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A bstract

Studies of three{dim ensional and two{dim ensional condensed phases have shown that m any{

body interactionscontribute � 10% to theequationsofstate ofnoble gases.Thispaperassessesthe

im portance ofthree{body triple dipole interactionsforquasi{one{dim ensionalphasesofHe,Ne,H 2,

Ar,K rand Xe con�ned within interstitialchannelsoron the externalsurfacesofnanotube bundles.

W e �nd the substrate{m ediated contribution to be substantial: for interstitialH2 the welldepth of

the e�ective pairpotentialisreduced to approxim ately one halfofitsvalue in free space.

W ecarry outabinitio calculationson linearand equilateraltriangularcon�gurationsof(H2)3 and

�nd thatoverlap interactionsdo notgreatly change the D D D interaction in the linearcon�guration

when the lattice spacing is greater than about 3 �A.However,the D D D interaction alone is clearly

insu�cientforthe triangularcon�gurationsstudied.

1 Introduction

Adsorbates within carbon nanotubes and bundles of nanotubes have been the focus of m uch recent

attention (see for exam ple refs. [1]{[8]). In particular,novelquasi{one dim ensionaladsorbate phases

havebeen predicted.Theclosestto trueone{dim ensionalbehaviorislikely to berealized by sm allatom s

orm olecules(He,Ne,H 2)in the \interstitialchannel" (IC)phase,and the \groove" phase. Forthe IC

phase,the m olecules adsorb in channels bounded by three contiguous nanotubes within bundles. The

groovephasecom prisesadsorbatein thegroovesbetween adjacenttubeson theperim eterofa nanotube

bundle.In both ofthesephasesthem oleculesarecon�ned transversely butcan m ovem oreorlessfreely

along the lengthsofthe nanotubes.

To date,in exploring adsorption on and in nanotubes,relatively little attention hasbeen paid to the

detailed nature ofthe interactionsam ong adsorbatem olecules.Indeed,m oststudieshave assum ed that

thepairwiseinteraction doesnotdi�ersigni�cantly from itsfree{spaceform .In thispaperweshow that,

fortheIC and groovesystem sconsidered,theproxim ity ofapolarizablem edium ,thenanotubewalls,will

profoundly alterthee�ectivepairpotentialbetween two adsorbatem olecules,to theextentofproducing

qualitativechangesin expected behavior.

In two{ and three{dim ensionalsystem sm any{body e�ectshave been extensively studied [9,10,11].

Barker [10],in particular,showed that equilibrium properties ofcondensed rare gas system s could be

obtained accurately using potentialsin which thepairpotentialswereobtained from gas{phasedata,and

the higher{ordercontributionswerepurely ofAxilrod{Teller{M uto or\triple{dipole" (DDD)type,even

though this isexactonly asym ptotically forlarge m olecularseparations. Barkerargued thatextensive
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cancellation m usttakeplaceam ong otherm any{body interactions,atleastone ofwhich isknown to be

com parablein m agnitudeto the DDD interaction.

Analogously in two dim ensions,adsorbed m onolayer �lm s m anifest two types ofm any{body con-

tributions that are relevant to quasi{one{dim ensionalnanotube phases. O ne is that involving three

adatom s. The other is a m odi�cation ofthe adatom pair potentialby the substrate acting as a third

body.M cLachlan derived an asym ptoticexpression,valid atlargeadatom separation,forthissubstrate

m ediation energy [12].Asin thethree{dim ensionalcase,experim entaldata atcondensed phasedensities

in adsorbate�lm sareconsistentwith theasym ptoticexpression [13,14].However,theexperim entaldata

fortwo{dim ensional�lm saretoo lim ited to providea thorough testofthe adequacy ofM cLachlan’sin-

teraction.W enotethata third three{body energy in �lm sinvolvestwo substrateatom sand an adatom .

Thisoft{neglected interaction can m akea substantialcorrection to thegas{surfaceadsorption potential.

