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N ature ofsuperconducting state in the new phase in (T M T SF)2PF6 under pressure.
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(D ated:M arch 23,2024)

The unusualphase has been recently observed in the organic m aterial(TM TSF)2PF6, where

superconductivity (SC)coexistswith spin-density wave(SDW )in thepressureintervalpc1 < p < pc

below the�rstordertransition into SC ornorm alm etalphase.Assum ing thatthecoexistencetakes

place on them icroscopic scale,we considerthepropertiesoftheinterm ediate phase.W eshow that

the new superconducting state inside SDW phase justabove pc1 m ustbeara tripletpairing.

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

Below thecriticalpressure,pc,destroying spin-density

wave(SDW )in thequasi-one-dim ensional(Q 1D)organic

com pound (TM TSF)2PF6 a pressure intervalpc1 < p <

pc hasbeen discovered,[1,2]in which thedielectricSDW

and m etallic/SC regionscoexistspatially.Thedetailsof

this coexistence are notentirely determ ined experim en-

tally; in particular,the dom ain sizes ofthe coexisting

phasesrem ain unknown.W hile in [1]a m acroscopicsize

was assum ed for dom ains, the reason for m acroscopic

coexistence at �xed pressure is unclear yet. Instead of

this,the spatially inhom ogeneousphase,called the soli-

ton phase (SP),hasbeen assum ed[3]in the pressure re-

gion pc1 < p < pc. The em ergent SP is then ascribed

to the appearance ofm etallic dom ain walls above pc1.

Thisphenom enon hasbeen �rstproposed forthecharge-

density waves.[4]Theexperim entaldata on NM R[5]and

on AM RO [6]aboutthedom ain sizedonotcontradictthe

assum ption ofRef.[3].

O ne ofthe m ost interesting questions in this context

isthequestion abouttheorigin and propertiesoftheSC

in this new state. As it was shown recently,[7]super-

conductivity appears�rstatpc1;athigherpressureT
SC
c

increasesand reachesthe valueofSC transition tem per-

aturein them etallicstate.Them echanism and thetype

ofSC in the norm alphase (above the criticalpressure,

pc;forthe �rstorderphase transition)stillrem ainsun-

known,though som e argum ents in favor ofthe triplet

pairing have been suggested.[8]In the new interm ediate

state (pc1 < p < pc) the absence of the K night shift

change[9]and too high critical�eld H c2 com pared to the

values ofcriticaltem perature[2, 10]attract specialat-

tention.In the presentletterweaddressthe issueofthe

type ofSC pairing in the interm ediatephase.

Although in Ref. [3]the onset ofSP was suggested

atp > pc1,the alternativedestructive m echanism ofthe

gapped SDW statecould berealized asa gradualform a-

tion ofelectron-holeungapped pocketswhen pressureen-

hancesthe"antinesting" term ofthequasi-1D electronic

spectrum in (TM TSF)2PF6 (forCDW such am echanism

wasdiscussed in [11,12]).Itturnsoutthatcloseto pc1:
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p� pc1 � pc,the SC onset can be studied analytically

for the two scenarios: ofweakly overlapping solitons in

SP oratthe appearance ofsm allungapped e-h pockets

on thebackground ofthe hom ogeneousSDW .Them ain

resultbelow isthatclosetopc1 in both scenariosthelow-

tem peratureCooperinstability existsonly forthetriplet

pairing.

The quasi-1D com pound (TM TSF)2PF6 in norm al

stateischaracterized by thetwoopen Ferm isurface(FS)

sheetswith the spectrum

"(k)= vF (jkxj� kF )+ t? (k? ): (1)

In theSC statetheG or’kovorderparam eterateach (left

orright)FS hasthe form

f
L R
�� (r)= < 	̂ L

�(r)	̂
R
� (r)> ;

f
R L
�� (r)= < 	̂ R

� (r)	̂
L
� (r)> :

(2)

