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The m etallic states ofa broad range ofstrongly correlated electron m aterials exhibitthe subtle

interplay between antiferrom agnetic spin 
uctuations,a pseudogap in the excitation spectra,and

non-Ferm iliquid properties. In order to understand these issues better in the �-(ET)2X fam ily

oforganic charge transfer salts we give a quantitative analysis ofthe published results ofnuclear

m agneticresonance(NM R)experim ents.Thetem peraturedependenceofthenuclearspin relaxation

rate 1=T1, the K night shift K s, and the K orringa ratio K , are com pared to the predictions of

the phenom enologicalspin 
uctuation m odelofM oriya,and M illis,M onien and Pines (M -M M P),

thathasbeen used extensively to quantify antiferrom agnetic spin 
uctuationsin the cuprates.For

tem peraturesaboveTN M R ’ 50K ,them odelgivesagood quantitativedescription ofthedataforthe

param agnetic m etallic phase ofseveral�-(ET)2X m aterials,with an antiferrom agnetic correlation

length which increaseswith decreasingtem perature;growingtoseverallatticeconstantsby TN M R .It

isshown thatthefactthatthedim ensionlessK orringa ratio ism uch largerthan unity isinconsistent

with a broad classoftheoreticalm odels(such asdynam icalm ean-�eld theory)which neglectspatial

correlationsand/orvertex corrections.Form aterialsclose to theM ottinsulating phasethenuclear

spin relaxation rate,theK nightshiftand theK orringaratioalldecreasesigni�cantly with decreasing

tem perature below TN M R . This cannot be described by the M -M M P m odeland the m ost natural

explanation isthatapseudogap opensup in thedensity ofstatesbelow TN M R ,asin,forexam ple,the

underdoped cupratesuperconductors.An analysisoftheM ottinsulatingphaseof�-(ET)2Cu2(CN)3
issom ewhatm ore am biguous;neverthelessitsuggeststhattheantiferrom agnetic correlation length

isless than a lattice constant,consistent with a large frustration ofantiferrom agnetic interactions

as is believed to occur in this m aterial. W e show that the NM R m easurem ents reported for �-

(ET)2Cu2(CN)3 are qualitatively inconsistent with this m aterialhaving a ground state with long

rangem agneticorder.A pseudogap in them etallicstateoforganicsuperconductorsisan im portant

prediction ofthe resonating valence bond theory ofsuperconductivity. Understanding the nature,

origin,and m om entum dependence ofthe pseudogap and itsrelationship to superconductivity are

im portantoutstanding problem s.W epropose speci�cnew experim entson organic superconductors

to elucidate these issues. Speci�cally,m easurem ents should be perform ed to see ifhigh m agnetic

�eldsorhigh pressurescan be used to close the pseudogap.

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

In thepasttwentyyearsadiverserangeofnew strongly

correlated electron m aterials with exotic electronic and

m agneticpropertieshavebeen synthesized.Exam plesin-

clude high-tem perature cuprate superconductors,1 m an-

ganites with colossal m agnetoresistance,2 cerium ox-

ide catalysts,3 sodium cobaltates,4 ruthenates,5,6 heavy

ferm ion m aterials,7 and superconducting organic charge

transfer salts.8 M any ofthese m aterials exhibit a sub-

tle com petition between diverse phases: param agnetic,

superconducting,insulating, and the di�erent types of

order associated with charge,spin,orbital,and lattice

degrees offreedom . These di�erent phases can be ex-

plored by varying experim entalcontrolparam eterssuch

as tem perature,pressure,m agnetic �eld,and chem ical

com position. Although chem ically and structurally di-

verse the properties of these m aterials are determ ined

by som e com m on features;such as,strong interactions

between theelectrons,reduced dim ensionality associated

with a layered crystalstructure,large quantum 
uctu-

ations,and com peting interactions. M any ofthese m a-

terialsare characterized by large antiferrom agnetic spin


uctuations. Nuclear m agnetic resonance spectroscopy

hasproven to bea powerfulprobeoflocalspin dynam ics

in m any strongly correlated electron m aterials.9,10,11,12

Longerrangeand fasterspin dynam icshavebeen studied

with inelasticneutron scattering.O nepoorlyunderstood

property ofthe param agnetic phases ofm any ofthese

m aterialsisthepseudogap presentin largeregionsofthe

phase diagram . Although the pseudogap has received

them ostattention in thecuprates,13 itisalso presentin

quasione-dim ensionalcharge-densitywavecom pounds,14

m anganites,15 heavy ferm ion m aterials,11,in sim plem et-

alswith no signsofsuperconductivity,16 and quite pos-

sibly in organicchargetransferm aterials.12 Thefocusof

this paper is on understanding what inform ation about

antiferrom agnetic spin 
uctuations and the pseudogap

can be extracted from NM R experim entson the organic

chargetransfersalts.

The system s which are the subject of the current

study are the organic charge transfer salts based on

electron donor m olecules BEDT-TTF (ET),in particu-

larthe fam ily �-(ET)2X (where � indicatesa particular

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0611747v2
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polym orph17).Rem arkably sim ilarphysicsoccursin the

otherdim erised polym orphs,such asthe �,�0,�,and �

phases.8 Thesem aterialsdisplay awidevariety ofuncon-

ventionalbehaviours8 including: antiferrom agnetic and

spin liquid insulating states, unconventionalsupercon-

ductivity,and theparam agneticm etallicphaseswhich we

focuson in thispaper.Theyalsosharehighly anisotropic

crystaland band structures.However,asforvariousso-

ciologicaland historicalreasons,the � salts have been

farm ore extensively studied,and because we intend,in

this paper, to m ake detailed com parisons with experi-

m entaldata,welim itourstudy to � phasesalts.Thisof

course begsthe question do sim ilarphenom ena to those

described below occurin the�,�0,or� salts? W ewould

suggestthattheanswerisprobably yesbutthisrem ains

an inviting experim entalquestion.

Aswellastheirinterestingphenom enology theorganic

chargetransfersaltsareim portantm odelsystem sand a

deeperunderstandingofthesem aterialsm ayhelp address

anum berofim portantfundam entalquestionsconcerning

strongly correlated system s.The(non-interacting)band

structureofthe� phasesaltsiswellapproxim ated by the

half-�lled tightbindingm odelon theanisotropiclattice.8

This m odelhas two param eters t,the hopping integral

between nearestneighbor(ET)2 dim ers,and t
0,thehop-

ping integralbetween nextnearestneighborsacrossone

diagonalonly. In order to describe strongly correlated

phasesofthesem aterialswem ustalsoincludethee�ects

ofthe Coulom b interaction between electrons.The sim -

plest m odelwhich can include these strong correlations

in theHubbard m odelcontainsoneadditionalparam eter

overthe tightbinding m odel:U ,the Coulom b repulsion

between two conduction electronson thesam edim er.In

theHubbard m odelpicturethedi�erent�-(ET)2X salts

and di�erentpressurescorrespond to di�erentvaluesof

t0=tand U=t,butallofthe � phase saltsare half�lled.

Varying U=tallowsusto tunetheproxim ity to theM ott

transition -understandingtheM otttransition and itsas-

sociated phenom ena rem ains one m ost im portantprob-

lem sin theoreticalphysics22,23 and theorganicshavepro-

vided a new window on thisproblem .8,24,25,26,27 Varying

t0=tallowsonetotunethedegreeoffrustration in thesys-

tem . Understanding the e�ectoffrustration in strongly

correlated system s is of general im portance.4,28,29 For

exam ple there are strong analogies between the organ-

ics and NaxCoO 2,
30 and m uch recent interest has been

sparked by the observation ofpossible spin liquid states

in organicchargetransfersalts.31,32,33

The param agnetic m etallic phases of �-(ET)2X are

very di�erentfrom a conventionalm etallic phase.M any

features ofthe param agnetic m etallic phases agree well

with the predictions of dynam ical m ean �eld theory

(DM FT) which describes crossoverfrom ‘bad m etal’at

high tem peratures to a Ferm i liquid as the tem pera-

ture is lowered.24,25,34,35 This crossover from incoher-

ent to coherent intralayer125 transport has been ob-

served in a num berofexperim entssuch asresistivity,25

therm opower,24,36 and ultrasonic attenuation.37,38 The

existenceofcoherentquasiparticlesisalso apparentfrom

the observed m agnetic quantum oscillationsatlow tem -

peratures in �-(ET)2X .39,40,41 However, nuclear m ag-

netic resonance experim ents(reproduced in Figs. 1 and

2)on theparam agneticm etallicphaseson �-(ET)2X do

not �nd the well known properties of a Ferm i liquid.

The nuclear spin relaxation rate per unit tem perature,

1=T1T,islargerthan the K orringa form predicted from

Ferm i liquid theory. As the tem perature is lowered

1=T1T reaches a m axim um ; we labelthis tem perature

TN M R (the exact value ofTN M R varies with the anion

X ,buttypically,TN M R � 50 K ,see Fig.6). 1=T1T de-

creasesrapidlyasthetem peratureisloweredbelow TN M R

[see Fig 1].12,18,19 The K night shift also drops rapidly

around TN M R [seeFig 4].19 Thisisclearly in contrastthe

K orringa-likebehavioronewould expectfora Ferm iliq-

uid in which 1=T1T and K s are constant for T � TF ,

the Ferm item perature. Sim ilar non-Ferm iliquid tem -

perature dependences of1=T1T and K s are observed in

the cuprates.42,43 For the cuprates,it has been argued

thatthe large enhancem entof1=T1T isassociated with

the growth ofantiferrom agnetic spin 
uctuation within

theCuO 2 planesasthetem peratureislowered.
44,45 The

largedecreaseobserved in 1=T1T and K s issuggestiveof

a depletion ofthe density ofstates(DO S)atthe Ferm i

levelwhich m ight be expected ifa pseudogap opens at

TN M R .

A qualitative description of spin 
uctuations in the

param agnetic m etallic phase of�-(ET)2X hasnotbeen

perform ed previously. The im portance ofspin 
uctua-

tions in �-(ET)2X below Tc has been pointed out by

severalgroups.8,46,47,48,49,50 Sincethenatureofthepara-

m agnetic m etallic and superconducting phases are inti-

m ately intertwined (in m osttheories,including BCS,su-

perconductivity arises from an instability ofthe m etal-

lic phase), it is im portant to understand whether the

spin 
uctuations m ay extend beyond the superconduct-

ing region into the param agnetic m etallic phase and if

so how strong they are. Another unresolved puzzle is

whetherthereisa pseudogap in theparam agneticm etal-

lic phase of�-(ET)2X which suppresses the density of

states(DO S)atthe Ferm ilevel. A pseudogap hasbeen

suggested on the basis ofthe NM R data and heat ca-

pacity m easurem ent.51 Ifthere isa pseudogap then im -

portant questions to answer include: (i) how sim ilar is

the pseudogap in �-(ET)2X to the pseudogaps in the

cuprates, m anganites and heavy ferm ions? (ii) is the

pseudogap in �-(ET)2X related to superconductivity?

and (iii)ifso how?

A num berofscenariosin which a pseudogap m ay arise

havebeen proposed.O nepossibleorigin ofa pseudogap,

which a num ber ofauthors8,49,55,56,57 have argued m ay

be relevant to the organic charge transfer salts,is the

resonating valencebond (RVB)picture(fora review see

Refs. 1 and 58). In thispicture the electron spinsform

a linear superposition ofspin singlet pairs. The singlet

form ation can naturally explain theappearanceofa gap:

a non-zeroam ountofenergy isrequired to break thesin-
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FIG .1:[Coloronline]Com parison ofthem easured nuclearspin relaxation rate perunittem perature,1=T1T,with the predic-

tionsofthespin 
uctuation m odelforvariousorganicchargetransfersalts.Panel(a)showsdatafor�-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Brm ea-

sured by M aya�reetal.
18
,panel(b)showsdata for�-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Brm easured by D eSoto etal.

