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D oping dependent isotope e�ects ofthe quasi-1D electron-phonon system :

com parison w ith the high-tem perature superconductors
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The weak-coupling quantum phase diagram softhe one-dim ensional(1D )Holstein-Hubbard and

Peierls-Hubbard m odels are com puted near half-�lling,using a m ulti-step renorm alization group

technique. Ifstrong enough,the electron-phonon interaction induces a spin gap. The spin gap,

which determ ines the superconducting pairing energy, depends strongly on the band �lling and

decreasesm onotonically asthesystem isdoped away from half-�lling.However,thesuperconducting

susceptibility exhibits a di�erent doping dependence;it can vary non-m onotonically with doping

and exhibit a m axim um at an "optim al" value of the doping. For a quasi-1D array of weakly

coupled,uctuating 1D chains,the superconducting transition tem perature Tc exhibits a sim ilar

non-m onotonic doping dependence. The e�ect ofchanging the ion m ass (isotope e�ect) on T c is

found to belargestnearhalf-�lling and to decrease rapidly upon doping away from half-�lling.The

isotopee�ecton thespin gap istheoppositesign astheisotopee�ecton T c.W ediscussqualitative

sim ilaritiesbetween these resultsand propertiesofthe high-tem perature superconductors.

Recentexperim entsin thehigh-tem peraturesupercon-

ductorssuggestthe presenceofa strong,ubiquitous,yet

unconventionalelectron-phonon (el-ph)interaction [1,2].

Ithasbeen known forsom etim ethatthesem aterialsex-

hibitlargeand stronglydopingdependentoxygen isotope

e�ects [3,4,5]that cannot be described with the con-

ventionalBCS theory used for ordinary m etals. In this

Letter,we show thatthe quasi-1D electron gascoupled

tophononsexhibitshighly unconventionaldopingdepen-

dentisotopee�ectsthatarequalitatively sim ilartothose

observed in the high-tem peraturesuperconductors.

The best understood non-Ferm i liquid is the spin-

charge separated one-dim ensionalelectron gas (1DEG )

[6].The propertiesofthe 1DEG coupled to phononsare

dram atically di�erentfrom a conventionalm etalcoupled

to phonons[7,8,9,10]. Unlike in a Ferm iliquid,in 1D

the el-ph interaction is strongly renorm alized,and the

renorm alization is strongly a�ected by direct electron-

electron (el-el) interactions. Due to these renorm aliza-

tion e�ects,a weak,retarded el-ph interaction iscapable

ofinducing a spin gap and causing a divergentsupercon-

ductingsusceptibility,even when theel-elrepulsion isthe

dom inantm icroscopicinteraction [9].Unlike the case in

3D,in 1D this can occurwithouta large am ountofre-

tardation.In contrastto BCS theory,thepairing energy

and superconducting susceptibility are very sensitive to

the band �lling.

In the cuprates,both the superconducting transition

tem perature Tc and the isotope e�ect exponent �Tc =

� dlnTc=dlnM ,which describes changes in Tc induced

by changesin theoxygen m assM ,exhibithighly uncon-

ventional(i.e. non-BCS)doping dependencies. In BCS

theory,Tc isonly weakly dependenton the carriercon-

centration,and �Tc hastheuniversalvalueof1=2.In the

cuprates,Tc exhibits a m axim um as a function ofdop-

ing,and the isotope e�ectisnotuniversal{itisstrongly

doping and som ewhatm aterialdependent. For the un-

derdoped cuprates,�Tc � 1 (indicating that,atleastin

thisregion,phononsplay an im portantrolein thesuper-

conductivity). As the doping increases,�Tc decreases,

usually dropping below 0.1 nearoptim aldoping [3].The

origin ofthisbehaviorrem ainsa m ystery ofhigh-Tc su-

perconductivitythatanysuccessfulm icroscopictheoryof

pairing should explain. Below we provide a m icroscopic

theory thatiscapableofrationalizing it.

In thisLetter,wecom pute�Tc fora quasi-1DEG cou-

pled to phonons,undertheassum ption thatchargeden-

sitywave(CDW )orderisdephased byspatialordynam ic

uctuationsofthe 1D chains[11,12]. Form any choices

ofthe param eters,�Tc is largerthan the BCS value at

sm alldopings,then drops below the BCS value as the

doping isincreased { the sam e behaviorobserved in the

cupratesuperconductors.W eshow thatthequasi-1DEG

coupled tophononsdisplaysastronglydopingdependent

Tc thatcan exhibita m axim um asa function ofdoping.

Thisbehavioroccursdespitethefactthatthepairingen-

ergy,determ ined by the spin gap � s,isa m onotonically

decreasing function ofincreasing doping. W e also com -

pute the isotope exponent �� s
= � dln�s=dlnM . W e

�nd �� s
< 0,thesam esign astheisotopee�ectobserved

on the pseudogap tem perature in thecuprates[4].

