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T he m etallic states of a broad range of strongly correlated electron m aterials exhibit the subtle
Interplay between antiferrom agnetic spin uctuations, a pseudogap In the excitation spectra, and
non-Fermm i liquid properties. In order to understand these issues better in the —-ET ),X fam ily
of organic charge transfer salts we give a quantitative analysis of the published resuls of nuclear
m agnetic resonance NM R ) experin ents. T he tem perature dependence ofthe nuclear spin relaxation
rate 1=T;, the Knight shift K5, and the Korringa ratio K, are com pared to the predictions of
the phenom enological spin  uctuation m odel of M oriya, and M illis, M onien and Pnhes M MM P),
that has been used extensively to quantify antiferrom agnetic spin uctuations in the cuprates. For
tem peraturesabove Tynr ’ 50 K ,them odelgives a good quantitative description ofthe data for the
param agnetic m etallic phase of several —(ET );X m aterials, with an antiferrom agnetic correlation
length which increasesw ith decreasing tem perature; grow ing to several lattice constantsby Tyu r - It
is show n that the fact that the dim ensionless K orringa ratio ism uch Jarger than unity is inconsistent
w ith a broad class of theoreticalm odels (such as dynam icalm ean— eld theory) which neglect spatial
correlations and/or vertex corrections. Form aterials close to the M ott insulating phase the nuclear
spin relaxation rate, the K night shift and the K orringa ratio alldecrease signi cantly w ith decreasing
tem perature below Tywmr . This cannot be describbed by the M M M P m odel and the m ost natural
explanation isthat a pseudogap opensup in the density of statesbelow Tywu r , as in, orexam ple, the
underdoped cuprate superconductors. An analysis oftheM ott insulating phasecof —-ET ),Cuz CN )3
is som ew hat m ore am biguous; nevertheless it suggests that the antiferrom agnetic correlation length
is less than a lattice constant, consistent w ith a large frustration of antiferrom agnetic interactions
as is believed to occur in this m aterial. W e show that the NM R m easurem ents reported for -
(ET)2Cuz (CN)3 are qualitatively inconsistent w ith this m aterial having a ground state w ith long
range m agnetic order. A pseudogap In them etallic state of organic superconductors is an In portant
prediction of the resonating valence bond theory of superconductivity. Understanding the nature,
origin, and m om entum dependence of the pseudogap and its relationship to superconductiviy are
In portant outstanding problem s. W e propose speci c new experin ents on organic superconductors
to elucidate these issues. Speci cally, m easurem ents should be perform ed to see if high m agnetic

elds or high pressures can be used to close the pseudogap.

I. NTRODUCTION

In the past tw enty yearsa diverse range ofnew strongly
correlated electron m aterials w ith exotic electronic and
m agnetic properties have been synthesized. E xam ples In—
clude high-tem perature cuprate superconductors} m an—
ganites with colossal m agnetoresistance/? ocerfum ox-—
ide catalysts,® sodim cobalates,? ruthenates?® heavy
form jon m aterials,’ and superconducting organic charge
transfer salts® M any of these 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, soin, orbial, and lattice
degrees of freedom . These di erent phases can be ex—
plored by varying experin ental control param eters such
as tem perature, pressure, m agnetic eld, and chem ical
com posiion. A though chem ically and structurally di-
verse the properties of these m aterdals are determ ined
by som e comm on features; such as, strong interactions
betw een the electrons, reduced din ensionality associated
with a layered crystal structure, lJarge quantum uctu-—
ations, and com peting interactions. M any of these m a—

terials are characterized by large antiferrom agnetic spin

uctuations. Nuclear m agnetic resonance spectroscopy
hasproven to be a pow erfiilprobe of local spin dynam ics
in many strongly correlated electron m aterials?20-21112
Longer range and faster spin dynam ics have been studied
w ith inelastic neutron scattering. O ne poorly understood
property of the param agnetic phases of m any of these
m aterials is the pseudogap present in large regions of the
phase diagram . A though the pseudogap has received
the m ost attention in the cuprates,*3 it is also present in
quasione-din ensionalcharge-density w ave com pounds;*?
m anganites}® heavy form ion m aterialstt, I sinplem et—
als w ith no signs of superconductivity*® and quite pos-
sbly in organic charge transferm aterialsi? T he fcus of
this paper is on understanding what inform ation about
antiferrom agnetic spin uctuations and the pssudogap
can be extracted from NM R experim ents on the organic
charge transfer sals.

The systam s which are the subfct of the current
study are the organic charge transfer salts based on
electron donorm olecules BEDT-TTF (ET), in particu—
larthe amily —-ET ), X Wwhere indicatesa particular
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polym orpht?). Rem arkably sin ilar physics occurs in the
other din erised polym orphs, such asthe , % ,and
phases® Thesem aterdals display a w ide variety ofuncon—
ventional behaviours® hcliding: antiferrom agnetic and
soin liquid insulating states, unconventional supercon-—
ductivity, and the param agneticm etallicphaseswhich we
focuson in thispaper. T hey also sharehighly anisotropic
crystaland band structures. H ow ever, as for various so—
ciological and historical reasons, the salts have been
far m ore extensively studied, and because we intend, In
this paper, to m ake detailed com parisons w ih experi-
mentaldata, we lin it our study to phase sals. Thisof
course begs the question do sim ilar phenom ena to those
described below occurin the , % or salts? Wewould
suggest that the answer is probably yesbut this rem ains
an Inviting experim ental question.

A swellas their interesting phenom enology the organic
charge transfer salts are in portant m odel system s and a
deeperunderstanding ofthesem aterialsm ay help address
a num ber of im portant findam entalquestions conceming
strongly correlated system s. The (hon-interacting) band
structure ofthe phase sals iswellapproxin ated by the
half- Iled tight binding m odelon the anisotropic lattice &
This m odel has two param eters t, the hopping integral
betw een nearest neighbor ET ), din ers, and £, the hop—
pihg integral betw een next nearest neighbors across one
diagonal only. In order to describe strongly correlated
phases ofthesem aterialswem ust also include the e ects
of the Coulomb Interaction between electrons. The sim -
plest m odel which can inclide these strong correlations
In the H ubbard m odel contains one additional param eter
over the tight binding m odel: U, the Coulomb repulsion
betw een two conduction electrons on the sam e din er. Tn
the Hubbard m odelpicture the di erent —-ET ),X sals
and di erent pressures correspond to di erent valies of
t%=t and U=t, but allofthe phase salts are half Ikd.
Varying U=t allow s us to tune the proxin iy to the M ott
transition —understanding the M ott transition and itsas—
sociated phenom ena rem ains one m ost In portant prob—
lem s in theoreticalphysics?223 and the organicshhave pro-
vided a new window on this problem £24232827 yarying
t%=t allow s one to tune the degree of frustration in the sys-
tem . Understanding the e ect of frustration in strongly
correlated system s is of general in portance#2822 For
exam ple there are strong analogies between the organ-—
ics and Na,C o0, /2% and much recent interest has been
sparked by the observation of possible spin liquid states
in organic charge transfer salts3122:33

The param agnetic m etallic phases of -ET )X are
very di erent from a conventionalm etallic phase. M any
features of the param agnetic m etallic phases agree well
with the predictions of dynam ical mean eld theory
OMFT) which describes crossover from bad metal at
high tem peratures to a Fem i liquid as the tem pera—
ture is lowered 24223435 This crossover from incoher—
ent to coherent intralayert?® transport has been cb-
served in a num ber of experin ents such as resistivity2>
them opower22¢ and ulrasonic attenuation 2728 The

existence of coherent quasiparticles is also apparent from

the observed m agnetic quantum oscillations at low tem -
peratures in  —-ET ),X 32424l However, nuclar m ag—
netic resonance experin ents (reproduced in Figs. [ and
[2) on the param agneticm etallic phaseson —ET ),X do
not nd the well known properties of a Fem i liquid.
The nuckar spin relaxation rate per uni tem perature,
1=T,T, is lJarger than the K orringa form predicted from

Fem i liquid theory. As the temperature is lowered
1=T1T reaches a maxinum ; we label this tem perature
Tyur (the exact value of Tyur Varies with the anion
X , but typically, Tywm & 50 K, see Fig.[@). 1=T,T de-
creases rapidly asthe tem perature is low ered below Ty r

[ee Fig [M]124822 The Knight shift also drops rapidly
around Tyu g lsee Figld]12 This is clearly in contrast the
K orringa-like behavior one would expect for a Fem 1 lig—
uid in which 1=T;T and K5 are constant for T TF ,
the Fem i tem perature. Sim ilar non-Fem i liquid tem —
perature dependences of 1=T;T and K 5 are observed in
the cuprates?#3 For the cuprates, it has been argued
that the lJarge enhancem ent of 1=T; T is associated w ih
the grow th of antiferrom agnetic spin uctuation wihin
the Cu0 , planes as the tem perature is Iowered 2442 The
large decrease observed In 1=T1T and K 5 is suggestive of
a depltion of the density of states OO S) at the Fermm i
Jkevel which m ight be expected if a pseudogap opens at
Tymr -

A qualitative description of spin  uctuations In the
param agnetic m etallic phase of —ET ),X has not been
perfom ed previously. The In portance of spin uctua-
tions n —-ET),;X below T. has been pointed out by
severalgroups848:47:48:43.50 gince the nature of the para—
m agnetic m etallic and superconducting phases are inti-
m ately Intertw ned (in m ost theories, ncliding BC S, su—
perconductivity arises from an instability of the m etal-
lic phase), i is Inportant to understand whether the
soin 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
w hether there is a pseudogap in the param agneticm etal-
lic phase of —ET ),X which suppresses the density of
states OO S) at the Fem i level. A pseudogap has been
suggested on the basis of the NM R data and heat ca—
paciy m easurem ent 3! If there is a pseudogap then in —
portant questions to answer incude: (i) how sin ilar is
the psesudogap n —-ET ), X to the pseudogaps in the
cuprates, m anganites and heavy ferm ions? (i) is the
pseudogap n  —(ET),X related to superconductivity?
and (iid) if so how ?

A num ber of scenarios in w hich a pseudogap m ay arise
have been proposed. O ne possble origin ofa pseudogap,
which a number of authors$42:335857 have argued m ay
be rwlkevant to the organic charge transfer sals, is the
resonating valence bond RVB) picture (for a review see
Refs. [1 and |58). In this picture the electron spins form
a linear superposition of spin singlet pairs. The singlkt
form ation can naturally explain the appearance ofa gap:
a non-zero am ount ofenergy is required to break the sin—
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FIG .1l: Coloronline] Com parison of the m easured nuclar soin relaxation rate per unit tem perature, 1=T: T , w ith the predic—
tionsofthe spin uctuation m odel for various organic charge transfer salts. Panel @) showsdatafor —(ET),CulN (CN ), Brm ea—
sured by M aya re et alt® ,panel ) showsdata for —(ET );CulN (CN ), Brmeasured by D e Soto et allg, panel (c) show s data
for (@8)-ET),CulN (CN),Br measured by M iyagawa et aLZO, and panel (d) shows data fora —-ET ) Cu®NCS), powder
sam ple m easured by K awam oto et al?t The 1=T;T data are weakly tem perature dependent at high tem peratures, have a
maxinum at Tywum r 50 K, and drop abruptly below Tywm r , contrary to what one would expect for a Fem i liquid in which
1=T;T is constant. The rem arkable sin ilarities of these data results from the quantitative and qualitative sim ilarity of the
antiferrom agnetic spin uctuations in the param agnetic m etallic phases of these m aterials. T he param eters that produce the
best ts (solid lines) to Eq. (13) are tabulated in Tabk[l. The spin uctuation m odel gives a good t to the experin ental
data between Tywu r 50 and room tem perature which suggests strong spin uctuations in the param agnetic m etallic states of
—-ET),CulN CN),Br, [8)-ET),CulN CN),Br,and —-ET),CuNCS),.However, below Tym 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 Tyur . In each gure the
solid line indicates the large T approxin ation of the spin uctuation model Eq. (I50)]. To check that this approxin ation
is reasonable we also plot the fiilll spin  uctuation m odel Eq. (I3)] as a dashed line in panel (o). The fiilll and dashed lines
cannot be distinguished untilwellbelow Tym r and so we conclided that the high T approximn ation is excellent in the relevant
regin e. Note that the analysis on 1=T1T cannot di erentiate between antiferrom agnetic and ferrom agnetic spin uctuations
(see section [IIA 2)), but the K orringa ratio strongly di erentiates between these two case and indicates that the uctuations
are antiferrom agnetic (see Fig.[2). The nom enclature Br, d8-Br,and -NCS isused as shorthand or —ET »CulN CN),Br,
(d8)-ET)CulN CN)2Br,and —-ET),CuNCS), respectively In the gure keys.

