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Soliton phase near antiferrom agnetic quantum criticalpoint in Q 1D conductors
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In fram eworks ofa nesting m odelfor 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-

ordertransition line between the soliton and the uniform ly gapped SDW phases.The resultsagree

with the phase diagram of (TM TSF)2PF6 near critical pressure [T. Vuletic et al., Eur. Phys.

J.B 25, 319 (2002)]. D etection of the 2nd-order transition line is discussed. W e com m ent on

superconductivity atlow tem perature.

PACS num bers:71.30.+ h,74.70.K n,75.30.Fv

W eaddresstheissueofquantum criticalpoint(Q CP)

fortheitinerantantiferrom agnetism (AFM )(also known

asspin-density wave state (SDW )) in Q 1D com pounds.

Asitwaspointed outin [2],thestandard renorm alization

group (RG ) analysis is not applicable for superconduc-

tivity Q CP and theoreticalm odelsforAFM with nesting

featuresbecausenoexpansionin aform ofaLandaufunc-

tionalispossiblenearQ CP atT = 0in thesecases.Q CP

with increasein pressurehavebeen observed forSDW in

theBechgaard salts(TM TSF)2X (with X= PF6 [3],AsF6
[4])and recently investigated in m any detailsin [1].Ac-

cording to [1],thephasediagram of(TM TSF)2PF6 near

its criticalpressure,pc � 9:4kbar,indeed,has a rather

com plicated character. However,the experim entalfact

thatthe transition from m etallic to SDW state isofthe

�rstordersuggeststhatquantum 
uctuationsdonotplay

decisiverolenearpc,and theoverallphasediagram near

pc for (TM TSF)2PF6 can be understood already on a

m ean �eld level.

Them ostunexpected �ndingin [1]isthediscoveryofa

pressureintervalbelow pc,whereSDW and m etalphases

(SDW and superconductivity (SC)atlowerT)coexistas

paralleldom ainsrunning perpendicularto the chain di-

rection.Such coexistenceisdi�culttounderstandforthe

1stordertransition thattakesplaceatconstantpressure

[1]. In what follows we propose that such dom ains can

beinterpreted asform ation ofa new phaseofthesoliton

walls suggested �rst theoretically for the Q 1D electron

spectrum in [5,6,7]. Dom ainsinside the SDW interval

were also observed in [8]. W e shallsee thatit israther

naturalto expectSC in these dom ainsatlowertem per-

ature. In this presentation we restrictourselvesm ainly

by the e�ectsrelated to the physicsofSDW .Supercon-

ductivity appearsatlowertem peraturethan theonsetof

the SDW /m etalphase transition,and we only com m ent

on itatthe end.

Forthe SDW description we adoptthe standard Q 1D

m odeloftwo open Ferm isurface (FS) sheets with the

energy spectrum offreeelectronsin the form :

"(p)= � vF (px � pF )+ t? (p? ); (1)

with dispersion in the direction perpendicular to the

chains

t? (p? )= tb(p? )+ t
0
b(p? ): (2)

Thecondition

htb(p? )ip?

= ht
0
b(p? )ip?

= 0 (3)

is assum ed to conserve the num ber of electrons. The

angularbracketsm ean averaging overp? :

< ::> p?
�

Z

(::)(b=2�)dp? :

The com ponenttb(p? )possessesthe so-called "nesting"

feature (at t0b � 0) favoring form ation ofthe SDW gap

along the two sheetsofthe Ferm isurface. Forthatone

needs

"(p + Q )= � "(p): (4)

"Antinesting" term ,t0
b
(p? ),destroysthe perfectnesting

condition (4).Increaseoft0b sim ulatesincreasein applied

pressure.Atlargeenough t0b SDW disappears.

Them odelassum esa baree-einteraction ofthe form

u(Q )�1�2; (5)

whereu(Q )hasa m axim um atsom eQ 0.Interaction (5)

isrenorm alized aftersum m ing up the ladderdiagram s:

U (Q )=
u(Q )

1+ u(Q )�(Q ;!0)
: (6)

Thepolarization operator

�(Q ;!)= T
X

!n

Z
d2p

(2�)2
G (p;!n)G (p� Q ;!n � !) (7)

isproportionaltothestaggered susceptibility.Itsvalueis

largeneara "nesting" vectorQ 0.M ostoften thisvector

ischosen as

Q 0 = (� 2pF ;�=b;�=c); (8)

although them ajorityoftheresultsbelow donotchange,

atleastqualitatively,atdi�erentoptim al"nesting" wave
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vectors Q 0. For brevity,in (2) we shallleave out the

dependence on the third direction along the c-axis[9].

