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Using a renorm alization group approach,we determ ine the phase diagram ofan extended quasi-

one-dim ensionalelectron gas m odelthat includes interchain hopping,nesting deviations and both

intrachain and interchain repulsive interactions. d-wave superconductivity,which dom inates over

the spin-density-wave (SDW ) phase at large nesting deviations,becom es unstable to the bene�t

of a triplet f-wave phase for a weak repulsive interchain backscattering term g
?

1 > 0, despite

the persistence ofdom inant SDW correlations in the norm alstate. Antiferrom agnetism becom es

unstable againstthe form ation ofa charge-density-wave state when g
?

1 exceedssom e criticalvalue.

W hile these features persistwhen both Um klapp processes and interchain forward scattering (g
?

2 )

are taken into account,the e�ect ofg
?

2 alone is found to frustrate nearest-neighbor interchain d-

and f-wavepairing and instead favornext-nearest-neighborinterchain singletortripletpairing.W e

argue thatthe close proxim ity ofSDW and charge-density-wave phases,singletd-wave and triplet

f-wavesuperconducting phasesin thetheoreticalphasediagram providesa possibleexplanation for

recentpuzzling experim ental�ndingsin theBechgaard salts,including thecoexistenceofSDW and

charge-density-wave phasesand the possibility ofa tripletpairing in the superconducting phase.

PACS num bers:71.10.Li,74.20.M n,74.70.K n

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

The theory oflow-dim ensionalm etals has exerted a

strong in
uence on ourunderstanding ofordered phases

in quasi-one-dim ensional(quasi-1D)organicconductors.

The description of the extensively studied Bechgaard

salts series ((TM TSF)2X) and their sulfur analogs,the

Fabre ((TM TTF)2X) salts,has served over m ore than

two decades to illustrate this view.1,2,3 For these m ate-

rials,a directcorrespondencecan be traced between the

variousm odulated spin and chargeordered statesoftheir

phase diagram and the possible states ofthe quasi-1D

electron gasm odelwhen the couplingsarerepulsiveand

the�lling oftheband iscom m ensuratewith theunderly-

ing lattice.4,5 In itsstandard form ,thisgenericm odelis

de�ned by thephenom enologicalexpression ofthedirect

interaction between electronsin term sofweak intrachain

backward (g1)and forward (g2)electron-electron scatter-

ing processes,to which Um klapp (g3) scattering am pli-

tudesareadded atcom m ensurateband �lling.5,6,7,8 The

quasi-1D characterofthe m odelisde�ned by adding an

interchain singleelectron hoppingintegralt? ,which isat

leastan orderofm agnitudesm allerthan itslongitudinal

counterpart.

In virtually all com pounds of the above series, su-

perconductivity is observed nextto a spin-density-wave

stateforsom ecriticalvalueon thepressurescale,9,10,11,12

whereasantiferrom agneticspin correlationsarefound to

dom inatethem etallicstateprecursorto superconductiv-

ity overa wide rangeoftem peratures.13,14 O n the theo-

reticalside,however,forspin-independentrepulsivecou-

plings and for a Ferm isurface with good nesting prop-

erties,the coexistence ofspin-density-wave (SDW ) and

superconducting(SC)correlationsisessentially excluded

from them odelphasediagram .15,16 Itisonly when devi-

ationsfrom perfectelectron-holesym m etry (nesting)are

introduced and thelong-rangecom ponentoftheSDW or-

derissuppressed thatsuperconductivity can beactually

realized in place of m agnetism .17,18 In the anisotropic

m etallic phase where this suppression takes place, in-

terchain Cooper pairing is enhanced and superconduc-

tivity em ergesfrom the coupling between the weakened

electron-holeand thestillsingularelectron-electron scat-

tering channels. Recent calculations19,20,21 using the

renorm alizationgroup(RG )m ethod did con�rm theexis-

tenceofsuch an electronicpairingm echanism beyond the

levelofsingle-channelRPA-like approaches.22,23,24,25,26

A sm ooth crossover from the SDW state to supercon-

ductivity has then been found whenever the am plitude

ofnesting deviationsreachessom ethreshold { a resultin

accordance with the sequence oftransitionsobserved as

a function ofpressure.9,11,27

The RG approach shows nevertheless that whenever

antiferrom agnetism stands out as the dom inant corre-

lation in the norm alstate, the m ost stable interchain

pairing is invariably a spin singlet state corresponding

to a ‘d-wave’sym m etry gap with nodes on the Ferm i

surface. Although som e experim ental �ndings in the

Bechgaard salts and their sulfur analogs do agree with

thistypeofpairing,27,28 otherseriesofobservationshave

rather been interpreted in support of a triplet order

param eter,29,30,31,32 thuschallenging thesingletscenario

for superconductivity. Though there is too little so far

to favor one scenario over another, these observations
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bring usto the question ofwhethertripletsuperconduc-

tivity can bepossible ornotwhen short-rangeantiferro-

m agneticcorrelationsaredom inantin them etallicstate.

As is wellknown for the electron gas m odel,there is a

region ofthe phase diagram where triplet ‘p-wave’su-

perconductivity does exist as the m ost stable state. It

has been suggested,on a phenom enologicalbasis,that

such a state isrealized in the Bechgaard salts.33 W ithin

a m icroscopic approach,the region where p-wave super-

conductivity is stable is de�ned by irrelevant Um klapp

scattering and by a backward scattering coupling thatis

m uch largerthan forward scattering. However,this de-

scription pattern forsuperconductivity can beconsidered

unsatisfactory given theunrealisticconstraintitputson

the coupling constants,and forthe suppression ofboth

the antiferrom agnetism at short distance and the M ott

pseudo gap in thechargesector.3 These
awscan hardly

be reconciled with the related phenom enology ofthese

m olecularcom poundsobserved around the criticalpres-

sure forsuperconductivity,when eitherthe tem perature

orthe m agnetic�eld isvaried.1,14,34,35,36

Another way to look at this problem is to consider

m ore closely the e�ect ofcharge 
uctuations on super-

conductivity. Staggered charge 
uctuations are known

to favor triplet pairing at odd but large angular m o-

m entum ,a m echanism whose rootsgo back to the early

work of K ohn and Luttinger about Cooper pairing in

thepresenceofcharge{ Friedel{ oscillationsin isotropic

Ferm isystem s.37 Forthequasi-1D electrongasm odeland

its version for lattice electrons,recentcalculationshave

shown that triplet f-wave pairing is indeed enhanced

when intrachain couplings are chosen to boost charge-

density-wave(CDW )
uctuationsclosetothelevelfound

in the SDW channel.21,38,39,40 However,for realistic re-

pulsivecouplings,d-wavepairing stillrem ainstied to the

highestcriticaltem peratureand hencetothem oststable

stateforsuperconductivity.

Allthisgoestoestablish therobustnessofd-wavepair-

ingforthem odelwith repulsiveintrachain couplingsand

nesting deviations.Itturnsout,however,thatthem odel

is incom plete when charge 
uctuations are found along

the chainssince then interchain Coulom b interaction is

alsopresentin practice.Theinclusion ofdirectinterchain

electron-electron scattering processes,which willbe de-

noted by g?i= 1;2;3 in the following,de�nes the quasi-1D

electron gasm odelin itsextended form .41 Atlarge m o-

m entum transfer,theinterchain interaction iswellknown

to favor a CDW ordered state.41,42,43,44,45 This m echa-

nism ism ostly responsibleforCDW long-rangeorderob-

served in severalorganic and inorganic low-dim ensional

solids.46,47 The physicalrelevance ofinterchain interac-

tionsin theBechgaardsalts,besidestheintrachain giand

t? ,issupported by x-raystudies,which revealed thatthe

SDW phaseofthesecom poundsisactually accom panied

by CDW order.48,49,50 O n the theoreticalgrounds,very

little is known aboutthe im pactofadding directinter-

chain interactionson thestructureofthephasediagram ,

especially in the repulsive sector when both a �nite t?

and nesting deviationsarepresent.

In thisworkwewish todeterm inethepossibledensity-

wave and superconducting statesofthe extended quasi-

1D electron-gasm odel. In orderto tackle this problem

weshallapply therenorm alization group m ethod,which

at the one-loop levelhas proved to be suited to reach

a controlled description ofinterfering density-wave and

superconducting channelsofcorrelations.Am ong there-

sultsreportedbelow,wehavetheunexpected �ndingthat

a sm allrepulsive interchain backscattering term g?1 > 0

is su�cient to m ake d-wave superconductivity unstable

to the bene�tofa tripletf-wavephase.Thisoccursde-

spite dom inant SDW correlations in the m etallic state

and stable itinerant antiferrom agnetism at lower nest-

ing deviations. Underthe latterconditions,SDW order

becom es in turn unstable to the form ation ofa CDW

state when the am plitude of g?1 exceeds som e critical

value.W hilethesefeaturespersistwhen com m ensurabil-

ity e�ectsare taken into accountand sm all{ half-�lling

{ Um klapp scattering isincluded,thee�ectofinterchain

forward scattering(g?2 > 0)isfound tofrustratenearest-

neighbor interchain d-and f-wave pairing and to favor

instead superconductivity with next-nearest-neighborin-

terchain pairing.Partoftheseresultshavebeen reported

in Refs.51,52.

