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Conditions at which a quasi-one-dimensional (1D) electron system can be considered as a quantum liquid of
impenetrable charged particles are theoretically analyzed. In the presence of an inert, neutralizing background,
a motion of impenetrable electrons is shown to expose a positive charge, resulting in an effective mutual attrac-
tion of infinite range. As a result, all electrons are involved in the long-range pairing. A model of spinless fermi-
ons with infinitesimal attraction of infinite range is proposed to describe the excitation spectrum and the super-
conducting gap in low-density 1D electron channels. In contrast with the conventional theory, the energy gap
does not contain exponentially small factors. It depends mostly on the Coulombic parameters of the system,
which guides practical aspects of high-temperature superconductivity.
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1. Introduction

The discovery (Onnes, 1911) and understanding [Bar-
deen—Cooper-Schrieffer (BCS) theory, 1957] of the super-
conductivity phenomenon represent the most outstanding
achievements in quantum solid-state physics. Despite its
universality proved for many materials, superconductivity
remains a low-temperature phenomenon. Nevertheless,
there are suppositions that, under suitable conditions, su-
perconductivity can occur above room temperature as well
(for a review, see Ref. 1). The basic ideas towards a sub-
stantial increase of a transition temperature T, discussed in
the literature relate mostly to a modification of Cooper
pairing and low-dimension physics [1, 2].

The attractive force responsible for Cooper pairing is
caused by a disturbance of the ion lattice produced by a
moving electron. The area of higher positive charge densi-
ty attracts another electron, which can be described as
aweak electron-electron interaction. For conventional
Cooper pairs, the disturbance of ion lattice is very small
because of the significant difference in mass between elec-
trons and ions. Additionally, other electrons screen fast a
charge imbalance. Remarkably, even Coulomb repulsion
between electrons in usual Fermi-liquid can produce a
weak attraction and superconductivity [3]. The physics of
this effect is similar to the well-known Friedel oscillations
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of electron density accompanying the external charge
screening. The effective interaction between the fermions
themselves has a long-range oscillatory part, and Cooper
pairs are formed due to the attractive regions [3]. Still, the
critical temperature for this mechanism is estimated to be
exponentially small.

For the Friedel oscillations, the attractive regions are
very small, because they are defined by the Fermi momen-
tum kg 8x ~1/kg. Amazingly, in a quasi-one-dimensional
(1D) electron system confined to a narrow channel with a
uniform (along the channel), inert, neutralizing back-
ground, under certain conditions, the positive charge can
be strongly exposed by simple electron motion, forming a
wide attractive region [4]. In this case, an attractive poten-
tial affects neighboring electrons within a macroscopically
long range. Such conditions appear in a low density limit,
when the electron Fermi energy & is substantially smaller
than the Coulomb potential at small distances V, =e? /d
(here d is the channel width, assumed to be about the atomic
size and much smaller than the typical electron spacing
a=1/n,). Therefore, a moving electron cannot pass by a
neighboring electron (penetrate the other side), and involves
it in the motion. Under these conditions, the electrons can be
considered as impenetrable particles. Nevertheless, if elec-
tron density n, is low (a > d), but & is still much larger
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e? / ea (here ¢ is the static dielectric constant of the medi-
um) electrons cannot be localized within the spacing a be-
cause of quantum effects: otherwise each localized electron
would have the Kinetic energy ~ 72 / 2m*a? ~ & (here m*
is the effective mass of electrons).

That is, the Wigner solid or a classical liquid cannot be
formed in the channel under the above-noted conditions
because the amplitude of zero-point vibrations is much
larger than a. It is well-known that even bosons having
impenetrable core can be described as spinless fermions [5],
i.e., free particles. Moreover, the system represents a rather
intriguing 1D quantum liquid, where electron motion ex-
poses the positive background to a large extent without
screening, which is the reason for a long-range attraction
between electrons. Thus, in such a liquid, it is possible to
avoid the two important negative factors reducing T, in
conventional superconductors: strong screening of attrac-
tive regions and the heavy restriction on the number of
electrons involved in pairing (only about 10~ fraction). Re-
garding the relationship between the present study and the
well-known results obtained for 1D systems [6] using the
perturbation theory, it is important to note that here we intend
to describe a system with extremely strong interaction which
imposes certain symmetry on the many-electron wavefunction
and leads to attractive potentials of infinite range.