19
,panel(c)showsdata

for �(d8)-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Br m easured by M iyagawa et al.
20
, and panel(d) shows data for a �-(ET)2Cu(NCS)2 powder

sam ple m easured by K awam oto et al.
21

The 1=T1T data are weakly tem perature dependent at high tem peratures, have a

m axim um at TN M R � 50 K ,and drop abruptly below TN M R ,contrary to what one would expect for a Ferm iliquid in which

1=T1T is constant. The rem arkable sim ilarities ofthese data results from the quantitative and qualitative sim ilarity ofthe

antiferrom agnetic spin 
uctuationsin the param agnetic m etallic phasesofthese m aterials. The param etersthatproduce the

best �ts (solid lines) to Eq. (13) are tabulated in Table I. The spin 
uctuation m odelgives a good �t to the experim ental

data between TN M R � 50 and room tem peraturewhich suggestsstrong spin 
uctuationsin theparam agnetic m etallic statesof

�-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Br,�(d8)-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Br,and �-(ET)2Cu(NCS)2.However,below TN M R the spin 
uctuation m odel

does not describe the data well. In section V we argue that this is because a pseudogap opens at TN M R . In each �gure the

solid line indicates the large T approxim ation ofthe spin 
uctuation m odel[Eq. (15b)]. To check that this approxim ation

is reasonable we also plot the fullspin 
uctuation m odel[Eq. (13)]as a dashed line in panel(b). The fulland dashed lines

cannotbe distinguished untilwellbelow TN M R and so we concluded thatthe high T approxim ation isexcellentin therelevant

regim e. Note that the analysis on 1=T1T cannot di�erentiate between antiferrom agnetic and ferrom agnetic spin 
uctuations

(see section IIA 2),butthe K orringa ratio strongly di�erentiates between these two case and indicates that the 
uctuations

areantiferrom agnetic (seeFig.2).Thenom enclature�-Br,d8-Br,and �-NCS isused asshorthand for�-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Br,

�(d8)-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Br,and �-(ET)2Cu(NCS)2 respectively in the �gure keys.

glet pairs. For weakly frustrated lattices, such as the

anisotropictriangularlatticein theparam eterrangeap-

propriatefor�-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Br,�-(ET)2Cu(NCS)2,

and �-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Cl,the RVB theory predicts‘d-

wave’superconductivity.8,49,50,55,56,57 Thisisthesym m e-

try m ostconsistentwith a rangeofexperim entson these

�-(ET)2X salts.12,59,60,61 However,as the frustration is

increased changesin the nature ofthe spin 
uctuations

drive changes in the sym m etry ofthe superconducting

state.57,61 For exam ple,for the isotropic triangular lat-

tice t = t0 [t � t0 is thought to be appropriate for �-

(ET)2Cu2(CN)3]RVB theory predicts that the super-

conducting orderparam eterhas‘d+ id’sym m etry.57,61

RVB theory also predicts that a pseudogap with the

sam e sym m etry as the superconducting state exists in

the param agnetic phase at tem peratures above the su-

perconducting criticaltem perature,Tc. Thispseudogap

resultsfrom the form ation ofshortrange singletsabove

Tc;only atTc do thesesingletsacquireo�-diagonallong-

range order. There are two energy scales (� and e� in

the notation of,e.g.,Refs. 49 and 56)in the RVB the-

ory. In the sim plestreading ofthe theory,58,62 the ratio

�= e� � T �=Tc whereT
� isthetem peratureatwhich the
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FIG . 2: [Color online] Com parison of the K orringa ratio

K / 1=T1TK
2
s of �-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Br m easured by D e

Soto etal.
19
with theprediction oftheantiferrom agneticspin


uctuation m odel. The best �t to Eq. (16) is indicated by

thesolid line.TheK orringa ratio islargerthan 1 which indi-

catesthatthe spin 
uctuationsare antiferrom agnetic (K < 1

for ferrom agnetic 
uctuations,see Section IIA 2). The an-

tiferrom agnetic correlation length is found to be 3:5 � 2:5

lattice spacings at 50 K .Below 50 K the K orringa ratio is

suppressed,and in section V we argue that this is because

a pseudogap opens at TN M R . In the key to this �gure �-

(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Brisabbreviated as�-Br.

pseudogap opens. For the appropriate m odelHam ilto-

nian for the layered �-(ET)2X salts �= e� ’ 5 near the

M otttransition49 which isrem arkablysim ilartotheratio

TN M R =Tc in �-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Br.

W e use the phenom enologicalantiferrom agnetic spin


uctuation m odelwhich was�rstintroduced byM oriya44

and then applied by M illis,M onien and Pines(M M P)45

tocuprates,toexam inetheroleofspin 
uctuationsin the

param agnetic m etallic phase of�-(ET)2X . W e investi-

gatewhethertheanom aloustem peraturedependencesof

NM R data can be explained withoutinvoking a pseudo-

gap in theDO S.W e�tthespin 
uctuation m odelto the

nuclearspin relaxation rateperunittem perature1=T1T,

K nightshiftK s,and K orringaratioK dataand �nd that

thelargeenhancem entsm easured in 1=T1T and K above

TN M R arethe resultoflargeantiferrom agneticspin 
uc-

tuations[seeFigs.1 and 2].The correlation ofthe anti-

ferrom agneticspin 
uctuationsincreasesastem perature

decreasesand the relevantcorrelation length isfound to

be 3:5 � 2:5 lattice spacings at T = 50 K .The m odel

produces reasonable agreem ent with experim entaldata

down to T � 50 K .Below 50 K ,1=T1T is suppressed

but never saturates to a constant expected for a Ferm i

liquid whilethespin 
uctuation m odelproducesam ono-

tonically increasing 1=T1T with decreasing tem perature.

W e argue thatthis discrepancy between theory and ex-

perim ent is due to the appearance ofa pseudogap,not

captured by thespin 
uctuation m odel,which suppresses

the DO S atthe Ferm ilevel.

O ur results suggest the param agnetic m etallic phase

of�-(ET)2X is richerthan a renorm alized Ferm iliquid

ashasbeen previously thoughtto describe the low tem -

perature m etallic state. An exotic regim e sim ilarto the

pseudogap in the cupratesappearsto be realized in the

param agneticm etallic phase of�-(ET)2X .Thuswe be-

lieve the appropriate phase diagram of�-(ET)2X looks

likethe onesketched in Fig.3.However,the pseudogap

in �-(ET)2X isratherpeculiar.O n onehand,itshowsa

coherentintralayertransport(apparentfrom the T 2 re-

sistivity and theobserved quantum oscillations).O n the

other hand it also shows a loss ofDO S apparent from

1=T1T and K s. Therefore it is im portant to em phasize

thatthepseudogap phaseproposed for�-(ET)2X isdif-

ferentfrom thepseudogap phaserealized in thecuprates.

Understanding thesedi�erencesm ay wellprovideim por-

tant insight into the physics ofthe pseudogaps in both

classes ofm aterial. W e willdiscuss this m atter further

in Section V.

W e have also applied the spin 
uctuation form alism

to the M ott insulating phase �-(ET)2Cu2(CN)3 (which

m ay have a spin liquid ground state).31 W hile a rea-

sonable agreem ent between the calculated and the ex-

perim entaldata on 1=T1T has been obtained, the re-

sult for the K night shift does not agree with the data.

W e believe that this discrepancy re
ects the failure of

the assum ption that the peak in the dynam ic suscepti-

bility dom inates even the long wavelength physics im -

plicit in the spin-
uctuation m odel. The failure ofthis

assum ption is consistent with the strong frustration in

�-(ET)2Cu2(CN)3 and theobserved spin-liquid behavior

ofthis m aterial.8,31 W e show that there are qualitative

aswellas quantitative di�erence between the spin 
uc-

tuations in �-(ET)2Cu2(CN)3 and the spin 
uctuations

in the other�-phasesaltsdiscussed in thispaper.

The structure ofthe paperisasfollows.In Section II

weintroducethetem peraturedependenceofthenuclear

spin relaxation rate,spin echo decay rate,K nightshift,

and K orringa ratio and describe how they probe spin


uctuationsby probing thedynam icalsusceptibility.W e

calculatethesepropertiesin a num berofapproxim ations

and contrastthe results. In Section IIIwe dem onstrate

thatthespin 
uctuation m odelprovidesreasonable�tsto

the existing experim entalresultsfor�-(ET)2X and dis-

cussitslim itationswhen applied to thosem aterials.Sec-

tion IV dealswith theapplication ofthespin 
uctuation

m odelto the spin liquid com pound �-(ET)2Cu2(CN)3.

W e discuss the nature and extent ofthe pseudogap in

Section V.Finally,in Section VIwesuggestnew experi-

m entsand giveourconclusions.
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FIG .3:[Coloronline]The schem atic phase diagram for�-(ET)2X asa function oftem perature and pressure.Thin solid lines

representsecond orderphasetransitions,thethick solid lineisthe�rstordertransition linewhich endsata criticalpointshown

as a �lled circle,and dashed lines indicate crossovers. The pseudogap phase is m uch m ore com plicated than a renorm alized

Ferm iliquid thathasbeen previously thoughtto characterize the param agnetic m etallic phase atlow tem peratures: itshows

a coherent transport character with long lived quasiparticles, m arked by T
2
resistivity behavior

25
and m agnetic quantum

oscillations,
39

but at the sam e tim e it exhibits a loss ofdensity ofstates which is clearly seen in the NM R data. There are

notsu�cientdata atthism om entto determ ine where the pseudogap phase boundary endsso thisuncertainty isrepresented

by the shaded area with the question m ark. M ore detailed experim entaland theoreticalstudies in the vicinity ofthis point

willgive im portant insight into how the pseudogap is related to superconductivity. The possibility of a quantum critical

pointsom ewhere in the vicinity ofthe pointwhere the superconducting criticaltem perature goesto zero m ay have im portant

consequencesfortheobservation thatthem aterialswith thelowestsuperconducting criticaltem peratureshaveextrem ely sm all

super
uid sti�nessesand are very di�erentfrom BCS superconductors.
52,53,54

II. T H E SP IN LA T T IC E R ELA X A T IO N R A T E,

SP IN EC H O D EC A Y R A T E,A N D K N IG H T

SH IFT

Thetem peraturedependenceofthenuclearspin lattice

relaxation rate1=T1T,spin echodecay rate1=T2,K night

shift K s,K orringa ratio K,and the realand im aginary

partofthedynam icsusceptibility,�0(q;!)and �00(q;!),

de�ned by

�(q;!)=

Z

d
3
r dte

i(q� r� !t)
�(r;t): (1)

arediscussed in thissection.Thegeneralexpressionsfor

these quantitiesare63

1

T1
= lim

!! 0

2kB T


2e~
4

X

q

jA(q)j2
�00(q;!)

!
; (2a)

1

T 2
2

=
2fA

~
6
4e

X

q

jA(q)j4�0(q;0)2; (2b)

K s =
jA(0)j�0(0;0)


e
N ~
2

; (2c)

and

K =
~

4�kB

�

e


N

� 2
1

T1TK
2
s

; (2d)

whereA(q)isthehyper�necouplingbetween thenuclear

and electron spins,
N (
e)isthenuclear(electronic)gy-

rom agnetic ratio, and fA is the relative abundance of

the nuclearspin. Forsim plicity we willoften considera

m om entum independent hyper�ne coupling jAjin what

follows. Note that Eqs. 2 show that this is an uncon-

trolled approxim ation forboth T1 and T2,butthatitis

notan approxim ation atallforK s. Thisisbecause K s

only probesthe long wavelength physicsand hence only

dependson A(0),the hyper�ne coupling atq = 0.

Thecalculation ofthequantitiesin Eqs.(2)boilsdown

to determ ining theappropriateform ofthedynam icsus-

ceptibility. In the following sections we begin by dis-

cussing the role ofvertex correctionsin determ ining the

propertiesm easured byNM R (section ??),beforem oving

onto the a variety ofapproxim ationsforcalculating the

dynam ic susceptibility. They are antiferrom agnetic and

ferrom agneticspin 
uctuations(section IIA),dynam ical

m ean �eld theory(section IIB),and the1=N approachto

thequantum criticalregion offrustrated two-dim ensional

antiferrom agnets(section IIC).However,in thisworkwe

willpredom inantly usethespin 
uctuation m odelto an-

alyzetheNM R data.Theotherm odelsarepresented for

com parison.
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A . T he Spin Fluctuation M odel

The dynam ic susceptibility in this m odel is written

as44,45

�(q;!)= �LW (!)+ �A F(q;!); (3)

where �LW (!) is the dynam ic susceptibility in the long

wavelength regim eand �A F(q;!)isacontribution tothe

dynam ic susceptibility which peaksatsom e wavevector

Q .Thesesusceptibilitiestakethe form

�LW (!) =
��0(T)

1� i!=�(T)

�A F(q;!) =
�Q (T)

1+ �(T)2jq � Q j2 � i!=!SF(T)
(4)

where ��0(T) [�Q (T)]is the static spin susceptibility at

q = 0 [Q ],�(T)[! SF(T)]isthe characteristic spin 
uc-

tuation energy which representsdam ping in the system

nearq = 0 [Q ],and �(T)isthe tem perature dependent

correlation length. Hence,the realand im aginary parts

ofthe dynam icsusceptibility can then be written as

�
0(q;0) = ��0(T)

�

1+
�Q (T)

��0(T)

1

(1+ �(T)2jq � Q j2)2

�

�
00(q;!) =

! ��0(T)

�
�

1+
�Q (T)�

��0(T)!SF(T)

1

(1+ �(T)2jq � Q j2)2

�

:

(5)

Note thatthe above form of�L W (!)isthe appropriate

form for a Ferm iliquid. Therefore ifthe system under

discussion isnota Ferm iliquid then thevalidity thisex-

pression for�L W (!)cannotbeguaranteed.Forexam ple,

them arginalFerm iliquid theory predictsa di�erentfre-

quencydependence.64 Ifthedynam icsusceptibilityissuf-

�ciently peaked then 1=T1 willnotbestronglydependent

on the long wavelength physics [because 1=T1 m easures

the susceptibility overthe entire Brillouin zone,c.f.,Eq.

(2a),and therefore willbe dom inated by the physicsat

q = Q ]. O n the other hand the K night shift is a m ea-

sure ofthe long wavelength properties [c.f., Eq. (2c)]

and thereforem ay be sensitiveto the detailsof�LW (!).