Thespatialinversion sym m etry in (TM TSF)2PF6 allows

to classify the pairing type by the sym m etry ofthe or-

der param eters in Eq. (2) : fL R
��

= � fR L
��

,where the

sign (� )dependson whetherthe SC pairing hassinglet

(+ ) or triplet (-) character. For sim plicity,we use the

m ean-�eld m odel,in which only thebackward scattering

m atrix elem ent, g1, between electrons on the opposite

sheetscontributesto theSC paring.[13]Theconvenience

ofsuch a m odelisthatin them etallicphasetheCooper

instability would alwaysm anifestitselfatsom e T SC
c for

triplet or singlet pairing depending on the sign ofthe

coupling constantg1 in the fam iliarrelation[14,15]

1 =
�
g1 ln(!=T

SC
c )

�2
; (3)

where! isa propercuto�,and g1 isthe m atrix elem ent

ofthe backward scattering interaction m ultiplied by the

density ofstatesatthe Ferm ilevel.

Before to apply the Cooperinstability analysisto the

phase with the SDW ,one needs �rst to determ ine the

wave functions and the energy spectrum ofthe latter.

To achieve this goalwe generalized the approach devel-

oped forCDW [11]to the SDW case. In particular,this

approach allowsthetreatm entofthehom ogeneousSDW

and ofthe SP on equalfooting. As shown in Ref. [11],

the spectrum of Eq. (1) allows the exact m apping of
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the anisotropic Q 1D problem onto the purely 1D one,

where sophisticated m ethods for studying solitons have

been developed.[16]Asin Ref.[11],weconsiderthegen-

eralcase ofSDW orderparam eter,�̂ SD W (r),acquiring

spatialm odulation in the presenceofthe soliton walls:

�̂ SD W (r)= � SD W (x)cos(Q r)(~̂�l): (4)

TheShroedingerequation writesĤ 0

k
	 k = "k	 k with the

Ham iltonian

Ĥ
0

k =

�
"̂(k? )�

ivF d

dx
; � SD W (x)(~̂�l)

� �
SD W (x)(~̂�l); "̂(k? � Q? )+

ivF d

dx

�

(5)

and with the four-com ponent(spin)wavefunction

	 k �

�
 R
k
(x)

 L
k� Q

(x)

�

;  
R (L )

k
(x)=

�
 
R (L )

k"
(x)

 
R (L )

k#
(x)

�

; (6)

which com binesthe electron wavefunctionson the right

and left Ferm isurface sheets,denoted by R (L) super-

scripts.Transform ation

 
R
k? �

(x) = expfix[kx � "� (k? )=vF ]g 
R
� (x) (7)

 
L
k? � Q ? �

(x) = expf� ix[kx � "� (k? )=vF ]g 
L
� (x);

where

"� (k? )= [t(k? )� t(k? � Q? )]=2; (8)

reducesthe Ham iltonian (5)to

Ĥ 1D =

�
� ivF d=dx �(x)(~̂�l)

� �(x)(~̂�l) ivF d=dx

�

: (9)

The eigenvaluesofthe 3D problem (5)are

"�;k?
= E � + "+ (k? ); (10)

where the index � num eratesthe eigenvalues ofthe 1D

Ham iltonian (9)fora periodic soliton lattice � SD W (x).

Finding � SD W (x) is a separate problem , that can be

solved exactly for the com m ensurate case[17] and in

the lim itofa single soliton.[18]Forhom ogeneousSDW

� SD W (x) = const the analysis ofEqs. (5),(6) can be

easily perform ed in the m om entum representation. The

quasiparticleenergy spectrum (10)than becom es

"1;2 (k)� "
+ (k? )�

p
�2 + j� S D W j2; (11)

where� � vF (jkxj� kF )� "� (k? ).