glkt pairs. For weakly frustrated lattices, such as the 27:61

anisotropic triangular lattice in the param eter range ap—
propriate for —ET),CulN CN),Br, —ET),CulNCS);,
and —-ET);CulN (CN),IC] the RVB theory predicts Y-
w ave’ superconductivity 84250225857 T his isthe symm e~

conducting order param eter has Y+ id’ sym m etry

RV B theory also predicts that a pseudogap w ih the
sam e symm etry as the superconducting state exists in
the param agnetic phase at tem peratures above the su—

try m ost consistent w ith a range of experin ents on these

—-ET),X salsl?22:40061 4 oyever, as the frustration is
Increased changes In the nature of the spin uctuations
drive changes In the symm etry of the superconducting
state 37! For exam ple, ©r the isotropic triangular lat—
tiket= t° & £ is thought to be appropriate for -
ET),Cuy CN)3] RVB theory predicts that the super—

perconducting critical tem perature, T.. T his pseudogap
results from the form ation of short range singlets above
T.; only at T, do these singlkts acquire o -diagonal long—
range order. There are two energy scales ( and ©in
the notation of, eg., Refs. |49 and |56) In the RVB the-
ory. In the sin plest reading of the theory,28:? the ratio
=€ T =T.whereT isthe tem perature at which the
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FIG. 2: [Color online] Com parison of the K orringa ratio
K / 1=T:TK? of —-ET);CulN CN);Br measured by De
Soto et al*? with the prediction of the antiferrom agnetic spin
uctuation m odel. The best t to Eq. (I6) is indicated by
the solid line. T he K orringa ratio is Jarger than 1 which indi-
cates that the spin uctuations are antiferrom agnetic K < 1
for ferrom agnetic uctuations, see Section [IIA 2). The an—
tiferrom agnetic correlation length is found to be 35 25
Jattice spacings at 50 K . Below 50 K the K orringa ratio is
suppressed, and in section [7] we argue that this is because
a pseudogap opens at Tymr . In the key to this gure -
ET)CulN (CN), Br is abbreviated as -Br.

pseudogap opens. For the appropriate m odel H am ilto—
nian for the lJayered -ET),X salts = €’ 5 near the
M ott transition?? which is rem arkably sin ilarto the ratio
Tyur=Tcn —-ET),CulN CN),Br.
W e use the phenom enological antiferrom agnetic spin
uctuation m odelwhich was rst introduced by M oriya®?
and then applied by M illis, M onien and P ines (M M P )42
to cuprates, to exam inethe roke ofgoin uctuationsin the
param agnetic m etallic phase of —ET ),X . W e investi-
gate w hether the anom alous tem perature dependences of
NM R data can be explained w thout invoking a psesudo—
gap In theDO S.W e tthe spin uctuation m odelto the
nuclear spin relaxation rate per unit tem perature 1=T, T,
Knight shift K 5, and K orringa ratio K data and nd that
the large enhancem entsm easured in 1=T;T and K above
Tym r are the result of large antiferrom agnetic spin uc—
tuations [see Figs. [ and[2]]. The correlation of the anti-
ferrom agnetic spin  uctuations increases as tem perature
decreases and the relevant correlation length is found to
be 35 25 lattice spacings at T = 50 K. The m odel
produces reasonable agreem ent w ith experin ental data
down to T 50 K.Below 50 K, 1=TT is suppressed
but never saturates to a constant expected for a Fermm i
licuid while the spin  uctuation m odelproduces a m ono—
tonically increasing 1=T; T w ith decreasing tem perature.
W e argue that this discrepancy between theory and ex—
perin ent is due to the appearance of a pseudogap, not
captured by the spin uctuation m odel, w hich suppresses

the DO S at the Fem i level.

O ur results suggest the param agnetic m etallic phase
of —ET),X is richer than a renom alized Fem i liquid
as has been previously thought to describe the low tem —
perature m etallic state. An exotic regin e sin ilar to the
pseudogap in the cuprates appears to be realized in the
param agnetic m etallic phase of —ET ),X . Thuswe be-
lieve the appropriate phase diagram of -ET ),X looks
like the one sketched in Fig.[3. H owever, the psesudogap
n —-ET),X isratherpeculiar. On one hand, it showsa
coherent intralayer transport (apparent from the T? re—
sistiviy and the observed quantum oscillations). O n the
other hand i also shows a loss ofDO S apparent from
1=T1T and K 5. Therefore it is In portant to em phasize
that the pseudogap phase proposed for —ET ),X is dif-
ferent from the pseudogap phase realized in the cuprates.
U nderstanding these di erencesm ay wellprovide in por—
tant insight into the physics of the pseudogaps in both
classes of m aterial. W e w i1l discuss this m atter further
In Section V.

W e have also applied the spin  uctuation form alisn
to the M ott Insulating phase —ET);Cu; CN); @Which
may have a sphh liquid ground state) 3! W hilke a rea-
sonable agreem ent between the calculated and the ex—
perim ental data on 1=T;T has been obtained, the re—
sult for the Knight shift does not agree w ith 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 in —
plict in the soin— uctuation m odel. The fAailure of this
assum ption is consistent w ith the strong frustration in

—ET),Cu; CN )3 and the cbserved spin-liquid behavior
of this m aterial®3! W e show that there are qualitative
as well as quantitative di erence between the spin uc—
tuations n —-ET ),Cu, CN)3 and the spin uctuations
In the other -phase salts discussed in this paper.

T he structure of the paper is as follow s. Tn Section IT
we Introduce the tam perature dependence of the nuclear
soin relaxation rate, spin echo decay rate, K night shift,
and K orringa ratio and describbe how they probe spin

uctuations by probing the dynam ical susoeptibility. W e
calculate these properties In a num ber of approxin ations
and contrast the results. In Section ITT we dem onstrate
thatthe spin uctuation m odelprovides reasonable tsto
the existing experim ental results for —ET ),X and dis—
cuss is Iim tationswhen applied to thosem aterials. Sec—
tion IV dealsw ith the application ofthe soin uctuation
m odel to the soin liquid compound -—-ET ),Cu, CN)s.
W e discuss the nature and extent of the pseudogap in
Section V . Finally, in Section VIwe suggest new experi-
m ents and give our conclusions.
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FIG . 3: Colr online] T he schem atic phase diagram for —-ET ),X as a function of tem perature and pressure. Thin solid lines
represent second order phase transitions, the thick solid line isthe rst order transition line which endsat a critical point shown
as a lled circle, and dashed lines indicate crossovers. T he pseudogap phase is m uch m ore com plicated than a renom alized
Ferm 1 liquid that has been previously thought to characterize the param agnetic m etallic phase at low tem peratures: it shows
a coherent transport character w ith long lived quasiparticles, m arked by T? resistivity behavior”® and m agnetic quantum
oscillations?? but at the sam e tim e it exhbits a loss of density of states which is clearly seen in the NM R data. There are
not su cient data at thism om ent to determ ine where the pseudogap phase boundary ends so this uncertainty is represented
by the shaded area w ith the question m ark. M ore detailed experin ental and theoretical studies in the vicinity of this point
w ill give Im portant insight into how the pseudogap is related to superconductivity. The possbility of a quantum critical
point som ew here In the vicinity of the point where the superconducting critical tem perature goes to zero m ay have in portant
consequences for the observation that them aterials w ith the low est superconducting critical tem peratures have extrem ely sm all
super uid sti nesses and are very di erent from BCS supercorlductoxs.52'53'54

II. THE SPIN LATTICE RELAXATION RATE,
SPIN ECHO DECAY RATE,AND KNIGHT
SHIFT

where A (q) isthe hyper ne coupling betw een the nuclkar
and electron spins, §y ( o) isthe nuclear (electronic) gy—
rom agnetic ratio, and f, is the relative abundance of
the nuclear spin. For sin plicity we w ill often consider a
mom entum Independent hyper ne coupling A jin what
llows. Note that Egs. [J show that this is an uncon—
trolled approxin ation for both T; and T,, but that i is
not an approxin ation at all for K ;. This isbecause K ¢

T he tem perature dependence ofthe nuclear spin lattice
relaxation rate 1=T1 T, soin echo decay rate 1=T,, K night
shift K 5, K orringa ratio K, and the real and in aghary
part ofthe dynam ic susceptbility, °(;!)and “g;!),

de ned by
@;!')= Srde@ 'Y y: @)

are discussed In this section. T he generalexpressions for
these quantities are®3

.1
7'; (a)

= 2 @7 °@07?; (b)

Ks = —————i (2c)

and

@d)

only probes the long wavelength physics and hence only
depends on A (0), the hyper ne couplingatg= 0.

T he calculation ofthe quantities in Egs. [J) boilsdown
to determ ining the appropriate form ofthe dynam ic sus—
ceptibility. In the follow ng sections we begin by dis—
cussing the role of vertex corrections in determm ining the
propertiesm easured by NM R (section ??), beforem oving
onto the a variety of approxim ations for calculating the
dynam ic susceptibility. They are antiferrom agnetic and
ferrom agnetic spin  uctuations (section [IIAl), dynam ical
mean eld theory (section[IIBl), and the 1=N approach to
the quantum criticalregion of frustrated tw o-din ensional
antiferrom agnets (section[IICl). H owever, in thiswork we
w ill predom inantly use the spin uctuation m odelto an—
alyzethe NM R data. T he otherm odels are presented for
com parison.