In Section II, we introduce the m odel and the RG

schem e em ployed forthe fourpointverticesand the re-

sponse functions.By way ofillustration,the RG results

attheone-loop levelaregiven forpurely intrachain inter-

actions.In Section III,wepresenttheresultsfornon zero

interchain backward and forward interactions by which

the di�erent possibilities ofordered states in the phase

diagram are obtained in the incom m ensurate case. The

in
uence ofUm klapp processes in the half-�lled case is

exam ined in Section IV. A discussion ofthe results is

given in section V,where a possible connection between

theory and experim entsism ade.

II. T H E EX T EN D ED ELEC T R O N G A S M O D EL

A . M odel

W e consider a lattice of N ? coupled m etallic

chains described by the partition function Z =RR
D  �D  e� (S0+ SI),which isexpressed asa functional

integration over anticom m uting (G rassm ann) �elds  .

Here S0 and SI are the noninteracting and interacting

partsoftheaction,respectively.Theform erpartisgiven

by

S0 = �
X

K

 
�
K (ik0 � �k) K ; (1)

where K = (�;k),k = (k0;k),k0 isthe ferm ionic M at-

subara frequency, k = (kk;k? ), the wave vector, and

� = � ,the spin ofthe ferm ion �eld.The kinetic energy

2



isgiven by

�k = �k � � = vF (
�
�kk

�
�� kF )+ �? (k? ); (2)

�? (k? ) = � 2t? cosk? � 2t0? cos2k? ; (3)

where � isthe chem icalpotentialtaken as tem perature

independent. Here we have linearized the spectrum in

the chain direction,using vF = 2tk sinkF as the longi-

tudinalFerm ivelocity,kF being the parallelFerm iwave

vectorift? = 0. Throughoutthis work both the chain

latticeconstanta and theinterchain distanced? areput

equalto unity.Theinterchain singleelectron hopping t?
isconsidered sm allwith respecttothelongitudinalband-

width 2�0. In the following,we willtake 2�0 = 30t? ,

which isa typical�gurefortheanisotropy ratioin quasi-

1D conductors like the Bechgaard and Fabre salts.53,54

Thenextnearest-neighborhoppingt0? � t? in thetrans-

versedirection givestheam plitudeofnesting deviations.

In Eq.(3),we have neglected the possibility ofhopping

in the third direction,which doesnothave any sizeable

e�ecton ourcalculations. Itsexistence isofcourse cru-

cialforthestabilization oftruelong-rangeorderat�nite

tem perature.

In the fram ework of the quasi-1D electron gas

m odel,6,16 theelectron-electron interaction isparam eter-

ized by m eans ofthe g-ology approach. O ne �rst dis-

tinguishes between right and left m oving ferm ions,de-

pending on their velocity along the chains,so that the

G rassm ann variables 
(� )

K
becom e

 
(� )

K
=

(

R
(� )

K
ifkk > 0 ;

L
(� )

K
ifkk < 0 :

(4)

Using thesede�nitions,theinteraction partoftheaction

takesthe form

SI =
T

N

X

k0
1
k0
2
k2k1

X

��0

�k0
1
+ k0

2
;k2+ k1 m od G (5)

�

n

g1(k
0
1k

0
2k2k1)R

�
k0
1
�L

�
k0
2
�0R k2�

0Lk1�

+ g2(k
0
1k

0
2k2k1)R

�
k0
1
�L

�
k0
2
�0Lk2�

0R k1�

+
1

2

�
g3(k

0
1k

0
2k2k1)R

�
k0
1
�R

�
k0
2
�0Lk2�

0Lk1� + c:c:
�o

;

whereN isthenum beroflatticesitesand G = (0;4kF ;0)

thereciprocallatticevectoralongthechains,which isin-

volved in theUm klapp scattering athalf-�lling.Herewe

have om itted the so-called g4 contribution forthe inter-

action ofelectronsofthesam ebranch sincethiscoupling

does not contribute to the singular channels ofcorrela-

tion in the renorm alization group 
ow at the one-loop

level. Ifwe restrictourselvesto intrachain and nearest-

neighbor chain interactions,the am plitudes ofthe bare

interactionsaregiven by

gj(k
0
? 1k

0
? 2k? 2k? 1)= gj + 2g?j cos(k0? 1 � k? 1); (6)

where the only { transverse { m om entum dependence

com es from the interchain interaction. In this work we

analyze the propertiesofthe m odelforrepulsive gj,g
?
j

and �nite Um klapp scattering,which is the physically

relevantsectorforrealm aterialsliketheBechgaard salts

and theirsulfuranalogs.

B . R enorm alization group equations for the

interactions

Therenorm alization group can beapplied to theprob-

lem ofquasi-1D system s ofinteracting electrons in dif-

ferent ways.19,55,56,57 In the following, we shall adopt

the so-called one-particle irreducible (1PI) m om entum

shellRG schem e,asdeveloped by Honerkam p etal.58 (cf.

also Binz etal.59). In thisschem e,the 1PIvertex func-

tions ��(K j) ofa physicalsystem with infrared cuto�

� are calculated.O nly degreesoffreedom with energies

equalto or greater than the cuto� are integrated out,

which allowsone to establish a directlink with the low

energy e�ective action S
eff

�
with an ultraviolet cuto�,

asobtained in a K adano�-W ilson renorm alization group

schem e. According to M orris,60 if
�
��kj

�
�< �,the e�ec-

tiveinteractionsg
eff

�
(K j)thatappearin S

eff

�
aresim ply

g
eff

�
(K j)= ��(K j).

Thefreeparticlepropagatorissuppressed forenergies

below an infrared cuto� �,

CK = h K  
�
K iS0

= �(j�kj� �)�
� 1

ik0 � �k
; (7)

where� isthe step function.Setting allverticesinvolv-

ing m orethan two particlesto zero,the renorm alization

group equationsto the one-loop levelare obtained. W e

also neglectself-energy corrections.

It is practically im possible to take into account the

com plete functional dependence of the vertices, which

willin generalvary with the wave vectors k as wellas

with thefrequenciesk0 oftheincom ingand outgoingpar-

ticles.By m eansofscalingargum ents,onecan show that

the frequency dependence is irrelevantin the renorm al-

ization group sense,cf.for exam ple Ref.61. The sam e

is true for the dependence on the distance ofthe wave

vectork from theFerm isurface.Irrelevantvariablesare

notnecessarily negligible,in the sense thatthey m ay in

principle have an in
uence on the RG 
ow before they

vanish.However,theks dependence,with ks theprojec-

tion ofthewavevectoron theFerm isurface,rem ainsby

farthe m ostim portantone in the low energy lim it. W e

willhenceonly considerthedependenceofthefunctions

� on the positions ofthe wave vectors along the Ferm i

surface,which we willparam eterize by k? . Due to m o-

m entum conservation,itisin generalim possibleto have

allfourargum entsofagiven vertex on theFerm isurface.

Usually,the
ow oftheverticeswith threeargum entson

the Ferm isurface iscalculated.In the case ofim perfect

nesting,such a procedure willunderestim ate the SDW

correlations. In our case,the strong anisotropy ofthe

dispersion relation allowsusto m ake a slightly di�erent

3



choice.W e�x thevaluesofkk and k0 such thatthem ost

divergentcontributionstotherenorm alizationgroup 
ow

aretaken into account.Ifwede�netheCooper,Landau,

and Peierlsm om entum variables

qC = k1 + k2 ; (8)

qL =

(

k01 � k2 for�1 ;

k01 � k1 for�2 ;

qP =

(

k01 � k1 for�1 ;

k01 � k2 for�2 and �3 ;

q
0
P = k

0
1 � k1 for�3 ;

wecan write the one-loop RG equationsin the form

d

dl
�(qC;qL ;qP ) =

X

kloop

Cooper
�
�(qC;~qL ;~qP )

�

+
X

kloop

Peierls
�
�(~qC;~qL ;qP )

�
:

In this equation,~qC,~qL and ~qP are functions ofthe in-

ternalloop m om entum -frequency kloop. The m ost di-

vergent contributions to the RG 
ow are obtained if

qC;0 = q
(0)

P ;0
= 0 forthe frequencies,aswellas

qCk = 0 ;qP k = 2kF for�1;2 ; (9)

q
(0)

P k
= � 2kF for�3 ;

for the longitudinalcom ponents. Note that,for either

choiceofthekk dependence,onedoesnotobtain aclosed

set ofequations. The renorm alization group equations

forverticesforwhich relations(9)arevalid contain ver-

tex functions with di�erent values ofqC,qP . W e will

thereforeneed to replacethese functionsby thosecalcu-

lated by im posing conditions(9).