W hileextensivecancellation occursasdiscussed abovein threedim ensions,am ong m any{body inter-

actionsotherthan the DDD three{body interaction,thiscannotbe assum ed a prioriin one dim ension

becauseofthestrongangulardependencetypicalofm any{body interactions.W ehavethereforeextended

a recentaccurateab initio calculation ofthe potentialenergy surfaceofH 2{H 2 [15]to linearequispaced

(H 2)3 and to (H 2)3 arranged in equilateraltriangles. W hile signi�cantdeviationsfrom the DDD inter-

action are found forthe equilateraltriangularcon�gurations,the deviationsfrom DDD forlinear(H2)3
areim portantonly forseparationssm allcom pared to the equilibrium separation ofH 2{H 2.

In this paper we consider a linear array ofrare gas atom s or ofH 2, henceforth denoted A,each

separated from its nearest neighbor by a lattice constant a. In Section 2 we evaluate the net DDD

contribution arising from interactionsam ong allsetsoftripletsAAA.The resulting three{body energy

per atom ,which we callE
(3)

A A A
,turns out to be negative and oforder1% ofthe totalpair interaction

energy.W enextevaluatean energy perpairV
(3)

A A C
,dueto asum m ation oftheDDD interactionsbetween

two A particles and allC atom s. This energy is found to be positive and oflarge m agnitude,equal

approxim ately to half of the interaction between the atom s in free space. W hen V
(3)

A A C
is added to

the free space interaction,there results an e�ective pair potentialwhich has a welldepth signi�cantly

sm aller than the free space welldepth. This reduced attraction im plies that collective phenom ena1,

such as condensation,oughtto occur atm uch lowertem peratures than would be predicted ifonly the

free{space interactions were taken into account,and substrate m ediation were ignored. Q ualitatively

sim ilar behavior is derived as a consequense ofthe DDD interaction for He,Ne,H 2,Ar,K r and Xe

atom s/m oleculesadsorbed into the groovesofa nanotube bundle. In Section 3 we discussthe ab initio

calculation carried outon (H 2 )3 in linearand triangulararrays.

W hilethispaperevaluateselectronicsubstratem ediationofadsorbateinteractions,asubstratephonon

m ediation m echanism also exists. Such phonon m ediation e�ects on adatom interactions on planar

surfaces are reviewed by G ottlieb and Bruch [14]. W hile no such evaluation has been perform ed for

atom s or m olecules in nanotubes,the analogous e�ect ofnanotube phonons on the electron{electron

interaction hasrecently been assessed by W oodsand M ahan [16].

2 A dsorbates in IC and G roove Phases

W ebegin byconsideringparticlesA con�ned totheaxisofan IC phaseand separated byalatticeconstant

a.Therearetworelevantthree{body energieswhich weconsider.The�rstisthenetDDD energy arising

from interactionsam ong allsetsoftripletson theline.Thesecond isthetotalDDD interaction involving

an adatom pairand allpossible C atom s. The potentialenergy � corresponding to a lineararray ofN

particlesspeci�ed by theirposition vectors ~r1;:::;~rN isgiven by

�(~r1;:::;~rN )=

NX

i< j

U
(2)

A A
(~ri;~rj)+

NX

i< j< k

U
(3)

A A A
(~ri;~rj;~rk)+

NX

i< j< k

U
(3)

A A C
(~ri;~rj;~rk); (1)

where U (2) and U (3) are pair and DDD triplet potentialfunctions and four-body (and higher order)

interactions are ignored. For purposes ofestim ating the totalpair energy we willtem porarily assum e

1In thispaperwedo notconsidertheim plicationsofsubstrate{m ediated adsorbateinteractionsforcondensation involving

interactions am ong di�erentIC or groove phases in a nanotube bundle (see e.g.R ef.[8]).



thatthepairpotentialU
(2)

A A
(~ri;~rj)isisotropicand ofLennard{Jones12{6 form with distanceparam eter

� and energy param eter�.Thetotalpairinteraction energy perparticleA can be written as

