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W estudy e�ectsofnonm agneticim puritieson thecom petition between thesuperconducting and

electron-holepairing.W eshow thatdisordercan resultin coexistenceofthesetwo typesofordering

in a uniform state,even when in clean m aterialsthey are m utually exclusive.

PACS num bers:74.25.D w,71.45.Lr,74.62.D h

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

At low tem peratures,m any m etals undergo a transi-

tion into a state with a gap in the single-electron exci-

tation spectrum and becom e either superconductors or

insulators with a periodic m odulation of the electron

charge or spin density. The insulating and supercon-

ducting (SC) orders inhibit each other by reducing the

fraction ofthe Ferm isurface availableforthe gap ofthe

com peting phase. The balance between the two phases

is very sensitive to the Ferm isurface shape and can be

changed by,e.g.,pressure,doping orm agnetic �eld.

Nonetheless,in a surprisingly large num ber ofm ate-

rials the SC and insulating states coexist.1,2 This pa-

per is focused on the coexistence of superconducting

and charge density wave (CDW ) states, observed in,

e.g.,layered transition m etaldichalcogenides2H -NbSe2
and 2H -TaS2,

3,4,5 the quasi-one-dim ensionalcom pound

NbSe3,
6 tungsten bronzes A xW O 3,

7,8 and quarter-�lled

organic m aterials.9,10 O ne ofthe best studied and best

characterized CDW superconductors is the transition

m etal dichalcogenide 2H -NbSe2. At Td = 33:5 K

this com pound undergoes a second-order phase transi-

tion to an incom m ensurate CDW state,11,12 which is

likely driven by the nesting of a part of the Ferm i

surface.13,14 The resistivity,however,rem ains m etallic-

likedown to Tc = 7:2 K ,atwhich thism aterialbecom es

superconducting,4,5 and the superconductivity coexists

with theCDW m odulations.15 Thecoupling between the

CDW and SC orderparam eters,resulting from thecom -

petition between thesetwostates,wasobservedin anum -

berofexperim ents.Thus,the suppression ofthe charge

density m odulation by pressure and hydrogen interca-

lation results in an increase of Tc.
5,16,17 A sim ilar in-

terplay between the CDW and SC states upon applied

pressure and doping isobserved in NbSe3 and tungsten

bronzes.6,7,8

In this paperwe adopta rathergeneral,though sim -

pli�ed,viewpoint on the interplay between the SC and

CDW states.W eassum ethatitoriginatesfrom thecom -

petition between twodi�erentFerm isurfaceinstabilities:

the instability towardsthe electron pairing,which gives

riseto superconductivity,and theinstability towardsthe

electron-hole (or excitonic)pairing. Here,we focus pri-

m arily on the e�ects ofquenched disorderon this com -

petition.W eshow thateven in ‘theworstcasescenario’,

when the two statescom pete overthe whole Ferm isur-

face and therefore,in absence ofdisorder,are m utually

exclusive,disorder stabilizes a uniform state,in which

superconducting and insulating order param eters coex-

ist.W hilehavingnoe�ecton thesuperconductingphase,

nonm agneticdisordertendsto closetheCDW gap before

com pletely suppressing thecorresponding orderparam e-

ter.Disorderinduceslow-energystatesby breakingsom e

of the electron-hole pairs. The released electrons and

holes can subsequently form Cooper pairs,resulting in

the coexistenceofthe two phases.

W hile in usual s-wave superconductors, non-

m agnetic im purities have little e�ect on the transition

tem perature,18 experim ents on electron irradiated

transition m etal dichalcogenides have shown strong

dependence of Tc on the concentration of defects.19

This was attributed to the interplay between the SC

and CDW orderings: Sim ilarly to e�ect ofpressure,5,6

disorder strongly suppresses the CDW state, which

results in the observed increase of the SC critical

tem perature. Theoretically,the com bined e�ect ofthe

CDW m odulation and disorderon thepairing instability

have been studied in Ref.[20],where an increase ofTc
was found. However, in that paper the am plitude of

the CDW m odulation was assum ed to be �xed,which

is clearly insu�cient in view ofthe strong suppression

ofthe CDW state by disorder. In this paper we solve

self-consistency equations for both SC and CDW order

param eters, which allows us to study the interplay

between these two di�erent orders and obtain the

tem perature versus disorder phase diagram of CDW

superconductors.

Therem ainderofthepaperisorganized asfollows:In

Sec.IIweform ulatean e�ectivem odeldescribing thein-

terplay between the superconducting and excitonicpair-

ing.Theself-consistency equationsforthetwo orderpa-

ram etersare derived in Sec.IIIand in Sec.IV we ana-

lyzethephasediagram ofthem odel.In Sec.V wediscuss

theelectron-holesym m etry underlying them odeland its

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0408457v3
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consequencesforthephasediagram .Finally,weconclude

in Sec.VI. The detailsofthe derivation ofthe e�ective

m odelcan be found in Appendix A.

II. T H E M O D EL

In the following we considerthe m icroscopicHam ilto-

nian

Ĥ =

Z

dx

8
<

:
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(1)

describing two typesofferm ions,one with hole-like dis-

persion (a-electrons)and anotherwith electron-like dis-

persion (b-electrons),"j= a;b(k) = � (k2F � k2)=2m (~ =

1),where� = k2F =2m denotesthechem icalpotential(see

Fig.1). Here,in com parison with the m odels generally

used to represent CDW system s,two nested parts ofa

singleFerm isurfacearereplaced by two sphericalFerm i

surfaces m atching at the Ferm iwave vector kF . The

excitonic insulator (EI) state is the condensate ofpairs

form ed by b-electronsand a-holes(orviceversa)with the

zero totalm om entum .21 Itisan analogueoftheconden-

sateofelectron-holepairswith thetotalm om entum ~Q ,

whereQ isa nesting wavevector,appearingin theCDW

state.

The disorderpotentialU (x)encapsulatesthe e�ectof

non-m agneticim puritiesin thesystem .Here,weassum e

thatthe latterisdrawn atrandom from a G aussian dis-

tribution with zero m ean and variancegiven by

hU (x)U (y)i=
�

2��F
�(x � y); (2)

where�istheinversescatteringtim eand �F = m kF =2�
2

isthedensityofstatesattheFerm ienergy.Forsim plicity

we have assum ed the electron and hole e�ective m asses

to be equal.

The interaction term characterized by the coupling

strength g1 describestheattraction between electronsof

the sam e type (e.g.due to the phonon-exchange),while

the g2 term describes the (Coulom b)repulsion between

the a-and b-electrons (g1;g2 > 0). The attraction be-

tween electrons favors s-wave superconductivity, while

the second interaction leads to an attraction between

electronsand holesand viceversa,favoring theEIstate.

