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A bstract

Studies of three{dim ensional and two{dim ensional condensed phases have shown that m any{
body interactions contribbute 10% to the equations of state of noble gases. T his paper assesses the
in portance of three{body triple dipole interactions for quasi{one{din ensional phasesofHe,Ne, H,,
Ar,Krand Xe con ned within interstitial channels or on the extemal surfaces of nanotube bundles.
W e nd the substrate{m ediated contribution to be substantial: for interstitial H, the well depth of
the e ective pair potential is reduced to approxin ately one half of its value In free space.

W e carry out ab initio calculations on linear and equilateraltriangular con gurationsof (Hz )3 and

nd that overlap interactions do not greatly change the DDD interaction in the linear con guration
when the lattice spacing is greater than about 3 A . However, the DDD interaction alone is clearly
insu cient for the trdangular con gurations studied.

1 Introduction

A dsorbates within carbon nanotubes and bundles of nanotubes have been the focus of much recent
attention (see for exam ple refs. [!:]{ B]) . In particular, novel quasi{one din ensional adsorbate phases
have been predicted. T he closest to true one{din ensionalbehavior is lkely to be realized by an allatom s
ormolculks He, Neg, Hy) In the \Interstitial channel" (IC) phase, and the \groove" phase. For the IC
phase, the m olecules adsorb In channels bounded by three contiguous nanotubes w ithin bundles. The
groove phase com prises adsorbate In the grooves between ad-pcent tubes on the perim eter of a nanotube
bundl. In both of these phases the m olecules are con ned transversely but can m ove m ore or less freely
along the lengths of the nanotubes.

To date, In exploring adsorption on and In nanotubes, relatively little attention hasbeen paid to the
detailed nature of the interactions am ong adsorbate m olecules. Indeed, m ost studies have assum ed that
the pairw ise Interaction doesnot di er signi cantly from its free{space form . In this paperwe show that,
forthe IC and groove system s considered, the proxin iy ofa polarizablem edium , the nanotube walls, w i1l
profoundly alter the e ective pair potentialbetw een tw o adsorbate m olecules, to the extent of producing
qualitative changes in expected behavior.

T two{ and three{din ensional system sm any {body e ects have been extensively studied i§,110,1111.
B arker li(j], In particular, showed that equilbrium properties of condensed rare gas system s could be
obtained accurately using potentials in which the pair potentials were obtained from gas{phase data, and
the higher{order contributions w ere purely of A xilrod{Teller{M uto or \triple{dipolk" ODD) type, even
though this is exact only asym ptotically for lJarge m olecular separations. Barker argued that extensive
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cancellation m ust take place am ong other m any {body interactions, at least one ofwhich is known to be
com parable In m agnitude to the DDD interaction.

Analogously in two din ensions, adsorbed m onolayer In s m anifest two types of m any{body con—
tributions that are relevant to quasi{one{din ensional nanotube phases. One is that mvolving three
adatom s. The other is a modi cation of the adatom pair potential by the substrate acting as a third
body. M cLachlan derived an asym ptotic expression, valid at large adatom separation, for this substrate
m ediation energy f_l-g;] A s In the three{din ensional case, experim entaldata at condensed phase densities
In adsorbate Im sare consistent w ith the asym ptotic expression :_[1_113 ,:_-l_;l]. H ow ever, the experim entaldata
for two{din ensional In s are too lin ited to provide a thorough test of the adequacy ofM cLachlan’s in—
teraction. W e note that a third three{body energy in In s iInvolves two substrate atom s and an adatom .
T his oft{neglected Interaction can m ake a substantial correction to the gas{surface adsorption potential

W hik extensive cancellation occurs as discussed above In three din ensions, am ong m any {body inter—
actions other than the DDD three{body interaction, this cannot be assum ed a priori in one dim ension
because ofthe strong angular dependence typicalofm any {body interactions. W e have therefore extended
a recent accurate ab initio calculation of the potential energy surface ofH, {H, f_l-é] to linear equispaced
H2); and to H,)3 arranged in equilateral triangles. W hile signi cant deviations from the DDD inter—
action are found for the equilateral triangular con gurations, the deviations from DDD for linear Hy)3
are In portant only for separations an all com pared to the equilbrium separation ofH, {H,.