For the dim ensionless vertices ~� = �=�vF , we thus

obtain the equations62

_~�1(k
0
? 1k

0
? 2k? 2k? 1) = �

1

N ?

X

k?

�

B C(k? ;qC? ) (10)

�

n
~�1(k

0
? 1k

0
? 2k? k

0
? )
~�2(k? k

0
? k? 1k? 2)

+ ~�2(k
0
? 1k

0
? 2k

0
? k? )

~�1(k? k
0
? k? 2k? 1)

o���
�
�
k
0

?
= � k

?
+ q

C ?

q
C ?

= k
? 1+ k

? 2

+
1

N ?

X

k?

�

B P (k? ;qP ? )

�

n�
~�2(k

0
? 1k? k? 1k

0
? )�

~�1(k
0
? 1k? k

0
? k? 1)

�
~�1(k

0
? k

0
? 2k? 2k? )

+ ~�1(k
0
? 1k? k

0
? k? 1)

�
~�2(k

0
? k

0
? 2k? k? 2)�

~�1(k
0
? k

0
? 2k? 2k? )

�

+
�
~�3(k

0
? 1k? k? 1k

0
? )�

~�3(k
0
? 1k? k

0
? k? 1)

�
~�3(k

0
? k

0
? 2k? 2k? )

+ ~�3(k
0
? 1k? k

0
? k? 1)

�
~�3(k

0
? k

0
? 2k? k? 2)�

~�3(k
0
? k

0
? 2k? 2k? )

�o
��
�
�
�

k
0

?
= k

?
+ q

P ?

q
P ?

= k0
? 1

� k
? 1

;

_~�2(k
0
? 1k

0
? 2k? 2k? 1) = �

1

N ?

X

k?

�

B C(k? ;qC? ) (11)

�

n
~�1(k

0
? 1k

0
? 2k? k

0
? )
~�1(k? k

0
? k? 1k? 2)

+ ~�2(k
0
? 1k

0
? 2k

0
? k? )

~�2(k? k
0
? k? 2k? 1)

o���
�
�
k
0

?
= � k

?
+ q

C ?

q
C ?

= k
? 1 + k

? 2

+
1

N ?

X

k?

�

B P (k? ;qP ? )

�

n
~�2(k

0
? 1k? k? 2k

0
? )
~�2(k

0
? k

0
? 2k? k? 1)

+ ~�3(k
0
? 1k? k? 2k

0
? )
~�3(k

0
? k

0
? 2k? k? 1)

o���
�
�

k
0

?
= k

?
+ q

P ?

q
P ?

= k0
? 1

� k
? 2

;
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_~�3(k
0
? 1k

0
? 2k? 2k? 1) =

1

N ?

X

k?

�

B P (k? ;q
0
P ? ) (12)

�

n�
~�2(k

0
? 1k? k? 1k

0
? )�

~�1(k
0
? 1k? k

0
? k? 1)

�
~�3(k

0
? k

0
? 2k? 2k? )

+ ~�1(k
0
? 1k? k

0
? k? 1)

�
~�3(k

0
? k

0
? 2k? k? 2)�

~�3(k
0
? k

0
? 2k? 2k? )

�

+
�
~�3(k

0
? 1k? k? 1k

0
? )�

~�3(k
0
? 1k? k

0
? k? 1)

�
~�1(k

0
? k

0
? 2k? 2k? )

+ ~�3(k
0
? 1k? k

0
? k? 1)

�
~�2(k

0
? k

0
? 2k? k? 2)�

~�1(k
0
? k

0
? 2k? 2k? )

�o
��
�
�
�

k0
?
= k

?
+ q0

P ?

q0
P ?

= k0
? 1

� k
? 1

+
1

N ?

X

k?

�

B P (k? ;qP ? )

�

n
~�2(k

0
? 1k? k? 2k

0
? )
~�3(k

0
? k

0
? 2k? k? 1)

+ ~�3(k
0
? 1k? k? 2k

0
? )
~�2(k

0
? k

0
? 2k? k? 1)

o���
�
�

k
0

?
= k

?
+ q

P ?

q
P ?

= k0
? 1

� k
? 2

;

where the dot denotes derivation with respect to

� ln(�=�0). The particle-particle (C) and particle-hole

(P )loops,after sum m ation overM atsubara frequencies

and longitudinalwavevectors,aregiven by

B C=P (k? ;q? ) =
X

�= � 1

�(
�
��+ �A C=P

�
�� �) (13)

�
1

2

�

tanh
�+ �A C=P

2T
+ tanh

�

2T

�

�
�

2�+ �A C=P

;

A C(k? ;q? ) = � �? (k? )+ �? (� k? + q? ); (14)

A P (k? ;q? ) = � �? (k? )� �? (k? + q? ):

For continuity reasons,we alwaystake �(0):= 1

2
. The

starting valuesaregiven by thebareinteractions,cf.sec-

tion IIA.

Itisusefulto considerthe following lim iting casesfor

the RG equations. As long as � � t? , we m ay take

their 1D lim it (t? = 0). In this regim e, the Cooper

andPeierlsrenorm alizationchannelsareentirelycoupled,

in the sense that allvertices are strongly renorm alized

in both channels (except for Um klapp processes,which

only appear in the Peierls channel). W hen � � t? ,

the coupling between the Cooper and Peierls channels

is weak in the sense that,depending on the argum ents

k? ,m ostverticesare strongly renorm alized in only one

(or no) channelat a tim e. Nevertheless,the rem aining

interplay between the channels is at the origin ofspin-

and charge-
uctuation-induced superconductivity in the

weak coupling regim e.Forpurely repulsive interactions,

the Peierlschannelisthem ostim portantoneaslong as

deviations from perfect nesting m ay be neglected,i.e.

for� � t0? .In the presence ofattractive e�ective inter-

actions,theCooperchannelplaysan im portantrole,and

willbe dom inantwhen � � t0? . The RG equationsare

written in these lim itsin appendix A.

A sim ilardim ensionalcrossoverm ay beobserved with

respect to the tem perature instead of �. As long as

T � t? , the functions we calculate do not vary very

strongly with thetransversewavevector,contrary to the

low tem peraturecase.An exam pleisgiven in Fig.2(a).

C . R esponse functions

In orderto evaluate susceptibilities,we add a term of

the form

Sh =
X

�

X

q

h
�
�SC (q)O �SC (q)+ c:c: (15)

+
X

�;M

X

q

h
(M )�

�D W
(q)O

(M )

�D W
(q)+ c:c:

to the action. The �rst term describes pairing and the

second term density-wave correlations. The external

�elds h(� )(q) are taken to be in�nitesim al. They cou-

pleto pairsofferm ionicvariableswhich wewillde�nein

the following.Letus�rstintroduce the particle-particle

operators

o�(k;q)=
X

�0�

�
(�)

�0�
L� k+ q;�0R k;� (16)

for singlet (� = s) and triplet (� = tx;y;z) pairs. The

spin dependence isgiven by the coe�cients

�
(s)

�0�
= ���0;� � ; (17)

�
(tx )

�0�
= � ���0� ;�

(ty )

�0�
= � i��0� ;�

(tz)

�0�
= ��0;� �
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nam e spin pairing � r(k? )

s singlet 1

px

py
triplet

r

sink?

dx2� y2

dxy
singlet

cosk?

r sink?

f triplet
r cosk?

sin2k?

g singlet
cos2k?

rsin2k?

h triplet rcos2k?

i singlet cos3k?

TABLE I:Superconducting order param eters in a quasi-1D

geom etry. The nam es are assigned according to the num ber

ofsign changesalong the Ferm isurface.

(� = � 1). The pairoperatorappearing in Sh isde�ned

as

O �SC (q)=

r

T

N

X

fk;kk > 0g

z�(q� k;k)o�(k;q): (18)

The function z� describes the orbitalsym m etry ofthe

superconducting orderparam eter. W e classify these or-

der param etersby their behavior on the Ferm isurface.

They areparam eterized by k? and r= sgn kk.A listof

the superconducting orderparam eterswe shallexam ine

isgiven in TableI.W ith these,we have

z�(k
0
? ;k? )=

(

1 fors and px,p
2� r= + (k? ) forallothers.

(19)

Sim ilarly,weintroduceparticle-holeoperators

o�(k;q)=
X

�0�

�
(�)

�0�
L
�
k� q;�0R k;� (20)

for charge (� = C ) and spin (� = Sx;y;z) excitations.

