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(TMTTF),SbF¢ is known to undergo a charge ordering (CO ) phase transition at Tco
and another transition to an antiferrom agnetic A F) state at Ty

156K
8K . Applied pressure P causes

a decrease In both Tco and Ty . W hen P > 05GP a, the CO is largely supressed, and there is no
rem aining signature of AF order. Instead, the ground state is a singlt. In addition to establishing
an expanded, general phase diagram for the physics of TM TTF sals, we establish the role of
electron-lattice coupling in determ ining how the system evolves w ith pressure.

The isostructural fam ily of charge transfer sals
(TM TTF ),X and (TM TSF );X are form ed w ith singly
charged anions, such asC10, ,PF, ,and Br %, so the
average hol count is 0:5/donor. In the case of the
TM TTF sals, they are susogptible to a charge-ordering
(CO) transition at tem peratures ofthe order of 100K 2,
which is often attributed to the im portance of both on—
site and nearneighbor Coulomb repulsion?, and in u-
enced by electron-lattice couplingz2£L<2 . Com pared to
the analog TM T SF m aterials, the bandw idths arem uch
an aller, and therefore m odels naturally producing charge
order and including only electronic degrees of freedom
could be expected to describe som e aspects ofthe physics
correctly. N evertheless, it is unclear w hether realistic pa—
ram eters successfilly describe the experim ents in several
ways. F irst, it hasbeen argued that the nearneighbor re—
pulsion m ay not be strong enough to stabilize the charge
order??? | Furthem ore, although the charge-order (CO )
order param eter has not been determ ined directly, there
is indirect evidence from transportt® and EPRAL mea—
surem entsthat the orderparam eter’'sw avevector changes
w hen the sym m etry ofthe counterion is changed. An ex—
planation should involre coupling ofthe charge degreesof
freedom on the m olecular stacks to the lattice. Calcula—
tions on one dim ensionalm odels Including intram olecu—
lar, interm olecular, and counterion coupling indicate that
when these degrees of freedom are nclided, a variety of
new broken symm etry states are possblk®?®. At least
In the case ofthe insulating TM T TF m aterdials, i isnot
be surprising that the robustness of the CO in uences
what ground state is cbserved!?. To date, very little is
know n about the details ofthe ocbserved phasesand w hat
controls their stability.

T he sensitivity to chem ical or m echanical pressure of
this class ofm aterials provides an opportunity to explore
som e general trends. The pressure/tem perature phase
diagram for (TM TTF ),SkF &3, determ ined using '3C
NM R spectroscopy on soin-labeled crystals, appears in
Fig. M. A s the pressure is increased, the ordering tem —
perature Tc o to the CO state decreases. Tc o is reduced
by almn ost half, to 90K , wih 05GP a applied pressure.
O ver the sam e pressure range, the charge order am pli-
tude is signi cantly reduced, and becom es unidenti able

at pressures beyond it. A s a consequence, the actual
transition line is not established beyond 05GP a. A lso
decreasing is the AF ordering tem perature Ty . W hen
P > 04GP a, no experin ental signature forthe AF state
is observed. For technical reasons associated w ith the
experim ents that are likkely com plicated by quenched dis—
order, we have not identi ed a phase boundary for the
ground state found at high pressures. R ather, the results
of experim ents conducted in the range of T = 2 5K
exhibit the signatures ofa singlet ground state!2. Below,
w e describe experin ents that dem onstrate the role ofthe
counterion sublattice In determ ining the observed phase
diagram .
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FIG. 1: Pressure vs. temperature phase diagram for
(TM TTF )2SkFs, denti ed using B¥c NMR spectroscopy .

The sam ples were prepared as described previously.
Spin—-labeled TM TTF donors were synthesized w ith two
13C nucleion the bridging sites at the center ofthe din er
m oleculest?, and subsequent crystal grow th was carried
out by electrolysis. T he experin ents consist of 13C and
°F NM R spectroscopy on (TM TTF ),SkFg as a func
tion of pressure and tem perature. In the rst case, the
extemal eld wasBg = 90T, wih the eld applied per-
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pendicular to the a (molecular stacking) axis. For the
°F measurements, By = 49T was used. High pres
sure experin ents were perform ed using a standard BeCu
clam p cellusing F lourinert 75 3M ) forthem edium . The
stated pressure, as shown in Fig. ll, is derived from the
forces applied at T = 300K , and system atic consistency
wasveri ed usihg separate calbration runs.