E
(2)

A A
=
V
(2)

A A

N
= 4�

��
�

a

�12

�(12)�

�
�

a

�6

�(6)

�

; (2)

in the lim it N ! 1 ,where � is the Riem ann zeta function. The right{hand side ofEq. (2) has a

m inim um ata=� = 1:122.Evaluating Eq.(2)atthatm inim um weobtain:

E
(2)

A A
=
V
(2)

A A

N
= � 1:035� = � 0:509

C6

a6
; (3)

where C6 = 4��6. Next we assess the contribution ofthe DDD interactions U
(3)

A A A
to V

(2)

A A
. A sim ple

resultforU
(3)

A A A
holdsforisotropicoscillators,atlargeseparations:

U
(3)

A A A
= �A A A

3cos(�i)cos(�j)cos(�k)+ 1

r3ijr
3

ik
r3
jk

; (4)

where �A A A is the triple dipole dispersion energy coe�cient,rij;rik;rjk are the interatom ic distances

in a given triplet,while �i;�j and �k are the internalangles ofthe triangle form ed by the atom s i;j

and k. The sign ofthe triple dipole energy depends on the geom etry ofthe triangle form ed by the

three atom s. Indeed,the DDD term is positive for acute triangles,while for m ost obtuse triangles it

is negative. In particular,U
(3)

A A A
is negative for the linear con�guration ofadsorbate particles,since

cos(�i)cos(�j)cos(�k)’ � 1 in thatcase.Then,the netDDD potentialbecom es:

V
(3)

A A A
�= �

NX

i< j< k

2�A A A

(rijrikrjk)
3
: (5)

Sum m ing overallpossibletripletsweobtain the netDDD energy peratom :

E
(3)

A A A
= �

2�A A A

a9

"

1

23
�(9)+ 2

1X

n= 2

1X

m = 1

1

m 3(n + m � 1)3(n + 2m � 1)3

#

; (6)

E
(3)

A A A
= �

0:27�A A A

a9
: (7)

The coe�cient�A A A can be estim ated from a Drude m odelofisotropic oscillatorsfrom the coe�cient

C6 : �A A A = 3

4
C6�A ,where �A is the static polarizability ofthe adatom . Then the ratio ofthe DDD

energy to the pairinteraction energy is:

E
(3)

A A A

E
(2)

A A A

�= 0:4
�

a3
: (8)

Thisratio isvery sm all(0:8% ;0:3% and 0:5% forH 2,He and Ne,respectively,using valuesof� and a

taken from [11]).

W e nextevaluate and assessthe netDDD interaction involving the adatom pairand allpossible C

atom s.The e�ectivepairpotentialhasthe form :

V
(2)

e�
(~ri;~rj)= U

(2)

A A
(~ri;~rj)+ V

(3)

A A C
(~ri;~rj): (9)

Fora linearcon�guration ofadsorbateparticles:U
(2)

A A
(~ri;~rj)= U

(2)

A A
(jzi� zjj)and V

(2)

e�
(~ri;~rj)=

= V
(2)

e�
(jzi� zjj),wherez axisisalong the axisofthe IC.The DDD energy V

(3)

A A C
isgiven by:

V
(3)

A A C
(~ri;~rj)=

X

k

U
(3)

A A C
(~ri;~rj;~rk): (10)



Here ~rk istheposition ofthek
th carbonatom alongthenanotubesurfaceand U

(3)

A A C
isitsDDD interaction

with theadatom sat~ri and ~rj.In theapproxim ation ofisotropicoscillators,theexpression fortheDDD

energy isanalogousto Eq.(4),exceptthatthe strength coe�cientis:

�A A C =
3�2A �C E C E A (E C + 2E A )

4(E A + E C )
2

: (11)

HeretheenergiesE A and E C arecharacteristicenergiesoftheadatom and C atom ,respectively,and �C
isthe static polarizability ofa C atom [13,18].

