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Sum m ary. W e review som e theoretical aspects connected with the interplay of

strong electron correlations and vibron phenom ena in negative fullerene ions and

in solid fulleride conductors,superconductors and insulators. The �rst part cov-

ersm olecularions,theirintra-m olecularJahn-Teller e�ect,Coulom b (Hund’srule)

exchange interactions,m olecular vibronsand m ultipletsplittings.The second part

addresseselectron propagation in m olecularfullerides,with specialem phasisgiven to

trivalentcasessuch asK 3C 60 and NH 3 K 3C 60,wherem etallic,superconducting and

M ottinsulatingphasesareatplay.D ynam icalm ean �eld theory approachestoasim -

pli�ed Ham iltonian forthissystem arediscussed in thelightofsom eoftheobserved

phenom enology.Itisargued in particularthatNH 3 K 3C 60 isa M ott-Jahn-Tellerin-

sulator,which underpressure turnsinto a strongly correlated superconductor,thus

sharing som e im portantelem entswith the high-Tc cuprates.

6.1 Introduction

Thewealth ofexperim entaldata on thealkalifulleridescollected through the1990s

and early 2000shasraised severalexciting theoreticalissueswhich,in turn,haveat-

tracted a largeresearch e�ort.D i�erentphasesarerealized when tem perature,alkali

concentration,lattice param eter and lattice structure are varied.M etallic,insulat-

ing,and superconducting phasesare obtained in solid com poundscharacterized by

the partialoccupancy { by an average n electronsperC 60 with n ranging between

0 and 6 { ofthe narrow electronic band originating from the t1u LUM O m olecular

orbital.W hen thisband iscom pletely em pty (pureC 60)orcom pletely �lled (K 6C 60)

thesolid isa band insulator(although thelatticestructurein thetwo solidsaredif-

ferent).Band-structure calculations ofcom pounds characterized by an incom plete

�lling ofthis band consistently predict m etallicity [1,2,3].However,experim en-

tally som e ofthese com pounds (e.g.K 4C 60,Rb4C 60,NH 3 K 3C 60) are found to be

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0602134v2
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insulators [4,5,6,7,8,9,10].Am ong the m etallic com pounds,m any with n = 3

turn superconducting at low tem perature,with transition tem peratures as high as

30 � 40 K ,while severalothers rem ain m etallic at allexperim entally investigated

tem peratures.

Foreven n,asin K 4C 60,electron-electron correlationsand theJT coupling sta-

bilize a correlated insulating state ofa lattice ofevenly-charged C 60 m olecules.In

thistype ofinsulator,uctuationsabouthnii= n are suppressed,and a gap opens

in the electronic spectrum .This state is non-m agnetic,very m uch like a regular

band insulator.However,the m ostly intra-m olecularelectron correlationsresponsi-

bleforband narrowing and gap opening arelargely coulom bicand vibronicin origin.

W ehavesuggested thatthe(body-centered tetragonal[11])structureofK 4C 60 and

Rb4C 60 m ay bea realization ofthisstatewhereelectronicand vibronicinteractions

play an im portant role.Sim ilarly,the insulating state observed in strongly corre-

lated NH 3 K 3C 60 (and (NH 3)6 Li3C 60 [12])as wellasthe insulator-superconductor

transition obtained underpressure are likely to have the sam e origin.

A satisfactory understandingofhow sim ilarphysicalparam eterslead to very dif-

ferentground states(insulator/m etal/superconductor)haslong eluded theresearch

com m unity.A novelpicture relating the transitions between m etallic,insulating,

and superconducting phasesto the interplay ofstrong electron-electron correlation

with electron-phonon coupling in theLUM O band hasem erged in recentyears.The

scenario isnow in ourview betterunderstood,even though m any quantitative de-

tailsstillescapethefullgrasp oftheory.ThepresentChapterreviewsand illustrates

thispicture.

6.2 C 60 m olecules and m olecular ions

W ereview fora startsom e basic aspectsofthe physicsofC 60,concerning electron-

electron correlation and electron-vibration coupling in C 60 m olecularionsand ionic

fullerides.Form ore com plete reviewswe suggestconsulting Refs.[13,14,15,16].

In C 60 allthe60 carbon atom soffullerenearearranged asaregular,icosahedral,

roughly sphericalcage,of� 0:7 nm in diam eter[17].Thisclusterm ay bethoughtas

a piece ofgraphene sheet,wrapped up to a sphericalshape.The regularhexagonal

structure ofgraphite isdistorted,with 12 �ve-m em bered ringsintercalating 20 six-

m em bered ones,thus introducing the Eulerian 4� solid angle necessary to yield a

closed surface. The order is such that all carbon atom s rem ain equivalent,each

sitting at the corner ofone 5-m em ber ring and two 6-m em ber ones.30 chem ical

bonds,the so-called double bonds,are shared by two hexagonal rings only;the

rem aining 60 bonds,shared by pentagonaland hexagonalrings,areabout5% longer

[18].The �-bonding sp
2
graphite orbitals constitute the backbone ofthe m olecule.

Sphericalcurvature alterstheircharacterto an average "sp
2:28

"[19].In energy,the

�-bonding orbitalsrangefrom severaleV to a few tensofeV below thevacuum ,the

antibonding stateslying + 10 eV and higherabovevacuum zero [20].Thechem ically

active electronic states are those derived from the "pz" carbon orbitals (actually

ofhybrid "s
0:09

p" nature [19]) that are directed radially,supporting a half�lled

�-electron system .

Although theoretically m etastable com pared to graphite and diam ond,C 60 is

nevertheless an em pirically very stable and long lived allothropic form ofcarbon

both asan isolated m olecule and asan fcc,orPa3,solid.The reason forstability is
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thesubstantialam ountofelectronicenergy gained in thedelocalized M O ’s,m aking

in som e sense C 60 the spherical counterpart of the arom atic benzene ring. The

m olecularorbitalsatthe origin ofthe conduction bandsofsolid fulleridesare allof

�-bonding/antibonding nature.

The overallm olecular sym m etry group isthe icosahedralgroup Ih,the largest

pointgroup in 3D (exceptforaxialgroups). Sym m etry im pliesalargedegeneracy of

the group’sirreducible representations[21]:A g=u (1-dim ensional),T1 g=u,T2 g=u (3-

dim ensional),G g=u (4-dim ensional),and H g=u (5-dim ensional).Large degeneracies

areaccordingly very com m on to allelectronic,vibrational,vibronicm olecularstates.

Thism akesC 60 a rich playground ofnovelvibronic structures,where Berry phases

and entanglem entplaysa fascinating role [22,23,24,25,26,27,28,29,30,31,32].

Icosahedralsym m etryisofcourserestricted totheidealsituation ofam oleculeor

m olecularion in vacuum .In com poundsand/orin thesolid state itwillbea�ected

by crystal�elds oflower sym m etry.Even in vacuum ,isotope substitution ofone

carbon atom isenough to reduceIh to sim ple bilateralreection C v.D ueto 1.10%

isotope abundance of
13
C in naturalcarbon,only about50% ofC 60 is pure

12
C 60.

However,isotopesubstitution inducesonly sm allsplittings(about1% )ofthevibron

frequencies,and can be safely neglected form any purposes.Fora discussion ofthe

intricaciesofisotope shiftsin solid-state propertiesofthe fullerides,see Ref.[16].

As m entioned,im m ersion ofthe icosahedralm olecule in a solid-state environ-

m entreducesitssym m etry to thatofthe localcrystal�eld.Forexam ple,solid C 60

has electronic bands and opticalphonons com patible with the localcubic �eld in-

duced by thefcclattice.In m ost(butnotall)solid statecom pounds,interm olecular

interactionsarerelatively loose,each m olecule retaining itsclose structure.Accord-

ingly,splittings ofthe m olecular vibrations (now opticalphononsin the solid)due

to reduced sym m etry are sm alland hardly observed atall[33].

6.2.1 M olecular electronic states

Electrons in the � orbitals ofC60 represent the chem ically relevant region ofthe

spectrum .These orbitalsprovide the basic one-electron picture,neglecting �rste-e

correlation e�ects,which we shalladdressin Sec.6.2.4.

M any approacheshavebeen taken totheelectronicstructureofC 60,from sim ple

Huckeltight-binding with one orbitalperatom (already yielding the correct order

ofm olecularenergiesand gaps)[20,34,19],to m ore extended bases[20,35]to m i-

croscopic D FT-LDA (density functionaltheory in the localdensity approxim ation)

calculationson localized [20,36]and extended bases[1,37].

These approaches provide an increasing degree ofquantitative accuracy in the

description oftheelectronicspectrum .Sim pleintuitivem odels,such astheparticle-

on-a-sphere m odel[38],are often su�cient for a qualitative and synthetic under-

standing oftheelectronicstructure.In thisapproxim ation theidea istreating the�

electrons asthough m oving on a sphericalshellofradiusR ,m im icking the attrac-

tive potentialgenerated by the carbon ions.The precise localization ofthese ions

producesthen a weak icosahedralperturbation.Aslong asthisicosahedralpertur-

bation can be neglected,the single-electron angular wavefunctions are atom ic-like

sphericalharm onicsYL M ,with energy

E (L)=
L(L + 1)�h

2

2m eR 2
; (6.1)
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Fig. 6.1. A particle-on-a-sphere schem atic representation ofthe electronic levels

of C 60. The HO M O and LUM O levels, originating from the L = 5 orbital, are

indicated.(Adapted from Ref.[38].)

where m e is the electron m ass.50 out of60 pz electrons ofthe neutralm olecule

�llcom pletely the M O up to L = 4.The lowest L = 0;1;2 orbitals coincide with

icosahedralstateslabelled ag,t1u,hg respectively.AllhigherL valuesare splitinto

icosahedral representations by the icosahedral �eld generated by the cage.After

�lling allstates including L = 4,10 electrons are left in the L = 5 shell,which

is therefore only partly �lled.As it happens,the icosahedralsplitting (L = 5 !

hu + t1u+ t2u)ofthis11-fold degenerateorbitalgeneratesaclosed-shellcon�guration,

asshown in Fig.6.1.In accord with m icroscopic calculationsand with experim ent,

the com pletely-�lled HO M O hashu sym m etry,and the LUM O ist1u.The HO M O -

LUM O gap is therefore caused by the icosahedralperturbation in the L = 5 shell,

and is experim entally � 1 eV for m olecules in vacuum [39].A t2g LUM O + 1 state,

originated from theL = 6 shell,isfound approxim ately 1 eV above thet1u LUM O .

Theelectron a�nity ofC 60 islarge(2.69 eV)[40,41]and experim entalevidence

hasbeen found thatC
�
60 [42]and even C

2�
60 [43]arestableionsin vacuum .In solution,

a widerspectrum ofionization states hasbeen dem onstrated electrochem ically,up

to C
6�

60 [44,45,46,47].As an adsorbate on a m etalsurface,the electronegative

C 60 m olecule naturally picks up electrons [1,48],and evidence has been provided

ofcharge transfer as large as n= 6 [49].In the solid state,com pounds have been

synthesized,covering a wide range ofcharge transfers,from n= 1,asin TDAE-C 60

[50,51]or Rb1C 60 [4],n= 3,as in K 3C 60 or Rb3C 60 [52],n= 4 as in K 4C 60 [53],

n= 6 as in Rb6C 60 [54],or even higher as in Li12C 60 [55,56].M ore recently,also
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Fig.6.2. Sphericalresolution ofthe vibrationalspectrum ofC 60.The m odes are

organized according to the three series,indicated with !1=2=3.The sphericalparent

L isindicated before the icosahedrallabel.(From Ref.[65]).

positive C 60 ionswere produced in gasphase [57],in liquid solution [58,59],in Ar

m atrix [60],and in thesolid state[61,62,63,64].SincetheLUM O can hold up to 6

electrons,thenegatively charged ionsC
n�

60 with 1 � n � 5 areopen shells.Likewise,

the cationsC
n+

60 with 1 � n � 9 are also open shellsdue to the �vefold degeneracy

ofthe HO M O orbital.

6.2.2 M olecular vibrations

C 60 has 174 vibrationaldegrees offreedom ,but thanks to sym m etry-induced de-

generacy and selection rules,thevibrationalspectra show relatively few peaks,with

clearidenti�cation.In particular,only the 4 T1u dipolarm odesare infrared active,

and only the 2 A g and 8 H g m odes are Ram an active.Neutron experim ents [66]

are sensitive to allm odes,including the silent ones,but with low resolution.Cal-
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culations are therefore crucial,in order to get a globalpicture ofthe vibrational

spectrum [65].

Likefortheelectronicstates,m any routestothecalculation ofvibrationaleigen-

frequenciesand norm alm odes have been pursued,both based on force �eld �tsto

the experim entally accessible data [66,67,68],orbased on ab initio calculationsof

them olecularstructure[35,37,69,70].Theagreem entam ong di�erentcalculations

issom ewhatworse than forthe electronic levels:typicaldiscrepancieson the order

ofseveralm eV are wellabove nowadays’experim entalresolution.

A qualitative understanding ofthe vibrationalstructure ofC 60 is provided by

thetheanalogy oftheC 60 cagewith ahollow elasticsphereproposed in Ref.[65]and

illustrated in Fig.6.2.Theeigenm odesofa hom ogeneoussphericalm em branewith a

stretching and a bending rigidity arecollected in threeclasses:m ainly radial,m ainly

tangentialand purely tangential.The�rstclasscontainslevelsofparity (� 1)
L
,with

L = 0;1;2;3;:::;the levelsin the second classhave the sam e parity,butstarto� at

L = 1;in the third series the parity is reversed (� 1)
L + 1

,and they startat L = 1.

Them odesofrigid translation and rotation ofthesphereareidenti�ed in theL = 1

statesatzerofrequency in series2and 3.O fcourse,when thehom ogeneoussphereis

replaced by thediscrete60-atom sm olecule,thein�nitesetofspherically sym m etric

eigenm odesgoesinto a �nite num berofm odes,now labeled by Ih representations.

L = 0;1;2 states have icosahedralcounterparts in A g=u,T1u=g,H g=u respectively:

the �rstgerade/ungerade labelcorrespondsto series1 and 2,the second labelsthe

third series,which has inverted parity.States with L > 2 are split,according to

the rules given in Table III ofRef.[65];for exam ple a L = 3 vibration becom es

T2u � Gu,ifits parity is odd.The explicit eigenm odes,com puted for exam ple by

force-�eld m ethods,can beeasily analyzed in term softhesphericalbasis,to obtain

their parentage in term s ofhollow sphere m odes [65]:the three series are readily

identi�ed in Fig.6.2.Inter-m odem ixing ispresent,butm ostvibrationshold a well-

de�ned sphericalparentage,so that the sphericalpicture rem ains generally valid

and useful.

6.2.3 Jahn-Teller coupling betw een electrons and vibrations:

m olecular vibronic states and energetics

Theelectronicstateofm ostC
n�

60 ionsisorbitally degenerate.AccordingtotheJahn-

Teller(JT)theorem ,thehighly sym m etricIh geom etry isunstabletoward sym m etry

reducing m olecular distortions.Theoretically,such distortion can be evaluated by

direct calculation ofthe relaxed geom etry ofthe m olecular ions,and are very well

de�ned.However,directexperim entalevidenceoftheJT distortionsisratherpoor,

and lim ited to few com pounds,m ainly \discrete" salts,as discussed in detailin

Ref.[15].The reason for this is twofold: (i) the atom ic displacents from the Ih

positions ofneutralC 60 are very sm all{ ofthe orderoffew pm ,and (ii)quantum

tunnelingand/ortherm alhoppingofthem oleculebetween equivalentJT distortions

generally restores,on average,the originalIh sym m etry.