Here,we neglectthe inter-band electron transitionsdue

to scattering o� im puritiesand electron-electron interac-

tions,so thatthe num bersofthe a-and b-electronsare

separately conserved and �xed by the chem icalpoten-

tial. Such term s willform ally destroy long-range order

ofthe EIphase,corresponding to the suppression ofthe
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FIG .1:Schem aticpictureofthehole-like(a)and electron-like

(b)bands.

long-ranged CDW order,dueto thepinning oftheCDW

phase by random ly distributed im purities. However,for

theessentiallyshort-length-scalephysicsweshalldiscuss,

these e�ectsm ay be neglected. In the absence ofdisor-

der,thesam em odel(1)hasbeen em ployed to study the

com petition between SC and EIstates for an arbitrary

ratio ofelectron and hole densities.22 The e�ect ofdis-

order on the EIstate alone has been considered in the

sem inalwork ofRef.[23],wheretheanalogy oftheprob-

lem to an s-wavesuperconductorin presenceofm agnetic

im purities24 wasdrawn.

Theparticularferm ion-ferm ion interactionsconsidered

in (1){attraction between electronsofthesam etypeand

repulsion between thea-and b-electrons{open thepossi-

bility to have sim ultaneously both superconducting and

insulating instabilities. A m ore realistic starting point

would be a m odelwith attractive phonon-m ediated in-

teractions and Coulom b repulsion between alltypes of

electrons. However,it is possible to dem onstrate that,

since the form er are retarded,while the latter is prac-

tically instantaneous,the SC and EI order param eters

turn outto havea very di�erentdependenceon theM at-

subara frequency !.Thisisclearly shown in Fig.2:The

SC order param eter is large at sm allfrequencies,while

at higher values,it decreases in m agnitude and �nally

changes sign when ! is ofthe order ofthe phonon fre-

quency 
0.
25 By contrast,the EIparam eter is large at

high frequencies and has a dip for j!j< 
0. In other

words,the di�erence in frequency scales ofthe attrac-

tive and repulsive interactions allows both instabilities

to be presentsim ultaneously. Furtherm ore,in the weak

coupling lim itand fora weak disorder,i.e.� � 
 0,the

frequencydependenceofthetwoorderparam eterscan be

found separately for ! � � and ! & 
0. Furtherm ore,

it can be shown that the self-consistency equations for

the order param eters at ! = 0 coincide with the ones

obtained from the m odel(1),which therefore can be in-

terpreted asan e�ectiveinteractingm odel.Technicalde-

tailstogetherwith the frequency dependence ofthe two

orderparam etersand theexplicitexpressionsforthecou-

pling constantsg1 and g2 in term s ofthe Coulom b and

electron-phonon couplingscan be found in appendix A.
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FIG .2: The dependence ofthe superconducting (solid line)

and excitonic (dashed line)orderparam eterson theM atsub-

ara frequency ! (see appendix A fordetails).

III. O R D ER PA R A M ET ER S A N D

SELF-C O N SIST EN C Y EQ U A T IO N S

Fourorderparam etersdescribingtheSC and EIstates

can be introduced by m eansofthe following anom alous

averages

� 1a = g1h a" a#i � 1b = g1h b" b#i

� 2" = � g2h 
y

a"
 b"i � 2# = � g2h 

y

a#
 b#i:

Sincethenum bersofthea-and b-ferm ionsareseparately

conserved, for hom ogeneous states, we use the global

gaugetransform ation

 a 7! e
i’ a  a  b 7! e

i’ b b ;

to m aketheSC orderparam eters,� 1a and � 1b,realand

positive.M oreover,aselectronsand holesarecharacter-

ized by the sam e dispersion,we can require,without a

lossofgenerality,that

� 1a = � 1b = � 1 > 0:

In caseofaspin-independentinteraction,asin(1),singlet

and tripletexciton pairsare degenerate in energy. This

gives rise to a large sym m etry class oftransform ations

fortheEIorderparam eter� 2�.In reality,however,this

degeneracy is lifted by Coulom b exchange interactions

and inter-band transitions.Therefore,wewillassum ethe

exciton pairshavezero totalspin,i.e.� 2" = � 2# = � 2.

Finally wenotethat,when � 1;� 2 6= 0 and � 2 hasan

im aginary part,a pairing ofelectronsofdi�erenttypes,

� 1ab = � g2h a" b#i= � g2h b" a#i,m ay be present.22

However,one can show the energy ofthe state with co-

existing SC and EIordersto be the lowestfor real� 2,

in which case� 1ab = 0.

By analogy with the caseofm agnetic im puritiesin s-

wavesuperconductors,24 restrictingattention tothelim it

in which thedisorderpotentialim posesonly a weak per-

turbation on the electronic degreesoffreedom (� � �),

them ean �eld (saddle-point)equationstogetherwith the

self-consistency equations for the EI and SC order pa-

ram eterscan be obtained using the diagram m atic tech-

nique. However,we will�nd it m ore convenientto use

a path-integralapproach.Thiswillalso allowsusto ob-

tain straightforwardly an expression forthe averagefree

energy.

The quantum partition function,Z = tr[e�� Ĥ ],where

� = 1=T,can beexpressed asa coherentstatepath inte-

graloverferm ionic�elds.In orderto facilitate the aver-

aging ofthe free energy overthe disorderpotential(2),

itisconvenientengagethe replica trick:26

F = �
1

�
hlnZ i= �

1

�
lim
n! 0

hZ ni� 1

n
:

O ncereplicated,aHubbard-Stratonovich transform ation

can be applied to decouple the interaction term s in the

Ham iltonian.Asa result,oneobtains:

Z n =

Z

D (	;	 y)

Z

D � 1D � 2

exp

( Z �

0

d�

Z

dx

�

	 y
�

@� + Ĥ

�

	+ 2
� 2
1

g1
+ 2

� 2
2

g2

�)

:

Here, om itting the replica indices for clarity, the

ferm ion �eld is arranged in a Nam bu-like spinor,	 T =

( b"; a"; 
y

b#
; 

y

a#
), in such a way the single quasi-

particleHam iltonian takesthe following form :

Ĥ = �̂̂p�3�3 + U (x)�3 + � 1�1 + � 2�3�1 ; (3)

where,�̂̂p = � r2
x
=2m � � and thePaulim atrices�c and

�c (c= 1;2;3)act,respectively,in the particle-hole and

the b;a subspace.

The ensem ble average overthe quenched random po-

tentialdistribution (2)inducesa tim e non-localquartic

interactions,
R
dx(

R�
0
d�	y�3	)

2, which can be decou-

pled by m eans ofa Hubbard-Stratonovich transform a-

tion with the introduction ofa m atrix �eld,�(x),local

in realspace, and carrying replica, M atsubara (!n =

(2n+ 1)�=�)and internal(particle-holeand b;a)indices.