Herewewillexplicitly assum e,following theassum ption

m adeby M M P45,thattheuniform susceptibility ��0 and

the spin 
uctuation energy near q = 0 is tem perature

independent. O ne justi�cation for this approxim ation

in organicsisthatthe K nightshiftisnotstrongly tem -

peraturedependent[seeSection IIID].Thisapproxim a-

tion willbreak down in the system s where the uniform

susceptibility isstrongly tem peraturedependentsuch as

YBa2Cu3O 6:63
65 and La1:8Sr0:15CuO 4.

66

In the criticalregion �(T)� a,where�(T)isthe cor-

relation length,and a is the lattice constant,and one

has45

�Q (T) =

�
�(T)

�0

� 2� �

��0

!SF(T) =

�
�0

�(T)

� z

� (6)

where� isthecriticalexponentwhich governsthepower-

law decay ofthe spin correlation function,z is the dy-

nam icalcriticalexponent,and �0 is som e tem perature

independentlength scale.Thesim plestpossibleassum p-

tions are relaxation dynam ics for the spin 
uctuations

(which are characterized by z = 2)and m ean �eld scal-

ing ofthe spin correlations(� = 0).W ith these approx-

im ations the realand im aginary parts ofthe dynam ic

susceptibility aregiven by

�
0(q;0) = ��0

�

1+
p
�

[�(T)=a]2

[1+ �(T)2jq � Q j2]2

�

�
00(q;!) =

! ��0

�

�

1+ �
[�(T)=a]4

[1+ �(T)2jq � Q j2]2

�

(7)

where � = (a=�0)
4. The tem perature independent,di-

m ensionlessparam eter� can also be expressed in term s

ofthe originalvariables appearing in the dynam ic sus-

ceptibility in Eq.(4)as

� =
�Q (T)�

��0!SF(T)

�
a

�(T)

� 4

: (8)

W ritten in thisform ,� hasa clearinterpretation:itrep-

resents the strength ofthe spin 
uctuations at a �nite

wavevectorQ .W e willnow considertwo cases:antifer-

rom agneticand ferrom agneticspin 
uctuations.

1. Antiferrom agnetic Spin Fluctuations

Ifwehaveantiferrom agneticspin 
uctuationsthen the

dynam icsusceptibility �(q;!)peaksata�nitewavevec-

torq = Q ;forexam ple,fora square lattice Q = (�;�).

The NM R relaxation rate, spin echo decay rate, and

K nightshiftcan becalculated straightforwardlyfrom the

realand im aginary parts ofthe dynam ic susceptibility

given in Eq.(5).Theresultsare

1

T1T
=

2�kB jAj
2��0


2e~
4�

�

1+ �
[�(T)=a]4

1+ [~Q �(T)]2

�

(9a)

1

T 2
2

=
2fA jAj

4��20

�
4e~
6

�

1+ �
[�(T)=a]4

1+ [~Q �(T)]2

+

p
�

�
ln(1+ [~Q �(T)]2)

�

(9b)

K s =
jAj��0


e
N ~
2

�

1+
p
�

[�(T)=a]2

1+ [~Q �(T)]2

�

(9c)

K =
~
2e

2��� 0

h

1+ �
[�(T )=a]

4

1+ [~Q �(T )]2

i

h

1+
p
�

[�(T )=a]2

1+ [~Q �(T )]2

i2; (9d)



7

where ~Q isa cuto� from them om entum integration [c.f.

Eq. (2a)]. For�(T)� a:1=T1T � �(T)2,1=T2 � �(T),

and K s � constant which leads to the K orringa ra-

tio K ’ (~
2e=2��� 0)[~Q �(T)]
2. In this m odelthe K or-

ringa ratio can only be equalto unity ifthe spin 
uc-

tuations are com pletely suppressed (� = 0). Hence,

one expects K > 1 ifantiferrom agnetic 
uctuations are

dom inant.67,68 This indicates that there are signi�cant

vertex correctionswhen therelargestrong antiferrom ag-

netic 
uctuations.

2. Ferrom agnetic Spin Fluctuations

Forferrom agnetic spin 
uctuations,�(q;!)ispeaked

atq = 0.TheNM R relaxation rateand spin echo decay

rate are exactly the sam e as those given in Eqs. (9a)

and (9b) because 1=T1T and 1=T2 com e from sum m ing

the contributionsform allwave vectorsin the �rstBril-

louin zone,which m akes the location ofthe peak in q

spaceirrelevant.In contrast,theK nightshiftwillbedif-

ferent in the ferrom agnetic and antiferrom agnetic cases

becauseK s only m easurestheq = 0 partofthedynam ic

susceptibility;it willbe enhanced by the ferrom agnetic


uctuations.Thus,in theferrom agneticspin 
uctuation

description K s isgiven by

K s =
jAj��0


e
N ~
2

h

1+
p
�(�=a)2

i

(10)

and

K =
~
2e

2��� 0

h

1+ �
[�(T )=a]

4

1+ [~Q �(T )]2

i

�
1+

p
�(�=a)2

�2 (11)

For �(T) � a: 1=T1T � �(T)2, 1=T2 � �(T), and

K s � �(T)2 which leadsto K ’ (~
2e=2��� 0)[��(T)=a]
� 2.

W e can see thatK < 1 in the presence offerrom agnetic


uctuations.67,68 So again vertex correctionsare im por-

tantifthesystem hasstrong ferrom agnetic
uctuations.

Recallthat,in contrast,in the caseofantiferrom agnetic


uctuationsthe K orringa ratio islargerthan one. Thus

analyzing the K orringa ratio allows one to straightfor-

wardly distinguish between antiferrom agneticand ferro-

m agneticspin 
uctuations.

B . D ynam icalM ean Field T heory

DM FT is an approach based on a m apping of the

Hubbard m odelonto a self-consistently em bedded An-

derson im purity m odel.69,70,71 DM FT predicts that the

m etallic phase ofthe Hubbard m odelhas two regim es

with a crossover from one to the other at a tem pera-

ture T0. For T<T0 the system is a renorm alized Ferm i

liquid characterized by K orringa-like tem perature de-

pendence of 1=T1T and coherent intralayer transport.

AboveT0,thesystem exhibitsanom alouspropertieswith

1=T1T � a + b(T0=T) (c.f., Ref. [71]) and incoherent

chargetransport.Thisregim eisoften refereed to asthe

‘bad m etal’. M icroscopically the bad m etalis charac-

terized by quasi-localized electrons and the absence of

quasiparticles. Thus DM FT predicts that at high tem -

peratures1=T1T � a+ b(T0=T),but1=T1T saturatestoa

constantbelow T0.Thistem peraturedependenceissim -

ilar to that for the single im purity Anderson m odel.72

Note that this tem perature dependence is qualitatively

sim ilartothatfound forspin 
uctuations[c.f.,Eq.(15b),

the high tem peraturelim itofEq.(9a)].

ThepredictionsofDM FT correctly describetheprop-

ertiesofa rangeoftransportand therm odynam icexper-

im ents on the organic charge transfer salts.8,24,25 This

suggeststhatthese system s undergo a crossoverfrom a

bad m etalregim eforT>T0 to a renorm alized Ferm iliq-

uid below T0. As we shallsee in m ore detaillater (see

Fig. 1) the nuclear spin relaxation rate is suppressed

butneversaturatesbelow TN M R ;thisisnotcaptured by

DM FT.This suggests that the low-tem perature regim e

of�-(ET)2X ism orecom plicated than the renorm alized

Ferm i liquid predicted by DM FT which until now, is

widely believed to be the correctdescription ofthe low

tem perature param agnetic m etallic state in the organic

chargetransfersalts.W ewilldiscussthereasonsforand

im plicationsofthefailureofDM FT to correctly describe

NM R experim entson the organicchargesaltsin section

V.

C . Q uantum C riticalR egion ofFrustrated 2D

A ntiferrom agnets

The static uniform and dynam ic susceptibilities of

nearly-criticalfrustrated 2D antiferrom agnets has been

studied by Chubukov et al.73 They considered a long-

wavelength action with an N com ponent, unit-length,

com plex vectorwhich hasa SU(N )
 O (2)sym m etry and

perform ed a 1=N expansion. This gives susceptibili-

ties which follow a universalscaling form . As one ap-

proaches the quantum criticalpoint, the spin sti�ness

willvanish but the ratio between in-plane and out-of-

plane sti�nessesrem ains�nite and approachesunity.In

thisregim e,to order1=N ,the quantitiesin Eq. (2)are

given by73

1=T1 � T
�; 1=T2 � T

�� 1; K s � T; K � T
�� 2

: (12)

III. SP IN FLU C T U A T IO N S IN �-(ET )2X

The NM R relaxation rate per unit tem perature,

K night shift, and K orringa ratio in the antiferrom ag-

netic spin 
uctuations m odelare given by Eqs. (9a),

(9c), and (9d). Their tem perature dependence com es

through the antiferrom agnetic correlation length. W e

adopttheform of�(T)from M -M M P44,45:�(T)=�(Tx)=p
2Tx=(T + Tx). Forthisform ofthe correlation length



8

Tx represents a naturaltem perature scale and �(T) is

only weakly tem perature dependent for T � Tx. For

thischoiceof�(T)=a wehave

1

T1T
=

�
1

T1T

�

0

�

1+
�C2

(T=Tx + 1)2 + 2�2C (T=Tx + 1)

�

K s = (K s)0

�

1+

p
�C

1+ 2�2C + T=Tx

�

K = K 0

h

1+
�C

2

(T =Tx + 1)
2+ 2�2C (T =Tx + 1)

i

h

1+
p
�C

1+ 2�2C + T =Tx

i2 ; (13)

wherewehavede�ned

C = 2

�
�(Tx)

a

�2

;

(1=T1T)0 =
2�kB jAj

2��0


2e~
4�

;

(K s)0 =
jAj��0


e
N ~
2
;

and K 0 =
~
2e

2��� 0

; (14)

to sim plify the notation.

A . T he N uclear Spin R elaxation R ate

W e now analyzethetem peraturedependence of1=T1.

In the discussion to follow,we willassum e thatthe cor-

relation length islarge com pared to unity and to T=Tx,

i.e,C = 2(�(Tx)=a)
2 � T=Tx. By this assum ption,the

lim iting casesof1=T1T [Eq.(13)]aregiven by

(T1T)0

T1T
’ 1+

�

�2

�
�(Tx)

a

� 2 �

1�

�
T

Tx

��

forT � Tx (15a)

(T1T)0

T1T
’ 1+

�

�2

�
�(Tx)

a

� 2 �
1

T=Tx + 1

�

forT � Tx: (15b)

The NM R relaxation rate per unit tem perature cal-

culated from the spin 
uctuation m odel is a m ono-

tonic function oftem perature. In the high-tem perature

regim e 1=T1T has a T � 1 dependence while in the low-

tem peratureregim eitislinearin T with anegative slope.

Thusonerealizesim m ediately thatthedata fortem per-

aturesbelow TN M R isnotconsistentwith thepredictions

ofthe spin 
uctuation theory asithasa positive slope.

W ewillreturn to discussthisregim elatter.W ebegin by

investigating the high tem peratureregim e,T > TN M R .

W e �t the 1=T1T expression for T � Tx (15b)

to the experim ental data of De Soto19 for �-

(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Br between TN M R and 300 K with

(1=T1T)0,�[�(Tx)=a]
2,and Tx asfree param eters. It is

notpossibletoobtain � and �(Tx)=aunam biguouslyfrom

�tting to 1=T1T data because the m odeldepends sensi-

tively only on the product�[�(Tx)=a]
2 (see Eq. (15b)).

Theparam etersfrom the�tsaretabulated in TableIand

theresultsareplotted in Fig.1.TheuseofEq.(15b)to

�t1=T1T dataisjusti�ed posthocsinceTx isfound to be

2� 6tim essm allerthan TN M R .W ehavealsochecked this

by plotting the fulltheory (without taking the T � Tx

lim it)for�-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Brin Fig.1b,wherethere

isK orringa ratio data (see Fig. 2)and thuswe can de-

term ine � and �(Tx)=a individually.Itcan be seen from

Fig. 1b that the disagreem ent between the fulltheory

and thehigh tem peratureapproxim ation issm allerthan

thethicknessofthecurves,thereforethisapproxim ation

iswelljusti�ed.Itwillbeshown in Section IIB thatthe

correlation length isindeed large thusproviding further

justi�cation forthe useofEq.(15b)here.

The m odel produces a reasonably good �t to the

experim entaldata on �-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Br
19 between

TN M R , the tem perature at which 1=T1T is m axim um ,

and room tem perature.In the high tem perature regim e

(e.g.,around room tem perature),1=T1T hasa very weak

tem perature dependence, indicating weakly correlated

spins. The large enhancem ent of1=T1T can be under-

stood in term softhe growth ofthe spin 
uctuations:as

the system cools down,the spin-spin correlations grow

stronger which allows the nuclear spins to relax faster

by transferring energy to the restofthe spin degreesof

freedom via these spin 
uctuations. Strong spin 
uc-

tuations, m easured by large values of�[�(Tx)=a]
2, are

not only present in �-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Br but also ob-

served in other m aterials such as the fully deuterated

�-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Brfwhich willbedenoted by �(d8)-

(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Brg and �-(ET)2Cu(NCS)2. The re-

sults of the �ts for �(d8)-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Br and �-

(ET)2Cu(NCS)2 are shown in Fig. 1. The param eters

thatproduce the best�tsare also tabulated in Table I.