D espitethesm allabsoluteatom icdisplacem ents,theJT physicsinvolvesserious

energetics,sincethephonon frequenciesare high (owing to thelarge sti�nessofthe

fullerene cage and the light carbon m ass) and the JT couplings are large.At zero

tem perature,a signi�cant fraction ofthe JT energy is associated to nonadiabatic

e�ectsrelated to the quantum m otion ofcarbon nuclei,and cannotbe obtained by



6 Theory ofM Itransition 7

standard adiabatic calculationsbased on classicalatom ic positions.However,quan-

titative insight in the coupled electron-phonon dynam ics is obtained by m eans of

the study ofform ally sim ple m odels.To the extent that these distortions are not

too large,the distortion m echanism iswelldescribed within a m odelwhere the dis-

tortion isexpanded on thebasisofthenorm alm odesofvibration:thesearetreated

asharm onic oscillators,and thecoupling between thedegenerate electron leveland

the JT-active distortions can be assum ed to be linear in the phonon coordinate.

These sim plifying approxim ations rem ain valid only as long as the distortions are

relatively sm all,asin C 60 ions,and could notbeapplied to ionicstatesofe.g.SiH 4,

whose m olecularshape isradically m odi�ed upon charging [71].

The basic m odelHam iltonian for the JT dynam ics ofan icosahedralm olecule

hasthe following standard structure [72]:

Ĥ = Ĥ 0 + Ĥ e� v ; (6.2)

where Ĥ 0 describes the free (uncoupled) electrons and vibrations and Ĥ e� v the

linear JT interaction.To begin with,consider a single vibrationalm ode ofenergy

�h! and sym m etry label�:the Ham iltonian are written

Ĥ 0 = �h!
X

�2 �

�

b̂
y
� b̂� +

1

2

�

+ (� � �)
X

m 2 �

X

�= ";#

ĉ
y
m ;� ĉm ;� ; (6.3)

Ĥ e� v = g�h!

p
3

2

X

m 1;m 22 �

X

�2 � �

C
�;�

�m 1 �m 2

�

b̂
y
� + b̂�

�

ĉ
y
m 1 � ĉ� m 2 � : (6.4)

Here,the harm onic oscillator isrepresented by the boson operatorsb
y
�:the indexes

� span the degenerate representation �.The distortion coordinate appears in the

coupling term (6.4)as Q̂ � = 2
� 1=2

�

b̂
y
� + b̂�

�

. � = t1u isthesym m etry labelofthe

LUM O electronicstate,span by indexesm i and generated by theferm ion operators

ĉ
y
m �. g is the dim ensionless param eter m easuring the electron-vibration coupling

strength.C
�;�

�m 1 �m 2

is a Clebsch-G ordan coe�cient for the icosahedral-group [73],

which recouples the ferm ion tensors of� sym m etry with the boson tensor to an

icosahedralscalar.In practice,thisrecouplingispossibleonly form odesofsym m etry

� = A g;H g.Allother�’syield vanishingClebsch-G ordan coe�cients,which m eans

thatallm odesofnon-A g =H g sym m etry arenotlinearly coupled to thet1u LUM O .

Itisinteresting to notethattheIh Clebsch-G ordan coe�cientsforthecoupling

of two t1u representations to � = A g=H g happen to coincide num erically with

the corresponding C
L ;�

lm 1 lm 2
Clebsch-G ordan coe�cientsforthe fullrotationsgroup

SO (3).The t1u labelm aps to angular m om entum l= 1,while A g m aps to L = 0,

and H g m aps to L = 2,in accord with the sphericalpicture ofFigs.6.1 and 6.2.

Thism eansphysically thatlinearJT coupling ofthet1u orbitaldoesnotdistinguish

between a soccer-ballm olecule and a perfectly spherically shaped one:the t1u level

behaves as an atom ic-like p state perturbed by A g=H g distortions of m onopolar

and quadrupolar nature [72,74,75].The im plications ofthis extra sym m etry are

striking:Ham iltonian (6.2)isactually ascalarwith respecttothefullrotation group

SO (3),itseigenstatesbeing representationsofthislargergroup.SO (3)statesareto

beexpected in theoutcom ing spectrum ,which m eansthatvibronicstatesbelonging

to di�erentIh representations collapse to degenerate SO (3)m ultiplets(labeled by

som eangularm om entum L,ratherthan by Ih labels),ason theleftsideofFig.6.1.

In actualC 60,thelinearelectron-vibration coupling term isjusttheleading term in
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an in�niteexpansion,whereonly higher-orderterm sintroducetheactualicosahedral

sym m etry,thussplitting the highly degenerate sphericalvibronic statesnotunlike

Fig.6.1.Eventually,the e�ect ofthese higher-order term s is sm all,yielding very

sm allsplittings ofthe vibronic states:neglect ofallthese higher-order e�ects is a

good approxim ation forC
n�

60 .

Electron couplingtothe� = A g m oderepresentsatrivialshifted oscillator,since

thenondegeneratem odedoesnotsplittheelectronicdegeneracy,and thedistortion

ispurely proportionalto the totalcharge in the coupled level.Henceforth we shall

m ostly concentrate on coupling to degenerate � = H g m odes.

There isno loss ofgenerality in choosing the energy reference so that� = � in

Eq.(6.3).W eare then leftwith a two-param etersHam iltonian operator.The value

�h! ofthe frequency ofthe harm onic oscillator sets the energy scale.Ĥ 0 and Ĥ e� v

arewritten with a com m on factor�h!,which setstheenergy scaleofthem odel.The

dim ensionless param eter g tunesthe intensity ofthe JT coupling,thusofthe ten-

dency ofthesystem todistort.Thisisseen asfollows:expresseach pairofvibrational

operators (̂b
y
�; b̂�)asa dim ensionlesscoordinate Q̂ � and conjugate m om entum P̂�.

In thisnotation,theadiabaticpotentialisobtained by ignoring the 1

2

P
P̂

2
� phonon

kinetic term in Ĥ 0 and treating the Q̂ � operators as classical variables Q � [76]:

one readily �nds that Q 0 = g (allother Q � = 0) is a m inim um ofthe sum ofthe

com peting Q �-linearterm (Ĥ e� v)and Q �-quadratic term in Ĥ 0.W e see here that

g m easuresthe am ountofdistortion (in dim ensionlessoscillatorcoordinates)along

the norm alm ode.For sm allg � 1 (weak-coupling regim e) distorsions are sm all.

In thisregim e quantum uctuationsdom inate:the correlated vibrationaland elec-

tronicdynam icsinvolvesallelectronic statesin them ultipletatthesam etim e,in a

profoundly nonadiabaticfashion.D espitethisintricacy,asa sm allparam etercan be

identi�ed,theJT problem can bedealtwith by treating Ĥ e� v by perturbation the-

ory.Forinterm ediate g ’ 1,the distortion is sizeable,butquantum kinetic energy

hasa relevantrole in prom oting tunneling am ong equivalentm inim a.The vibronic

spectrum in thisregion showsnontrivialstructures.Eventually,when the coupling

becom esvery large(g � 1),theJT distortion isso largethatindividualJT m inim a

rem ain wellseparate so thattunneling is e�ciently suppressed:the system freezes

in one ofthe equivalentlocalm inim a.

Here we should note a peculiarity of the so-called linear t
 H JT problem

Eq.(6.3)-(6.4) at hand,and precisely that the m inim ization of the lowest adia-

baticpotentialsheetleadsto a continuousm anifold ofequivalentm inim a (a trough)

ratherthan isolated m inim a [22,23,72].Thisisa consequenceoftheextra spherical

sym m etry ofthisspecialicosahedrallinearJT system .However,atstrong coupling

higher-than-linear term s,neglected in Eq.(6.4) becom e relevant.They produce a

warping ofthe JT trough,leading to isolated m inim a.The m olecule distorts to a

m inim um in a setofstaticJT reduced-sym m etry con�gurationsseparated by saddle

pointsoftheadiabatic potentialsurface.Fortheinterm ediate coupling case ofC
�

60,

detailed Hartree-Fock calculations have shown,for exam ple,that the totalenergy

lowering in going from theIh-sym m etricm olecularcon�guration tostaticJT distor-

tionsofD 5d,D 3d,D 2h sym m etries,arein factidenticaltowithin 1% [77].Therefore,

the linearJT coupling approxim ation Eq.(6.4)isvery welljusti�ed forC 60 ions.

Analyticalexpression for the t
 H JT energies can be obtained in the sim ple

weak-coupling lim it,by m eansofperturbation theory [23].Them ain outcom eofthe

weak-coupling regim e isthatthe ground-state energy gain E
e� v

in thisJT system
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JT
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ω

w
eak-coupling adiabatic minimum

adiabatic + zero-point gain

exact vibronic

n=1

Fig.6.3. G round-state energy lowering fora t1u electron coupled to an H g m ode

as a function ofcoupling.Atweak coupling (dot-dashed),the ground-state energy

(solid)drops2:5 tim esm ore rapidly than theadiabatic m inim um lowering (dotted)

in ordertoreach thecorrectstrong-couplingsem iclassicallim it(dashed),which takes

into accountthe softening oftwo (forn = 1)harm onic m odesfora totalzero-point

gain �h! (indicated by a verticalarrow).(Adapted from Ref.[78].)

is 5=2 tim es larger in perturbation theory than the sim ple adiabatic lowering [79].

This point is illustrated in Fig.6.3 for n = 1.For a sim ple nondegenerate non-JT

coupling,such as thatto the A g m ode,the two quantities would instead coincide.

The physicalorigin of this enhancem ent is a substantialreduction in zero-point

energy.The ground-state energy dropsfaster atsm allg because the system trans-

form srapidly from 5 harm onic oscillators (zero-pointenergy = 5

2
�h!)atg = 0 to a

M exican-hatpotentialwell,which ism ore \square-well"-like than the originalhar-

m onic potential,and,in particular,carriesseveralsoft(\pseudorotational")m odes

along the trough.Perturbative expressionsfor the ground-state energy lowering at

weak coupling fort
n
1u 
 H in allpossible spin statesare collected in Table 6.1.The

perturbative expressionsare essentially exactforg � 0:3.Forlarger(interm ediate)

coupling,the actualJT energy lowering is located between the perturbative \an-

tiadiabatic" estim ate (which system atically overestim ates the JT energy lowering)

and the adiabatic energy lowering (which consistently underestim ates the energy

lowering).

In the strong-coupling lim it,E
e� v
n concides with the classicaladiabatic energy

lowering (proportionalto g
2
�h!),with theaddition ofa negativezero-pointsoftening

contribution (of order �h!).As was the case at weak coupling,in m ulti-electron

contexts,JT distortions leads to a larger energy gain when charge concentrates

in asfew orbitalas possible,thusfavoring larger distortions.D ue to this,low-spin

con�gurationsend generally lowerin energy than high spin ones,givingrisetoakind

ofreversed (�rst)Hund’srule exchange behavior (here we ignore the actualHund

rule,which ishoweverim portant,and willbe introduced in Sec.6.2.4).To describe
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Table 6.1.Perturbative(weak coupling,to orderg2 [23])and sem iclassical(strong

coupling,to orderg
� 2

[72])ground-state energiesforan H g m ode coupled coupled

to n electrons in a t1u orbital,for the allowed values of the totalspin S.Here,

only electron-phonon coupling isconsidered,while electron-electron repulsion isne-

glected.

C
n�
60 spin E

e� v
n =(�h!) E

e� v
n =(�h!) Berry phase ground-state

n S [forg ! 0] [forg ! 1 ]  sym m etry

0 0 0 0 0 A g

1 1

2
� 5

4
g
2

� 1

2
g
2
� 1+ 1

3
g
� 2

� T1u

2 0 � 5g
2

� 2g
2
� 1+ 1

12
g
� 2

0 A g

2 1 � 5

4
g
2 � 1

2
g
2 � 1+ 1

3
g
� 2

� T1g

3 1

2
� 15

4
g
2

� 3

2
g
2
� 3

2
+ 3

8
g
� 2

� T1u

3 3

2
0 0 0 A u

correctly thequantum dynam icsin theJT trough,a detailed analysisofthecoupled

electron-phonon system isneeded.A crucialingredientin thisproblem isthe value

0 or� ofan electronicBerry phase[22,24,80,81,82] in thesem iclassic m otion:it

im posestheboundary condition on thesoft-m odepseudorotationaldynam icsin the

trough,thusselecting vibronic states ofa given parity exp(i) [22,75],not unlike

sim ilar vibronic contexts [83,84,85,86].This boundary condition determ ines the

leading correctionsto theadiabaticenergetics,oforder�h!=g2,reported in Table6.1

[72].

Them odelHam iltonian (6.2)isreadily extended toincludeallvibrationalm odes

ofrealC 60.Each m ode adds one harm onic term ofthe type (6.3) and a coupling

term ofthe type (6.4),characterized by an individualcoupling am plitude gk and

frequency !k.In the evaluation ofthe totalelectron-phonon coupling,one should

also includetwo A g vibronswhich also couplelinearly to theLUM O electrons,even

though they do notsplititsdegeneracy.Thisisa sim ple polaron problem ,which is

exactly solvable [87]and independentfrom the t1u 
 8Hg problem .The am ountof

A g-related electron-phonon energy is sim ply � n
2
g
2�h!=2,independentofthe total

spin S.

Com ing to the eight H g m odes,generally speaking,even within the harm onic-

phonon linear-coupling approxim ation,a realistic description ofthe dynam icalJT

state ofa C
n�

60 ion is a signi�cantly m ore com plicated a�air than the single-m ode

problem .Linearsuperposition ofin the coupling ofindividualH g m odesto a sam e

t1u orbitalisvalid only in the antiadiabatic perturbative regim e,butdoesnotseri-

ously apply to thecoupling range generally accepted forC 60:fora generalcoupling

strength,there is in fact no linear superposition.The JT splitting ofthe LUM O

increases with the cooperative action ofthe single m odes,so that even m oderate

coupling ofm any individualm odesbuildsup a ratherstrong totalcoupling.

For the detailed values ofthe electron-phonon couplings,severalestim ates are

available in the literature [33,35,36,70,88,89,90,91,92,93],som e of which

are reported in Table 6.2.The m ain observation here isthatindividualm ode cou-

plingsare indeed interm ediate to weak.However,a signi�cantspread in the values

ofdi�erentestim ates is due to the large sensitivity ofthe coupling to the individ-

ualphonon eigenvector,which di�erlargely in di�erentapproxim ations.M oreover,

the totalcoupling ofallcalculations is signi�cantly weaker than allexperim ental
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Table 6.2.D im ensionlesscouplingsgk fortheeightH g m odestotheLUM O ofC 60,

according to severaltheoreticaland experim entaldeterm inations.In the literature,

theelectron-phonon coupling areoften gauged in term softheweak-coupling super-

conductivity param eter�:therelation with theHam iltonian couplingstrengthsgk is

[88]:g
2
k =

6

5
�k=N (�F )=�h!k fortheH g m odes(whereN (�F )isthedensityofstatesper

C 60 attheFerm ienergy �F;onewould getg
2
k = 3�k=N (�F )=�h!k fortheA g m odes).

g
2
e� =

P

k
g
2
k m easures the total interaction strength, and w e� =

P

k
g
2
kw k=g

2
e�

provides and average phonon frequency to estim ate zero-pint e�ects.The last line

reportsthe total�=N (�F )from H g m odes,according to the di�erentestim ates.

