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W e study e ects of nonm agnetic in purities on the com petition between the superconducting and
electron-hole pairing. W e show that disorder can result in coexistence of these two types of ordering
In a uniform state, even when in clean m aterials they are m utually exclusive.
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I. NTRODUCTION

At low tem peratures, m any m etals undergo a transi-
tion Into a state wih a gap in the singleelectron exci-
tation spectrum and becom e either superconductors or
Insulators wih 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 of the Fem isurface available for the gap of the
com peting phase. The balance between the two phases
is very sensitive to the Fem i surface shape and can be
changed by, eg., pressure, doping orm agnetic eld.

N onetheless, In a surprisingly large num ber of m ate—
rials the SC and hsulating states coexisti? This pa—
per is focused on the ooexistence of superconducting
and charge density wave (CDW ) states, observed in,
eg., layered transition m etal dichalcogenides 2H -NbSe,
and 2H -TaS, 2“2 the quasitone-din ensional com pound
NbSe; 2 tungsten bronzes A, W 0 3,/2 and quarter- Iled
organic m aterials22% O ne of the best studied and best
characterized CDW superconductors is the transition
metal dichalcogenide 2H NbSe,. At Tq = 335 K
this com pound undergoes a second-order phase transi-
tion to an mcommensurate CDW stateftd2 which is
Ikely driven by the nesting of a part of the Fem i
surfaced32? The resistivity, however, rem ains m etallic—
like down to T = 72 K, at which thism aterialbecom es
superconducting,22 and the superconductivity coexists
with the CDW m odulationsd® T he coupling between the
CDW and SC order param eters, resulting from the com —
petition betw een these tw o states, wasobserved in a num —
ber of experim ents. T hus, the suppression of the charge
density m odulation by pressure and hydrogen interca—
lation results in an increase of T.22%21 A sim ilar in—
terplay between the CDW and SC states upon applied
pressure and doping is observed in NbSe; and tungsten

bronzesZE&

In this paper we adopt a rather general, though sim —
pli ed, viewpoint on the interplay between the SC and
CDW states. W e assum e that it originates from the com —
petition between two di erent Ferm isurface nstabilities:
the Instability towards the electron pairing, which gives

rise to superconductiviy, and the instability tow ards the
electron-hole (or excitonic) pairing. Here, we focus pri-
m arily on the e ects of quenched disorder on this com —
petition. W e show that even In the worst case scenario’,
when the two states com pete over the whole Fem i sur-
face and therefore, In absence of disorder, are m utually
exclusive, disorder stabilizes a uniform state, in which
superconducting and insulating order param eters coex—
ist. W hile having no e ect on the superconducting phase,
nonm agnetic disorder tendsto closethe CDW gap before
com pletely suppressing the corresponding order param e—
ter. D isorder induces low -energy statesby breaking som e
of the electron-hole pairs. The released electrons and
holes can subsequently form Cooper pairs, resulting in
the coexistence of the two phases.

W hile in wusual swave superconductors, non-—
m agnetic im purities have little e ect on the transition
tem perature,t® experinents on electron irradiated
transition metal dichalcogenides have shown strong
dependence of T, on the concentration of defectsd?
This was attrbuted to the interplay between the SC
and CDW orderings: Sin ilarly to e ect of pressure,2®
disorder strongly suppresses the CDW state, which
results in the observed increase of the SC critical
tem perature. T heoretically, the combined e ect of the
CDW m odulation and disorder on the pairing instability
have been studied in Ref. 20], where an increase of T,
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 of the strong suppression
of the CDW state by disorder. In this paper we solve
selfconsistency equations for both SC and CDW order
param eters, which allows us to study the interplay
between these two dierent orders and obtain the
tem perature versus disorder phase diagram of CDW
superconductors.

T he rem ainder of the paper is organized as follow s: Tn
Sec.[dwe orm ulate an e ective m odel describing the in—
terplay between the superconducting and excitonic pair-
Ing. T he selfconsistency equations for the two order pa—
ram eters are derived i Sec.[[ld and i Sec.[M] we ana—
Iyze the phase diagram ofthem odel. In SeclV]we discuss
the electron-hole sym m etry underlying them odeland its
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consequences forthe phase diagram . F inally, we conclude
in Sec.[1. The details of the derivation of the e ective
m odel can be found In Appendix A .

II. THE MODEL

In the ollow ing we consider the m icroscopic H am ilto—
nian
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descrbing two types of ferm ions, one w ith holelke dis—
persion (a-electrons) and another w ith electron-like dis-
persion (oekctrons), "i-apk) = K K¥)=2m (- =
1),where = kZ=2m denotes the chem icalpotential (see
Fi.[l). Here, n com parison w ith the m odels generally
used to represent CDW system s, two nested parts of a
single Fem i surface are replaced by two soherical Ferm i
surfaces m atching at the Femm i wave vector kp . The
excitonic insulator E1I) state is the condensate of pairs
formm ed by belectrons and a-holes (orvice versa) w ith the
zero totalm om entum 2% It is an analogue of the conden—
sate of electron-holk pairsw ih the totalm om entum ~Q ,
where Q isa nesting wave vector, appearing in the CDW
state.

