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U sing a renom alization group approach, we detemm ine the phase diagram of an extended quasi-
one-din ensional electron gas m odel that inclides 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 triplkt f-wave phase Br a weak repulsive interchain backscattering tem g > 0, despite
the persistence of dom lnant SDW correlations in the nom al state. A ntiferrom agnetism becom es
unstable against the form ation of a charge-density-w ave state when g; exceeds som e critical value.
W hile these features persist when both Um klapp processes and interchain frward scattering (g2 )
are taken into account, the e ect of g, alone is found to frustrate nearest-neighbor interchain d—
and f-wave pairing and instead favor next-nearest-neighbor interchain singlkt or triplet pairing. W e
argue that the close proxin ty of SDW and charge-density-w ave phases, singlet d-wave and triplet
f-wave superconducting phases in the theoretical phase diagram provides a possble explanation for
recent puzzling experin ental ndings In the Bechgaard sals, including the coexistence of SDW and
charge-density-w ave phases and the possbility of a triplet pairing in the superconducting phase.

PACS numbers: 71.10L3,7420M n,74.70K n

I. NTRODUCTION

T he theory of low-din ensional m etals has exerted a
strong in uence on our understanding of ordered phases
In quastone-din ensional (quasilD ) organic conductors.
The description of the extensively studied Bechgaard
sals series ((TM T SF),X ) and their sulfur analogs, the
Fabre (TMTTF),X) sals, has seJI:erld over m ore than
two decades to illistrate this view £2% For these m ate-
rials, a direct correspondence can be traced between the
variousm odulated spin and charge ordered states oftheir
phase diagram and the possble states of the quasi1D
electron gasm odelw hen the couplings are repulsive and
the Iling gftheband is com m ensurate w ith the underly—
ing lattice #2 I its standard fom , this generic m odel is
de ned by the phenom enological expression of the direct
Interaction betw een electrons in term sofweak intrachain
backward (g;) and forward (g;) electron-electron scatter-
Ing processes, to which Umklapp (93) scatterjng,.am pli-
tudes are added at comm ensurate band 1ling £€4€ The
quasilD character of the m odel is de ned by adding an
Interchain single electron hopping integralt; ,which isat
Jeast an order ofm agniude an aller than its longiudinal
counterpart.

In virtually all com pounds of the above series, su—
perconductivity is observed next to a spindensjty-wave
state for som e criticalvalue on the pressure scale 2292142
w hereas antiferrom agnetic spin correlations are found to
dom inate the m etallic state precursor to superconductiv—
ity over a w ide range of tem peratures'ﬁ"—l‘; O n the theo—
retical side, how ever, for spin-independent repulsive cou—
plings and for a Fem i surface w ith good nesting prop-—

erties, the coexistence of spin-density-wave (SDW ) and
superconducting (SC ) correlatipngsds essentially excluded
from them odelphase diagram 2329 It isonly when devi-
ations from perfect electron-hole symm etry (esting) are
Introduced and the long-range com ponent ofthe SDW or—
der is suppressed that supercondugtivity can be actually
realized in place of m agnetism 2748 In the anisotropic
m etallic phase where this suppression takes place, In—
terchain Cooper pairing is enhanced and superconduc—
tivity em erges from the coupling between the weakened
electron-hole and the still singular ~electron scat-
tering channels. Recent calculationgd2des using the
renom alization group RG ) m ethod did con m the exis—
tence of such an electronic pairing m echanism Jkeeygoend the
evel of single-channel RPA -lke approaches?323242%.2¢
A amooth crossover from the SDW state to supercon-—
ductivity has then been found whenever the am plitude
ofnesting deviations reaches som e threshold { a resul in
accordance w ith the ssquence of transitions cbserved as
a finction of pressure 24427

The RG approach show s nevertheless that whenever
antiferrom agnetism stands out as the dom inant corre—
lation in the nomm al state, the m ost stable interchain
pairing is Invariably a spin singlet state corresponding
to a Ywave’ symm etry gap with nodes on the Fem i
surface. A lfthough some experinental ndings in the
Bechgaard salts ang their sulfiir analogs do agree w ih
this type of pairing212% other series of cbservations have
rather bean .nterpreted In support of a triplet order
param eter24845152 thus challenging the singlet scenario
for superconductivity. Though there is too little so far
to favor one scenario over another, these observations
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bring us to the question ofwhether triplet superconduc—
tivity can be possible or not when short-range antiferro—
m agnetic correlations are dom inant in the m etallic state.
As iswell known for the electron gas m odel, there is a
region of the phase diagram where triplet b-wave’ su—
perconductivity does exist as the m ost stable state. Tt
has been suggested, on a phenom enological basis, that
such a state is realized in the Bechgaard saltsfi 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 backw ard scattering coupling that is
much larger than forward scattering. However, this de-
scription pattem for superconductivity can be considered
unsatisfactory given the unrealistic constraint it puts on
the coupling constants, and for the suppression of both
the antiferrom agnetism at shorf, distance and the M ott
pseudo gap in the charge sectort These aw s can hardly
be reconciled with the related phenom enology of these
m olecular com pounds observed around the critical pres—-
sure for superconductivity, when._either.the tem perature
or the m agnetic eld is varied P48

Another way to look at this problem is to consider
m ore closely the e ect of charge uctuations on super-
conductivity. Staggered charge uctuations are known
to favor triplet pairing at odd but large angular m o—
mentum , a m echanisn whose roots go back to the early
work of Kohn and Luttinger about Cooper pairing in
the presence ofcharge { Friedel { oscillations in isotropic
Fem isystem s8l Forthe quasi-lD electron gasm odeland
its version for lattice electrons, recent calculations have
shown that triplt f-wave pairing is indeed enhanced
when intrachain couplings are chosen to boost charge-
density-wave (CDW ), uchuations close to the level found
in the SDW channel2i888944 1 owever, or realistic re—
pulsive couplings, d-w ave pairing still rem ains tied to the
highest criticaltem perature and hence to them ost stable
state for superconductiviy.

A I this goesto establish the robustness ofd-w ave pair-
Ing for them odelw ith repulsive intrachain couplings and
nesting deviations. It tums out, how ever, that them odel
is Incom plete when charge uctuations are found along
the chains since then interchain Coulomb interaction is
also present in practice. T he inclusion ofdirect interchain
electron-electron scattering processes, which will be de—
noted by g, in the fllow ing, de nes the quasi-iD
electron gasm odel in its extended form “Iat large m o—
m entum transfer, the Jnten:hajn infexagtipn iswellknown
to favor a CDW ordered state £342434449 This m echa-
nisn ism ostly responsible or CDW Iong-range order ob—
served, Ip several organic and norganic low -din ensional
solids2447 The physical relevance of interchain interac—
tions in the B echgaard sals, besidesthe intrachain g; and
t; , is supported by x-ray studies, which revealed that the
SDW phase of these,com pounds is actually accom panied
by CDW order£4295% 0 1 the theoretical grounds, very
little is known about the in pact of adding direct inter—
chain Interactionson the structure of the phase diagram ,
egpecially in the repulsive sector when both a nite t;

and nesting deviations are present.