H g �h!k Varm a Schl�uterAntropov FaulhaberM aniniRam an PES

m ode [33] [89] [88] [90] [91] [70] [92] [93]

k [m eV] gk { dim ensionless

1 34 0.326 0.533 0.326 0.188 0.421 1.300 0.821

2 54 0.149 0.394 0.365 0.471 0.494 0.666 0.941

3 88 0.117 0.234 0.202 0.117 0.350 0.202 0.421

4 96 0 0.296 0.194 0.354 0.224 0.194 0.474

5 136 0.230 0.094 0.163 0.133 0.188 0.094 0.325

6 155 0 0.152 0.249 0.124 0.152 0.088 0.197

7 177 0.480 0.297 0.368 0.319 0.319 0.165 0.339

8 195 0.260 0.235 0.368 0.235 0.293 0.136 0.376

totH g:

g
2
e�

P

k
g
2
k 0.493 0.756 0.677 0.586 0.840 2.285 2.363

�hw e� [m eV] 136 83 121 102 93 44 75

�=N (�F ) [m eV] 56 52 68 49 65 83 147

estim ates,such as those obtained by �tting the vibronic features of the photoe-

m ission spectrum ofC
�
60 [93].This is rather surprising in view ofthe fact that a

recent param eter-free calculation [94,95,96]found instead good accord with ob-

served vibronic structures in photoem ission data ofneutralC 60 [97,98],based on

HO M O couplingscom puted [70]with thesam e ab-initio techniquesasthoseforthe

LUM O reported in Table 6.2.Even though som e ideasare being pursued to under-

stand the theory-experim entdiscrepancy for the LUM O couplings[99],thisisstill

an unresolved issue.

Aspointed outby Bergom iand Jolicoeur[100],experim entson anionsin m atrix

m ay yield relevant inform ation to the vibronic e�ects.Near-infrared and optical

spectra ofC
n�
60 ionsin solution and frozen Arareavailable[45,101].A m ajort1u !

t1g opticaltransition near1 eV is presentfor allvalues ofn.Itis accom panied by

additionalvibronicshake-up structures,typically near350,750,1400and 1600cm
� 1
,

which involve the vibronic couplings of both the t1u LUM O and t1g LUM O + 1.

Also,a satisfactory vibronicassignem entofa recently observed gas-phase spectrum

[39]isnotyetavailable.The experim entalinform ation seem sinsu�cientasyetfor

any relevantcom parison with ourcalculations.W ell-de�ned vibrationalspectra are

instead available for chem isorbed C
n�
60 [49]and for A nC 60 alkalifullerides [54].In

thiscase,however,interaction oftheelectronic t1u levelwith surface statesorwith

other t1u states of neighboring balls turns the levelinto a broad band,and our

treatm entasitstandsisinvalid.Rapid electron hopping from a m oleculeto another

interferessubstantially with thedynam icalJT process,in a way which isnotknown
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in detail[76,102,103].Thespectra ofnegatively charged C 60 adsorbatesand solids,

in any case,do not presentany clear evidence ofvibronic splittings,butrather of

thegradualcontinuousshiftm ostlikely dueto a gradualoverallchangeofgeom etry,

also suggested by D FT-LDA calculations[37].

Thefullquantum -m echanicalproblem ofa threefold degenerate electronic state

linearly coupled toeight�vefold degenerateharm onicoscillatorsisconceptually sim -

plebutin practice,forarbitrary couplings,ratherhard to solveexactly.O n oneside,

itisstraightforward to com putetheHam iltonian m atrix elem entson a truncated os-

cillatorbasis.Also,thism atrix issparse,involvingnonzeroterm sonly between states

whose num bers ofvibrons di�er by exactly one.M oreover,the inclusion ofstates

with up to N vibrons,because oflineare-v coupling,im pliesdecay asexp(� N )of

com ponentswith N -vibron states,forlarge enough N .Forthisreason,a truncated

basissetincluding allstatesup to N
m ax

vibronsgivesa variationalestim ate ofthe

lowest eigenvalues,with good convergence with increasing N
m ax [22,25,95].The

structure ofthe problem m akes it especially suitable for a Lanczos algorithm .By

thisnum ericaltechnique,notonly theground-stateenergy butalso severallow-lying

excitationscan be com puted [104].

To get an estim ate ofthe accuracy ofthe adiabatic and antiadiabatic approxi-

m ationsapplied to C
�

60,the couplingsofRef.[70](see Table 6.2)can be plugged in

the strong and weak-coupling form ulas ofTable 6.1 and obtain the following esti-

m ates forthe ground-state energy:E
e� v

ad 1
= � 38 m eV,E

e� v

ad+ zp 1
= � 131 m eV,and

E
e� v

antiad 1
= � 97m eV.Theseestim atesshould becom pared totheexactground-state

energy lowering obtained by exact Lanczos diagonalization:E
e� v

exact 1 = � 76 m eV

[105].The betteraccuracy ofthe perturbative antiadiabatic estim ate is due to the

relatively sm all-to-interm ediate value ofthe total
P

k
g
2
k = 0:84 (Fig.6.3 indicates

thatthezero-pointcorrected adiabaticenergy E
e� v

ad+ zp 1
becom esfairly accurateonly

beyond
P

k
g
2
k � 1:5).Forn = 2 S = 0,and even for n = 1 ifthe larger couplings

from PES [93]are taken,the adiabatic estim ate com es in m uch better agreem ent,

especially aftera zero-pointsoftening correction isincluded [105,106].In e�ect,this

adiabatic-plus-zero-point-correction approxim ation should be quite generally appli-

cable to allstrongly coupled JT problem s.The relative di�erence ofthe classical

adiabatic energy from the exact energy shows the relative im portance ofphonon

quantum e�ects in C
n�
60 .So,while for n = 1 { a weaker coupling case { the exact

energy lies closer to the antiadiabatic expression,the exact result for n = 3 and

even m ore forn = 2 ism uch closerto theadiabatic (zero-pointcorrected)estim ate,

because in C
2�
60 and C

3�
60 JT coupling ise�ectively stronger(see Table 6.1).

Even with the uncertainties on the exact value ofthe couplings,fullerene ions

are generally taken as interm ediate- to strong-coupled JT system s,the relatively

strong coupling realized asthethecooperative e�ectofseveralm oderate individual

couplings.This fact is m ore general:any JT system with a large enough num ber

ofvibron m odesweakly-coupled to the sam e electronic levelbehavesas ifstrongly

coupled,since the contributionsto the splitting ofthe electronic m ultipletadd co-

operatively.In fact,forinterm ediatecoupling,theJT energy gainsoftheindividual

m odesdo notadd algebraically,asthey would in thelim iting perturbativeand adi-

abatic regim es.To further understand this,we m ay wish to see the splitting as if

e�ectively dueto thecoupling to a singlem ode.In thispicture,theaddition ofm ore

coupled m odese�ectively actslikean increase in g,thusa rightward shiftalong the

solid lineofFig.6.3.Sincethecurvatureisupward,thesum oftheindividualenergy
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Table 6.3.Perturbative(weak coupling,to orderg2)and sem iclassical(strong cou-

pling,to orderg
� 2
)electron-phonon pairenergiesforan H g m ode coupled coupled

to an averagen electronsin a t1u orbital,assum ing foralln a low-spin ground state.

The num erical pairing energies are com puted for the C
�
60 couplings of Ref. [70]

(see Table 6.2) in the anti-adiabatic approxim ation.The last colum n includes the

contribution �
P

g
2
k�h!k = � 93 m eV oftheAg m odes[107].Thestrong-coupling ex-

pressionsarerigorously valid only in thelim itwheretheintra-shellelectron-electron

repulsion can be totally neglected.

C
n�
60 U e� v

n =(�h!) U e� v
n =(�h!) U e� v

n [m eV] U e� v
n [m eV]

n antiadiab adiabatic [H g m odesonly] [A g and H g m odes]

[g ! 0] [g ! 1 ] (antiadiab)

1 � 5

2
g
2

� g
2
+ 1� 7

12
g
� 2

� 195 � 288

2 5g
2

2g
2
� 1

2
+ 13

24
g
� 2

390 297

3 � 5

2
g
2 � g

2 + 1� 7

12
g
� 2 � 195 � 288

gainsforeach m odecoupled separately isalwayslargerthan whatoneobtainsfrom

diagonalizing with allthe m odesincluded together.

In a solid-state context,electron hopping between m olecules willalterthispic-

ture as soon as it is large enough to disturb substantially the localJT physics.

However,as we willargue later on,the relevant hopping is not so m uch the bare

electron hopping,but rather the quasiparticle e�ective hopping,a quantity which

becom es m uch sm aller near a M ott transition.So long as thate�ective hopping is

sm allenough,the JT energeticsasdescribed above isexpected to hold even in the

solid state.Electronic correlation in a com pound where conduction occursthrough

electron hopping between C 60 ionic sitesis m ainly governed by the extra electron-

electron repulsion when the localcharge uctuatesaway from itsaverage �lling of

n electrons.The pair energy,orHubbard U ,de�ned by

Un = E n+ 1 + E n� 1 � 2En ; (6.5)

(where E n are the fully relaxed ground-state energiesofn electrons)m easurespre-

cisely thestrength ofthislocalcorrelation.Asweshallseein detailbelow (Sec.6.2.4),

Un islargely dom inated by the positive Coulom b electron-electron repulsion.How-

ever,also theJT electron-phonon energiesE
e� v
n ofTable6.1 show astrongnonlinear

n-dependence,and thusnecessarily also contributesto Un.

In the standard m any-body perturbation theory language,form ally U
e� v
n isthe

realpart ofthe two-electron vertex function at zero frequency,including electron-

phonon contributionsin the weak-coupling antiadiabatic lim it.The contribution of

a nondegenerateA g m ode U
e� v A g

n � � g
2
�h! < 0,independentofn and irrespective

ofspin S.Ifcoupling to A g m odesprevailed,theelectron-phonon pairenergy would

be negative,and thuselectronswould lowertheirenergy if,ratherthan keeping an

uniform occupancy n ofallsites,they separated into (n� 1)and (n+ 1)atdi�erent

m olecules,thuscreating a bipolaron,ora charge density wave.Even though charge

disproportionation has been claim ed to play som e role in K 3C 60 [108],in practice

thelarge valueoftheon-siteCoulom b repulsiveU parterulesthispossibility outin

the fullerides.

Assum ing a low-spin ground state for all n (we shall discuss the validity of

this assum ption in Sec.6.2.4),Table 6.1 provides allthe ingredients necessary to
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0 1 2 3

g
2

-2

-1

0

U
 [

h
ω

]

(small g)

n=3

Perturbation
theory

Semiclassical

Exact

(large g)

Fig.6.4. Exactsingle-m odeelectron-phonon pair-binding energy U
e� v

1 (solid line),

com pared toweak-couplingperturbation theory forg � 1(dotted)and sem iclassical

theory for g � 1 (dashed).U
e� v
n is sim ilar for n = 1;3;5 electrons.The coupling

strengthsg
2
forthe C 60 m odesare alllessthan � 1.(Adapted from Ref.[78].)

determ ineapproxim ateexpressionsfortheH g m odescontribution to U
e� v
n ,both in

theantiadiabaticlim itand in theadiabaticlim it(neglectingretardation com pletely).

These expressions are reported in Table 6.3.For odd n,U
e� v
n is negative,thus as

custom ary the electron-phonon coupling isattractive and favorspairing [109],thus

opposingCoulom b repulsion.Interestingly,foreven n = 2;4,U
e� v
n isinstead positive:

heretheelectron-phonon coupling oftheJT typere-enforcestheCoulom b repulsion

and contributes to suppress localuctuations away from the average num ber n of

electrons at each site.The sign change ofthe JT contribution to Un is due to the

nonparabolic dependenceoftheground-stateenergy on n,asreported in Table6.1.

Figure 6.4 showsa com parison oftheapproxim ateexpressionswith thepairenergy

obtained by exactdiagonalization forn = 3.Asforthe totalenergy,the exactpair

energy is bracketed between the antiadiabatic estim ate (overestim ating) and the

sem iclassicaladiabatic expression (underestim ating).

The couplingsofTable 6.2 can be plugged into the expressionsofTable 6.3,to

obtain an estim ate ofthe phonon contributionsto the pairenergy.In Table 6.3 we

use the (probably underestim ated)couplingsofRef.[70],and the antiadiabatic ap-

proxim ation (which insteadsoverestim atesUn),to obtain ourbestrealistic estim ate

ofthe phonon contribution to the pair energies.These values are relatively large,

and even though they com e a long way from reversing the m uch larger Coulom b

repulsion addressed in Sec.6.2.4 below,they represent a serious correction with

cannotbe neglected.
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6.2.4 Intram olecular C oulom b repulsion and H und’s rule exchange

W e com e now to the Coulom b electron-electron intra-m olecular energetics.As ap-

propriatetoan orbitally degeneratelevel,twodistinctCoulom b enter:the\Hubbard

U" term coupling to thetotalcharge in thedegenerate shell,and an intram olecular

exchange term .The �rst term is strictly related to the pair energy ofEq.(6.5):

basically m easuring the energy cost required to change electron occupancy ofn of

the m olecularsite.In a solid conductor,thisterm willoppose alllocaluctuations

away from the average occupancy.Exchange term s,ofsm allervalue,actinstead to

splitm ultipletsatany given �xed occupancy.They enforcein particularthe�rsttwo

Hund rules,lowering in energy the otherwise degenerate m ultipletstatesofhighest

spin and largestorbitalm om entum .

ThestructureoftheCoulom b Ham iltonian fora (t1u)
n
con�guration isform ally

the sam e as that for an atom ic p
n
in spherical sym m etry,and as such entirely

determ ined by two param etersonly,usually chosen asthecon�guration-averaged U

and a Hund-ruleintra-m olecularexchangeJ [72,110,111].Fora detailed sym m etry

analysisofthe structure ofthe Coulom b Ham iltonian Ĥ
e� e

,we referto Ref.[112].

TheCoulom b Ham iltonian isa 2-body electronicoperatorwhich can bewritten

as

Ĥ
e� e

=
1

2

X

�;� 0

X

m m 0

n n 0

w �;� 0(m ;m
0
;n;n

0
) ĉ

y
m � ĉ

y

m 0� 0
ĉn 0� 0ĉn�; (6.6)

where the Coulom b integrals

w �;� 0(m ;m
0
;n;n

0
)=

Z

d
3
r

Z

d
3
r
0
’
�
m �(r)’

�
m 0� 0(r

0
)u�;� 0(r;r

0
)’n�(r)’n 0� 0(r

0
)

(6.7)

are expressed on the basis of the single-particle LUM O wave functions ’m �(r),

associated to the ferm ion operators ĉ
y
m � introduced above.

These Coulom b integrals (6.7) can be evaluated directly for the sim ple kernel

u�;� 0(r;r
0
)= q

2
e=(4��0jr� r

0
j),with phenom enologicalm olecularorbitals[113].This

approach neglectsthescreening dueto theotherelectronswithin thesam efullerene

m olecule.D ue to that,it yieldsvery large exchange values,close to early Hartree-

Fock results [114],which generally overestim ate exchange due precisely to lack of

screening.W ith that in m ind,one can regard as substantially m ore realistic the

evaluation oftheinteraction Ham iltonian (6.6)obtained in Ref.[112]on thebasisof

D FT-LDA electronic structure calculations,which accountforthe fullpolarization

response ofthe totalcharge density.Since on the other hand LDA overestim ates

screening,the outcom e ofthis calculation represents in turn an underestim ate of

actualintram olecularexchange.

Like in the atom ic case, the sym m etry of the Coulom b interaction plus the

m olecularsym m etry oftheproblem allow usto expressalloftheCoulom b integrals

in (6.7) as functions of a sm allset ofphysicalparam eters.Indeed,the Coulom b

integralsare expressed asfollows

w(m ;m
0
;n;n

0
)=

X

�= A g ;H g

F
�

 
X

�

C
��
m n C

��

m 0n 0

!

(6.8)

in term sofa m inim alsetofindependentparam etersF
�
,de�ned as:
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F
�
=

1

j�j

X

�

Z

d
3
r

Z

d
3
r
0
�
�
� (r)u(r;r

0
)�

�
� (r

0
); (6.9)

with

�
�
� (r)=

X

m ;n

C
��
m n ’m (r)’n(r): (6.10)

The two param eters governing Ĥ
e� e

are related to the k = 0 and k = 2 Slater-

Condon integralsF
(k)

forp electronsin sphericalsym m etry [115].