Forsim plicity,we perform the sum m ation ofgas-surfaceDDD interactions(10)by sm earing outthe

carbon atom sin the substrate. Thiscontinuousapproxim ation introducesan error,butthe qualitative

trendsare expected to be accurate in general. Underthisassum ption,the netDDD contribution from

threenanotubesofradiusR takesthe form :

V
(3)

A A C
(z)=

12#�A A C M (x;y)

z3R 4
; (12)

where # = 0:38 �A � 2 is the surface density ofC atom s and z is the distance between adatom s. Here,

x = z=R and y = d=R,where d is the distance from the axisofthe cylinderto the axisofthe IC.The

integralM (x;y)isa dim ensionlessintegralovera cylindricalsurface.ResultsforV
(3)

A A C
asa function of

adatom lateralseparation,in the case ofquasi-1d phasesofHe,Ne and H 2 adsorbates,were calculated

from (12)fornanotubesofradius6:9 �A and d = 9:815 �A.

Thepairpotentialsem ployed here arethoseofSilvera and G oldm an [19](H 2);Aziz,Nain etal.[20]

(He)and ofAziz,M eath etal. [21](Ne). The valuesofDDD strength coe�cient(11)were calculated

from Ref.[13,18]. Resultsofourcalculationsare given in Fig. 1,Fig. 2 and Fig. 3 and in Table 1. In

Table1,� and zm arethewelldepth and thelocation ofthepotentialm inim um forV
(2)

e�
;�0 and z0m are

the corresponding quantitiesforthe free spacepotential;� isthe percentdecreasein the welldepth due

to V
(3)

A A C
and � isthe sign-reversalpointofV

(2)

e�
.

In allthreecasesweobservea largerepulsiveDDD e�ect:thereduction in thewelldepth ofthepair

interaction is54% ,28% and 25% forH 2,Heand Ne,respectively (Table1).An interesting featureofthe

e�ectivepotentialisthepresenceofacriticalvalueofadatom separationforH2 and Headsorbates,beyond

which V
(2)

e�
becom esrepulsive fora certain range ofseparation values. These pointsare � ’ 6:3 �A and

7:4 �A forH 2 and He,respectively (Table1),with corresponding rangesofrepulsiveV
(2)

e�
:4 z= (6:3� 15:1

�A)and 4 z= (7:4� 11:7 �A).O n the otherhand,an investigation ofthe asym ptotic behaviorofM (x;y)

revealsthatthe DDD energy becom esnegative forvery large interparticle separations(z > 9R ). W e

notethata reversalin sign forV
(2)

e�
isnotfound forNe.To elucidatethisfactweinvestigatetherelative

strength ofDDD interaction atz0m .Theexpression (12)can be used to yield:

V
(3)

A A C
(z0m )

�0
� kM (xom ;y)[

�A A C z
3
0m

C6

]; (13)

where�0 ’ C6=2z
6 isthefreespacewelldepth and k isindependentoftheadsorbatespecies.Theintegral

M (x0m ;y)hasonly a weak dependence on z0m in the region ofinterest(3� 3:5 �A).Then the relatively

sm allDDD e�ectforNeisexplained by thebracketed term involving�A A C ,C6 and z0m in (13).Itsvalue

isnearly twice aslargeforH 2 asforNe (34:1 �A
6 vs. 17.7 �A 6 ).

The presentresultsim ply that the substrate m ediation e�ect is approxim ately three tim es as large

fortheIC geom etry than foradsorbed m onolayer�lm s[11].Two factorsareresponsible.O neisthatthe

equilibrium distanceto the substrate(2:9 �A)is� 5% sm allerthan on a planarsurface,yielding a larger

substrate contribution. The m ore im portantfactoristhatthree adjacentsurfacescontribute in thisIC

geom etry.