In thiswork we w ish to determ ine the possible density—
wave and superconducting states of the extended quasi-
1D electron-gasm odel. Tn order to tackle this problem
we shallapply the renom alization group m ethod, which
at the oneloop lkvel has proved to be suied to reach
a controlled description of interfering density-wave and
superconducting channels of correlations. Am ong the re—
sults reported below , w e have the unexpected nding that
a sm all repulsive interchain backscattering tem g7 > 0
is su cient to m ake d-wave superconductivity unstable
to the bene t ofa triplkt f-wave phase. This occurs de—
spite dom inant SDW correlations In the m etallic state
and stable itinerant antiferrom agnetism at lower nest-
ing deviations. Under the latter conditions, SDW order
becom es in tum unstable to the form ation of a CDW
state when the am plitude of gl? exceeds som e critical
value. W hile these features persist when com m ensurabik-
iy e ects are taken Into account and sm all { half- lling
{ Um klapp scattering is included, the e ect of interchain
forward scattering (g > 0) is found to frustrate nearest—
neighbor interchain d- and f-wave pairing and to favor
Instead superconductivity w ith next-nearest-neighbor in—
terchain pairing. P art ofthese resultshave been reported
n Refs. 51,53.

In Section II, we introduce the m odel and the RG
schem e em ployed for the four point vertices and the re—
soonse functions. By way of illustration, the RG results
at the one-doop levelare given forpurely intrachain inter—
actions. In Section -]It w e present the results fornon zero
Interchain backward and forward interactions by which
the di erent possbilities of ordered states in the phase
diagram are obtained in the ncomm ensurate case. The
In uence of Um k]app prooesses In the half- lled case is
exam Ined In Sectjon -IV. A discussion of the resuls is
given in section y: where a possble connection between
theory and experin ents ism ade.

II. THE EXTENDED ELECTRON GASMODEL
A . M odel

We consider a lttice of N, ooupld metallic
ghains descrbed by the partition function z =

D D e ©®*S1) which is expressed as a fianctional
Integration over anticom m uting (G rassmann) elds
Here Sy and S: are the noninteracting and interacting
parts ofthe action, respectively. T he form erpart is given
by

X

So = x (ko x) K 7 1)

whereK = ( ;k), k= ((ko;k), ko is the ferm ionic M at—
subara frequency, k ki 7k, ), the wave vector, and
= , the spin ofthe ferm ion eld. T he kinetic energy



is given by
)+ 2 k) @
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where is the chem ical potential taken as tem perature
independent. Here we have linearized the spectrum in
the chain direction, using v = 24 sinkr as the longi-
tudinalFem ivelociy, kg being the parallel Ferm iwave
vector ift; = 0. Throughout this work both the chain
lattice constant a and the Interchain distance d; are put
equalto uniy. T he interchain singl electron hopping t;
is considered an allw ith respect to the longitudinalband-
width 2 (. In the Pllowing, we willtake 2 o = 30t ,
which isa typical gure for the anisotropy ratio In quasi
1D conductors like the Bechgaard and Fabre salsbigd
T he next nearest-neighbor hopping t? t; in thetrans-
verse direction gives the am plitude of nesting deviations.
In Eqg. (r_j), w e have neglected the possibility of hopping
In the third direction, which does not have any sizeable
e ect on our calculations. Its existence is of course cru—
cial for the stabilization oftrue longrange orderat nite
tem perature.

In the framework of the quasilD electron gas
m odel,'?"iq the electron-electron interaction is param eter-
ized by m eans of the g-ology approach. One rst dis—
tinguishes between right and kft m oving ferm ions, de—

pending on their velocity along the chains, so that the
(

G rassm ann variables 'becom e
(
()
()_ RK ifke > 0 ; @)
K LI(( ) jfkk< O .

U sing these de nitions, the interaction part of the action
takes the form
T X X
k?+ k) ko+ k1 mod G ©)
Kkikoky  °
n

@ kIkIkoki)Ryo Ly oRx, oL,

+ 0 kikgkoki)Rye Lyo oLk, Rk,
1 o
+ E I3 (kgkgkzh )ng ng oLk, oLy, + cx: ;

whereN isthenumberoflattice stesand G = (0;4kr ;0)
the reciprocal lattice vector along the chains, which is in—
volved in the Um klapp scattering at half- lling. Herewe
have om itted the so—called g, contribution for the inter-
action ofelectrons ofthe sam e branch since this coupling
does not contrbute to the singular channels of correla—
tion In the renom alization group ow at the one-Jloop
kvel. If we restrict ourselves to intrachain and nearest—
neighbor chain interactions, the am plitudes of the bare
Interactions are given by

g3 k9 1k3 ,ke 2ke 1) = gy + 297 cosk3; k1) i (6)

where the only { transverse { mom entum dependence
com es from the Interchain interaction. In this work we

analyze the properties of the m odel for repulsive g3, gj?
and nite Umklapp scattering, which is the physically
relevant sector for realm aterials like the B echgaard salts
and their sulfur analogs.

B . Renom alization group equations for the
interactions

T he renom alization group can be applied to the prob—
lem of quasilp- system s of Interacting electrons in dif-
frent waysl%36957 m the Hllowing, we shall adopt
the so—called oneparticke irreducble (IPI) m om entum
shellRG schem g, asdeveloped by H onerkam p et alfd (ctf.
also Binz et al®?). In this schem e, the 1P I vertex finc—
tions K 5) of a physical system with infrared cuto

are calculated. O nly degrees of freedom w ith energies
equal to or greater than the cuto are integrated out,
which allow s one to establish a direct link w ith the low
energy e ective action Sf wih an ulraviokt cuto ,
as obtained in a Kadano W ilsen renom alization group

schem e. A coording to M orrisfd if xk, < ,thee ec
tive interactions g°* " (K ;) that appear in S°** are sin ply
FER)= &)

T he free particle propagator is suppressed for energies
below an infrared cuto ,

Ck =hx xis, GxJd ) PR 7
where isthe step function. Setting all vertices involv—
Ing m ore than two particles to zero, the renom alization
group equations to the one-loop lvel are obtained. W e
also neglect selfenergy corrections.