T he disorder potential U (x) encapsulates the e ect of
non-m agnetic in purities in the system . Here, we assum e
that the latter is drawn at random from a G aussian dis—
tribution w ith zero m ean and variance given by
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where isthe nversescatterngtineand r = mky =2 2
isthe density of statesat the Ferm ienergy. For sin plicity
we have assum ed the electron and hol e ective m asses
to be equal

The interaction temm characterized by the coupling
strength g; describes the attraction between electrons of
the sam e type (eg. due to the phonon-exchange), whilke
the g, tem describes the (Coulomb) repulsion between
the a— and belectrons (g1;9, > 0). The attraction be-
tween electrons favors s-wave superconductivity, whilke
the second interaction leads to an attraction between
electrons and holes and vice versa, favoring the E I state.
Here, we neglect the interband electron transitions due
to scattering o in purities and electron-electron interac—
tions, so that the num bers of the a— and belectrons are
separately conserved and xed by the chem ical poten-
tial. Such tem s will form ally destroy long-range order
of the E I phase, corresponding to the suppression of the
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FIG .1: Schem aticpicture ofthehole-like (a) and electron-like
() bands.

Iong-ranged CDW order, due to the pinning ofthe CDW
phase by random Iy distrbuted in purities. H owever, or
the essentially short-length-scale physicswe shalldiscuss,
these e ectsm ay be neglected. In the absence of disor-
der, the sam em odel [I) has been em ployed to study the
com petition between SC and ETI states for an arbitrary
ratio of electron and hol densities?2 The e ect of dis-
order on the ET state alone has been considered in the
sem nalwork ofRef. R3], where the analogy ofthe prob—
Jem to an s-wave superconductor In presence ofm agnetic
in puritie?? was drawn.

T he particular ferm ion—-ferm ion interactions considered
in [l { attraction betw een electronsofthe sam e type and
repulsion betw een the a—and belectrons { open the possi-
bility to have sim ultaneously both superconducting and
Insulating instabilities. A m ore realistic starting point
would be a model w ith attractive phonon-m ediated in—
teractions and Coulomb repulsion between all types of
electrons. However, it is possble to dem onstrate that,
since the form er are retarded, whik the latter is prac—
tically instantaneous, the SC and E I order param eters
tum out to have a very di erent dependence on the M at—
subara frequency ! . This is clearly shown in Fig.l: The
SC order param eter is large at am all frequencies, while
at higher values, it decreases in m agnitude and nally
changes sign when ! is of the order of the phonon fre—
quency 22 By contrast, the E I param eter is lJarge at
high frequencies and has a dip or j' j< (. In other
words, the di erence In frequency scales of the attrac—
tive and repulsive Interactions allow s both instabilities
to be present sim ultaneously. Furthem ore, in the weak
coupling lim it and for a weak disorder, ie. o, the
frequency dependence ofthe tw o orderparam eters can be
found separately for ! and ! & (. Furthem ore,
it can be shown that the selfconsistency equations for
the order param eters at ! = 0 coincide with the ones
obtained from the m odel [Il), which therefore can be in—
terpreted as an e ective interactingm odel. Technicalde—
tails together w ith the frequency dependence of the two
orderparam eters and the explicit expressions for the cou-
pling constants g; and g; In tem s of the Coulomb and
electron-phonon couplings can be found i appendix El.
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FIG . 2: The dependence of the superconducting (solid line)
and excitonic (dashed line) order param eters on the M atsub-
ara frequency ! (see appendix B] for details).

III. ORDER PARAMETERS AND
SELFCONSISTENCY EQUATIONS

Four order param eters describing the SC and E I states
can be introduced by m eans of the follow ing anom alous
averages

1a = Gih an a4i 1= grh pr gl

— Yy . — Yy s .
2n = gh J. pri o4 =  gh Ly i

Since the num bers ofthe a-and b-ferm ions are separately
conserved, for hom ogeneous states, we use the global
gauge transform ation

i
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tom ake the SC orderparam eters, 15 and 1, realand
positive. M oreover, as electrons and holes are character—
ized by the sam e dispersion, we can require, without a
Joss of generality, that

1a= 1= 1>0:

Th case ofa spin—independent interaction, asin [l), singlet
and triplet exciton pairs are degenerate n energy. This
gives rise to a large symm etry class of transform ations
forthe EIorderparam eter . . In reality, however, this
degeneracy is liffed by Coulomb exchange interactions
and interdband transitions. T herefore, we w illassum e the
exciton pairs have zero totalspin, ie. v = 28 = 2.

Finally we note that, when i; 2% 0and ; hasan
In aghary part, a pairing of electrons of di erent types,

lab = gh ar mi= gh pr sl may be present-zz
However, one can show the energy of the state with co—
existing SC and E I oxders to be the Iowest or real »,

In which case lab = 0.

By analogy w ith the case ofm agnetic in purities in s—
wave superconductors? restricting attention to the lim it
In which the disorder potential In poses only a weak per—
turbation on the electronic degrees of freedom ( ),
themean eld (saddlepoint) equationstogetherw ith the
self-consistency equations for the ET and SC order pa—
ram eters can be obtained using the diagram m atic tech-
nique. However, we will nd i m ore convenient to use
a path-integral approach. This w ill also allow s us to ob—
taln straightforwardly an expression for the average free
energy.

The quantum partition fiinction, Z = trle 11, where

= 1=T, can be expressed as a coherent state path inte—
gralover ferm ionic elds. In order to facilitate the aver—
aging of the free energy over the disorder potential [),
it is convenient engage the replica trick £°
1. w"i 1
—imn —— :

n! 0 n

1 )
F= —hnhzi=
O nce replicated, a H ubbard-Stratonovich transform ation
can be applied to decouple the interaction term s in the
Ham iltonian. A s a resul, one ocbtains:

Z Z
z"= D(; ¥) D D ,
(z z ) ) , )
exp d dx Ye@+H +2—-2t+2-2
0 91 Sp)
Here, om iting the replica indices for clarity, the

ferm jon  eld is arranged in a Nambu-lke spinor, T =
(bvi avi 14i oy)r I such a way the sihglke quasi-
particle H am iltonian takes the follow ng form :

A

H=Ap33+U(X)3+ 11+t 2317 3)
w here, Ap = 2=om and the Paulim atrices . and

¢ (c= 1;2;3) act, respectively, in the particle-hole and
the b;a subspace.