O nesigni�cantconsequenceofthereduced attraction between theparticleswithin an IC isa qualita-

tivechangein thepredicted equation ofstateforthis1d system .Ithasbeen shown [23]thattheground

state ofa 1d bose system isa liquid ifand only ifa bound dim erexists.ForHe,the dim erisbound by

justa few m illiK elvin,ifthe free space potentialis used [24,25,26]. There isno doubttherefore that

thisbinding disappearswhen the weakened attraction issubstituted. ForH 2,the dim erbinding energy



com puted with theSilvera-G oldm an potentialislarge(0.384 m eV)and theground stateofthesystem is

a liquid with cohesive energy ’ 0:4 m eV perm olecule [27]. W hen the new potentialappropriate to the

IC isused,we �nd no bound states.(ForD2,the dim erisvery weakly bound,by 0.0513 m eV ).Ifour

calculationsare correct,they im ply thatthe ground statesofinterstitial4He and para-H 2 are quantum

gases.Such a system isofconsiderablefundam entalinterest.

In the nanotube bundle geom etry,adsorption can also occuron the outersurface ofa bundle. The

m ost favorable site energetically is the groove form ed at the intersection oftwo externaltubes,which

has been studied by severalgroups both experim entally and theoretically. In contrast to the IC case,

larger particles ( such as Ar,K r and Xe ) can �t nicely into the grooves [7]. W e have com puted the

three-body e�ectofthe substrate,using the DDD expression asin the IC’s.The resulting e�ecton the

pairpotentialforH 2,He,Ne,Ar,K rand Xeisreported in Table2.Thesubstratee�ectofreducing the

welldepth issm allerthan in theIC case.Thereasonsaretwofold.O neissim ply thatonly twonanotubes

contribute here,instead ofthree in the IC case. The second reason isthatthe distance to the tubes is

som ewhatlargerthan in the IC case;in these grooves,the distance isvery close to the � param eterin

thegas-carbon pairinteraction.(Itwould beexactly � ifthetuberadiuswerein�nite).Thesedi�erences

parallelthose used above to distinguish the IC case from the graphite case. Forthisreason,the groove

resultsareinterm ediatebetween those from the lattertwo geom etries.

3 T hree-body interactions for the H 2 trim er in free space

W e have calculated the nonadditive,three-body interactions for the linear and equilateraltriangle ar-

rangem entsofthreehydrogen m oleculesfrom �rstprinciples.TheH2 bond length iskept�xed at0.7668
�A,consistentwith therigid rotorapproxim ation.W ith them olecularcenters-of-m assform ingthevertices

ofa triangle,the intram olecularorientation ofeach m oleculeisdescribed relativeto threeaxescentered

ateach vertex.W e have explored the e�ectsofm olecularorientation on the three-body interactionsby

orientingeach m oleculein oneofthreeways.Each m oleculeisoriented with itsm olecularaxisperpendic-

ularto theplane ofthetriangle,bisecting a cornerofthe triangle,orperpendicularto theline bisecting

a corner. In total,there are 27 possible com binationsoftrim er\orientations". Due to sym m etry,itis

necessary to calculateonly 10 non-degenerateorientationsforeach geom etry.Theclosestcenter-of-m ass

to center-of-m assdistancewasstepped by 0.2 angstrom from 2.0 to 6.0 angstrom forthelineargeom etry

and from 3.0 to 6.0 angstrom forthe equilateraltrianglearrangem ent.

Convergencetestswereperform ed to determ inetheleveloftheory and basissetrequired foraccurate

calculations ofthree-body hydrogen interactions. W e found that the coupled-clusters (CCSD(T)[28])

leveloftheory with Dunning’saugm ented,correlation consistent,triple zeta basisset,aug-cc-pVTZ[29]

wassu�cientto convergethe three-body energiesto within 0.1 K .Thegeneralized counterpoisem ethod

ofValiron and M ayer[30]wasused to correctforbasissetsuperposition error(BSSE).