This suggests that strong spin 
uctuations are present

in these charge transfersalts. In allcasesstudied here,

strong spin 
uctuationsareevidentfrom the largevalue

of�[�(Tx)=a]
2.

The natureofthe spin 
uctuations,i.e.,whetherthey

are antiferrom agnetic or ferrom agnetic,cannot,even in

principle, be determ ined from the analysis on 1=T1T.

Both cases yield the sam e 1=T1T [see Eq. (9) and Sec

II.C.2]because the nuclear spin relaxation rate is ob-

tained by sum m ing allwave vector contribution in the

�rstBrillouin zone.However,in thenextsection wewill

usetheK orringaratio to show thatthespin 
uctuations

areantiferrom agnetic.

Below TN M R ,the calculated 1=T1T continues to rise

while the experim entaldata showsa decreasein the nu-

clearspin relaxationrateperunittem perature.However,

the data does not reach a constant 1=T1T as expected

fora Ferm iliquid.Thisindicatesthatthephysicsbelow

TN M R is dom inated by som e other m echanism not cap-

tured by the spin 
uctuation,Ferm iliquid, or DM FT

theories. O ne possibility is a pseudogap opens up at
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M aterial Ref. (1=T1T)0 Tx (K ) �[�(Tx)=a]
2

(s
� 1
K

� 1
)

�-Br M aya�re [18] 0.09 � 0.01 6.5 � 5:5 290 � 250

�-Br D e Soto [19] 0.02 � 0.01 20 � 10 680 � 430

d8-Br M iyagawa [20] 0.04 � 0:01 6.2 � 3:5 85 � 65

�-NCS K awam oto [21] 0.06 � 0:01 11 � 2:6 110 � 89

TABLE I:The param eters obtained from the �ts which are

used to produceFig.1.Evidenceforstrong spin 
uctuations

com efrom thelargevalueof�[�(Tx)=a]
2 which arepresentfor

allthe m aterials tabulated above. In the table �-Br,d8-Br,

and �-NCS areused asshorthand for�-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Br,

�(d8)-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Br, and �-(ET)2Cu(NCS)2 respec-

tively.

TN M R whichsuppressestheDO S attheFerm ilevel.Since

1=T1T � ~�2(E F )[c.f.,Eq.(A16)],adecreasein DO S will

naturally lead to the suppression of1=T1T. O ne m ight

argue that the discrepancy between the theory and ex-

perim ents below TN M R stem s from ourassum ption ofa

q-independent hyper�ne coupling in the 1=T1T expres-

sion. However,in section IIID we willshow that the

K night shift is also inconsistent with the predictions of

thespin 
uctuation m odelbelow TN M R .W hileincluding

the appropriate q-dependence ofthe hyper�ne coupling

m ight change the tem perature dependence of1=T1T,it

certainly cannot a�ect the tem perature dependence of

the K nightshiftascan be seen from Eq.(2c).

B . T he K orringa R atio

In the previoussection we com pared the prediction of

the spin 
uctuation m odelfor1=T1T to the experim en-

taldata and obtained good agreem entwith thedata be-

tween TN M R and 300 K .However,we were not able to

determ ine� and �(Tx)=a unam biguously because1=T1T

is sensitive only to the product �[�(Tx)=a]
2. W e were

also notable to determ ine whetherantiferrom agneticor

ferrom agnetic spin 
uctuations are dom inant. W e re-

solve these by studying the K orringa ratio K. It has

previously been pointed outthatantiferrom agnetic(fer-

rom agnetic) 
uctuations produce a K orringa ratio that

islarger(less)than one.67,68 W ehavealso shown in Sec-

tion IIthat in the lim it oflarge correlation length,the

K orringa ratio behaveslike (�=a)2 > 1 forantiferrom ag-

netic spin 
uctuations and like (a=�)2 < 1 for ferro-

m agnetic spin 
uctuations. The K orringa ratio data for

�-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Br(see Fig 2)is signi�cantly larger

than oneatalltem peratureswhich showsthatantiferro-

m agnetic 
uctuationsdom inate. W ith this in m ind,we

study the antiferrom agneticspin 
uctuation m odel.

First we note that K s, given by Eq. (13), has a

weak tem perature dependence because C = 2(�(Tx)=a)
2

is generally larger than unity and T=Tx. In the lim it

oflarge correlation lengths,the second term inside the

squarebracketin theexpression forK s given in Eq.(13)

can beapproxim ated as(1+ C + T=Tx)
� 1 ’ C � 1 and the

K nightshiftwillbegiven by K s ’ (K s)0(1+
p
�=(2�2))

which istem perature independent. W e use thistem per-

atureindependentK nightshiftto calculatetheK orringa

ratio K

K =
~

4�kB

�

e


N

� 2
1

T1TK
2
s

(16)

’ K 0

�

1+
�[�(Tx)=a]

2

�2(T=Tx + 1)

��
1

1+
p
�=(2�2)

� 2

wherethe prefactorK 0 isgiven by Eq.(14).

W e�tEq.(16)to theexperim entalK orringa data for

�-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Br.
19 Theresultisplotted in Fig.2.

In thisexpression wehavethreeparam eters,�[�(Tx)=a]
2,

Tx,and
p
�,twoofwhich,�[�(Tx)=a]

2 and Tx,havebeen

determ ined from �tting1=T1T.Thereisonlyonerem ain-

ing free param eterin the m odel,
p
�,which can then be

determ ined unam biguously from the K orringa �t which

yields� = 60� 20.Thisvalue of� im pliesthatthe an-

tiferrom agnetic correlation length �(T) = 3:5� 2:5a (a

is the unit ofone lattice constant) at T = 50 K .This

value isin the sam e orderofm agnitude asthe value of

the correlation length estim ated in the cuprates.65

The K orringa ratio data are wellreproduced by the

antiferrom agnetic spin 
uctuation m odel when T >

TN M R . This is again consistent with our earlier con-

clusion thatthespin 
uctuationshaveantiferrom agnetic

correlations. A large K orringa ratio74,75 has previously

been observed in the cuprates indicating sim ilar anti-

ferrom agnetic 
uctuations in these system s. The K o-

rringa ratio has also been m easured in a num ber of

heavy ferm ion com pounds76,77,78 Sim ilar antiferrom ag-

netic 
uctuations, like those observed in the cuprates

and organics,are present in CeCu2Si2 and. The K or-

ringa ratio ofthism aterialhasa valueof4.6 at100 m K

(Ref. [77]). In contrast,YbRh2Si2
76 and CeRu2Si2

78,

show strong ferrom agneticspin 
uctuationsasisevident

from the K orringa ratio less than unity. In Sr2RuO 4
79

the K orringa ratio isapproxim ately 1.5 at1.4 K .Upon

doping with Ca to form Sr2� xCax2RuO 4,the K orringa

ratio becom es less than one which indicates that there

is a subtle com petition between antiferrom agnetic and

ferrom agnetic
uctuationsin these ruthenates.

C . T he A ntiferrom agnetic C orrelation Length

Itisim portantto realizethatthespin 
uctuation for-

m alism can be used to extractquantitative inform ation

aboutthe spin correlationsfrom NM R data. Forexam -

ple,the �tspresented in Figs. 1 and 2 allow usto esti-

m atetheantiferrom agneticcorrelation length.From the

�tfor�-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Br(TableI)wefound thatthe

antiferrom agnetic correlation length �(T)=a = 3:5� 2:5

atT = TN M R = 50 K .In orderto understand the phys-

icalsigni�cance of this value of �(T) it is inform ative

to com pare this value with the correlation length for
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the square80 and triangular81 lattice antiferrom agnetic

Heisenberg m odels.

It has been shown80 that,on the square lattice,the

antiferrom agnetic Heisenberg m odel has a correlation

length of order �(T)=a � 1 for T = J and of order

�(T)=a � 30 for T = 0:3J. O n the other hand for the

antiferrom agneticHeisenberg m odelon the isotropictri-

angular lattice, the correlation length is only of order

a lattice constant at T = 0:3J.81 Thus the correlation

length,�(T)=a = 3:5� 2:5,obtained from the analysis

ofthe data for�-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Brisreasonable and

placesthem aterialsbetween thesquareand isotropican-

tiferrom agneticHeisenberg m odelashasbeen argued on

the basisofelectronicstructurecalculations.8,47,82

O neofthebestwaystom easureantiferrom agneticcor-

relation length isby inelastic neutron scattering experi-

m ents.To perform thisexperim ent,oneneedshigh qual-

ity single crystal. Unfortunately,it is di�cult to grow

su�ciently large single crystalsfor�-(ET)2X ;however,

recently som e signi�cantprogresshasbeen m ade.83 An-

otherway to probethe correlation length isthrough the

spin echo experim ent. The spin echo decay rate 1=T2 is

proportionalto the tem perature dependence correlation

length [seeEq.(9)]so m easurem entsofT2 would giveus

directknowledgeon thenatureofthecorrelation length.

To the authors’knowledge there is no spin echo decay

rate m easurem ent on the m etallic phase ofthe layered

organic m aterialsatthe presenttim e thusitisvery de-

sirableto haveexperim entaldata on T2 m easurem entto

com parewith thevalueof�(T)wehaveextracted above.

D . T he K night Shift

Aswepointed outin Section IItheK nightshiftK s will

generally havea weak tem peraturedependencethrough-

out the whole tem perature range and so,thus far,we

haveneglected itstem perature dependence.However,it

isapparentfrom Eq.(13)thatforany choiceofparam e-

tervaluesf�;�(Tx)=a,and Txg,K s willalwaysincrease

m onotically asthetem peraturedecreases.Thereforethe

tem perature dependence ofthe K nightshift potentially

providesan im portantcheck on the validity ofthe spin


uctuation m odel. However,in the following discussion

one should recallthe caveats(discussed in section IIA)

on thevalidityofthecalculation oftheK nightshiftstem -

m ing from theassum ption thatthedynam icsofthelong

wavelength partofdynam icalsusceptibility relax in the

sam em annerasa Ferm iliquid.

In contrast to the prediction of the spin 
uctuation

m odelthe experim entaldata,e.g.,those m easured19 on

�-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Br(reproduced in Fig.4),show that

K s decreasesslowly with decreasing tem perature which

then undergoesa large suppression around TK s
� 50 K .

Itshould be em phasized herethatTK s
isapproxim ately

the sam e as TN M R ,the tem perature at which 1=T1T is

m axim um .

Since it is not possible to explain any of the NM R

data below TN M R in term softhe spin 
uctuation m odel

within theapproxim ationsdiscussed thusfarwefocuson

thetem peraturerangebetween 50 K to 300 K justaswe

did forthe analysisof1=T1T.Even in thistem perature

range,thereisapuzzlingdiscrepancybetween theoryand

experim ent:theexperim entaldata decreasesslowly with

decreasing tem perature while the theoreticalcalculation

predictstheopposite.W ewillarguebelow thatthisdis-

crepancy arises because the data are obtained at con-

stant pressure while the theoreticalprediction assum es

constantvolum e.Since the organicchargetransfersalts

are particularly soft,therm alexpansion ofthe unit cell

m ayproduceasizeablee�ecttotheK nightshiftand m ay

notbe neglected.

Following W zietek et al.,84 we attem pt to m ake an

estim ate on the correction of the K night shift for �-

(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Br due to therm alexpansion. Let us

de�ne �vs(T;V )asthe constantvolum e spin susceptibil-

ity as a function of tem perature. The m easured sus-

ceptibility is then given by a constant pressure suscep-

tibility �ps = �ps[T;V (T;P )]while the theoreticalsus-

ceptibility is given by a constant volum e susceptibility

�vs = �vs[T;V (T = 0;P )]. The correction to the spin

susceptibility isthen given by

�� = �
p
s � �

v
s (17)

=

Z T

0

dT
0

�
@�ps

@P

�

T 0

�
V @P

@V

�

T 0

�
@V

V @T 0

�

P

:

TheK nightshiftisdirectly proportionalto thespin sus-

ceptibility,Eq.(2c),which allowsusto writethecorrec-

tion to the K nightshiftas

�K s = K
p
s � K

v
s (18)

=

Z T

0

dT
0

�
@K p

s

@P

�

T 0

�
V @P

@V

�

T 0

�
@V

V @T 0

�

P

;

where K p
s is the (experim entally obtained) isobaric

K night shift, K v
s is the (calculated) constant volum e

K night shift, (V @P=@V )T is the isotherm alcom press-

ibility,and (@V=V @T)P isthe lineartherm alexpansion.

It is hard to obtain an accurate estim ate for �K s be-

causethereareno com pletesetsofdata forK p
s,isother-

m alcom pressibility,and therm alexpansion asa function

oftem perature and pressure for the �-(ET)2-X fam ily.

Howevera rough estim ate for�K s m ay be m ade using

the availableexperim entaldata.