In this work, we develop the theoretical description of
the quantum quasi-1D liquid of impenetrable electrons
formed on a rigid, uniform, positive background. Using a
mean field approximation, a complex many-electron effect
produced by the background exposed is reduced to a two-
particle attraction acting on the nearest neighbors. The
long-range attractive potential is responsible for phase
transitions in such a 1D system, which is clearly shown
here for classical and quantum limits. To investigate the
quantum properties of low-density 1D liquid, we propose a
model of spinless fermions with infinitesimal attractive
force of infinite range. Its advantage is the possibility of
using theoretical methods that proved to be effective for
the description of conventional superconductivity. It is
important that the quasiparticle energy gap found here has
no exponentially small factors and gives optimistic estima-
tions for the critical temperature.

2. Effective interaction potential

Consider a model quasi-1D system illustrated schemati-
cally in Fig. 1. Electrons are confined within a narrow pos-
itively charged channel of a microscopic diameter d. For
convenience, the figure has different scales along the
channel and in the transverse direction. The background
charge of density n, is assumed to be rigid, uniform (along
the channel), and inert. In most cases, we shall consider
that electron density n, =n,, and the electron spacing
a=1/n, is much larger than the channel width d. At small
distances between two electrons x — d, the Coulomb in-
teraction energy V, ~e2/d is not affected by any macro-
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Fig. 1. (Color online) Schematic illustration of a quasi-1D electron
liquid formed on a rigid, uniform, positive background. Electrons
are impenetrable because of strong Coulomb interaction at small
distances. Therefore, the opposite mation of the two nearest elec-
trons exposes the background charge, forming an attractive region.

scopic screening and, therefore, is high. We assume V is
the highest energy parameter in the system. At larger dis-
tances x 2 a, the media screening is taken into account by
employing a static dielectric constant ¢ which could be
rather high (V = e? / ex). Thus, at average distances x ~ a,
the direct Coulomb interaction energy of a pair of electrons
is rather weak, but it becomes very strong when x ap-
proaches d .

The Fermi energy & is another important parameter of
the model proposed here. In the following, we shall con-
sider electrons with the spin number s =1/2 and a model
of spinless fermions (s = 0). Therefore, for a 1D system,
the Fermi energy and momentum are defined as

_ 1 WPn?n?

S22 om’

F ! I(F =7, /25’ (1)

where 2, equals 2 if s=1/2 and 1 if s =0. Thus, the con-
ditions necessary to realize the quasi-1D quantum liquid of
impenetrable electrons can be formulated as

eZ e2

a <& K g (2
This is why we assume a low electron density (a>>d)
and substantial static screening. The effective electron
mass m* can also help with tuning the system to the condi-
tions of Eq. (2).

In the Introduction, we already emphasized that at
& >e?/ea the amplitude of zero-point vibrations of
electrons is much larger than their average spacing a.
Therefore, individual shapes of electron clouds shown in
Fig. 1 should be considered only as illustration of the aver-
age electron spacing. The quantum electron liquid is
smooth. A charge displacement produced by electron mo-
tion is shown in this figure by horizontal arrows. In the
system of impenetrable electrons, the electron displace-
ment exposes the positive background which attracts back
not only the nearest electrons but also the all other elec-
trons from both sides of the channel. The attractive force
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acting on other electrons of the electron line (left or right)
eventually is applied to the edge electron.

For a given displacement amplitude x, the attractive force
acting on electrons of the right line can be represented as

2 o x-al2
_ngnge
Fr ( j f —dx,dx,
x a2 | Xg— p
2
n.n e
S |n[25—1j. 3)
€ a

Here, we disregarded the finite thickness of the channel as
compared with a and assumed that electron density is ap-
proximately constant along the shifted lines (increasing
density would give stronger force). It should be noted that
Fr (x) — 0 at equilibrium (x = a), and it increases slowly
(logarithmically) with x. At this point, it should be noted
that there is a similar attractive force acting between other
electrons (not only between nearest neighbors) with a re-
duced background charge exposed, but it will be disregard-
ed in the following treatment.

