcorrectionsto the Green’sfunction due

to interchain hopping.According to Eq.(14)thecorrectionsaresm allprovided

�
t?

"F

�2

c
2�� 2
i � 1:

Iftheinteraction isstrongenough,�>� 1,thiscondition isnotm orestrictthan thecondition

forthe lim iting tem perature discussed above.Forlowerstrength ofinteraction,�< 1,this

condition reads

ci�

�
t?

"F

�1=(2� 2�)

:

Estim ating t? asbeing ofthe orderofthe Peierlstransition tem perature,TP � 100� 200

K � 0:01"F ,we�nd thatthiscondition can beful�lled easily even at�= 1=2 forrelatively

sm allim purity concentration,ci� 10� 2.

Thuswe�nd thatLuttingerliquid can bestabilized byim puritiesin relativelypurelinear-

chain com pounds at rather high tem peratures corresponding to experim entalobservation

Refs.[15,16,17]ofthetransition from m etallicto non-m etallicconduction characterized by

powerlaw dependenciesofconductivity and by conductivity resem bling the variable-range

hopping.However,in ordertom akedetailed com parison with theexperim entaldata,calcu-

lation oftheconductivity in a random network m adeofweakly coupled bounded Luttinger

liquidsisneeded.
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