Integrating overthe Ferm ionic �elds	,one obtainsthe

ensem bleaveraged replicated partition function:

hZ ni=

Z

D � 1D � 2

Z

D �e��F
;

whereF isthe freeenergy ofthe system

�F =

Z �

0

d�

Z

dx

�

2
� 2
1

g1
+ 2

� 2
2

g2

�

� trln

�

� Ĝ
�1
�

�
��F

�

Z

dxtr[�(x)�3]
2

(4)
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and Ĝ isthe quasi-particlem atrix G reen function in the

presenceofdisorder:

� Ĝ�1 = � i!n + �̂̂p�3�3 + � 1�1 + � 2�3�1 + �(x): (5)

The m atrix �eld �(x)representsthe contribution ofthe

non-m agneticim purity interaction to the self-energy.

The saddle-point associated with the action (4) ob-

tained by variation with respectto the self-energy �,

�(x)=
�

2��F
�3hxĵGjxi�3 ;

can besolved in thelim it� � �;� 1;� 2,when �,� 1 and

� 2 can be considered hom ogeneous.In thislim it,which

is com patible with the self-consistent Born approxim a-

tion,theG reen function (5)isdiagonalin frequency and

m om entum spaceand can be explicitly inverted:

G!n ;p = �
i~!n + �p�3�3 + ~� 1�1 + ~� 2�3�1

~!2n + �2
p
+ ~� 2

1 +
~� 2
2

:

Here,we have de�ned the ‘renorm alized’expressionsfor

the frequency and orderparam eters:

~!n

0

@ 1�
�

2

1
q

~!2n +
~� 2
1 +

~� 2
2

1

A = !n

~� 1

0

@ 1�
�

2

1
q

~!2n +
~� 2
1 +

~� 2
2

1

A = � 1

~� 2

0

@ 1+
�

2

1
q

~!2n +
~� 2
1 +

~� 2
2

1

A = � 2 :

(6)

From the above equations ofm otion,one m ay deduce

that

~!n

~� 1

=
!n

� 1

; (7)

or,in other words,that in the weak disorder lim it non

m agnetic im purities do not suppress s-wave supercon-

ductivity (Anderson theorem ,18) while,introducing the

param etersu = ~!n=~� 2 and � = �=~� 2,

!n

� 2

= u

"

1�
�

p
1+ u2 (1+ � 2

1=!
2
n)

#

: (8)

Finally,the self-consistency equationsforthe SC and

EI order param eters can be found m inim izing the ac-

tion (4)with respectto � 1;2:

� 1;2 =
��1;2

�

X

!n

~� 1;2
q

~!2n +
~� 2
1 +

~� 2
2

: (9)

Here,�1;2 = g1;2�F representdim ensionlesscouplingcon-

stants.Notethat,asin conventionalBCS theory,thein-

tegraloverm om entum can be perform ed by m aking use

ofthe identity
R
dp=(2�)3 =

R
d��(�) ’ �F

R
d�. Em -

ploying Eq.(8),the self-consistency equationscan then

be rewritten in the form

1

�1
=
�

�

X

!n

�

� 2
1 + !

2
n

�

1+
1

u2

���1=2

� 2 =
�2�

�

X

!n

�

1+ u
2

�

1+
� 2
1

!2n

���1=2

:

(10)

Com bining togetherequations(6)with (10),wearenow

abletodiscussthe�niteand zerotem peraturem ean-�eld

phasediagram associated with the m odel(1).

IV . P H A SE D IA G R A M

A . Tem perature versus disorder phase diagram

In theabsenceofdisorder(i.e.�= 0 and u = ! n=� 2),

one m ay note that, except for di�erent coupling con-

stants,thetwo self-consistency equations(10)areidenti-

cal.Therefore,since they cannotbe satis�ed sim ultane-

ously,even though the SC and EIinstabilities can occur

sim ultaneously,in clean m aterialsthe corresponding or-

derings are m utually exclusive. For�1 > �2 the system

becom essuperconducting below

T1(� = 0)=

E

�
2
0 e

�1=� 1 ; (11)

where 
0 is the frequency cuto� and 
E ’ 1:78 is the

Eulerconstantwhile,for�2 > �1,thetransition into the

EIstateoccursat

T2(� = 0)=

E

�
2
0 e

�1=� 2 : (12)

Sincecharged non-m agneticim puritiesactaselectron-

hole pair breaking perturbations,while they do not af-

fect the SC state,for �1 > �2 the SC state dom inates

at any disorder strength � and the EI state never ap-

pears. O n the otherhand,for�2 > �1,the EIphase is

energetically m ore favorable at weak disorder,becom es

suppressed for larger values of�,and eventually gives

way to superconductivity.Non-m agneticim puritiessup-

pressthe EIstate in exactly the sam e way asm agnetic

im puritiessuppresstheSC state.23,24 Therefore,onecan

infer that the dependence ofthe EI transition tem per-

ature T2 on the disorderstrength � is described by the

standard Abrikosov-G or’kov expression:

ln
T2(0)

T2(�)
= 	

�
1

2
+

�

2�T2(�)

�

� 	

�
1

2

�

: (13)

Atsom ecriticaldisorderstrength ��,theEIand SC tran-

sition tem peratureseventually coincideT2(��)= T1(� =

0)= T� and,for� > � �,the system becom essupercon-

ducting atthe(�-independent)tem peratureT1 given by

Eq.(11).
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FIG .3:Thetem peraturevsdisorderstrength phasediagram

ofthe m odelEq.(1)for�
� 1

1
� �

� 1

2
= 0:5 .The dim ensionless

disorder strength is �=� 2(T = 0;� = 0) and tem perature is

m easured in unitsofTc2(� = 0).TheEIand SC statearesep-

arated by a thin dom ain,in which the two orderparam eters

coexist.

O ne can therefore wonder in what way,at tem pera-

tures lower than T�,the transition between the EIand

SC statestakesplace.In Fig.3,the tem perature versus

disorder phase diagram is shown for values ofthe cou-

pling constantssuch that� = �
�1
1 � �

�1
2 = 0:5.Thepure

EIand SC statesareseparated by a very thin region lo-

cated in the � < � � and T < T� region ofthe phase

diagram ,where the two order param eters coexist. The

threeordered phases(EI,SC,and EI+ SC)and thehigh-

tem perature disordered phase m erge atthe tetracritical

point(��;T�). The boundariesbetween the coexistence

region and thetwopurephasesarecriticallinesofsecond

ordertransitionsalthough,due to the very sm allwidth

ofthecoexistenceregion,theevolution ofonepurephase

into anotherisclose to being of�rst-order.Thiswillbe

furtherdiscussed in Sec.V.

