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Soliton phase near antiferrom agnetic quantum criticalpoint in Q 1D conductors
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In fram eworks of a nesting m odel for Q 1D organic conductor at the antiferrom agnetic (SDW )
quantum critical point the rst-order transition separates m etallic state from the soliton phase
having the periodic dom ain structure. The low tem perature phase diagram also displays the 2nd-
order transition line between the soliton and the uniform ly gapped SDW phases. T he resuls agree
w ih the phase diagram of (TM TSF),PF¢ near critical pressure [I . Vuletic et al, Eur. Phys.

J.B 25, 319 (2002)].
superconductivity at low tem perature.

PACS numbers: 7130+ h, 74.70Kn, 71530Fv

W e address the issue of quantum criticalpoint QCP)
for the itinerant antiferrom agnetisn AFM ) (also known
as spin-density wave state (SDW )) in Q 1D com pounds.
A siwaspointed out In f_Z], the standard renom alization
group RG) analysis is not applicable for superconduc—
tivity Q CP and theoreticalm odels forAFM w ith nesting
featuresbecause no expansion in a form ofa Landau func—
tionalispossblenearQCP atT = 0 in thesecases. QCP
w ith increase In pressure have been cbserved for SDW in
the Bechgaard salts (TM TSF),X (with X=PFg B],ASF6
Ef]) and reoen‘dy Investigated in m any details in il] Ac-
cording to E;], the phase diagram of (TM T SF),PF¢ near
its critical pressure, pc 94dkbar, indeed, has a rather
com plicated character. However, the experin ental fact
that the transition from m etallic to SDW state is of the

rst order suggeststhat quantum uctuationsdo notplay
decisive role near p., and the overall phase diagram near
pc or TM TSF),PF¢ can be understood already on a
mean eld lkevel

Them ost unexpected ndingin :_Ii] isthe discovery ofa
pressure intervalbelow p., where SDW and m etalphases
(SDW and superconductivity (SC) at lower T ) coexist as
parallel dom ains running perpendicular to the chain di-
rection. Such coexistence isdi cul to understand forthe
1st order transition that takes place at constant pressure
'EJ]. In what follow s we propose that such dom ains can
be Interpreted as form ation ofa new phase of the soliton
walls suggested rst theoretically for the Q 1D electron
spectrum in E, :_6, :j.]. D om ains inside the SDW interval
were also observed in E_':"]. W e shall see that it is rather
naturalto expect SC In these dom ains at lower tem per-
ature. In this presentation we restrict ourselves m ainly
by the e ects related to the physics of SDW . Supercon-—
ductivity appears at low er tem perature than the onset of
the SDW /m etal phase transition, and we only comm ent
on i at the end.

For the SDW description we adopt the standard Q 1D
m odel of two open Fem i surface ES) sheets wih the
energy spectrum of free electrons in the fom :

"P)= wx Pr)t L E2); @)

with dispersion in the direction perpendicular to the

D etection of the 2nd-order transition line is discussed. W e comm ent on

chains

t P2)= s )+ thlor): @)

T he condition

My 02 )4, = M (2 )i, = 0 ®)

is assum ed to conserve the number of electrons. The
angular brackets m ean averaging overp; :

Z
P2 (:) =2 )dp> :

T he com ponent t, (o, ) possesses the so-called "nesting”
fature (@t  0) favoring fom ation of the SDW gap
along the two sheets of the Fem i surface. For that one
needs

"pt+ Q)= "P): @)

"A ntinesting" tem , tb (- ), destroys the perfect nesting
condition in) Increase oftb sim ulates increase in applied
pressure. At large enough tb SDW disappears.

Them odelassum es a bare ee interaction of the form

u@) 1 27 )

whereu Q ) hasamaxinum at som e Q (. Interaction z_S)
is renom alized after sum m ing up the ladder diagram s:
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T he polarization operator
X Z d2p
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isproportionalto the staggered susceptibility. ksvalue is
large near a "nesting" vector Q (. M ost often this vector
is chosen as

Qo= ( 2pr; =b; =0); @®)

although them a prity ofthe resultsbelow do not change,
at least qualitatively, at di erent optim al "nesting" wave
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vectors Q . For breviy, In (_2:) we shall leave out the
dependence on the third direction along the caxis E_é].