Employing Eg. (3), the potential energy obtained by
separation (x > a) of two nearest neighbors can be found as

V(x)=Vgo(x/a)6(x/a-1), 4

where Vg = e2np /€ is the potential parameter due to the
background, 6(x) is the Heaviside step function, and

o(p) = (p—%jln(Zp—l)—(p—l). 5)

From Eqgs. (4) and (5), it follows that the potential energy
of the two nearest electrons increases with x even stronger
than a linear function [in our short note [4], we used only
the approximation V (x)oc x]. For smaller distances
a>x>d, the dependence V (x) can be approximated by
e? / ex; in the following, we shall see that this range is less
important for our goals. In this work, we consider only the
case of zero pressure P =0. Generally, a finite P would
lead to an additional term P-(x—a) in Eq. (4).

The potential energy of a pair of electrons V (x) nor-
malized to Vg is shown in Fig. 2 by the blue solid line. We
shall use this approximation for studying the phase transi-
tion in the classical approach. In a quantum model, we
shall use a slightly simpler interaction potential. At x > a,
it coincides with the form of Eq. (4), takes into account the
hard core repulsion at x <d, but neglects e?/ex in the
region a> x >d. The lines of the Fig. 2 were plotted for
€ =10 and a =1nm. The Fermi energy normalized to Vg is
indicated by horizontal lines calculated for the model of
spinless fermions using two values of the effective mass:
m*=m, and m* =0.25m, (here, m, is the free electron
mass). It should be noted that the lines of the figure remain
the same if ¢ is changed proportionally to a (for example:
¢=5and a=0.5nm).
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Fig. 2. (Color online) The potential energy of the two nearest
electrons normalized versus the dimensionless parameter x/a
(blue solid line). The horizontal lines (dash-dotted) indicate the
maximum Kinetic energy of the pair 2& /Vy for two different
effective masses. Two straight lines (dotted) demonstrate two
linear approximations suitable for the chosen effective masses.

Impenetrable fermions are forced to have different mo-
mentums, therefore their motion exposes the background.
From Fig. 2, it follows that a pair of electrons with oppo-
site momentums and energy &, ~ £ can be separated to a
large extent because of zero-point vibrations. One can de-
fine a typical amplitude of zero-point vibrations (a correla-
tion length) £ by the condition

V(€)= 2.

For &> a, sometimes it is useful to neglect the logarith-
mic dependence in Eg. (5) simplifying:

V(x)~Vgi(x/a—B)6(x/a-B), (6)

where the numbers A and B to be adjusted for better fitting
the real line within a chosen range of &. For example, at
& ~10a a reasonable fitting is obtained by fixing A =3,
and B =3.65. For & ~5a, there is a better choice: A = 2.1
and B = 2.2, as indicated in Fig. 2 by dotted straight lines.
Using the simplification of Eq. (6), £ can be represented as

26¢
£= [ W, + Bj ()

Thus, the amplitude of zero-point vibrations & can be
much larger than the average distance between electrons a.
The amplitude & can be considered as a typical pairing size
of two nearest electrons. Remarkably, the condition & > a
resembles the result of the BCS theory: there are a great
many electrons within the Cooper pair radius. However, in
our case, there are no other electrons between the nearest
electrons. It should be noted that even the formal inclusion
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of the Fermi pressure in the attractive potential cannot
make the correlation length less than three average dis-
tances between electrons.

Already at this stage, we can estimate roughly the quasi-
particle energy gap using Eq. (7) and the conventional rela-
tion between the gap A(0) and the intrinsic coherence length

ho
A(0)=—F. 8
=" (8)
Substituting here & from Eq. (7) one can find
A(0)=— Vo (©)
w?|142p V8
2&

It is interesting that in the system considered, the
quasiparticle gap at zero temperature has a rather weak de-
pendence on the quantum parameter Vg /2&: assumed to
be small, and A(0) is mostly determined by the Coulombic
parameter Vg = eznp / € of the positive background.