Here,�(C ) isthe 2� 2 identity m atrix,and �(Sx ;y;z) are

thePaulim atrices.Athalf�lling,onehasto distinguish

between bond and site density waves. In direct space,

thesearegiven by

O x =

(
1

2

P

�0�
�
(�)

�0�
 �
x;�0 x;� forsite DW ,

1

4

P

�0�

�
�
(�)

�0�
 �
x;�0 x+ d;� + c:c:

�
forbond DW ,

(21)

whered = (0;dk;0),and dk isthelatticeperiodicityalong

the chains. Since we have kF dk = �

2
, the associated

Fouriertransform sare,forqk � 2kF ,

O
(M )

�D W
(q)�

1

2

r

T

N

X

fk;kk > 0g

�
z
(M )
� (k � q;k)o�(k;q)+ M

�
z
(M )
� (k+ q� G ;k)

��
o
�
�(k;G � q)

�
(22)

with M = + for site and M = � for bond density

waves, and z
(M )
� (k;q) = 1. (For the case M = � 1,

we have neglected a constant im aginary factor.) Note

that (O
(M )
� )� = M O

(M )
� , and that hO

(M )
� O

(M )
� i and

hO
(M )�
� O

(M )�
� i do not vanish,but contribute to the as-

sociated susceptibilities. Away from half�lling,we only

consider site density waves. In this case,only the �rst

term in Eq.(22)contributes.

In the presence of Sh, the one-particle vertex con-

tains a nondiagonalpart with a contribution linear in

(h
(M )

�D W
(q))� ofthe form

�
(�)

�0�
�k0;k� q �

(M )
� (k0;k) (23)

(ifkk > 0). Also due to Sh,verticeswith two outgoing,

butnoincom ing,particlesarenow non-zero.Theirlinear

partin (h�SC (q))
� takesthe form

�
(�)

�0�
�k0;q� k ��(k

0
;k) (24)

(ifkk > 0). The vertex parts �� determ ine the renor-

m alization ofthe susceptibilities �� as follows. In the

beginning ofthe 
ow,we have ��(k
0;k)= z�(k

0;k)and

�� = 0.The RG equationsfordensity waves(� = C;S)

are:
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_�M� (p? ;p? + q? ) =
1

N ?

X

k?

B P (k? ;q? )�
M
� (k? ;k? + q? ) (25)

�
�
~��(k? + q? ;p? ;k? ;p? + q? )

+ �qk;2k1DF
(�q? ;0 + �q? ;�=b)M

~�
(�)

3 (k? ;p? ;k? + q? ;p? + q? )
�
;

_~�
M

� (q? ) = �
2

N ?

X

k?

B P (k? ;q? )
�
��
M
� (k? ;k? + q? )

�
�
2
: (26)

ForCooperpairs(� = s;t),wehave:

_��(� p? + q? ;p? ) =
1

N ?

X

k?

B C(k? ;q? )��(� k? + q? ;k? ) (27)

� ~��(k? ;� k? + q? ;� p? + q? ;p? );

_~��(q? ) = �
2

N ?

X

k?

B C(k? ;q? )j��(� k? + q? ;k? )j
2
: (28)

~� isde�ned as�vF k�.W e haveintroduced the linearcom binationsofvertex functions

�C (k
0
? 1;k

0
? 2;k? 2;k? 1) = � 2�1(k

0
? 1;k

0
? 2;k? 1;k? 2)+ �2(k

0
? 1;k

0
? 2;k? 2;k? 1); (29)

�S(k
0
? 1;k

0
? 2;k? 2;k? 1) = �2(k

0
? 1;k

0
? 2;k? 2;k? 1);

�
(C )

3 (k0? 1;k
0
? 2;k? 2;k? 1) = � 2�3(k

0
? 1;k

0
? 2;k? 1;k? 2)+ �3(k

0
? 1;k

0
? 2;k? 2;k? 1);

�
(S)

3 (k0? 1;k
0
? 2;k? 2;k? 1) = �3(k

0
? 1;k

0
? 2;k? 2;k? 1);

�s(k
0
? 1;k

0
? 2;k? 2;k? 1) = � �1(k

0
? 1;k

0
? 2;k? 1;k? 2)� �2(k

0
? 1;k

0
? 2;k? 2;k? 1);

�t(k
0
? 1;k

0
? 2;k? 2;k? 1) = �1(k

0
? 1;k

0
? 2;k? 1;k? 2)� �2(k

0
? 1;k

0
? 2;k? 2;k? 1):

Interactions g� (� = C;Sx;y;z;s;tx;y;z) and g
(C )

3 ;g
(S)

3 are de�ned analogously. Using these functions as wellas the

particle-particleand particle-holepairoperatorsde�ned above,and neglecting Um klapp processes,wecan rewritethe

interaction partofthe action in the following way:

SI = �
1

2

X

�= C ;S x ;y;z

T

N

X

k0kq

g�(k
0
;k� q;k

0� q;k)o��(k
0
;q)o�(k;q) (30)

= �
1

2

X

�= s;tx ;y;z

T

N

X

k0kq

g�(k
0
;q� k

0
;q� k;k)o��(k

0
;q)o�(k;q);

gs;t (resp. gC ;S) thus describes the interaction between

particlesform ing a singletortripletpair(resp.particle-

hole pair). The relation between these couplings is as

follows:

gs =
1

2
(3gS � gC ); (31)

gt =
1

2
(gS + gC ):

W e will m ake use of these relations in the following,

when wediscussdensity
uctuation induced Cooperpair-

ing. Note thatUm klapp processesdo notcouple to the

Cooperchannel,and thereforea�ectCooperpairform a-

tion only indirectly via theire�ecton gC ,gS.

The RG equations are solved num erically, using a

fourth order Runge-K utta algorithm 63 with �xed step

sizes(taking largestepsin thebeginning ofthe
ow and

short steps close to the divergence). The graphs show-

ing transition tem peratures are obtained with the help

ofan adaptive stepsize algorithm .63,64 As farasthe k?
dependence ofthe vertex functionsisconcerned,we dis-

cretizetheFerm isurfaceusing 32 patchesforeach sheet.

Taking advantage ofallsym m etries ofthe problem ,we

thushave to calculate 9010 di�erentfunction valuesfor

each �j.Theuseoftwicethenum berofpatchesdoesnot

signi�cantly m odify ourresults.Theintegralofthefunc-

tions B C;P m ustbe calculated m ore precisely;we use a

fourth orderRunge-K utta algorithm with adaptive step

size.
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FIG . 1: RG phase diagram for the quasi-1D electron gas

m odelatincom m ensurate �lling (g3 = 0)with intrachain in-

teractions(g
?

j = 0)and nesting deviations,param eterized by

t
0

?
. The circlesindicate the transition tem perature forSDW

and the triangles that for SCd. All �gures in this article

areobtained using thebareintrachain interactions~g1 = 0:32,

~g2 = 0:64 and the anisotropy ratio �0=t? = 15.

D . R esults for the case ofintrachain interactions

To illustrate our m ethod,we shall�rst consider the

by now wellknown caseofa quasi-1D electron gasm odel

with purelyintrachain interactionsand noUm klapp scat-

tering. This case has been studied in detailby Duprat

and Bourbonnais19 using a K adano�-W ilson RG schem e

and an approxim ation where only two independentm o-

m entum variables for the vertices were taken into ac-

count. W e here use the 1PIschem e and retain the full

three variable dependence for the vertices. O ur results

con�rm thoseofreference19.

TheRG calculationsthatfollow areperform ed forthe

values ~g1 = 0:32 and ~g2 = 0:64,which are representa-

tive of the couplings likely to be found in practice in

low dim ensionalconductors.Thusfornottoo largenest-

ing deviations,the renorm alization group 
ow scales to

strong coupling,which leads to a singular behavior in

the susceptibility ofa particularchannelofcorrelations.

This signals an instability ofthe norm alstate towards

an ordered phase. The phase diagram obtained as a

function of t0
?
is shown in Fig.1. For good nesting,

there is an SDW phase with a m odulation wave vec-

tor Q 0 = (2kF ;�) that corresponds to the best nesting

vectorofthe spectrum (2). The transition tem perature

obtained for perfect nesting (t0
?
= 0) is T 0

c � 0:055t? .

Ifwe take t? � 200 K ,we have T0c � 11 K ,which falls

in the range of the experim ental Tc for system s like

the Bechgaard salts at low pressure. By increasing t0? ,

the transition tem perature decreasesuntilthe threshold

value t0? c � 0:045t? � 9 K is reached,where the SDW

issuppressed and replaced by d-wave superconductivity

(SCd). The m axim um tem perature for the SCd state

is found to be T 0
c(SCd)� 0:002t? � 0:4 K. These esti-

m atesfort0? c and Tc arecom parableto theexperim ental

results.9,19,65,66

(a)

 0.1
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 10000

 100000

 1e+06

 0.01  0.1  1  10  100
T/t⊥

πvFχ

(b)

 0.1

 1

 10

 100

 1000

 0.001  0.01  0.1  1  10  100
T/t⊥

πvFχ

FIG .2:Tem peraturedependenceofthesusceptibilitiesin the

norm alphase (g3 = 0,g
?

j = 0):

(a) above the SDW phase (t0
?
= 0:04t? ). The continuous

(dashed)linecorrespondstotheSDW responseatq? = � (0);

the dashed-dotted line to SCd correlations. It is interesting

to observe that the tem perature scale T � t? below which

the q? = 0 curve separates and levels o� corresponds to the

so-called single particle dim ensionality crossover.
1
O ur RG

schem e thuscapturesthise�ectcorrectly.