Atthe �rstcriticalline T1(�) separating the pure EI

phase from the m ixed EI+ SC phase,one has � 1 ! 0

and � 2 6= 0. In the � 1 ! 0 lim it,the self-consistency

equations(10)sim plify to the expressions

1

�1
= 2�T1

X

!n > 0

u

!n
p
1+ u2

� 2

�2
= 2�T1

X

!n > 0

1
p
1+ u2

:

(14)

The second criticalline T2(�)separatesthe m ixed state

from thepureSC stateand isobtained by instead taking

the lim it� 2 ! 0 fornonzero � 1. In thiscase,one can

approxim ate

u ’
!n

� 2

 

1+
�

p
!2n + � 2

1

!

;

whereupon Eqs.(10)takethe form

1

�1
= 2�T2

X

!n > 0

1
p
!2n + � 2

1

1

�2
= 2�T2

X

!n > 0

1
p
!2n + � 2

1 + �
:

(15)

NotethattheEIorderparam eter� 2 appearsattem pera-

tureslowerthan the\upper"T2(�)given by Eq.(13),and

disappears below the \lower" T2(�),given by Eq.(15).

Figure 3 shows that �1 (at which the SC ordering sets

in at T = 0) and �2 (at which the EI ordering is de-

stroyed atT = 0)aresm allerthan the disorderstrength

at the tetracriticalpoint ��. Therefore,in the interval

�2 < � < � �, the system passes through three con-

secutive phase transitionsasthe tem perature decreases:

Firstly the system becom esan excitonic insulator,then

itentersthe m ixed phase with the two coexisting order

param eters,and �nally the growth ofthe SC order pa-

ram eter with decreasing tem perature suppresses the EI

ordering,resultinginthetransitionintothepureSC state

with � 2 = 0.

B . T he zero tem perature phase diagram

Thezerotem peraturephasediagram isshownin Fig.4.

The EI state exists only for positive � (or equivalently

e�� = � 1(T = 0)=� 2(T = 0;� = 0)< 1). The coexis-

tence region (shaded)iscon�ned between the two criti-

callines�1(�)< �2(�). The system issuperconducting

for � > � 1,while the excitonic condensate appears for

� < � 2). Forsm all�,i.e. close to the quantum critical

pointseparating the EIand SC statesin the absence of

disorder,the criticaldisordervaluescan be obtained as


1(�) ’ 2

�
� � 3�

2
+ 8

3�3 �2;


2(�) ’ 2

�
� � 2�

2
�8

�3 �2 ;

(16)

where
 � �=�2(0;0).Therefore,thewidth ofthecoex-

istenceregion isapproxim atelygiven by 
2� 
1 ’ 0:08�2.

For large values of�,i.e. when the SC coupling �1
is m uch sm aller than the EI coupling �2, the coexis-

tenceregion essentially coincideswith thedisorderinter-

vale��=4 < 
 < 1=2 in which theEIstateisgapless.23,24

Therefore,for � > 1+ 3�=4,the superconductivity ap-

pearsatthesam edisordervalue,atwhich theEIbecom es

gapless,
1 = e��=4 ’ 0:46,while �2 asym ptotically ap-

proaches the disorder strength at which the EIstate is

destroyed in the absenceofsuperconductivity:


2 ’ 1=2� �e
�2�

2

� � 1: (17)

W enotethat,for� < 1+ 3�=4,thegapin thespectrum of

quasi-particleexcitationsatzero tem peratureisnonzero

for all�,while for � > 1+ 3�=4 it vanishes ata single

point� = � 1.
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FIG .4: The zero tem perature phase diagram . Close to the

quantum criticalpoint � = � = 0,the coexistence region is

extrem ely thin. For � � 1 it practically coincides with the

disorderinterval,in which the EIisgapless.

Thisre-entrantbehaviorand theform ofthephasedi-

agram aresim ilarto whatwasfound forthespin-Peierls

com pound CuG eO 3 ,which upon doping showsan anti-

ferrom agneticorderingcoexistingwith spin-Peierlsphase

in som eintervalofdoping concentrations.27,28

V . EI-SC SY M M ET R Y

Tounderstand whythecoexistenceregion issonarrow,

itisinstructive to plotthe EIand SC orderparam eters

asfunctionsof�in thecoexistenceregion (seeFig.5).In

the interval�1 < � < � 2 the excitonic(superconducting)

orderparam eterdecreases(increases)fastwith increasing

�,while� =
p
� 2
1 + � 2

2 staysapproxim ately constant.

Thisbehaviorresultsfrom the sym m etry between the

b-and a-electronsatthe quantum criticalpoint�1 = �2
in the absenceofdisorder(� = 0):

	 7! e
i��2�1=2	 : (18)

This transform ation results is the rotation in the space

ofthe two orderparam etersoverthe angle� 2 [0;2�],

� 1 7! � 1 cos� � �2 sin�

� 2 7! � 2 cos� + � 1 sin� :

Atthe m ean-�eld level,the anom alouspartofthe av-

eragefreeenergy perunity ofvolum e,hfi= hF i=V ,can

be easily evaluated starting from (4)and m aking use of

the replica trick:

hfi= �
4�

�

X

!n

�q

~!2n +
~� 2
1 +

~� 2
2 �

�
�
�
�~!n + sign(~!n)

�

2

�
�
�
�

�

�
2��

�

X

!n

~� 2
2

~!2n +
~� 2
1 +

~� 2
2

+
2

�1
� 2
1 +

2

�2
� 2
2 : (19)

Let us notice that,in the absence ofdisorder,the free

energy only dependson ‘the totalgap’� =
p
� 2
1 + � 2

2.

Thisfollowsfrom thefactthatthegeneratoroftheEI-SC

rotations �2�1 com m utes with the Ham iltonian Eq.(3)

for U (x) = 0. M oreover,for g1 = g2,the last term in

Eq.(19)isequalto 2� 2=g1 (thesecond term in Eq.(19)

vanishesfor� = 0).Thus,atthe quantum criticalpoint

the free energy hasa ‘M exican hat’pro�le asa function

ofthe orderparam eters(� 1;� 2),sym m etric under the

rotationstransform ingtheexcitonicinsulatorintothesu-

perconductor.Thissym m etry between electron-electron

and electron-hole pairing is analogousto the sym m etry

unifying thed-wavesuperconductivity and antiferrom ag-

netism discussed in the context of high-Tc and heavy

ferm ion m aterials.29,30,31

Awayfrom thequantum criticalpoint,and fornonzero

disorder,the electron-hole sym m etry isbroken. Solving

Eqs.(6)for ~!n,~� 1,and ~� 2,perturbatively in thedisor-

derstrength �,and replacing atT = 0 the sum m ations

over the M atsubara frequency !n in Eq.(19) by inte-

grals,onecan obtain an expansion oftheaverageenergy

density in powersof�:

hfi

2�F
=
� 2
1

�1
+
� 2
2

�2
� �2 ln

�

2

0

�

�

�
1

2
� 2

+
�

2

� 2
2

�
��

1

3

� 2
2(3�

2
1 + � 2

2)

� 4
�2

�
�

16

� 2
1�

2
2(�

2
2 � 4�21)

� 7
�3 + O

�
�4
�
: (20)

Denoting the dim ensionless disorder strength by � =

�=�� 1 and de�ning the angle�

� 1 = �cos� � 2 = �sin� ;

wecan recastEq.(20)in the form

hfi

2�F
’ � 2

�

ln
�

��
�
1

2
+
�

2
cos2� +

��

4
(1� cos2�)

�
�2

12
(3� 2cos2� � cos4�)

+
��3

512
(6+ 5cos2� � 6cos4� � 5cos6�)+ O

�
�
4
�
�

;

(21)

where �� is the geom etric m ean of the EI and SC or-

derparam eters, �� =
p
� 1� 2(0;0)= 2
0e

�(�
� 1

1
+ �

� 1

2
)=2.