Tt is practically im possble to take into account the
com plte functional dependence of the vertices, which
will in general vary w ith the wave vectors k as well as
w ith the frequenciesk, ofthe incom ing and outgoing par—
ticles. By m eans of scaling argum ents, one can show that
the frequency dependence is irrelevant in the renomm al-
ization group sense, cf. for exam ple Ref. :_é]_: The same
is true for the dependence on the distance of the wave
vectork from the Femn isurface. Irrelevant variables are
not necessarily negligble, in the sense that they may in
principle have an in uence on the RG ow before they
vanish. H owever, the ks dependence, w ith kg the pro gc-
tion ofthe wave vector on the Fem isurface, ram ains by
far the m ost in portant one in the low energy lim i. W e
w ill hence only consider the dependence of the functions

on the positions of the wave vectors along the Ferm i
surface, which we w ill param eterize by k; . Due to m o—
mentum conservation, it is in general in possible to have
allfour argum ents ofa given vertex on the Fem isurface.
Usually, the ow ofthe verticesw ith three argum ents on
the Fem isurface is calculated. In the case of im perfect
nesting, such a procedure w ill underestin ate the SDW
correlations. In our case, the strong anisotropy of the
dispersion relation allow s us to m ake a slightly di erent



choice. W e x the valuesofky and kg such that them ost
divergent contrbutionsto the renom alization group ow

are taken into account. Ifwe de ne the C ooper, Landau,
and Pejerlsm om entum variables

x = ]%1+k2; @®)
kK k Pr o
T R ok oer o,
(
_ Kk orog;
* K k fr ,and ;;
C]S = k(1) k or ;3 ;

we can w rite the oneJloop RG equations in the form

In this equation, &, & and ¢ are functions of the in—
temal loop m om entum —frequency Kipep. The most di-

vergent contrbutions to the RG ow are obtamned if
©

k0= G, = 0 forthe frequencies, aswellas
Gk = 0;%x = 2kp Dr 1 ; )
gy = 2k Br s;

for the longitudinal com ponents. Note that, for either
choice ofthe ki dependence, one doesnot obtain a closed
set of equations. The renom alization group equations
for vertices for which relations Gfi are valid contain ver-

tex functions with di erent values of -, o . We will

X therefore need to replace these fiinctions by those calcu—
g Giwie) = Cooper (qciet i ) Jated by in posing conditions (J).
kl”)‘i For the dimensionless vertices ™ = = vy, we thus
+ Peierls (gcion ;% ) cbtain the equationsa
kloop
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where the dot denotes derivation wih respect to

In(= (). The particleparticle (C) and particke-hole
P ) loops, after sum m ation over M atsubara frequencies
and longitudinal w ave vectors, are given by

X
Beop ke i) = ( + Acop ) 3)
=1
+ =
= tanh————" + tanh —
2T 2T
2 + Acsp |
Ack:ix) = ke )t 2 ( k+x); (14
Ap Ky i) = 2 ko) 2 ke + )
For continuiy reasons, we always take (0) = % The

starting values are given by the bare interactions, cf. sec—
tion ITA .

Tt is usefiill to consider the ollow ing Iim iting cases for
the RG equations. As long as t,, we may take
their 1D lm it (& 0). In this regine, the Cooper
and P eferls renom alization channelsare entirely coupled,
in the sense that all vertices are strongly renomm alized
In both channels (except for Um klapp processes, which
only appear in the Pelerls channel). W hen t,,
the coupling between the Cooper and Pelerls channels
is weak in the sense that, depending on the argum ents
k. , m ost vertices are strongly renom alized in only one
(or no) channel at a tin e. Nevertheless, the rem aining
Interplay between the channels is at the origin of soin—
and charge- uctuation-induced superconductivity in the
weak coupling regin e. For purely repulsive interactions,
the P elerls channel is the m ost in portant one as long as
deviations from perfect nesting m ay be neglected, i. e.
for tJ . In the presence of attractive e ective inter-
actions, the C ooper channelplays an in portant role, and

o

kg:k?*%?

ap 7 = k3

21 Ke2

w ill be dom inant when t? . The RG equations are
w ritten in these lin its in appendix Al.

A sin ilar dim ensional crossoverm ay be observed w ith
regpect to the tem perature instead of As long as
T t; , the functions we calculate do not vary very
strongly w ith the transverse w ave vector, contrary to the
low tem perature case. An exam ple is given in Fjg.:_z @).

C . Response functions

In order to evaluate susogptibilities, we add a term of
the fom

X X
Sp = h 5¢ @O sc @ + cxc: 15)
x 'x
+ h ) @0 %) @+ cx:
M q

to the action. The rst temm describes pairing and the
second tem density-wave correlations. The extermal

eds h! (@) are taken to be ; nitesinal. They cou—
pl to pairs of ferm Jonic variableswhich wewillde ne In
the follow ing. Let us rst introduce the particle-particle
operators

X

o kiq = VL r g Ry (16)

for singlket ( s) and triplet ( = t;,;,) pairs. The
soin dependence is given by the coe cients

(s)

o = PR a7
() _ .
o = oy 0



nam e spin pairing| r (ks )
s sihglet 1

Px triplet *

Dy sin k-

k'?
ez y2 singlet oSk
dxy r Sjnk')
£ et r cosk,

sin 2]’(7
2k
g singlet cosex
r sin 2k,
h triplet r cos2k,
i singlet cos 3k;

TABLE I: Superconducting order param eters in a quasi1D
geom etry. T he nam es are assigned according to the num ber
of sign changes along the Fermm isurface.

1). The pair operator appearing in §, is de ned
as

r
X

z @ kjk)o k;a) : (18)

fkky > Og

0 sc @=

Z|»—1|

The function z describes the orbial symm etry of the
superconducting order param eter. W e classify these or-

r
X

1 T

™)

Obw @ 3 2%t
£k k. > Og

with M = + for ste and M = for bond density
waves, and z(M ) k;a) = 1. For the case M = 1,
we have neglected a constant In agihary factor.) Note
that 0’) = M0™’, and that 0 ®’0 ™1 and
o ¢ 0 o) i do not vanish, but contrbute to the as—
sociated susceptibilities. Away from half lling, we only
consider site density waves. In this case, only the st
term I Eq. {_22) contributes.

In the presence of Sy, the oneparticle vertex con-—
tains a nondiagonal part wih a contrbution lnear in
0’ ) @) ofthe om

C pon ¢ M &%K) @3)

gik)o k;q) + M

der param eters by their behavior on the Fem i surface.
T hey are param eterized by k; and r= sgn ki . A list of
the superconducting order param eters we shall exam ine
isgiven in Tablkell. W ith these, we have

(
for s and px,

1
0

z k; k)= DP- 19)

: 2 =t ky) for all others.

Sin flarly, we introduce particle-hole operators

X )
o (k;q): 0 Lk a; ORk; (20)
0

for charge ( = C) and spin ( = Sg,y;,) excitations.
Here, ©) isthe2 2 identity matrix, and ©=wi) are

the Paulim atrices. At half 1ling, one has to distinguish
between bond and site density waves. In direct space,
these are given by

lP () .
> 0 0 x; 0 x; forste DW ,
Ox= 1P ()
2 0 0 x; 0 x+d; + cc: forbond DW ,
@1)

whered= (0;d;;0),and d, isthe lattice periodicity along
the chains. Since we have kpdy = 5, the associated
Fourder transform s are, for g 2k,

z" ' k+ g Gjk) o kiG Q ©2)

(ifk, > 0). A lso due to Sy, vertices w ith two outgoing,
but no Incom ing, particles are now non-—zero. T heir linear
part n h sc (@) takesthe fom

&%) ©4)
determ ine the renor—

as Pllows. In the
&%k) = z %k) and
= C;8)