The idea behind the calculation in both casesis that

atp > pc1 a branch ofthe energy spectrum crossesthe

chem icalpotential.Fora network ofthe rare�ed soliton

walls,a single soliton wallm ay be treated as m etallic

sheets[3,4]with the thicknessd � �0 = ~vF =TSD W . At

higherpressuresolitonswilloverlapand form a3D m etal-

lic band thatliesinside the SDW gap. Forthe pockets’

scenario atp > pc1,the transverse dispersion "+ (k? )in

Eq. (10) becom es greater than the SDW energy gap,

form ing �rstopen electron-holepocketsofthe form

"(k)= � � �

h

a1 (�k ? )
2
+ b1�

2

i

; (12)

where

� � j�SD W � t? (k0)j� � SD W ;

a1 � t
0
? b

2
and b1 � 1=2�SD W :

In each casetheform ed sm all"Ferm isurface" issubject

totheexam inationforapossibleCooperinstability.Such

an instability,should itoccursatsom elow tem perature,

would signify the possibility foronsetofSC pairing.

FIG .1:Thediagram equationsforthefunctionsf
L R

��
and f

R L

��

in thepresenceofSDW .Thesolid linesrepresenttheelectron

G reen functions: G
R (L )R (L )

i! n
. The dash lines represent the

short-range interaction (in ourcase the backward scattering)

ofelectrons.

Analysis ofthe Cooper ladder diagram s with the in-

teraction g1 in Eq. (3) can be carried out using the

standard m ethodsforsearchinglogarithm icallydivergent

term s at T ! 0.[15]In our case calculations are m ore

tediousbeing com plicated by theunderlying SDW struc-

ture. W e briey sketch the m ain steps in the calcula-

tions. The corresponding diagram equations are shown

in Fig. 1. The linesin the Cooperbubble stand forthe

proper G reens functions. Com pared to pairing in the

norm alstate,thereareadditionalterm sthatcom e from

"non-diagonal" G reens functions,G R L and G L R ,when

two Ferm isurface sheetsofEq. (1)m ix togetherin the

SDW (CDW ) presence. The 4� 4 (spin) m atrix G reens

functionscan be presented in the generalform

Ĝ i!n ;(r;r
0)= �

X

�;k?

	
y

k
(r0)
 	k(r)

i!n � "�;k?

; (13)

where	 k(r)isgiven by Eq.(6).

Calculations are transparent for a hom ogeneous

SDW (CDW ). W e discuss the case in which sm all e-h

pockets(12)getform ed atsom e pointk0 on the FS.In

the m om entum space the G reen functions entering the

Cooperblock in Fig.1 write down as

g
R R (L L )(k;!)=

i! � "(k)

[i! � "1(k)][i! � "2(k]
(14)
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where ! � !n = (2n + 1)�T,"(k) is given by Eq. (1)

and "1;2 are given by Eq. (11). The nondiagonalG reen

functions ĝL R (R L )(k;!)= (~̂�~l)gL R (R L )(k;!),with

g
L R (k;!)=

� SD W

[i! � "1(k)][i! � "2(k]
(15)

and gR L (k;!)=
�
gL R (k;� !)

��
.

Thesum oftwo Cooperbubblesin theright-hand part

ofequations,shown schem atically in Fig.1,writesdown

as

f̂
L R = � Tg1

X

k;!

h

g
R R (k;!)f̂R LgL L(� k;� !)(16)

+ (~̂�~l)gL R (k;!)f̂L R (~̂�~l)T gR L (� k;� !)

i

:

The ultraviolet logarithm ic divergence in (16) com es

only from the �rst line; it would give the term

jg1jln(�!=C � SD W ),where C = const � 1. O nce elec-

trons and hole pockets open at the Ferm i level, they

lead to theappearanceofthelow-energy divergencethat

contribute an additional logarithm ical divergent term

� ln
�p

��SD W =T
�
,where� determ inesthesizeofsm all

pockets. The totalequation (16) for the SC transition

tem peraturethan rewritesas

ln(C � SD W =TSC )= A ln

�p
��SD W =T

�

: (17)

(Rem em ber that� SD W � 12K � TSC � 1K .) Calcu-

lationsofthiscontribution from the single pocketgo as

follows. Consider Eq. (12)for one pocket. The energy

level"1(k) crosses the chem icalpotentialat the point

k = k0 to form a sm allFS atpressureslightly abovepc1.