A . The Spin Fluctuation M odel

The dynam ic susceptibility in this m odel is w ritten

as44,45

@)= w )+ ar@il); 3)
where 1y (!) is the dynam ic susceptbility in the long
wavelength regin eand ar (;!) isa contrdbution to the
dynam ic susceptibility which peaks at som e wave vector

Q . T hese susceptbilities take the form

o(T)
1 il= (T)

LW (!)=
(T)

;1) = 9 4

Ar @) T R 03 deme @ O

where ((T) [ o (T)] is the static spin susceptbility at
g=00R1 @) [se(T)]isthe characteristic spin  uc-
tuation energy which represents dam ping in the system

nearg= 0 R ],and (T) is the tem perature dependent
correlation length. Hence, the real and in agihary parts
of the dynam ic suscgptibility can then be w ritten as

(T) 1
0q;0) = 14+ -2
@it = o) o@T) 1+ @FH 037
|
i1y = —2@)
1+ o @) 1'
o) s (T) A+ TFPH Q32
)
N ote that the above form of rpy (!) is the appropriate

form for a Fem i liquid. Therefore if the system under
discussion is not a Ferm iliquid then the validity this ex—
pression or 1y (!) cannotbe guaranteed. Forexam ple,
the m argihalFem i liquid theory predicts a di erent fre—
quency dependence £ Ifthe dynam ic susceptibility is suf-

ciently peaked then 1=T; w illnot be strongly dependent
on the long wavelength physics pecause 1=T; m easures
the susceptibility over the entire B rilloun zone, c.f, Eq.
[2d), and therefre w ill be dom iated by the physics at
g = Q ]. On the other hand the Knight shift isa mea—
sure of the long wavelength properties [c.f, Eq. [2d)]
and therefore m ay be sensitive to the detailsof 1y (!).
Here we w ill explicitly assum e, follow ing the assum ption
made by M M P43, that the uniom susceptibility  and
the spin uctuation energy near g = 0 is tem perature
Independent. One justi cation for this approxin ation
In organics is that the K night shift is not strongly tem —
perature dependent [see Section ITID ]. T his approxin a—
tion will break down in the system s where the uniform
susceptibility is strongly tem perature dependent such as
YBa,Cus0 6:6365 and La;.gS1p.15Cu0 4 .66

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

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

has*®

Q(T)= 0

0

0

T)

where isthe criticalexponent w hich govemsthe pow er—
law decay of the spin correlation function, z is the dy-
nam ical critical exponent, and ( is som e tem perature
Independent length scale. T he sin plest possible assum p—
tions are relaxation dynam ics for the spin uctuations
Which are characterized by z = 2) and mean eld scal-
Ing of the spin correlations ( = 0). W ih these approx—
In ations the real and in agihary parts of the dynam ic
susceptbility are given by

lsp (T) =

(6)

p— [ (T)=af
%q;0) = 1+
@0 = o L+ @CFPf 03F
| —
Dty = L0 14 [ (T)=al .
@) i+ «ru o3f

where = (@=;)?. The tem perature independent, di-
m ensionless param eter can also be expressed in tem s
of the original variables appearing in the dynam ic sus-
ceptibility n Eq. [@) as

_ Q' (T) a . ®)
olse (T) T)
W ritten in this form , hasa clear nterpretation: i rep—
resents the strength of the spin uctuations at a nite
wave vectorQ . W e willnow consider two cases: antifer—
rom agnetic and ferrom agnetic spin  uctuations.

1. Antiferrom agnetic Spin F luctuations

Ifwe have antiferrom agnetic spin uctuations then the
dynam ic susceptibility (g;!) peaksata nitewave vec—
torg = Q ; orexam ple, Hra square attice Q = ( ; ).
The NM R relxation rate, spin echo decay rate, and
K night shift can be calculated straightforw ardly from the
real and in aginary parts of the dynam ic susceptibility
given in Eq. [@). The resuls are

1 2 ] =
1 _2kwpFo [ @)=t ©a)
T, T e~ 1+ P @)}
1 _2pdg o, L @=]
T} 26 1+ o @)
j
+—ha+ o @ (9b)
. o _ _
K, = 230 g0 LD Gl @)
e N~ 1+ D (T)?
h , 1
2 1+ [ (T)=al
~ e 1+ (T)P
K = 1 i ’ 9d
2 Oul+p— [ @)map 2 ed)

1+ 0 (T)P



where Q" isa cuto from them om entum integration [c.f.
Eq. [2a)]. For (T) a:1=NT (T3, 1=T, T),
and K¢ constant which leads to the Korringa ra—
tioK /7 (~2=2 ) ()f. In this model the Kor-
ringa ratio can only be equal to uniy if the spin uc-
tuations are com pltely suppressed ( = 0). Hence,
one expects K > 1 if antiferrom agnetic uctuations are
dom nant&?%8 This dicates that there are signi cant
vertex correctionsw hen there large strong antiferrom ag—
netic uctuations.

2. Ferrom agnetic Spin F luctuations

For ferrom agnetic spin  uctuations, (g;!) is peaked
atg= 0. TheNMR relaxation rate and spin echo decay
rate are exactly the sam e as those given in Egs. [3d)
and [O0) because 1=T.T and 1=T, come from summ ing
the contrbutions form allwave vectors In the st Bril
louin zone, which m akes the location of the peak In g
space irrelevant. In contrast, the K night shift w illbe dif-
ferent in the ferrom agnetic and antiferrom agnetic cases
because K 5 only m easuresthe g = 0 part ofthe dynam ic
susceptibility; it will be enhanced by the ferrom agnetic

uctuations. T hus, In the ferrom agnetic spin  uctuation
description K g is given by

. h i
P —
K. = ?‘7302 1+ ( =a} 10)
e N~
and
h , 1
Sl &
K = S 5 = (11)
2 0 1+ ( =af
For (T) a: 1=TT T3, 1=T, (T), and
Ks (T3 which eadstoK /' (~ 2=2 o)[ (T)=al?.

W e can see that K < 1 in the presence of ferrom agnetic

uctuations£?® So again vertex corrections are in por—
tant if the system has strong ferrom agnetic uctuations.
Recall that, in contrast, in the case of antiferrom agnetic

uctuations the K orringa ratio is larger than one. T hus
analyzing the K orringa ratio allow s one to straightfor-
wardly distinguish between antiferrom agnetic and ferro—
m agnetic spin uctuations.

B. Dynam icalM ean Field T heory

DMFT is an approach based on a mapping of the
Hubbard m odel onto a selfconsistently em bedded An-—
derson in purity m odel®?7%’t DM FT predicts that the
m etallic phase of the Hubbard m odel has two regin es
wih a crossover from one to the other at a tem pera-—
ture Tg. For T<Tq the system is a renom alized Fem i
liquid characterized by K orringa-like tem perature de—
pendence of 1=T1T and oocherent Intralayer transport.
Above Ty, the system exhibitsanom alouspropertiesw ith

1=T,T a+ b(Hm=T) (£, Ref. [71]) and Incoherent
charge transport. This regin e is often refereed to as the
bad metal. M icroscopically the bad metal is charac-
terized by quasidocalized electrons and the absence of
quasiparticles. Thus DM FT predicts that at high tem —
peratures 1=T; T a+ b(=T),but 1=T1T saturatesto a
constant below Ty . T his tem perature dependence is sin —
ilar to that fr the shgle in purity Anderson m odel?
N ote that this tem perature dependence is qualitatively
sim ilarto that und forspin uctuations k.f, Eq. {I50),
the high tem perature lm i of Eq. [Gd)].

T he predictions of DM F'T correctly describe the prop—
erties of a range of transport and them odynam ic exper—
in ents on the organic charge transfer salts&242% This
suggests that these system s undergo a crossover from a
bad metalregin e for T> Ty to a renom alized Ferm i lig—
uid below Tp. As we shall see iIn m ore detail later (see
Fig. [) the nuclear spin relaxation rate is suppressed
but never saturatesbelow Tyy r ; this isnot captured by
DM FT . This suggests that the low-tem perature regin e
of —(ET),X ism ore com plicated than the renom alized
Fem i liquid predicted by DM FT which until now, is
w idely believed to be the correct description of the low
tem perature param agnetic m etallic state in the organic
charge transfer salts. W e w ill discuss the reasons for and
In plications of the failure of DM F T to correctly describe
NM R experin ents on the organic charge salts In section

1.

C. Quantum C riticalR egion of Frustrated 2D
A ntiferrom agnets

The static uniform and dynam ic susceptbilities of
nearly-critical frustrated 2D antiferrom agnets has been
studied by Chubukov et al”® They considered a long-
wavelength action wih an N ocom ponent, uni-length,
com plex vectorwhich hasa SU N ) O (2) symm etry and
performed a 1N expansion. This gives susceptibili-
ties which llow a universal scaling form . A s one ap—
proaches the quantum critical point, the spin sti ness
w ill vanish but the ratio between in-plane and out-of-
plane sti nesses rem ains nite and approaches unityy. In
this regin e, to order 1=N , the quantities n Eq. [) are
given by’

1

1=T;, T; 1=T, T '; Ks T; K T %: (12

IIT. SPIN FLUCTUATIONS IN —(ET )X

The NMR relaxation rate per unit tem perature,
Knight shift, and Korringa ratio in the antiferrom ag—
netic spin uctuations m odel are given by Egs. (94d),
[@d), and [@d). Their tem perature dependence com es
through the antiferrom agnetic correlation length. W e
dopt the form of (T) from M MM P42 (T)= (}) =

2Ty=(T + Ty). For this form of the correlation length



T, represents a natural tem perature scale and (T) is

only weakly tem perature dependent for T Ty. For
this choice of (T )=a we have
1 1 c?
— = — 1+
T, T ;T (T=Tyx + 1)2+ 2 2C (T=Tyx + 1)
Ks = Kg)g 1+ c
s 870 1+ 2 2C + T=T,
i
1+ c’
(T=Ty+1)2+2 2C (T=Tyx+1)
K = Ko—h — i 13)
C
1+ 142 2C+ T=Ty
w here we have de ned
2
c o= 2 () ;
a
2 kAT o
(1=T1T)o = 74 ;
e
RAlo
(I<s)0 = 27
e N~
2
and Kg = < ; (14)
2 9

to sim plify the notation.

A . The Nuclear Spin R elaxation R ate

W e now analyze the tem perature dependence of 1=T; .
In the discussion to follow , we w ill assum e that the cor-
relation length is lJarge com pared to unity and to T=T,,
ie, C = 2( (L,)=a)? T=T,. By this assum ption, the
lin iting cases of 1=T,T Eq. [13)] are given by

for T Ty (15a)
T , o, @) 1
T.T 2 a T=T, + 1

for T Tyt (15b)

The NM R relxation rate per unit tem perature cal-
culated from the spin uctuation model is a m ono—
tonic function of tem perature. In the high-tem perature
regine 1=T;T hasa T ! dependence whilk in the low-—
tem perature regin e it is linearin T w ith a negative slope.
T hus one realizes in m ediately that the data for tem per-
aturesbelow Tyy r isnot consistent w ith the predictions
of the spin uctuation theory as it has a positive slope.
W ewill retum to discuss this regin e Jatter. W e begin by
nvestigating the high tem perature regine, T > Tyu =k -
We t the 1=T;T expression or T T, [150)
to the experimental data of De Soto!? for -
ET)CulN CN), Br between Tymr and 300 K with
(1=T1T )y, [ (&)=aF, and T4 as free param eters. It is

notpossbltoobtain and (L )=a unam biguously from

tting to 1=T1T data because the m odel depends sensi-
tively only on the product [ (% )=aFf (see Eq. [150)).
T he param eters from the tsaretabulated in Tablk[dand
the results are plotted in Fig.[l. The use ofEq. [15D) to

t1=T,T data is justi ed post hoc sihce T is found to be
2 o6timesamallerthan Tyy g - W e have also checked this
by plotting the full theory W ithout taking the T Ty
linit) or —ET),CuN CN), Brin Fig.[Db, where there
is K orringa ratio data (see Fig. [2) and thus we can de-
term ne  and (%)=a individually. Tt can be seen from
Fig. [o that the disagreem ent between the fiill theory
and the high tem perature approxin ation is sm aller than
the thickness of the curves, therefore this approxim ation
iswell usti ed. It willbe shown in Section IIB that the
correlation length is indeed large thus providing further
jisti cation for the use of Eq. (150) here.

The model produces a reasonably good t to the
experinentaldata on -ET),CulN CN), B2 between
Tyumr, the tem perature at which 1=T;T is maximum,
and room tem perature. In the high tem perature regin e
(eg., around room tem perature), 1=T1T hasa very weak
tem perature dependence, indicating weakly correlated
soins. The large enhancem ent of 1=T;T can be under-
stood in tem s of the grow th of the spin  uctuations: as
the systam o©ools down, the spin—spin correlations grow
stronger which allow s the nuclear spins to relax faster
by transferring energy to the rest of the soin degrees of
freedom via these spin uctuations. Strong soin uc—
tuations, m easured by large values of [ (%)=aF, are
not only present n —ET ),CulN CN ), Br but also ob—
served In other m aterials such as the fully deuterated

—ET),CulN CN), Br fwhich willbe denoted by (d8)-
ET),CuN CN),Brg and —-ET),CuNCS),. The re—
sults of the ts or (d8)-ET),CulN CN),Br and -
ET),CuNCS), are shown in Fig. [. The param eters
that produce the best ts are also tabulated in Tablk[T.
T his suggests that strong spin uctuations are present
In these charge transfer sals. In all cases studied here,
strong spin  uctuations are evident from the large value
of [ (L)=aF.