W ith the decom position (6.8)in hand,itisconvenientto re-organize the inter-

action Ham iltonian (6.6)in term sofnum ber-conserving sym m etry-adapted ferm ion

operators:

Ĥ
e� e

=
1

2

X

�

F
�

 
X

�

ŵ
��

ŵ
��

!

�
1

6

�

F
A g � 5F

H g

�

n̂ (6.11)

where we de�ned the operators

ŵ
��

:=
X

�

X

m n

C
��
m n ĉ

y
m � ĉn� : (6.12)

Rather than the F
�
param eters,it is custom ary to use the param eters U =

F
A g =3� F

H g =3,and J = F
H g=2(thenotation K issom etim esused forthisquantity;

italso equalsF
(2)
=3 ofsphericalsym m etry [72,115]).W ith thisde�nition,observe

that

E
e� e ave

(n)= Trjn(Ĥ
e� e

)= U
n(n � 1)

2
; (6.13)

where Trjn isthe trace restricted to the n-electronsstates.U governstherefore the

parabolic dependence ofthe Coulom b energy averaged over allpossible m ultiplet

con�gurations on the totalnum ber ofelectrons n.It should be noted that U in-

volves average m ultiplet energies,not ground-state energies like the pair binding

energy ofEq.(6.5):thetwo quantitestherefore would only coincide in a hypotheti-

calsystem wherem ultipletswereunsplitby JT and exchangeterm s.W ith standard

m ultipletsplitting instead,thepair-energy de�nition,based on theground-stateen-

ergy,dependson n,which m akesitratherinconvenientto characterizetheCoulom b

repulsion in the t1u shellwith a single m icroscopicalparam eter.

The J param eter controls the m ultiplet exchange splittings,i.e.it im plem ents

Hund’srules.O necan labelallm ultipletstateswith an orbital\angularm om entum "

L (recallthat the t1u orbitals behave e�ectively as p orbitals),as in Table 6.4.In

fact,itispossibleto expresstheCoulom b energy ofallm ultipletswith theequation

E
e� e

(n;S;L)= U
n(n � 1)

2
� J

�

2S(S + 1)+
1

2
L(L + 1)+

1

2
n(n � 6)

�

; (6.14)

asa function ofn,S and L [112].These energiesare also reported in Table 6.4.

The Coulom b param eters were com puted by ab-initio density-functionalcal-

culations in Ref. [112].The value of the m olecular Hubbard U term of isolated

C 60 was determ ined U = 3:07 eV, in the sam e range as previous calculations

[110,116,117,118].This estim ate can be com pared to experim ent.The pair en-

ergy U1 = E 0 + E 2 � 2E1 = (E 0 � E1)� (E1 � E2)= E A (C 60)� EA (C
�

60),where

E A indicatesthe electron a�nity.These quantitiesare experim entally available for

m olecularC 60 [40]and C
�
60 [43,119]
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Table 6.4. Coulom b energies for the (t1u)
n or pn m ultiplets expressed in term s

ofthe two Coulom b param eters U and J.These m ultiplets are correct under the

assum ption thatelectron-phonon coupling can be totally neglected.The n = 4 and

n = 5 m ultiplethavethesam e J term sasn = 2 and n = 1,with thecenter-of-m ass

(U )term given by Eq.(6.13):6U and 10U respectively.

C
n�
60

(2S + 1)[L] (2S + 1)
� E

e� e(n;S;L)

1
2
P

2
t1u 0

2
1
S

1
ag U + 4J

2
1
D

1
hg U + J

2
3
P

3
t1g U � J

3
2
P

2
t1u 3U + 2J

3
2
D

2
hu 3U

3
4
S

4
au 3U � 3J

Table 6.5.Theenergy (in m eV)oftheloweststateoft
n
1u foreach n and S,including

the electron-electron and JT contributionsfrom Ĥ 0 + Ĥ e� v + Ĥ
e� e

(butexcluding

the [�n + U n(n � 1)=2]term ).Adiabatic approxim ation:the phonons are treated

in the adiabatic (strong-coupling) approxim ation,by fullrelaxation ofthe phonon

m odes to the optim alclassicalJT distortion for each n and S.Anti-adiabatic:the

electron-phonon behaves e�ectively as a negative J e� v = � 3

4

P

k
g
2
k�h!k [112]:the

com bined Hund and JT interaction yields levels split according to the pattern of

Table 6.4,with J replaced by J + J
e� v

.(From Ref.[112].)

n S adiabatic anti-adiabatic

2 0 � 92 � 100

1 � 71 � 25

3 1/2 � 85 � 50

3/2 � 97 + 75

E A (C 60)� EA
�

C
�

60

�

= 2:7eV � 0:17eV � 2:5eV : (6.15)

Thisvalue isslightly reduced from pure Coulom b by electron-phonon coupling and

orbitalrelaxation (see also Table 6.3).Ifwe neglectthese com paratively sm allcon-

tributions to the pair energy U1 � U :a range U ’ 2:5� 3 eV provides a realistic

estim ate ofthe actualU param eterofgas-phase C 60.

For the intra-orbitalexchange interaction,the calculation ofRef.[112]�nds a

value J = 32 m eV.Calculations where screening isignored orunderestim ated �nd

m uch larger values,e.g.J = 110 m eV (Hartree-Fock [114]) and J = 95 m eV (cal-

culation ofthe unscreened integrals in m odelorbitals [113]).An early calculation

including screening by the strongly polarizable C 60 m olecule found J = 25 m eV

[110].BecauseD FT tendsto overestim atescreening,D FT valuesofJ m ay besom e-

whatunderestim ated.W ebelievethattheactualCoulom b param etersofC 60 could

lie som ewhere in between the D FT couplingsassum ed here and the \bare" onesof

Ref.[113,120],butm ostlikely closertotheD FT ones,duetothelargepolarizability

ofC 60.An interm ediate value ofJ ’ 50 m eV isprobably realistic.
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It should be noted in this respect that suggestions advanced in earlier tim es

thatoverscreening could reverse altogether the sign ofthisfrozen-m olecule,purely

electronic exchange J [109,121,122]appearincorrect.Thisiscon�rm ed by recent

purely electronicquantum M onteCarlo calculations[123]�ndingaspin gap between

triplet (ground)and singlet (excited)states consistent with J ’ 54 m eV.W hat is

em erging as the correct picture is thatonly after inclusion ofnuclear m otion,and

speci�cally ofJT e�ectsthatarestrongly anti-exchange,thee�ective J m ay change

sign,from positivetonegative.Astheaboveresultsin factshow,theJT energeticsis

opposed to Hund’srule,and favorlow-spin statesagainstintra-m olecularexchange,

as evident from Table 6.1.The e�ects ofthe two interactions,electronic exchange

and JT,tend to cancel.In fact the antiadiabatic expressions of the JT energies

(Table 6.1 and Ref.[23]) are consistent with the structure given by Eq.(6.14),if

we replace J with a negative localexchange J
e� v

= � 3

4

P

k
g
2
k�h!k.Therefore when

the antiadiabatic approxim ation holds{ forexam ple when the JT coupling isweak

and the e�ective electron hopping is m uch sm aller than im portant H g vibration

frequencies { one can account sim ultaneously for both JT and Coulom b exchange

by replacing J with an e�ective Je� = J + J
e� v.The resulting energetics for C

n�
60

ionsissum m arized in Table 6.5.Likewise,an additionalterm J
e� v 1

3
n(6� n)m ust

beintroduced to accountfortheshiftofthecenterofm assand contributesU
e� v

=
2

3
J
e� v = � 1

2

P

k
g
2
k�h!k to the m ultipletcenter-m assCoulom b U .However,asU �

J,the cancellation ofU ism uch lesse�ective than for the exchange term ,and the

phonon’s contribution leaves a strongly repulsive totalU .W e should stress again

thatforgeneralcouplingsand generalelectron hoppingsthe electron-vibration and

electron-electron contributions do not add so sim ply,and m ust be treated in full

[124,125].Nevertheless these approxim ate results are quite usefulin providing a

basic insightin thiscom petition.

The balance between Hund’s rule exchange and JT is m uch less de�nite for

C
n+

60 ,where,according to calculations [105],overallCoulom b exchange m arginally

prevails,leading to regular Hund’s rule high-spin ground states.In that case,for

exam ple C
n+

60 should have a S = 1 ground state as an isolated ion,and m ight or

m ightnotretain high spin in solution [59]orin solid-statecom pounds[61,62,63,64],

depending on the environm ent.

Experim entsdo con�rm a substantialscreening ofJ.Consider�rstC
4�

60 ,present

in insulating A 4C 60 (A= K ,Rb).NM R [126,127,128]has identi�ed an im portant

singlet-triplet excitation around 100� 140 m eV.Taking this spin gap as represen-

tative ofthe
1
S!

3
P transition between the singletm olecularground state and the

lowesttripletstate(separated by5Je� accordingtoTable6.4),NM R dataareconsis-

tentwith a sm alle�ectivevalueofJe� ’ � 20� � 28 m eV.Thustheelectron-phonon

coupling counteractsvery e�ectively the Hund’srule exchange,and eventually pre-

vails,even ifm arginally,in these electron-doped fullerene com pounds.As we will

see below,thisisthe origin ofthe low-spin characterofthe M ottinsulating phases

(M ottJT insulators),and of(singlet,s-wave)superconductivity in fullerides.EPR

and NM R ofdiscrete saltsindicate thatalso C
3�

60 ionshavea low-spin ground state

[129,130].The case ofC
2�
60 is m ore intriguing.Here,it appears that the balance

between Coulom b e�ects,m atrix e�ects,and JT energies is m ore critical,and the

�nalground state can jum p between
3
P and

1
S,depending on m arginal e�ects.

Early reports suggested that when frozen in an organic glass,C
2�
60 is in a triplet

state [44],butthis evidence has been questioned [15].In discrete salts,the singlet

and triplet have been claim ed to coincide closely [131,132],whereas in solutions
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(a) (b)

Fig.6.5. (a)Band structureofK 6C 60.Energy isreferred tothet1u band m axim um .

Thesolid-statedensity ofstatesiscom pared to G aussian-broadened single-m olecule

levels.(From Ref.[139].) (b) Band structure ofK 3C 60.Energy is referred to the

Ferm ilevel.(From Ref.[1].)

the singlet appearsto be stabilized by about 70 m eV [15,133,134].Evidence ofa

10 m eV spin gap attributed to long-lived uctuating C
2�
60 in cubic CsC 60 suggests

alm ostcom plete com pensation,with m arginalprevalence ofthe singletstate [135].

O n the other hand,ferrom agnetism ofTDAE-C 60 [136]has been interpreted [137]

in term sofuctuating S = 1 localC
2�
60 sites.Structuralevidenceofa JT distortion

is relatively rare.W hen available it is not especially clear in showing twice larger

distortion in C
2�

60 [138]relative to C
�

60,which iswhatisexpected forlow spin.The

only indirect evidence ofa distortion in K 4C 60 is provided by the splitting ofthe

highestT1u vibrationalm ode dem onstrated in Ref.[7].

In sum m ary,experim entaland theoreticalevidenceagreesthat(i)in theenergy

com parison between di�erentnum beroccupanciesn (pairenergy U n)the repulsive

Coulom b energiesdom inate;(ii)in the energy com parison between di�erentm ulti-

plet(spin)statesat�xed occupancy n (exchangeterm J),theattractiveanti-Hund

JT energiestendsto prevailoverslightly weakercom peting Coulom b exchange,but

there are exceptionsand high spin m ay prevailin particularenvironm ents.

6.3 Strong correlation in solid alkalifullerides:general

Afterthislong prelim inary on the propertiesofm olecularionswe now com e to the

solid state com pounds,that constitute our m ain concern.The starting point for

the discussion oftheir electronic behavior is as always the standard electron band

structure.The band structure ofsolid alkalifullerideshasbeen com puted by m any

authors[1,3,139,140,141],generally based on D FT-LDA m ethods.Asillustrated

in Figs.6.5 and 6.6,the bandwidth W ofthe LUM O band isgenerally obtained in
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Fig. 6.6. LUM O band structure of NH 3 K 3C 60 (a),obtained by an D FT-LDA

calculation,com pared to that ofK 3C 60 (c).The corresponding densities ofstates

are given in panels(b)and (d).In panel(b)the density ofstatesofK 3C 60 (dashed

line) is re-drawn for direct com parison with that ofNH 3K 3C 60 (solid line).(From

Ref.[140].)

the 500 � 600 m eV region.D i�erences for di�erent lattice structures are ofcourse

present,aswellasa strong dependenceupon therelative rotationalordering ofthe

C 60 balls[142].In particular,sm allerbandwidthsareobtained in correspondenceof

largerlattice spacings,associated,e.g.,to largerintercalated cationssuch asCs
+
in

the place ofK + .The m ain observation isthatthe electron bandwidthsin the solid

are generally a fraction ofthe separation between neighboring m olecularlevels,the

latter giving rise to wellde�ned rigid bands.In particular,the threefold LUM O

band rem ains wellseparated from the LUM O + 1 and HO M O bands through the

Brillouin zone. The m etal-insulator transition in the C
n�

60 -based com pounds can

then be interpreted in term s ofthe localization ofthe electrons within the partly

�lled t1u LUM O band.Self-energy e�ectsarepredicted to increaseW by about30%

in theusually m oreaccurateG W approxim ation overthatcalculated by LDA [142].

A direct experim entaldeterm ination ofthe bands in solid C 60 com pounds is

com plicated by characteristic strong electron-phonon satellitesderived from the vi-

bronic couplings of Sec. 6.2.3, which tend to broaden and inuence all spectra.

Angle-resolved photoem ission, which could access direcly the band dispersion is

m ade additionally hard by the orientationaldisorderand the sm allsize ofthe Bril-

louin zone.A recent experim ent [143]accessed directly the dispersion in a K 3C 60
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Fig.6.7. D M FT zero-tem peraturephasediagram forthetwo-band Hubbard m odel

asafunction of�llingand oftheratioU=W ofthelocalCoulom b repulsion tothehalf

width.In thiscalculation m olecularCoulom b exchangeJ = 0,and thepossibilitiesof

m agnetism and/orcharge orderare ignored.The T = 0 M otttransitionsatinteger

�lling are located between the pairs of�nite-tem perature estim ates indicated by

squaresand diam onds.(Adapted from Ref.[152].)

m onolayer, obtaining an estim ate W � 250 m eV,signi�cantly sm aller than the

D FT-LDA bandwidth ofthe m onolayer.Newer experim ents on K 3C 60 m ultilayers

�nd an even sm aller W � 150 m eV,aboutone third ofthe D FT bandwidth [144].

Thesesm allvaluesdonotdeny theD FT estim atesbutm ostlikely representa quasi-

particle e�ective dispersion,whose m agnitude relative to the bare band dispersion

is strongly a�ected,and nontrivially reduced by correlations.It should be noted

that,even ifthere isso farno accurate prediction forthe fullk-dependentspectral

function,this kind ofobserved electron dispersion is not to be identi�ed with the

sim ple quasiparticle bandwidth zW either.The e�ective observed bandwidth prob-

ably correspondsto theinterm ediateenergy scalediscussed in recentD M FT studies

ofa sim pli�ed m odel,whereitisdesignated asT+ [145,146,147].Indeed,thesam e

angle-resolved photoem ission m easurem entcarried outon K 6C 60,wherecorrelations

play no role,�nd [144]a band dispersion in very good quantitativeagreem entwith

the D FT calculation ofFig.6.5 (W ’ 0:6 eV)[139].