(b) above the SC phase (t
0

? = 0:048t? ). The continuous

line corresponds to the SDW response with transverse m od-

ulation �,the dashed-dotted line to SCdx2� y2 (cosk? ),the

dotted line to SCdxy (r sink? ) and the dashed line to SCg

(r sin2k? )correlations.

Theorderparam eterofthelow tem peraturephasecan

beidenti�ed in two di�erentways,which giveequivalent

results.The�rstonefollowsfrom theidenti�cation ofthe

m ostsingularbehaviorin thetem peraturedependenceof

the varioussusceptibilities,asshown in Fig.2 forvalues

oft0? below and abovethethreshold forsuperconductiv-

ity.

An alternativeway to determ ine the nature ofthe or-

dered phase is to look at the wave vector dependence

ofthe renorm alized vertex functions close to the diver-

gence.In Fig.3,we have plotted the SDW vertex func-

tion �S(� k0? ;k
0
? ;k? ;� k? ) in the k? ;k

0
? plane. In the

SDW regim e,only processesinvolving particle-holepairs

atwavevector(� k0? )� k? ’ Q ? 0 arefound tobesingu-

lar. O n the otherhand,nearthe superconducting tran-

sition tem perature,weobtain the separableform

�S(� k
0
? ;k

0
? ;k? ;� k? )/ cosk0? cosk? :
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(a)

π
0

−π
π

0

−πk'⊥

k⊥

-ΓS

(b)

π
0

−π
π

0

−πk'⊥

k⊥

-ΓS

(c)

π
0

−π
π

0

−πk'⊥

k⊥

-ΓS

FIG .3: � ~�S (� k
0

?
;k

0

?
;k? ;� k? ) in the SDW regim e (t

0

?
=

0:04t? )close to the divergence (a),in the SCd regim e (t
0

?
=

0:048t? )atan interm ediatestage ofthe
ow (b)and close to

the divergence (c).The verticalscale isarbitrary.

A plot ofthe singlet interaction am plitude �s gives es-

sentially thesam epicture.From Eq.(27),itisclearthat

the m ost divergent vertex part � in such a situation is

the oneproportionalto cosk? .

Recallthatthe vertex functions� we calculate in our

RG schem e are equalto the e�ective interactions geff

ofa W ilsonian low energy e�ective theory. Q uite early

duringthe
ow,thevertex associated tothespin density,

�S(kj? ),and hence gS(kj? ),develops a peak structure

sim ilarto the one close to the SDW transition,butless

pronounced,cf.Fig.3(b).Therearethusim portantspin


uctuations at tem perature or energy scales above the

transition tem perature for superconductivity,as is con-

�rm ed by the behavior ofthe associated susceptibility,

Fig.2(b).Thesam epeak structureappearsin the e�ec-

tive interaction between electrons form ing a singlet (or

triplet)pair,gs(t)(kj? ). W e can decom pose the peak of

gs(� k0
?
;k0

?
;k? ;� k? ) at interm ediate cuto� � in term s

ofthevariables(k? + k0? )and (k? � k0? ).Neglecting the

weak (k? � k0
?
)dependence,theresultis,schem atically,

gs(� k
0
? ;k

0
? ;k? ;� k? ) (32)

= �
1

N ?

N
?

2X

n= �
N
?

2
+ 1

an e
i(k

0

?
+ k? � �)n

= �
1

N ?

N
?

2X

n= �
N
?

2
+ 1

an (� 1)n

�
�
cosnk0? cosnk? � sinnk0? sinnk?

�
:

jnjcorrespondsto thedistancebetween thechainswhere

the two interacting electrons are located. In the SDW

regim e,Fig.3(a),gs has the form ofa � peak,so that

allan > 0 willbe equal.In the superconducting regim e,

Fig.3(b),thepeakisslightlyenlarged,sothatan > 0will

besom edecreasingfunction ofjnj.W ethusseethat,due

to thespin 
uctuations,thee�ectiveinteraction between

particlesform ingasingletpaircontainsattractivecontri-

butionsatallchain distances. (Note that,according to

ourde�nitionsEqs.(29)and (30),an \attractive" inter-

action correspondsto positive gs;t.) Them ostim portant

one isthe nearest-neighborchain one,cosk? (SCd),fol-

lowed by sin2k? (SCg),cos3k? etc.,as it can also be

seen from the calculation ofthe related pairing suscep-

tibilities,cf.Fig.2(b). Note that,according to the re-

lations (31),gS also gives an attractive contribution to

thetripletchannel.However,allthethreecom ponentsof

a { spin-one boson { SDW 
uctuation contribute to the

superconductingcoupling in thesingletchannel,whereas

only one contributes to the triplet channel. Antiferro-

m agnetic 
uctuationsthusfavorsingletpairing ascom -

pared to tripletpairing.O n theotherhand,accordingto

Eq.(31),strong charge 
uctuations should in principle

be ableto changethistendency.

III. IN T ER C H A IN IN T ER A C T IO N S A N D

T R IP LET SU P ER C O N D U C T IV IT Y :

IN C O M M EN SU R A T E C A SE

In this section,we exam ine the role ofinterchain in-

teractionsin thephasediagram oftheextended quasi-1D

electron gasm odel.W ewill�rstconsiderthein
uenceof

interchain backward scattering g?1 and forward scatter-

ing g?2 separately,beforestudying theircom bined e�ect.

The intrachain interactions are kept �xed to their val-

uesused in theprevioussection.Concerning thenesting

quality,the overallpicture rem ainsthe sam e. Forweak

deviationsfrom perfectnesting,we�nd density-wavein-

stabilities,superconductivity for m ore im portantdevia-

tions,and { discarding possible K ohn-Luttinger e�ects

at low tem peratures beyond the num ericalaccuracy of

ourRG calculations{ a m etallicphasewhen thenesting

isdeteriorated even m ore.
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FIG .4: Low tem perature phases versusg
?

1 ,keeping g
?

2 = 0

and ~g3 = 0. Circles indicate a SDW phase,squares a CDW

phase,trianglesSCd (cosk? )and crossesSCf (r cosk? ).In

the region below the dotted line,spin 
uctuations dom inate

overcharge 
uctuationsin the norm alphase.

By switchingon g?1 graduallyon thepositivescale,one

observesthatatsm allvaluesofg?1 ,the SDW phase re-

m ainsessentially una�ected,whereasthetransition tem -

peratureford-wavesuperconductivity isconsiderably re-

duced by the presence ofa �nite g?1 (Fig.5),and the

region wheresuperconductivity isstableshrinks(Fig.4).

For higher g?1 (g?1 ofthe order of 1

3
ofthe intrachain

backscattering g1),d-wave superconductivity turns out

to be no longer stable and an f-wave triplet supercon-

ductingphaseappears.In thisparam eterrange,(2kF ;�)

charge 
uctuations are strongly enhanced by interchain

backward scattering (Fig.6).However,spin 
uctuations

rem ain im portant,and in a sizeable region ofthe phase

diagram ,tripletsuperconductivityispreceded in tem per-

ature by dom inantspin 
uctuationsin the norm alstate

(Figs.4 and 6).Forthevaluesofintrachain interactions

used in this section,and ~g?1 = 0:105,one �nds a m ax-

im um T 0
c(SCf)� 0:001t? � 0:2 K ,thatis ofthe sam e

orderofm agnitude asthatofthe d-wavecase.Tc(SCf)

increases with the am plitude ofg?1 ,and the supercon-

ducting phase widens (Figs.4 and 5). O nce triplet su-

perconductivity occurs,g?1 starts to a�ect the density

wave phase:The SDW state issuppressed and replaced

by a CDW .The valuesof~g?1 forwhich SCf and CDW

phases�rstappeardepend on thevaluesofintrachain in-

teractionsand increasewith thevalueoftheratio g1=g2.

The origin ofthe f-wave SC and CDW phasescan be understood by considering the contribution ofthe g?j ’sto

the(bare)scattering am plitudesin thesingletand tripletparticle-particlechannels,aswellasin thechargeand spin

channels:

g
?
C (k

0
? + q? ;k? � q? ;k

0
? ;k? ) = � 4g?1 cosq? + 2g?2 cos(q? + k

0
? � k? ); (33)

g
?
S (k

0
? + q? ;k? � q? ;k

0
? ;k? ) = 2g?2 cos(q? + k

0
? � k? );

g
?
s (� k

0
? ;k

0
? ;k? ;� k? ) = 2(� g

?
1 � g

?
2 )cosk

0
? cosk? + 2(g?1 � g

?
2 )sink

0
? sink? ; (34)

g
?
t (� k

0
? ;k

0
? ;k? ;� k? ) = 2(g?1 � g

?
2 )cosk

0
? cosk? + 2(� g

?
1 � g

?
2 )sink

0
? sink? :

From these equations,itcan be easily seen thatthe interchain repulsion g?1 contributespositively to g?C atq? = �,

and therefore induces CDW correlations with a phase di�erence of� between neighboring chains. In the Cooper

channel,g?1 favorstripletf-wave and singletdxy-wave pairing,whereasits contribution to singletdx2� y2-wave and

tripletpy-wavepairingisnegative.Asforg
?
2 ,ittendstosuppressboth singletand tripletpairingson nearest-neighbor

chains.