In Appendix B weestim atethat

�
@K p

s

@P

�

T

� � 3� 10� 8 bar
� 1
;

�

V
@P

@V

�

T

� � 105 bar;

and

�
1

V

@V

@T

�

P

� 10� 4 K
� 1
:

Com bining these order of m agnitude estim ates we are

able to obtain a rough estim ate on �K s which can be
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FIG .4: The tem perature dependence ofthe (constant pressure) K night shift as m easured by �-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Br by D e

Soto etal.19 (�lled squares) and the corrected K night shift obtained by taking into account therm alexpansion ofthe lattice

(half-�lled diam onds),i.e.,the constantvolum e K nightshift. The tem perature atwhich the K nightshiftdecreasesrapidly is

aboutthesam etem peratureatwhich 1=T1T issuppressed (seeFig.1),i.e.TK s
� TN M R .Thissuggeststhat1=T1T and K s are

suppressed by thesam ephysics.In thelim itoflargecorrelation lengths,thespin 
uctuation m odel,Eq.(13),predictsa slowly

varying K night shift which is alm ost tem perature independent(solid line). The discrepancy between theory and experim ent

arises because the m odelcalculates constant volum e K night shift while the experim ent m easures constant pressure K night

shift.84 Since �-(ET)2X issoftthere willbe a sizeable e�ecton K s due to the large therm alexpansion.The correction to the

experim entalK nightshift,by taking into accountthesee�ects,wascalculated by using Eq.(18)(half�lled squares).However,

we stress thatthe lack ofcom pressive m easurem entsofpressure and tem perature dependence ofthe K nightshift,isotherm al

com pressibility,and therm alexpansion m eansthatthiscorrection isno betterthan an orderofm agnitude estim ate.However,

ourestim ate indicates thatthere correction is large enough thatthe data above TK s
cannotbe shown to be in disagreem ent

with the spin 
uctuation m odel.Below TK s
there isa cleardisagreem entbetween the theory and data,in section V we argue

thatthisisbecause a pseudogap opensatTN M R .In the key to this�gure �-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Brisabbreviated as�-Br.

written as K v
s � Kp

s � 0:3T for T in K elvin. The re-

sultisplotted in Fig. 4. Itisclearfrom the �gure that

our rough estim ate has already produced a non trivial

correction to theK nightshift.TheK nightshiftchanges

from having a positive slope in the raw data to exhibit

a rather sm allnegative slope between TK s
� 50 K and

room tem perature when the corrections to account for

the therm alexpansion are included. The correction be-

com es sm allbelow about 50 K .The lattice expansion

clearly has a signi�cant e�ect on the m easured K night

shift. To rem ove this e�ect one would need to either

m easure the K nightshift at constant volum e or pursue

an experim entin which the pressure dependence ofK s,

isotherm alcom pressibility,and therm alexpansion [c.f.

Eq.(18)]arem easured sim ultaneously to accurately de-

term ine �K s. G iven the large uncertainty in �K s we

take K s to be constantfortem peraturesabove 50 K in

the rest ofthis paper. This is clearly the sim plest as-

sum ption,it is not (yet) contradicted by experim ental

data,and,perhapsm ostim portant,any tem peraturede-

pendencein theK nightshiftissigni�cantly sm allerthan

the tem peraturedependence of1=T1T.

Regardlessofthe valuse of�K s,the K nightshiftcal-

culated from the spin 
uctuation m odelis inconsistent

with the experim entaldata below TK s
� 50 K (see Fig.

4).Thecalculated K s showsaweaklyincreasingK s with

decreasingtem perature,whilethem easuredK s isheavily

suppressed below 50 K .O ne im portantpointto em pha-

size here isthatthe tem perature dependence ofK s will

notchange even ifone uses the fully q-dependent A(q)

since K s [see Eq. (2c)]only probes the q = 0 com po-

nentofthe hyper�ne coupling and susceptibility. Thus,

putting an appropriate q-dependent hyper�ne coupling

willnotchangetheresultforK s (although itm ightgive

a better description for 1=T1T). This provides a com -

pelling clue thatsom e non-trivialm echanism isrespon-

sible to the suppression of1=T1T,K s,and K below 50

K .

W ehavenotaddressed how thenuclearspin relaxation

rate ism odi�ed by the therm alexpansion ofthe lattice.

Since the organic com pound is soft,it is interesting to

ask if there is a sizeable e�ect to 1=T1T. W zietek et

al.84 have perform ed this analysis on quasi-1D organic

com pounds whose relaxation rate in found to scale like

�2s.O necan straightforwardlyderivethee�ectofvolum e

changesfrom theHubbard m odel.Ifoneusestherelation

1=T1T � �2s and assum es�xed U and t,then 1=T1T �

1=V 2 willfollow. However,it is clear from the phase

diagram ofthe organic chargetransfersalts(Fig. 3 and

Ref. 8) that there is a rather large change in U and t

for even sm allpressure variations. Therefore,there is

no obvious relationship between 1=T1T and �s for the

quasi-2D organicsand itisnotclearhow the im aginary

partofthe susceptibility �00(q;!),which enters 1=T1T,
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is e�ected by therm alexpansion and lattice isotherm al

com pressibility. M ore detailed experim ents are clearly

needed to determ ine the e�ect oftherm alexpansion of

the lattice on the m easured relaxation rate.

IV . SP IN FLU C T U A T IO N S IN T H E M O T T

IN SU LA T IN G P H A SE O F �-(ET )2C U 2(C N )3

Recentexperim entson �-(ET)2Cu2(CN)3 by Shim izu

and collaborators31,85,86,87 have generated a lot of

interest.8,57,61,88,89,90,91 ThisisbecausetheM ottinsulat-

ing phase ofthis m aterialappearsto have a spin liquid

ground state,that is a state which does not have m ag-

netic ordering (orbreak any othersym m etry ofthe nor-

m alstate)even though well-form ed localm om entsexist.

Thisisvery di�erentfrom the M ottinsulating phasesof

the other� salts,such as�-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Cl,which

clearly shows antiferrom agnetic ordering92 at low tem -

perature and am bientpressure. An elegant dem onstra-

tion ofthese two di�erent ground states is provided by

susceptibility m easurem ents:31 the susceptibility of �-

(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Clexhibitsan abruptincreasearound

25 K which m arks the onset ofN�eelordering while the

susceptibility of �-(ET)2Cu2(CN)3 shows no sign of a

m agnetictransition.Thetransition toam agnetically or-

dered ground state realized in �-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Clis

also dem onstrated by the splitting of NM R spectra

below the transition tem perature.12 The di�erence in

the ground states of �-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Cl and �-

(ET)2Cu2(CN)3 appears to be connected with the fact

that there is signi�cantly greater frustration in �-

(ET)2Cu2(CN)3 (forwhich t0=t� 1)than there isin �-

(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Cl (forwhich t
0=t� 0:7).G eom etrical

frustration alone isnotsu�cientto explain the absence

ofm agneticorderin �-(ET)2Cu2(CN)3 becauseaHeisen-

berg m odelon an isotropic triangular lattice is known

to exhibita m agnetically ordered ground state,i.e.120�

state.Itm aybethattheproxim itytotheM otttransition

playsan im portantrole in allowing the absence ofm ag-

neticorderingatlow tem peraturesin �-(ET)2Cu2(CN)3.

O ne possible explanation forthe existence ofa spin liq-

uid ground state isthere are ring exchangeterm sin the

Ham iltonian arising from charge 
uctuations which has

been studied by severalgroups.89,90,91

The NM R relaxation rate in �-(ET)2Cu2(CN)3 (Ref.

85 and Fig. 5)showsa sim ilartem perature dependence

tothatin,forexam ple,�-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Br.1=T1T is

enhanced overtheK orringa-likebehaviorwith a peak at

TN M R � 10 K below which it exhibits a large decrease.

However the K night shift K s in �-(ET)2Cu2(CN)3 is

quite di�erent to that in �-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Br (com -

pare Figs.4 and 5).In �-(ET)2Cu2(CN)3,K s increases

as the tem perature is lowered from room tem perature

untilitreachesa broad m axim um around TK s
� 30� 50

K below which it drops rapidly. In contrast,K s in �-

(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Br shows a weak tem perature depen-

dencedown to TK s
below which itundergoesa sharp de-

crease(seeFig.4).Anotherdi�erenceisTN M R isconsid-

erablylowerthan TK s
in �-(ET)2Cu2(CN)3 whereasthey

are roughly the sam e in �-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Br. This

suggests that whereas the suppression of1=T1T below

TN M R and K s below TK s
in �-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Brprob-

ably hasa com m on origin;in �-(ET)2Cu2(CN)3 theori-

gin ofthe suppression of1=T1T below TN M R isdi�erent

from the origin ofthe broad m axim um in K s at TK s
.

Note thatthe factthatK > 1 showsthatthe spin 
uc-

tuationsare antiferrom agnetic,thisisratherinteresting

given theim portanceofNagaoka ferrom agnetism on the

triangularlattice.30

G iven thereasonableagreem entbetween theantiferro-

m agnetic spin 
uctuation m odelwith the NM R data on

�-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Br(down to TN M R � 50 K ),we ap-

ply the sam e form alism to �-(ET)2Cu2(CN)3. A slight

m odi�cation to the spin 
uctuation m odelis necessary

since,unlike the other � salts studied in this paper,�-

(ET)2Cu2(CN)3 is an insulator. Therefore we clearly

cannot use the Ferm i liquid form of �LW . The sim -

plest approxim ation is that the dynam ic susceptibility

given in Eq. (3) will only consist of �A F(q;!). In

the region where �(T)=a is large,�Q = �(�=a)2� � and

!SF = �0(�=a)� z where � and �0 are tem perature inde-

pendent constants and a is the lattice spacing. W ithin

theseapproxim ationsthenuclearspin relaxationrateand

K nightshiftaregiven by

1

T1T
=

�
1

T1T

�

0

(�=a)2+ z� �

1+ (Q a)2(�=a)2

K s = (K s)0
(�=a)2� �

1+ (Q a)2(�=a)2
(19)

with
�

1

T1T

�

0

=
2�kB jAj

2

�0
2e~
4

(K s)0 =
�0jAj


e
N ~
2
; (20)

where Q = (Q ;Q )isthe �nite wavevectoron which we

assum e the susceptibility to peak. Again,we take the

tem perature dependence ofthe correlation length to be

�(T)=�(Tx)=
p
2Tx=(T + Tx).

Following the sam e approxim ation schem e as before

(outlined in Section IIB),we assum e a relaxationaldy-

nam ics ofthe spin 
uctuations,which are described by

a dynam ic criticalexponent z = 2, and a m ean �eld

criticalexponent � = 0. W ithin these approxim ations

!SF = �(a=�)2 and �Q = �0(�=a)2. The nuclear spin

relaxation rateand K nightshiftarethen given by

1

T1T
=

(1=T1T)0C
2

(T=Tx + 1)2 + (Q a)2C (T=Tx + 1)

K s =
(K s)0C

1+ (Q a)2C + T=Tx
: (21)

W e work in the high tem perature approxim ation for

1=T1T - following a procedure sim ilar to that em -
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FIG .5:[Coloronline]Com parison ofthe spin 
uctuation theory with the m easured
85

tem perature dependence ofthe nuclear

spin relaxation rateperunittem perature,1=T1T (leftpanel),K nightshift,K s (centerpanel),and K orringa ratio (rightpanel)

ofthe M ott insulating phase of�-(ET)2Cu2(CN)3 [abbreviated as �-(CN)3 in the keys to the �gures]. The spin 
uctuation

m odelis in good agrem ent with the m easured 1=T1T,but does not describe the K night shift (and hence K ) well. W e have

also checked that using the Ferm iliquid for �LW does not im prove the �t to the K s data,and this �t is shown as a dashed

line.This�tto the data isclearly worse than sim ply setting �LW = 0.Also note thatthe peak in 1=T1T,TN M R ,isata lower

tem peraturethan them axim um in theK nightshift,TK s
.Thisbehaviorisqualitatively di�erentfrom thatoftheother� salts

whereTN M R � TK s
(seeFigs.1 and 4).Thissuggeststhatin �-(ET)2Cu2(CN)3 theorigin ofthe1=T1T suppression isdi�erent

from physicsthat gives rise to the m axim um in K s. The param eter values from the lines ofbest �t shown in this �gure are

reported in TableII.Thefactthatthem odelgivesa reasonably good �tto 1=T1T butnotto theK s data suggeststhatthespin


uctuation m odelfailsto correctly accountforthelong wavelength physics,butsuggeststhatthem odelcorrectly describesthe

physicsaround a peak in �(q;!)which dom inatestheintegraloverthe�rstBrillouin zoneand thus1=T1T [c.f.,Eq.(2a)].This

is rather surprising as the correlation length is less than one lattice constant at T = 50 K .This result is clearly inconsistent

with the initialassum ption that the long wavelength susceptibility is dom inated by a peak in the dynam ic susceptibility at

a �nite wave vector. Finally we note thatthe fact thatK > 1 shows thatthe spin 
uctuationsare antiferrom agnetic,thisis

ratherinteresting given the im portance ofNagaoka ferrom agnetism on the triangularlattice.
30

ployed to obtain Eq. (15b). If the dynam ic sus-

ceptibility is strongly peaked at q = Q then the pa-

ram eter 2(Q a)2(�(Tx)=a)
2 is m uch larger than 1 so

(Q a)2C (T=Tx + 1) is larger than (T=Tx + 1)2 and we

can justkeep the term proportionalto (Q a)2 in the de-

nom inatorwhich allowsusto write 1=T1T as

1

T1T
’
(1=T1T)0[

p
2�(Tx)=a]

2

(Q a)2(T=Tx + 1)
(22)

W e use the expressionsfor1=T1T given in Eq.(22)and

for K s in Eq. (21) to �t the �-(ET)2Cu2(CN)3 data.85

W e assum e the susceptibility hasa strong peak atQ =

2�=3.126 The param eters ofthe best �t are reported in

Table IIand the resultsare plotted in Fig 5. W hile the

spin 
uctuation m odelproducesa reasonably good �tto

the 1=T1T above TN M R � 10 K ,it does not reproduce

K s data wellascan be seen from the upward curvature

in the �t in contrast to the data which shows a slight

downward curvature. W e also perform ed the �t to �-

(ET)2Cu2(CN)3 data using the m ost generalform s Eq.