The sym m etry-breaking term sin Eq.(21)(thatdepend

on the angle �) are proportionalto powers of� and �.
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FIG .5:Theplotsshowsthedependenceofthesuperconduct-

ing orderparam eter� 1 (dashed line)and theexcitonicorder

param eter � 2 (thin solid line) on the disorder strength � in

the region ofcoexistence ofthe two phases for � = 0:1 and

T = 0. For �1 < � < � 2,� 1 and � 2 vary very fast,while

� =
p
� 1

2
+ � 2

2
(thick line)staysapproxim ately constant.
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FIG .6:Theplotshowstheenergy m inim um versustheangle

� at � = 0:5 and for di�erent values of�: � = 0:234 < � 1

(solid line),� � �fo = 0:237 (dashed line) and � = 0:240 >

�2 (dot-dashed line).

Thus,for�;� � 1,these term saresm alland the energy

hastheslightly deform ed ‘M exican hat’shapewith an al-

m ost
atvalley connecting thepoints� m in(�),atwhich

hfihasa m inim um fora given �.

This is illustrated in Fig. 6 where we plot the �-

dependence ofthe m inim alenergy density for,respec-

tively,� = 0:234 < � 1,� = 0:237 (in the coexistence

region) and � = 0:240 > � 2 (in both cases � = 0:5).

For� < � 1,the energy m inim um isat� = �=2 (the EI

state),whileat� > � 2 theenergy m inim um isfor� = 0

(theSC state).Though the�-dependenceofthem inim al

energy is,in general,rathercom plicated,thescaleofthe

energy variationsin allthreecasesisvery sm all,i.e.the

valleyispractically
at.Thisisthereason forthenarrow

width ofthe disorderinterval�1 < �< � 2,in which the

two phasescoexist-a very sm allvariation ofthe disor-

derstrength 
 issu�cienttoshifttheposition theenergy

m inim um from � = �=2 to � = 0 along theenergy valley,

in which � =
p
� 2
1 + � 2

2 rem ainspractically unchanged.

Figure6 alsoillustratestheabsenceof�rst-ordertran-

sitions in the m odel(1). Note that � = 0:237 is close

to �fo, at which the energies ofthe SC and EI states

becom e equal: hf(0)i= hf(�=2)i. The �rst-ordertran-

sition between the two pure states,however,does not

occur,sincethe energy hastheglobalm inim um atsom e

angle�,such that0 < � < �=2,correspondingtoam ixed

ground state. Furtherm ore,when � = 0:237,the energy

hasa localm axim um at� = �=2,enforcing the EIstate

to be m etastable.

V I. D ISC U SSIO N A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

W e discussed e�ectsofdisorderin system swith com -

peting instabilities,such asCDW superconductors. W e

considered a sim plem odel,which describesa m etalwith

two perfectly nested electron-like and hole-like parts of

the Ferm isurface. In this m odelthe interplay between

the electron-electron and electron-hole pairings is very

strong,asthese they com pete overthe wholeFerm isur-

face.

W e showed thatdisordercan be used to tune the bal-

ance between the two com peting phasesand to stabilize

the state,in which they coexist. The charged nonm ag-

neticim puritiesinducesuperconductivity by suppressing

the CDW state. Such a disorder-induced superconduc-

tivityisobservedin theirradiated two-dim ensionalCDW

m aterial2H -TaS2.
19 In othertransition m etaldichalco-

genides,e.g.2H -NbSe2 and 2H -TaSe2,which are CDW

superconductorsalready in absence ofdisorder,a sm all

am ount ofirradiation-induced defects results in an en-

hancem ent ofTc.
19 Sim ilar behavior is observed in the

quasi-one-dim ensionalCDW m aterialNb1�x TaxSe3. In

the pure NbSe3,Tc is sm aller than 50 m K at am bient

pressure.16 Thesubstitution ofNb forTa suppressesthe

resistivity anom aliesdue to the CDW transitions,while

Tc growsup to � 2K atx = 0:05.6 The e�ectofim puri-

tiesin these m aterialsissim ilarto thatofpressure and

hydrogen intercalation.5,16,17

In agreem ent with these experim ental �ndings, the

phasediagram sofourm odelFigs.3and 4,show astrong

sensitivity oftheground stateto disorderand thecoexis-

tenceoftheSC and EIstatesin thepresenceofdisorder.

Thisbehaviorcan beeasilyunderstood and described an-

alytically,using theLandau expansion ofthefreeenergy

in powers ofthe EI and SC order param eters near the

quantum criticalpoint [see Eq.(20)],which we derived

from them icroscopicm odel.Disorderdistortstheshape
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ofthe energy potentialand continuously shiftsthe posi-

tion ofthem inim um from thepointcorrespondingto the

excitonicinsulatorto the pointcorresponding to the su-

perconducting state,which givesrise to the coexistence

ofthe two states.