For the accurate form of V (x) given in Egs. (4) and (5),
the dependence of A(0) on the quantum parameter
2& Vg is found numerically and shown in Fig. 3 by solid
lines for two sets of parameters: £ =10, a=1nm (blue
solid line) and ¢=5, a=0.5nm (red solid line), which
keep 2&¢ /Vg oc g/ a the same (here we assume n, =n).
The approximate form of Eq. (9) is shown by dotted and
dashed lines for two sets of A and (3 given above. Vertical
lines in Fig. 3 indicate the values of the parameter 2&¢ /Vg

15
a=0.5nm R SUTPERTE

1of =025
v ’ -
£
<

0.5

0’ " 1 1 1 1 . 1
s 10 15 20 25 30

26V,

Fig. 3. (Color online) The dependence of A on the ratio 2& /Vg
found from the qualitative analysis based on Eq. (8) and the con-
dition V() = 2&. Solid lines show the result obtained for the
accurate form of V(x): =10, a=1nm (blue solid line) and
£=5, a=0.5nm (red solid line). The approximate solution of
Eq. (9) is shown by dotted and dashed lines calculated using two
sets of parameters A and B indicated in the text. The effective
mass m" is indicated in units of m,.

corresponding to m* =m, and m* = 0.25m,. The gap val-
ues shown in this figure make a detailed study of this elec-
tron system very promising.

Thus, a strong electron-electron repulsion at small dis-
tances and a rather weak electron attraction to the back-
ground charge exposed are reduced to the interaction of an
infinite range between impenetrable electrons:

N-1

U (Xg, Xp ey X ) = ZV(|Xi+1_Xi|)’ (10)

i=1

where N is the total number of electrons. We shall use
this form for studying phase transitions in the system. Ac-
cording to the results of the qualitative analysis shown in
Fig. 3, at a certain range of the system parameters, these
transitions can occur even at room temperature.

3. Classical phase transition

It is instructive to consider the properties of a 1D clas-
sical gas of impenetrable particles with mutual interaction
given by Eqgs. (4), (5), and (10), even though the interac-
tion potential is found assuming that & > Vg. In this Sec-
tion, the electron density n, =1/a is not fixed to the back-
ground charge density. Then, assuming the pressure is
zero, the average distance between electrons:

Xe—V(X)/T dx

— 8

(X1 =%)= (11)

e—V(X)/T dX

ow—3|[°

The integrals entering Eq. (11) are finite because V (x)
increases with x at x > a.

Since the particle density 1/a can be varied, while the
background density assumed to be fixed n, =1/a, = const,
one should separate a and a,, and rewrite the interaction
potential at x > d as

V(x):VB{(p(x/a)e(x/a—l)+a7+9(a+—x)] (12)

The second term in square brackets takes into account the
repulsion potential e?/ex at x < a, discussed above. It is
clear that an increase of electron density above the condi-
tion a = a, would increase strongly the system energy.

Then, assuming that Vy > T and a > a,, the denomina-
tor of Eq. (11) can be represented as a linear function of
the variable a:

a,o(T)+(a-a,)+aB(T), (13)
where
L sl b —Vwa(y)
a(T)= je T Yy, B(T):je Ty, (14)
d/a, 1
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Similarly, the numerator of Eq. (11) can be represented as
a quadratic form of the variable a:

2 a’-a?
a+y(T)+T+a [B(T)+D(T)],  (15)

where
T T Yooy
y(T)= .[ ye T Vdy, D(T):Jye T dy. (16)
d/a, 0

The introduced above quantities o, v, B, and D are di-
mensionless functions of temperature independent of a.

In the self-consistent approximation (x;,, — ;) = a, we
have a quadratic equation for a(T ) whose solution can be
easily found

_(1-a)+y(1-0) -(1-2D)(1-27)

2
a, (1-2D)

(17)

Another solution of the quadratic equation results in a(T)
decreasing with T, and, therefore, should be rejected. The
quantity D(T) increases steadily with temperature. From
Eq. (17), one can see that there is a critical temperature de-
fined by the condition 2D(T,)=1. According to Eg. (16),
T, depends only on the properties of the potential V (x) at
large distances. The numerical solution gives T, ~ 0.59V;.
If one takes into account that at T <T, the numerical
parameters o <0.056 and y <0.044 are very small, the
solution of Eq. (17) can be substantially simplified:

—_—~ (18)

The exact form and the approximation of Eq. (18) are
shown in Fig. 4. At low temperatures T < T, the electron
spacing a is very close to a,, but it increases fast at
T<T,.