W hen the denom inator In (:_d) becom es zero, the
m etal phase is absolutely unstable wih respect to a
SDW (CDW ) nuclkation. The instability line T ();Q )
is given by a wellkknown equation:

+J'W(Q;p?) 1
4 T, 2

P2

TcO = Re }
Tc 2

In

4

)
where T¢ is the tem perature ofthe SDW onsetatt) = 0
andW Q;p:)= hv Qx 2kr)+ & )+ & By Qy).
Eqg. ('9) has been analyzed by m any authors (see, eg.
i§, :_L-_'- :_L-]:, :_L-g;]) At zero tem perature Eq. @) W rites

down as [§]

hn ( Teo= W Q0 )i, = 0; 10)

1:781 is the Euler constant.

W ith increasing pressure the valie of tg Increases, and
at som e critical pressure p. the SDW ordering m ay dis—
appear even at zero tem perature. This point could be
considered as Q CP . However, one sees that the applica—
tion of renom alization group RG) analysis E_zi] to QCP
in Q1D casewould meet di culties because an analytic
expansion ofEq. C;L(_j) atsnallg Q Q( doesnotexist
due to the condition (3) .

The integral C_l-(_)') is convergent at any nie Q , and
one can nd critical £ fr the general om of t» (- )
Tt does not necessarily occur at Q = Q o, but at some
Q Qo+t g [_i:j] Transition into such a new SDW
phase w ith "shifted" wave vector (SDW , phase) should
be of the second order, and, hence contradicts to the
observed lst-order character of the transition between
SDW and them etalphase in E.'].

Tt is known that for strictly 1D models of CDW (or
SDW ) the characterofexcitationsisdi erent from the or-
dinary one. Instead ofelectron-hole pairsw ith excitation
energy 2 ,thepropagating excitationsare solitons (or
soliton "kinks") that cost a low erenergy and com e about
together w ith the nonlinear reconstruction of the under-
ying gaped ground state t_l-_', :_fg;] (TM TSF),PF¢ has
a quarter lked band @2k = =2a). Unlike the Peierls
state in polyacetylene, (CH )y , comm ensurability e ects
play here no essential role fl6], so that only the neutral
spin 1=2 solitons exist [_l§]. Below wem erely borrow the
results from the extended literature on solitons in a 1D
chain (for a review and references, see t_l-]']) . A lthough
this literature is devoted to the physics of CDW state,
all the results can be transferred to the SDW case, prac—
tically, w ithout changes.

T he energy cost for one soliton "kink" on a singke 1D
chai is

w here

Es= @=) o:

For chain packed in a crystala tunneling, t; (; ), arise
between the chains. Therefore, the solitons form ex—
tended states by creating a band in the transverse direc—
tion. Instead of independent kinks on di erent chains,

11)

one arrives at a soliton wall i_E:] w ith neutral solitons oc—
cupying two spin stateswih t;, (., ) < 0 in the band .
The energy cost A (; ) of the wall referred to one chain
decreases,

Ak)= @2=) o 2 t @ )bdp; =2 ;

t, 0

12)

and m ay even becom e negative. In otherw ords, the spon—
taneous fom ation of soliton wall m ay be favorabl at
large enough t; .

Eqg. ClZ) presentsourkey idea for nterpreting the phase
diagram of (TM T SF'),PF¢ @] w ith the pressure Increase
the system  rst reaches a critical pressure, 1, at which
A () = 0, and an oothly enters Into a new phase { the
soliton phase (SP).At som ehigherpressure (o.) the rst-
order transition between SP and m etallic phase takes
place.