()
0o k%q k
(if kxy > 0). The vertex parts
m alization of the susceptibilities
beginning of the ow, we have
= 0. The RG equations for density waves (
are:
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For Cooper pairs ( = s;t), we have:
X
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2 1 (k15K ke 17kr 2) +
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. W e have Introduced the linear com binations of vertex fiinctions

2 &S 15kY pike 25k 1) 5 29)
3 (kgl;kgzik? 2ik21) 5

2 &9,k ko 25ke1) 5
5 (kS 15kd Hike 2ike 1)

are de ned analogously. U sing these functions as well as the

particle-particle and particle-hole pair operators de ned above, and neglecting Um klapp processes, we can rew rite the

Interaction part of the action in the follow ing way:
X T
S, = -
! N
=CiSxiyiz k%q

X T X
2 N

X

N -

=Sitxiyiz k% q

Js;t (resP. ¢ ;s ) thus descrbes the interaction between
particles form ing a singlet or triplet pair (resp. particle-
hole pair). The relation between these couplings is as
follow s:

1
~ (Bgs

9s = > &) ; (31)
1
g = E(gs"'gc):

W e will m ake use of these rehtions in the follow ing,
when we discussdensiy uctuation induced C ooperpair-
Ing. Note that Um klapp processes do not couple to the
C ooper channel, and therefore a ect C ooper pair form a—
tion only Indirectly via theire ect on gc , 9s -«

The RG equations are solved nupmerically, using a
furth order RungeX utta algorithm®d with xed step

g &%k

g &%g ¥ig

¥ ko k%go k;q (30)

k;k)o k%o &k;q) ;

sizes (taking large steps in the beginning ofthe ow and
short steps close to the divergence). T he graphs show —
Ing transition tem peratures are optained w ith the help
of an adaptive stepsize aljorithm 344 A s far as the k,
dependence of the vertex functions is concemed, we dis—
cretize the Ferm isurface using 32 patches for each sheet.
Taking advantage of all sym m etries of the problm , we
thus have to calculate 9010 di erent function values for
each 5. Theuseoftw ice the num ber ofpatches doesnot
signi cantly m odify our results. T he integralofthe func-
tions B¢, must be calculated m ore precisely; we use a
fourth order RungeX utta algorithm w ith adaptive step
size.
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FIG. 1l: RG phase diagram for the quasilD electron gas
m odel at incom m ensurate 1lling (g3 = 0) wih Intrachain in—
teractions (gj? = 0) and nesting deviations, param eterized by
td . The circles indicate the transition tem perature for SDW
and the triangles that for SCd. A1l gures in this articlke
are obtained using the bare intrachain interactions ey = 032,
g, = 064 and the anisotropy ratio o=t = 15.

D . Results for the case of intrachain interactions

To illustrate our m ethod, we shall rst consider the
by now wellknown case ofa quasilD electron gasm odel
w ith purely intrachain interactionsand no Um klapp scat-
tering. This casg-has been studied in detail by D uprat
and B ourbonnaid using a K adano W ilson RG scheme
and an approxin ation where only two independent m o—
mentum variables for the vertices were taken into ac-
count. W e here use the 1P I schem e and retain the full
three variable dependence for the vertices. O ur results
con m those of reference 9.

The RG calculations that ollow are perform ed for the
valles g1 = 032 and g, = 0:64, which are representa-
tive of the couplings lkely to be found in practice in
low din ensionalconductors. T hus for not too large nest—
Ing deviations, the renomm alization group ow scales to
strong coupling, which leads to a sihgular behavior n
the susceptibility of a particular channel of correlations.
This signals an instability of the nom al state towards
an ordered phase The phase dJagram obtained as a
function oft¢ is shown In Fig. -]. For good nesting,
there is an SDW phase wih a m odulation wave vec—
tor Q o = kg ; ) that corresponds to the best nesting
vector of the spectrum @:) . The transition tem perature
obtained for perfect nesting 2 = 0) is T? 0:055% .
Tfwe taket, 200K,wehave T’ 11K, which falls
In the range of the experimental T. for system s lke
the Bechgaard sals at low pressure. By increasing t? ,
the transition tem perature decreases until the threshold
valie t) . 00458 9K is reached, where the SDW
is suppressed and replaced by d-wave superconductivity
(SCd). The maximum tem perature for the SCd state
is found to be T2 (SCd) 0002 04 K. These esti-
m ates ﬁp;r.t, Ta.nd T. are com parable to the experim ental
results P de]
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FIG .2: Tem perature dependence of the susceptibilities in the
nom alphase (g3 = 0, gj? = 0):

(@) above the SDW phase (‘L'f_;J = 0:04t; ). The continuous
(dashed) line correspondsto the SDW responseat = 0);
the dashed-dotted line to SCd correlations. It is interesting
to observe that the tem perature scale T t; below which
the o = 0 curve separates and levels o corresponds to the
so—called single particle dim ensionality crossover® Our RG
schem e thus captures this e ect correctly.

() above the SC phase (t(?J = 0:048t; ). The continuous
line corresponds to the SDW response w ith transverse m od—
ulation , the dashed-dotted line to SCd,- y2 (cosk: ), the
dotted line to SCdyxy (r sink. ) and the dashed line to SCg
(r sin 2k, ) correlations.

T he order param eter of the low tem perature phase can
be identi ed in two di erent ways, which give equivalent
results. The rstone follow sfrom the identi cation ofthe
m ost sihgularbehavior in the tem perature dependence of
the various susceptibilities, as shown in Fjg.:_Z for values
oftd below and above the threshold for superconductiv—
iy.

An alemative way to determ ine the nature of the or-
dered phase is to ook at the wave vector dependence
of the renom alized vertex fiinctions close to the diver-
gence. In Fjg.-'_3, we have plotted the SDW vertex func—
tion s ( K;ki;k.:; k) i thek,;kI plane. In the
SDW regin e, only processes involving particle-hole pairs
atwavevector ( K¥) k ' Q,( arefund to be sihgu—-
lar. O n the other hand, near the superconducting tran—
sition tem perature, we obtain the separable form

s ( ¥;kd;k,; k) / coskd cosk,
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FIG.3: “s( k3;k};k:; k;) in the SDW regime (5 =
004t; ) close to the divergence (@), In the SCd regim e (t? =
0:048t; ) at an intemm ediate stage ofthe ow (o) and close to
the divergence (c). T he vertical scale is arbitrary.

A plt of the singlet Interaction am plitude ¢ gives es—
sentially the sam e picture. From Eq. C_Z-]‘), it isclearthat
the m ost divergent vertex part In such a siuation is
the one proportionalto cosk; .