T he ensam ble average over the quenched random po-—
tential djsl:mbll)\njonRE) induces a tin e non-local quartic
interactions, dx(,d Y3 )?, which can be decou-
pld by means of a Hubbard-Stratonovich transform a-
tion w ith the introduction ofa m atrix eld, (x), local
In real space, and carrying replica, M atsubara (!, =
(2n+ 1) = ) and intemal (particlke-hole and b;a) indices.
Integrating over the Fem ionic elds , one obtains the
ensam ble averaged replicated partition fiinction:

Z Z
w"i= D D , D e T ;

where F is the free energy of the system
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and @ is the quasiparticle m atrix G reen function in the
presence of disorder:
Gl = dg+ b3+ 11+ ®x): ©)

231t

Thematrix eld (x) represents the contribution of the

non-m agnetic in purity interaction to the selfenergy.
The saddlepoint associated wih the action M) ob-

tained by variation w ith respect to the selfenergy ,

x)= s ki s ;

2 r

can be soled in the 1in it ; 15 2,Wwhen , 1and
2 can be considered hom ogeneous. In this lim i, which
is com patble wih the selfconsistent Bom approxin a—
tion, the G reen fiinction [@) is diagonalin frequency and

m om entum space and can be explicitly inverted:
ibnt p3 3t "1t T2z
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Here, we have de ned the Yenom alized’ expressions for
the frequency and order param eters:
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From the above equations of m otion, one m ay deduce
that

L
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or, In other words, that In the weak disorder lin it non
m agnetic in purities do not suppress s-wave supercon-—
ductivity (@ nderson theorem £8) while, mtroduchg the

parametersu = +,=", and = =7,
nw #
I
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F inally, the selfconsistency equations for the SC and
E I order param eters can be found m inim izing the ac-
tion @) with reppectto 1,:
X ~
o= 1;2 o 1;2 . ©)

L2 ~2 ~2
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Here, 1,5 = g1;2 r representdim ensionlesscoupling con—
stants. N ote that, as In conventionalBC S theory, the in—
tegralover m om entum can be perform ed by m aking use

R R R
ofthe denttty dp=@ *= d ()’ 5 d .Em-
ploying Eq. @), the selfconsistency equations can then
be rew ritten in the form

1 X 1
1 . u
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C om bining together equations [@) with [[d), we are now
able to discussthe nite and zero tem peraturem ean— eld
phase diagram associated w ith the m odel [I).

IV. PHASE DIAGRAM
A . Tem perature versus disorder phase diagram

In the absence ofdisorder (ie. = Oandu= !,= ;),
one may note that, except for di erent coupling con—
stants, the tw o selfconsistency equations [[0) are identi-
cal. T herefore, since they cannot be satis ed sin ultane-
ously, even though the SC and E I instabilities can occur
sim ulaneously, In clean m aterials the corresponding or—

derings are m utually exclusive. For ; > , the system
becom es superconducting below
Ti(=0)= —2 ge'™ *; 1)

where ¢ is the frequency cuto and g ’ 1:78 is the
Euler constant whik, for , > ;, the transition Into the
E I state occurs at

T,(=0)= =2 el 2 12)

Since charged non-m agnetic in purities act as electron—
hole pair breaking perturbations, while they do not af-
fect the SC state, for ; > 5 the SC state dom inates
at any disorder strength and the EI state never ap—
pears. On the other hand, for , > 1, the EIphase is
energetically m ore favorable at weak disorder, becom es
suppressed for larger valies of , and eventually gives
way to superconductivity. N on-m agnetic in purities sup—
press the E I state in exactly the sam e way as m agnetic
in purities suppress the SC state2324 T herefore, one can
Infer that the dependence of the ET transition tem per-
ature T, on the disorder strength  is descrlbbed by the
standard A brikosov-G or’kov expression :

T, (0) 1 1
I e S ora3)
T2 () 2 2 Ty() 2

At som ecriticaldisorderstrength  ,theEIand SC tran—
sition tem peratures eventually coincide T, ( )= T ( =
0)=T and, or > , the system becom es supercon-—
ducting at the ( -independent) tem perature T; given by
Eq. .
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FIG . 3: The tem perature vs disorder strength phase diagram
ofthemodelEq.0) or ;' ,'= 05 .The dimensionless
disorder strength is = , (T = 0; = 0) and tem perature is
m easured in unitsofT., ( = 0). TheE Iand SC state are sep—
arated by a thin dom ain, iIn which the two order param eters
coexist.

One can therefore wonder in what way, at tem pera—
tures Iower than T , the transition between the EI and
SC states takes place. In F ig.[3, the tem perature versus
disorder phase diagram is shown for values of the cou—
pling constants such that = 11 21 = 05. Thepure
EIand SC states are separated by a very thin region lo—
cated in the < and T < T region of the phase
diagram , where the two order param eters coexist. The
three ordered phases E I, SC, and E I+ SC) and the high—
tem perature disordered phase m erge at the tetracritical
point ( ;T ). The boundaries between the coexistence
region and the tw o pure phases are critical lines of second
order transitions although, due to the very sm all w idth
ofthe coexistence region, the evolution ofone pure phase
Into another is close to being of rst-order. Thisw illbe
further discussed in Sec.[.