T o describe the sequence of such transitions, one needs
expressions for the energy of SP . T he problem was solved
n i_é] forthe CDW ordering and for "direct" nesting vec—
torQ o = ( 2kg ;0). Change from CDW to SDW needs
no explanation. W ihout staying on the proof, we rem ark
that the gauge transform ation of the wave functions, as
n Ed rem oves the lJarge "nesting” tem t, (e, ) from all
expressionsbelow . A sthe result, i isonly the "antinest-
ing" tem t) (p, ) that entersEq. {3):t () ! 267 )

W enow w rite dow n the expression forthe linearenergy
density W sp ofthe soliton phase f§] in the Ilin i of large
distance between the walls(T =

2
0

+nA () + nE*B;

Wsp = 13)

0
2 hw
where n is the walls’ linear density, and the E? temn in
d13 ) correspond to the exponentially decaying interaction
betw een the walls. Indeed, in this lin i of large distances
between walls, n from f§]

E;=hv o=hw
n= e @ o=k )’
K 1 E2=E2 @ o=

14)

where E ; oatn ! 0 and K (r)_js the com plete
ellptic integralof the 1st kind. From {14)

E 4 gexp( o=nhwg):
A () isgiven by Eq. {13) with t; () = t, o ), and
1 b
B)= 5 — 15)
2 o Ht=dp: P

w here jjtz):dp? b isthe value ofthe transverse velocity at
the four point wheret;(p? )= 0.AtB > 0 crossing the
point A (t;) = 0 corresponds to the second-order transi-
tion from the "hom ogeneous" SDW to the soliton walls
lattice state. Negative B < 0 would mean an abrupt

rst-order phase transition :_[B] A1l the resuks :@?:{1_15)
are forT = 0.



W enow retum to Eq. (:g). A s the absolute Instability
line, at higher tem perature i de nes the 2nd-order tran—
sition linebetween them etaland SDW (CDW ) phase.At
Jow er tem perature form ost t; (o> ) m odels i corresponds
to som e "shifted" Q . As i was m entioned above, ex—
perin entally @'], the m etalto-SDW transition at lower
tem perature is of the lst-order. At these tem peratures
the line de ned by Eq. :@) has only the m eaning of a
"supercooling” line.

T heoretically, the positions of criticalpoints p. and pe1
depend essentially on a particular form of t) (o, ). The
function (. ) in (TM TSF),PF¢ is unknown. There-
ﬁ)re, for qualitative analysiswe w illapply the expressions
C14 €15) also in the regin e of dense soliton phase. W e
com pare two exam ples:  rst, the oversin pli ed m odel,
in which £ (o; ) has the periodic step-like shape:

0
0 2t; 0< p;, < =b
%P2 )= otb P
2t; =b< p; <2 =b;

and the second one w ith the tightbinding dispersion of
the form

16)

t (o2 ) = 2t cos(2pz b) )
W e calculated the energy of the soliton phase for both
dispersion fiinctions. At the calculation the optim alvalie
ofE  (orn)mustbe ound tom Inin ize the energy {_1-2_5) of
the soliton phase. Forthe rstdispersion x_-l_'G) the dom ain
wallenergy A () becom esnegativeatt) to 032 o.
T his point corresponds to the 2nd-order transition from
"hom ogeneous" SDW phase into the soliton phase. Then
we com pared the soliton phase energy W gp w ith the en—

ergy ofm etal phase

Wa= (= he) e)F | 1s)

and found the point t. 054 ( where these energies
becom e equal to each other. This point corresponds to

the rst-order phase transition from SP to the nom al-
m etal phase. W e see that the interval t.  t; 04t

of the existence of SP for this particular m odel is rather
large. One can show that for the m odel described by

Egs. {12)-{15) the finction {16) correspond to the largest
possble interval of SP . _

For the second dispersion relation {17) the sin ilar cal-
culation gives equal values for t. and t: & = to1 =

0=2, ie. In this case an Interval for soliton phase is
absent. T his once m ore show s the high sensﬂ:Jthy ofthe
SDW phase dJag]:am to the particular form oftb ©> )

In experim ent E.]thedl erence to 0idt, is in—
term ediate between the cases of Eq. {16 and Eq. ('l-'/
but closer to the second case of tight-binding dJspeJ:SJon
relation {17) than to the step-like dispersion ClG) The
ratio (k. te1)=tc 0:l observed In experim ent E4] can be
easily tted by an appropriate choice of the m odel func—
tion t; (-, ) (forexam ple, by adding a fourth ham onic to
the tightbinding dispersion {7).