T he nature of the soin uctuations, ie., whether they
are antiferrom agnetic or ferrom agnetic, cannot, even in
principle, be detem ined from the analysis on 1=T;T.
Both cases yield the same 1=T;T [ee Eq. [J) and Sec
IIC 2] because the nuclkar spin relaxation rate is ob-
tained by summ ing all wave vector contrbution in the

rst Brillouin zone. H ow ever, in the next section we w ill
use the K orringa ratio to show that the spin uctuations
are antiferrom agnetic.

Below Tymr, the calculated 1=T1T continues to rise
w hile the experim ental data show s a decrease in the nu—
clear spin relaxation rate perunit tem perature. H ow ever,
the data does not reach a constant 1=T:T as expected
for a Fem iliquid. T his indicates that the physics below
Tymr Is dom Inated by som e other m echanisn not cap-—
tured by the spin uctuation, Fem i liquid, or DM FT
theories. One possbility is a pseudogap opens up at



(1=T:1T) | Tx ®)| [ %)=af
s 'K N
Br M aya re [18] |0.09 001|{6.5 55| 290 250
Br De Soto [19] |0.02 0.01] 20 10| 680 430
d8Br |M iyagawa R0]| 004 001|62 35 85 65
NCS |[Kawamoto R1]] 0.06 0:01|11 26| 110 89

M ateriall Ref.

TABLE I:The param eters cbtained from the tswhich are
used to produce F ig.[d. Evidence for strong spin  uctuations
com e from the large valueof [ (%.)=aF which are present for
all the m aterdals tabulated above. In the table -Br, d8Br,
and -NCS areused as shorthand for —ET ),CulN (CN ), Br,

d8)-ET)CulN CN),Br, and -ET);CuCS), respec-
tively.

Tym r Which suppressestheD O S attheFem ilevel. Since
1=T.T < Er) kf,Eq. B16)], adecreasein DO S will
naturally lead to the suppression of 1=T;T . O ne m ight
argue that the discrepancy between the theory and ex—
perin ents below Tyyr Stem s from our assum ption of a
g-independent hyper ne coupling In the 1=T: T expres—
sion. However, n section [IIID] we will show that the
Knight shift is also inconsistent w ith the predictions of
the spin uctuation m odelbelow Tyy r - W hile hcliding
the appropriate g-dependence of the hyper ne coupling
m ight change the tem perature dependence of 1=T:T, i
certainly cannot a ect the tem perature dependence of
the K night shift as can be seen from Eq. [2d).

B. The K orringa R atio

In the previous section we com pared the prediction of
the spin uctuation m odel for 1=T; T to the experin en—
taldata and obtained good agreem ent w ith the data be-
tween Tymr and 300 K . However, we were not abl to
determ ne  and (L )=a unam biguously because 1=T; T
is sensitive only to the product [ (I)=aF. We were
also not able to detem ine w hether antiferrom agnetic or
ferrom agnetic spin  uctuations are dom inant. W e re—
solve these by studying the Korringa ratio K. It has
previously been pointed out that antiferrom agnetic (fer—
rom agnetic) uctuations produce a K orringa ratio that
is larger (less) than one®’*% | e have also shown in Sec—
tion IT that in the lim it of large correlation length, the
K orringa ratio behaves lke ( =af > 1 for antiferrom ag—
netic spin uctuations and lke @= ¥ < 1 for ferro-
m agnetic spin  uctuations. T he K orringa ratio data for

~ET);CulN CN);Br (sce Fig[2) is signi cantly larger
than one at all tem peratures w hich show s that antiferro—
m agnetic uctuations dom inate. W ith this in m ind, we
study the antiferrom agnetic spin uctuation m odel.

First we note that K4, given by Eq. [I3), has a
weak tem perature dependence because C = 2( (I )=a)?
is generally larger than unity and T=Ty. In the lm i
of large correlation lengths, the second term inside the
square bracket in the expression rK ¢ given in Eq. [13)

can be approxin ated as (1+ C + T=T,) '’ C_' and the
Knight shit willbegiven by K5’ ®g)o 1+ =2 ?))
which is tem perature ndependent. W e use this tem per-
ature independent K night shift to calculate the K orringa
ratio K
~ 1
K = —= (16)
T;TK 2
[ G)=af 1

2C=T,+1) 1+ =@ 2)

w here the prefactor K o is given by Eq. [14).

We tEq. (I8) to the experim entalK orringa data for

~ET);CulN CN),Bri? The result is plotted in Fig.[d.
In this expression we have three param eters, [ (% )=aF,
Ty,and ,twoofwhich, [ (%)=aF and T,, havebeen
determm ined from tting 1=T;T . T here isonly one ram ain—
Ing free param eter in the m odel, ", which can then be
determ ined unam biguously from the K orringa t which
yieds = 60 20. Thisvalie of implies that the an—
tiferrom agnetic correlation length (T) = 35 235a @
is the uni of one lattice constant) at T = 50 K. This
value is in the sam e order of m agniude as the value of
the correlation length estin ated In the cuprates$®

The K orringa ratio data are well reproduced by the
antiferrom agnetic soin  uctuation model when T >
Tymr - This is again consistent wih our earlier con—
clusion that the spin uctuations have antiferrom agnetic
correlations. A Jlarge K orringa ratio’?”® has previously
been observed In the cuprates indicating sin ilar anti-
ferrom agnetic uctuations in these systems. The Ko—
rringa ratio has also been measured In a number of
heavy form ion com pounds’®7778 Sin ilar antiferrom ag—
netic uctuations, lke those ocbserved in the cuprates
and organics, are present n CeCu,Si and. The Kor-
ringa ratio of thism aterialhas a valie 0of4.6 at 100 m K
Ref. [77]). In contrast, YbRh,S%” and CeRu,Si’8,
show strong ferrom agnetic spin uctuations as is evident
from the K orringa ratio less than unity. Tn SpRUO 472
the K orringa ratio is approximately 1.5 at 14 K . Upon
doping wih Ca to form Srn xCax,Ru0 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 uctuations in these ruthenates.

C . The A ntiferrom agnetic C orrelation Length

Tt is In portant to realize that the spin uctuation for-
m alisn can be used to extract quantitative inform ation
about the soin correlations from NM R data. For exam —
ple, the tspresented in Figs. [0 and[2 allow us to esti-
m ate the antiferrom agnetic correlation length. From the

tor —ET),CulN CN),Br (Tabk[l) we fund that the

antiferrom agnetic correlation length (T)=a= 35 25
at T = Tymr = 50 K. In order to understand the phys-
ical signi cance of this value of (T) it is nform ative
to com pare this value with the correlation length for



the square®® and triangular®! lattice antiferrom agnetic
H eisenberg m odels.

It has been shown®® that, on the square lattice, the
antiferrom agnetic Heisenberg m odel has a correlation
length of order (T )=a 1 or T = J and of order

(T )=a 30 or T = 0:3J. On the other hand for the
antiferrom agnetic H eisenberg m odel on the isotropic tri-
angular lattice, the correlation length is only of order
a lattice constant at T = 0:3J & Thus the correlation
length, (T)=a = 35 235, cbtained from the analysis
ofthe data for —ET ),CulN (CN ), Br is reasonable and
placesthem aterials betw een the square and isotropic an—
tiferrom agnetic H eisenberg m odel as has been argued on
the basis of electronic structure calculations&47:82

O ne ofthebest ways to m easure antiferrom agnetic cor-
relation length is by inelastic neutron scattering experi-
m ents. To perform this experin ent, one needshigh qual-
iy single crystal. Unfortunately, it is di cul to grow
su ciently large single crystals or —ET) ,X ; however,
recently som e signi cant progress has been m ade &2 An-
other way to probe the correlation length is through the
sodn echo experim ent. The spin echo decay rate 1=T, is
proportional to the tem perature dependence correlation
length [see Eqg. [@)] so m easurem ents of T, would give us
direct know ledge on the nature ofthe correlation length.
To the authors’ know ledge there is no soin echo decay
rate m easurem ent on the m etallic phase of the layered
organic m aterials at the present tin e thus i is very de—
sirable to have experin entaldata on T, m easurem ent to
com pare w ith the value of (T ) we have extracted above.

D . The Knight Shift

A swepointed out In Section ITtheK night shiftK ¢ will
generally have a weak tem perature dependence through—
out the whole tem perature range and so, thus far, we
have neglected its tem perature dependence. However, it
is apparent from Eq. [I3) that for any choice of param e—
tervalues £ ; (L)=a, and Tyg, K s willalways increase
m onotically as the tem perature decreases. T herefore the
tem perature dependence of the K night shift potentially
provides an in portant check on the validity of the spin

uctuation m odel. However, In the ollow Ing discussion
one should recall the caveats (discussed in section [TIA])
on the validity ofthe calculation ofthe K night shift stem —
m ing from the assum ption that the dynam ics of the long
wavelength part of dynam ical susceptibility relax In the
sam e m anner as a Fem i liquid.

In contrast to the prediction of the soin uctuation
m odel the experin ental data, eg., those m easured:® on

-ET),CulN CN), Br (reproduced in F ig.[d), show that
K ¢ decreases slow Iy w ith decreasing tem perature which
then undergoes a large suppression around Tk 50K.
It should be an phasized here that Tk , is approxin ately
the sam e as Tyu r , the tam perature at which 1=TT is
maxinum .

Sihce i is not possbl to explain any of the NM R

10

data below Tyy r In temm s ofthe spin  uctuation m odel
w Ithin the approxin ations discussed thus farwe focus on
the tem perature range between 50 K to 300 K justaswe
did for the analysis of 1=T;T . Even iIn this tem perature
range, there is a puzzling discrepancy betw een theory and
experin ent: the experin entaldata decreases slow Iy w ith
decreasing tem perature while the theoretical calculation
predicts the opposite. W e w illargue below that this dis-
crepancy arises because the data are obtained at con-—
stant pressure while the theoretical prediction assum es
constant volum e. Since the organic charge transfer salts
are particularly soft, them al expansion of the uni cell
m ay produce a sizeablk e ect to the K night shift andm ay
not be neglected.