In addition to this‘direct’contribution there isalso an indirecte�ectdue to the exchangeofdensity 
uctuations.

Upon renorm alization,(2kF ;�)CDW correlationsareenhanced beyond thelevelexpected from am ean-�eld treatm ent

ofg?1 .
43 These CDW 
uctuations enhance triplet f-wave pairing but suppress singlet pairing,whereas the SDW


uctuationsare wellknown to favorsingletpairing (see Eqs.(31)). Eq.(32)showsthatthe latterreinforce dx2� y2-

but suppress dxy-wave pairing. Regardlessofthe values ofthe interaction constants g1,g2 and g?2 ,the CDW and

tripletf-wavephasesalwaysappearalm ostsim ultaneously when g?1 increases.ThissuggeststhatCDW 
uctuations

(ratherthan the directe�ectofg?1 in the Cooperchannel[Eqs.(34)])providethe dom inantdriving force leading to

f-wavesuperconductivity.

W enow considerthee�ectofinterchain forward scat-

tering g?2 alone,setting g?1 = 0. From Eqs.(34),itcan

easily beseen thatg?2 contributesnegatively to both g?s
and g?t and then favors the suppression ofthe nearest-

neighbor-chain Cooper pairing induced by spin 
uctu-

ations. O ur results (Figs.7 and 8) show that this is

indeed the case.W e have seen,however,in section IID,

thatSDW 
uctuationscan generateasm alleryetpresent

attractiveinteraction between electronson next-nearest-

neighbor chains, which is not a�ected by g?2 . It fol-

lows that when d-wave superconductivity is su�ciently

weakened by g?2 ,itisreplaced by g-wavesingletpairing

10
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FIG .5: Transition tem peratures for di�erent values of ~g
?

1 ,

when ~g
?

2 = 0 and ~g3 = 0:

(a) ~g?1 = 0 (phase sequence SDW ! SCd, continuous line),

0:090 (SDW ! SCd, dotted line) and 0:120 (CDW ! SCf,

dashed-dotted line);

(b) ~g
?

1 = 0:090 (SDW ! SCd, dotted line) and 0:105

(SDW (! SCd)! SCf,dashed line). Note that in the latter

case,the SCd phase isextrem ely narrow.

(� r(k? )/ r sin2k? ).Thisisshown in Fig.7.

It is worth noting that the instability ofthe norm al

state with respectto superconductivity with high angu-

lar m om entum pairing can be seen as a result of the

K ohn-Luttinger e�ect originally predicted for isotropic

m etals.37 Atvariancewith m oreisotropicsystem s,how-

ever,theRG resultsshow thatfora quasi-1D m etal,the

transition tem perature ofhigh angular m om entum su-

perconducting phases,like SCg,rem ainsexperim entally

accessible. W e �nd T m ax
c;SC g � 0:002t? � 0:4 K . Finally,

the SDW phase rem ains nearly una�ected by g?2 . This

can be understood from Eqs.(33),which indicate that

its contribution averages out over the Ferm isurface in

the particle-holechannelofthe RG equations.

W e now consider the com bined e�ect ofg?1 and g?2 .

Fig.9showstheresultsforg?1 = g?2 ,whereallaforem en-

tioned phasesappear.In thepresenceofboth g?1 and g?2 ,

d-wave pairing is suppressed even faster than by g?1 or

g?2 alone.The appearanceoff-wavepairing isretarded

by g?2 which, as previously m entioned, is detrim ental

to nearest neighbor chain pairing (Eq.(34)). However,

forourchoiceofintrachain interactions,no tripletphase

with pairing on next-nearest-neighborchainsisfound for
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FIG . 6: Tem perature dependence of the susceptibilities in

the norm alphase above the SCd phase ((a) ~g
?

1 = 0 and (b)

~g
?

1 = 0:08)and abovetheSCf phase((c)~g
?

1 = 0:10),keeping

~g
?

2 = 0, ~g3 = 0 and t
0

?
= 0:056t? . The continuous line

corresponds to SDW ,the dotted line to CDW ,the dashed

line to SCd and the dashed-dotted line to SCf correlations.

g?1 = g?2 ,sinceg
?
1 favorsnearest-neighbortripletpairing

at the outset. As for CDW ’s,they are found to occur

atslightly highervaluesofg?1 in the presence ofa �nite

g?2 .Asm entioned before,g?2 hasno im portante�ectin

the particle-hole channelalone. The slight suppression

oftheCDW dueto g?2 m ustthereforecom efrom the1D

regim e,wherethecorrelation channelsarecoupled.This

can be checked from the RG equationsfort? = 0 given

in appendix A.

Thephasediagram (Fig.9)dependsquantitativelyand

qualitatively on the bare intrachain interactions. W hen

the ratio g1=g2 increases,highervaluesofthe interchain

interactions are necessary for obtaining CDW and SCf
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FIG .7:Low tem peraturephasesforg
?

2 varying,keepingg
?

1 =

0 and ~g3 = 0. Circles indicate a SDW phase,triangles SCd

and diam ondsSCg (r sin2k? ).
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FIG .8:Transition tem peraturesfordi�erentvaluesof~g
?

2 ,if

~g
?

1 = 0 and ~g3 = 0: ~g
?

2 = 0 (SDW ! SCd,continuous line),

0:16 (SDW ! SCd,dashed line)and 0:20 (SDW ! SCg,dotted

line).

phases because �C is m ore negative at the outset. For

g1 = g2,weeven�nd atripletSCf orderparam eterofthe

form � r(k? )/ sin2k? ,correspondingtosecond-nearest-

neighbor chain pairing, instead of � r(k? ) / rcosk? .

Thisiscoherentwith thefactthat,in the1D regim e,the

renorm alization of�?1 isproportionalto �?1 �C ,so thata

m orenegative�C reduces�?1 and hencenearest-neighbor

chain tripletpairing (appendix A).

IV . EFFEC T O F U M K LA P P P R O C ESSES

Conductors like the Bechgaard and Fabre salts are

slightly dim erized in the direction ofthe organicchains.

It follows that at low energy or tem perature,the hole

band can be considered as e�ectively half�lled rather

than quarter-�lled and this givesrise to Um klapp scat-

tering processeswith am plitudesg3 and g?3 . To leading

order,the bare am plitude ofg3 � g1� D =E F is propor-

tionalto the dim erization gap � D ,
4,7,67 which yields a

g3 thatisratherweak ascom pared to g1;2. W e assum e

a sim ilarratio between the interchain couplingsg?3 and

 0
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 0  0.04  0.08
t'⊥ /t⊥

g⊥
1=g⊥

2
~ ~ SDW

CDW

SCd
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FIG .9:Low tem peraturephasesforg
?

1 = g
?

2 ,g3 = 0.Circles

indicatea SDW phase,black squaresa CDW phase,triangles

SCd (cosk? ),white diam onds SCg (r sin2k? ) and crosses

SCf (r cosk? ).Below thedotted line,spin 
uctuationsdom -

inate overcharge 
uctuationsin the norm alphase.

g?1;2.
68

Intrachain Um klapp processesenhance the form ation

of‘site’centered SDW correlationsand ‘bond’centered

CDW correlationsand weaken bond SDW and siteCDW


uctuations,ascan be seen from Eqs.(25). Thus,con-

trary totheincom m ensuratecase,siteand bond density-

waveordersno longerjoin togetherand m ustbe consid-

eredseparatelywith theirdistinctstrengthsathalf�lling.

In addition,intrachain Um klapp scatteringreinforcesthe

e�ective interactionsgC and gS atm om entum transfers

(2kF ;�),thusincreasingspin and chargedensity 
uctua-

tionsofboth siteand bond type.Thesee�ectsareknown

in the 1D case (see e.g.Ref.69 and also Appendix A),

aswellasfrom calculationsrestricted to theparticle-hole

channels(Ref.70 and Appendix A).Even though Um k-

lapp processesdo notenterthe particle-particle channel

directly,they do enhance Cooper pairing,because they

am plify the peak at(2kF ;�)in thee�ectiveinteractions

gS;C and thustheattraction between electronson neigh-

boring chains[see Eq.(32)].Since density-wavecorrela-

tionsare enhanced with respectto the incom m ensurate

case,transition tem peratures are also higher.20 This is

true for the form ation ofdensity-wave states as wellas

for superconductivity (Fig.10(a)). The ratio T 0
c=T

m ax
c;SC

rem ains essentially una�ected by g3. The criticalt0? c
needed to destroy the density-wave phase isalso higher

in the presenceofUm klapp scattering.