Recall that the vertex fnctions we calculate In our
RG schem e are equal to the e ective interactions gStf
of a W ilsonian low energy e ective theory. Q uie early
during the ow, the vertex associated to the spin density,

s kj7 ), and hence gs ky, ), develops a peak structure
sin ilar to the one close to the SDW transition, but less
pronounced, ct. F jg.-rj ©). T here are thus In portant spin

uctuations at tem perature or energy scales above the
transition tem perature for superconductivity, as is con—

m ed by the behavior of the associated susceptibility,
Fjg.:gb). T he sam e peak structure appears in the e ec—
tive Interaction between electrons form ing a singlt (or
triplet) pair, gs¢) ky> ). W e can decom pose the peak of
gs( ¥ikl;k.; k) at ntermediate cuto i tems

ofthe variabls k- + k¥) and k; K ).Neglkcting the

weak k. ¥ ) dependence, the resul is, schem atically,
Kk ike i k) (32)
N2
2
_ 1 X a ei(k;’ + ko )n
N, . B
n= —+1
N o
1 X
= N an ( 1)1
n= Y241

2
cosnk cosnk; sihn¥ sinnk,

T joorresponds to the distance betw een the chainswhere
the two Interacting electrons are located. In the SDW
regin e, Fjg.-';*(a), gs has the orm ofa peak, so that
alla, > 0 willbe equal. In the superconducting regin e,
Fjg.:j ), thepeak is slightly enlarged, so thata, > Owill
be som e decreasing fiinction of 1 j. W e thus see that, due
to the spin uctuations, the e ective Interaction between
particles form ing a singlet pair contains attractive contri-
butions at all chain distances. (N ote that, according to
our de nitions Egs. @-9') and C_§(_i), an \attractive" inter—
action corresponds to positive gs;-.) Them ost In portant
one is the nearest-neighbor chain one, cosk; (SCd), oI
Iowed by sin2k, (SCg), cos3k, etc., as it can also be
seen from the calculation of the related pairing susocep—
tbilities, cf. Fig. -2 (). Note that, according to the re—
lations C31- gs also gives an attractive contribution to
the triplet channel. H ow ever, allthe three com ponents of
a { sph-oneboson { SDW uctuation contribute to the
superconducting coupling in the singlet channel, whereas
only one contributes to the triplt channel. A ntiferro—
m agnetic uctuations thus favor singlt pairing as com —
pared to triplet pairing. O n the otherhand, according to
Eqg. BL strong charge uctuations should in principle
be abl to change this tendency.

ITII. INTERCHAIN INTERACTIONS AND
TRIPLET SUPERCONDUCTIVITY :
INCOMMENSURATE CA SE

In this section, we exam ine the role of interchain in—
teractions In the phase diagram ofthe extended quasi-lD
electron gasm odel. W ew ill rst consider the in uence of
interchain backward scattering g; and forward scatter-
ing g separately, before studying their combined e ect.
The intrachain interactions are kept xed to their val-
ues used In the previous section. C onceming the nesting
quality, the overall picture rem ains the sam e. For weak
deviations from perfect nesting, we nd density-wave in—
stabilities, superconductivity for m ore im portant devia—
tions, and { discarding possble K ohn-Luttinger e ects
at low tem peratures beyond the num erical accuracy of
ourRG calculations { a m etallic phase when the nesting
is deteriorated even m ore.
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FIG .4: Low tem perature phases versus g; , keeping g; = 0
and g3 = 0. Circles indicate a SDW phase, squaresa CDW
phase, trdangles SCd (cosk; ) and crosses SCf (r cosk, ). In
the region below the dotted line, spin uctuations dom inate
over charge uctuations in the nom alphase.

By sw itching on gf gradually on the positive scale, one
observes that at sm all values of gf , the SDW phase re—
m ains essentially una ected, w hereas the transition tem —
perature for d-w ave superconductivity is considerably re—

duced by the presence of a nite g1 Fig. -5 and the
region w here superconductJthy is stab]e shrinks Fig. -4)
For higher 91 (g1 of the order of 2 5 of the intrachain
backscattering g;), d-wave superconductivity tums out
to be no longer stabl and an f-wave triplet supercon—
ducting phase appears. In thisparam eter range, kg ; )
charge uctuations are strongly enhanced by interchain
backw ard scattering CE‘jg.-r_é) . However, spin uctuations
rem ain in portant, and in a sizeable region of the phase
diagram , triplet superconductiviy ispreceded In tem per-
ature by dom inant spin uctuations In the nom al state
F jgs.:fi and E) . For the values of intrachain interactions
used in this section, and ¢f = 0:105, one nds a max—
mum T2 (SCf) 00018 02K, that is of the same
order ofm agniude as that of the d-wave case. T (SCf)
Increases w ith the am pliude of g1 , and the supercon-—
ducting phase w idens CE‘Jgs 4 and B). Once trplkt su-
perconductivity occurs, gl starts to a ect the density
wave phase: The SDW state is suppressed and replaced
by a CDW .The valuesofg; frwhich SCf and CDW
phases rst appear depend on the values of ntrachain in—
teractions and Increase w ith the value ofthe ratio g;=g, .

The origin of the f-wave SC and CDW phases can be understood by considering the contrbution of the gj? 's to
the (pare) scattering am plitudes in the singlet and triplet particle-particle channels, aswellas in the charge and spin
channels:

% kI +®ik: gikdjks) = 49 cosg + 29 coslk + kI k) ; 33)
g &S + @ik gk ike) = 2g] cos@ + ki k) ;
@ ¥ixdk; k) = 2( d g)ooskd cosk, + 27 ¢ )sikd sink, ; (34)
g ( Bixlik,; k) = 2@ d)coskd cosk;, + 2( ¢ ¢ )sinkd snk,
From these equations, it can be easily seen that the interchain repulsion g7 contributes positively to gg atgp =,

and therefore induces CDW correlations w ith a phase di erence of between neighboring chains. In the Cooper
channel, gf favors triplkt f-wave and singlet dyy-wave pairing, whereas its contribution to singlt d,z 2-wave and
triplet py -w ave pairing is negative. A s for gz? , it tends to suppressboth singlet and triplet pairings on nearest-neighbor
chams.
In addition to this Yirect’ contribution there is also an indirect e ect due to the exchange of density uctuations.

U pon renom alization, kg ; ) CDW correlationsare enhanced beyond the levelexpected from am ean— eld treatm ent
of g:L “ These CDW uctuations enhance triplet f-wave pamng but suppress singlet pairing, whereas the SDW

uctuations are well known to favor singlet pairing (see Egs. Blu)) Eqg. ¢32 show s that the latter reinforce dyz 2 —
but suppress di,-wave pairing. Regardless of the values of the interaction constants g;, g, and g2 , the CDW and
triplet f-wave phases alvays appear aln ost sin ultaneously when g7 increases. T his suggeststhat CDW  uctuations
(rather than the direct e ect of gf In the Cooper channel Eds. ¢_§_)]) provide the dom inant driving force leading to
f-wave superconductivity.