Follow ng W zietek et al,?? we attempt to m ake an
estin ate on the correction of the Knight shift for -
ET),CulN CN), Br due to them al expansion. Let us
de ne [ (T';V) asthe constant volum e spin susceptibil
ity as a function of tem perature. The measured sus—
ceptibility is then given by a constant pressure susocsp—
thilty £ = E[;V (T;P)] while the theoretical sus-
ceptbility is given by a constant volum e susceptibility

v = {M;v(@ = 0;P)]. The correction to the spin
susceptibility is then given by

(%))
v @p ev
0 @ ,. @V ., V@TO

P

T he K night shift is directly proportionalto the spin sus-
ceptibility, Eq. [2d), which allow s us to w rite the correc—
tion to the K night shift as

KY 18)

@K P Vv @ep ev

0 @p L, @V ., VeT®

Ks =K
z

P

where KT is the (experinentally obtained) iscbaric
Knight shift, K is the (calculated) constant volume
Knight shift, V@P=Q@V ); is the isothem al com press—
Dbility, and (@V=V QT )p isthe linear them alexpansion.
It is hard to obtain an accurate estin ate or K ¢ be-
cause there are no com plete sets of data for K g’, isother—
m alcom pressibility, and them alexpansion asa function
of tem perature and pressure for the -ET),X fam ily.
However a rough estin ate for K g m ay be m ade using
the available experim entaldata.
In Appendix [B] we estin ate that

Kp

OK 5 3 10% bar %;
(=g
@P
—_— 18 bar;
AV

1Qev

and —— 104K '
V QT

P

Combining these order of m agniude estin ates we are
able to obtain a rough estimate on K g which can be
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FIG . 4: The tem perature dependence of the (constant pressure) K night shift asmeasured by —-ET ) CulN CN),Brby De
Soto et all? ( lled squares) and the corrected K night shift obtained by taking into account them al expansion of the lattice
(half- lled diam onds), ie., the constant volum e K night shift. The tem perature at which the K night shift decreases rapidly is
about the sam e tem perature at which 1=T; T is suppressed (seeFig.[l), ie. Tk, Tymr . This suggeststhat 1=T1T and K s are
suppressed by the sam e physics. In the lin it of Jarge correlation lengths, the spin  uctuation m odel, Eq. {I3), predicts a slow Iy
varying K night shift which is aln ost tem perature independent (solid line). T he discrepancy between theory and experim ent
arises because the m odel calculates constant volum e K night shift while the experim ent m easures constant pressure K night
shift#? Sihce -(ET).X is soft there willbe a sizeable e ect on K s due to the large them alexpansion. T he correction to the
experin entalK night shift, by taking into account these e ects, was calculated by using Eq. (I8) half llked squares). H owever,
we stress that the Jack of com pressive m easurem ents of pressure and tem perature dependence of the K night shift, isothem al
com pressbility, and them alexpansion m eans that this correction is no better than an order ofm agnitude estin ate. H owever,
our estin ate indicates that there correction is lJarge enough that the data above Tx , cannot be shown to be in disagreem ent
w ith the spin uctuation m odel. Below Tk ., there is a clear disagreem ent between the theory and data, in section V] we argue

that this is because a pseudogap opens at Tym r -

written as K J KE 03T orT in Kelvin. The re-
sukt is plotted in Fig.[d. It is clear from the gure that

our rough estin ate has already produced a non trivial
correction to the K night shift. The K night shift changes

from having a positive slope In the raw data to exhibit

a rather am all negative slope between Tx 50 K and
room tem perature when the corrections to account for
the them al expansion are lnclided. T he correction be-
com es an all below 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 night shift at constant volum e or pursue

an experim ent in which the pressure dependence ofK g,

isothem al com pressibility, and them al expansion [c.f.

Eq. [18)] are m easured sim ultaneously to accurately de—
term ne K 5. G iven the large uncertainty m K s we

take K 5 to be constant for tem peratures above 50 K in

the rest of this paper. This is clearly the simplest as—
sum ption, it is not (yet) contradicted by experin ental
data, and, perhapsm ost In portant, any tem perature de—
pendence in the K night shift is signi cantly sm aller than

the tem perature dependence of 1=T; T .

Regardless of the valuse of K o, the Knight shift cal-
culated from the spin uctuation m odel is inconsistent
w ith the experim entaldata below Tk | 50K (seeFi.
[4). The calculated K s show sa weakly increasing K ¢ w ith
decreasing tem perature, w hile them easured K 5 isheavily

In the key to this gure —(ET)2,CulN CN),Br is abbreviated as -Br.

suppressed below 50 K . O ne in portant point to em pha—
size here is that the tem perature dependence of K ¢ w ill
not change even if one uses the fully g-dependent A (q)
since K5 [see Eq. [2d)] only probes the g = 0 com po—
nent of the hyper ne coupling and susceptibility. T hus,
putting an appropriate g-dependent hyper ne coupling
w il not change the result orK 5 (@though i m ight give
a better description for 1=T;T). This provides a com -
pelling clue that som e non-trivialm echanisn is respon—
sble to the suppression of 1=T;T, K5, and K below 50
K.

W e have not addressed how the nuclear spin relaxation
rate ism odi ed by the them alexpansion of the lattice.
Since the organic com pound is soft, it is interesting to
ask if there is a sizeable e ect to 1=T;T. W zitek et
al®? have perform ed this analysis on quasilD organic
com pounds whose relaxation rate in found to scale lke

i . O ne can straightforw ardly derive the e ect ofvolum e
changes from the Hubbard m odel. Ifone uses the relation
1=T.T 2 and assumes xed U and t, then 1=T;T
1=V ? will ©llow. However, i is clear from the phase
diagram of the organic charge transfer salts Fig.[3 and
Ref. |§) that there is a rather lJarge change in U and t
for even am all pressure variations. Therefore, there is
no obvious relationship between 1=T;T and  Pr the
quasi2D organics and it is not clear how the im aginary
part of the susceptbility ®(g;!), which enters 1=T; T,



is e ected by them al expansion and lattice isotherm al
com pressbility. M ore detailed experin ents are clearly
needed to detem Ine the e ect of them al expansion of
the Jattice on the m easured relaxation rate.

Iv. SPIN FLUCTUATIONS IN THE MOTT
INSULATING PHASE OF —(ET)2CU2(CN )3

Recent experinentson —ET ),Cu, CN )3 by Shin izu
and collaborators?i€38887 have generated a ot of
interest 8:57618889,3091 This isbecause the M ott insulat-
Ing phase of this m aterial appears to have a soin liquid
ground state, that is a state which does not have m ag—
netic ordering (or break any other sym m etry of the nor-
m alstate) even though well-form ed localm om ents exist.
T his is very di erent from the M ott Insulating phases of
the other salts, such as —-ET),CulN CN),IC 1] which
clearly show s antiferrom agnetic ordering®? at low tem -
perature and am bient pressure. An elegant dem onstra—
tion of these two di erent ground states is provided by
susceptibility m easurem ents?? the susceptibility of -
ET),CulN CN ), IClexhibits an abrupt increase around
25 K which m arks the onset of N eel ordering while the
susceptbility of —ET ),Cu, CN); shows no sign of a
m agnetic transition. T he transition to a m agnetically or-
dered ground state realized n —-ET ), CulN CN),IClis
also dem onstrated by the splitting of NM R spectra
below the transition temperaturei? The di erence in
the ground states of —-ET);CulN CN),IC1l and -
ET),Cuy CN)3 appears to be connected w ith the fact
that there is signi cantly greater frustration in -
ET);Cup CN)3 (Brwhich 't 1) than thereisin -
ET),CulN CN), 1 (brwhicht®=t  0:7). G eom etrical
frustration alone is not su cient to explain the absence
ofm agneticorderin —ET ),Cu, (CN )3 because a H eisen—
berg m odel on an isotropic triangular lattice is known
to exhibit a m agnetically ordered ground state, ie. 120
state. Ttm ay be that the proxim ity to theM ott transition
plays an in portant role in allow ng the absence ofm ag—
netic ordering at low tem peraturesin —ET ),Cu; CN);.
O ne possible explanation for the existence ofa spin lig—
uld ground state is there are ring exchange termm s In the
Ham ittonian arising from charge uctuations which has
been studied by several groups8229:21

The NMR relaxation rate In —ET ),Cu, CN)3 Ref.
85 and Fig.[J) shows a sin ilar tem perature dependence
to that in, orexample, -ET);,CulN CN),Br.1=T T is
enhanced over the K orringa-like behavior w ith a peak at
Tymr 10 K below which i exhlbits a Jarge decrease.
However the Knight shift Kg in —-ET),Cu, CN)3 is
quite di erent to that n  -ET),CulN CN ), Br (com —
pareFigs.[dand[). m -ET),Cu, CN)3, K 5 increases
as the tem perature is lowered from room tem perature
until it reaches a broad m axin um around Tk 30 50
K below which i drops rapidly. In contrast, Kg in -
ET)2,CulN CN), Br shows a weak tem perature depen—
dence down to Tk , below which it undergoes a sharp de-
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crease (seeFig.[d). Anotherdi erence isTyy r is consid—
erably owerthan Tx , In —ET ),Cuz CN )3 whereasthey
are roughly the sasme In -ET);,CulN CN),Br. This
suggests that whereas the suppression of 1=T;T below
TnM R anszbebW TKS n —CET)ZCuE\I(CN)ZIBrpIOb—
ably hasa common origih; in —(ET ),Cu, CN); the ori-
gin of the suppression of1=T;T below Tyyr is di erent
from the origin of the broad maximum In K at Tk, .
N ote that the fact that K > 1 show s that the spiIn uc-
tuations are antiferrom agnetic, this is rather interesting
given the in portance ofN agaoka ferrom agnetism on the
triangular lattice 3°

G iven the reasonable agreem ent betw een the antiferro—
m agnetic spin  uctuation m odelw ith the NM R data on

-ET)CulN CN), Br down to Tyu r 50K), we ap—
ply the same form alisn to —-ET),Cu, CN)3. A slight
m odi cation to the spin uctuation m odel is necessary
since, unlke the other sals studied in this paper, -
ET),Cuy CN)3 is an insulator. Therefore we clearly
cannot use the Fem i liquid form of 1y . The sin-
plest approxin ation is that the dynam ic susceptibility
given in Eq. [@) will only consist of Ar (@;!). In
the region where (T)=a is lamge, o = ( =a¥ and
lsp = 9( =a) ? where and ° are tem perature inde-
pendent constants and a is the lattice spacing. W ithin
these approxin ationsthe nuclkar soin relaxation rate and
K night shift are given by

1 1 ( =ay*=
T, T TiT ,1+ Qa)?( =af
( =a¥
Kg = _ 19
s (KS)01+ (Qa)2( :a)2 ( )
w ih
1 _ 2k Rf
T , 02+
0 .
Koo = —23; 20)
e N7
whereQ = (Q;Q) isthe nite wave vector on which we

assum e the susceptbility to peak. Again, we take the
tem perature endence of the correlation length to be

T)= (k)= 2Tx=(T + Tx).

Follow ing the sam e approxin ation schem e as before
(outlined in Section ITB), we assum e a relaxational dy—
nam ics of the spin uctuations, which are described by
a dynam ic critical exponent z = 2, and a mean eld
critical exponent = 0. W ithin these approxim ations
lse = @= ¥ and o = °( =a¥. The nuckar spin
relaxation rate and K night shift are then given by

1 (1=T1T )oC*?
T,:T T=Ty+ 1)2+ Qa)2C (T=Tyx + 1)
s)oC
K. - K s)o e1)

1+ Qa)’C + T=T,

We work in the high tem perature approxim ation for
1=T1T - Plowing a procedure sin ilar to that em -
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FIG .5: Colr online] Com parison of the spin uctuation theory with them easured®® tem perature dependence of the nuclar
soin relaxation rate perunit tem perature, 1=T1 T (left panel), K night shift, K s (center panel), and K orringa ratio (right panel)
of the M ott Insulating phase of —(ET ),Cu, CN )3 [bbreviated as —-(CN )s; iIn the keys to the gures]. The soin uctuation
m odel is In good agrem ent w ith the m easured 1=T; T, but does not describe the K night shift (and hence K) well. W e have
also checked that using the Femm i liquid for 1y does not In prove the t to the K s data, and this t is shown as a dashed
line. This t to the data is clearly worse than sim ply setting 1w = 0. A lso note that the peak In 1=T;T, Tymr, iIsat a lower
tem perature than them axin um in the K night shift, Tk . Thisbehavior is qualitatively di erent from that ofthe other salks
where Tymr Tk, (seeFigs.[dand[4). Thissuggeststhat n —(ET ),Cu;, (CN )3 the origin ofthe 1=T; T suppression isdi erent
from physics that gives rise to the maxinum in K . The param eter values from the lines ofbest t shown in this gure are
reported in Tablk[Il. T he fact that them odelgives a reasonably good tto 1=T:T butnot to theK . data suggests that the spin

uctuation m odel ails to correctly account for the long wavelength physics, but suggests that the m odel correctly describes the
physicsaround apeak n  (g;!) which dom inates the integralover the rstBrillouin zone and thus1=TT [c.f, Eq. [2d)]. This
is rather surprising as the correlation length is less than one lattice constant at T = 50 K . This result is clearly inconsistent
w ith the initial assum ption that the long wavelength susceptibility is dom inated by a peak In the dynam ic susceptibility at
a nie wave vector. Finally we note that the fact that K > 1 show s that the spin uctuations are antiferrom agnetic, this is

rather interesting given the in portance of N agaoka ferrom agnetism on the triangular lattice 20

plyed to obtain Eq. [I5d). If the dynam ic sus—
ceptibility is strongly peaked at g = Q then the pa-
rameter 2Qa)?( (I)=a)’ is much larger than 1 so
Qa)’C (T=Ty + 1) is lamger than (T=Ty4 + 1)°> and we
can jast keep the temm proportionalto @ a)? in the de—
nom inator which allow sus to write 1=T1T as

p_
1, (@=TiT)[ 2 G)=aF

T, T Qa)? (T=Ty + 1)

@2)

W e use the expressions for 1=T,T given in Eq. 22) and
HrKs n Eq. 2I) to tthe —-ET),Cu, CN); data®®
W e assum e the susceptbility has a strong peak at Q =
2 =312% The param eters of the best t are reported in
Tablk[d and the results are plotted in Fig[d. W hilke the
soin  uctuation m odelproduces a reasonably good t to
the 1=T1T above Tyu=r 10 K, it does not reproduce
K s data well as can be seen from the upward curvature
In the t in contrast to the data which shows a slight
downward curvature. W e also performed the tto -
ET),Cu; CN)3 data using the m ost general om s Eq.
[[9) and taking z and  as free param eters. G ood tsto
1=T,T and K 5 can be obtained w ith land z 2 but
this gives us so m any free param eters that the value of
such tsmust be questioned.