Typical spectral changes are illustrated n Fig. W,
which shows the results of two-din ensional spin-echo
spectroscopy:® 13C NM R experim ents. T he experin ent
separates the hyper ne and chem ical shifts from the In-
temuclear dipolar coupling frequencies betw een pairs of
neighboring 3C nucle#®. The shifts are plotted on the
vertical £, f; axis, and the '3C -dipolar coupling is
shown on the horizontal f; axis. W e note that the fre—
quencies f; and f; result from the Fourier transform of
the two din ensionaldata set in (g ;t), asde ned in the

gure. The spectrum taken wih T < T, is shown di-
rectly, and the spectrum for T > Tco is represented by
the dark, open circles. Consider rstthe spectrum ofthe
high-tem perature phase. The signal appears at two fre—
quencieson the £, f; axis. W hen T < T¢ o, the signal
featuresmultiply.

W eunderstand the spectrum and how the changesper—
tain to charge disproportionation as Hllows?. W ithin
each m olecule, there are two nequivalent 13C sites, w ith
distinct hyper ne couplings. This is the reason for sig—
nalsappearing at two frequenciesalongthe £, f; axisin
the high sym m etry phase. Let’s referto them as A ()
for the higher (lower) frequency. T he num ber of features
are doubkd In the CO phase because two hequivalent
m olecular environm ents develop, which we can label as

, .AstheNMR frequencies are related to the carrier
densities on the and moleculs, the frequency dif-
ferences €g9., A = a a ) are related to the CO
order param eter. Som e of the absorption features are
unresolved in the spectrum shown. The Inset show s the
tem perature dependence B » Which saturates and then
decreases upon cooling.

In Fig.l are shown '°F spectra recorded over a range
oftem peratures. From approxin ately T = 130K and be-
low , changes in both the rstm om ent and linew idth are
noticeable. These are summ arized in Fig. ll, where the
linew idth is de ned as the frequency span that inclides
half ofthe integrated intensity. C hanges appear to occur
In two steps, the st in a tem perature range centered
about T = 120K and the second in a tem perature range
around T = 75 80K .

In discussing these results, we rst consider the nature
ofthe '°F linew idth broadening. Tk is natural, at least in
part, to consider the spectrale ects as related to m otion
ofthe SkF, counterion. M ore generally, the counterions
ofthe TMTTF and TM TSF sals 2ll into two classes:
centrosym m etric and non-centrosym m etric. In the rst
class are the hexa ouridesPF, ,AsF, ,and SkF, , and
Br , and in the second are C104, F SO3, etc. All are
sm alland com pact; SkF, is one of the largest, w ith the
F Sb F lneardistance approxin ately 3:8A . At high
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FIG .2: *C NMR spectra at tem peratures T = 85K < Tco
(contours) and T = 156K > Tco (signal location represented
by dark, open circles). The applied eld is 90T directed in

theb® ¢ plane. In the inset is the tem perature dependence
of the frequency di erence ( ) of the peaks.
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FIG . 3: Ambient pressure F NMR spectra, recorded at dif-
ferent tem peratures.

tem peratures the ordentation ofthe counterions is know n

to be highly disordered, and thought to be rotating*’.
Upon cooling, the non-centrosym m etric counterions ori-
entationally order® n a st order phase transition, Jow —
ering the space group sym m etry of the crystal. T he cen—
trosym m etric ons are not reported to do that; nstead,
their m otions are considered activated so linebroaden-—
Ing is expected to occur as a crossover upon cooling and

there is no broken symmetry. At st glance, our re—
sults appear nconsistent w ith this scenario because the
lineshape is asym etric. In a single crystal, thiswould in—
dicate highly disordered sites at low tem peratures, and

the resulting variation of chem icalorK night shifts. From

the data, we see that a distrbution of chem ical shifts is
not observable (the line is hom ogeneously broadened).
N evertheless, we do not rule out crystaltw ins as a con—
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FIG.4: Firstmoment (°nug) and linew idth, evaluated from
F spectra asshown in Fig.ll. The rstm om ent ism easured
relative to fjp; see the text for a de nition of the linew idth.
T he solid lines serve as guides to the eye.

tributing factor In producing the ocbserved lineshape. In

either case, the broadening results when anionic m otions
becom e suitably slow ora rst-order orientationalorder—
Ing transition of som e kind takes place. T he second step

in the '°F linew idth appears to be associated w ith dy—
nam ics of som e of the m ethylgroupsand ‘H Y F cou-
pling. A s evidence, we note that there is a strong peak

in the 'H spin lattice relaxation in the sam e tem pera—
ture range, and very sin ilar in strength and tem perature

range to what is observed 1n the TM T SF saltst’.