W hen the denom inator in (6) becom es zero, the

m etal phase is absolutely unstable with respect to a

SDW (CDW ) nucleation. The instability line Tc(t
0
b
;Q )

isgiven by a well-known equation:

ln

�
Tc0

Tc

�

= Re

�

	

�
1

2
+
iW (Q ;p? )

4�Tc

��

p?

� 	

�
1

2

�

;

(9)

whereTc0 isthetem peratureoftheSDW onsetatt0
b
= 0

and W (Q ;p? )= �hvF (Q x � 2kF )+ t? (py)+ t? (py � Q y).

Eq. (9) has been analyzed by m any authors (see,e.g.

[6, 10, 11, 12]). At zero tem perature Eq. (9) writes

down as[6]

hln(�Tc0=
W (Q ;p? ))ip? = 0; (10)

where
 � 1:781 isthe Eulerconstant.

W ith increasing pressurethevalueoft0b increases,and

atsom e criticalpressure pc the SDW ordering m ay dis-

appear even at zero tem perature. This point could be

considered asQ CP.However,one seesthatthe applica-

tion ofrenorm alization group (RG )analysis[2]to Q CP

in Q 1D case would m eetdi�cultiesbecause an analytic

expansion ofEq.(10)atsm allq � Q � Q 0 doesnotexist

due to the condition (3).

The integral(10) is convergent at any �nite Q ,and

one can �nd criticalt0b for the generalform oft? (p? ).

It does not necessarily occur at Q = Q 0,but at som e

Q � � Q 0 + q� [13]. Transition into such a new SDW

phase with "shifted" wave vector(SDW 2 phase)should

be of the second order, and, hence contradicts to the

observed 1st-order character of the transition between

SDW and the m etalphasein [1].

It is known that for strictly 1D m odels ofCDW (or

SDW )thecharacterofexcitationsisdi�erentfrom theor-

dinary one.Instead ofelectron-holepairswith excitation

energy � 2�,thepropagatingexcitationsaresolitons(or

soliton "kinks")thatcostalowerenergy and com eabout

togetherwith the nonlinearreconstruction ofthe under-

lying gaped ground state [14,15]. (TM TSF)2PF6 has

a quarter �lled band (2kF = �=2a). Unlike the Peierls

state in polyacetylene,(CH)x ,com m ensurability e�ects

play here no essentialrole [16],so thatonly the neutral

spin 1=2 solitonsexist[15].Below wem erely borrow the

resultsfrom the extended literature on solitonsin a 1D

chain (for a review and references,see [17]). Although

this literature is devoted to the physics ofCDW state,

alltheresultscan betransferred to theSDW case,prac-

tically,withoutchanges.

The energy costforone soliton "kink" on a single 1D

chain is

E s = (2=�)� 0: (11)

Forchain packed in a crystala tunneling,t? (p? ),arise

between the chains. Therefore, the solitons form ex-

tended statesby creating a band in thetransversedirec-

tion. Instead ofindependent kinks on di�erent chains,

one arrivesata soliton wall[5]with neutralsolitonsoc-

cupying two spin states with t? (p? ) < 0 in the band .

The energy costA(t? )ofthe wallreferred to one chain

decreases,

A(t? )= (2=�)� 0 � 2

Z

t? � 0

t? (p? )bdp? =2�; (12)

and m ayeven becom enegative.In otherwords,thespon-

taneous form ation of soliton wallm ay be favorable at

largeenough t? .

Eq.(12)presentsourkeyideaforinterpretingthephase

diagram of(TM TSF)2PF6 [1]:with thepressureincrease

the system �rstreachesa criticalpressure,pc1,atwhich

A(t? )= 0,and sm oothly entersinto a new phase { the

soliton phase(SP).Atsom ehigherpressure(pc)the�rst-

order transition between SP and m etallic phase takes

place.

Todescribethesequenceofsuch transitions,oneneeds

expressionsfortheenergy ofSP.Theproblem wassolved

in [6]fortheCDW orderingand for"direct" nesting vec-

torQ 0 = (� 2kF ;0). Change from CDW to SDW needs

noexplanation.W ithoutstayingon theproof,werem ark

thatthe gauge transform ation ofthe wave functions,as

in [6],rem ovesthe large "nesting" term tb(p? )from all

expressionsbelow.Astheresult,itisonly the"antinest-

ing" term t0
b
(p? )thatentersEq.(12):t? (p? )! t0

b
(p? ).