An inportant fact is that K s probes the long wave-
length dynam ics. W e have set 1y (!) to zero in order
to m ake the sim plest possible assum ption about the in—
sulating state. The data indicate that this assum ption
is probably incorrect. Recently Zheng et al®® used a
high tem perature series expansion to calculate the uni-

P aram eter F it resuls
(1=TiT) (¢ 'K )| 220 11
K s)o 8100 720
Tx K) 40 4
(T )=a 03 01

TABLE II: The param eters obtained from the best ts to
1=T1T and Ks datain —-(ET),Cu; (CN)3. These param eters
are used to produce F ig.[d. T he antiferrom agnetic correlation
length (L )=a is short ranged consistent w ith the signi cant
frustration3t 2823 present in thism aterial.

form spin susogptbility (which isthe sam e asthe K night
shift apart from a constant of proportionality) for the
H eisenbergm odelon a triangular lattice, applied £ to -
ET),Cuz CN)3. They obtained a good agreem ent w ith
the experim ental data. The spin uctuation m odel de—
scribed here can be viewed as a di erent route to under-
stand the sam e experin ent. T he discrepancy betw een the
soin  uctuation m odel and the data suggests a faiure of
our im plicit assum ption that the long w avelength physics,
w hich determ inesK g, is dom inated by a peak in the dy-
nam ic susceptbility due to spin  uctuations. T his is con—
sistent w ith the fact thatwe ndthat (T) 02 04 lat-
tice spacingsatT = 50K which clearly disagreesw ith our
Initial assum ption that (T) a. This begs the ques—
tion what physics dom inates the long wavelength physics
both in the series expansions and In the realm aterial?
The low tem perature properties of -



ET),Cu, CN)3 are clearly inconsistent w ith a m agnetic
ordered ground state. For a two-dim ensional quantum
sodn system with an ordered ground state, the low tem -
perature properties are captured by the non-linear sigm a
model. The observed tem perature dependence of 1=T;
and the spin echo rate 1=T, fllow 1=T, / T’7? (T),
and 1=T, / T3 (T ), where the correlation length (T) is
given by’3

— = 02021
a T

4
(T) c 23)

s isthe soin sti -
1

w here c is the spin wave velocity and
ness. In the quantum critical regin e,/ 1=T,T T
and1=T, T ! kf,Eq. [[@)]wherre isthe anoma-
Jous critical exponent associated w ith the spin-soin cor-
relation function whose value is generally less than 1.
Thus for a magnetically ordered state, which can be
well described by O W) non linear sigm a m odel, both
1=T1T and 1=T, should increase with decreasing tem —
perature. For —ET ),Cu, CN )3 Shin izu et al?* found
that 1=T,T T'=2 and 1=T, constant from 1 K down
to 20 mK which suggests the critical exponent > 1.
T he nuclear spin relaxation rate decreases w ith decreas—
Ing tem perature. Such a large value of z is what occurs
©r decon ned spinons.2

V. UNCONVENTIONAL COHERENT
TRANSPORT REGIME AND THE
-(ET)X PHASE DIAGRAM

In Section[IIBl, we discussed the DM FT description of
the crossover from a bad m etalto a Fem iliquid. DM FT
successfully predicts the unconventional behaviors ob—
served In a num berofexperin entson the —ET ),X sals.
These include the resistiviy, them opower, and ultra—
sound velocity. The unconventional behaviors seen In
these m easurem ents are associated with the crossover
from bad m etallic regin e to a renom alized Ferm i licquid
In the DM FT picture. W hile DM FT gives reliable pre—
dictions for the transport properties/42234:32 i is not
able to explain the loss 0of DO S observed in the nuclar
soin relaxation rate and Knight shift. Thus the NM R
data suggest that the coherent transport regin e is not
sin ply a Fermm i liquid, contrary to what has previously
been thought.

T o illustrate the nature ofthe low tem perature param —
agnetic m etallic state m ore qualitatively, it is instructive
to study how the bad m etalcoherent transport crossover
is related to the Ioss 0£D O S. T herefore we have nvesti-
gated the relationship between T 12, the tem perature
at which the resistivity deviates from T? behavior; T ,—,,
the tem perature at which a dip in the ultrasonic velocity
is observed; and Tyy r , the tem perature at which 1=T,T
(@nd K 5) ism axinum which appears to m ark the onset
ofa ossof DO S.In Figure[weplot T 12, T ,-,, and
Tym r @smeasured by severaldi erent groups for various
saltsagainst T, which serveswellasa single param eter to
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Materiall Tc®) | T 2®) | T v-v®) | Tuur @)
<1 | B8,95] 251 B8] 5]
Br | B7,96] [97] B7] 18]

NCS p8] - B7] R1]
-CN);| [B6] [B6] - [B5]

TABLE III: The references from which the pressure depen-
dence of di erent tem perature scales for di erent m aterials
used to produce F ig.[d were taken. T he notation is the sam e
as that given in Fig. [@. T ;2 is the tem perature at which
the resistivity deviates from a T ? behavior, T ,_, isthe tem —
perature at which a dip in the ulrasound velocity is observed,
and Tyu r Is the tem perature on which 1=T,; T peaks. In the
table €1, Br,and NCS and -(CN}) are used as short—
hand or —ET);CulN CN):ICl, —-ET),CulN CN),Br, -
ET),CuNCS)z2,and —(ET),Cu, (CN)s respectively.

characterize both the hydrostatic pressure and the varia—
tion In chem istry (or them ical pressure’). T his analysis
is com plicated by the necessity of com paring pressures
from di erent experim ents. Our procedure for dealing
with this issue is outlined i the Appendix [C], and we
stress that the large error bars in Fig. |d are due to the
di culties in accurately m easuring pressure rather than
problem s in detetrm ning T, T 12, T -y, OrTymrR -

&t is clear from Fig. [d that the data for -
ET)CuN CN);ILl, -ET)CulNCN),Br, and -
ET),CuNCS), fall oughly onto a singlke curve. This
suggests that Tyyr coincides with T (2 and T ,—,.
Thus the loss of DO S, associated with Tywr, OCCUrs
around the tem perature at which the crossover from bad
metal to ocoherent transport regin e takes place. The
loss of DO S observed in 1=T1T and K 5 is not what one
would expect for a Fem i liquid; therefore the coherent
Intralayer transport regin e is m ore com plicated than a
renom alized Ferm i liquid. This must result from non-
Jocalcorrelationswhich are not captured by DM FT since
DM FT captures local correlations exactly. O ne possbl
explanation for the lossofD O S is the opening ofa pseu—
dogap .

Another important point to emphasize from Fig.
ld is the appearance of a second trend fommed by

—ET),Cu; CN)3 which is clarly distinct from the
trend of the data points from -ET),CulN CN),ICJ

-ET)CulN CN),Br, and —-ET),Cu@CS),. This
show sthat the spIn uctuationsin —-ET),Cu, CN); are
qualitatively di erent from those iIn the other -
ET),X sals. O fcourse, qualitative di erences are not
entirely unexpected due to the spin liquid rather than
antiferrom agnetic ground state in —-ET ),Cu, CN)3. It
has recently been argued that the di erences in the
soin uctuations 1 —-ET),Cu, CN); will lead this
m aterial to display a superconductivity wih a di er-
ent symm etry of the order param eter than the other

-ET )X saltsd?®l This result shows that the spin

uctuations are indeed qualitatively dierent In -
ET)2Cuz; CN)s3.
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FIG . 6: [Color online] The relationship between di erent tem perature scales for a range of organic charge transfer salts. The
superconducting transition tem perature T. is used to param eterize the proxim ity of the m aterial to the M ott transition (Tc
decreases as one m oves further away from the M ott transition). A plot of T 12;T y—y; and Tyur against T. for several

—ET)X sals shows that the peak In 1=T1T, Tymr , OCccurs at the sam e tem perature as the crossover form a bad m etalto
the coherent transport regin e m easured In transport (I ;2) and ultrasonic attenuation (T .,) experiments. T (2 is the
tem perature at which the resistivity deviates from a T? behavior, T ,_, isthe tem perature at which a dip In the ultrasound
velocity is observed. T he keft panel show s the data forthe —(ET );X fam ily n them etallic phase f —ET );CulN (CN ), IC land

—(ET)2Cuz CN )3 underpressure, —-ET);CulN CN);Brand —-ET),CuNCS)2gwhile the right panel show s the data for the

—ET)X fam ily in the nsulating phase [ -ET )2CulN CN),ICland -ET);Cuz (CN )3 at ambient pressure]. In the m etallic
phase we use T. as a single param eter to characterize the e ect of chem ical substitution and hydrostatic pressure. T his works
surprisingly well and the data or —-ET );CulN CN)2IC]l, —-ET);CulN CN),Br,and -ET),CuNCS), 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),Cu, CN )3 fall onto a separate curve which suggests that there are in portant di erences between the
soin  uctuations In this m aterial and those In other phase salts. This is perhaps not so surprising in light of the fact
that —-ET),Cu; CN); has a spin liquid round state in its M ott insulating phase whilk the m aterials are close to at Neel
ordered M ott insulating phase. This plot suggests that the pseudogap opens at the sam e tem perature as the crossover from
bad m etal to coherent transgport regin e. W hether this is because of a deep link between the crossover and the pssudogap
or because the lack of coherence in the bad m etal destroys the pseudogap rem ains to be seen. Collectively these data show
that the coherent transport regin e is not sin ply a renom alissd Fem i liquid as has previously been thought. It should be
em phasized that the large error bars are the result of our estin ates of the system atic errors produced by equating pressures in
di erent experin ents. T he procedure to obtain the error bars presented in this plot is discussed in A ppendix [C]. T he sym bols
represent both the m aterial and the experim ent as follows: lled sym bols correspond to the data or —-ET)2CulN CN),ICL
open symbolsdenote —ET ) CulN (CN )2 Br, open symbolswith black dotsdenote —(ET );Cu®CS),, and half lled symbols
denote —(ET);Cuz CN)3. The square symbols represent T ;2 vs T¢, circles represent T -, vs T, and triangles represent
Tymr VS Tc. The references from which the data were collected are given in Table[II1.