It is interesting to note that at the zero-pressure condi-
tion, the potential given in Eq. (12) allows uniform ex-
panding a — oo without an increase in V (x). This is the
reason why the expansion of a appears at T — T, despite
the infinite-range attraction. Thus, at T >T_, we have a gas
phase of the system because one must apply pressure to
realize a finite density. In the opposite range T <T, the
electron system has a finite spacing, which means that it is
in a condensed phase. The critical temperature for this
phase transition depends only on the Coulomb parameter
of the neutralizing background T, ~ 0.59V, = 0.59¢? /¢a,.
It is substantially higher (approximately 5 times) than the
critical temperature for the superconducting transition ex-
pected from Fig. 3 assuming T, = A/2. Anyway, in the
following, we shall assume that the average electron densi-
ty coincides with the background density and a = a,.
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Fig. 4. (Color online) The electron spacing a normalized versus
temperature in an infinite 1D classical system of impenetrable
particles interacting via the potential of Eq. (12). The red solid
line represents the accurate solution given in Eq. (17), while the blue
dotted line indicates the approximate solution given in Eq. (18).

4. Quantum regime. Modeling of the superconducting
state

Considering a quasi-1D system of strongly interacting
particles (V, =e?/d > &) with the effective attractive
potential between nearest neighbors of infinite range
[V (x) o x] one cannot proceed without substantial simpli-
fications. Assume first that the impenetrable core is much
smaller than the particle spacing d < a. In this case, it is
reasonable to analyze the limiting case when the impene-
trable core has shrunk to a point and Vy — . Then, the
condition induced by the core is reduced to

Y (X Xy ) =0, 0 Xj =X (19)

It is well-known [5] that for a system of spinless fermions,
point interaction can be neglected because the Fermi wave
functions automatically vanish when two particles come
together. Even impenetrable bosons can be described in
terms of the free spinless Fermi gas eigenfunctions [5].

That is, the impenetrable core acts as a stability factor.
Therefore, when constructing a quantum model of 1D im-
penetrable electrons, it is reasonable to start with the gen-
eral Hamiltonian of spinless fermions

1 V
H=Y%cle +-— D Lol of (GG (20)
k ZLq,k,k' N

where g, =& —& and & =h%k?/2m’, ¢ and ¢, are
creation and destruction operators that obey anticommuta-
tion relations, L is the size of the 1D system, and V,, is the
Fourier-transform of the pair-interaction potential V (x). In
the denominator of the interaction term, the number of
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electrons N appears because the total potential energy
given in Eg. (10) contains only one sum over all particles,
instead of two sums. Qualitatively, its appearance is simi-
lar to the appearance of the number 2 in the same term
which takes into account double counting. Anyway, we
intend to construct a model of spinless fermions with in-
finitesimal pair interaction of infinite range, and Eq. (20)
satisfies our goal. It should be noted that the factor 1/ N
makes the interaction potential infinitesimal only in the
many-electron sense.

Another essential point of our model Hamiltonian is
the Fourier transform of the interaction potential. For the
potential given above in Egs. (4) and (5) we have to con-
sider the properties of the Fourier transform:

Vy = 2V a_[@(p)cos(qap)dp, (21)
1

where ¢(p) is from Eq. (5). It is instructive to analyze
first the approximate form of Eq. (6)

®(p)=1(p-B)0(p—B).