In Fig. 1 we show schem atically the SDW phase dia—
gram nearQ CP.T he slope ofthe second-order transition

Iine near T = 0 com es about because at T € 0 the sec—
ond tem in A (t; ) decreases to acocount for them al ex—
citations inside the dom ain wall from the occupied part
of band t; (2 ) < 0. The tem perature slope, of course,
again depends on the t; (o, )-dependence.

In E:] the phase diagram of (TM T SF),PF¢ has been
studied through the resistance m easurem ents along the
chain direction. T he 1st-order character of the transition
between m etaland SDW states follow s from hysteretic ef-
fects, whilke the appearance of dom ains was derived from
the changes In resistivity behavior near p.. W e suggest
that the line of the 2nd-order transition between the in-
sulating "hom ogeneous" and soliton-w allphases could be
detected by m easuring a sharp anisotropy of conductiv—
ity near this transition {1]. Indeed, according to [i], at
Iow n (large distance between the dom ain walls) conduc—
tivity along the chain direction rem ainsvery low because
ofexponentially an all overlap between the electron wave
functions inside each wall. A s for transverse conductivity,
it would increase linearly wih n.

One also sees that the value of t) itself is not the
only param eterthat m ay determ ine the dependence on tb
foressure). Indeed, the expression HrB (t ) Clﬂ) essen—
tially depend on ]jtb—dpa b aswell. The B -tem is not
analytic attb ! 0; change In its sign will Imnm ediately
change the whole physics EG].

In Fig. 1 the superconductiviy, seen experin entally
n 'E:] nearp. and in them etallic phase at low er tem pera—
tures (T 1K ), isnot shown in order not to overcrow d
the phase diagram . M eanw hile, appearance of supercon—
ductivity is nevitable in fram eworks of nesting m ean—

eld m odels. Indeed, the logarithm ic sihgularity that
enters the expression for SDW po]anzatjon operator d),
would appear also for the C ooper channel [18 Athigher
tem perature the SDW phase prevailsbecause the bare in—
teraction ("5')') was chosen to be larger for the transverse
nesting com ponent Q , . However, w ith increase of "an—
tinesting" tem . (pressure) the SDW transition becom es
suppressed and SC which is not sensitive at allto any of
the tg—tenn s, nally becom es m ore favorable. To som e
surprise, Tsc forthe SC transition is experin entally not
sensitive to the form ation ofthe SP.W e explain this fact
qualitatively by assum ing that the SC coherence length,

0 hy =Tsc , is considerably larger than the expected
periodicity for the SP ofthe order of hy = | hwv =Tg
resulting in considerable Josephson coupling betw een the
soliton walls. H owever, the problem needs som e further
analysis.

To summ arize, we have shown that in the vicinity of
QCP In Q1D m aterials, such as the Bechgaard sakts, one
meets wih a new solion wall phase. A s the pressure
Increases from p= 0, one rst crosses the line pq ofthe
second-order transition and enters into the periodic soli-
ton structure with a characteristic pressure-dependent
periodicity of the order of hy= o  10°A. At higher
pressure, pe, by the rst-order phase transition the sys—
tem goes over into m etallic state. D etails of the phase
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FIG.1l: A schematic view ofthe SDW phase diagram . The solid line signify the rst-order transition between the m etal and
soliton phases. The dot line stands for the second-order transition between uniform Iy gapped SDW phase and the SP. The
dash line represents the line of absolute instability ofm etal phase tow ard the form ation of SDW .At higher tem peratures this
line represents the second-order transition line between the SDW and m etalphases. At lower tem perature (dash-dot line) it
has only the m eaning of supercooling line. The lower lled bars show s the region where superconductivity appears. W e do not
calculate the superconducting critical tem perature. T he upper _lled bar show s the high-tem perature region of soliton phase
where substantial quantitative deviations from formulas ({2)—(13) m ay start due to the them al excitations in the SDW and

soliton phases. D etailed shape of all lines is sensitive to the choice of the "antinesting" tem ti (> ) (see text).

diagram strongly depend on m aterialparam eters, In par-
ticular on the form ofthe "antinesting" tunneling in the
electron dispersion. Coexistence of SDW and supercon—
ductivity Inside soliton walls has not been Investigated.
Q ualitatively one would expect the survival of supercon—
ductivity in the "m etallic sheets" (dom ain walls) perpen—
dicular to the chain direction fi].
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