In the light ofthe discussion ofSec.6.2.4,it is clear that the largest energy

scale offorthe LUM O -band electronsin the fulleridesisthe Coulom b repulsion U .

It rem ains the largest energy scale,even with the extra screening characteristic of

the solid state,which appearsto reduce the m olecularU from about2:5� 3 eV to

a sm aller 0:9 � 1:6 eV [116,148,149,150,151].The sm allest value in this range

is probably closer to the correct bulk estim ate in the m etallic doped m aterials,

while the upper value better characterizes insulating states and the m olecules at

the surface,where screening m ay be lesse�ective due to reduced coordination [16,

116].The ratio ofthe localCoulom b repulsion to the bandwidth can therefore be

estim ated in therange1:5 � U=W � 3fortypicalLUM O -band electronsin standard

fullerides.

A localCoulom b repulsion largerthan thebandwidth isthesignature ofstrong

electron correlation in a solid.Situations ofthis kind are conventionally described
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Fig. 6.8. The criticalUc=W as a function oforbitaldegeneracy d at half�lling

n = d.For d = 1 band U
1� band
c � 1:46W .In these D M FT calculations the local

Coulom b exchange isneglected (J = 0).The possibility ofm agnetic and/orcharge

and/orsuperconductive orderisalso ignored.(Adapted from Ref.[154].)

in the language ofHubbard m odels.The single-band half-�lled 3D Hubbard m odel

isbelieved to undergo a m etal-insulatortransition ofthe M otttype,assoon asthe

ratio U=W exceedssom ecriticalUc=W oforderunity [153].Theconventionalsm all-

U m etaltransform s to a large-U M ott-insulator where electronsrem ain essentially

frozen,one at each site,so that the occurrence ofzero and double occupancies is

strongly even ifnot totally suppressed.The residuale�ect ofintersite hopping is

to induce a generally antiferrom agnetic correlation between the spins of electron

atneighboring sites.Away from half�lling the m odelhasa m etallic (and possibly

superconducting)ground state even forlarge U=W .

Thesingle-band Hubbard m odel,however,can hardlybeapplied tothefullerides,

where there are d = 3 relevantbands,derived from the three degenerate m olecular

LUM O orbitals.Therough physicsofthem ulti-band Hubbard m odelissum m arized

in the phase diagram of Fig.6.7,for the sim pler case of only d = 2 bands.At

integer-�lling,lines ofstrongly correlated M ott insulators extending above U c=W

aresurrounded by them etallicphaseencom passing allnoninteger�llings.Thesam e

qualitative picture should hold for d = 3,where m etal-insulator transitions should

occurforstoichiom etric phases,in particularn = 3 (asin K 3C 60)and n = 4 (asin

K 4C 60).

Recently,the m etal-insulator transition has been attacked theoretically within

thedynam icalm ean �eld theory (D M FT)[155].Thism ethod,which becom esexact

in the lim it oflarge space dim ensions,has provided quantitative estim ates ofthe

Uc=W undervariousconditions.The linesofFig.6.7 are constructed based on the

D M FT [152],assum ing a \pure" M otttransition,with no com plicationsinduced by

possiblespin or/and chargeorderin theinsulatingphase.The\param agnetic"M ott-

Hubbard transition occurs at di�erentcriticalU for di�erentorbitaldegeneracy d

(num berofbands) and �llings n.Earlier work showed thatthe M ott transition in

orbitally d-degenerate lattice m odels takes place at larger values Uc=W for larger

degeneracy d,roughly proportionally to
p
d [156,154,157],asillustrated in Fig.6.8.

Speci�cally,the M ott transition in the half-�lled one-band m odel(d = 1,n = 1)

hasbeen calculated atU
1� band
c =W � 1:3 in a previousD M FT study based on the

the quantum M onte Carlo m ethod at the relatively low tem perature T = W =32

[158].A m oreaccurateT = 0 estim ateofU
1� band
c =W � 1:46 isprovided by iterated

perturbation theory [155].The transition wasfound atU
2� band
c =W � 1:5 ford = 2,

n= 1 [152],and U
2� band
c =W � 1:8 ford = 2,n= 2 [152,154],with thesam e m ethod,
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and at the sam e tem perature.T = 0 Lanczos diagonalization D M FT calculations

push these valuesslightly up,with the n= 1 value close to U
2� band
c =W � 1:8 [140].

Ford = 3,n= 3,thetransition waslocated closetoU
3� band
c =W � 2:3 [154],although

ata slightly highertem perature.The�nitetem peratureappearsto a�ectsom ewhat

the num ericalvalues:the zero-tem perature D M FT calculations based on Lanczos

diagonalization provide slightly larger values [159], but con�rm that U
3� band
c >

U
2� band
c > U

1� band
c [140].

These valuesofUc=W are signi�cantly reduced when m ore realistic D M FT cal-

culationsallow forintra-sitecouplingsand theensuing m agnetically/chargeordered

phases,and when any kind oflocalexchangeterm isincluded to break thelocalm ul-

tipletdegeneracy.Therefore one cannotcom pare directly the valuesofUc=W from

param agneticD M FT calculationsofthem ulti-band Hubbard m odelwith them etal-

insulatortransition in theactualcom pound,whereitisa�ected by thedetailed band

structure,nesting,JT electron-vibration interaction and intra-site exchange.M ost

ofthese e�ectstend to lowerU c.

In fact,the range 1:5 � U=W � 3 typicalofthe alkalifullerides should put

allthesem aterialsabovethem etal-insulatortransition:allinteger-�lled com pounds

should then be insulators.In practice,the alkalifullerides lie experim entally close

to the M ott transition,on both sides.D i�erent com pounds exibit a variety ofbe-

havior,including unconventionalm etalslike cubic CsC 60 [135],superconductorsof

theA 3C 60 fam ily (A= K ,Rb,Cs)[13,151]including also NH 3Na2CsC 60 [160],a fer-

rom agnet{ TDAE-C 60 [50,51,136,137,161,162],and M ottinsulators.Am ong the

latter we can place A 4C 60 [4],possibly Na2C 60 [163],(NH 3)6Li3C 60 [12],and the

fullclassofcom poundsNH 3 K 3C 60,NH 3 K 2RbC 60,NH 3 K Rb2C 60,and NH 3 Rb3C 60

[6,8,9].The factthatthe n = 2;4 com poundsare insulatorsisnotexpecially sur-

prising in view ofthe increase in repulsive pairenergy due to electron-phonon con-

tribution (Sec.6.2.3),and the probably sm allerU
3� band
c (n = 2)< U

3� band
c (n = 3).

Altogether,thisscenario indicatesa reduction ofU in solid fullerides,and a lowering

ofUc relative to itsbare theoreticalvalue ofFigs.6.7 and 6.8.

M agneticsusceptibilitydata[12,164]in particularplacethem etallic/superconducting

C
3�

60 com pounds close to the m etal-insulator transition. Indeed,in the Hubbard

m odel,thestrongly-correlated m etallicstatenearUc isexpected to show an anom a-

lously large uniform m agnetic susceptibility � com pared to the free-electron value

�
2
B N (�F )(whereN (�F )isthedensity ofstatesperC 60 attheFerm ienergy �F )[155].

The m agnetic susceptibility isobserved to increase rapidly with the lattice spacing

in theC
3�

60 fullerides[12,164].W hen m oving closerto them etal-insulatortransition,

the observed increase cannotbe interpreted purely in term sofband narrowing and

a related increase in thedensity ofstatesattheFerm ilevelN (�F ).Thediscrepancy

between thisincrease due to bare band narrowing and observation ishuge,and can

only by explained by strong correlations.

Further,if less direct,evidence of the strong electronic correlation in K 3C 60

is provided by the electron spectralfunction at E F which can be assim ilated to

a narrow,dispersionlessK ondo-like resonance by photoem ission data [165].O n the

otherhand,photoem ission ison onehand strongly a�ected by vibrationale�ectsand

also possibly m ore sensitiveto surface m olecules[166],wherecorrelation isstronger

due to a less screened Hubbard U ,thus caution is required before photoem ission

data should be taken as representative of bulk K 3C 60 as m agnetic susceptibility

data can.
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Fig.6.9. Schem atic electronic phase diagram ofC
3�

60 com pounds,showing theap-

proxim ate location ofthe m etal(superconductor)-insulator phase boundary.The

open sym bols are literature values of Tc for a variety of superconducting ful-

lerides,while the solid sym bols m ark TN (am bient pressure) and Tc (> 1 G Pa)

ofND 3 K 3C 60.Thisexpanded trivalentfulleride isonly m etallic and superconduct-

ing underpressure,and reverts to an antiferrom agnetic insulator at zero pressure,

in strong analogy with the cuprates (exchanging pressure with doping).M oreover,

the C
3�

60 is in a S = 1=2,low-spin state,and not in S = 3=2 high-spin state.This

indicates an e�ective inversion ofthe e�ective Hund’s rule J,supporting the con-

clusion thatND 3 K 3C 60 and related com poundsare M ott-JT insulators.(Adapted

from Ref.[167].)

In theam m oniated com pounds,insertion ofthe electronically inertNH 3 m olec-

ulesexpandstheC 60 lattice,turning thecubic,m etallic,and superconducting state

of K 3C 60 into an orthorhom bic narrow-gap S = 1=2 antiferrom agnetic insulator

[6,8,168].Upon application ofpressure to NH 3 K 3C 60,the M ott insulating state

reverts to a fully m etallic and superconducting { while stillorthorhom bic { phase

[169,170].A sim ilar pressure-induced reversion from insulator to m etalhas been

observed in tetragonalRb4C 60 [126]:theseexperim entsruleoutthepossibility that

m etallic states ofthe fullerides should entirely be attributed to nonstochiom etry.

These transitions in the alkalifullerides are rare exam ples of experim entally ac-

cessible M ott transitions.W e will take that of NH 3 K 3C 60 as a paradigm where

severaloftheconceptsillustrated aboveem erge m ostclearly.Itwassuggested [167]

that the increase in volum e per C 60 m olecule relative to K 3C 60,with its probable

slightdecreaseofelectronice�ectivebandwidth W ,should drivetheM otttransition

(Fig.6.9).

W hiletheaboveiscertainly relevant,in addition tothesim plechangein volum e,

thusofW ,aroleofthecrystal-structureanisotropy in thispressure-driven transition

from the insulatorto the m etaland superconductorhasbeen proposed [8].Crystal

anisotropy a�ects hopping between neighboring fullerene balls,m aking it di�erent

for pairs ofm olecules at di�erentdistances,along di�erentcrystaldirections,thus

a�ecting theband structure.Thee�ectofanisotropy ism ostclearly seen in thethe
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band splitting at� ,illustrated in Fig.6.6.A strong enough \crystal-�eld" splitting

of the threefold degenerate t1u m olecular orbitalof C 60 caused by orthorhom bic

lattice anisotropy could rem ove one or severalbands away from the Ferm ilevel,

e�ectively reducing the orbitaldegeneracy d,and shifting the M ott transition to

a sm aller criticalvalue Uc=W .Exploring this concept,the basic question is how

large a splitting is required to prom ote the e�ective reduction ofdegeneracy.In a

non-interacting system ,thatreduction would clearly require a splitting m agnitude

at least sim ilar to the electron bandwidth W .In a strongly-interacting system ,it

is im portant to understand whether the e�ective degeneracy lifting,and the asso-

ciated substantialdisplacem entofthe m etal-insulatortransition,willagain require

anisotropic splittingsaslarge asthebandwidth,orelse ifsom e sm allerenergy scale

willem erge in itsplace.

In the �nalsections in this chapter we willadddress this issue within D M FT,

by studying the e�ects ofa band splitting on the M ott transition ofan orbitally

degenerate, strongly correlated m etal. The theory for the distorted am m oniated

com poundsunderscoresthe centralrole ofa new low-energy scale characteristic of

strongly correlated itinerantelectronscloseto theM otttransition:thewidth zW of

theK ondo peak.W ewillargueabouttheim portanceofthisconceptin thecontext

ofboth C
3�

60 and C
4�

60 fullerides,and ofstrongly correlated m aterialsin general.

6.4 Strong correlations in fullerides:theoreticalm odels

M odelsofalkalifulleridesshould beabletodescribem etals,M ottinsulators,and su-

perconductors.Thelargestenergy param eterbeing theintra-m olecularrepulsion U ,

with theelectron hopping only second,ab initio approachesare notyetin adequate

shape to m eetthischallenge atthe presentdate.

Early work attem pted to interpret the superconductivity of the fullerides in

term sofM igdal-Eliashberg theory [22,23,88,89,171,172,173,174,175,90].The

necessity to introduce a com parably large value ofthe pseudopotential�� � 0:4

already suggests that electronic correlations are exceedingly im portant.The large

zero-point vibrationalenergy 1

2
�h! associated to the vibrationally-derived optical

m odes ofthese solids also suggests a breakdown ofM igdal’s approxim ation,and

thatvertex corrections and othernonadiabatic e�ectscould play a relevantrole in

thefullerides[176,177,178,179,180,181].However,thiskind oftheory startsfrom

freeelectronsin a regularband m etals,hard to acceptforthefullerideswhoselarge

value ofU putsthem close to (ifnotbeyond)the M ott-Hubbard transition.Asan-

ticipated above,fora satisfactory description ofthelargelocalCoulom b correlation

and oftheband physicson thesam efooting,a m ulti-band Hubbard m odel,possibly

including the JT phonons,and described within the D M FT [155]or som e of its

severalevolutions[182,183,184]iscertainly a m ore naturalchoice.

The sim plestd-band Hubbard m odeliswritten as

Ĥ = Ĥ hop + Ĥ
e� e

: (6.16)

Hereweassum epurely diagonalhoppingsbetween orbitalsatnearestneighborsites

iand j:

Ĥ hop = � t
X

hi;ji;�

dX

m = 1

�

ĉ
y

im � ĉjm � + H :c:

�

+
X

im

�m n̂im ; (6.17)
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with d bands of the sam e width W ,the anisotropic sym m etry lowering entirely

em bodied in a localdiagonalterm splitting theon-siteorbitalenergy �m .O fcourse,

these sim plifying assum ption are not strictly applicable to the fullerides,where a

m orecom plicated 3� 3 m atrix ofoverlapsforthet1u LUM O orbitalsatneighboring

sites (possibly including m erohedraldisorder) should be (and has been) em ployed

[16,185].The essence of the M ott transition in the fullerides should m ost likely

not be a�ected qualitatively by the details ofthe hoppings,but the quantitative

previsions ofa m odelignoring the correct tight-binding hopping m atrix,including

e�ectsoforientationalorderorm erohedraldisorder,should notbetaken tooliterally.

The Coulom b part Ĥ
e� e

=
P

i
Ĥ e� ei,with the localterm de�ned in Eq.(6.11)

ford = 3.Anotherequivalentform ulation forthe localterm goesasfollows:

Ĥ
e� e

i = (U + J)
X

m

n̂im " n̂im # + (U � J)
X

m < m 0 �

n̂im � n̂im 0� (6.18)

+ U
X

m 6= m 0

n̂im " n̂im 0# + J
X

m 6= m 0

ĉ
y

im 0"
ĉ
y

im #
ĉim 0#ĉim " ;

with the advantage thatitappliesequally wellforany degeneracy d = 1;2;3 [154].

The on-site electron-vibration couplings Eq.(6.4) and the ensuing JT e�ect,

are quite im portant for m any aspects,including superconductivity and resistivity

[16,23,151,186],asdiscussed in Sec.6.4.4 below.W hileweincluded itin thesingle-

ion m odelofEq.(6.16),the initialsim pli�cation ofneglecting the JT coupling in

thesolid isusefulfora sim ple approach to thebasic physicsoftheM otttransition.