(19)and taking z and � asfreeparam eters.G ood �tsto

1=T1T and K s can beobtained with � � 1 and z � 2 but

this givesus so m any free param etersthat the value of

such �tsm ustbe questioned.

An im portant fact is that K s probes the long wave-

length dynam ics. W e have set�LW (!) to zero in order

to m ake the sim plestpossible assum ption aboutthe in-

sulating state. The data indicate that this assum ption

is probably incorrect. Recently Zheng et al.88 used a

high tem perature series expansion to calculate the uni-

Param eter Fitresults

(1=T1T)0 (s
� 1
K

� 1
) 220 � 11

(K s)0 8100 � 720

Tx (K ) 40 � 4

�(Tx)=a 0.3 � 0.1

TABLE II:The param eters obtained from the best �ts to

1=T1T and K s data in �-(ET)2Cu2(CN)3.These param eters

areused toproduceFig.5.Theantiferrom agneticcorrelation

length �(Tx)=a isshortranged consistentwith the signi�cant

frustration
31,88,93

presentin thism aterial.

form spin susceptibility (which isthesam eastheK night

shift apart from a constant ofproportionality) for the

Heisenberg m odelon a triangularlattice,applied itto �-

(ET)2Cu2(CN)3.They obtained a good agreem entwith

the experim entaldata. The spin 
uctuation m odelde-

scribed herecan beviewed asa di�erentrouteto under-

standthesam eexperim ent.Thediscrepancybetween the

spin 
uctuation m odeland thedata suggestsa failureof

ourim plicitassum ptionthatthelongwavelengthphysics,

which determ inesK s,isdom inated by a peak in the dy-

nam icsusceptibility duetospin 
uctuations.Thisiscon-

sistentwith thefactthatwe�nd that�(T)� 0:2� 0:4lat-

ticespacingsatT = 50K whichclearlydisagreeswith our

initialassum ption that �(T) � a. This begs the ques-

tion whatphysicsdom inatesthelongwavelength physics

both in the seriesexpansionsand in the realm aterial?

The low tem perature properties of �-
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(ET)2Cu2(CN)3 areclearly inconsistentwith a m agnetic

ordered ground state. For a two-dim ensionalquantum

spin system with an ordered ground state,the low tem -

peraturepropertiesarecaptured by thenon-linearsigm a

m odel. The observed tem perature dependence of1=T1
and the spin echo rate 1=T2 follow 1=T1 / T 7=2�(T),

and 1=T2 / T 3�(T),wherethecorrelation length �(T)is

given by73

�(T)

a
= 0:021

�
c

�s

��
4��s

T

� 1=2

exp

�
4��s

T

�

(23)

wherecisthe spin wavevelocity and �s isthespin sti�-

ness. In the quantum criticalregim e,73 1=T1T � T�� 1

and 1=T2 � T�� 1 [c.f.,Eq. (12)]where � isthe anom a-

louscriticalexponentassociated with the spin-spin cor-

relation function whose value is generally less than 1.

Thus for a m agnetically ordered state, which can be

welldescribed by O (N) non linear sigm a m odel, both

1=T1T and 1=T2 should increase with decreasing tem -

perature. For�-(ET)2Cu2(CN)3 Shim izu etal.94 found

that1=T1T � T1=2 and 1=T2 � constantfrom 1 K down

to 20 m K which suggests the criticalexponent � > 1.

The nuclearspin relaxation rate decreaseswith decreas-

ing tem perature. Such a large value ofz iswhatoccurs

fordecon�ned spinons.73

V . U N C O N V EN T IO N A L C O H ER EN T

T R A N SP O R T R EG IM E A N D T H E

�-(ET )2X P H A SE D IA G R A M

In Section IIB,wediscussed theDM FT description of

thecrossoverfrom a bad m etalto a Ferm iliquid.DM FT

successfully predicts the unconventional behaviors ob-

servedin anum berofexperim entson the�-(ET)2X salts.

These include the resistivity, therm opower, and ultra-

sound velocity. The unconventionalbehaviors seen in

these m easurem ents are associated with the crossover

from bad m etallicregim eto a renorm alized Ferm iliquid

in the DM FT picture. W hile DM FT givesreliable pre-

dictions for the transport properties,24,25,34,35 it is not

able to explain the lossofDO S observed in the nuclear

spin relaxation rate and K night shift. Thus the NM R

data suggest that the coherent transport regim e is not

sim ply a Ferm iliquid,contrary to what has previously

been thought.

Toillustratethenatureofthelow tem peratureparam -

agneticm etallicstatem orequalitatively,itisinstructive

to study how thebad m etal-coherenttransportcrossover

isrelated to the lossofDO S.Thereforewe haveinvesti-

gated the relationship between T�� T 2,the tem perature

atwhich theresistivitydeviatesfrom T 2 behavior;T� v=v,

thetem peratureatwhich a dip in theultrasonicvelocity

isobserved;and TN M R ,thetem peratureatwhich 1=T1T

(and K s)ism axim um which appearsto m ark the onset

ofa lossofDO S.In Figure 6 we plotT�� T 2,T� v=v,and

TN M R asm easured by severaldi�erentgroupsforvarious

saltsagainstTc which serveswellasasingleparam eterto

M aterial Tc(P ) T
�� T 2(P ) T� v=v(P ) TN M R (P )

�-Cl [38,95] [25] [38] [95]

�-Br [37,96] [97] [37] [18]

�-NCS [98] - [37] [21]

�-(CN)3 [86] [86] - [85]

TABLE III:The references from which the pressure depen-

dence ofdi�erent tem perature scales for di�erent m aterials

used to produce Fig.6 were taken.The notation isthesam e

as that given in Fig. 6. T
�� T 2 is the tem perature at which

theresistivity deviatesfrom a T
2
behavior,T� v=v isthetem -

peratureatwhich adip in theultrasound velocity isobserved,

and TN M R isthe tem perature on which 1=T1T peaks. In the

table �-Cl,�-Br,and �-NCS and �-(CN)3 are used asshort-

hand for �-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Cl, �-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Br, �-

(ET)2Cu(NCS)2,and �-(ET)2Cu2(CN)3 respectively.

characterizeboth thehydrostaticpressureand thevaria-

tion in chem istry (or‘chem icalpressure’).Thisanalysis

is com plicated by the necessity ofcom paring pressures

from di�erent experim ents. O ur procedure for dealing

with this issue is outlined in the Appendix C,and we

stressthatthe large errorbarsin Fig. 6 are due to the

di�cultiesin accurately m easuring pressure ratherthan

problem sin determ ining Tc,T�� T 2,T� v=v,orTN M R .

It is clear from Fig. 6 that the data for �-

(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Cl, �-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Br, and �-

(ET)2Cu(NCS)2 fallroughly onto a single curve. This

suggests that TN M R coincides with T�� T 2 and T� v=v.

Thus the loss of DO S, associated with TN M R , occurs

around thetem peratureatwhich thecrossoverfrom bad

m etal to coherent transport regim e takes place. The

lossofDO S observed in 1=T1T and K s isnotwhatone

would expect for a Ferm iliquid;therefore the coherent

intralayertransport regim e is m ore com plicated than a

renorm alized Ferm iliquid. This m ust result from non-

localcorrelationswhich arenotcaptured by DM FT since

DM FT captureslocalcorrelationsexactly.O ne possible

explanation forthelossofDO S istheopening ofa pseu-

dogap.

Another im portant point to em phasize from Fig.

6 is the appearance of a second trend form ed by

�-(ET)2Cu2(CN)3 which is clearly distinct from the

trend of the data points from �-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Cl,

�-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Br, and �-(ET)2Cu(NCS)2. This

showsthatthespin 
uctuationsin �-(ET)2Cu2(CN)3 are

qualitatively di�erent from those in the other �-

(ET)2X salts. O fcourse,qualitative di�erencesare not

entirely unexpected due to the spin liquid rather than

antiferrom agneticground state in �-(ET)2Cu2(CN)3. It

has recently been argued that the di�erences in the

spin 
uctuations in �-(ET)2Cu2(CN)3 will lead this

m aterial to display a superconductivity with a di�er-

ent sym m etry of the order param eter than the other

�-(ET)2X salts.57,61 This result shows that the spin


uctuations are indeed qualitatively di�erent in �-

(ET)2Cu2(CN)3.
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FIG .6: [Color online]The relationship between di�erenttem perature scales fora range oforganic charge transfer salts. The

superconducting transition tem perature Tc is used to param eterize the proxim ity ofthe m aterialto the M ott transition (Tc
decreases as one m oves further away from the M ott transition). A plot ofT

�� T 2;T� v=v;and TN M R against Tc for several

�-(ET)2X salts shows thatthe peak in 1=T1T,TN M R ,occurs atthe sam e tem perature as the crossoverform a bad m etalto

the coherent transport regim e m easured in transport (T
�� T 2) and ultrasonic attenuation (T� v=v) experim ents. T

�� T 2 is the

tem perature atwhich the resistivity deviatesfrom a T
2
behavior,T� v=v isthe tem perature atwhich a dip in the ultrasound

velocity isobserved.The leftpanelshowsthedata forthe �-(ET)2X fam ily in them etallic phase f�-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Cland

�-(ET)2Cu2(CN)3 underpressure,�-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Brand �-(ET)2Cu(NCS)2g whiletherightpanelshowsthedata forthe

�-(ET)2X fam ily in the insulating phase [�-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Cland �-(ET)2Cu2(CN)3 atam bientpressure]. In the m etallic

phase we use Tc asa single param eterto characterize the e�ectofchem icalsubstitution and hydrostatic pressure.Thisworks

surprisingly welland the data for �-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Cl,�-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Br,and �-(ET)2Cu(NCS)2 is seen to collapse

roughly onto a single trend,which suggests that the spin 
uctuations in the m etallic phases are rather sim ilar. In contrast,

the data for �-(ET)2Cu2(CN)3 fallonto a separate curve which suggests that there are im portant di�erences between the

spin 
uctuations in this m aterialand those in other � phase salts. This is perhaps not so surprising in light of the fact

that �-(ET)2Cu2(CN)3 has a spin liquid round state in its M ott insulating phase while the m aterials are close to at N�eel

ordered M ott insulating phase. This plot suggests that the pseudogap opens at the sam e tem perature as the crossover from

bad m etalto coherent transport regim e. W hether this is because ofa deep link between the crossover and the pseudogap

or because the lack ofcoherence in the bad m etaldestroys the pseudogap rem ains to be seen. Collectively these data show

that the coherent transport regim e is not sim ply a renorm alised Ferm iliquid as has previously been thought. It should be

em phasized thatthe large errorbarsare theresultofourestim atesofthe system atic errorsproduced by equating pressuresin

di�erentexperim ents.The procedure to obtain the errorbarspresented in thisplotisdiscussed in Appendix C.The sym bols

represent both the m aterialand the experim ent as follows: �lled sym bols correspond to the data for �-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Cl,

open sym bolsdenote �-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Br,open sym bolswith black dotsdenote �-(ET)2Cu(NCS)2,and half�lled sym bols

denote �-(ET)2Cu2(CN)3. The square sym bols represent T
�� T 2 vs Tc,circles represent T� v=v vs Tc,and triangles represent

TN M R vsTc.The referencesfrom which the data were collected are given in Table III.

O n thebasisoftheaboveanalysiswesketch thephase

diagram of�-(ET)2X ,shown in Fig. 3. The pseudogap

phaseshowsan interestingsetofbehaviors.O n onehand

it exhibits a loss ofDO S as is evident from 1=T1T and

K s. O n the other hand,it exhibits coherent intralayer

transport as is shown by the T 2 resistivity behavior25;

it also has long lived quasiparticles and a wellde�ned

Ferm isurfaceclearly seen from deHaas-van Alphen and

Shubnikov-de Haas oscillation experim ents.39,40,41 O ne

fram ework in which it m ay be possible to understand

both ofthese sets ofbehaviors is ifthere is a 
uctuat-

ingsuperconductinggap.99 Thisideahasbeen applied to

thecuprates;100,101 itwould beinterestingtoseewhether

such an approach givesa good description of�-(ET)2X .