In this case, similar to the Fourier-transform of the usual
3D Coulomb potential, the integral of Eqg. (21) is not well
defined, since it oscillates fast at infinity. Following the
usual procedure [7], we assume these oscillations damp
out. Therefore, in the limiting case ga <1 important for
the following treatment, we have

20 1

V., ~ .
a q°

Q (22)
Thus, Eq. (22) is similar to the Fourier transform of the
usual 3D Coulomb potential V| oc q~2, but it has the nega-
tive sign. The approximation of Eq. (22) with a fixed A
was used in our short note [4]. For the accurate form of
¢(p), we also shall use only the low-wavelength asymptote

v, = _w_siz.n[ij, @3)
a q |aja

which has an additional logarithmic factor important at
ga<kl

The background charge becomes exposed to the largest
extent when electrons of a pair have opposite momentums.
Therefore, the next approximation is to reduce the interac-
tion term of the Hamiltonian

H=>% (c,fck +cfkc_k>

k>0
1 V.
+= Y EKelel e (24)
I-k>0,k’>0 N

Here, the double sum over momentums k and k' is trans-
formed to positive values of summation indexes, and we
neglected terms containing V,.,, because only low values

of |q| are important due to Egs. (22) and (23).

The Hamiltonian of Eq. (24) has the form that allows
applying the standard methods of the theory of supercon-
ductivity [8]. Since there are many ways to obtain the same
results, we shall choose the simplest one. Firstly, we as-
sume that in the new ground state, the c-numbers

b, =(cc) and b =(clc’,) are finite. Then, the dif-

ferences c_,c, —b, and clc’ —bg are assumed small.

Finally, the Hamiltonian of Eq. (24) can be reduced to the
canonical form using the unitary transformation:

C = UA AL Gy T U Ay — oA, (25)

where A ,, A, and A, , A], are two new species of
fermion operatdrs. Y

The transformation parameters u, and v, (normally
referred to as coherence factors) are defined using the con-
ventional procedure, which gives

w2=tfe B 2=l B (26)
27 E, 27 E,
where
2 A2 1 V\k'*k\
E, =+Je2 +AZ, Ak:—tz N by  (27)
k>0

are the quasiparticle energy and the superconducting gap.
Similar to the conventional theory, the new ground state
is defined as

0y ., = H(uk +o.cicl, )|o). (28)

k>0

It obeys the conditions A , |0)
where

=0and A,,[0) =0,

new new

Ay =1l +uCy. (29)

Using Eq. (29), one can also find

_ t
ALk = Uy =y Cly s

b, =ﬂtanh Ec , (30)
2E, 2T
and
Ay E,
Ay =L D Vg —=—tanh| = |. (31)
LN & 7 2E, 2T

The last equation determines the superconducting gap A, .
An important difference of the new gap equation, as com-
pared to the conventional BCS theory, is that here the at-
tractive potential V, is not restricted to a narrow range
near the Fermi energy. Another important difference is the
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presence of the 1/ N factor which will compensate for the
divergence caused by the attraction of infinite range.

In contrast to the conventional theory, the Fourier-
transform of the interaction potential V,, oc —q~2 is singular
at small g, which, together with the above-noted important
differences, leads to a large gap at the Fermi level without
any small exponential factor. In this case, the main contribu-
tion to the sum of Eq. (31) comes from |k’ —k| = [q| <k,
and, therefore, we can replace A, ., and E,,, with A, and
E,, respectively. This approximation gives

2+A2
1= —BE_ tann| VB2 | (32)
1/8&+Aﬁ 27

where

V L

Ap =—2|In—-1}, 33

F 21 ( na j 33)

and the smallest |q| is set to 2/ L. For the approximate
form of ¢(p) given in Eq. (6), one can find

AV

Ap ~—2 34

F 27132 ( )

which is quite close to the result of the qualitative analysis

given above [Eqg. (9)] and considered in the limiting case

Vg /28 <« 1. For the formal inclusion of the Fermi pres-

sure discussed above, in Eg. (34), one should use the re-

placement AVy — 2&¢ /3 which gives & = 6a, where the

correlation length & is defined by Eq. (8).
According to Eq. (32), Ar represents the superconduct-

ing gap at the Fermi level k = kg when T — 0. The gap A
should depend on k in such a way that E, = /g +AZ

remains constant until A2 becomes zero. Specifically,
A =+JAZ —g2, (35)

and it differs from zero only in the vicinity of the Fermi
level k_ <k <k,, here

k, = kg 1+ 8¢ (36)
+ ,/ g

The respective region exists also for negative k. It is re-
markable that in contrast with the conventional BCS theo-
ry, in the model considered here, the gap exists only in a
narrow region near the Fermi energy even though the at-
traction potential is not restricted to this region. The com-
parison between typical quasiparticle spectra of the BCS
theory and 1D impenetrable electrons (IE) is given in
Fig. 5. Here, the BCS gap is set to A, though its real value
is usually much smaller than that found here.