6.4.1 T he bare d = 2 m odelw ith anisotropy

For an initialstudy ofthe anisotropy e�ect on the M ott transition,one can start

with the sim plest orbitally degenerate Hubbard m odel,nam ely d = 2 bands,zero

JT coupling,zero Hund’s rule exchange.For the anisotropy term we can assum e,

without loss of generality, �2 = � �1 = �=2. W e choose to study �lling n = 1

electron/site:thischoice ism otivated by the observation thatford = 2,half�lling

n = d = 2 would yield a trivialphase diagram ,notcom parable to the realistic case

n = d = 3.W e study this m odelat zero tem perature,where the M ott transition

appearsm ostclearly,asa function of�=W and U=W .

In the U = 0 lim it,the splitting � > 0 sim ply shifts band 2 upwards with

respect to band 1,prom oting electron transfer from the upper to the lower band.

Above a criticalvalue � = � c,the upperband willbe em ptied.Forexam ple,with

two sym m etric bands,above � c=W = 0:5 the upperband isem ptied and thelower

band rem ainshalf�lled.AtU = 0,thetransition between the\two-band m etal" and

\one-band m etal" iscontinuous.Becausethetopology oftheFerm isurfacechanges,

this transition is accom panied by a weak zero-tem perature singularity ofthe total

energy �rst described by Lifshitz [187].W hen the electron-electron interaction U

isturned on,one expectsthe em ptying ofthe upperband to take place atsm aller

values of� c,owing to the e�ective band narrowing.Perturbatively in U one can

show thatatweak coupling

� c(U )= � c(0)�  U + O (U
2
); (6.19)

wherethevalueofthecoe�cient > 0 dependson detailsofthebands.In addition,

electron-electron interactionsm ightm odify thenatureofthem etal-m etaltransition
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singularity relativetothenoninteractingcase[188],apointwhich wewillnotfurther

addresshere.

The � = 0 and � ! 1 lim its reduce then,respectively,to the (quarter-�lled)

two-band and (half-�lled) single-band Hubbard m odels,both possessing a m etal-

insulator transition as a function ofU [152,158,159,189].W e are not interested

here in the weak-coupling antiferrom agnetic instability ofthe ensuing large-� half-

�lled band,associated with thepossiblepresenceorabsenceofnesting characteristic

ofa speci�c assum ed intersite hopping schem e.Consistently with ourneglectofall

intrasite m ultiplet interactions, we also ignore for the m om ent the possibility of

charge ordered and/or superconducting phases. In particular, we leave the local

exchange term out(J = 0),with the proviso thatthisterm willlaterbe crucialin

ordertounderstand theordered phaseswhich enrich thephasediagram ofthem odel

[146,186,190,191].W e assum e a genuine M otttransition forthe half-�lled single-

band m odelto occurata �nite U 1� band
c > 0 (for� ! 1 )and U

2� band
c > U

1� band
c

(for� = 0).

The lim it ofstrong interaction,U � W ,is insulating for any value of�.This

lim itcan be studied by m apping them odel(6.16)onto a spin and orbitalexchange

Ham iltonian which reads[137]

H exch = Jt

X

hi;ji

(Si� Sj + Ti � Tj + 4 Si� Sj Ti� Tj)� �
X

i

T
z
i ; (6.20)

where the true spin operatorisSj =
1

2

P

m � �0
c
y

jm � �� �0 cjm �0 and the pseudospin-

1/2 vector operators Tj =
1

2

P

m m 0�
c
y

jm � �m m 0 cjm 0� represent the orbitaldegrees

offreedom ,� being the vector ofPaulim atrices,and Jt = 2t
2
=U .For � = 0 this

m odelhasbeen studied both in one[192]and two dim ensions[193],with suggestions

that interesting spin-liquid physics could be realized.For our purposes,it su�ces

to note that this m odelhas no ferro-orbitalinstability,and has therefore a �nite

q = 0 orbitalsusceptibility.Asa consequence ittakesa nonzero value of� to fully

orbitally polarize the ground state.D ue to the absence ofcross-band term s in the

kineticenergy,com pleteorbitalpolarization occursata �nite� c / Jt = 2t
2
=U .For

� � � c the ground state is thusrepresented by a one-band M ott insulator plusa

totally em pty split-o� band.

Forthespeci�ccaseweareinterested in (n = 1 electron in a two-fold degenerate

band)no orbitalordering ispresentatweak coupling.O n the otherhand,the pos-

sibility ofantiferro-orbitaland/or spin ordering within the M ott insulating phase,

and ofspin-orbitaldensity wavesin theinterm ediateU regim e,dependscrucially on

thedetailsofthevarioushopping m atrix elem entsand oflatticecoordination.These

are leftoutofthe in�nite-dim ensionallattice assum ed in the calculationsto be de-

scribed in thefollowing section.Therefore,within thestandard schem eofsingle-site

D M FT calculations,wecan study thephasediagram ofthism odelrestricted to spin

and orbitalparam agnetic states.

Figure6.10 isasketch ofthezero-tem peraturephasediagram ofthed = 2m odel

in Eq.(6.16)asa function of(U;�)forn = 1 electron persite.The transitionsat

� = 0 and � = 1 are located at the values ofU=W ’ 1:8 and 1:5 as discussed

in Sec. 6.3. The descending AB line in Fig. 6.10, representing Uc as a function

of� separating m etals from M ott insulators,indicating that U
2� band
c > U

1� band
c .

The D M ’line separates the fully orbitally polarized M ott insulator (on the right)

from the two-band insulator,roughly as Uc � �
� 1

for sm all�.Sim ilarly,the CM



28 Nicola M aniniand Erio Tosatti

0 0.2 0.4 0.6
∆/W

0

1

2

U
/W

2−band metal

1−band metal

1−band insulator

2−band insulator

A

M’
M

D

B

C

Fig.6.10. Q ualitativezero-tem peraturephasediagram forthetwo-band Hubbard

m odelat quarter �lling (one electron per site) in the U -� plane,where � is the

anisotropy splitting ofthe two orbitals.The variousphasesand linesare described

in the text.The m ulticriticalpoints M and M ’are not necessarily distinct.(From

Ref.[140].)

line separatesthe fully orbitally polarized m etalfrom the two-band m etal:itstarts

from pointC with a linearslope� 
� 1
,according to Eq.(6.19).In theregion offull

orbitalpolarization thevalueof� isirrelevant,and thisisthereason why theM ott-

transition line M B is horizontal.As� increases,for U < U
1� band
c the upper-band

em ptyingtransition takesthetwo-band m etalacrosstheCM lineoverto a one-band

m etal,whileforU > U
1� band
c itleadsacrosstheAM lineto a M ottinsulating state.

Thesteeply dropping AM lineisthem ain outcom eofthecalculation,showing that

the two-band M otttransition isheavily a�ected already atsm all� � W ,and not

at � � W ,as one m ight have expected.As the D M FT calculations below show,

the e�ective em ptying transition occurswhen � increasesto reach � c(U )/ zW /

(U
2� band
c � U ).

Furtherquantitative inform ations concerning thisphase diagram (in particular

in the region ofinterm ediate U � W and � < W ) were obtained [140]by m eans

ofD M FT in the exact diagonalization avor [155,159]on the Bethe lattice.The

resultsofthe D M FT calculationsare sum m arized in Fig.6.11.The D M FT critical

U
1� band
c ’ 1:35W and U

2� band
c ’ 1:8W are in fair agreem ent with corresponding

valuesobtained by otherm ethods[152,158,159,189].Theotherpointsin thephase

diagram are obtained by following the stability ofthe two-band m etalfor a given

valueofU and increasing �,m arking theem ptyingtransition totheone-band m etal

orto the insulator.

A de�ciency ofthissingle-site D M FT calculation { which isrestricted asusual

toparam agneticstatesonly {istheabsenceofatwo-band insulating statefor� > 0

(i.e.theM ’pointcoincideswith A).In fact,thesuppression ofthe antiferro orbital
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Fig. 6.11. D M FT zero-tem perature phase diagram for the two-band Hubbard

m odelatquarter�lling(oneelectron persite),obtained by theexactdiagonalization

m ethod in the param agnetic sector.(From Ref.[140].)

uctuations em bodied in the exchange m odel(6.20) produces a �ctitious in�nite

uniform orbitalsusceptibility which leads to fullorbitalpolarization as soon as �

isturned on [155].D espitethislim itation,theresultsoftheD M FT calculationsare

suggestive,revealingtheannounced sharp reduction ofthem etal-insulatorUc(�)for

sm allbut�nite�.Indeed,theD M FT yieldsa � c(U )which isroughly proportional

to the quasiparticle residue z(U ) ofthe undistorted (� = 0) correlated m etalat

U < U
2� band
c ,

� c(U )

W
/ �z(U ); (6.21)

with a proportionality constant� ’ 0:3.Sincez(U )vanishesasU ! U
2� band
c ,m ost

likely linearly in (U
2� band
c � U )[155],even a sm all� � W issu�cientto cause a

m etal-insulator transition in the strongly correlated m etal.For exam ple,following

the bold arrow atU = 1:5W in Fig.6.11,a � valueassm allas0:08W issu�cient

to crossthe transition line from the m etalto insulator.

Illustrating further the transition,Fig.6.12 shows the behavior ofthe spectral

density

A m (!)= � �
� 1

Im G m (!);

G m (!) being the one-particle G reen’s function of band m ,on both sides of the

m etal-insulatortransition.Theasym m etry oftheupper-band spectraldensity A 2(!)

(solid lines)isvery pronounced,asthisband isnearly (�=W = 0:07)orcom pletely

(�=W = 0:08) em pty.As soon as the K ondo-like peaks of the two bands di�er

enough in energy to inducetheem ptying ofband 2,thelower-band spectraldensity

A 1(!)takesthesym m etricshape,characteristicofthehalf-�lled one-band Hubbard

m odel. Here the quasiparticle peak disappears com pletely,as this value of U >

U
1� band
c putsthe Hubbard m odelofband 1 wellinside the insulating regim e.
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Fig. 6.12. Spectraldensity A m (!) = � �
� 1
Im G m (!) at U=W = 1:5 across the

M ott-Hubbard transition forincreasing anisotropy splitting �.! isreferred to the

Ferm ienergy.Solid linesreferto them inority orbitalm = 2.The m ulti-peak struc-

tures ofthe high-energy side bands are artifacts ofthe �nite discretization ofthe

conduction band.(From Ref.[140].)

6.4.2 N oncubic band splitting and correlations in N H 3 K 3C 60

The above d = 2 m odelcalculationsshow thata sm allsplitting � / zW ofthe or-

bitally degenerateband can drivethem etal-insulatortransition.W ewish to explore

the im plications that this result { ifassum ed to be m ore generalthan the sim ple

m odelwhereitwasderived { can haveon them etal-insulatortransition which takes

place between isoelectronic K 3C 60 and NH 3 K 3C 60 (the form er cubic and the lat-

terorthorhom bic)and on the insulator-m etaltransition ofNH 3 K 3C 60 itselfunder

pressure.

Thee�ectofam m oniation isapparently twofold.The�rste�ectisalargevolum e

expansion,im plying som eband narrowing aswellasan increaseofU dueto reduced

screening. The second e�ect is a breaking of cubic sym m etry in the anisotropic

lattice structure. The actual strength of anisotropy in the am m oniated fulleride

m ay be estim ated quantitatively from the D FT-LDA bandsofFig.6.6.They were

obtained in a sim pli�ed geom etry with a single C 60 unit cellwith lattice constant

a = 14:2 �A forfccK 3C 60,and a = 14:89 �A forNH 3 K 3C 60 thelatterwith a centered

tetragonalunit cellwith c=a = 0:91, neglecting the exceedingly sm alldi�erence

between a and b.M erohedraldisorder and the rich antiferro-rotationalstructure

recently discovered in actualNH 3 K 3C 60 [194]are also ignored.The bandsindicate

that the insertion ofthe NH 3 m olecules m odi�es only weakly the essentially pure

K 3C 60 LUM O conduction band,asexpected.In particular,asapparentfrom Fig.6.6,

the D FT-LDA bandwidths ofNH 3 K 3C 60 and K 3C 60 are very sim ilar,both W �

0:6 eV.Them ain di�erencein thetwo band structuresisa splitting ofthethreefold-

degenerate t1u band ofK 3C 60 atthe � pointofNH 3 K 3C 60.The � -pointsplitting,
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Fig.6.13. Sim pli�ed geom etry ofNH 3 K 3C 60 (top)and K 3C 60 (bottom )used in the

D FT-LDA calculation.O ctahedralK atom sareindicated in black,whiletetrahedral

ones are in gray.Allvisible atom s ofthe centralunitcellare shown together with

som eatom sin theneighborunitcells.In NH 3 K 3C 60 thec-axisisin thez direction.

(From Ref.[140].)

roughly corresponding to a dim ensionless ratio �=W � 0:25,provides a m easure

ofthe strength ofthe non-cubic crystalline environm entseen by the t1u orbitalon

each fullerenem oleculein theorthorhom bicstructureofNH 3K 3C 60.Itsm agnitudeis

roughly a quarter(0:2� 0:3)ofthetotalbandwidth;thisrepresentsthem ain result

ofthis D FT calculation.Now ifthis com pound were an uncorrelated m etal,this

splitting would have no realconsequences,besides a change ofshape ofthe Ferm i

surface.The consequencescan be m uch m ore im portantdueto strong correlations,

asanticipated above.

In fact,as discussed above,the fullerides lie on the m etallic side ofthe M ott

transition in the half-�lled d = 3 band cubic system .Upon am m oniation ofK 3C 60

into orthorhom bic NH 3 K 3C 60,the volum e expansion will�rstofallincrease U=W ,

while the anisotropy willgive rise to a nonzero �,corresponding to a displacem ent

asindicated by a rightward arrow in Fig.6.11.Inspection ofFig.6.11 showsthat,if

U iscloseenough to Uc,even a band splitting � substantially sm allerthan whatwe

haveestim ated forNH 3 K 3C 60 could su�ceto drivethatm etalinsulatortransition,

even without any appreciable change in U=W .Conductivity m easurem ents [195]

on the class ofcom pounds NH 3 K 3� xRbxC 60 supports the possibility that the or-

thorhom bicdistortion could bean im portantingredientdriving theM otttransition

in these system s.An interesting { even ifperhaps not practically straightforward

{ testofthisoverallpicture could be obtained by applying uniaxialstressto cubic

superconducting fulleridesofthe A 3C 60 fam ily.Contrary to the standard tendency
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Fig.6.14. A schem atic (U;�)phase diagram forthe d = 3-bandsfam ily ofcom -

pounds K 3C 60 and NH 3K 3C 60.The dashed and dot-dashed arrows indicate two

plausible paths of pressure-induced m etallization of NH 3K 3C 60.Cubic insulating

(NH 3)6Li3C 60 [12]isalso indicated.(Adapted from Ref.[140].)

ofhydrostatic pressure toward m etallization and lowersuperconducting Tc,the or-

bitalsplitting associated with the appropriate uniaxialstrain could drive som e of

thesecom poundstowardsstrongercorrelation,thuspossibly �rsttoward higherTc,

and eventually M ottinsulating.A sim ilarsuggestion wasputforward by K och [196],

although on ratherdi�erentgrounds.

W em uststressherethatthescenario sketched abovedoesnotatalldim inish the

role,in them etal-insulatortransition,oftheaccom panying expansion ofthelattice,

and ofthedependenceofU=W upon volum e.Thatroleisexperim entally proven by

the observation ofa pressure-driven insulator-m etaltransition,where NH 3 K 3C 60

istransform ed into a m etal(and a superconductor),despite the perm anence ofthe

orthorhom bic structure [170].