The technique we em ploy is the m ulti-step renorm al-

ization group (M SRG ) m ethod described in detailin a

previouspaper[9].Thism ethod treatsel-eland el-ph in-

teractionson equalfooting and properly treatsthequan-

tum phonon uctuations. In it,we start with a m icro-

scopicel-ph m odeland integrateouthigh energy degrees

offreedom ,via an RG transform ation. This is done in

m ultiple steps,aselaborated below.Atlow energiesone

obtainsan e�ective �eld theory thatis the sam e asthe

ordinary 1DEG , except for phonon induced renorm al-

izations of the el-elinteractions and bandwidth. The

accuracy ofthis analytic technique in com puting weak-

coupling phase diagram swasdem onstrated in Ref.9 by

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0404406v6
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com parison with exact num ericalresults. W e shallap-

ply itto two m odelsofinteracting,spinful1D electrons

coupled to phonons:

The 1D Peierls-Hubbard (Pei-Hub)Ham iltonian is

H Pei� H ub = �
X

i;�

[t� (ui+ 1 � ui)](c
y

i;�
ci+ 1;� + H:C:)

+
X

i

�
p2i

2M
+
�

2
(ui+ 1 � ui)

2

�

+ U
X

i

ni;"ni;# :

In this m odel,acoustic phonons couple to electrons by

m odifying the bare hopping m atrix elem enttby the el-

ph coupling strength  tim esthe relative displacem ents

ui+ 1 � ui oftwo neighboring ions[13]. The lastterm is

the Hubbard interaction. For this m odel,we shallap-

proxim atethephonon dispersion by itsvalueatthezone

boundary of2
p
�=M � !0,since the el-ph interaction

vanishesatzero m om entum transfer.

The 1D Holstein-Hubbard (Hol-Hub)Ham iltonian is

H H ol� H ub = � t
X

i;�

(c
y

i;�
ci+ 1;� + H:C:)+

X

i

�
p2i

2M
+
K

2
q
2
i

�

+ g
p
2M !0

X

i

qini+ U
X

i

ni;"ni;# :

Here dispersionless opticalphonons with coordinate qi

and frequency !0 =
p
K =M couple to the electron den-

sity ni =
P

�
c
y

i;�
ci;� with el-ph coupling strength g [14].

Itisconvenientto de�ne the dim ensionlessquantities

�Pei= 2N 0( sinkF )
2
=� ; �H ol= N 0g

2
=!0 ;

�U = U=(�vF ); � = ln(�=!0)=ln(E F =!0);

where N 0 � 2=(�vF ). As usual, vF , kF , and E F are

theFerm ivelocity,m om entum ,and energy,respectively.

(W ehaveset�h and thelatticeparam eterequalto unity.)

� isthe chem icalpotentialm easured with respectto its

value at half-�lling. In this Letter,we study the range

!0 < � < EF (0 < � < 1). The doping concentration

relative to half-�lling is given by x � N0!0(E F =!0)
�.

SincetheM SRG m ethod isperturbative,itisonly quan-

titatively accurate for ��;�U � 1,but is believed to be

qualitatively accurate for ��;�U <
� 1 [9]. (The subscript

� standsforPeiorHol.)

Fig.1 presentsthe�� � � phasediagram softheabove

m odels,com puted with M SRG forseveral�xed valuesof
�U . The phase boundaries separate regions where vari-

ous types oforderhave divergentsusceptibilities in the

low tem perature lim it. The susceptibility that diverges

m oststrongly (i.e. dom inates)isshown withoutparen-

thesis;parenthesisindicate a susceptibility thatdiverges

lessstrongly.The chargesectorisgaplesseverywherein

the phase diagram s.Above the thick solid line,the sys-

tem isspin-gapped and described asa Luther-Em ery liq-

uid (LEL)[15].Below thisline,itisa gapless,quantum -

criticalLuttingerliquid (LL)[6].
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FIG .1: T = 0 phase diagram sforthe Hol-Hub m odel(pan-

els a and b),and Pei-Hub m odel(panels c and d). (a) and

(c) are for �U = 0:1; (b) and (d) are for �U = 0:4. For all

diagram s,E F =!0 = 5. Parenthesis indicate a sub-dom inant

susceptibility.SDW standsfor2kF spin density wave,CDW

standsfor2kF charge density wave,SS standsforsingletsu-

perconductivity,and 4kF standsfor4kF chargedensity wave.