At the st critical line T; () segparating the pure ET
phase from the m ixed ET+ SC phase, onehas ;1 ! 0
and ;6 0. Inthe ; ! 0 lm i, the selfconsistency
equations [I0) sin plify to the expressions

1 X u
— =2 Tl

2
1 !n>0!n 1+ u

14

] M . 14)

— =2 T, =i
2 1+ u?

1,>0

T he second critical line T, ( ) separates the m ixed state
from the pure SC state and is obtained by instead taking
thelmit , ! O fornonzero ;. In this case, one can

approxin ate
!

w hereupon Egs. [[0) take the om
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— =2 T2 P
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N otethat theE Iorderparam eter , appearsat tem pera—
tures Jow erthan the \upper" T, ( ) given by Eq.{I3), and
disappears below the \lower" T, ( ), given by Eq. {@3).
Figure[d shows that | (at which the SC ordering sets
InatT = 0) and . (at which the ETI ordering is de—
stroyed at T = 0) are sn aller than the disorder strength
at the tetracritical point . Therefore, in the interval

2 < < , the system passes through three con-
secutive phase transitions as the tem perature decreases:
F irstly the system becom es an excionic insulator, then
it enters the m ixed phase w ith the two coexisting order
param eters, and nally the growth of the SC order pa—
ram eter w ith decreasing tem perature suppresses the E I
ordering, resulting in the transition into the pure SC state
w ith 2 = 0.

B . The zero tem perature phase diagram

T he zero tem perature phase diagram isshown in Fig.M.
The ETI state exists only for positive (or equivalently
e = 1T =0)= LT =0; =0)< 1). The coexis—
tence region (shaded) is con ned between the two criti-
callines ()< 2 (). The system is superconducting
for > 1, whilke the excitonic condensate appears for

< ). Foranall , ie. close to the quantum critical
point separating the EI and SC states in the absence of
disorder, the critical disorder values can be ocbtained as

()T 2 332+8 2.
(1e)

2 228 2
20) 7 ;

w here = 5, (0;0). T herefore, the w idth of the coex—
istence region is approxin ately givenby , 1/ 0:08 2.
For large values of , ie. when the SC coupling 1
is much an aller than the EI coupling ,, the coexis—
tence region essentially concides w ith the disorder inter-
vale ~? < < 1=2 in which the EI state is gapless2324
Therefore, for > 1+ 3 =4, the superconductivity ap—
pearsat the sam e disordervalue, at which the E Tbecom es
gaplss, 1 = e ~% ' 046,whike , asymptotically ap-
proaches the disorder strength at which the ETI state is
destroyed In the absence of superconductivity:

27 1=2 e? 1: a7

W enotethat, or < 1+ 3 =4, thegap in the spectrum of
quasiparticle excitations at zero tem perature is nonzero
forall ,while or > 1+ 3 =4 i vanishes at a single
pont = 1.
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FIG . 4: The zero tem perature phase diagram . C lose to the
quantum critical point = = 0, the coexistence region is
extrem ely thin. For 1 it practically coincides w ith the
disorder interval, in which the ET is gapless.

T his re-entrant behavior and the form ofthe phase di-
agram are sin ilar to what was found for the spin-P elerls
com pound CuG e0 3 , which upon doping show s an anti-
ferrom agnetic ordering coexisting w ith spin-P eierlsphase
in som e Interval of doping concentrations2’28

V. EI-SC SYM M ETRY

T o understand w hy the coexistence region is so narrow ,
it is Instructive to plot the ET and SC order param eters
as functionsof in the coexistence region (seeFig.[H). In
the Interval 1 < < 5 the excitonic(superconducting)
orderparam etE_rdecreases (increases) fast w ith Increasing

,while = 2+ 2 stays approxin ately constant.

T hisbehavior resuls from the symm etry between the
b-and a-electrons at the quantum criticalpoint 1=
in the absence ofdisorder ( = 0):

7T et 2172 18)

T his transform ation results is the rotation in the space
of the two order param eters over the angle 2 [0;2 ],
1 7 1 COs 2 sin
2 7 2, COs + 1 sin
At them ean— eld level, the anom alous part of the av—
erage free energy per uniy ofvolime, hfi= I i=V, can
be easily evaluated starting from [) and m aking use of

Let us notice that, In the absence of diso , the free
energy only depends on the totalgap’ = f + g .
T his follow s from the fact that the generatorofthe E I-5C
rotations , ; commutes with the Ham iltonian Eq. [3)
forU x) = 0. M oreover, for gy = g, the last term in
Eqg. [@) isequalto 2 %=y (the second tem 1 Eq. [J)
vanishes for = 0). Thus, at the quantum critical point
the free energy has a M exican hat’ pro l as a function
of the order param eters ( 1; ), symm etric under the
rotationstransform ing the excitonic insulator into the su-
perconductor. This sym m etry betw een electron-electron
and electron-holk pairing is analogous to the symm etry
unifying the d-w ave superconductivity and antiferrom ag—
netisn discussed in the context of high-T. and heavy
form jon m aterials22:30:31

Away from the quantum criticalpoint, and for nonzero
disorder, the electron-hole symm etry is broken. Soling
Egs. @) for*,, “1,and ~,, perturbatively in the disor-
der strength , and replacing at T = 0 the summ ations
over the M atsubara frequency !, in Eq. [3) by inte-
grals, one can obtain an expansion ofthe average energy
density in powers of

oo N

4 o)

16 7

D enoting the din ensionless disorder strength by =
= 1 and de ning the anglke

1= oS 2= sin ;

we can recast Eq. 20) in the om

hfi 2 1
’ h— —+ —-c0s2 + — (1 cos2 )
2 5 2 2 4
2
— (3 2 cos2 cosd )
12
3
+— (6+ 5cos2 6 cos4 5cos6 )+ O 4 ;
512
@1)
where is the geom etric mean of the EI and SC or-

1, 21)=2.

der param eters, = 1 20;0)=2 ge (1
T he symm etry-breaking term s .n Eq. ) (that depend
on the angle ) are proportional to powers of and
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FIG .5: The plots show s the dependence of the superconduct-
ing order param eter ; (dashed line) and the excitonic order
param eter , (thin solid line) on the disorder strength in
the region of coexistence of the two phases for = 0:1 and
T = }Q For 1 < < 2, 1 and  vary very fast, whilke

= 12+ 57 (thik line) stays approxin ately constant.