W e now consider the e ect of nterchain forward scat-
tering g7 alne, setting g = 0. From Egs. {34), i can
easily be seen that gi contrbutes negatively to both g_
and gt? and then favors the suppression of the nearest—
neighbor-chain Cooper pamng Induced by soin  uctu-
ations. Our results Figs. -"2 and -é show that this is

indeed the case. W e have seen, however, in section :J-I_TD_:,
that SDW uctuations can generate a sn aller yet present
attractive Interaction betw een electrons on next-nearest—
neighbor chains, which is not a ected by g7 . It Hl-
low s that when d-wave superconductivity is su ciently

weakened by g; , it is replaced by g-w ave singlet pairing
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FIG . 5: Transition tem peratures for di erent valies of g ,
when g = 0Oand g3 = O:

@ o 0 (Phase sequence SDW ! SCd, continuous line),
0:090 (SDW ! SCd, dotted line) and 0:120 (CDW ! SCf,
dashed-dotted line);

b) of 0:090 (SDW ! SCd, dotted line) and 0:105
(SDW (! SCd)! SCf, dashed line). Note that in the latter
case, the SCd phase is extrem ely narrow .

( ko) / rsin2k,). Thisisshown i Fig.il.

Tt is worth noting that the instability of the nom al
state w ith respect to superconductivity w ith high angu-
lar m om entum pairing can be seen as a resul of the
K ohn-Luttinger e ect origihally predicted for isotropic
m etals®] At varance w ith m ore isotropic system s, how —
ever, the RG resuls show that fora quasilD m etal, the
transition tem perature of high angular m om entum su-—
perconducting phases, lke SC g, rem ains experin entally
accessble. We nd T;“;Sacxg 0002t 04 K. Finally,
the SDW phase rem ains nearly una ected by g; . This
can be understood from Egs. C_§§:), which indicate that
is contribution averages out over the Fermm i surface In
the particle-hole channelofthe RG equations.

W e now consider the combined e ect of g/ and g .
Fig.d show sthe results org? = g7 , where allaforem en—
tioned phases appear. In the presence ofboth g7 and g} ,
d-w ave pairing is suppressed even faster than by g7 or
gz? alone. T he appearance of f-wave pairing is retarded
by g which, as previously mentioned, is detrim ental
to nearest neighbor chain pairing Eg. {_3-:4)) . However,
for our choice of Intrachain Interactions, no triplet phase
w ith pairing on next-nearest-neighbor chains is found for
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FIG. 6: Tem perature dependence of the susceptibilities in
the nom al phase above the SCd phase (@) of 0 and ()
&7 = 0:08) and above the SC f phase ((c) g = 0:10), keeping
o9, 0, g3 = 0 and t? 0:056t; . The continuous line
corresponds to SDW , the dotted line to CDW , the dashed
line to SCd and the dashed-dotted line to SC £ correlations.

g¢ = g; ,shceg] favorsnearest-neighbor triplkt pairing
at the outset. As for CDW ’s, they are found to occur
at slightly higher values ofgf In the presence ofa nite
g; . Asmentioned befre, g hasno inportant e ect in
the particle-hole channel alone. The slight suppression
ofthe CDW dueto g; must therefore com e from the 1D

regin e, w here the correlation channels are coupled. This
can be checked from the RG equations for ts 0 given
in appendix 4.

Thephasediagram F ig .:_§) depends quantitatively and
qualitatively on the bare intrachain Interactions. W hen
the ratio g;=g, increases, higher values of the interchain
Interactions are necessary for obtaining CDW and SCf
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FIG .7: Low tem perature phases org; varying, keeping g;
0 and &3 0. Circles indicate a SDW phase, trangles SCd
and diam onds SCg (r sin 2k, ).
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FIG . 8: Transition tem peratures or di erent values of g3 , if
o7 Oand s = 0: g, = 0 (SDW ! SCd, continuous lne),
0:16 (SDW ! SCd, dashed line) and 020 (SDW ! SCg, dotted
Iine).

phases because  is m ore negative at the outset. For
g = gz, weeven nd atriplet SCf orderparam eterofthe
form .k, )/ sin2k, , corregponding to second-nearest—
neighbor chain pairing, instead of (k. ) / rcosk, .
T his is coherent w ith the fact that, In the 1D regin g, the
renom alization of | isproportionalto ! (,sothata
m orenegative ¢ reduces ; and hence nearest-neighbor
chain triplkt pairing (appendix ).

IV. EFFECT OF UM KLAPP PROCESSES

Conductors like the Bechgaard and Fabre salts are
slightly din erized in the direction of the organic chains.
Tt follow s that at low energy or tem perature, the hole
band can be considered as e ectively half lled rather
than quarter- lled and this gives rise to Um klapp scat—
tering processes w ith am plitudes g3 and g§ . To kading
order, the bare am plitude of g3 garp =EF is propor-
tional to the din erization gap ,ﬂ’:z"ﬂ which yields a
g3 that is rather weak as compared to g;;2. W e assum e
a sin ilar ratio between the interchain couplings g3 and
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FIG .9: Low tem perature phases org; = g ,gs = 0. C ircles
indicate a SDW phase, black squaresa CDW phase, triangles
SCd (cosk, ), white diam onds SCg (r sin 2k, ) and crosses
SCf (r cosk, ).Below the dotted line, soin uctuationsdom -
inate over charge uctuations in the nom alphase.

T

G121
Intrachain Um klapp processes enhance the form ation

of site’ centered SDW correlations and bond’ centered
CDW correlationsand weaken bond SDW and site CDW

uctuations, as can be seen from Egs. (2-§') . Thus, con—
trary to the incom m ensurate case, site and bond density—
w ave orders no longer pin together and m ust be consid—
ered separately w ith theirdistinct strengthsathalf lling.
In addition, Intrachain Um klapp scattering reinforces the
e ective Interactions gc and gs at m om entum transfers
(kg ; ), thus Increasing soin and charge density uctua—
tions ofboth site and bond type. Thesse ectsareknown
In the 1D case (seee.q. Ref.-'_6-_9. and also A ppendix :_&:),
aswellas from calculations restricted to the particle-holke
channels Ref. .'_7-g and A ppendix :_A-:) . Even though Um k-
lapp processes do not enter the particlke-particle channel
directly, they do enhance C ooper pairing, because they
am plify the peak at @kr; ) in the e ective interactions
Jgs;c and thus the attraction betw een electrons on neigh—
boring chains [see Eq. C_3-2_i)]. Since density-w ave correla—
tions are enhanced w ith respect to the ncom pensurate
case, transition tem peratures are also higher2? This is
true for the fom ation of density-wave states as well as
fr superconductivity Fig.10@)). The matio TO=TISE
rem ains essentially una ected by g;. The critical t) _
needed to destroy the density-w ave phase is also higher
In the presence of Um klapp scattering.

Letusnow tum to the e ect of nterchain Interactions
In the presence of Um klapp processes. W e will rst con—
sider the e ect ofa nite intrachain gs, forg; = gf > 0
and g 0. A com parison ofFjgs.:g and :_11: (@) shows
that the regions of d-wave and f-w ave superconductivity
are now enlarged, and there isno m ore SC g phase corre-
soonding to next-nearest-neighbor chain singlet pairing.
T his is a consequence of the fact that density-w ave corre—
lations are renforced by Um klapp scattering. A stronger
g: would then be needed to destroy nearest-neighbor
chain pairing, but ow ing to the condition gi = g; the
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FIG . 10: Transiion tem peratures when Um klapp processes
are taken into account.