Them icroscopicorigin ofthiscoexistenceisthebreak-

up ofapartoftheelectron-holepairsby disorderand the

subsequent recom bination ofthe released ferm ions into

electron-electron and hole-hole pairs. In other words,

disordertransform sthe CDW gap in the single-electron

density ofstatesinto a pseudogap,�lled with statesde-

scribing the broken electron-hole pairs. The SC phase

developsinside thispseudogap,which resem blesthe be-

haviorobserved in high-Tc cuprates.
32

In addition to thedisorder-induced superconductivity,

resulting from the suppression oftheEIstate,thephase

diagram ofour m odel(see Fig.3) shows an interesting

‘inverse’e�ect,nam ely the suppression ofthe EI state

due to the growth ofthe SC order param eter with de-

creasing tem perature. Though this re-entrance transi-

tion is just another consequence ofthe com petition be-

tween the two types of ordering, we did not �nd any

reports ofsuch a behavior in CDW superconductors in

theliterature.This,however,ithasbeen observed in the

quasi-one-dim ensionalspin-Peierls com pound CuG eO 3,

where im puritiesinduce the long range N�eelordering.28

In thism aterial,theinterplay between thedim erized and

antiferrom agnetic states allows for a sim ilar theoretical

description.27 In m ostCDW superconductorsthe CDW

transition occursata m uch highertem peraturethan the

SC transition,so thatthe in
uence ofthe Cooperpair-

ing on theCDW m odulationsisdi�cultto observe.Fur-

therm ore,the CDW gap only openson a nested partof

the Ferm isurface. In quasi-one-dim ensionalNbSe3 the

fraction ofthe Ferm isurfacea�ected by the CDW tran-

sition was estim ated to be � 0:6 at am bient pressure.6

In thetwo-dim ensional2H -NbSe2 thisfraction isappar-

ently very sm all,sincethegap opening actually increases

the conductivity ofthis m aterial12 and the part ofthe

Ferm isurface,where the gap opens,was not found in

ARPES experim ents,13,14,33 even though the gap value

(34m eV)isknown.34 Forpartially gapped Ferm isurfaces

the com petition between the CDW and SC statesisless

strong,sothatin 2H -NbSe2 they coexisteven in absence

ofdisorder.

W hile the enhancem entofthe SC transition tem pera-

tureupon thesuppression oftheCDW stateiswelldoc-

um ented in m any m aterials,the experim entalsituation

with in
uenceofthesuperconductivityon theCDW state

is less clear. O n the one hand,Ram an experim ents on

2H -NbSe2 show the suppression ofthe intensity the col-

lectiveSC m odeby m agnetic�eld with the concom itant

enhancem entoftheintensity oftheCDW m odes.35,36 O n

theotherhand,noe�ectofthesuperconductingordering

below 7K and ofthesuppression oftheSC stateby m ag-

netic�eld on theCDW m odulation wasobserved in x-ray

experim ents.15 Theunderstandingofthebehaviorof2H -

NbSe2 iscom plicated by them ulti-sheetstructureofthe

Ferm isurfaceand them om entum -and sheet-dependence

ofboth order param eters.33 The interplay between the

CDW and SC statesin thisand otherm aterialsrequires

furtherexperim entaland theoreticalstudies.

Crucially,onem ay notethatthephasediagram ofthe

interacting system was inferred from the self-consistent

Hartree-Fock approxim ation which captures only the

m ean-�eld characteristics. In view of the �lam entary

structure ofthe coexistence region,the system can be

susceptible to m esoscopic or sam ple to sam ple 
uctua-

tions due to the quenched im purity potential. Such ef-

fectsarerecorded in 
uctuationsofthe�eld �(x)around

its saddle-point or m ean-�eld value (as opposed to the

leadingterm sgathered in thelow-order�expansion con-

sidered here).In thegaplessregim e,such e�ectscan give

rise to long-ranged di�usion m ode contributions to the

generalized pairsusceptibility (cf.,e.g.,Ref.[37]).How-

ever,in the presentcase,the disorderpotentialim poses

a sym m etry breaking perturbation on the EIphase. As

such,we can expectm esoscopic 
uctuationsdue to dis-

order to im pose only a short-ranged (i.e. localon the

scaleofthe coherencelength ofthe EIorderparam eter)

perturbation on thepairsusceptibility.In thevicinity of

the coexistenceregion,wherethe potentialforthe angle

� is shallow,the e�ect ofthese m esoscopic 
uctuations

m ay be signi�cant.

To understand thee�ectofrandom 
uctuationsin the

coexistenceregion,weconsidertheG inzburg-Landau ex-

pansion fortheground stateenergy closetothequantum

criticalpoint� = 0;� = 0,atwhich theEIand SC states

are degenerate.In the vicinity ofthispointthe phase �

ofthe ‘total’orderparam eter� 1 + i� 2 = �e i� isa soft

m ode,so thatweak disorderm ainly inducesspatial
uc-

tuationsofthe phase,while the m agnitude ofthe order

param eter � approxim ately stays constant. As in the

derivation ofEq.(21),weexpand theenergy in powersof

� and disorderstrength,assum ing that� � �,which is

justi�ed in the coexistence region,where � �
2�

�
� (see

Eq.(16). Assum ing that the phase varies slowly on the

length scale ofthe correlation length � = vF
�
,where vF

isthe Ferm ivelocity,weobtain

F ’

Z

dx

�

�F

�
v2F

6
(r �)2 + u(x)cos2�

�

+ hfi

�

; (22)

where the �rstterm describesthe ‘elastic energy’ofan

inhom ogeneous state,the disorder-averaged free energy

hfiisgiven by Eq.(21),and u(x)isthe 
uctuating part

ofdisordercoupled to the phaseofthe orderparam eter.

Neglecting correlationson a scalesm allerthatthecorre-

lation length,u(x)can beapproxim ately considered asa

random �-correlatedG aussian variablewith zeroaverage,

hu(x)i= 0,and variance

hu(x)u(y)i= A�(x � y) A =
�4�2� 2

2k3
F

; (23)

(weom itthelengthycalculationsthatlead tothisresult).

The coupling to disorderalso occursin higherordersof
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the expansion,but those term s are relatively sm alland

can be neglected.

Following theIm ry and M a argum ent,38 weconsidera

large phase 
uctuation,e.g.,a droplet ofthe SC phase

ofthe spatialextentL inside the EIm atrix.Com paring

the typicalenergy gain due to the coupling to disorder

� �F

p
AL3 with the lossin the elasticenergy � �F v

2
F L,

we�nd thatthe
uctuation isenergetically favorablefor

L >
v4F

A
=

v4F k
3
F

2�2�2� 4
; (24)

where we took into accountthat,in the coexistence re-

gion,� �
2�

�
�.

The crucialdi�erence ofour m odelfrom that consi-

dered in Ref.[38]is the absence ofan exact continuous

sym m etry.Even in the coexistence region,the m inim al-

energy valley connecting the SC and EI points (� = 0

and � = �

2
)isnotperfectly 
at. The typicalam plitude

ofthe variationsofthe energy density is� �2�F �
2 (see

Eq.(21)),resulting in the energy loss� �2�F �
2L3 pro-

portionalthevolum eofthe
uctuation,which suppresses

large droplets. Com paring it with the energy gain,we

�nd

L
3
<

A

�4� 4
: (25)

Equations(24)and (25)hold sim ultaneously for

vF kF < �� ; (26)

which cannotbesatis�ed in theweakcouplinglim it.O ne

m ay wonderwhy the condition (26)doesnothold even

for� = � = 0,wherethem odelhasa continuoussym m e-

try.Thereason isthatin ourm odeltheroleofdisorderis

two-fold.O n theonehand,itcouplestotheorderparam -

eter,asin the ‘random �eld’m odeldiscussed in Ref.[38]

and tends to destroy the ordering. O n the other hand,

it a�ects the energy di�erence between the EI and SC

statesand,therefore,suppressesthe phase 
uctuations,

by destroyingthesym m etry oftheenergy potential.The

second e�ect,which is linear in �,is stronger than the

�rst.