-0.295

'
]
-
AL VY RSy

-0.31 : : :
0 0.5 1 1.5

FIG .6: The plot show s the energy m inim um versus the angle
at = 05 and fordi erent valuesof : = 0234 < 1

(solid Iine), fo = 0237 (dashed line) and = 0240 >
2 (dot-dashed line).

Thus, Pr ; 1, these tem s are sm all and the energy
has the slightly deform ed M exican hat’ shapew ith an al-
most atvalley connecting the points 1 ( ), at which
hfi hasam ininum fora given

This is ilustrated in Fig.[@ where we plot the -
dependence of the m nim al energy density for, respec—

tively, = 0234 < 1, = 0237 (in the coexistence
region) and = 0240 > , (nh both cases = 035).
For < i,theenergyminimum isat = =2 (theEI

state), whikkat > , theenergym nimum isfor = 0

(the SC state). Though the -dependence ofthem inim al
energy is, In general, rather com plicated, the scale ofthe
energy variations in all three cases is very am all, ie. the
valley ispractically at. T hisisthe reason for the narrow
w idth ofthe disorder nterval ; < < 5, In which the
tw o phases coexist —a very am all variation of the disor-
derstrength issu cient to shift the position the energy
m ininum fro = =2to = 0along the energy valky,
inwhich = 2+ 2 rem ainspractically unchanged.

F igureld also illustrates the absence of rst-order tran—
sttions in the modelfll). Note that = 0237 is close
to g, at which the energies of the SC and EI states
becom e equal: hf (0)i= hf ( =2)i. The rstorder tran—-
sition between the two pure states, however, does not
occur, since the energy has the globalm inimum at som e
anglke ,suchthat0< < =2,corregpondingtoam ixed
ground state. Furthem ore, when = 0237, the energy
hasa lbocalmaxmmum at = =2, enforcing the ET state
to be m etastable.

VI. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

W e discussed e ects of disorder In system s w ith com —
peting Instabilities, such as CDW superconductors. W e
considered a sin ple m odel, which describbes a m etalw ith
tw o perfectly nested electron-like and hole-lke parts of
the Femm i surface. In this m odel the interplay between
the electron-electron and electron-hol pairings is very
strong, as these they com pete over the whole Ferm i sur-
face.

W e showed that disorder can be used to tune the bal-
ance betw een the two com peting phases and to stabilize
the state, n which they coexist. The charged nonm ag—
netic m purities induce superconductiviy by suppressing
the CDW state. Such a disorder-induced superconduc—
tivity is observed in the irradiated tw o-din ensionalCDW
m aterdal 2H -TaS, +2 In other transition m etal dichalco-
genides, eg. 2H NbSe, and 2H -TaSe,;, which are CDW
superconductors already In absence of disorder, a sm all
am ount of irradiation-induced defects results In an en—
hancem ent of T.22 Sim ilar behavior is observed in the
quastonedin ensional CDW m aterialNDb; 4, TaySe;. In
the pure NbSe3, T, is smaller than 50 mK at ambient
pressured® The substitution of Nb for Ta suppresses the
resistivity anom alies due to the CDW transitions, while
T.growsup to 2K at x = 0:05% The e ect of in puri-
ties in these m aterdials is sin ilar to that of pressure and
hydrogen intercalation 24647

In agreem ent with these experim ental ndings, the
phase diagram s ofourm odelF igs.[d and[@, show a strong
sensitivity ofthe ground state to disorder and the coexis—
tence ofthe SC and E I states in the presence ofdisorder.
T hisbehavior can be easily understood and describbed an—
alytically, using the Landau expansion of the free energy
In powers of the EI and SC order param eters near the
quantum critical point [see Eq.[20)], which we derived
from the m icroscopicm odel. D isorder distorts the shape



of the energy potential and continuously shifts the posi-
tion ofthem ininum from the point corresponding to the
excitonic insulator to the point corresponding to the su—
perconducting state, which gives rise to the coexistence
of the two states.

T hem icroscopic origin of this coexistence is the break—
up ofa part ofthe electron-holk pairsby disorder and the
subsequent recom bination of the released fermm ions into
electron-electron and hole-hole pairs. In other words,
disorder transform s the CDW gap in the singl-elctron
density of states into a pseudogap, led wih states de—
scribing the broken electron-hole pairs. The SC phase
develops inside this pseudogap, which resem bles the be—
havior cbserved in high-T . cuprates:32