Letusnow turn to thee�ectofinterchain interactions

in the presenceofUm klapp processes.W e will�rstcon-

siderthee�ectofa �nite intrachain g3,forg
?
1 = g?2 > 0

and g?3 = 0. A com parison ofFigs.9 and 11(a)shows

thattheregionsofd-waveand f-wavesuperconductivity

arenow enlarged,and thereisno m oreSCg phasecorre-

sponding to next-nearest-neighborchain singletpairing.

Thisisaconsequenceofthefactthatdensity-wavecorre-

lationsarereinforced by Um klapp scattering.A stronger

g?2 would then be needed to destroy nearest-neighbor

chain pairing,but owing to the condition g?1 = g?2 the

12
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FIG .10: Transition tem peratures when Um klapp processes

are taken into account.

(a) W ithoutinterchain Um klapp scattering: ~g3 = 0,~g?j = 0

(SDW ! SCd,continuousline),

~g3 = 0:02,~g
?

j = 0 (SDW ! SCd,dashed line),

~g3 = 0:02,~g
?

1 = ~g
?

2 = 0:1,~g
?

3 = 0,(SDW ! SCf,dotted line).

(b)E�ectofinterchain Um klapp processes: ~g3 = 0:02,~g
?

1 =

~g
?

2 = 0:1,~g
?

3 = 0 (SDW ! SCf,dotted line)and

~g?3 =
~g1
~g3
~g?1 (SDW ! SCd! SCf,continuousline).

SCf phase isalso reinforced and in turn stabilized once

the SCd phaseissuppressed.

W hen we �nally add interchain Um klapp scattering

g?3 ,thepicturedoesnotchangesigni�cantly(Fig.11(b)).

The only e�ectisthatthe occurrenceofSCf and CDW

phasestakesplace atslightly highervaluesofthe inter-

chain interactionsin the phase diagram ,whereastransi-

tion tem peraturesarescarcely lower(Fig.10(b)).In the

1D regim e (� � t? ), g
?
3 enhances gC (appendix A),

but this is only a second order e�ect. O n the other

hand,the bare contribution ofg?3 ,Eq.(6),reduces the

peak in thee�ectiveinteraction g3(k
0
1?
;k0

2?
;k2? ;k1? )at

k01? � k1? = �,which is connected to the charge den-

sity 
uctuations (appendix A). This in
uence is linear

in g?3 and thereforestrongerthan the1D e�ect,thusex-

plaining the overallweakening ofCDW and,in turn,of

SCf correlations.Thereisno directe�ectofg?3 on SDW

correlations. However,the RG equations(Appendix A)

show that g?3 weakens the renorm alization ofg3 in the

1D regim eand in turn theincreaseoftransition tem per-

aturesin com parison to the incom m ensuratesituation.

In Fig.12,we show the typicalbehavior ofthe m ost
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FIG .11: Low tem perature phases in the presence ofUm k-

lapp processes, with g
?

3 = 0 (a) and g
?

3 =g3 = g
?

1 =g1 (b),

taking ~g?2 = ~g?1 . Circles indicate a site-SDW phase,squares

a bond-CDW phase,triangles SCd (cosk? )and crosses SCf

(r cosk? ).Below thedotted lines,spin 
uctuationsdom inate

overcharge 
uctuationsin the norm alphase.

im portant susceptibilities as a function oftem perature

in the norm alphase above the superconducting phases.

Fig.12(a)showsthatforsu�cientlyim portantinterchain

interactions,tripletcorrelationsarealready strongly en-

hanced,although the ordered phase stillcorrespondsto

spin singletpairing.SDW correlationsarealwaysim por-

tant. They are the dom inant
uctuationsin the norm al

phasein the m ajorpartofthe param eterrangewehave

explored,som etim eseven abovethetripletSC phase(cf.

Figs.12(c)and 11).

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

In this work,we have determ ined the possible elec-

tronic phases of the extended quasi-1D electron gas

m odelthat includes both intrachain and interchain re-

pulsiveinteractions,interchain electron hopping and the

in
uence ofnesting deviations. O ur results revealthat

in correlated quasi-1D m etalsboth forzero and non zero

Um klapp scattering,interchain interactions can act as

a key factor in expanding the range of possibilities of

ordered states com pared to the case where only repul-

sive intrachain interactions are present.19,20,21 At large

m om entum transfer,theinterchain electron-electron cou-
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FIG .12: Tem perature dependence ofthe susceptibilities in

the norm alphase above the SCd phase ((a) t
0

? = 0:152t? ,

~g
?

1 = 0:08) and above the SCf phase ((b)t
0

?
= 0:152t? and

(c) t
0

?
= 0:176t? , both for ~g

?

1 = 0:12), taking ~g3 = 0:02

and ~g?2 = ~g?1 =
~g1
~g3
~g?3 . The continuous line corresponds to

SDW ,the dotted line to CDW ,the dashed line to SCd and

the dashed-dotted line to SCf correlations.

pling actsasa short-rangeinteraction thatisresponsible

for the enhancem ent ofCDW correlations,consistently

with what was found long ago in the absence ofinter-

chain hopping.41,44 For�nite t? ,however,interchain in-

teraction leaves the am plitude ofSDW correlations es-

sentially una�ected and a relatively sm allcriticalvalue

ofg?1 coupling isthen needed to m aketheCDW ordered

state possible,and this,on equalfooting with the SDW

phase,which is known to dom inate the phase diagram

when only repulsive intrachain interactionsare present.

W hen nesting deviations are cranked up beyond som e

threshold valuet0
? c
,density-waveorderissuppressed and

interchain interactionsturn outto a�ectcorrelationsof

the Cooper channel too. Thus an im portant conclu-

sion thatem ergesfrom thiswork isthegradualsuppres-

sion ofinterchain d-wave pairing when repulsive short-

rangeinterchain interaction increases.Asa resultofthe

growth ofCDW correlationsin the norm alstate,it ul-

tim ately yields the stabilization ofa tripletSCf super-

conducting phase corresponding to an order param eter

� r(k? )= r�cosk ? having nodeson the warped Ferm i

surface that are at the sam e locus as for the SCd case.

Thenorm alphaseisstilldom inated by strongSDW 
uc-

tuationsoverasizableregion ofthephasediagram in this

sector.

Itisinteresting to considerhow farthe RG resultsof

thiswork areapplicableto quasi-1D organicconductors.

In thecaseoftheBechgaard (TM TSF)2X saltswith cen-

trosym m etric anions X for exam ple,the observation of

a SDW -CDW coexistence below the criticalpressurefor

superconductivity48,50,71 indicates that interchain elec-

tron repulsion isa relevantinteraction in thesem aterials

besides intrachain interactions and interchain hopping.

Accordingly,the RG calculationsshow thata relatively

sm alland realistic am plitude ofrepulsive interchain in-

teraction is su�cientto bring the stability ofCDW or-

dercloseto SDW ,indicating thatthispartofinteraction

would indeed play an im portant role in the em ergence

ofdensity-wave order in these m aterials. The suppres-

sion oftheSDW state(and presum ably ofCDW aswell)

followed by the em ergence ofsuperconductivity is well

known to constitute the closing sequence oftransitions

thatcharacterizesvirtuallyallm em bersoftheBechgaard

and Fabre salts series as one m oves along the pressure

scale. Since pressure introduces alterations ofthe elec-

tron spectrum ,itprom ptsdeviationsfrom perfectnest-

ing.In ourm odel,thesesim ulatethem ain e�ectofpres-

sure,which togetherwith areasonablesetofparam eters,

yield a ‘pressure’pro�le ofthe criticaltem perature that

agreesquitewellwith thecharacteristicvariation seen in

experim ents.72 Asto thenatureofthesuperconductivity

in these m aterials,our results based on a purely elec-

tronic m odel,indicate thatgiven the observation ofthe

closeproxim ity between SDW and CDW ordered states,

not only SCd but also triplet SCf order param eter be-

com e serious candidates for the description of the su-

perconducting phasein thesecom pounds(Figs.4,9,and

11). However, as pressure also a�ects the norm alized

am plitudes~g
(? )

i through the band width and the dim er-

ization gap (Um klapp),and g?i through the interchain

distance,7,45 the actualtrajectory in the phase diagram

under pressure cannot be determ ined with great preci-

sion.ItfollowsthatbesidesthepossibilitiesSDW ! SCd

orSDW ! SCf,sequenceoftransitionssuch asSDW !