Anotherinterestingobservationisthatthem easurem ents

which see the lossin the DO S probe the spin degreesof

freedom whereastheevidenceforwellde�ned quasiparti-

clescom esfrom probesofthechargedegreesoffreedom .

Thism ay besuggestiveofa ‘spin gap’which could result

from singletform ation asin the RVB picture.
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To datetherehavebeen few experim entsstudying the

pressuredependenceof1=T1T orK s.Thereforeitisnot

possible, at present,to determ ine with great accuracy

where the pseudogap vanishes. The available NM R ex-

perim entunderpressure18,102 suggestthatatsu�ciently

high pressuresthepseudogap onsettem peratureislower

than the incoherent-coherentcrossovertem perature and

pressureeventually suppressesthepseudogap altogether.

W e represent the current uncertainty over where the

pseudogap iscom pletely suppressed by pressureby draw-

ing a shaded area with a question m ark in the phasedi-

agram . Itisplausible thatthe pseudogap vanishesvery

close,ifnotatthesam epressure,to thepointwherethe

superconducting gap vanishes.Thiswould be consistent

with RVB calculations49,56 which suggestthatthe pseu-

dogap and superconducting gap areproportionalto each

otherand so should vanish ataboutthe sam e pressure.

However,we should stress that there really is not yet

su�cientdata todeterm ineexactly wherethepseudogap

vanishes and adm it that our choice is,perhaps,a little

provocative.

Clearly a series of careful experim ents are required

to elucidate when TN M R tends to zero. Understanding

where the pseudogap vanishesisan im portantconsider-

ation in lightofthe num beroftheoriesbased on a hid-

den pseudogap quantum criticalpointin thecuprates.103

Furtherm ore,thesuperconductingstatein organiccharge

transfersaltsfarfrom theM otttransition arehighly un-

conventional.These low Tc organicchargetransfersalts

haveunexpectedly largepenetration depths52,53 and are

not described by BCS theory.54 The possibility that a

quantum criticalpoint is associated with the pressure

whereTc goesto zero invitescom parison with theheavy

ferm ion m aterialCeCoIn5� xSnx
104 in which a quantum

criticalpointseem stobeassociatedwith thecriticaldop-

ing to suppresssuperconductivity. Thuslow Tc organic

charge transfer salts appear increasingly crucialfor our

understanding oftheorganicchargetransfersalts.8

An im portantquestion to addresstheoretically iswhy

TN M R m ightcoincide with T�� T 2 and T� v=v.O fcourse,

it m ay be that the two phenom ena are intim ately con-

nected. However,another possibility suggests itselfon

the basis of DM FT and RVB calculations. DM FT

correctly captures the local physics and it is this lo-

calphysics that dom inates the cross-over from a ‘bad-

m etal’ to coherent in-plane transport. O n the other

hand RVB doesnotcapture thiscross-over(because the

M otttransition isonly dealtwith attheBrinkm ann-Rice

level105)butdoescapture som e ofthe non-localphysics

which DM FT neglects. The pseudogap is predicted by

RVB theory to increasein tem peraturewhen pressureis

lowered.49,56 This rise in the pseudogap tem perature is

predicted to continueuntilthepressureislowered allthe

way totheM otttransition,in contrastwith theobserved

behavior(c.f.,Figs3and 6).However,weconjecturethat

the RVB physics is ‘cut o�’by the lossofcoherence at

T�� T 2 and T� v=v thuspreventing TN M R from exceeding

T�� T 2 � T� v=v.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N S

W ehaveapplied a spin 
uctuation m odelto study the

tem perature dependences ofthe nuclearspin relaxation

rateand K nightshiftin theparam agneticm etallicphases

ofseveralquasitwo-dim ensionalorganic charge transfer

salts. The large enhancem ent of1=T1T between TN M R

f� 50 K in �-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Brg and room tem pera-

turehasbeen shown to bethe resultofstrong antiferro-

m agneticspin 
uctuations.Theantiferrom agneticcorre-

lation length isestim ated to be3:5� 2:5 latticespacings

in �-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]BratT = 50 K .Thetem perature

dependenceof1=T1T forT>TN M R from thespin 
uctua-

tion m odelisqualitatively sim ilarwith thepredictionsof

DM FT.The spin 
uctuationsin �-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Cl,

�-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Br,�(d8)-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Br,and

�-(ET)2Cu(NCS)2 are found to be rem arkably sim ilar

both qualitatively and quantitatively. Strong spin 
uc-

tuations seem to be m anifested in m aterials close to

M ott transition. Recent NM R experim ents106 on �-

(ET)2Ag(CN)2� H2O ,which issituated furtherawayfrom

the M ott transition,suggests that the spin 
uctuations

in thism aterialsare notasstrong asthose in the other

� saltsstudied here.

W e have also applied the spin 
uctuation form alism

to the strongly frustrated system �-(ET)2Cu2(CN)3. In

this com pound the m easured 1=T1T,which probes the

entire Brillouin zone,agreeswellwith the predictionsof

thespin 
uctuation m odelforT > TN M R � 10K .In con-

trastthe m easured K nightshift,which only dependson

thelong wavelength physics,isnotwelldescribed by the

spin 
uctuation m odel. This suggests that at least one

ofthe assum ptionsm ade in the spin 
uctuation m odel:

(i) z = 2,� = 0,or (ii) �(q;!) is strongly peaked at

wave vectorq = Q ;is violated in �-(ET)2Cu2(CN)3 or

thatthem odelneglectssom eim portantlong wavelength

physics. In light ofthe recent evidence for a spin liq-

uid ground statein �-(ET)2Cu2(CN)3,in contrastto the

antiferrom agnetic or ‘d-wave’superconducting grounds

statesin �-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Cl,�-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Br,

�(d8)-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Br,and �-(ET)2Cu(NCS)2,and

thegreaterdegreeoffrustrationin �-(ET)2Cu2(CN)3 itis

interesting thattherearesuch im portantqualitativeand

quantitative di�erencesbetween the spin 
uctuationsin

�-(ET)2Cu2(CN)3 and thosein the other� phasesalts.

The peak of 1=T1T and the suppression of K s are

strongly dependenton pressure:they are system atically

reduced and com pletely vanish at high pressure (> 4

kbar);18 athigh pressureaK orringa-liketem peraturede-

pendencesof1=T1T and K s arerecovered foralltem per-

atures.Itisclearthathigh pressureswillsuppressboth

the antiferrom agnetic spin 
uctuations which are dom -

inant above 50 K and the m echanism (presum ably the

pseudogap)which causesdropsin 1=T1T and K s below

50 K atam bientpressure.

The large suppression of1=T1T and K s below TN M R

observed in allthe � salts studied here cannot be ex-

plained by the M -M M P spin 
uctuation m odel. The
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m ostplausible m echanism to accountforthis feature is

theappearanceofapseudogap which causesthesuppres-

sion ofthedensity ofstatesatthe Ferm ienergy.Thisis

because at low tem perature 1=T1T and K s are propor-

tional ~�2(E F ) and ~�(EF ),respectively [c.f.,Eq. (??)].

Independent evidence for the suppression ofdensity of

statesattheFerm ilevelcom esfrom thelinearcoe�cient

ofspeci�c heat 
.42 The electronic speci�c heat probes

the density ofexcitations within kB T ofthe Ferm ien-

ergy. Any gap willsuppress the density ofstates near

the Ferm isurface which resultsin the depression ofthe

speci�cheatcoe�cient
.K anoda 51 com pared 
 forsev-

eralofthe �-(ET)2X saltsand found thatin the region

close to the M ott transition,
 is indeed reduced. O ne

possible interpretation ofthis behavior is a pseudogap

which becom esbiggerasone approachesthe M otttran-

sition. However,other interpretationsare also possible,

in particular one needs to take care to account for the

coexistence ofm etallic and insulating phases;thisisex-

pected astheM otttransition is�rstorderin theorganic

chargetransfersalts.26,107 The existence ofa pseudogap

has also been suggested �-(BEDT-TSF)2G aCl4
108 from

m icrowave conductivity. The reduction ofthe realpart

ofthe conductivity �1 from the Drude conductivity �dc
and thesteep upturn in theim aginarypartoftheconduc-

tivity �2 m ay be interpreted in term ofpreform ed pairs

leading to a pseudogap in thism aterial.

The experim ental evidence from m easurem ents of

1=T1T, K s, and heat capacity all seem to point

to the existence of a pseudogap below TN M R in �-

(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Br and �-(ET)2Cu(NCS)2. Thus a

phenom enologicaldescription which takes into account

both the spin 
uctuations which are im portant above

TN M R and a pseudogap which dom inatesthephysicsbe-

low TN M R would seem to be a reasonable starting point

to explain the NM R data for the entire tem perature

range (clearly superconductivity m ust also be included

for T < Tc). W e willpursue this approach in our fu-

ture work. In particular one would like to answer the

following questions:how big isthe pseudogap and what

sym m etry does it have? Is there any relation between

the pseudogap and the superconducting gap? The an-

swerto these questionsm ay help putconstraintson the

m icroscopictheories.

Future experim ents. There are a num ber ofkey ex-

perim ents to study the pseudogap. The pressure and

m agnetic�eld dependencesofthenuclearspin relaxation

rateand K nightshiftwillbevaluablein determ ining the

pseudogap phaseboundary,estim ating theorderofm ag-

nitude ofthe pseudogap,and addressing the issue how

the pseudogap is related to superconductivity. In the

cuprates,there have been severalinvestigations ofthe

m agnetic�eld dependenceofthepseudogap seen in NM R

experim ents.ForBi2Sr1:6La0:4CuO 6 thenuclearspin re-

laxation rate does not change will�eld up to 43 T.109

However,since T � � 200 K ,one m ay require a larger

�eld to reducethepseudogap.Sim ilarresultswerefound

in YBa2Cu4O 8.
110 However,in YBa2Cu3O 7� � [seeespe-

cially Fig.6ofRef.111]a�eld oforder10T isenough to

startto closethepseudogap.M itrovicetal.111 interpret

this observation in term s ofthe suppression of‘d-wave’

superconducting 
uctuations.

The interlayer m agnetoresistance ofthe cuprates has

proventoasensitiveprobeofthepseudogap.112,113,114,115

M oreover,itisfound thatforthe �eld perpendicularto

the layers(which m eans thatZeem an e�ects willdom i-

nate orbitalm agnetoresistance e�ects)the pseudogap is

closed ata �eld given by

H P G ’
~kB T

�


e
(24)

where T � is the pseudogap tem perature. For the hole

doped cupratesthis�eld isoftheorder� 100 T.In con-

trast,forthe electron-doped cupratesthis�eld isofthe

order� 30 T (and T� � 30� 40 K ),and so thisism uch

m oreexperim entally accessible.114 The�eld and tem per-

ature dependence ofthe interlayerresistance forseveral

superconducting organicchargetransfersalts116 isqual-

itatively sim ilar to thatfor the cuprates. In particular,

fortem peratureslessthan the zero-�eld transition tem -

perature and �elds larger than the upper critical�eld,

negativem agnetoresistanceisobserved for�eldsperpen-

dicularto the layers. A possible explanation isthat,as

in the cuprates,there is a suppression ofthe density of

statesneartheFerm ienergy,and theassociated pseudo-

gap decreaseswith increasing m agnetic�eld.

A Nernst experim ent can be used to probe whether

therearesuperconducting 
uctuationsin thepseudogap

phase,ashasbeen done in the cuprates.117 Thisexper-

im entisparticularly im portantin understanding the re-

lation between the pseudogap and superconductivity.

O ne could also study the pressure dependence ofthe

linear coe�cient ofheat capacity 
. Since 
 is propor-

tionalto the density ofstatesatthe Ferm ienergy,a de-

tailed m apping of
(P )would bean im portantprobefor

the study the pseudogap. Finally,m easurem entsofthe

Halle�ect have also led to im portant insights into the

pseudogap ofthe cuprates42 therefore perhapsthe tim e

isripeto revisittheseexperim entsin the organiccharge

transfersalts.
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A P P EN D IX A :V ER T EX C O R R EC T IO N S A N D

T H E D Y N A M IC SP IN SU SC EP T IB ILIT Y FO R

ST R O N G LY C O R R ELA T ED ELEC T R O N S

W e consider a strongly interacting electron system

and derive the realand im aginary partsofthe dynam ic

susceptibility. W e show that under som e quite general

(butspeci�c)conditionsthattheK orringaratio isunity.

