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W e present a m icroscopic theory of uctuation-m ediated pairing m echanisn in organic supercon—
ductors (IM T SF),X , where the experin entally observed coexistence of 2kr charge uctuation and
2kr spin uctuation is naturally taken into account. W e have studied, w thin the random phase
approxim ation, the extended Hubbard m odel at quarter- 1ling on a quasione-dim ensional lattice,
where we consider the o —site repulsive interaction up to third next nearest neighbors along w ith
the on-site repulsion. T he results show that spin-triplet f-wave-lke pairing can be realized In this
system , dom Inating over singlet d-w ave-like pairing, if 2kr spin and 2kr charge uctuations coexist.

Tt hasbeen a long standing issue to clarify the super—
conducting state of quasione-din ensional (1D ) organic
superconductors (IM TSF),X K = PF¢,C4,etc)), s0
called the Bechgaard saltsd?. One may expect uncon—
ventional superconducting states due to the quasione-
din ensionalnature of these m aterials aswell as the elec—
tron correlation e ects generally seen In organic m ateri—
als. In fact, there have been experim ents suggesting the
existence of nodes’“=, w hile recent experin ents show ing
a large H »®” and an unchanged K night shift across T2
supports a realization of spin-triplet pairing. T he pairing
symm etry of (TM TSF),X has thus becom e quite a hot
issue very recently.

T heoretically, triplet p-w ave pairing state in which the
nodes ofthe pairpotentialdo not intersect the Ferm isur-
face has been proposed from the early days?2%21 ., How-—
ever, the occurrence of triplt pairing in (TM T SF),X
is curious from a m icroscopic point of view sihce su—
perconductivity lies right next to a 2k soin den-
sty wave (SDW ) In the pressuretem perature phase
diagram12. Naively, SDW spin uctuations should favor
soin-singlet d-wave-lke pairing as suggested by several
other authorst32443 | H owever, one should note that the
Insulating phase is not pure SDW at least for som e an—
ions, nam ely, 2ky charge density wave CDW ) actually
coexists with 2kp SDW 4247 Tn fact, one of the present
authors has phenom elogically proposed?? that triplet £-
wave-like (see Fig.l (c) for a typical pair potential) pair-
Ing m ay dom inate over p-w ave pairing and becom e com —
petitive against d-wave-lke pairing (see Figd (o)) due
to a com bination of quasi1D (disconnected) Fem i sur-
face and the coexistence of 2ky SDW and 2kg CDW

uctuations. A sim ilar scenario has been proposed by
Fuseya et al?l Conceming the f-wave vs. d-wave com —
petition, i has also been proposed that m agneto tun-—
neling spectroscopy?? via A ndreev resonant states?> isa
prom ising m ethod to detect the f-wave pairing.

However, there has been no m icroscopic theory for
f-wave pairing In (TM T SF'),X starting from a Ham i~
tonian that assumes only purely electronic repulsive
interactions?? To resolve this issue, here we study an ex—
tended Hubbard m odel at quarter- 1lling on a quastone—
din ensional lattice w thin the random phase approxin a—
tion RPA).W e consider o -site repulsions up to third

nearest neighbors along w ith the on-site repulsion in or-
der to naturally take into account the coexistence of 2kg
charge and 2kr spin uctuations. Them erit of adopting
RPA-23 isthat we can easily take nto account the o -site
repulsion as com pared to uctuation exchange EFLEX)
approxin ation, where it isby no m eans easy to take into
account distant interactiong?%27

Them odelH am iltonian is given as
X X X

tisq ¢ +U NinNjg+

<1i;3>; i i

H = Vi;jninj;

JFm.

where ¢ createsa hoke (note that (IM T SF),X is actu-
ally a 3/4 1ling system in the electron picture) w ith spin
=";# at site i= (;}). Here, < i;J > stands for the
sum m ation overnearest neighborpairsofsites. A s forthe
hopping param eters, we take tj; = t, for nearest neigh—
bor in the (m ost conductive) a-direction, and tj5 = &, for
nearest neighbor in the b-direction. W e choose g, = 02t
to take into account the quasione-din ensionality. t; is
taken as the unit of energy throughout the study. U
and V;; are the on-site and the o -site repulsive Inter-
actions, respectively. W e take distant o -site repulsions
because it hasbeen shown previously that nearest neigh—
bor and second nearest neighboro -site repulsion is nec—
essary to have coexistence of 2kr soin and 2ky charge
density wavesi®12 Here we take o -site repulsions up to
third nearest neighbors, namely, Vi, = Vg, V1 and V;
withm=3ji, 3 F¥1,2and 3, respectively. Thee ectof
the third nearest neighbor repulsion, V,, w illbe discussed
attheend ofthe paper. Thee ective pairing interactions
forthe singlet and triplet channelsdue to soin and charge
uctuations are given as
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within RPA , where
V (@) = 2V cosg, + 2V cosRay) + 2V, cos(3ax) 3)

and !; isthe M atsubara frequency. Here, s and . are
the spin and charge susogptibilities, respectively, which
are given as
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Here | isthe bare susceptibility given by
11X f( ) E(p)
o@;l)= — Pra P
N !l (p+q p)
P
wih , = 2% cosky 2% cosky, and f(p) =