O n the basis ofthe above analysis we sketch the phase both of these sets of behaviors is if there is a uctuat-

diagram of —-@ET ),X , shown in Fig.[3. The pseudogap
phase show san Interesting set ofbehaviors. O n one hand
it exhibis a lossof DO S as is evident from 1=T;T and
K s. On the other hand, i exhibits coherent intralayer
transport as is shown by the T? resistivity behavior?®;
it also has long lived quasiparticles and a well de ned
Fem isurface clearly seen from de Haasvan A Iphen and
Shubnikov-de Haas oscillation experin ents324%41 0 ne
fram ework in which i may be possbl to understand

ing superconducting gap 22 T his idea hasbeen applied to
the cupratesit2°22 it would be teresting to see w hether
such an approach gives a good description of —-ET )X .
A nother interesting cbservation isthat them easurem ents
which see the Ioss In the DO S probe the soin degrees of
freedom w hereas the evidence forwellde ned quasiparti-
cles com es from probes of the charge degrees of freedom .
Thism ay be suggestive ofa ypin gap’ which could result
from singlet form ation as in the RVB picture.



To date there have been few experin ents studying the
pressure dependence of 1=T1 T orK ;. Therefore i isnot
possbl, at present, to detem Ine with great accuracy
w here the pseudogap vanishes. The available NM R ex—
perin ent under pressuret®2192 suggest that at su ciently
high pressures the pseudogap onset tem perature is lower
than the Inooherent-coherent crossover tem perature and
pressure eventually suppresses the pseudogap altogether.
W e represent the current uncertainty over where the
pseudogap is com pletely suppressed by pressure by draw —
Ing a shaded area w ith a question m ark in the phase di-
agram . It is plausble that the pseudogap vanishes very
close, if not at the sam e pressure, to the point where the
superconducting gap vanishes. T his would be consistent
with RVB calculations?®2® which suggest that the pseu—
dogap and superconducting gap are proportionalto each
other and so should vanish at about the sam e pressure.
However, we should stress that there really is not yet
su cient data to determm ine exactly w here the pseudogap
vanishes and adm it that our choice is, perhaps, a little
provocative.

Clearly a series of carefil experim ents are required
to elicidate when Tyy r tends to zero. Understanding
w here the pseudogap vanishes is an In portant consider—
ation In light of the num ber of theories based on a hid-
den pseudogap quantum criticalpoint in the cupratest®3
Furthem ore, the superconducting state in organic charge
transfer salts far from the M ott transition are highly un—
conventional. These low T. organic charge transfer sals
have unexpectedly large penetration depths??22 and are
not describbed by BCS theory2* The possbility that a
quantum critical point is associated with the pressure
w here T, goes to zero invites com parison w ith the heavy
form don m aterial CeColns ¢ Sne*?* i which a quantum
criticalpoint seem sto be associated w ith the criticaldop-
ing to suppress superconductivity. Thus low T. organic
charge transfer sals appear ncreasingly crucial for our
understanding of the organic charge transfer salts?®

An inm portant question to address theoretically is why
Tymr Mmight concidewih T (2 and T ,-,. O fcourse,
i m ay be that the two phenom ena are intin ately con—
nected. However, another possibility suggests itself on
the basis of DMFT and RVB calculations. DMFT
correctly captures the local physics and it is this lo-
cal physics that dom inates the crossover from a bad-
metal to ocoherent in-plane transport. On the other
hand RV B does not capture this crossover (pecause the
M ott transition isonly dealt w ith at the B rinkm ann-R ice
level®?) but does capture som e of the non-local physics
which DM FT neglects. The pseudogap is predicted by
RVB theory to Increase In tem perature when pressure is
lowered 225¢ This rise in the pseudogap tem perature is
predicted to continue until the pressure is low ered allthe
way to the M ott transition, In contrast w ith the observed
behavior (c.f, Figs[dand[d) . H owever, we con fcture that
the RVB physics is tut o ’ by the loss of coherence at
T 12 and T -, thus preventing Tyy r from exceeding
T r2 T gov -
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VI. CONCLUSIONS

W e have applied a spin uctuation m odelto study the
tem perature dependences of the nuclar soin relaxation
rate and K night shift in the param agneticm etallic phases
of several quasi tw o-din ensional organic charge transfer
sals. The large enhancem ent of 1=T;T between Tyy r
f 50K In —-ET})CulN (CN), Brg and room tem pera—
ture has been shown to be the resul of strong antiferro—
m agnetic spin  uctuations. T he antiferrom agnetic corre—
lation length isestim ated tobe 3:55 2:5 lattice spacings
n -ET),CulN CN),BratT = 50K .The tem perature
dependence 0of1=T1T forT>Tyyr from the sopin uctua-
tion m odel is qualitatively sim ilarw ith the predictionsof
DMFT.The spin uctuationsin -E&T),CulN CN),ICJ

—-ET):CulN CN);Br, (d8)-ET),CulN CN),Br, and

-ET),CulNCS), are found to be rem arkably sim ilar
both qualitatively and quantitatively. Strong spin uc-
tuations seem to be manifested in m aterdals close to
M ott transition. Recent NM R experinentst®® on -
ET),Ag(CN), HO,which issituated further away from
the M ott transition, suggests that the spin uctuations
In thism aterdals are not as strong as those in the other

salts studied here.

W e have also applied the spin uctuation form alism
to the strongly frustrated system —ET ),Cu, CN)3. In
this com pound the m easured 1=T;T, which probes the
entire B rillouin zone, agrees wellw ith the predictions of
the spin uctuationm odelforT > Tyyr 10K .In con—
trast the m easured K night shift, which only depends on
the lIong w avelength physics, is not welldescribed by the
soin  uctuation m odel. This suggests that at least one
of the assum ptions m ade in the spin uctuation m odel:
@ z=2, = 0,or 3 (g;!) is strongly peaked at
wave vectorg = Q ; isviclated n —-ET),Cu, CN)3 or
that the m odelneglects som e In portant long w avelength
physics. In light of the recent evidence for a spin lig—
uld ground statein —-E&T ),Cu; CN )3, In contrast to the
antiferrom agnetic or Y-wave’ superconducting grounds
statesin —ET),CulN CN);ICl, —-ET),CulN CN),Bzx,

@8)-ET):CulN CN);Br,and —-ET),CulNCS);,and
the greaterdegrecof frustration in —ET ),Cu, CN )3 it is
Interesting that there are such in portant qualitative and
quantitative di erences between the spin uctuations in

—ET);Cuz CN)3 and those in the other phase sals.

The peak of 1=T;T and the suppression of K 5 are
strongly dependent on pressure: they are system atically
reduced and com pletely vanish at high pressure (> 4
kbar) 8 at high pressure a K orringa-like tem perature de—
pendences 0of 1=T1T and K g are recovered for all tem per—
atures. It is clear that high pressures w ill suppress both
the antiferrom agnetic spin  uctuations which are dom —
nant above 50 K and the m echanisn (poresum ably the
pseudogap) which causes drops in 1=T;T and K ¢ below
50 K at am bient pressure.

The large suppression of 1=T;T and K 5 below Tyumr
observed in all the  sals studied here cannot be ex—
plhined by the M- MMP soin uctuation model. The



m ost plausible m echanism to account for this feature is
the appearance ofa pseudogap w hich causesthe suppres—
sion of the density of states at the Fem ienergy. This is
because at low tem perature 1=T;T and K 5 are propor-
tional ~# Er ) and ~ Er ), respectively cf., Eq. (2?)].
Independent evidence for the suppression of densiy of
states at the Ferm ilevelcom es from the linear coe cient
of speci c heat #2 The electronic speci ¢ heat probes
the density of excitations w ithin kg T of the Fem i en—
ergy. Any gap will suppress the density of states near
the Fem i surface which results in the depression of the
speci cheat coe cient . K anoda>! compared forsev-
eralofthe —-ET ),X salsand found that in the region
close to the M ott transition, is ndeed reduced. One
possble Interpretation of this behavior is a pseudogap
w hich becom es bigger as one approaches the M ott tran—
sition. However, other interpretations are also possble,
In particular one needs to take care to account for the
coexistence ofm etallic and insulating phases; this is ex—
pected asthe M ott transition is rst order in the organic
charge transfer salts28297 T he existence of a pseudogap
has also been suggested -®EDT-T SF),G aC L% from
m icrow ave conductivity. T he reduction of the real part
of the conductivity ; from the D rude conductivity 4c¢
and the steep uptum in the In aginary part ofthe conduc-
tivity , may be Interpreted in term of preform ed pairs
leading to a pseudogap in thism aterial.

The experin ental evidence from m easurem ents of
1=T1T, K5, and heat capaciy all seem to point
to the existence of a pseudogap below Tymrg In -
ET),CuN CN),Br and -ET),CuNCS),. Thus a
phenom enological description which takes Into account
both the spin uctuations which are in portant above
Tym r and a pseudogap which dom inates the physics be—
Iow Tymr would seem to be a reasonable starting point
to explain the NM R data for the entire tem perature
range (clkarly superconductivity must also be inclided
for T < T.). We will pursue this approach in our fu—
ture work. In particular one would lke to answer the
follow ing questions: how big is the pseudogap and what
symm etry does it have? Is there any relation between
the pseudogap and the superconducting gap? The an—
swer to these questionsm ay help put constraints on the
m icroscopic theordies.

Future experim ents. There are a number of key ex-—
perin ents to study the pseudogap. The pressure and
m agnetic eld dependences of the nuclear spin relaxation
rate and K night shift w illbe valuable in determ ining the
pseudogap phase boundary, estin ating the order ofm ag—
nitude of the pseudogap, and addressing the issue how
the pseudogap is related to superconductivity. In the
cuprates, there have been several nvestigations of the
m agnetic eld dependence ofthe pseudogap seen n NM R
experim ents. ForB 1S .sLag.4Cu0 ¢ the nuclear spin re—
laxation rate does not change will eld up to 43 T %2
However, since T 200 K, one m ay require a larger

eld to reduce the pseudogap . Sin ilar results were ound
in YBa,Cus0g 2% However, n YBay,CusO;7  [see espe-
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cially Fig. 6 ofRef.|111l]a eld oforder10T isenough to
start to close the pseudogap . M itrovic et ali! interpret
this observation In termm s of the suppression of Y-wave’
superconducting uctuations.

T he interlayer m agnetoresistance of the cuprates has
proven to a sensitive probe ofthe pseudogap 112413:114,115
M oreover, it is found that for the eld perpendicular to
the layers (which m eans that Zeem an e ects will dom +
nate orbitalm agnetoresistance e ects) the pseudogap is
closed at a eld given by

"'kB T

Hpg ' 24)

e

where T is the pseudogap tem perature. For the hole

doped cuprates this eld isoftheorder 100 T .In con—
trast, for the electron-doped cuprates this eld is of the

order 30T @ndT 30 40K), and so this ismuch
m ore experin entally accessbled!? The eld and tem per—
ature dependence of the interlayer resistance or several
superconducting organic charge transfer saltst® is qual
TFatively sim ilar to that for the cuprates. In particular,

for tem peratures less than the zero— eld transition tem -

perature and elds larger than the upper critical eld,

negative m agnetoresistance is cbserved for elds perpen—

dicular to the layers. A possble explanation is that, as

In the cuprates, there is a suppression of the density of
states near the Fem ienergy, and the associated pseudo—
gap decreases w ith increasing m agnetic eld.

A Nemst experimn ent can be used to probe whether
there are superconducting uctuations in the pseudogap
phase, as has been done in the cupratest’! This exper-
In ent is particularly im portant in understanding the re—
lation between the pseudogap and superconductivity.