M any de�nitionsaresim ply stated in thisappendix since

m ostarederived m orefully in any num beroftextbooks

(for exam ple Ref. 118). The generalexpression for the

dynam ic susceptibility in M atsubara form alism is given

by

��� (q;i!n)=

Z �

0

d�e
i!n �hT�m �(q;�)m�(� q;0)i;

(A1)

where � = 1=kB T is the inverse tem perature,� is the

im aginary tim e,!n = (2n + 1)�kB T=~ is the M atsub-

ara frequency,m � isthe com ponentofm agnetization in

the � direction,and T� isthe (im aginary)tim e ordering

operator. In order to consider �� + (q;!) we de�ne the

operators:

m � (q;�) =
~
e
p
2

X

p

c
y

p+ q;#
(�)cp;"(�); (A2)

m + (q;�) =
~
e
p
2

X

p

c
y

p+ q;"
(�)cp;#(�): (A3)

Upon substituting (A2)and (A3)into (A1)and perform -

ing the appropriate W ick contractionson the operators

one�ndsthat

�� + (q;i!n)=
~
2
2e

2

Z �

0

d�e
i!n ��(p + q;� �;p;�)

� G (p + q;� �)G (p;�)(A4)

where�(q;�;p;�0)isthevertexfunction,G (p;ipn)isthe

fullinteracting G reen’sfunction given by

G (p;�)=
G 0(p;�)

1� G0(p;�)�(p;�)
; (A5)

G 0(p;�) is the non interacting G reen’s function, and

�(p;�)istheselfenergy.The� integration can beevalu-

ated by �rsttransform ingtheintegrand in Eq.(A4)into

m om entum space.Thisgives

�� + (q;i!n) =
~
2
2e

2�

X

p;ipm

�(p + q;ipm ;p;ipm + i!n)

� G (p + q;ipm )G (p;ipm + i!n) (A6)

where �(q;i! n;p;i!
0
n) is the Fourier transform of

�(q;�;p;�0)and G (p;ipn)given by

G (p;ipn)=
1

ipn � "p � �(p;ipn)
; (A7)

where"p isthedispersion ofthenon-interacting system .

To evaluate the M atsubara sum m ation,itis convenient

to expressthefullinteracting G reen’sfunction using the

spectralrepresentation

G (p;ipn)=

Z 1

� 1

dE 1

2�

A s(p;E 1)

ipn � E1
; (A8)

whereA s(p;E 1)isthe spectralfunction given by

A s(p;E )=
� 2Im �(p;E )

(E � "p � Re�(p;E ))2 + (Im �(p;E ))2
:

(A9)

Substituting (A8) into (A6),the dynam ic susceptibility

becom es

�� + (q;i!n) =
~
2
2e

2�

X

p;m

Z 1

� 1

dE 1

2�

dE 2

2�

� �(p + q;ipm ;p;ipm + i!n)

�
A s(p + q;E 1)A s(p;E 2)

(ipm � E1)(ipm + i!n � E2)
:

(A10)

At this stage we neglect vertex corrections,that is we

set �(p + q;ipn;p;ipn + i!n)= 1 for allp,q,pn,and

!n.Afterperform ing theM atsubara sum and analytical

continuation i!n ! ! + i�,thedynam icsusceptibility is

given by

�� + (q;!) =
~
2
2e

2

X

p

Z 1

� 1

dE 1

2�

dE 2

2�
A s(p + q;E 1)

� As(p;E 2)
nF (E 1)� nF (E 2)

~! + E 1 � E2 + i�
; (A11)

wherenF (E )isthe Ferm ifunction.

Firstwe discussthe im aginary partof�� + (q;!).Us-

ingthewellknown relation 1=(x+ i�)= P (1=x)� i��(x),

where P (y) denotes the principalvalue,the im aginary

partof�� + (q;i!n)in the lim itofsm allfrequency ! is

given by

lim
!! 0

�00� + (q;!)

!

=
~
2
2e

2

X

p

Z 1

� 1

dE

4�
A s(p + q;E )A s(p;E )

�

�
@nF

@E

�

:

(A12)

Thenuclearspin relaxation rateisobtained by sum m ing

the dynam icsusceptibility overallq [c.f.,Eq.(2a)]thus

we�nd that

1

T1T
=

kB jAj
2

~

Z 1

� 1

dE

4�

X

p

X

q

A s(p;E )A s(p + q;E )

�

�

�
@nF

@E

�

; (A13)
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where we have assum ed a contact,i.e. m om entum in-

dependent,hyper�ne coupling. This expression can be

written in the m oreintuitive form

1

T1T
=
kB jAj

2

~

Z 1

� 1

dE

4�
~�2(E )

�

�
@nF

@E

�

; (A14)

where

~�(E )=
X

p

A s(p;E ) (A15)

isthe fullinteracting density ofstates.Attem peratures

sm allenough sothat~�(E )varieslittlewith energywithin

kB T oftheFerm ienergy,E F ,theexpression can befur-

thersim pli�ed to

1

T1T
’
kB jAj

2~�2(E F )

4�~
: (A16)

W ithin theapproxim ation ofneglecting vertex correc-

tionsthe realpartofthe dynam ic susceptibility isgiven

by

�
0(q;!) =

~
2
2e

2

X

p

Z 1

� 1

dE 1

2�
A s(p + q;E 1)

�

Z 1

� 1

dE 2

2�
F (p;E 1;E 2;!;T) (A17)

with

F (p;E 1;E 2;!;T)=
A s(p;E 2)[nF (E 1)� nF (E 2)]

~! + E 1 � E2
:

(A18)

To perform the integration over E 2,we �rst m ake the

change ofvariable x = ! + E 1 � E2 and take the lim it

! ! 0.Thusthe integraloverE 2 becom es

Z 1

� 1

dx

2�
F (p;E 1;x;!;T)

= �

Z 1

� 1

dx

2�
A s(p;E 1 � x)

nF (E 1)� nF (E 1 � x)

x

=

�

�
dnF

dE 1

� Z 1

� 1

dx

2�
A s(p;E 1 � x): (A19)

By using sum rule

Z 1

� 1

dy

2�
A s(p;y)= 1; (A20)

�0� + (q;0)then becom es

�
0
� + (q;0)=

~
2
2e

2

Z 1

� 1

dE

2�

X

p

A s(p + q;E )

�

�
@nF

@E

�

:(A21)

The K nightshiftis obtained by setting q = 0 [c.f.,Eq.

(2c)]and is

K s =
jAj
e

2
N

Z 1

� 1

dE

2�
~�(E )

�

�
@nF

@E

�

: (A22)

At tem peratures su�ciently low that ~�(E ) varies lit-

tle with energy within kB T near the Ferm ienergy,the

K nightshiftisgiven by

K s ’
jAj
e~�(EF )

4�
N
: (A23)

Using Eqs. (A16)and (A23),the K orringa ratio forin-

teractingelectronswith acontacthyper�necouplingand

neglecting vertex correctionsis

K =
~

4�kB

�

e


N

� 2
1

T1TK
2
s

=
~

4�kB

�

e


N

� 2
kB jAj

2~�2(E F )

4�~

�
4�
N

jAj
e~�(EF )

� 2

= 1: (A24)

Fornon interactingelectrons,theselfenergy�(q;!)=

0;expressionsEqs. (A14)and (A22)are stillvalid and

oneonly need replace ~�(E )with thenon interactingden-

sity ofstates�(E ).O n thetem peraturescaleoverwhich

the density ofstates varies little with energy,the K or-

ringa ratio forfreeelectron gasK free = 1.By com paring

Eqs. (A24) and K free = 1 we see that any deviation of

the K orringa ratio from one m ust be caused by either

vertex correctionsorthe q-dependence ofthe hyper�ne

coupling.

A P P EN D IX B :EST IM A T IO N O F EFFEC T O F

T H ER M A L EX PA N SIO N O F T H E LA T T IC E O N

T H E K N IG H T SH IFT

In thisappendix wedescribehow weobtained ouresti-

m atesofthe isotherm alcom pressibility the linearcoe�-

cientoftherm alexpansion and the pressuredependence

ofthe K nightshift. By feeding these estim atesinto Eq.

(18) we estim ate the correction to the K night shift re-

quired becausem easurem entsaregenerally perform ed at

constant pressure whereas calculations are m ost natu-

rally perform ed at constantvolum e. The di�erence be-

tween thesetwo versionsoftheK nightshiftcan bequite

signi�cantascan be seen in Fig.4.

First, let us discuss the �rst term in the inte-

grand in Eq. (18). W e observed that K p
s can be

rewritten as K p
s = [~
2e=(4�kB 


2
N T1TK)]

1=2. Us-

ing M aya�re’s data,18 we extracted the pressure de-

pendence of 1=T1T at constant tem perature and esti-

m ated that (1=T1T)
1=2 is roughly linear with pressure:

(1=T1T)
1=2 � � 3x10� 5P forT1 in second,T in K elvin,

and P in bar. W e then used this result and the K o-

rringa value for non interacting electron gas to cal-

culate (@K p
s=@P )T for �-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Br which is

found to be around � 3x10� 8/bar. O ne can com pare

the value obtained herewith (@K p
s=@P )T obtained from

the pressure dependence study on e�ective m ass in �-

(ET)2Cu(NCS)2 com pound
98 which ispresum ably m ore

reliable.SinceK s should beproportionalto thee�ective
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m ass,the quantity ofinterest (@K p
s=@P )T can be esti-

m ated from thepressuredependenceofthee�ectivem ass

data which yieldsa valuearound � 6x10� 8/bar.Thetwo

estim atesagreeto with a factoroftwo.

Next we need to obtain a value for lattice isother-

m alcom pressibility. W e use the analyticalexpression

obtained from DM FT34

(K v)� 1 =
B 0

v0
�

�
�D0

v0

� 2

�el; (B1)

where K is the inverse isotherm al com pressibility

(v@P=@v)� 1, v0 is the reference unit-cell volum e, v is

the unit-cellvolum e under pressure, B 0 is a reference

bulk elastic m odulus,D 0 isa reference bandwidth,� is

a param eterthat characterizesthe change in the band-

width under pressure,and �el is the electronic suscep-

tibility. W e estim ated that for �-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Cl,

v0 = 1700 �A 3, B 0 = 122 kbar, D 0 = 0:13 eV, and

D 0�el � 1. Putting everything together,the order of

m agnitude ofthe lattice isotherm alcom pressibility for

�-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Cl is around � 105 bar. Although

wearenotawareofany m easurem entsoftheisotherm al

com pressibility of�-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Cl system aticax-

ialpressurestudies119 on �-(BEDT-TTF)NH 4Hg(NCS)4
found thattheisotherm alcom pressibilityisoforder� 105

bar,a valuewhich isvery closeto ourcrudeestim atefor

�-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Cl.

The tem perature dependence of the therm alexpan-

sion at constantpressure has been m easured by M �uller

et al.120 They found that �-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Cl, �-

(ET)2Cu(NCS)2,and undeuterated and fully deuterated

�-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Brallhavea relatively tem perature

independenttherm alexpansion above about80 K while

com plicated featuresareobserved below 80 K associated

with glassy transitions and the m any-body behavior of

these m aterials. Since we are only interested in getting

an orderofm agnitude,we neglectthe com plicated tem -

peraturedependenceobserved in �-(ET)2-X and approx-

im ate the therm alexpansion as a constant. The value

extracted from M �ulleretal.’sdata isaround 10� 4 K � 1.

A P P EN D IX C :EST IM A T IO N O F ER R O R S IN

FIG U R E 6

In thisappendix we outline the procedure use to esti-

m ate the errorson the data presented in Fig 6. Letus

consideragiven setofdata,forexam pleTc(P ).Toarea-

sonable degree ofaccuracy,Tc for �-(ET)2X decreases

linearly with increasing pressure,i.e.Tc = aP + bwhere

a and barethe coe�cientsobtained from �tting the ex-

pression to thedata.In a typicalpressurem easurem ent,

there willbe som e uncertainties in the pressure (�P )

which m ay becaused by system aticerrorsdueto theun-

certainties in the pressure calibration. The size of�P

willdepend on a speci�c apparatus used in the experi-

m ent.Forexam ple,a helium gaspressuresystem would

have uncertainties aslarge as 0.1 kbarwhile a clam ped

pressure cellwhich uses oilpressure m edium m ay have

uncertaintiesaslarge as1 kbar.121,122 K nowing �P ,we

can estim ate the uncertainty in Tc when itiscom pared

with anotherdata setfrom a di�erentexperim enttaken

by a di�erentgroup,say T�� T 2(P ).Thisisdoneby cal-

culating the following:

�T c =
dTc(P )

dP
�P: (C1)

Anotherway to estim ate �T c isto calculatedTc(P )=dP

from thediscontinuity in thetherm alexpansion and spe-

ci�c heatby using the Ehrenfestrelation.123 These two

m ethodsgivesim ilarresults.For�-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]Br,

dTc(P )=dP isestim ated to bearound � 2:4 K /kbarfrom

the �rst m ethod while it is found to be around � 2:2

K /kbar from the Ehrenfest relation. This procedure is

repeated for other data sets,T�� T 2(P ),T� v=v(P ),and

TN M R (P )wheneverapplicable which leadsto Tc � �Tc,

T�� T 2 � �T�� T 2,T� v=v � �T� v=v,and TN M R � �TN M R .

W e then tabulate T�� T 2;T� v=v;and TN M R with respect

to Tc fora given pressure.The resultsare shown in Fig

6.In som ecaseswewerenotableto obtain a reasonable

�tbecauseeitherthedata arevery scattered orthereare

notenough datato perform �t.Thisisthereason forthe

absence oferrorbarson the verticalaxisforsom e data

pointsin Fig 6.
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Note thatthe location ofthe peak doesnotqualitatively

e�ect the theory, unless it is at Q = 0.If the peak is

elsewherethen itwillsim ply e�ectthem agnitudeof�(Tx).
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