SCd ! SCf,where one can passfrom singletto triplet

SC orderunderpressure,cannotbeexcluded.Itisworth

rem arking thatin this sectorofthe phase diagram ,the

addition ofa sm allm agnetic �eld { as actually used in

m any experim ents31,32 { oraccounting forthe sm allbut

yet�nite spin anisotropy would tend to tip the balance
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in favorofa tripletorderparam eter.21,73

Experim entalfeaturesofthe norm alphase also argue

in favorofthisregion ofthephasediagram fortheBech-

gaard salts. This is the case ofthe puzzling growth of

CDW correlationsseen in opticalconductivity in thelow

tem perature partofthe m etallic phase abovethe super-

conducting transition.74 CDW correlationsare found to

be signi�cantly enhanced in a tem peratureregion where

NM R experim ents revealthe existence ofstrong SDW

correlations.13,14 Thisfeaturecannotbecaptured forre-

alisticintrachain interactionsalone.Itcan �nd,however,

a naturalexplanation in the fram ework ofthe extended

quasi-1D electron gasm odel,forwhich interchain inter-

actionscan boosttheam plitudeofCDW correlationsbe-

sidesthoseoftheSDW channelthatarekeptessentially

unchanged.

In the case of non-centrosym m etric anions (e. g.

X= ClO 4),ourapproachshouldbere�ned in ordertotake

intoaccountthedoublingoftheunitcellin thetransverse

direction due to the anion ordering taking place below

24 K in the norm alphase. The concom ittantreduction

ofthe Brillouin zone yields two electronic bands at the

Ferm ileveland in turn m ultiple nesting vectors.75,76 An

accurate description ofthis Ferm isurface should be in-

corporated in the RG approach,and a m odi�cation of

thenodestructurefortheSC gap isexpected.77 A previ-

ous(sim pli�ed)RPA-likecalculation hasshown thatthe

nodesofa d-waveSC orderparam eter,which arelocated

at k? = � �=2,are precisely found where a gap opens

due to ClO 4 anion ordering,thus m aking the SC phase

e�ectively nodelessatlow tem perature.73

Theresultspresented in thisworkm ay alsoberelevant

forthephasediagram ofotherseriesofquasi-1D organic

superconductors. In this m atter, the case ofthe two-

chain com pounds TTF [M (dm it)2]2 ( M = Ni,Pd) is of

particularinterest. These com pounds are characterized

by an incom m ensurate CDW state that takes place on

the M (dm it)2 stacksatlow pressure.78 Atsom e critical

pressure,they becom e superconducting.79,80 The varia-

tion ofthe criticaltem perature underpressurehasbeen

analyzed in detailin the case of M = Pd, which shows

close sim ilarity with the one found for the Bechgaard

and Fabre salts.80 The tem perature scale for the CDW

instability at low pressure is relatively large,however,

and owing to thepronounced anisotropy oftheband pa-

ram etersin thesecom pounds,78,81 thisindicatesthatthe

interchain interaction is likely to be a key coupling in

the stabilization ofa 3D ordered state in these m ateri-

als. According to ourm odel,these conditionswould be

favorableto the existenceofa tripletSCf statein these

system sunderpressure(seee.g.Fig.9).

Anotherresultthatishighlightedbyouranalysisin the

incom m ensurate case isthe occurrence ofa singletSCg

state when the interchain electron scattering dom inates

for sm allm om entum transfer. The g?2 coupling tends

to suppress electron pairing between the �rst nearest-

neighborchains,which thereforesuppressesSCd orSCf

typeofsuperconductivity.However,an instability ofthe

norm alstate rem ainspossible. Itresultsfrom the oscil-

lating tailofdensity-wave correlationsin the transverse

direction which favorslongerrangepairing between elec-

trons separated by m ore than one interchain distance.

The factthatan instability ofthe norm alstate persists

in the Cooper channelillustrates how the quasi-1D ge-

om etry for electrons,with its inherent interference be-

tween Peierlsand Cooperchannels,isprone to m agnify

theK ohn-Luttingerm echanism forthe(Cooper)instabil-

ity ofa Ferm iliquid forrepulsiveinteractions.37 O necan

easily infer from our results that the addition oflonger

rangeinterchaininteractionswillfrustrateshort-rangein-

terchainpairingand shiftittolargerinterchain distances,

thusunfolding possibilitiesofsuperconductivity ateven

largerangularm om entum pairing.
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A P P EN D IX A :R G EQ U A T IO N S IN LIM IT IN G

C A SES

In orderto obtain theone-dim ensionallim itoftheRG

equationsgiven in section IIB,weneglectinterchain hop-

ping (t? = t0
?
= 0) and take into account intrachain

and nearest-neighbor-chain interactions only. W e thus

obtain41,44

_~�
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1 = �
�
~�
(1D )

1

�2
� 2

�
(~�?1 )

2 + (~�?3 )
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Alternatively,we m ay restrict the renorm alization to

a given correlation channel in certain situations. For

the particle-hole channel,itisconvenientto rewrite the

RG equationsin term softhe vertex functions�C ;S and
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FIG . 13: Typical pictures of the interactions
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?
;k? ;� k? )(a)and �3(� k

0

?
;k

0

?
;k? ;� k? )(b),for

initialvalues~gS = ~gC = 0:2,~g3 = 0:02,iftherenorm alization

is restricted to the Peierls channel. The result for �C is

identicalto thatfor�S .

�
(C ;S)

3 ,asde�ned in eqs.(29). Rem em berhoweverthat
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1? ;k

0
2? ;k2? ;k1? )

�
�
P

=
1

N ?

X

k?

B P (k? ;k
0
1? � k2? ) (A2)

�
�
~�C (k

0
1? ;k? ;k2? ;k

0
? )
~�C (k

0
? ;k

0
2? ;k? ;k1? )

+ ~�
(C )

3 (k01? ;k? ;k2? ;k
0
? )
~�
(C )

3 (k0? ;k
0
2? ;k? ;k1? )

	
;

_~�S(k
0
1? ;k

0
2? ;k2? ;k1? )

�
�
P

=
1

N ?

X

k?

B P (k? ;k
0
1? � k2? ) (A3)

�
�
~�S(k

0
1? ;k? ;k2? ;k

0
? )
~�S(k

0
? ;k

0
2? ;k? ;k1? )

+ ~�
(S)

3 (k01? ;k? ;k2? ;k
0
? )
~�
(S)

3 (k0? ;k
0
2? ;k? ;k1? )

	
;
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_~�
(S)

3 (k01? ;k
0
2? ;k2? ;k1? )

�
�
P

=
1

N ?

X

k?

B P (k? ;k
0
1? � k1? ) (A4)

�
1

2
�
�
� ~�C (k

0
1? ;k? ;k1? ;k

0
? )
~�
(C )

3 (k0? ;k
0
2? ;k? ;k2? )

� ~�
(C )

3 (k01? ;k? ;k1? ;k
0
? )
~�C (k

0
? ;k

0
2? ;k? ;k2? )

+ ~�S(k
0
1? ;k? ;k1? ;k

0
? )
~�
(S)

3 (k0? ;k
0
2? ;k? ;k2? )

+ ~�
(S)

3 (k01? ;k? ;k1? ;k
0
? )
~�S(k

0
? ;k

0
2? ;k? ;k2? )

	

+
1

N ?

X

k?

B P (k? ;k
0
1? � k2? )

�
�
~�S(k

0
1? ;k? ;k2? ;k

0
? )
~�
(S)

3 (k0? ;k
0
2? ;k? ;k1? )

+ ~�
(S)

3 (k01? ;k? ;k2? ;k
0
? )
~�S(k

0
? ;k

0
2? ;k? ;k1? )

	
:

These equationsarerem arquably sym m etric with respectto spin and chargedensity correlations,cf.e.g.the results

when wetakegS = gC from thebeginning (Fig.13).Forlow tem peratureand energy cuto� �,theparticle-holeloop

integralB P (q? ) is strongly peaked form om entum transfersequalto the bestnesting vector,i.e.q? = �. As can

be seen from the preceding equations,thisgeneratesa peak atk0
1?

� k2? = � in �S (responsible forthe SDW )and

in �C (responsible forthe CDW ).In �3,peaksarecreated atk
0
1? � k2? = � aswellask01? � k1? = �.The peak in

�3 fork
0
1?

� k2? = � enhancesthe spin density correlations,whereasthe onefork0
1?

� k1? = � supportsthe charge

density correlations.

Let us now consider the in
uence ofinterchain interactions [Eq.(6)]on these structures. Interchain Um klapp

scattering g?3 reducesthe latterpeak and thusweakensthecharge
uctuations,whereasithasno directin
uenceon

thespin correlations.g?1 and g?2 haveno directe�ecton thespin 
uctuationseither.Interchain backward scattering

g?1 ,on the contrary,reinforcesthe peak in gC atk01? � k2? = � and thussupportsthe form ation ofcharge density

waves.

W e�nally givetheRG equationsrestricted to theparticle-particlechannel.They arem ostconveniently written in

term softhe singletand tripletpairinteractions,� = s,t:

_~��(k
0
? 1k

0
? 2k? 2k? 1)

�
�
C
=

1

N ?

X

k?

B C(k? ;qC? ) (A5)

� ~��(k
0
? 1k

0
? 2k? k

0
? )
~��(k? k

0
? k? 1k? 2)

�
�
�
�
k
0

?
= � k

?
+ q

C ?

q
C ?

= k
? 1+ k

? 2
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