(@) W ithout interchain Um klapp scattering: g3 = 0, g]?
(SDW ! SCd, continuous line),

o= 002,95 = 0 (SDW ! SCd, dashed lne),

g3 = 002,/ = ¢g; = 0:,4: = 0, (SDW ! SC£,dotted line).
(b) E ect of interchain Um klapp processes: g3 = 0:02, i =
g = 01, =0 (SDW ! SCf, dotted Iine) and

°H Z—§g1? (SDW ! SCcd! SCf, continuous line).

=0

SC f phase is also reinforced and in tum stabilized once
the SCd phase is suppressed.

W hen we nally add interchain Um klapp scattenng
g2 , the picture does not change signi cantly Fig.11@)).
The only e ect is that the occurrence ofSCf and CDW
phases takes place at slightly higher values of the inter—
chain interactions in the phase diagram , w hereas transi-
tion tanperatures are scaroe]y ower F1ig. ';LO ®©)). In the
1D regine ( »), gi enhances gc (appendix :_AI),
but this is only a seoond order e ect. On the other
hand, the bare contribution of g;'; , Eq. (:6), reduces the
peak in the e ective interaction g3 &k, ;kJ, jkz» jki- ) at
k¥, k> , which is connected to the charge den-
sity uctuations (appendix A). This in uence is linear
n g3 and therefore stronger than the 1D e ect, thus ex—
plining the overallweakening of CDW and, In tum, of
SC f correlations. T here isno direct e ect ofg] on SDW
correlations. However, the RG equations (A ppendix A))
show that g weakens the renom alization of g3 in the
1D regim e and in tum the Increase of transition tem per—
atures In com parison to the incom m ensurate situation.

In Fig. 14, we show the typical behavior of the m ost
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FIG.1l: Low tem perature phases in the presence of Um k-
lapp processes, with gj 0 @ and gi=gs = g =q1 (),
taking g = & . Circles indicate a site-SDW phase, squares
a bond-CDW phase, trdangles SCd (cosk: ) and crosses SC £
(r cosk: ).Below thedotted lines, spin uctuationsdom inate
over charge uctuations in the nom alphase.

In portant susceptibilities as a function of tem perature
in the nom alphase above the superconducting phases.
F Jg:_lé (@) show sthat forsu ciently in portant interchain
Interactions, triplet correlations are already strongly en—
hanced, although the ordered phase still corresponds to
soin singlet pairing. SDW correlations are always in por—
tant. They are the dom lnant uctuations in the nom al
phase In the m a pr part of the param eter range we have
explored, som etin es even above the triplet SC phase (cf.
Figs.i4 (©) and 13).

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

In this work, we have determm ined the possbl elec—
tronic phases of the extended quasilD electron gas
m odel that includes both intrachain and interchain re-
pulsive interactions, interchain electron hopping and the
In uence of nesting deviations. O ur results reveal that
In correlated quasi1D m etalsboth for zero and non zero
Um klapp scattering, interchain interactions can act as
a key factor n expanding the range of possibilities of
ordered states com pared to the case where only repul-
sive intrachain interactions are present242%2% At large
m om entum transfer, the interchain electron-electron cou—
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FIG . 12: Tem perature dependence of the susceptibilities in
the nom al phase above the SCd phase ((@) tg 04152t ,
gi = 0:08) and above the SC f phase (b) t2 = 0:152t, and
© t 0:176t, , both or o 0:12), taking &3 0:02
and 5, = of Z—igg . The continuous line corresponds to
SDW , the dotted line to CDW , the dashed line to SCd and
the dashed-dotted line to SC £ correlations.

pling acts as a short-range interaction that is responsble
for the enhancem ent of CDW correlations, consistently
w ith what was-fpund long ago in the absence of inter—
chain hopping 2344 For nite t, , however, nterchain in-
teraction leaves the am plitude of SDW correlations es—
sentially una ected and a relatively am all critical value
ofg! coupling isthen needed tom ake the CDW ordered
state possible, and this, on equal footing w ith the SDW

phase, which is known to dom inate the phase diagram

when only repulsive Intrachain interactions are present.
W hen nesting deviations are cranked up beyond som e
threshold value t?, -r density-w ave order is suppressed and
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Interchain Interactions tum out to a ect correlations of
the Cooper channel too. Thus an im portant concli—
sion that em erges from this work is the gradual suppres—
sion of interchain d-wave pairing when repulsive short-
range interchain interaction increases. A s a result of the
growth of CDW correlations in the nom al state, it ul
tin ately yields the stabilization of a triplet SC £ super-
conducting phase corresponding to an order param eter

r &> ) = r cosk ; having nodes on the warped Fem i
surface that are at the sam e Iocus as for the SCd case.
T he nom alphase is stilldom nated by strong SDW  uc—
tuations overa sizable region ofthe phase diagram in this
sector.

Tt is interesting to consider how far the RG results of
this work are applicable to quasilD organic conductors.
In the case ofthe Bechgaard (TM T SF ), X saltsw ith cen—
trosym m etric anions X for exam ple, the cbservation of
a SDW CDW coegistenoce below the critical pressure for
superconductiviy?3€%7% indicates that interchain elec-
tron repulsion is a relevant interaction in these m aterials
besides Intrachain interactions and interchain hopping.
A ccordingly, the RG calculations show that a relatively
an all and realistic am plitude of repulsive interchain in—
teraction is su cient to bring the stability of CDW or—
der close to SDW , indicating that this part of interaction
would indeed play an in portant role in the em ergence
of density-wave order in these m aterials. The suppres—
sion ofthe SDW state (and presum ably ofCDW aswell)
followed by the em ergence of superconductivity is well
known to constitute the closing sequence of transitions
that characterizes virtually allm em bers ofthe B echgaard
and Fabre salts series as one m oves along the pressure
scale. Since pressure introduces alterations of the elec—
tron spectrum , it prom pts deviations from perfect nest—
Ing. In ourm odel, these sin ulate them ain e ect ofpres-
sure, which togetherw ih a reasonable set of param eters,
yvield a bressure’ pro ke of the critical tem perature that
agrees quite wellw ith the characteristic variation seen in
experin ents?? A s to the nature ofthe superconductivity
In these m aterials, our resuls based on a purely elec—
tronic m odel, indicate that given the observation of the
close proxin ity between SDW and CDW ordered states,
not only SCd but also triplet SC £ order param eter be—
com e serjous candidates for the description of the su-
perconducting phase In these com pounds F igs. -r_4,:§’i, and
:_1-1:). However, as pressure also a ects the nom alized
am plitudes g,° | through the band w idth and the din er-
ization q?p. Umklpp), and g/ through the interchain
distancef 9 the actual trafctory in the phase diagram
under pressure cannot be determ ined w ith great preci-
sion. It ollow s that besides the possibilities SDW ! SCd
orSDW ! SCf, sequence oftransitions such asSDW !
SCd ! SCf, where one can pass from sihglkt to triplet
SC order under pressure, cannot be excluded. It isworth
rem arking that in this sector of the phase diagram , the
addition of a snallmagnetic eld { as actually used in
m any experin ent£122 { or accounting for the an allbut
yet nite spin anisotropy would tend to tip the balance



in favor of a tripkt order param eter 2373

E xperim ental features of the nom al phase also argue
In favor ofthis region ofthe phase diagram for the Bech—-
gaard salts. This is the case of the puzzling growth of
CDW correlations seen in optical conductivity in the low
tem perature part of the m etallic phase above the super-
conducting transition 74 CDW  correlations are fund to
be signi cantly enhanced in a tem perature region w here
NM R exper;m,ents reveal the existence of strong SDW
oor:ce]atjons.-i- 1 This feature cannot be captured or re—
alistic iIntrachain Interactionsalone. It can nd, however,
a naturalexplanation In the fram ew ork of the extended
quasilD electron gasm odel, for which interchain inter-
actions can boost the am plitude of CDW correlationsbe-
sides those of the SDW channel that are kept essentially
unchanged.