In addition to the disorder-induced superconductivity,
resulting from the suppression of the E I state, the phase
diagram of our m odel (see Fig.[d) shows an interesting
Ynverse’ e ect, nam ely the suppression of the ETI state
due to the growth of the SC order param eter w ith de—
creasing tem perature. Though this reentrance transi-
tion is just another consequence of the com petition be-
tween the two types of ordering, we did not nd any
reports of such a behavior n CDW superconductors in
the literature. T his, how ever, it hasbeen ocbserved in the
quastone-dim ensional spin-P ejerls com pound CuGe0 3,
where in purities induce the long range N eel ordering 28
In thism aterial, the interplay betw een the dim erized and
antiferrom agnetic states allow s for a sin ilar theoretical
description 2! Th most CDW  superconductors the CDW
transition occurs at a m uch higher tem perature than the
SC transition, so that the in uence of the C ooper pair-
ngon theCDW m odulations isdi cul to observe. Fur-
them ore, the CDW gap only opens on a nested part of
the Fem i surface. In quastone-dim ensional NbSe; the
fraction of the Fem isurface a ected by the CDW tran-
sition was estin ated to be  0:#% at ambient pressure?
In the two-din ensional2H NbSe, this fraction is appar-
ently very an all, since the gap opening actually increases
the conductivity of this m ateria®? and the part of the
Fem i surface, where the gap opens, was not found in
ARPES experin ents; 32433 even though the gap value
(34m eV ) isknown 2! Forpartially gapped Fem isurfaces
the com petition between the CDW and SC states is less
strong, so that In 2H NbSe, they coexist even In absence
of disorder.

W hilke the enhancem ent of the SC transition tem pera—
ture upon the suppression ofthe CDW state iswelldoc—
um ented In m any m aterials, the experin ental situation
w ith in uence ofthe superconductivity on theCDW state
is less clear. On the one hand, Ram an experin ents on
2H NbSe, show the suppression of the intensity the col-
Jective SC m ode by m agnetic eld w ih the concom itant
enhancem ent ofthe ntensity ofthe CDW m odes3328 On
the otherhand, no e ect ofthe superconducting ordering
below 7K and ofthe suppression ofthe SC state by m ag—
netic eld on theCDW m odulation was observed In x-ray
experin entsd T he understanding ofthe behavior of 2H —
NbSe, is com plicated by the m ultisheet structure ofthe

Fem isurface and them om entum —and sheet-dependence
of both order param eters32 The interplay between the
CDW and SC states in this and otherm aterials requires
further experin ental and theoretical studies.

C rucially, onem ay note that the phase diagram ofthe
Interacting system was inferred from the selfconsistent
HartreeFock approxin ation which captures only the
mean— eld characteristics. In view of the Jlam entary
structure of the coexistence region, the system can be
susceptible to m esoscopic or sam ple to sam ple uctua-
tions due to the quenched in puriy potential. Such ef-
fectsare recorded in  uctuationsofthe eld (x) around
its saddlepoint or m ean— eld value (@s opposed to the
lading tem s gathered in the low -order expansion con—
sidered here). In the gapless regin €, such e ects can give
rise to longranged di usion m ode contributions to the
generalized pair susceptbility (cf, eg., Ref. [37]). How—
ever, In the present case, the disorder potential in poses
a symm etry breaking perturbation on the EIphase. As
such, we can expect m esoscopic uctuations due to dis—
order to inpose only a short-ranged (ie. local on the
scale of the coherence length of the E I order param eter)
perturbation on the pair susceptibility. In the viciniy of
the coexistence region, w here the potential for the angle

is shallow , the e ect of these m esoscopic uctuations
m ay be signi cant.

To understand the e ect of random uctuations in the
coexistence region, we consider the G Inzburg-Landau ex—
pansion for the ground state energy close to the quantum
criticalpoint = 0; = 0,atwhich theETIand SC states
are degenerate. In the vicinity of this point the phase
ofthe total’ orderparameter 1+ i ,= el isa soft
m ode, so that weak disorderm ainly induces spatial uc-
tuations of the phase, whilke the m agniude of the order
param eter approximn ately stays constant. A s in the
derivation ofEq.[Zl), we expand the energy in powers of

and disorder strength, assum ing that , which is
Justi ed in the coexistence region, where 2 (see
Eq.[[A) . A ssum ing that the phase varies slow Iy on the
length scal of the correlation length = ¥, where w
is the Fem ivelocity, we obtain

Z

F’ dx ﬁ( 2
F r )+ u)cos2

6

+ hfi ; (22)

where the st term describes the ¥lastic energy’ of an
Inhom ogeneous state, the disorderaveraged free energy
hfi is given by Eq.[2l), and u (x) is the uctuating part
of disorder coupled to the phase of the order param eter.
N eglecting correlations on a scale an aller that the corre—
lation length, u x) can be approxin ately considered as a
random -correlated G aussian variable w ith zero average,
hi x)i= 0, and variance

4 2 2

A=s—r—s); @3)

h&uy)i=2aA & y) 2K

(weom it the lengthy calculationsthat lead to thisresult).
T he ocoupling to disorder also occurs in higher orders of



the expansion, but those tem s are relatively am all and
can be neglected.

Follow ing the In ry and M a argum ent,*® we consider a
large phase uctuation, eg., a droplt of the SC phase
of the spatial extent I inside the E Im atrix. C om paring
the t%gpjcal energy gain due to the coupling to disorder

¢ AL® with the ossin the elasticenergy ¢ V2 L,
we nd that the uctuation is energetically favorable for

4 44,3
vV v k
L>—AF=72§2F4; 4)

where we took into account that, in the coexistence re—
gion, z

The crucial di erence of our m odel from that consi-
dered In Ref.38] is the absence of an exact continuous
symm etry. Even in the coexistence region, them inin al-
energy valley connecting the SC and EIponnts ( = 0

and = ) isnotperfectly at. The typicalam plitude
of the variations of the energy density is 2 5 2 (see
Eq. E)), resulting .n the energy Ioss 2 5 2L3 pro-

portionalthe volum e ofthe uctuation, which suppresses
large droplkts. Com paring it wih the energy gain, we
nd

3 A
L° < —— (25)
Equations B4) and [28) hold sin ultaneously for
vr kg < ; (26)

w hich cannotbe satis ed In the weak coupling lin it. O ne
m ay wonder why the condition [2Zd) does not hold even
for = = 0,wherethem odelhasa continuous symm e—
try. T he reason isthat in ourm odelthe role ofdisorder is
two-fold. O n the onehand, it couplesto the orderparam —
eter, as in the Yandom eld’ m odeldiscussed in Ref.[36]
and tends to destroy the ordering. On the other hand,
it a ects the energy di erence between the ETI and SC

states and, therefore, suppresses the phase uctuations,
by destroying the sym m etry ofthe energy potential. The
second e ect, which is linear in , is stronger than the

rst.