Thethick solid linein Fig.1isdeterm ined by integrat-

ing outdegreesoffreedom between E F and !0,and then

requiring thatthe totale�ectivebackward-scattering in-

teraction gtot1 (!0)= �U =(1+ �U l0)� �1(!0)iszero. Here

l0 � ln(EF =!0)and �1(!0)> 0isthee�ectivestrengthof

the backward scattering (m om entum transfernear2kF )

portion ofthe el-ph interaction. Below the thick line in

Fig.1,gtot1 (!0)> 0 and theRG owscarry thee�ective

gtot1 to zero atlow energies,signifying thestability ofthe

LL �xed point. Above the thick line,gtot1 (!0) < 0 and

theRG owscarry gtot1 to m inusin�nity atlow energies,

indicating the existence ofa spin gap.

�1(!0)isdeterm ined in twosteps:First,oneintegrates

from E F to � using the RG ow equations thatgovern

half-�lled system s,resulting in an e�ective�1 of[9]

�1(�)=

�
�H ol

1� �H olX =�U

�
s

1� c�U l0

(1+ c�U l0)3
(1)

or

�1(�)=

�
�Pei

1� �PeiY=�U

� s

1

[1� (c�U l0)
2]3

(2)

fortheHol-Hub and Pei-Hub m odelsrespectively,where

X � 4

h

1�
p
(1� c�U l0)=(1+ c�U l0)

i

� 2arcsin(c�U l0),
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Y � 2c�U l0=
p
1� (c�U l0)

2,and c� 1� �.Next,�1(�)is

used astheinitialvaluetointegratefrom � to!0,em ploy-

ing the RG ow equationsthatgovern incom m ensurate

system s,resulting in [9]

�1(!0)=

�
�1(�)

1� �1(�)Z=�U

�
s

exp(��U l0)

(1+ ��U l0)
3

(3)

foreitherm odel,where Z �
R��U l0
0

du
p
exp(u)=(1+ u)3.

Thecondition gtot1 (!0)= 0then determ inesthefollowing

criticalvaluesforthe m icroscopicel-ph couplings:

�
G ap

H ol
= �U

��
(1+ �U l0)S3 + Z

�
=S1 + X

	� 1
; (4)

�
G ap

Pei
= �U

��
(1+ �U l0)S3 + Z

�
=S2 + Y

	� 1
; (5)

wherewede�ned S1 = (1+ c�U l0)
3=2(1� c�U l0)

� 1=2,S2 =
�
1� (c�U l0)

2
�3=2

,and S3 = e�
�U l0=2(1 + ��U l0)

� 3=2. The

system isa spin-gapped LEL for�� > �G ap� .

In the LEL phase, the portion of the singlet

superconductivity (SS) and 2kF CDW susceptibility

that is potentially strongly divergent as T ! 0 is

given by �SS = (�vF )
� 1(� s=E F )(T=E F )

1=K
eff

c
� 2 and

�C D W = (�vF )
� 1(� s=E F )(T=E F )

K
eff

c
� 2 respectively,

where the spin gap is � s = !0eexp[� 1=jgtot1 (!0)j]

[9], and the e�ective charge Luttinger exponent af-

ter integrating out states between E F and !0 is

K e�
c =

p
[2+ 2gtot4 + gtotc (!0)]=[2+ 2gtot4 � gtotc (!0)].

Heregtotc (!0)= gelc (�)� �1(!0)+ 2�2 and g
tot
4 = �U =2� �2,

wheretheforward scatteringel-ph interaction �2 isgiven

by �2 = �H ol forthe Hol-Hub m odeland �2 = 0 forthe

Pei-Hub m odel.The contribution ofthe Hubbard inter-

action to gtotc (!0),given by gelc (�)= � �U =(1� c�U l0),is

obtained by integrating out states between E F and �,

since thiscontribution isunrenorm alized below �. Note

that K e�
c is the e�ective value at low energies because

gtotc isnotfurtherrenorm alized below !0 [16].

The SS susceptibility isthe dom inantone ifK e�
c > 1.

The thin solid line in Fig. 1a is the criticalline deter-

m ined by K e�
c = 1,given by

�
SS;�

H ol
= �U

h

B �
p
B 2 � S1AC=2

i

; (6)

whereA = (S1X + Z)� 1,B = [(2S1 � S3)A + C ]=4,and

C = (1� c�U l0)
� 1.�SS isdom inantifthetwo conditions

S1AC < 2B 2 and �
SS;�

H ol
< �H ol < �

SS;+

H ol
are m et. The

thin solid line isabsentin Fig.1b becauseS1AC > 2B 2

everywhere. This line is never present in the Pei-Hub

m odelwith �U > 0,becausethen K e�
c < 1 always.