Thus,the inhom ogeneity ofthe order param eter,re-

sulting from typicaldisorder 
uctuations is sm all. The

phase 
uctuations can also be induced by large disor-

der 
uctuations (’Lifshitz tails’),but their contribution

to the free energy isexponentially sm all.39 Thisjusti�es

ourm ean �eld treatm entofdisorder.

This conclusion m ay not hold,however,for strongly

coupled CDW superconductorsorforothertypesofdis-

order. Q ualitatively,we expectthatinhom ogeneousex-

citonicand superconductingorderparam etersm ay result

in a broadening ofthecoexistenceregion.Thelocalsup-

pression oftheexcitonic pairing nearcharged im purities

can give rise to the localenhancem entofthe supercon-

ducting order. The state with such a nanoscale phase

separation,in which two com peting orders alternate in

antiphase without a loss ofthe m acroscopic coherence,

can be m ore energetically favorable than the uniform

stateand,therefore,can bestabilized in a widerinterval

ofparam eters.Such a statewasobserved in �SR experi-

m entson doped CuG eO 3,which showsboth spin-Peierls

and antiferrom agneticordering.40

In conclusion,westudied e�ectsofdisorderon system s

with com peting superconducting and charge-density-

wave instabilities. W e showed thateven in the extrem e

situation, when the com petition takes place over the

wholeFerm isurfaceand thesuperconductingand charge-

density-wavephasesarem utually exclusive,disordercan

giveriseto theircoexistence in a spatially hom ogeneous

state. Furtherm ore,disorderitselfcan be used asa pa-

ram eter,with which one can tune the balance between

com peting phases. Although our m odelis too sim ple

to describe the physicsbehind the coexistence ofsuper-

conductivity and CDW (SDW )statesin,e.g.,high-Tc or

heavy ferm ion m aterials,we believe that the ability of

disorder to bring together incom patible phases m ay be

im portantforunderstandingphasediagram softhesesys-

tem s.

A P P EN D IX A :C O EX IST IN G IN STA B ILIT IES

A N D D ER IVA T IO N O F T H E EFFEC T IV E

M O D EL

In this appendix we obtain a condition under which

both the SC and EI instabilities can occur sim ulta-

neously. Here, we consider m ore realistic interac-

tions between electrons than those described by the

m odel(1),nam ely,thephonon-m ediated interaction and

theCoulom b repulsion.TheCoulom b repulsion counter-

acts the phonon-m ediated attraction between electrons

and suppressestheSC instability.Thesam eholdsforthe

instabilitytowardstheform ation oftheexcitonicconden-

satewith thedi�erencethatthetwo typesofinteraction

now changeroles:theCoulom b forcefavorstheelectron-

holepairing,while theone-phonon exchangeresultsin a

repulsion between electronsand holes.W ewillshow that

the SC and EIinstabilities can coexist due to di�erent

frequency dependence ofthe two typesofinteractions.

Forretarded phonon-m ediated interactions,the order

param eters� 1 and � 2 are frequency-dependent,which

com plicatesthesolution oftheself-consistencyequations.

W e show,however,thatin the weak coupling and weak

disorderlim it,the equationsfortheorderparam etersat

zero frequency coincide with Eq.(9),which justi�esthe

m odelintroduced in Sec.II. M oreover,we willgive the

explicitexpressionsforthe coupling constantsg1 and g2
appearing in Eq.(1).

W e describe e�ective electron-electron interactionsby
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a non-localaction

Se� =
g2e-ph

2

Z

dx

Z

d�d�
0
�(x;�)D (� � �

0)�(x;�0)

+
g2C

2

Z

dxd��
2(x;�); (A1)

where � =
P

�
( y

a� a� +  
y

b�
 b�) is the totalelectron

density. The �rstterm isthe phonon-m ediated e�ective

attraction between electronsand D (� � �0)isthephonon

G reen function. For a single dispersionless optical

phonon with thefrequency
0 and thepropagatorD !n
=

� 
20=(!
2
n + 
2

0),we have D (� � �0)= � 
0e
�
 0j� ��

0
j=2

for T � 
0. The second term in Eq.(A1) is the in-

stantaneous Coulom b interaction. W e neglect the m o-

m entum dependenceofthescreened electron-phonon and

Coulom bcouplings,which m akestheelectron-electronin-

teractionslocalin space.

Thecouplingsforthea and b-electronsin Eq.(A1)give

riseto a largefreedom in thechoiceoforderparam eters,

which in realitym aynotbepresent,e.g.,duetotheinter-

band scattering,which separately doesnotconservethe

num bersofthe a� and b� electrons.In whatfollowswe

restrict ourselves to the anom alous averagesconsidered

in Sec.II,which,forretarded interactionsEq.(A1),are

tim e-dependent(j= a;band � = ";#):

� 1(� � �
0)= �

�
g
2
e-phD (� � �

0)+ g
2
C

�
h i"(�) i#(�

0)i

� 2(� � �
0)= �

�
g
2
e-phD (� � �

0)+ g
2
C

�
h a�(�) b�(�

0)i:

In thefrequencyrepresentation theself-consistencyequa-

tionsread

� 1(!n)= �
T

4V

X

p! 0

n

�
g
2
e-phD !n �! 0

n
� g

2
C

�
tr
�
�1G p;! 0

n

�

� 2(!n)=
T

4V

X

p! 0

n

�
g
2
e-phD !n �!

0

n
� g

2
C

�
tr
�
�3�1G p;! 0

n

�
;

wherethe electron G reen function isgiven by Eq.(5).

To sim plify thealgebra,weconsiderhereonly thezero

tem perature case. The integration overthe electron ex-

citation energy � gives

� 1(!)=
1

2

Z + E c

�E c

d!
0

�

�1

2
0

(! � !0)2 + 
2
0

� �2

�
~� 1(!

0)
q

~!02 + ~� 2
1(!

0)+ ~� 2
2(!

0)

� 1(!)=
1

2

Z + E c

�E c

d!
0

�

�2 � �1

2
0

(! � !0)2 + 
2
0

�
~� 1(!

0)
q

~!02 + ~� 2
1(!

0)+ ~� 2
2(!

0)

(A2)

where we have introduced the dim ensionless coupling

constants, �1 = �F g
2
e-ph

and �2 = �F g
2
C , and where

E c isthefrequency cuto� required fortheinstantaneous

Coulom b interaction.M oreoverthe variables ~!;~� 1;and
~� 2 arede�ned in (6).