6.4.3 M ott transition in other fullerides and other m olecular

conductors

The vicinity to the m etal-insulatortransition isnotexclusive ofNH 3 A 3C 60.O ther

system s of the sam e fam ily are (NH 3)6Li3C 60 [12],(NH 3)x NaRb2C 60 (x ’ 1:6)

[197],(NH 3)x NaK 2C 60 (0:5 < x < 1) [198,199,200],and the noncubic expanded

alkalifullerideCs3C 60 [201].Thepressure-driven insulator-superconductortransition

observed in the latter com pound furtherunderscores the role ofvolum e expansion

in favoring theM ottinsulator.In fact,(NH 3)6Li3C 60 isan exam ple ofa com pound

ofthen = 3 fam ily lying beyond theM otttransition despiteitscubicstructure[12],

asillustrated in Fig.6.14.

The n = 4 alkalifullerides also sitin the vicinity ofthe m etal-insulator transi-

tion,usually on theinsulating side.Indeed,thepressure-induced insulatorto m etal

transition observed in tetragonalRb4C 60 [126]isrem iniscentofthatobserved in the
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Fig. 6.15. Figure 1.Electronic phase diagram oforganic conductors.The verti-

calaxis indicates electron correlation U=W .The organic antiferrom agnetic M ott

insulating state (�-ET2Cu[N(CN)2]Cl) transform s into a superconducting one [�-

ET 2Cu(NCS)2],with areduction in U=W .Thehorizontalaxisshowstheband-�lling

control.(From Ref.[202].)

C
3�

60 com poundsNH 3 K 3C 60 and Cs3C 60,butforthe lack ofsuperconductivity.W e

shallcom e back to these C
4�

60 com poundsin the �naldiscussion.

In thewiderclassofm olecularconductors,theM otttransition isnotexclusiveof

thefullerides;otherorganiccom poundsshow asim ilarphasediagram .Especially the

�-ET2 [ET = bis(ethylenedithio)tetrathiafulvalene]com poundsshow a sim ilarphe-

nom enology totrivalentfullerides[202],with aclearM otttransition atstoichiom etry

and a superconducting phase allaround,Fig.6.15.M ore recently,insulating m etal-

phthalocyanine organic �lm swere turned conducting and m etallic by alkalidoping

[203,204].A sim ilar schem e to fullerides,and to the m etallic organics,has been

proposed [205]as a possible scenario for the electron-doped m etal-phthalocyanine

conductors.The veri�cation oftheexistence ofstoichiom etric phases,ofM ottinsu-

latorsatinteger�llings,and possibly ofsuperconducting phasesin between rem ains

a challenge forfuture experim entsand theory in these m aterials.

Next,weshould m ention com poundssuch as(AsF6)2 C 60 [61,62,63,64],where

fullerene is stripped oftwo ofits hu valence electrons.The physicsofpositive C 60

ions hasbeen described in Ref.[105],and issom ewhat parallelto thatofnegative

ions,though with a richerparam eterspacewhich im pliesseveralcom plications.The

Hubbard U in thehu HO M O levelisslightly largerthan in t1u LUM O .Cancellation

between Hund’sruleexchangeand JT e�ect,discussed in sections6.2.4 and 6.4.4,is

presentheretoo.Itwascalculated tobenearly exactin thedoubly positiveion,with

a slightprevalenceofexchangeand a m arginally stablehigh-spin ground state[105].

The doubly doped-solid state com pounds (AsF6)2C 60 and (SbF6)2C 60 have been

reported to be sm allgap insulators [61,62,63,64].There appearsto be no sim ple

way thatthey could beband insulators,and thelikeliestexplanation isthatthey are

M ott insulators.As for m agnetism ,som e indirect experim entalevidence has been

suggested,consistentwith high spin in the di-cation.Howeverthe balance between
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intram olecular exchange and JT is very m arginal,which leaves the possibility for

a low-spin hole-doped M ott insulator wide open.There is even som e prelim inary

indication thatthism ightin factbe realized in (AsF6)2C 60 [206].Itwould be very

interesting in this respect to begin an experim entalstudy of the insulator-m etal

transition in thesecom pounds,to beobtained forexam ple by hydrostatic pressure.

Especially ifthetransition wasrelatively continuosand nottoo strongly �rst-order,

theensuing m etallicphasecloseto thesingletM ottinsulatorshould exhibita pseu-

dogap with strong paircorrelations,and possibly superconductivity,sim ilarto that

described in Ref.[191].

Finally,we note that the pressure- or doping-induced transform ation ofM ott

insulators into m etals and strongly correlated superconductors which we discuss

here forfullerene com pounds,isa scenario which shares m any im portantelem ents

with the high-Tc cuprates.Again,thisisan issue to which we willreturn later.

6.4.4 T he crucialrole ofexchange and ofJT on-site interactions

W hile the above bare Hubbard m odelde�nes the m ain backbone ofthe phase di-

agram ,the precise details dependsstrongly on a variety ofsecondary,on-site cou-

plings,generally present as perm itted by the orbitaldegeneracy ofthe site.They

act as a rule such as to optim ize the energetics ofthe isolated site.As such,they

generally favortheM ottinsulating state,whereelectronse�ectively localize on site.

In the m etallic state,conversely,kinetic energy washesoutm uch m ore the e�ectof

theseon-site couplings.Electronsin theinsulating statewhere on-site occupancy is

close to integer and poorly uctuating,can take fulladvantage ofthese secondary

couplings,whereastravelling electronsin the m etallic state cannot.Asa resultthe

overalle�ectofsecondary on-sitecouplingssuch asJ and E J T isto reducethecrit-

icalUc.O n the contrary,we can expect that strongly nonlocal/intersite couplings

could favorthem etallicstate,and raiseUc.In thefullerides,intram olecularcouplings

dom inate,while screening m ay be assum ed to suppressthe long-range interactions.

In particular,while we certainly cannot rule out som e role for an inter-m olecular

Coulom b interaction V ,we willcom pletely neglectithere.

As has been repeated over and over,the two im portant intra-site interactions

are the JT coupling,Eq.(6.4),and the Hund’srule exchange partofEq.(6.11).In

the D M FT calculation ofSec.6.4.1 however,these term swere initially left out.In

fact,these on-site interactions,even ifsm allin com parison with U and W ,play a

crucialrole on the M otttransition in a band-degenerate conductor.Theirpresence

can actually change nearly everything:the nature ofthe M ott insulator,its spin

and orbitalcontents,the nature ofthe m etalphase,its tendency to superconduct

ornot,and ofcourse the precise location Uc ofthe M otttransition itself.Probably

the sim plestm annerto illustrate thisphysicalsituation isto describe theresultsof

D M FT calculationswith properinclusion ofon-site interactions.

O n a given m olecular ion,Hund’srule exchange willfavor m axim um spin and

m axim um orbitalm om entum ,whileJT willfavorjusttheopposite.Because,asex-

plained in Sec.6.2.4,thereisan im portantcancellation between thetwo,neitherof

them can be safely neglected.W ithoutentering here any ofthe technicaldetails,it

isdi�cultto solve the D M FT problem including exactly both these intra-site cou-

plings,and som eapproxim ation m ustbem ade.Very detailed D M FT work hasbeen

done including a realistic representation ofthe electron-vibrationalJT coupling for

the fullerides.In particular,Refs.[111,207,208]study a d = 3 Hubbard-Holstein
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Fig.6.16. SuperconductingTc asafunction ofU forthet
 H and a
 A m odelsfor

the half�lled d = 3 m odel,treated within the D M FT.The param etersare � = 0:6

and !=W = 0:25.The �gure illustrates the im portant di�erence between H g and

A g phonons.(From Ref.[207].)

m odelincluding asingleJT H g phonon m ode(5oscillatorsratherthan 40).Therole

ofdi�erentlattice sym m etry isinvestigated in Ref.[208].These approachesem ploy

very accurate and extensive quantum M onte Carlo calculations in a �nite cluster,

including the vibronic coupling with realistic JT strength � and a realistic band

structure.(An earliercalculation [185]even investigated theroleofdisorderin these

system s).Reference[207]addressesm ainly superconductivity in thed = 3 Hubbard-

Holstein-JT m odel.Asillustrated in Fig.6.16,itwasfound (likein thed = 2 m odel)

that the JT coupling to degenerate phonons produces a pairing m uch m ore com -

patible with strong correlations (large U ) than coupling to a single non-JT A g

m ode.In non-JT A g electron-phonon coupling superconductivity disappears when

Un = U + U e� v � 0,whilein JT Hg couplingsuperconductivitysurvivesup tolargely

repulsive Un > 0.O n the otherhand,forsm allU ,the localpairing becom esgener-

ally less e�cient,because charge uctuations induced by electron hopping disrupt

theJT ground state(s)into uncorrelated electron pairs.Hence thesuperconducting

order param eter is always depressed by U at sm allU .As U is increased,coherent

electron hopping isgradually suppressed and thelocalpairform ation becom esm ore

im portant.For realistically large JT coupling � = 5

6
N (�F )

P

k
g
2
k�h!k � 1 [16,93]

d = n = 3 and increasing U the m etalphase below Uc is always superconducting,

with Tc a m onotonically decreasing function ofU .In otherwords,electron-electron

repulsion alwaysdisfavorssuperconductivity forrealistically largeJT coupling [207].

However,thisapproxim ation isunrealistic asitneglects Hund’srule exchange,

and the large cancellation ofJT energetics that it im plies.Inclusion ofexchange

is di�cult,because it leads to a ferm ion sign problem in the M onte Carlo D M FT

im puritysolver.Ifon theotherhand theim purityissolved by,e.g.,Lanczosdiagonal-

ization,exchangecan betreated butthephonon laddergivesriseto too m any states

pereach site.An approxim ateway outisavailablevery closeto theM otttransition.

Here the quasiparticle bandwidth zW tends continuously to zero,and su�ciently
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close to Uc it falls below the typicalvibrationalfrequency �h!.In this regim e,the

frequency dependenceoftheretarded JT coupling(assum ed tobeweak)can beinte-

grated out,resulting sim ply in an additionalbutinverted Hund’srulelikeexchange

term .As discussed in Sec.6.2.4,for d = 3 that term is Je� v = � 3

4

P

k
g
2
k�h!k.In

this lim it { close enough to the M ott transition,JT coupling not too strong,rela-

tively high vibration frequencies{ itistherefore possible to treatboth Hund’srule

exchange and JT coupling,by sim ply replacing J with Je� = J + J
e� v

.Thisisthe

routegenerally followed in recentwork by M .Caponeetal. [146,186,190,191]and

by M .G ranath and S.�O stlund [209].

In the t1u m olecular level of fullerene J ’ 50 m eV,and the D FT-LDA JT

couplings ofRef.[70]yield J
e� v

= � 57 m eV,while the couplings obtained from

photoem ission [93]are consistentwith J
e� v

= � 127 m eV:with both estim atesthe

net resulting Je� is negative.The e�ective Hund’s rule of C
n�
60 is then inverted,

the low-spin states representing the ground state,as dictated by JT coupling.It

is im portant to underline again here that the m assive cancellation �nally leaves

fullerideswith a weakon-sitespin pairing interaction,replacing theoriginalstronger

couplings,both JT and Hund.Theconsequencesofthisweak residualpairing are,as

itturnsout,qualitatively di�erentfrom eitherthestrong singletpairing required by

JT alone,orby thestrong tripletpairing required by Hund’sJ.Sim ilarly,in thehalf

�lled eg m olecularlevelofa m etalphthalocyanine(d = n = 2)itispredicted Je� =

� 60 m eV [205],again inverted,butagain sm allasa resultofa strong cancellation.

Let us consider in detailthe consequences ofthis cancellation and ofthe �nal

Hund’sruleinversion.The�rstconsequenceisthatthenatureoftheM ottinsulator

itselfisa�ected.Since the isolated m olecularion ground state haslow spin (a spin

singletforeven n and a spin doubletforodd n),so willtheM ott-insulatorsites.The

insulating state ism ore com plicated and intriguing than eitherthe one-band M ott

insulator,orthesim pleorbitally-ordered cooperativeJT distorted state.Itisrather

a M ottJahn-Tellerinsulator.Letustry a description ofthatstate,in theeasy case

ofn = 2 electrons/site.Assum e initially zero hopping between sites.O n each site,

the JT phononsare characterized by a 2-dim ensional(pseudo)rotor in the trough.

Subjectto itsown quantum uctuations,thisfree rotorfavors no specialdirection

and willhave its (say) L = 0 ground state separated by a gap � from its L = 1

�rstexcited state.Turning now on a hopping / W between sites,thiswillcause an

intersite interaction between rotors oforder W
2
=U ).Ifthat is strong enough,the

rotors willfreeze statically in an orbitally ordered state,sim ilar to a ferroelectric,

which ison facta cooperativeJT distortion [76,102,103,210].Ifinstead theon-site

quantum uctuations m ake � large enough,then the static cooperative order will

quantum m echanically m elt.This quantum m elted state,the rotor analogue ofa

spin singlet,is the M ott-JT state [211].This state bears som e resem blance to the

quantum paraelectricstate[212].Itisstrongly nonadiabaticin nature,which reects

in a strongly entangled adm ixture ofelectronic and phonon states:allelectronic

spectroscopies should observe radically renorm alized and vibronically broadened

\bands",even at low tem perature.O ther m olecular and lattice properties ofthis

state stillneed to be worked outand investigated.This rem ains a theoreticaltask

forthe future.

Furthercharacterization ofthe M ott-JT state isneeded,both theoretically and

experim entally,especially when itcom esto itsspectroscopicalproperties.Them ain

exam ples at our disposalare NH 3 K 3C 60 (orthorhom bic) [194]and (NH 3)6Li3C 60

(cubic)[12]forn = 3 and a S = 1=2 on-siteground state,and prom inently Rb4C 60,
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Fig.6.17. Superconducting gap in a half-�lled d = 2-band m odel,as a function

of the on-site repulsion for several (anti-Hund) couplings J � Je� = J + J
e� v

(whereJ
e� v

accountsantiadiabatically fortheelectron-phonon interaction ifJ
e� v

=

� �=[2N (�F )]= � 2g
2
�h!,and g�h! represents the coupling strength ofthe e 
 E

JT coupling at each site;the di�erence with the relation of Table 6.2 is due to

d = 2 rather than d = 3).Increasing repulsion spoils superconductivity at strong

electron-phonon coupling.Superconductivity is instead strongly enhanced close to

the M ott transition at weak coupling.The inset reports the weak-coupling regim e

on an expanded scale,showing a m uch sm allergap atsm allU com pared to U ’ Uc.

(Adapted from Ref.[146].)

K 4C 60 forn = 4,S = 0 singletground state.Concerning then = 3 M ottinsulators,

them ain evidenceso faristheirclearcharacterization asspin-1=2 antiferrom agnets.

Sincethereare3 electrons/fullerene,thatcan beexplained only by a JT-dom inated

state.That state could be at this stage either a statically distorted,collective JT

insulator,ora quantum m elted M ott-JT state.The available crystaland m agnetic

structure oforthorhom bic NH 3 K 3C 60 [168,194]displays a very rich interplay of

m agnetic and orbitalorder,which isonly wellanalysed butisapparently com pati-

blewith eitherpossibilities.Itshould benoted in addition thatm erohedraldisorder

in the relative angular orientation ofthe C 60 m olecules willfrustrate static collec-

tive order,additionally favoring the m elted state.Indeed only in the wellordered,

\discrete" salts wellde�ned collective distortions have been observed so far [15].

An orbitally-ordered static collective JT state [76,102,103,210]has never been

reported in thealkalifullerides[213].O n theotherhand,in a band-degeneratecon-

text,the possibility ofdynam icalorbitalorder should always be considered [211].

The question whether one or m ore ofthe existing M ott insulating fullerides could

be characterized asa dynam icalM ottJahn Teller insulatorstandsatthisstage as

an exciting experim entalchallenge.