One could also study the pressure dependence of the
linear coe cient of heat capacity . Sihce  is propor—
tionalto the density of states at the Ferm ienergy, a de—
tailed m apping of (P ) would be an Im portant probe for
the study the pseudogap. F inally, m easurem ents of the
Hall e ect have also led to im portant insights into the
pseudogap of the cuprates?? therefore perhaps the tin e
is ripe to revisit these experim ents in the organic charge
transfer salts.
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APPENDIX A:VERTEX CORRECTIONS AND
THE DYNAM IC SPIN SUSCEPTIBILITY FOR
STRONGLY CORRELATED ELECTRONS

W e consider a strongly interacting electron system
and derive the realand im aghary parts of the dynam ic
susceptbility. W e show that under som e quite general
(out speci c) conditions that the K orringa ratio isunity.
M any de nitionsare sin ply stated in this appendix since
m ost are derived m ore fully in any num ber of textbooks
(for exam ple Ref. [118). The general expression for the
dynam ic susceptbility n M atsubara form alism is given
by

Z
@ia)= dé&"mm @ m ( q;0i
0
@al1)
where = 1=kz T is the inverse tam perature, is the

Inaghary tine, !, = @n + 1) kg T=~ is the M atsub—
ara frequency, m is the com ponent ofm agnetization in
the direction, and T isthe (In agihary) tin e ordering
operator. In order to consider . (g;!) we de ne the

operators:
~ X
mo@ ) = P g (e ()i @2)
p
~ X
m. @) = P Fogm (Iea () @3)

Upon substituting B2) and B3) into BI) and perform —
Ing the appropriate W ick contractions on the operators
one nds that

ZZZ
e

d é's

P+ a; ipi)

)G P

+ @itlq) = 2 .

G P+ a; ) A 4)
where (q; ;p; °) isthevertex finction, G (o;ip, ) isthe
full interacting G reen’s function given by

)= Gofpi ) .
1 Gotp; ) ©; )

G @; @®5)

G%@; ) is the non interacting G reen’s function, and

(o; ) isthe selfenergy. The Integration can beevali—
ated by rst transfom ing the integrand in Eq. (& 4)) into
mom entum space. T his gives

2 2 X
v @itln) = 2e ©+ 9;iPn iPidPn + iln)
P iiPn
G+ gim )G Pilpn + iln) @6)
where (g;i! 4;p;1!0) is the Fourier transorm of

@; sp; %) and G (p;ip,) given by

1
o b

G (Piipn) = @

(p;jpn),
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where ", is the dispersion of the non-interacting system .
To evaluate the M atsubara summ ation, it is convenient
to express the fiill interacting G reen’s fiinction using the
spectral representation

Z
dE1 A (;E
Gpipn) - orleBilu), ®8)
1 2 Ipn E,
where A ;E 1) is the spectral function given by
2In  @;E)
A JE) = :
2B g " Re (;E))?+ (Im (p;E))?
A 9)

Substiuting A 8) into [RA4), the dynam ic susceptibility
becom es

v @rily) =
pm
P+ g;ion ;Pion + iln)
Aspp+ g;E1)As PE2)
(pn  E1)@pn + iln  Ep)’
A 10)

At this stage we neglect vertex corrections, that is we
st @ + g;ipnspsion + iln) = 1 orallp, 9, pa, and
!'h . A fter perform ing the M atsubara sum and analytical
continuation i!, ! ! + i , the dynam ic susogptibility is

given by
~2§X Z, dE; dE,
;1) = ——A + q;E
+ @) > L 2 2 sP q;Eq1)
p
np £1) 1 E2)
As PE ; 11
s T
where ng (£ ) is the Fem i function.
F irst we discuss the In aghhary part of + ;! ). Us-

nhgthewellknown relation 1=x+1i )= P (I=x) i (x),
where P (y) denotes the principal value, the n aghary

part of 4 (@;i'y) In the lin i of an all frequency ! is
given by
)
@i!)
. +
!]J!mo !
22X P g @n
= ¢ — A+ qE)As E) £
2 . . 4 QRE
A12)

T he nuclear spin relaxation rate is obtained by summ ing
the dynam ic susceptibility over allqg [c.f., Eq. [2d)] thus
we nd that

1 kBjxle de X X
= AsE;E)Asp + g;E)
T, T ~ L4
@nF
; 13
QE @13



where we have assum ed a contact, ie. momentum in—
dependent, hyper ne coupling. This expression can be
w ritten in the m ore ntuitive form
0 21
1 kg A F dE , @np
T:T ~ . 4 QE

i @®l4)

X

~E&)= AsP;E) (A 15)

P

is the full interacting density of states. At tem peratures
an allenough so that ~ (£ ) varies little w ith energy w ithin
kg T ofthe Fermm ienergy, Er , the expression can be fiir-
ther sin pli ed to

1, ke PFFErR),

’ 16
T, T 4 ~ ®16)

W ithin the approxin ation of neglecting vertex correc—
tions the realpart of the dynam ic susceptibility is given
by
Z

1 aE,

= —Asf+ g;E
2 . 2 s(p S 1)
z

P

dE , |
—F @E;E;E2; ! T)

@17
1 2

w ith
As ;E
F P;E1;E;!;T) = © Z?ET“EcEl) EDE 0“32)]:
~l R .
A 18)

To perform the Integration over E,, we rst m ake the
change of variabke x = ! + E; E, and take the lim it

' ' 0. Thus the integralover E , becom es
Z

—F @©;E1;x;!1;T)
. 2
Z 1

@19)

& 20)

@nF
QE

A21)

The Knight shift is obtained by setting g = 0 [c£f, Eq.
2d)]and is

dE @ng
2y 4 2 QE

A 22)
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At tem peratures su ciently low that ~E ) varies lit—
tle with energy within kg T near the Fem i energy, the
K night shift is given by

’ ﬁjeNEF)_

K
s 4

A 23)

Using Egs. [B16) and [B23), the K orringa ratio for in-
teracting electronsw ith a contact hyper ne coupling and
neglcting vertex corrections is

2

K = —~ = _ 1
4 ks y TiTK?
_ ~ e ZkBﬁf"'Z(EF) 4 y 2
4 kg N 4 ~ Aje~Er)
= 1: (A 24)

Fornon Interacting electrons, the selfenergy (q;!) =
0; expressions Eqgs. [B14) and [B22) are still valid and
one only need replace ~ E ) w ith the non Interacting den—
sity of states (E ). O n the tem perature scale over w hich
the density of states varies little w ith energy, the K or-
ringa ratio for free electron gasK gee = 1. By com paring
Egs. [B24) and K gee = 1 we see that any deviation of
the K orringa ratio from one must be caused by either
vertex corrections or the g-dependence of the hyper ne
coupling.

APPENDIX B:ESTIMATION OF EFFECT OF
THERMAL EXPANSION OF THE LATTICE ON
THE KNIGHT SHIFT

In this appendix we describbe how we obtained ouresti-
m ates of the isotherm al com pressbility the linear coe -
cient of themm al expansion and the pressure dependence
of the Knight shift. By feeding these estin ates Into Eq.
[I8) we estin ate the correction to the K night shift re—
quired because m easuram ents are generally perform ed at
constant pressure whereas calculations are m ost natu-—
rally perform ed at constant volum e. The di erence be-
tw een these two versions of the K night shift can be quie
signi cant as can be seen in Fig. [4.

First, lt us discuss the »st term in the inte-
grand n Eq. [18). We cbserved that K2 can be
rewritten as K? = [ 2=( ks 2 T:TK)I'?. Us-
ing M aya re's data,t® we extracted the pressure de—
pendence of 1=T;T at constant tem perature and esti-
mated that (1=T:T)'? is roughly linear with pressure:
1=T,T )= 3x10°P ©rT; in second, T i Kelvin,
and P In bar. W e then used this resulk and the Ko-
rringa valle for non interacting electron gas to cal
culate @KE=Q@P), or -ET),CulN CN);Br which is
fund to be around  3x10 ®/bar. One can com pare
the value cbtained here w ith (@K £=QP ). obtained from
the pressure dependence study on e ective mass in -
ET),CuMNCS), compound®® which is presum ably m ore
reliable. Since K 5 should be proportionalto the e ective



m ass, the quantity of interest (@K £=@P ). can be esti-
m ated from the pressure dependence ofthee ectivem ass
data which yields a value around  6x10 &/bar. Thetwo
estin ates agree to w ith a factor oftwo.

Next we need to obtaln a value for lattice isother-
m al com pressbility. W e use the analytical expression
obtained from DM FT34

2
1 B D
(e//li/v) = _O 0

Vo Vo

el ®1)

where J# is the mverse isothemm al com pressibility
@@P=@v) !, vy is the reference unit-cell volume, v is
the uni-cell volum e under pressure, By is a reference
buk elastic m odulus, D ¢ is a reference bandw idth, is
a param eter that characterizes the change in the band-
w idth under pressure, and ¢; is the electronic susocep—
tbility. W e estin ated that for -ET),CulN CN), ]
vop = 1700 A3, By = 122 kbar, Dy = 0:13 &V, and
Do e1 1. Putting everything together, the order of
m agnitude of the lattice isotherm al com pressbility for
-ET)CulN CN),IClis around 10 bar. A lthough
we are not aw are of any m easurem ents of the isothem al
com pressbility of —ET ), CulN (CN ), IC1 system atic ax—
ialpressure studiest!® on —-BEDT-TTF)NH HgNCS),
Hund that the isothem alcom pressbility isoforder 16
bar, a valie which is very close to our crude estim ate for
-ET),CulN CN),CL
The tem perature dependence of the them al expan-—
sion at constant pressure has been m easured by M uller
et alt?® They und that -ET),CulN CN),ICl, -
ET)2,CulNCS),, and undeuterated and fully deuterated
—ET),CulN (CN), Brallhave a relatively tem perature
Independent them al expansion above about 80 K while
com plicated features are observed below 80 K associated
w ith glassy transitions and the m any-body behavior of
these m aterials. Since we are only interested in getting
an order of m agnitude, we neglect the com plicated tem —
perature dependence observed in  —ET ),X and approx-—
In ate the them al expansion as a constant. The value
extracted from M uller et al’s data is around 10 * K 1.

APPENDIX C:ESTIM ATION OF ERRORS IN
FIGURE [@

In this appendix we outline the procedure use to esti-
m ate the errors on the data presented in Fig[d. Let us

20

consider a given set ofdata, orexample T P ). To a rea—
sonable degree of accuracy, T or —-ET ), X decreases
Iinearly w ith increasing pressure, ie. T = aP + bwhere
a and b are the coe cients obtained from tting the ex—
pression to the data. In a typical pressure m easurem ent,
there will be som e uncertainties in the pressure ( P)
which m ay be caused by system atic errors due to the un—
certainties In the pressure calbration. The size of P
w il depend on a speci ¢ apparatus used In the experi-
ment. For exam ple, a heliim gas pressure system would
have uncertainties as lJarge as 0.1 kbar whilk a clam ped
pressure cell which uses oil pressure m edium m ay have
uncertainties as large as 1 kbari?!4122 Knowig P, we
can estin ate the uncertainty In T, when i is com pared
w ith another data set from a di erent experin ent taken
by adierent group, say T ¢2 P ). This isdone by cal-
culating the follow Ing:

c1

Anotherway to estinate T . isto calculate dT. @ )=dP
from the discontinuiy in the them alexpansion and spe—
ci ¢ heat by using the Ehrenfest relation 232 These two
m ethods give sin ilar results. For —ET ),CulN CN), Bz,
dT. @ )=dP isestim ated to be around 24 K /kbar from
the st method whik it is found to be around 22
K /kbar from the Ehrenfest relation. This procedure is
repeated for other data sets, T 2 ®), T -, P), and
Tymr @) whenever applicable which leads to T Te,
T r2 T 12,T v= T y=v,and Tymr TuMR -
W e then tabulate T 12;T ,—y;and Tymr Wih respect
to T, for a given pressure. The results are shown in Fig
[@. Th som e caseswe were not able to cbtain a reasonable

t because either the data are very scattered or there are
not enough data to perform t. T his is the reason forthe
absence of error bars on the vertical axis for som e data
points in Fig[d.
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126 N ote that the ocation of the peak does not qualitatively elsew here then itwillsin ply e ectthem agnitudeof (Tx).

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