Inordertocom parewith thethree-bodycontributionscalculated usingthetriple-dipoleapproxim ation

forisotropicoscillators(Eq.4),wehavecalculated isotropicpotentialsforboth thelinearand equilateral

geom etries. The isotropic potentialis obtained by weighted averaging ofthe potentials representing

each ofthe ten com binations oforientations. The weight placed on each potentialis proportionalto

the degeneracy ofthe speci�c orientation. In e�ect,thiscorrespondsto uniform ly averaging overall27

possibleorientation.Thisisillustrated forthe equilateralgeom etry in Fig.4.

Atclose range,Hartree-Fock levelcontributionssuch aselectron exchange and repulsion e�ectscan

be large [31,32,33]. O nly at larger interm olecular separations do dispersion forces dom inate. W ith

thisin m ind,we calculated the Hartree-Fock nonadditive three-body potentialenergy surface using the

sam ebasissetand BSSE correction.A \dispersion only" three-body potentialsurfacewasapproxim ated

by subtracting the Hartree-Fock PES from the originalCCSD(T) surface. Fig. 5 shows the resulting

dispersion potentials for the equilateral(�lled sym bols) and linear (em pty sym bols) geom etries. This

approach isnota true calculation ofthe dispersion potential. But,the quickly decaying HF potentials

suggestthatthe rem aining interactionsare m ainly dispersion. Fitting the long range energies(rnearest
� 3.8 �A forthe linearand rnearest � 4.8 �A forthe equilateral)using the leading triple-dipole dispersion

function given by Eq. (4)resulted in a root-m ean-squareerrorof0.013. By including the nextleading



term ,

U (D D Q )= Z(D D Q )
9cos(�3)� 25cos(3�3)+ 6cos(�1 � �2)[3+ 5cos(2�3)]

r3
12
r4
23
r4
31

; (14)

one furtherreducesthe errorto 0.006.W e did not�nd signi�cantim provem entsto the �tby including

the rem aining triple dispersion term s. The dispersion m odel�tted to both the linear and equilateral

geom etriesareplotted in Fig.5 asdashed and solid curves,respectively.Theresulting dispersion energy

constants are Z(D D D ) = 49607 K ��A 9 and Z(D D Q ) = 5763 K ��A 11. M cDowelland M eath report an

\exact"valueforZ(D D D )of49833K ��A 9,calculated from dipoleoscillatorstrength distribution data[34].

M cDowell[17]observed thatforaseveralspeci�corientationsofH2 trim ers(allthreem oleculesoriented in

thesam eplane),nonadditiveinduction contributionscan beaslargeasthosefrom DDD.This,however,

isnotapparentin theisotropicpotentials,wheretheinduction e�ectshavebeen com pletely \washed-out"

by the uniform angle-averaging process[32],asisthe casewith perm anentm ultipole interactions.

TheHartree-FockpotentialsinFig.5indicatethatnon-dispersioninteractions,suchasexchange/repul-

sion e�ects,aresubstantialatshortrange.W ewillpresenta thorough analysisofthedi�erentoriginsof

hydrogen three-body interactionsin a forthcom ing article[35].Itisclearfrom thepresentstudy thatthe

DDD approxim ation,alone,isnotsu�cientatdescribing the total(CCSD(T))three-body interactions

atshortdistances.W hetherthishold trueforsystem scontaining theotherconstituentsrem ainsunclear

and would requireseparateab initio calculations.

4 D iscussion

In thispaperwehavefound thatthree-bodyinteractionsplayanim portantrolein alteringtheinteractions

between adatom s within IC’s between carbon nanotubes. The reduction in the welldepth ofthe pair

interaction is54% ,28% and 25% forH 2,Heand Ne,respectively.Them agnitudeoftheseshiftsisroughly

sim ilarto the resultofa crude estim ate,i.e. a factorofthree increase overthe e�ectofa single planar

graphite surface. The DDD term even becom es larger in m agnitude than the two-body potentialfor

interparticleseparationsabove� 7:4 �A and 6:3 �A forHe and H 2,respectively.Such a largeDDD e�ect

im pliesasigni�cantchangein thecondensation propertiesofH2 and Hein carbon nanotubebundles.For

(H 2)2 thereduction in welldepth issu�cientasto destroy thebound state.Theperim eterofa nanotube

bundleisaccessibleforadsorbateparticlesofbiggersize.In ourapproach,theobserved reduction in the

welldepth ofthe pairinteraction due to DDD e�ectisstillsigni�cant: 35% ,24% ,15% ,19% ,22% and

28% forH 2,He,Ne,Ar,K rand Xe,respectively.