For 1=2 < K e�
c < 1,�SS is stilldivergentas T ! 0,

but, for a single chain 1DEG ,�C D W is m ore strongly

divergent.The dashed linesin Fig.1 aredeterm ined by

K e�
c = 1=2,which leads to the following criticalvalues

forthe m icroscopicel-ph interactions

�
C D W
H ol = �U

h

D +
p
D 2 + 5S1AE =4

i

; (7)

�
C D W
Pei = �U [(S3=E + Z)=S2 + Y ]

� 1
; (8)
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FIG . 2: D oping dependence of the dim ensionless singlet

superconducting susceptibility ��SS (thick solid lines),CDW

susceptibility ��C D W (dashed lines),and spin gap (thin solid

lines),forthe Pei-Hub m odelwith �U = 0:4,E F =!0 = 5,and

variousvalues of�P ei (labeled in plot). ��SS and ��C D W were

com puted forT=!0 = 0:1.

where D = A[S1(4� 5E X )� 5(E Z + S3)]=8 and E =

(6=�U + 3)=5� C .If�� > �C D W� ,then K e�
c < 1=2,which

m eansthatSS isnotdivergent.

Exam ining Fig.1d,weseethatform oderatevaluesof

�Pei,for exam ple near �Pei � 0:2,�SS is not divergent

near � = 0,where K e�
c < 1=2,nor is it divergent near

� = 1,where �s = 0. However,�SS is divergent for a

certain rangeofm oderate�.Therefore,in thesecases,at

�xed T � � s,�SS exhibitsa peak asa function of� at

an interm ediatevalueof�.Thispeak isshown explicitly

in Figs. 2 and 3,where we plot ��SS � �vF �SS (thick

solid line)versus� atT=!0 = 0:1,forrepresentativepa-

ram eters. The CDW susceptibility ��C D W � �vF �C D W

(dashed lines)doesnotexhibitsuch a peak.

In Figs.2 and 3 wealso plot� s=!0 (thin solid lines),

which showsthatatlow dopings,�SS increaseswith in-

creasing doping,despite the factthatthe superconduct-

ing pairing strength � s decreases! The reason for this

discrepancy is the di�erent doping dependencies ofthe

e�ective interactions in the charge and spin channels,

which determ ine K e�
c and � s respectively. It is worth

m entioningthatin thecuprates,thesuperconductinggap

alsodecreaseswith increasingdoping,which in theunder-

doped region occursatthe sam etim e thatTc increases!

W enow consideran array ofweakly coupled quasi-1D

chainswith dephased CDW ,and treattheinterchain cou-

pling J on a m ean-�eld level,which m eansthatTc isde-

term ined bythetem peratureatwhich2J�SS = 1[17,18].

(Thenum ericalprefactor2 isdeterm ined by thenum ber

ofnearest neighbor chains.) In this case,Tc exhibits a

peak atthe sam e � where �SS ispeaked (assum ing J is

doping independent).Theisotopee�ectexponent�Tc is

readily com puted [19],and is shown versus � in Fig. 4

forvariousvaluesof �J � J=(�vF ). Atlow dopings,�Tc
is larger than the BCS value,then drops below 1/2 as

� is increased. Fig. 4 also shows �� s
,which is weakly
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labeled above each plot.
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strength �J for the Hol-Hub m odelwith �H ol = 0:275 (panel

a) and Pei-Hub m odelwith �P ei = 0:25 (panelb). For both

panels, �U = 0:1 and E F =!0 = 5.�� s
isindependentof �J.

doping dependent and negative. Note that there exists

a range of� for which j�Tc=�� s
j� 1. Sim ilarly,near

optim aldoping in the cuprates,j�Tc=�T �j� 1,where

�T � = � dlnT�=dlnM < 0,and T � is the pseudogap

tem perature[4].

In som em odels[17]ofhigh-tem peraturesuperconduc-

tivity based on stripes[20],theconcentration ofholeson

astriperem ains�xed when thedopingin theCu-O plane

changes,butthespacing between thestripeschanges.In

that case,as the doping increases,the param eter � re-

m ains�xed,butJ increasesdue to the decreased spac-

ing between stripes.Then Fig.4 predictsthat�Tc again

decreases with increasing doping. In such a m odel,in

the underdoped region,where the stripes are far apart

and represent wellde�ned quasi-1D chains, increasing

the doping increases Tc due to the increase in J. But

in the overdoped region,the stripes begin to lose their

1D character. ThisdrivesTc down since theirquasi-1D

characterwasthe reason forthe high pairing scale.

To conclude, in the interacting 1DEG ,the electron-

phonon interaction can causea strongly divergentsuper-

conducting susceptibility with properties that are dra-

m atically di�erent from a Ferm i liquid superconduc-

tor. Using accurate analytic techniques,we have stud-

ied m icroscopic m odelsofquasi-1D electronscoupled to

phonons,and pointed outqualitative sim ilaritiesto the

high-tem peraturesuperconductors.Thesesim ilaritiesin-

clude the doping dependence ofTc,the doping depen-

dence ofthe superconducting pairing energy,the doping

dependence ofthe isotope e�ect on Tc,and the sign of

the isotopee�ecton the spin gap.
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