I=(xp(p,=T)+ 1). o peaks at the nesting vector Q
= ( =2; ) here) of the Fem i surface. The tem s pro-
portionalto 4 and . in egqs. M) and W) represent
e ective pairing interactions due to the spin and charge

uctuations, respectively. The cheam ical potential is
determ ined so that the band is quarter- lled, which is

= 138 here. W e take U = 1% throughout the study,
which is lJarge enough to have strong 2k soin  uctua-
tions (lrge Q) = 5@ ;0)) but not so large as to
drive SDW Instability at high tem peratures. Theo -site
Interactions are chosen so that 2kr charge uctuations
are induced as discussed later. In the actual num erical
calculation, we take N = 400 40 k-point m eshes ex—
cept for low tem peratures, where we take N = 800 80
m eshes.

To obtain the onset of the superconducting state, we
solve the the gap equation w ithin the weak-coupling the—

ory,
X tanh =2

Vs;t(k kO;O) ( k0 )
- 2 yo

k)= ®%: ()

T he transition tem perature T¢ is detem ined by the con—
dition, = 1. In theweak coupling theory, ! dependence
ofthepairpotential (k) isneglected. A lthough thisap-
proxim ation is quantitatively nsu clent, it is expected

to be valid for studying the pairing symm etry of (k)

m ediated by both spin and charge uctuations. In the
follow ing calculations, we study triplet and singlet cases
with ()= ( k)yand k)= (
Wede ne k)= (k)= vy and k)= (k)= y for

singlet and triplet pairing, respectively, where y isthe

m axinum value of the pair potential.

From egs.l)-M), it can be seen that when U U +
2V Q)) issatis ed, ¥° Q)3 ¥ Q)jhols, apart from
the st order temm s, which are negligble n the 1m it of
strong spin and/or charge uctuations (ut tum out to
be in portant in the actual cases considered later). T his,

k), respectively.

along w ith the disconnectivity of the Fem isurface (note
that the num ber of nodes intersecting the Fem i surface
isthe sam ebetween f-and d-waves), isexpected tom ake
soin triplet f-wave pairing com petitive against singlet d—
w ave pairing2°

W e now move on to the calculation results. First, we
focuson the casewhere spin  uctuation isdom inant, eg:,
Vo = Vy =V, = 0. Asshown in Fig. 1, the m agnitude
of forthe singlet case ismuch larger than that for the
triplet case. The resulting singlet pair potential ¢ (k)
changessign as+ +  along theFemm isurface (seeF ig.
1()).W ecallthisd-wavepairing,where ¢ (k) isroughly
proportionalto cos(2ky ). O n the other hand, the triplet
pairpotential (k) changessignas+ + + alongthe
Fem isurface (seeFig. 1(c)). W e callthis f-wave, where

t k) isroughly proportionalto sin 4k, . T he resulshere
are expected from the previous FLEX study2°

Let us now move on to the cases where we tum on
the o -site repulsions. In order to to have the coexis—
tence of 2kr soIn and 2kg charge uctuations as exper—
In entally cbserved, nam ely, to have Q) Q)=

<©;0),U U+ 2V ©Q)) hastobesatis ed asm en—

tioned earlier. To accom plish this, V1 has to be close to
U=2, ascan be seen from eq.[ll). N am ely, since the x com —
ponent ofQ isQy = =2,theV; tem in eq.l is dom i
nant org’ Q ,makingU U+ 2V Q) ify’ U=2.
Thuswe st choosef = U=2= 08. As for the other
o0 -site repulsions, we rstchoosey= 12 andV,= 05
as a typical value. As shown In Fig. 2@) and 2 (),

s and . peak around Kkajkp) =  ( =2; ); ( =2; )
and the m axin um values are both about 9.1, so that we
Indeed have the situation where 2kg spin and 2kg charge

uctuations coexist. As shown in Fig. 2 (c), the m agni-
tude of Portriplet pairing isnow much largerthan that
for singlet pairing. The corresponding singlt pair po-—
tential 5 k) hasthe dwave form as shown in Fig2d),
w hile the triplet one ¢ k) hasthe f-wave form asshown
In Fig2(). Note that the result of trpiet singlet
is rather unexpected from the previous phenom elogical
argum ent?? becausewhen Q)= @), f-waveisonly
degenerate w ith d-w ave In the previoustheory. T he origin
ofthis discrepancy isthe rst ordertem s in eqsl)) and
), which are neglected in the phenom elogical theory.
T hus, we have obtained a ram arkable result here, nam ely,
f-wave can com pktely dom inate over d-wave when 2kg
soin and charge uctuations coexist.