W enow writedown theexpression forthelinearenergy

density W SP ofthesoliton phase[6]in thelim itoflarge

distancebetween the walls(T = 0):

W SP = �
� 2

0

2��hvF
+ nA(t

0

b)+ nE
2

� B ; (13)

where n isthe walls’lineardensity,and the E 2

� term in

(13)correspondtotheexponentiallydecayinginteraction

between thewalls.Indeed,in thislim itoflargedistances

between walls,n from [6]

n =
E + =�hvF

K

�q

1� E 2

� =E
2

+

� �
� 0=�hvF

ln(4� 0=E � )
; (14)

where E + � � 0 at n ! 0 and K (r) is the com plete

elliptic integralofthe 1stkind.From (14)

E � � 4� 0 exp(� � 0=n�hvF ):

A(t
0

b)isgiven by Eq.(12)with t? (p? )= t
0

b(p? ),and

B (t? )=
1

2�� 0

�
b

jdt
0

b
=dp? j0

; (15)

wherejdt
0

b
=dp? j0 isthevalueofthetransversevelocity at

the fourpointwhere t
0

b
(p? )= 0. AtB > 0 crossing the

pointA(t
0

b
)= 0 correspondsto the second-ordertransi-

tion from the "hom ogeneous" SDW to the soliton walls

lattice state. Negative B < 0 would m ean an abrupt

�rst-order phase transition [6]. Allthe results (12-15)

areforT = 0.
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W e now return to Eq.(9).Asthe absolute instability

line,athighertem peratureitde�nesthe2nd-ordertran-

sition linebetween them etaland SDW (CDW )phase.At

lowertem peratureform ostt
0

b(p? )m odelsitcorresponds

to som e "shifted" Q �. As it was m entioned above,ex-

perim entally [1],the m etal-to-SDW transition at lower

tem perature is ofthe 1st-order. At these tem peratures

the line de�ned by Eq. (9) has only the m eaning ofa

"supercooling" line.

Theoretically,thepositionsofcriticalpointspc and pc1
depend essentially on a particular form oft0

b
(p? ). The

function t0b(p? ) in (TM TSF)2PF6 is unknown. There-

fore,forqualitativeanalysiswewillapply theexpressions

(14),(15)also in the regim e ofdense soliton phase. W e

com pare two exam ples: �rst,the oversim pli�ed m odel,

in which t0
b
(p? )hasthe periodicstep-likeshape:

t
0

b(p? )=

�
2t

0

b;0 < p? < �=b

� 2t
0

b
; �=b< p? < 2�=b;

(16)

and the second one with the tight-binding dispersion of

the form

t
0
b(p? )= 2t0bcos(2p? b) (17)

W ecalculated theenergy ofthesoliton phaseforboth

dispersionfunctions.Atthecalculationtheoptim alvalue

ofE � (orn)m ustbefound tom inim izetheenergy(13)of

thesoliton phase.Forthe�rstdispersion(16)thedom ain

wallenergy A(t0b)becom esnegativeatt
0
b � tc1 � 0:32� 0.

Thispointcorrespondsto the 2nd-ordertransition from

"hom ogeneous"SDW phaseinto thesoliton phase.Then

wecom pared thesoliton phaseenergy W SP with theen-

ergy ofm etalphase

W n = � (1=��hvF )


[t0b(p? )]

2
�

p?
(18)

and found the point tc � 0:54� 0 where these energies

becom e equalto each other. This point correspondsto

the �rst-order phase transition from SP to the norm al-

m etalphase. W e see that the intervaltc � tc1 � 0:4tc
ofthe existence ofSP forthisparticularm odelisrather

large. O ne can show that for the m odeldescribed by

Eqs.(12)-(15)thefunction (16)correspond tothelargest

possibleintervalofSP.

Forthesecond dispersion relation (17)thesim ilarcal-

culation gives equalvalues for tc and tc1: tc = tc1 =

� 0=2,i.e. in this case an intervalfor soliton phase is

absent.Thisoncem oreshowsthehigh sensitivity ofthe

SDW phasediagram to the particularform oft
0

b
(p? ).

In experim ent[1]the di�erence tc � tc1 � 0:1tc isin-

term ediate between the casesofEq. (16)and Eq. (17),

butcloserto the second case oftight-binding dispersion

relation (17) than to the step-like dispersion (16). The

ratio(tc� tc1)=tc � 0:1observed in experim ent[1]can be

easily �tted by an appropriatechoiceofthe m odelfunc-

tion t
0

b(p? )(forexam ple,by adding a fourth harm onicto

the tight-binding dispersion (17).