Although Eqs.(A2)look ata �rstsightcom plicated,

onecan seethat,in thelim itofweak coupling and weak

disorder,� 1;2;� � 
 0 < E c,theirsolution can befound

by m aking use of the fact that the order param eters

� 1(!) and � 2(!) strongly vary at frequencies ! � 
0,

while ~!,~� 1,and ~� 2 arenontrivialfunctionsof! only at

m uch lowerfrequencies! � �,where � 1(!)and � 2(!)

can be replaced by their zero frequency values. There-

fore,we can solve Eqs.(A2) in two steps: �rst we �nd

thefrequency dependenceoftheorderparam eters� 1(!)

and � 2(!)forarbitrary valuesof� 1(0)and � 2(0),and

then we solve the self-consistency equations for � 1(0)

and � 2(0).

Itisconvenientto usethedim ensionlessvariablesx =

!=
0 and y1;2(x) = � 1;2(!)=
0 (and sim ilarly ~x and

~y1;2(x)),in term sofwhich the�rstoftheequations(A2)

reads

y1(x)=

Z �

0

dx
0 ~y1(x

0)
p
~x02 + ~y21(x

0)+ ~y22(x
0)

�
�1

2

�
1

(x + x0)2 + 1
+

1

(x � x0)2 + 1

�

� �2

�

;

where � = E c=
0. W e then introduce an interm edi-

ate scale X ,such that y1;2 � X � 1. In the interval

0 � x0 � X ,we can neglect the x0-dependence ofthe

kernelofthisintegralequation and thefunctionsy1;2(x
0)

(however,~y1;2 and ~x
0stilldodepend on x0).In thesecond

intervalX � x0� �,wesubstitute ~y1=
p
~x02 + ~y21 + ~y22 by

y1(x
0)=x0 and perform the integration by parts. In this

way weobtain
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y1(x)= � y1(�)� 2 ln�+

�
�1

1+ x2
� �2

� "Z X

0

dx
0 ~y1(x

0)
p
~x02 + ~y21(x

0)+ ~y22(x
0)
� y1(0)lnX

#

�

Z 1

0

dx
0lnx0

d

dx0

��
�1

2

�
1

(x + x0)2 + 1
+

1

(x � x0)2 + 1

�

� �2

�

y1(x
0)

�

; (A3)

wherethelim itsofthesecond integration wereextended

to 0 and 1 ,as there is convergence both at sm alland

largefrequencies.

Since,atX � y1;2,Eq.(A3)isindependentofX ,we

can chose X = 1 (and stillsubstitute y1;2(x
0)by y1;2(0)

in the�rstintegral).Thevalueofy1 atthecuto� isthen

given by

y1(�)= � �
�
2

"Z 1

0

dx
0 ~y1(x

0)
p
~x02 + ~y21(x

0)+ ~y22(x
0)

�

Z 1

0

dxlnx
dy1

dx

�

;

where��2 = �2=(1+ �2 ln�).Forarbitrary x wehave

y1(x)=

�
�1

1+ x2
� �

�
2

�

I(y1(0);y2(0))

�

Z 1

0

dx
0lnx0

d

dx0

��
�1

2

�
1

(x + x0)2 + 1

+
1

(x � x0)2 + 1

�

� �
�
2

�

y1(x
0)

�

; (A4)

wherethe notation

I(y1(0);y2(0))=

Z 1

0

dx
0 ~y1(x

0)
p
~x02 + ~y21(x

0)+ ~y22(x
0)

isused to stressthe factthaty1 and y2 are assum ed to

be frequency independent.

In the weak coupling lim itthe �rstterm in the right-

hand side ofEq.(A4),proportionalto the ‘large loga-

rithm ’ln
p
y21 + y22,ism uch largerthan thesecond term ,

so this integral equation can be solved by iterations,

which generate a perturbative expansion for y1(x). To

the lowestorder,the frequency dependence ofthe order

param etercoincideswith thatofthe kernel:25

y1(x)=

�
�1

1+ x2
� �

�
2

�

I(y1(0);y2(0)): (A5)

Then the self-consistency equation for � 1(0) coincides

with Eq.(9)atT = 0:

� 1(0)= �1

Z 
 0

0

d!
~� 1(!)

q

~!2 + ~� 2
1(!)+

~� 2
2(!)

; (A6)

and the e�ective coupling constantisgiven by

�1 = �1 � �
�
2 = �1 �

�2

1+ �2 lnE c=
0

: (A7)

Thenegativeterm in thecoupling constantdescribesthe

reduction ofthe attraction between electronsdue to the

Coulom b repulsion,but this reduction is itselfreduced

by the presence of the large logarithm in the denom -

inator due to the di�erence in the tim e scales of the

retarded phonon-m ediated attraction and the Coulom b

repulsion.25,41 The �rst-ordercorrection to y1(x),found

by substituting Eq.(A5) into the integralin Eq.(A4)

(aswellasallhigher-ordercorrections),leavesthe form

ofthe self-consistency equation (A6)unchanged,butre-

sults in a sm allm odi�cation ofthe expression for the

e�ectivecoupling constantthrough �1 and �2:

�1 = �1

�

1�
�1

2

�

� �
�
2 :

The frequency dependence ofthe excitonic insulator

orderparam eter� 2(!)and theself-consistency equation

for� 2(0)can beobtained from Eqs.(A6,A7)by thesub-

stitution � 1 7! � 2,�1 7! � �1,and �2 7! � �2:

� 2(0)= �2

Z 
 0

0

d!
~� 2(!)

q

~!2 + ~� 2
1(!)+

~� 2
2(!)

; (A8)

where the e�ective coupling constant�2 isto the lowest

ordergiven by

�2 =
�2

1� �2 lnE c=
0

� �1 : (A9)

In Fig.2 weshow thetypicalfrequency dependenceof

theSC and EIorderparam eters,calculated for�1 = 0:25

and �2 = 0:1and � = 0.(Sincein theabsenceofdisorder

theSC and EIstatescannotcoexist,wecalculated � 1(!)

assum ing � 2 = 0 and vice versa.) The SC orderparam -

eter � 1(!) is positive at sm allfrequencies and changes

sign at! ’ 
0,whiletheEIorderparam eter� 2(!)has

a dip for j!j< 
0. The ‘separation’ofthe two order

param etersin frequency iscrucialforthe coexistence of

instabilities.

The necessary condition for superconductivity to ap-

pearis�1 > 0,whiletheinstability towardstheexcitonic

condensateoccursfor�2 > 0.Thesetwo conditions,

�1 >
�2

1+ �2 ln�
�1 <

�2

1� �2 ln�
;

hold sim ultaneously for

j�j=

�
�
�
�
1

�1
�

1

�2

�
�
�
�< ln

E c


0

: (A10)
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A weak disorderhaslittle e�ecton the frequency de-

pendenceof� 1 and � 2.However,itspresenceiscrucial

forthestabilization ofthem ixed state,in which thetwo

orderparam eterscoexist.
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