In oxderto further look into thispoint, we next reduce
V; from 0.8, thereby suppressing the charge uctuation.
Them axinum value of . (not shown) is52 and 32 for
Vi = 078 and V; = 0{75, respectively. A though the
maxinum valie of . is amaller than thatof ¢ & 9:1)
In these cases, HOor the triplet case is still Jarger than
(V1 = 0:78) or com petitive against (V; = 0:75) that for
the sihglet caseasseen in Fig3 . Thism eansthat f-wave
pairing hasa chance to be realized even if spin uctuation
dom inates, as far as 2ky charge uctuation existto some
extent2?

Finally, in order to look into the e ect of the third



nearest neighbor interaction V,, we set V, = 0 laving
the other param eters the same as In Fig2.

Asseen n Fig4 @), the peak of . is slightly shifted
towards 4k (@ = ) when V, = 0, com pared to the
cae 0fVy, = 05t shown in Fig2@). ( 5 is the same as
Fig2(a) shoe V, does not a ect g wihin the present
form alisn .) In this case, the singlet-triplet com petition
becom esm uch m ore subtle as seen n Fig4 ). T he rea-
son forthiscan be found in Fig4 (c), nam ely, s (k) in this
case has the sam e sign on m ost portion ofthe Ferm i sur-
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FIG.1l: Calulation results forU = 16, Vo = V1 = V, = 0.
(@) Tem perature dependence of for singlet (solid line) and
triplet (dotted line) pairings. Contour plots of ) s (k) and
© tk)atT = 0:01. In ), and (c), the solid lines represent
the Fem isurface and the dotted lines denote the nodal lines
of the pair potentials.
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FIG.2: Calculation results forU = 16,Vy = 12,V; = 08,
V, = 05: @ sk)atT = 001. ) k)atT = 001.
(c) Tem perature dependence of for singlet (solid line) and
triplet (dotted line) pairings. Contour plots of (d) s (k) and
e tk)atT = 001.In (d),and (), the solid lines represent
the Ferm isurface and the dotted lines denote the nodes ofthe
pair potentials.
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FIG. 3: Calulation results for U = 16, Vo = 12, and
V, = 05. (@)Tem perature dependence of for singlet

(solid line) and triplet(dotted line) pairings for Vi = 0:78.
(©)Tem perature dependence of for singlet (solid line) and
triplet (dotted line) pairings for vi = 0:75.

face. In other words, it ism ore like s-wave than d-wave.
This swave’ pairing is induced by charge uctuation,
which does not totally cancelout with spin  uctuation in
eq. W) because thewave vectorat which . peaksdeviates
from that or 5. Sihcethe s-wave’ pairpotentialhasthe
sam e sign on m ost portion oftheFerm isurface, aln ostall
the pair scattering processes on the Ferm isurface, m edi-
ated by the attractive Interaction (note them inus sign in
eq.l)) due to charge uctuation, have positive contribu—
tion to superconductiviy, m aking singlt pairing m uch
m ore enhanced com pared to the case with nonzero V.
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FIG .4: Calculation results forU = 16, Vo = 12,V = 08,
Vy,=0: @ ck)atT = 0:01. (b)Tem perature dependence

of for singlet (solid line) and triplet (dotted line) pairings.

Contourplotsof () sk)and d) k) atT = 001. In (c)
and (d), the solid lines represent the Fem i surface and the
dotted lines denote the nodes of the pair potentials.

C onversly, the present resuls show that V, has the ef-
fect of stabilizing 2kr charge uctuation, which has a
tendency to shift towards 4ky  uctuation when only
and V; are present, and thise ect In tum suppresses sin—
gkt pairing because in that case a strong cancellation
occurs between the third and the fourth term s in eq. ).
Since the screening e ect is known to be weak In quasi-
one-din ensional system s, it is lkely that such a distant
o -site repulsion is present in the actual (TM T SF X .

To summ arize, we have presented a m icroscopic the-
ory of pairing m echanisn in organic superconductors
(TM T SF'),X ,wherewehave taken into account the coex—
istence ofthe 2kp charge uctuation and 2k soin  uctu-
ation by considering o -site repulsionsup to third nearest
neighbors. W e have shown that the f-wave triplet pair-
Ing symm etry can be realized In this system when 2kg
charge density uctuation and 2k spin density uctu-—
ation coexists. Surprisingly, the condition for realizing
f-wave pairing is m uch m ore eased com pared to that in
the previous phenom elogical theory22 .

In the present paper, we have neglected the realis-
tic shape of the Fem i surface observed In the actual
(TM T SF),X28. A lthough the in uence ofthise ect on
the f-wave pairing is expected to be an all because the
x-com ponent of the nesting vector isclose to =2 in any
case, a detailed analysis rem ains as a future study. Ex—
perin entally, it would be interesting to verify the real-
ization of f-wave superconducting state by som e phase

sensitive probes23:22
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