In Fig. 1 we show schem atically the SDW phase dia-

gram nearQ CP.Theslopeofthesecond-ordertransition

line nearT = 0 com esaboutbecause atT 6= 0 the sec-

ond term in A(t? )decreasesto accountfortherm alex-

citationsinside the dom ain wallfrom the occupied part

ofband t
0

b(p? ) < 0. The tem perature slope,ofcourse,

again dependson thet
0

b(p? )-dependence.

In [1]the phase diagram of(TM TSF)2PF6 has been

studied through the resistance m easurem ents along the

chain direction.The1st-ordercharacterofthetransition

between m etaland SDW statesfollowsfrom hystereticef-

fects,whiletheappearanceofdom ainswasderived from

the changesin resistivity behaviornear pc. W e suggest

thatthe line ofthe 2nd-ordertransition between the in-

sulating"hom ogeneous"and soliton-wallphasescould be

detected by m easuring a sharp anisotropy ofconductiv-

ity near this transition [7]. Indeed,according to [7],at

low n (largedistancebetween thedom ain walls)conduc-

tivity along thechain direction rem ainsvery low because

ofexponentially sm alloverlap between theelectron wave

functionsinsideeachwall.Asfortransverseconductivity,

itwould increaselinearly with n.

O ne also sees that the value of t0b itself is not the

only param eterthatm aydeterm inethedependenceon t0
b

(pressure). Indeed,the expression forB (t? )(15)essen-

tially depend on jdt
0

b
=dp? j0 as well. The B -term is not

analytic at t0
b
! 0;change in its sign willim m ediately

changethe wholephysics[6].

In Fig. 1 the superconductivity,seen experim entally

in [1]nearpc and in them etallicphaseatlowertem pera-

tures(Tc � 1K ),isnotshown in ordernotto overcrowd

thephasediagram .M eanwhile,appearanceofsupercon-

ductivity is inevitable in fram eworks ofnesting m ean-

�eld m odels. Indeed, the logarithm ic singularity that

enterstheexpression forSDW polarization operator(7),

would appearalsofortheCooperchannel[18].Athigher

tem peraturetheSDW phaseprevailsbecausethebarein-

teraction (5) waschosen to be largerfor the transverse

nesting com ponentQ ? . However,with increase of"an-

tinesting"term t0
b
(pressure)theSDW transitionbecom es

suppressed and SC which isnotsensitiveatallto any of

the t0
b
-term s,�nally becom es m ore favorable. To som e

surprise,TSC fortheSC transition isexperim entally not

sensitiveto theform ation oftheSP.W eexplain thisfact

qualitatively by assum ing thatthe SC coherencelength,

�0 � �hvF =TSC ,isconsiderably largerthan the expected

periodicity forthe SP ofthe orderof�hvF =� 0 � �hvF =T0
resultingin considerableJosephson couplingbetween the

soliton walls. However,the problem needssom e further

analysis.

To sum m arize,we have shown that in the vicinity of

Q CP in Q 1D m aterials,such astheBechgaard salts,one

m eets with a new soliton wallphase. As the pressure

increasesfrom p = 0,one �rstcrossesthe line pc1 ofthe

second-ordertransition and entersinto theperiodicsoli-

ton structure with a characteristic pressure-dependent

periodicity ofthe order of�hvF =� 0 � 103�A.At higher

pressure,pc,by the �rst-orderphase transition the sys-

tem goes over into m etallic state. Details ofthe phase
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FIG .1: A schem atic view ofthe SDW phase diagram .The solid line signify the �rst-ordertransition between the m etaland

soliton phases. The dot line stands for the second-order transition between uniform ly gapped SDW phase and the SP.The

dash line representsthe line ofabsolute instability ofm etalphase toward the form ation ofSDW .Athighertem peraturesthis

line represents the second-order transition line between the SDW and m etalphases. Atlower tem perature (dash-dotline) it

hasonly them eaning ofsupercooling line.The lower�lled barsshowstheregion where superconductivity appears.W edo not

calculate the superconducting criticaltem perature. The upper �lled bar shows the high-tem perature region ofsoliton phase

where substantialquantitative deviations from form ulas (12)-(15) m ay start due to the therm alexcitations in the SDW and

soliton phases.D etailed shape ofalllinesissensitive to the choice ofthe "antinesting" term t
0

b
(p? )(see text).

diagram strongly depend on m aterialparam eters,in par-

ticularon theform ofthe"antinesting" tunneling in the

electron dispersion. Coexistence ofSDW and supercon-

ductivity inside soliton wallshas not been investigated.

Q ualitatively onewould expectthesurvivalofsupercon-

ductivity in the"m etallicsheets"(dom ain walls)perpen-

dicularto the chain direction [7].
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