Then "2(k)� 2�SD W atk neark0.Sim ilarly,taking in

the nom inator ofG reens functions "(k) � �SD W at k

neark0 and substituting thesim pli�ed G reensfunctions

(14),(15) into (16) we �nd a fam iliar form ofthe loga-

rithm ic divergence atlow tem perature com ing from the

polesofthe G reensfunctions:

X

k;!

T

!2 + "2
1
(k)

=
X

k

tanh["1(k)=2T]

2"1(k)
:

Substituting (12) for "1(k) and changing the variables

a(�k ? )
2
! y2 and b(kx � kF )

2
! x2 we obtain the

integralofthe form

1
p
a1b1

Z
tanh["1(x;y)=2T]

2"1(x;y)

dxdy

(2�)
2

=
1

p
a1b1

Z �

0

tanh
��
� � r2

�
=2T

�

� � r2

dr2

8�

+
1

p
a1b1

Z � S D W

0

tanh
��
� � r2

�
=2T

�

� � r2

dr2

8�

�
ln
�p

� SD W �=T
�

4�
:

Returning to Eq. (17),the value ofthe prefactor A,

which de�nes the SC transition tem perature,is just a

num ber. M ost rem arkable,however,is the observation

that A drastically depends on the type ofpairing. For

spin-singlet paring the spin structure of the SC order

param eterf̂L R = f̂L R = î�yf
L R ,and using �̂y(~̂�~l)

T = �

(~̂�~l)̂�y,onerewritesequation (16)as

1 = � Tg
X

k;!

�
g
R R (k;!)gL L(� k;� !) (18)

� g
L R (k;!)gR L (� k;� !)

�
:

The second line in this equation acquires the sign "� "

dueto thespin structureofthebackground SDW phase,

which isin contrastto theSC on theCDW background.

This di�erence in the sign leads to the cancelation in

the m ain approxim ation of the low-energy logarithm ic

singularity in (18)forthechosen pocketatk = k0.This

resultsin a sm allnessofthe factorA � �=�SD W before

the logarithm in the r.h.s.ofEq.(16).

This cancelation m ay not occur for triplet pairing.

Substituting the spin structure oftriplet order param -

eter, f̂L R =

�

�̂~d

�

�̂yf
L R ,together with fR L = � fL R

into (16) and using (~̂�~l)

�

�̂~d

�

�̂y(~̂�~l)
T =

�

�̂~d

�

�̂y �

2

�
~d~l

�

(~̂�~l)̂�y we obtain in the right hand part of Eq.

(16)

T
X

k;!

h

� g
R R (k;!)

�

�̂~d

�

g
L L(� k;� !) (19)

+ gL R (k;!)gR L(� k;� !)

n�

�̂~d

�

� 2

�
~d~l

�

(~̂�~l)

oi

:

W eseethatthem ain infrareddivergentterm scanceleach

otheronly if~d ?~l.For~d k~lthe factorA isthe sam e,as

in the caseofthe CDW background.

AnalysisfortheonsetofSC in thesoliton wallscenario

goesthrough in thesim ilarfashion.Thelogarithm icsin-

gularity ofthe Coopertype via the isolated soliton wall

sheetshasalreadybeen discussed forCDW .[12]ForSDW

onehasto return to Eq.(16)and thewavefunctions(6)

m aking use ofthe exactsingle soliton solution[18]. O ne

can easilycheckthatsim ilarcancelation in thenom inator

depending on thespin structurehappensin thisscenario

also.

To sum m arize,we have shown thatateitherway the

SDW isbeingdestroyed by pressureabovepc1,SC in this

new state isexpected to beartripletcharacter.Thisre-

sultalso showsthe rem arkable di�erence between SDW

and CDW coexisting with superconductivity on a sin-

gle conducting band. O ur results,although have been

derived assum ing jp� pc1j� pc1,should extend over a

considerablepartofthe new phase in (TM TSF)2PF6 at

pc1 < p < pc ifthere isno additionalphasetransition at

p < pc.
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