In this context, there is a natural association of the
decrease in CO order param eter, from Fig. [, with the
°F Ine broadening and shift. For the broadening to
occur, the anions m ust be stationary on a tin e scale of
the order ofthe nverse (high-tem perature) hom ogeneous
linew idth®?, which can occur through an activated di u-—
sion processorasa result ofa structuralphase transition.
For either case, the behavior of the order param eter sug—
gests that suppression of counterion m otion, or disorder
associated w ith i, leads to suppression of the charge dis—
proportionation on the donorm olecules.

F inally, we address the evolution w ith pressure ofboth
the CO orderparam eter and the ground states. n Fig. [,
neither the line dem arking a transition to the CO phase,
nor the CO /AF line is llowed to T = 0. In transport
experin ents??, there is an indication that the dielectric
and resistive anom alies associated w ith the transition to
the CO phase arem onotonically suppressed w ith applied
pressure. Our own transport studies con m this. In
the 13C NM R spectrum , we observe som e broadening of
the spectral features, along w ith a weakening of the CO
order param eter as pressure is Increased. Beyond P
05GP a, the CO features are unresolved. At the same
tin e, the tem perature at which '?!Sb Inebroadening is
dbserved coincidesw ith the 1°F broadening and increases
w ith pressure?’. These cbservations suggest that there

is a phase com peting with the CO, and is stability is
associated w ith counterion degrees of freedom .

A natural st step is the quasione din ensional ex—
tended Hubbard m odel, including only electronic de—
grees of freedom. W ith large enough on-site and near—
neighbor repulsions U and V (relative to hopping inte—
gralt) In 1=4- lkd system s, a charge pattem ofaltemat—
Ing rich and poor sites is produced and the ground state
is antiferrom agnetic. N evertheless, there are no di rac—
tion experim ents identifying the order param eter, and
Incliding electron-lattice coupling leads to other possi-
bilities for the charge con guration ofthe CO stateé. Tt
is also argued that the physically appropriate values for
V m ay not exceed the threshold for charge order. N ever—
theless, producing ferroelectricity, as inferred from low —
frequency dielectric experin ents?, from the CO phase re—
quires m ore couplings. Including the counterion natu-—
rally gives rise to ferroelectric order param eters®€ . And
P elerlstype coupling to the lattice leads to order param —
eters rem Miscent of Sph-P elerls order?2. Then, i I
low s that a largeam plitude CO follow s from coupling to
the counterion and com petes w ith the Peierls coupling
and the SP ground state??. Experin ental evidence for
the com petition was seen previously in experim ents on
(TM TTF ),AsFgi2. In the experin ents reported here,
the relative im portance of the anion coupling is din In—
ished once the anions freeze nto place. T hat is, the freez—
Ing lim its in som e way the m otion of the counterion. In
tum, the coupling is reduced and the CO phase is desta—
bilized.
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FIG.5: A proposed generic phase diagram forthe TM TTF
and TM T SF sals.

To conclude, we o er a generic phase diagram for the
TMTTF and TM T SF sals that Incorporates our obser—
vations for the SIF ¢ salt. At low chem ical pressure, the
donor stacks are strongly din erized, Tc o is of the order
200K , and the ground state is antiferrom agnetic. In-
creasing pressure lads to a frustration of the CO re—



sulting from a modi ed coupling to the counterion, and
once i is su clently suppressed the ground state is sin-—
gkt (Spin-Peierls) rather than antiferrom agnetic. The
observation that for (TM TTF ),SkF¢ dIy =dP < 0O, is
presum ably associated w ith a com petition w ith this non-
m agnetic ground state found at higher pressure. Fur-
ther pressurization leads to the fam iliar sequence: an-—
other AF state and superconductivity. It is reasonable
to ask whether this second, higherpressure, AF state is
a re-entrance ofthe phase described in Fig.ll, orwhether
i is a distinctly di erent symm etry breaking. The sals
(TM TTF ),Br and (TM TSF ),PF¢ should provide the
answer, as they are understood to be representative of
that portion of the phase diagram where the second

AF phase appears. X -ray scattering results?? from the
tw o m aterials provide evidence for a coexistence ofweak
charge and bond m odulations, suggesting an even richer
evolution of the phases than is presented in Fig. .
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