In this paper we consider a linear array of rare gas atom s or of H,, henceforth denoted A, each
separated from its nearest neighbor by a lattice constant a. In Section 2 we evaluate the net DDD
contrbution arising from interactions am ong all sets of triplets AAA . The resulting three{body energy
per atom , which we ca]lEABA)A , tums out to be negative and of order 1% of the total pair interaction

energy. W e next evaluate an energy perpaerABA)c , due to a summ ation ofthe DD D interactionsbetween
two A particles and allC atom s. This energy is ound to be positive and of large m agnitude, equal
approxin ately to half of the interaction between the atom s in free space. W hen A(A)C is added to
the free space Interaction, there results an e ective pair potential which has a well depth signi cantly
an aller than the free space well depth. This reduced attraction im plies that collective phenom ena'_l:,
such as condensation, ought to occur at much lower tem peratures than would be predicted if only the
free{space Interactions were taken into account, and substrate m ediation were ignored. Q ualitatively
sin ilar behavior is derived as a consequense of the DDD interaction for He, Ne, H,, Ar, Kr and Xe
atom s/m olecules adsorbed into the grooves of a nanotube bundle. In Section 3 we discuss the ab initio
calculation carried out on (H, )3 in lnear and triangular arrays.

W hile thispaperevaliateselectronic substratem ediation ofadsorbate interactions, a substrate phonon
m ediation m echanism also exists. Such phonon mediation e ects on adatom interactions on planar
surfaces are reviewed by G ottlieb and Bruch I_l-fi] W hile no such evaluation has been perform ed for
atom s or m olecules in nanotubes, the analogous e ect of nanotube phonons on the electron {electron
Interaction has recently been assessed by W oods and M ahan {_l-g']

2 A dsorbates in IC and G roove P hases

W ebegin by considering particlesA con ned to the axisofan IC phase and separated by a lattice constant
a. There are two relevant three{body energieswhich we consider. The rstisthenetDDD energy arising
from interactionsam ong all sets oftriplets on the line. T he second isthe totalDDD interaction involring
an adatom pair and allpossbl C atom s. The potential energy  corresponding to a linear array of N
particles speci ed by their position vectors ;5 is given by

(2) 3) (3)
(Eieimy )= Upa @iry)+ Upan ®imyin)+ Upac ®@iryir); @)

i< j i< <k ik j< k

where U @ and U ® are pair and DDD triplet potential fiinctions and Hurbody (@nd higher order)
Interactions are ignored. For purposes of estin ating the total pair energy we w ill tem porarily assum e

1 In thispaperw e do not consider the im plications of substrate{m ediated adsorbate mteractlons for condensation involving
interactions am ong di erent IC or groove phases in a nanotube bundle (see eg. Ref. I&])



that the pair potenu'alUA(zA) (ri; 1) is isotropic and of Lennard{Jones 12{6 form w ith distance param eter
and energy param eter . T he total pair Interaction energy per particle A can be w ritten as

(2)
\V2 12 6
B = sE-4 - @2 - ® @

Inthe Iimit N ! 1 ,where isthe Riamann zeta finction. The right{hand side of Eq. 2_2) has a

mihmmum ata= = 1:122.Evaliating Eq. {2) at that m inin um we obtain:
@)
@ _ Vaa _ - 05006 .

E,, = N~ 1035 = O.5O9a—6, (3)
where Cg = 4 °. Next we assess the contrbution of the DDD J'ntelcactjonsUA(3A)A toVA(i). A sinple
result for U ABA) a holds for isotropic oscillators, at large separations:

Ul 3cos( i) cos( j)oos(k)+ 1 @
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where aaa is the triple djpole dispersion energy coe clent, rij;riy ;rjx are the interatom ic distances
In a given tripkt, while ;; ; and y are the intemal angles of the triangle form ed by the atom s i; J
and k. The sign of the triple dipole energy depends on the geom etry of the trianglk form ed by the
three atom s. Indeed, the DDD temm is positive for acute triangles, while for m ost obtuse triangles it
is negative. In particular, U A(3A) A Is negative for the Iinear con guration of adsorbate particles, since
cos( i) cos( 5)cos( k)’ 1 in that case. Then, the net DDD potential becom es:
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Summ ing over allpossible triplts we obtain the net DDD energy per atom :
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The coe cient aaa can be estim ated from a D rude m odel of isotropic oscillators from the coe cient
Cg : aan = %Cg a,where , isthe static polarizability of the adatom . Then the ratio ofthe DDD
energy to the pair interaction energy is:

(3)
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This ratio is very small (08% ;0:3% and 0:5% forH,, He and Ne, respectively, using values of and a
taken from [11]).
W e next evaluate and assess the net DDD interaction Involring the adatom pair and allpossible C
atom s. The e ective pair potential has the fomm :
2 2 3
Ve( ) (©i71y) = UA(A) (Ey71) + VA(A)C (571) ¢ )
Fora lnear con guration of adsorbate particles: UA(ZA) (£;1) = UA(ZA) (71 z3) and Ve(Z) (£;1) =

= Ve(Z) (71 z3),where z axis is along the axisofthe I . The DDD energy VA(?C is given by:

X
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Here r, istheposition ofthe k™ carbon atom alongthe nanotube surface and UA A c I1sitsDDD interaction
w ith the adatom s at r; and r. In the approxin ation of isotropic oscillators, the expression for the DD D
energy is analogous to Eq.@), except that the strength coe cient is:

32 LECE + 2F
aac = & CcEc a Ec A): 1)
4Ex + Ec)?

Here the energiesE, and E- are characteristic energies of the adatom and C atom , respectively, and ¢
is the static polarizability ofa C atom [_1-3,:_1-_8]

For sim plicity, we perform the summ ation of gassurface DDD interactions z}-g) by am earing out the
carbon atom s in the substrate. T his continuous approxim ation introduces an error, but the qualitative
trends are expected to be accurate in general. Under this assum ption, the net DDD contrbution from
three nanotubes of radius R takes the form :

12# M x;y)
(3) AAC 7
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where # = 038 A 2 is the surface density of C atom s and z is the distance between adatom s. Here,
= z=R and y = d=R, where d is the distance from the axis of the cylinder to the axis of the IC . The

ntegralM (x;y) is a din ensionless integral over a cylindrical surface. Results orv," . asa function of
adatom lateral separation, in the case of quasild phases ofHe, Ne and H, adsorbates, were calculated
from ¢12l for nanotubes of radis 6:9 A andd= 9815A.

T he pair potentials em ployed here are those of Silvera and G oldm an [19] H,);Aziz, Nain et al ﬁZO]
He) and of A ziz, M eath et al. !21- ] Ne). The values of DDD strength coe cient (:].1-) were calculated
from Ref.ll3, 18]. Results of our caloulations are given in Fig. 1, Fig. 2 and Fig. 3 and in Tabk 1. Tn

Table 1, andz arethewelldepth and the Iocation of the potentialm ininum ©rv_“; ; and zo, are
the corresponding quantities for the free space potential;  is the percent decrease in the well depth due
to VA(z)c and is the sign—reversalpoint of vV, @

In allthree caseswe observe a large repu]s:we DDD e ect: the reduction in the welldepth of the pair
Interaction is 54% , 28% and 25% forH,,He and Ne, respectively (Tabl 1). An Interesting feature ofthe
e ectivepotentialisthe presence ofa criticalvaluie ofadatom separation forH, and H e adsorbates, beyond

. @) . . . .
which V™' becom es repulsive for a certain range of separation valies. These pointsare ' 63 A and

74 A frH, and He, respectively (Tablke 1), w ith corresponding ranges of repulsive V,* : 4 z= (63 1511
A)and 4 z= (74 11:{7 A).On the other hand, an investigation of the asym ptotic behavior ofM (x;vy)
reveals that the DDD energy becom es negative for very large Interparticle separations (z> 9R ). We

note that a reversal in sign ﬁ)rVe(Z) isnot found orNe. To elucidate this fact we investigate the relative
strength ofDDD interaction at zgp, . T he expression C_lZ_;) can be used to yield:
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where o’ Cg=2z° isthe free space welldepth and k is ndependent ofthe adsorbate species. T he integral
M Xon ;y) hasonly a weak dependence on zg, In the region of nterest (3 35 A).Then the relatively
s allDDD e ect orNe isexplained by the bracketed tem involing aac ,Cs and zon in (L3). Esvalie
is nearly twice as large ©rH, as forNe (34:1 A% wvs. 17.7A°%).

T he present results in ply that the substrate m ediation e ect is approxin ately three tim es as large
for the IC geom etry than for adsorbed m onolayer Imn s :_ﬂ_i] Two factors are responsble. O ne is that the
equilbriim distance to the substrate 29 A) is 5% smnaller than on a planar surface, yielding a larger
substrate contribution. The m ore in portant factor is that three ad-poent surfaces contrbute in this IC
geom etry.

One signi cant consequence of the reduced attraction betw een the partickesw ithin an IC isa qualia-
tive change in the predicted equation of state for this 1d system . It hasbeen shown l_2§'] that the ground
state of a 1d bose system Is a liquid ifand only ifa bound dim er exists. For He, the dim er is bound by
jist a fow m illK elvin, if the free space potential is used P4, 25, 26]. There is no doubt therefore that
this binding disappears when the weakened attraction is substituted. For H,, the din er binding energy



com puted w ith the Silvera-G oldm an potential is large (0.384 m €V ) and the ground state of the system is
a liquid w ith cohesive energy / 04 m &V perm olcule l27 W hen the new potential appropriate to the
IC isused, we nd no bound states. (ForD,, the din er is very weakly bound, by 0.0513m eV ). Ifour
calculations are correct, they inply that the ground states of interstitial *He and para-H, are quantum
gases. Such a systam is of considerable fiindam ental interest.