T hus, the inhom ogeneiy of the order param eter, re—
sulting from typical disorder uctuations is snall. The
phase uctuations can also be induced by large disor-
der uctuations ("Lifshitz tails’), but their contribution
to the free energy is exponentially sm all22 This jisti es
ourmean eld treatm ent of disorder.

This conclusion m ay not hold, however, for strongly
coupled CDW  superconductors or for other types of dis—
order. Qualitatively, we expect that inhom ogeneous ex—
citonic and superconducting order param etersm ay result
In a broadening of the coexistence region. T he localsup—
pression of the excitonic pairing near charged in purities
can give rise to the local enhancem ent of the supercon—
ducting order. The state wih such a nanoscale phase
separation, in which two com peting orders alternate in

antiphase w ithout a loss of the m acroscopic coherence,
can be more energetically favorable than the uniform
state and, therefore, can be stabilized in a w ider interval
ofparam eters. Such a state was ocbserved In SR experi-
m ents on doped CuG €0 3, which show sboth spin-P elerls
and antiferrom agnetic ordering 2°

In conclusion, we studied e ects ofdisorderon system s
wih competing superconducting and charge-densiy-—
wave instabilities. W e showed that even In the extram e
situation, when the com petition takes place over the
wholeFem isurface and the superconducting and charge—
density-w ave phases are m utually exclisive, disorder can
give rise to their coexistence In a spatially hom ogeneous
state. Furthem ore, disorder iself can be used as a pa—
ram eter, w ith which one can tune the balance between
com peting phases. A lthough our model is too sinple
to describe the physics behind the coexistence of super-
conductivity and CDW (SDW ) states in, eg., high-T. or
heavy ferm ion m aterials, we believe that the ability of
disorder to bring together incom patible phases m ay be
In portant for understanding phase diagram softhese sys—
tem s.

APPENDIX A:COEXISTING INSTABILITIES
AND DERIVATION OF THE EFFECTIVE
M ODEL

In this appendix we obtain a condition under which
both the SC and EI instabilities can occur sinula-—
neously. Here, we oonsider more realistic interac—
tions between electrons than those described by the
m odel [A), nam ely, the phonon-m ediated interaction and
the Coulom b repulsion. T he C oulom b repulsion counter—
acts the phonon-m ediated attraction between electrons
and suppressesthe SC instability. T he sam e holds for the
Instability tow ardsthe form ation ofthe excitonic conden—
sate w ith the di erence that the two types of Interaction
now change roles: the C oulom b force favors the electron—
hole pairing, w hile the one-phonon exchange results in a
repulsion betw een electrons and holes. W ew ill show that
the SC and EI instabilities can coexist due to di erent
frequency dependence of the two types of Interactions.

For retarded phonon-m ediated interactions, the order
parameters 1 and , are frequency-dependent, which
com plicates the solution ofthe selfconsistency equations.
W e show , however, that in the weak coupling and weak
disorder lim it, the equations for the order param eters at
zero frequency coincide with Eq. [@), which justi es the
m odel ntroduced in Sec.[d. M oreover, we w ill give the
explicit expressions for the coupling constants g; and g,
appearing n Eq. [).

W e describe e ective electron-electron interactions by



a non—local action

92 Z Z
Se = =22 dx dd’ & W( 9 &9
Z
+927C dxd *&; ); @1)
where = (¥ 42 + [ ) is the total electron

density. The rst tem is the phonon-m ediated e ective
attraction between electronsand D ( % isthe phonon
Green function. For a singke dispersionless optical
phonon w ith the frequency ( and thepropagatorD |, =

=12+ 2),wehaveD ( % = e 0 T
for T 0. The second term in Eq. R is the in-
stantaneous Coulom b interaction. W e neglect the m o-
m entum dependence ofthe screened electron-phonon and
C oulom b couplings, w hich m akesthe electron-electron in—
teractions local in space.

T he couplings orthe a and belectrons in E q.[B1l) give
rise to a large freedom In the choice of order param eters,
w hich in reality m ay not be present, eg., due to the inter—
band scattering, which separately does not conserve the

+
=
o

onN

10

numbersofthea andb electrons. In what llowswe
restrict ourselves to the anom alous averages considered
in Sec.[d, which, or retarded interactions Eq. [B1l), are
tin edependent (j= a;band =";#):

%+ @ h () (9
D+ ha ()p (Vi

1 9= oD
20 9= D (

In the frequency representation the selfconsistency equa—
tions read

w here the electron G reen finction is given by Eq. [@).

To sin plify the algebra, we consider here only the zero
tem perature case. T he integration over the electron ex—
citation energy gives

~ (19

—
o

~
[}

LB 219+ Y210
®2)

z ~ (19

where we have introduced the dim ensionless coupling
oconstants, ; = ngph and , = rg¢, and where
E . isthe frequency cuto required for the instantaneous
Coulom b interaction. M oreover the variables *; ~1; and
~, arede ned in [@).