Afterthisillustration oftheim portante�ectsofon siteinteractionson them ott

insulatingfullerides,wecan now m oveon tothem etallicphase,obtained atsm allerU

values.Aswewillsee,them etallicphasebelow Uc iseven m orea�ected,and in factit

often becom essuperconducting.Thisisnotin itselftotally surprising,sincewehave
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Fig.6.18. Phase diagram od the d = 2 m odelas a function ofU=W and doping

� = n� 2 atJe� = � 0:05W .Thethick verticallinem arksthesingletM ottinsulator.

ForU = 0:92W ,theinsetshowsthesuperconducting gap divided by a factor3 and

the D rude weight D (i.e. the strength of the superuid peak norm alized to the

noninteracting value)asfunctionsofdoping.(From Ref.[146].)

afteralla sm allbutde�nitely attractive Je� reecting a locally dom inantelectron-

vibration coupling (even ifordersofm agnitudesm allerthan therepulsiveU !).W hat

ism oresurprising isthebehaviorofthesuperconducting gap asa function ofU ,see

Fig.6.17.So long as(� Je� )is large { as in the uncom pensated JT case described

earlier { the gap decreases m onotonically with increasing U .But when (� Je� ) is

sm all { reecting a strong cancellation by Hund’s rule { superconductivity only

survivesnearU = 0 and nearU = Uc.Superconductivity nearthe M otttransition

wasdesignated \strongly correlated superconductivity"(SCS).In SCS,thegap near

Uc can increase forincreasing U ,and ism any ordersofm agnitudelargerthan even

therepulsion-free BCS-likesuperconducting gap nearU = 0.M oreover,close to the

M ottinsulator,theSCS gap m agnitude{ and thuspresum ably thesuperconducting

Tc { hasa characteristic bell-shaped behavior.

Thenon-superconducting,m etallic phaseobtained by sligthly doping theM ott-

JT insulatoratU > Uc away from stoichiom etry isalso strongly unconventional,in

thatithasa pseudogap.Even ifdoping away from stoichiom etry isnotstraightfor-

ward in fullerides,thisaspectofthetheoreticalphasediagram isquiteillum inating.

The presence ofthe pseudogap is related to Je� < 0 and thus to the slightly pre-

vailing JT e�ect,butisnotatallbipolaronic,since asillustrated in Ref.[191]the

electron occupancy ofeach site in this state is strongly pinned to the m ean value

n,thebipolaronic disproportionation into (n � 1)and (n + 1)pairscom pletely sup-

pressed and in fact reversed by the large Hubbard U .Upon further doping ofthe

pseudogap m etal,the m odelexhibitsSCS,the m axim um gap attained atsom e op-

tim aldoping,then dropping and disappearing in a �naloverdoped phase.asshown

in the overallT = 0 phase diagram ofthe d = 2 n ’ 2 m odelreported in Fig.6.18.

Asonecan see,m any ofthesefeaturesarevery rem iniscentofhigh-Tc cuprates,

whereas the m odeldoes not describe cuprates at all.Here we have on-site orbital

degeneracy,Hund’srule exchange,and JT coupling,allelem entsthatare absentor
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otherwise quite di�erent in the cuprates.The strongly correlated superconducting

orderparam eterin them odelis,asin actualfullerides,s-waveand notd-waveasin

the cuprates.W e suggestthatourm odelsand atleastsom e ofthe fullerideswhich

they describe,are new m em bersofa widerfam ily ofstrongly correlated supercon-

ductors,which includesthe cuprates,and allpotentially high-Tc m aterials.

In this light,it is im portant to extract and to expose our overallqualitative

understanding out ofthe m odelcalculations.The occurrence ofsuperconductivity

in our orbitally degenerate m olecular conductors,m eant to m odelthe fullerides,

can be qualitatively rationalized by discussing whathappensatinteger�lling asU

is raised to approach the M ott insulating transition at Uc.First,the quasiparticle

bandwidth narrowsinde�nitely,from W to zW with z ! 0 asU ! U c.The restof

thesingle-particlespectralweightm ovesto theincoherentHubbard bands,faraway

from the Ferm ilevel.Second,since allcharge uctuationsare gradually frozen out

when approachingtheM ottinsulator,soareallthecharge-related repulsions(and for

thatm atter,attractionstoo)between thequasiparticles.Forexam ple,U ise�ectively

reduced to � zU ,and very nearthe M otttransition the propagating quasiparticles

tend to in�nitely m assiveinteracting ferm ions,with a decreasing absoluterepulsion.

Third,thanksto theorbitaldegeneracy thespin uctuationsarenotfrozen out,and

so attractionsthatactin thespin channelarenotrenorm alized away.Therefore,e.g.

the e�ective Hund-rule exchange J or Je� retains its bare value even at the M ott

transition,and thatcan easily overcom e the weak repulsion zU .

These three elem entsm ake the e�ective quasiparticle Ham iltonian very sim ilar

to an attractive Hubbard m odel,with a bandwidth zW and an on-site attraction

Je� < 0.The ground state is a weak-coupling BCS-like superconductor,at least

su�ciently below the M ott transition,so long as zW � jJ e� j.As U grows,the

superconductivity changesfrom weak tostrongcoupling,them axim um gap achieved

when zW � jJe� j.Thispointisequivalentto them axim um oftheNozieres-Schm itt-

Rink [214,215]curveofTc versus� in purely electron-phonon superconductorsand,

we believe,also to the optim aldoping pointin the cuprates.

Ifassum ed to hold quantitatively,the qualitative m apping onto the attractive

Hubbard m odelhasthe additionalvirtue ofeven predicting the m axim um 3D crit-

ical tem perature of our type of m odel at optim al doping, by reading it o� the

attractive Hubbard m odelstudies.That gives approxim ately kB T
m ax
c � 0:07jJe� j

forourm odels.In trivalentfullerides the value ofjJe� jcan be extracted by equat-

ing the observed spin gap � 140 m eV [127,128]to 5jJe� j(see Table 6.4),yielding

T
m ax
c ’ 0:07jJe� j=kB ’ 23 K ,which issurprisingly,though probably unfairly,accu-

rate.

O nerem aining question is:whatisthe relationship ofthis\island" ofSCS near

theM otttransition,tothem orestandard BCS-likephonon driven superconductivity

one �ndsin the sam e m odelwhen there is no electron-electron repulsion,i.e.near

U = 0?Theanswertothisquestion isvery instructive,and isobtained by solvingthe

m odelfora grid ofon-siteattractivecoupling values{ negativeJe� values[146].As

shown by the plotofzero tem perature superconducting gapsin Fig.6.17 ifjJe� jis

large,then thepairinggap isin factm axim um atU = 0,and decreasesm onotonically

forincreasing U ,vanishing justattheM otttransition.Thisscenario is,we believe,

equivalent to that presented by Han et al.for d = n = 2 [216]and d = n = 3

[111,207,208].In particular,the m onotonic decrease ofTc as U approaches Uc in

Fig.6.19 (squares) is equivalentto the large-jJe� jm onotonic gap ofFig.6.17 in a
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Fig. 6.19. (a) Superconducting transition tem perature Tc vs Coulom b repul-

sion U in a d = 2-band m odelwith JT electron-phonon coupling,where the cou-

pling strength g�h! is gauged by J = J
e� v = � 2g2�h!.W eak JT phonon coupling

(J=W = � 0:1) producessuperconductivity with a crossover from the conventional

superconductivity (sm allU ) to the localpairing regim e at large U (a M ott-JT in-

sulator).(b)Q uasiparticle renorm alization factorz.(Adapted from Ref.[216].)

m odelincluding explicitly the JT phonons.Sim ilarly,the surge in Tc in Fig.6.19

(circles)isessentially identicalto thatfound earlierforsm allattractive jJe� j.

Things do change qualitatively when the e�ective attraction decreases,as the

dom inance ofJT ism ore and m ore eroded and cancelled by Hund’srule exchange.

For decreasing jJe� j,superconductivity rem ains strongest at U = 0 and near the

M ott transition,but it gradually weakens in between.Eventually for very sm all

jJe� jone arrivesattwo separate superconducting islands,one with a tiny BCS gap

nearU = 0,and a second one,nearthe M otttransition atUc,with a gap ordersof

m agnitude larger than BCS.This the SCS island.Atthe lower edge ofthis island

(equivalent to the \overdoped" regim e ofthe cuprates),the pairing is again BCS

like:butthegap and presum ably Tc risesastheelectron-electron repulsion increases,

rather than the opposite.W e believe that this regim e could describe m ost ofthe

trivalent fullerides,and their gigantic Tc and susceptibility increase with volum e

expansion.In factthewholecurveofTc versusincreasing volum easpresented,e.g.,

by D urand etal.[12](Fig.6.20) could in our view be roughly identi�ed with the

theoreticalbell-shaped curve ofgap versusincreasing U ofFig.6.17.

A corollary isthatthehighestTc fulleridesshould beextrem ely strong-coupling

m aterials,com parable to cuprates.This is in agreem ent with the extrem ely large

H c2 valuesobserved experim entally aswellaswith theexistenceofan irreversibility

linein theH � T phasediagram [217].Both featuresarepresently unexplained and

both are sim ilarto cuprates.
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Fig. 6.20. A schem atic phase diagram of C
3�

60 fullerides. The superconducting

transition tem perature Tc is shown as a function ofthe ratio U=W divided by the

criticalvalueUc=W required toproduceelectron localization {Uc=W isestim ated to

be2.3 forthef.c.c.phases(squareand diam ond sym bols),1.3 forb.c.c.Cs3C 60 and

Li3 (NH 3)6C 60 (circles) and 1.1 for the orthorhom bic NH 3 A 3C 60.The value ofU

used tocalculateU=W was0.8eV.TheM ott-insulatorregion isshaded:uncertainties

in the precise num ericalestim ates are em phasised by the graded shading of the

crossoverbetween m etallic/superconducting and localized.W isderived forthef.c.c.

phasesfrom Ref.[2],fortheorthorhom bic NH 3 K 3C 60 from Ref.[140]and forb.c.c.

phases by D FT calculation [12].The dram atic e�ect of lifted orbitaldegeneracy

on the location oforthorhom bic NH 3 K 3C 60 is illustrated by com parison with an

hypothetic \cubic" NH 3 K 3C 60) retaining the t1u orbitaldegeneracy and located

wellwithin the m etallic regim e.(From Ref.[12].)

The com poundsin the descending Tc branch Fig.6.20,apparently very close to

the M ott transition,are the fulleride analog ofthe \underdoped" cuprates.They

should be especially interesting,and theirnorm alstate should forexam ple exhibit

strong pseudogap features.

Sofarthediscussion assum ed prevalenceofJT overHund’sruleexchange,Je� <

0.AlsoahypotheticalcaseofpositiveJe� (regularHund’srule)would notbewithout

interest.O n-site high-spin stateswould prevailin thiscase.Again,ascom pared to

J = 0,the M ott transition shifts to lower Uc [216].This occurs for two reasons:a
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reduction oftherelevantpairenergy Un proportionaltoJ,and thefactthatsplitting

ofdi�erentHund’sm ultipletsopposesthe m etallic state.In the D M FT calculation

ofRef.[216],thepossibility oftripletsuperconductivity wasinvestigated,and indeed

it was found that before the m etallic state turns into a m agnetic M ott insulator,

a superconducting phase em erges,with tripletpairing,butwithoutp wave,thanks

to the orbitaldegeneracy.Iffor exam ple C
2+

60 was really high spin in (AsF6)2C 60

or(SbF6)2C 60,am ong them etallic phasesobtainableunderpressureonecould �nd

one such tripletSCS.

In practice a sm allnegative anti-Hund Je� representsbetterthe netbalance of

the positive Coulom b term and a prevailing electron-phonon attraction (assum ed

in the antiadiabatic lim it)in C
n�

60 [105,106,112].Figure 6.17 shows thata strong

reduction ofUc occursunderthe action ofan even sm allnegative Je� (asexpected

for any localinteraction).In addition,as discussed in Sec.6.2.4, a negative Je�

favors locallow-spin states,which are spin singlets whenever the localoccupancy

iseven.O fcourse,in the solid,band e�ectstend to favorlocalcharge uctuations

and spin adm ixture,butasU approaches Uc,the bandwidth reducese�ectively to

thewidth zW oftheK ondo peak.W hen zW becom escom parable to jJj,thelocal

exchangeterm prom oteslocally paired singletsin a sortofanti-M igdalregim e [176,

177,178,179,180,181]closetothetransition,wheretheaveragephonon frequencies

exceed the e�ective bandwidth.This regim e favors superconductivity,and D M FT

suggeststhata high-Tc (kB Tc oforderjJe� j)superconducting phase should intrude

between them etaland thelow-spin M ottinsulator[146,186,190,191].Asshown in

Fig.6.17,forvery sm alljJe� j� W (representativeofthecancellation characteristic

ofC
n�

60 ),thevery weak superconductivity oftheuncorrelated regim eU ’ 0 becom es

dom inating close to the M otttransition.An alternative possibility to the intruding

superconducting phase is a discontinuous,�rst-order transition,jum ping directly

from them etaltotheinsulator,and in factthisisaseriouseventuality fortheA 4C 60

fullerides,where no superconductivity is observed.The pressure-induced reversion

from insulatorto m etalobserved in tetragonalRb4C 60 [126]ism ostlikely then = 4

counterpartofthe n = 3 transition ofthe am m oniated com pounds.

6.5 C onclusions

W e have discussed som e results and qualitative theoreticalideas on the m odeling

ofm etal-insulator transition in fullerene com pounds.They have been described as

Hubbard m odelswith electron hopping with a bandwidth W between orbitally de-

generate fullerene sites,each ofthem supporting a Coulom b repulsion U ,a Hund’s

ruleexchange J,and a JT distortion with energy gain E
e� v

.Theinterplay ofthese

param eters givesrise to a rich phase diagram ,com prising M ott insulators,m etals,

and superconductors.Forelectronsin fullerene,theJT strength m arginally prevails

over exchange,a fact which has im portant im plications for allphases.The M ott

insulators can in reality becom e M ott-JT insulators,whose localcon�guration is

low spin,with an electron-vibrational entanglem ent as intrinsic as that of a su-

perconductor,and possibly displaying otherunexplored features.The m etalphases

obtained by doping the even-n M ottinsulators can possess a pseudogap,nam ely a

depression ofthe density ofstatesatthe Ferm ilevel,and a very reduced suscepti-

bility,constituting a kind ofnonadiabatic sem im etals.The superconductor phases

nearthe M ottinsulators arise through pairing ofquasiparticles,these constituting
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a thin conducting web oating in a M ott-insulating sea.Thesem odelsuperconduct-

ing phases,although ultim ately caused by JT e�ect (electron-phonon) and s-wave

in character,areshown to sharem any featureswith thoseofhigh-Tc cuprates.This

possibility callsforfurtherexperim entaland theoreticalwork.

Further work should also be devoted to investigate the detailed nature ofthe

M ott phase transition.The alternative possibilities of�rst-order and second-order

transition,should be distinguised in the n = 3 and n = 4 classes offullerides.For

n = 3 com pounds,the sim ultaneous disappearence ofsupercondtucting order and

appearence of m agnetic order seem theoretically incom patible with a continuous

transition.

To investigatepossiblespin/orbitalantiferro correlationsofthekind observed in

NH 3 K 3C 60 [194],oneshould studyadetailed three-dim ensionalm odel,includingthe

highly directionalhopping m atrix elem entsbetween di�erentC 60 sites(and possibly

m erohedraldisorder).Som e ofthese aspectscould be addressed by standard m ean-

�eld techniques(ofthetypeapplied in a di�erentcontext[218]),orquantum M onte

Carlo clustercalculationswhich unfortunately su�erby signi�cant�nite-sizee�ects.

The D M FT m ethod,based on an in�nite lattice isfree from these lim itations,but

thesam e aspectsare inaccessible to a single-im purity D M FT m odel:clusterD M FT

m ethods[183,184]could lead to som e progressin thisdirection.
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