In the case of non-centrosymm etric anions (. g.
X=C10,4),ourapproach should be re ned in orderto take
into account the doubling ofthe unit cellin the transverse
direction due to the anion ordering taking place below
24 K In the nom alphase. The concom ittant reduction
of the Brillouin zone yields two electronic bands at the
Ferm ilveland in tum multiple nesting vectors?37¢ An
accurate description of this Ferm i surface should be in—
corporated In the RG approach, and a m odi-cation of
the node structure for the SC gap is expected 7 previ-
ous (sin pli ed) RPA -lke calculation has shown that the
nodes ofa d-wave SC order param eter, which are located
at k, = =2, are precisely found where a gap opens
due to C 04 anion ordering, thus m akm? the SC phase
e ectively nodeless at Jow tem perature?

T he resultspresented in thiswork m ay also be relevant
for the phase diagram ofother serdes of quasi-1D organic
superconductors. In this m atter, the case of the two—
chain compounds TTF M (dm i), (M=Nji Pd) is of
particular interest. T hese com pounds are characterized
by an Incomm ensurate CDW state that takes place on
the M (dm i), stacks at Jow pressure?8 At,som e critical
pressure, they becom e superconductjngf% 2% T he varia—
tion of the critical tem perature under pressure has been
analyzed In detail n the case of M =Pd, which shows
close sin ilarity .w.Jth the one found for the Bechgaard
and Fabre sats®d The tem perature scale for the CDW
Instability at low pressure is relatively large, however,
and ow ing to the pronounced ,anisotropy of the band pa-
ram eters In these com pounds,?88% this ndicates that the
Interchain interaction is lkely to be a key coupling in
the stabilization of a 3D ordered state in these m ateri-
als. A ccording to our m odel, these conditions would be
favorable to the existence of a triplet SC £ state in these
system s under pressure (see edg. Fjg.:_ﬁé) .

Anotherresul that ishighlighted by ouranalysis in the
ncom m ensurate case is the occurrence of a singlkt SCg
state when the interchain electron scattering dom inates
for snallm om entum transfer. The gz? coupling tends
to suppress ekctron pairing between the rst nearest—
neighbor chains, which therefore suppresses SCd or SC £
type of superconductivity. H ow ever, an instability ofthe

nom al state rem ains possble. It results from the oscilk-
lating tail of density-w ave correlations in the transverse
direction which favors longer range pairing betw een elec—
trons sgparated by m ore than one interchain distance.
The fact that an instability of the nom al state persists
in the Cooper channel illistrates how the quasi-lD ge-
om etry for electrons, wih its inherent interference be-
tween Pelerls and C ooper channels, is prone to m agnify
the K ohn-Luttingerm echanisn forthe (C oopern) instabil-
ity ofa Fem iliquid r repulsive interactions®? O ne can
easily Infer from our results that the addition of longer
range Interchain interactionsw ill frustrate short—range in—
terchain pairing and shift it to lJarger interchain distances,
thus unfolding possbilities of superconductivity at even
larger angularm om entum pairing.
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APPENDIX A:RG EQUATIONS IN LIM IT IN G
CASES

In order to cbtain the one-din ensionallim i ofthe RG
equationsgiven in section :]Z[Bl w e neglect Interchain hop—
ping (v = t) = 0) and take into account intrachain
and neayest-neighborchain interactions only. W e thus
obtain®i#4

~ ~ (D) 2 2 ~2 12
1 = 1 1)+ (73)

; A1)

o a2 (ID) , ~(D) 2 ~@D )2
1 1 2Nl + 2 2 3 3 7

L) 1 _apy2_ 1 _ap) 2
2 = 5 1 t 3 s i
2 2
o _ 1 2+ 1 .2
2 5 1 5 3 i
(1D )
o _ .@D)  .@ap) ~ (1D ) 2 2
3 = 3 1t 27, 733
?
o e D) , ~@D) , ~2 ~ (D) ~?
3= 3 A N 3 1

A tematively, we m ay restrict the renom alization to
a given correlation channel in certain situations. For
the particle-hole channel, it is convenient to rew rite the
RG equations In tem s of the vertex functions ;s and



éc ;S), as de ned in egs. @-S_i) R em em ber how ever that

;C " and 3(5) are not independent:

FIG. 13: Typical pictures of the interactions

s ( k9 ki ke ko) @ and 3 ( kJ ki jk:; ko) (), or
initialvalilesgs = gc = 02, g3 = 0:02, ifthe renom alization
is restricted to the Pelerls channel. The result for . is
identical to that for 5.

C) 40 0 (S) 40 0 (S) 1.0 0
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T hese equations are ram arquably symm etric w Ji:h respect to spin and charge density correlations, cf. eg. the resuls
when we takegs = g from the begihning Fig. -13) For low tem perature and energy cuto , the particle-hole loop
Integral Bp (& ) is strongly peaked for m om entum transfers equalto the best nesting vector, i.e. q; = . Ascan
be seen from the preceding equations, this generates a peak at k(l)? ke = In s (responsble or the SDW ) and
in . (@eponsble HrtheCDW ). In ;,peaksarecreated atk?, k., = aswellask), k> = .Thepeak in

;3 Por kf? k., = enhances the soin densiy correlations, w hereas the one for kf? k. = supports the charge
density correlations.

Let us now consider the In uence of interchain interactions Eqg. (6)] on these structures. Interchain Um klapp
scattering g§ reduces the latter peak and thus weakens the charge uctuations, whereas it has no direct in uence on
the soin correlations. gf and g2? have no direct e ect on the spin uctuations either. Interchain backw ard scattering
g7 , on the contrary, reinforces the peak in gc at kf? k. = and thus supports the form ation of charge density
w aves.

W e nally give the RG equations restricted to the particleparticle channel. T hey are m ost conveniently w ritten in
tem s of the singlet and triplet pair interactions, = s, t:

1 X
* keikookeoke1) o = ——  Bolkeide) @5)
Yk,

~ 0 0 0\~ 0

(k? 1k? zk? k? ) (k? k? k? 1k? 2) o
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