Theim portantconsequencefrom theDDD e�ectforquasi-1d IC phaseofH2 m oleculesand Heatom s

isthatthereisno dim erbound state.The lack ofthelatterim pliesthatthereisno bound stateforthe

N particle system .Then,the ground state ofH 2 m oleculesinteracting with the screened pairpotential

isa gas,nota liquid.Thisresultraisesan interesting question:whatisthelow tem peraturebehaviorof

such a m arginally unbound system ?

Finally,ab initio calculations ofthree-body interactions for linear and equilateraltriangle arrange-

m entsofthreeH 2 m oleculesprovideim plicationsforthebehaviorofthree-dim ensionalphasesofhydrogen.

M oreover,they justify a future ab initio study ofthe exchange interaction oftwo H 2 m olecules and a

carbon atom within a nanotube.

W earegratefulto K eith W illiam s,PaulSokol,PeterEklund and M osesChan forhelpfuldiscussions.
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Tables

Table1:DDD e�ectforH2,Heand Neadsorbatescon�ned within IC’sofa nanotubebundle.Alllengths

arein �A units; � and �0 arein m eV.

Q uantity H 2 He Ne

�(�0) 1.35(2.96) 0.67(0.93) 2.72(3.64)

�(% ) 54 28 25

zm (z0m ) 3.55(3.41) 3.00(2.97) 3.12(3.09)

� 6.3 7.4 -



Table 2: DDD e�ectforH2,He,Ne,Ar,K rand Xe adsorbatescon�ned into the groove ofa nanotube

bundle.Alllengthsarein �A units; � and �0 arein m eV.Thefreespacepotentialparam etersforAr,K r

and Xe weretaken from Ref.[22].

Q uantity H 2 He Ne Ar K r Xe

� 2.97 2.74 3.00 3.40 3.42 3.40

�(�0) 1.93(2.96) 0.71(0.93) 3.08(3.64) 10.1(12.3) 13.5(17.2) 17.5(24.2)

�(% ) 35 24 15 19 22 28

zm (zom ) 3.49(3.41) 3.00(2.97) 3.11(3.09) 3.79(3.76) 4.05(4.01) 4.42(4.36)



Figure C aptions

Fig.1. Free-space potentialU 2
A A (circle/fullcurve),the DDD potentialV

(3)

A A C
(triangle/fullcurve)

and the e�ective pairpotentialV
(2)

e�
(solid curve)forH 2 m oleculesadsorbed within the IC’sofnanotube

bundlesareshown.TheinsetshowsthebehaviorofV
(2)

e�
closeto the sign-reversalpoint.

Fig.2.Sam easFig.1 forHe.

Fig.3.Sam easFig.1 forNe.The insetshowsthatthere isno reversalin sign forV
(2)

e�
in thiscase.

Fig.4.Angle-averaging the 27 orientationsofthe equilateraltriangle arrangem entof(H 2)3 to obtain

an isotropicpotential,show in thebold curvewith �lled circles.Thethin curvesrepresenteach ofthe10

distinctorientationsateach separation.

Fig.5 .Hartree-Fock plus triple-dispersion �t ofequilateraland linear isotropic potentials. Calcu-

lated data are represented in sym bols(�lled = equilateral,em pty = linear). Solid curvesdenote �tsto

equilateralgeom etry;dashed curvesare�tsto lineargeom etry.
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