A though Egs. B2) look at a rst sight com plicated,
one can see that, in the lim it ofweak coupling and weak
disorder, 1;2; o < E, their solution can be found
by making use of the fact that the order param eters

1 (') and , (!) strongly vary at frequencies ! or
whilke %, 71,and 7, arenontrivial fuinctionsof ! only at
much lower frequencies ! ,where {(!)and ,(!)
can be replaced by their zero frequency values. T here—
fre, we can sokve Egs. [BJ) in two steps: rst we nd
the frequency dependence ofthe orderparam eters 1 (!)
and , (!) Praritrary valnesof ; (0) and ; (0), and
then we solve the selfconsistency equations for ; (0)
and 2 0).

Tt is convenient to use the din ensionless variables x =

102 +

L2 4 2104 ~2(10)

=9 and y1,2 X) = 12 ()= o (and sinilarly x and
Y12 X)), In tem s ofwhich the rst ofthe equations (B2)
reads

z =)
b'g
e = ' =
0 2%+ 2 ®9) + ¥ (x0)
1 1 1
- + 2
2 x+x92+1 @ x #P2+1
where = E .= (. We then Introduce an intem edi-

ate scale X , such that yi;, X 1. In the interval
0 ¥ X, we can neglct the ¥-dependence of the
kemelofthis integralequation and the functionsyi ;, =%
(how ever, y1 ,» and =° stilldo depend onpxo) . In the second
intervalx ¥ ,wesubstimte yn= =%+ ¥¥ + ¥ by
v1 (x9=x° and perform the integration by parts. In this
way we obtain
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"ZX (}(O) #
vk = () 2k + L % 7 0) X
1+ x 0 2%+ 2 ®9) + ¥ (x0)
Z
1dx0]nod L + L ®) i @3
. * a0 k+x02+ 1 ® 2+ 1 2 yreed

w here the Ilim its of the second Integration were extended
to 0 and 1 , as there is convergence both at sm all and
large frequencies.

Since, at X vi2,Eq. BJ) is independent of X , we
can chose X = 1 (and still substitute v1,» &% by yi,2 0)
In the rst integral). The value ofy; at the cuto isthen
given by

"

21 v &°)
vi()= 5, A
0 X+Y1(X)+Y2(X)
1
a
dx]nxﬂ ;
0 dx
where ,= =01+ ,;In ).Forarbirary x we have
1
y1 &) = 1+ 22 5 I10);y20))
Z
dxolnxoi 1 ;
0 dx? 2 &+ x092+1
1 0
+m , i) ;@4
w here the notation
o 1 (x°)
I 0y20) =  dx’p 2 >
0 Xm*’Yl (XO)+Y2 9

is used to stress the fact that y; and y, are assum ed to
be frequency independent.

In the weak coupling lin it the rst term in the right-
hand Sld% of Eq. [B4), proportional to the Yarge loga—
rithm " In° y? + y3, ismuch larger than the second tem ,
so this integral equation can be solved by iterations,
which generate a perturbative expansion for y; x). To
the lowest order, the frequency dependence of the order
param eter concides w ith that of the kemel#3

1

X:
Yl() 1+X2 2

Iy 0);y20)) : @5)
Then the selfconsistency equation for
with Eq. [@) at T = 0:
2 T
1O= 1 dlg — ;
0 P2 I+ Y2

1 (0) coincides

@ 6)

and the e ective coupling constant is given by

2

—_— 7
1+ z]l'lEc=0 (A )

1= 1 2 = 1

T he negative term In the coupling constant describes the
reduction of the attraction between electrons due to the
Coulomb repulsion, but this reduction is itself reduced
by the presence of the large logarithm in the denom —
nator due to the di erence in the tine scales of the
retarded phonon-m ediated attraction and the Coulomb
repulsion 2341 The rst-order correction to y; (x), Hund
by substituting Eq. [A3) into the integral in Eq. [Bd)
(@as well as all higher-order corrections), leaves the form

of the selfconsistency equation [Af) unchanged, but re-
sults In a snall m odi cation of the expression for the
e ective coupling constant through 1 and 5:

1=1l— 2:

The frequency dependence of the excitonic insulator
orderparam eter , (! ) and the selfconsistency equation
or 5 (0) can be ocbtamned from Egs.RdET) by the sub—
stitution 17 27 17 1,and 27 2

Z

0 ~_ (!
L0 = 2 0)

d! ¢ ;

0 L2423+ T2

w here the e ective coupling constant
order given by

> is to the lowest

2

== 9
1 ZhEczo (A)

In Fig.d we show the typical frequency dependence of
the SC and E Iorderparam eters, calculated for 1 = 025
and ;= 0dand = 0. (Since in the absence ofdisorder
the SC and E I states cannot coexist, we calculated 1 (!)
assum Ing , = 0 and vice versa.) The SC order param —
eter 1 (!) is positive at am all frequencies and changes
signat !’ o, while the El order param eter , (!) has
adp for § j< . The sgparation’ of the two order
param eters in frequency is crucial for the coexistence of
Instabilities.

T he necessary condition for superconductivity to ap—
pearis 1 > 0,whil the instability tow ards the excionic
condensate occurs for , > 0. These two conditions,

N < —*
1+ ;I 1 2

hold sim ultaneously for
1 Ec

.. 1
jj= — — <Ih—:
1 2 0

@10)



A weak disorder has little e ect on the frequency de-
pendence of ; and ,.However, is presence is crucial
for the stabilization of the m ixed state, in which the two
order param eters coexist.
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