Consider now the temperature dependence of the super-
conducting gap at the Fermi level A, (T)=Apx(T).

0.5

----- BCS theory
— IDIE

0.4

0.3

E/Er

0.2

0.1

0 Il Il Il
0.8 0.9 1.0 1.1 1.2

Fig. 5. (Color online) The quasiparticle energy normalized versus
k / ke for the model of spinless fermions with infinitesimal attrac-
tion of infinite range applied to the 1D impenetrable-electron (IE)
system (red solid line). The corresponding result of the BCS theo-
ry with the same superconducting gap at the Fermi level A, = A
is shown by the blue dotted line.

Here, the dimensionless function s is determined by the
transcendental equation:

s = tanh (A—F %], (37)
2T

which is well-known in statistical physics. A nonzero solu-
tion of Eq. (37) exists only at Ap /2T >1. Therefore,
T, = A /2, which is not far from the BCS relationship
T, =~ 0.568A(0). The temperature dependence of the dimen-
sionless parameter 5. can be easily found from Eq. (37) by
numerical evaluation. Here, we give only a simple analyti-
cal approximation

Ay T7\*?
E—FZ 1-| — y 38
ety @)

which is quite close to the numerical solution near the cri-
tical temperature.

5. Discussion and conclusion

Thus, the model of spinless fermions with infinitesimal
attraction of infinite range allows us to take into account
strong repulsion acting between electrons at small distanc-
es (V4 — ) and avoid problems with the singular nature
of the Fourier transform of effective attraction induced by
electron-electron correlations. It is important that the su-
perconducting gap obtained in the framework of this model
is remarkably similar to that found in Sec. 2 using a simple
qualitative analysis based on the linear approximation
o(p)=A(p—PB) and Eq. (8) for the intrinsic coherence
length €.
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For example, compare Eq. (34) with Eq. (9) obtained in
the qualitative analysis. In the limiting case 2&¢ /Vg — 0,
the strict solution of the model given in Eq. (34) differs
from Eqg. (9) only by the additional number 2 in the de-
nominator. Remarkably, at finite values of the parameter
2&e Vg indicated in Fig. 3, within the range 5-30 the ex-
pression in brackets of the denominator of Eq. (9) varies
between 1.92 and 1.55 which is not far from 2. Therefore,
keeping in mind the relationship T, = Ag /2, qualitative
results shown in Fig. 3 can be used to estimate the critical
temperature for given values of the system parameters (m*,
a, and g).

Here, we considered only the limiting case V4 — o
which makes electrons impenetrable. The case of finite V;
requires special considerations. Anyway, the estimates
given here for typical system parameters indicate that the
ratio Vy /& could be about 10-10° which justifies the
approximation of impenetrable particles.

It is well-known that an interacting 1D fermion gas of
penetrable electrons is unstable against the formation of a
charge density wave (CDW) with wavevector 2k (the so-
called Peierls instability). In the mean-field theory, the
corresponding order parameter Aqpy is defined as the ex-
pectation value of another pair of fermion operators. We
expect that the stability factor V, / £ > 1 discussed above
would favor the spinless fermion state and the supercon-
ducting transition. The main reason for that is the fact that
we chose the expectation value of the fermion operators,
(c_,C ), which leads to the maximum contribution from
V, <0 into the order parameter [see Egs. (27) and (31)].
Indeed, besides the strong reduction of the expectation
value of Coulomb repulsion at x ~ d, when comparing the
total energy gain due to the superconducting transition and
the CDW transition, we suppose that abnormally high val-
ues of the superconducting gap shown in Fig. 3 will also
make the superconducting transition more favorable.

Another approximation used here concerns disregarding
the effective attraction between electrons which are not near-
est neighbors. For example, when two electrons with opposite
momentums have few electrons in between them (N,), at
a large distance the electrons swept are attracted to the
partly exposed positive background whose charge is re-
duced by the number of remaining electrons N,. We ex-
pect that this effect would only increase the quasiparticle
gap found here.

Interestingly, several different superconductivity mech-
anisms somehow relate to the screening effect. In the BCS
theory, electron screening of the ion lattice disturbance
reduces the effective attraction responsible for Cooper
pairing. In another mechanism present even in the case
of purely repulsive forces between the particles [3], the

quantum effects of electron screening are responsible for
superconductivity. A sharp Fermi surface is necessary for
the effect in this theory. In the theory discussed here, the
superconducting transition occurs due to the lack of screen-
ing of the rigid neutralizing background exposed by a mo-
tion of impenetrable electrons in a quasi-1D system. For
this case, according to Egs. (31) and (32) a sharpness of
Fermi distribution seemingly is not necessary.

Concluding, in this work we described the properties of
a quasi-1D electron system on a rigid, uniform, neutraliz-
ing background under conditions where it can be consid-
ered as a quantum liquid of impenetrable charged particles.
The advantage of such a liquid state is that it eliminates
screening of the background charge exposed by electron
motion, which results in an effective attraction between
nearest electrons of infinite range. This kind of interaction
can lead to a phase transition even in the 1D system.
Moreover, in the state described here, all electrons are in-
volved in the long-range pairing, which is in contrast with
the conventional theory. To describe the superconducting
transition we used the model of spinless fermions with
infinitesimal attraction of infinite range, which leads to
results that are very close to that obtained here using the
simple qualitative analysis. Due to the singular nature of
the attractive potential, the superconducting gap and the
critical temperature found have no exponentially small
factor, and, for typical values of the system parameters,
they can be above room temperature.

The author thanks V. V. Slavin, S. I. Shevchenko, and
A. A. Zvyagin for helpful discussions.
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Yu. P. Monarkha

EnekTpoH-enekTpoHHE NpUTSraHHs, ake obymMoBreHe
KYJTOHIBCbKMMU KOpensuigMn, Ta MOXnuea
HaANpPOBIOHICTb B OAHOBUMIPHII €NEKTPOHHIN pianHi
Ha XXOPCTKOMY HenTpanisyto4omy doHi

Yu. P. Monarkha

Teoperndno mpoaHami30BaHO YMOBH, 3a SKHX KBa3iOmHO-
BuMipHYy (1D) enexrpoHHy cHCTEeMy MOXKHA PO3TJIIAATH SIK KBaH-
TOBY PiAMHY 3 HENPOHUKHHUX 3aps/PKEHUX YacTHHOK. [lokazaHo, mio
TIPH HAsIBHOCTI 1HEPTHOTO, HEHTpaTizyio4oro ()OHy pyX HENpOHHK-
HHUX EJIEeKTPOHIB OroJsi€ IO3UTUBHMM 3apsf, IO TNPH3BOMHUTH O
e(eKTUBHOro B3aEMHOTO MPUTSATAaHHS 3 HECKIHYCHHO BEIUKUM

paniycom nii. SIk HacmimoK, yci eneKTpoHH OepyTh y4acTb y maje-
KofifoduoMy criaproBaHHI. [l ommcy crektpa 30y/[DKEHb Ta Haj-
MPOBiAHOI IMIIMHN B 1D eNeKTPOHHUX KaHAlTaxX HI3BKOI T'yCTHHH
3aIpPOITOHOBAHO MOJIENh OE3CIHOBUX ()epPMIOHIB 3 HECKiHYCHHO
c1a0KUM IPHUTATAaHHSAM HECKiHYeHHOro paxiyca ail. Ha BimMiny Bix
TpauIiiHOI Teopii eHepreTuyHa IIMHA He MICTHTH €KCIIOHEHIIHHO
Mamux (pakropiB. BoHa mepeBakHO 3aI€XHTH BiJ KyIOHIBCHKHX
TIapaMeTpiB CHCTEMH, IO A€ OPIEHTUPH OO0 MPAKTUIHHUX aCIeK-
TiB BUCOKOTEMIIEPaTypHOI Ha/MIPOBIJHOCTI.

KirouoBi crmoBa: OIHOBHMIpHUH €JIEKTPOHHUH Tra3, eIeKTPOHHI
KOpeJIALlii, HaImpOBiIHA IIITHHA.
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