In the nanotube bundle geom etry, adsorption can also occur on the outer surface of a bundle. The
m ost favorable site energetically is the groove formm ed at the intersection of two extemal tubes, which
has been studied by several groups both experim entally and theoretically. In contrast to the IC case,
larger particles ( such asAr, Krand Xe ) can t nicely into the grooves ::['{]. W e have com puted the
threebody e ect of the substrate, using the DDD expression as in the IC’s. The resulting e ect on the
pairpotential forH,,He,Ne, Ar, Krand X e is reported in Tabl 2. The substrate e ect of reducing the
welldepth is an aller than in the IC case. T he reasonsare twofold. O ne is sin ply that only two nanotubes
contribute here, instead of three In the IC case. T he second reason is that the distance to the tubes is
som ew hat lJarger than In the IC case; iIn these grooves, the distance is very close to the param eter in
the gas—carbon pair interaction. (t would be exactly ifthe tube radiuswerein nie). Thesedi erences
parallel those used above to distinguish the IC case from the graphite case. For this reason, the groove
resuls are interm ediate between those from the latter two geom etries.

3 Threebody interactions for the H , trim er In free space

W e have calculated the nonadditive, threebody interactions for the linear and equilateral triangle ar—
rangem ents of three hydrogen m olecules from  rst principles. The H, bond length iskept xed at 0.7668
A , consistent w ith the rigid rotor approxin ation. W ith them olecular centers-ofm ass form ing the vertices
of a triangle, the intram olecular orientation of each m olecule is described relative to three axes centered
at each vertex. W e have explored the e ects of m olecular ordentation on the threebody interactions by
orienting each m olecule in one ofthree ways. E ach m olecule is ordented w ith ism olecular axis perpendic—
ular to the plane of the triangle, bisecting a comer of the triangle, or perpendicular to the line bisecting
a comer. In total, there are 27 possible com binations of trim er \orientations". D ue to symm etry, it is
necessary to calculate only 10 non-degenerate orientations for each geom etry. T he closest center-ofm ass
to center-ofm ass distance was stepped by 02 angstrom from 2.0 to 6.0 angstrom for the linear geom etry
and from 3.0 to 6.0 angstrom for the equilateral triangle arrangem ent.

C onvergence tests w ere perform ed to determ ne the level of theory and basis set required for accurate
calculations of threebody hydrogen interactions. W e found that the coupled-clusters (CCSD (T) I28])
Jevel of theory w ith D unning’s augm ented, correlation consistent, triple zeta basis set, aug-ccpV T Z l29]
was su clint to converge the threebody energies to w thin 0.1 K . T he generalized counterpoise m ethod
ofValiron and M ayer{_B-(_i] was used to correct for basis set superposition error B SSE).

In orderto com parew ith the three-body contributions calculated using the triple-dipole approxin ation
for isotropic oscillators Eg.d), we have calculated isotropic potentials for both the lnear and equilateral
geom etries. T he isotropic potential is obtained by weighted averaging of the potentials representing
each of the ten com binations of ordentations. The weight placed on each potential is proportional to
the degeneracy of the speci c ordentation. In e ect, this corresponds to uniform ly averaging over all 27
possible orientation. T his is illustrated for the equilateral geom etry in F ig. 4.

At close range, HartreeFock level contributions such as electron exchange and repulsion e ects can
be large 131, 33, 33]. Only at larger intem olecular separations do dispersion forces dom inate. W ith
this In m ind, we calculated the H artreeFock nonadditive threebody potential energy surface using the
sam e basis set and BSSE correction. A \digpersion only" three-body potential surface w as approxin ated
by subtracting the HartreeFock PES from the orighal CCSD (T) surface. Fig. 5 shows the resulting
dispersion potentials for the equilateral ( lled symbols) and linear (em pty symbols) geom etries. This
approach is not a true calculation of the dispersion potential. But, the quickly decaying HF potentials
suggest that the rem aining interactions are m ainly dispersion. F itting the long range energies (fearest

38 A Prthe linear and Iyearest 4.8 A for the equilateral) using the kading triple-dipole dispersion
function given by Eq. (4) resulted in a root-m ean-square error of 0.013. By including the next leading
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one further reduces the error to 0.006. W e did not nd signi cant in provem ents to the t by hcliding
the rem aining triple dispersion tem s. T he dispersion m odel tted to both the linear and equilateral
geom etries are plotted In Fig. 5 as dashed and solid curves, respectively. T he resultting dispersion energy
constants are Z @DD ) = 49607 K A° and 2 @D Q) = 5763 K A''. M dD owell and M eath report an
\exact" valie orZ O DD ) 0f49833K A °?, calculated from dipole oscillator strength distridbution data E;Z_i]
M cD ow e]lf_l-j] observed that fora severalspeci cordentationsofH, trin ers (allthreem olecules ordented in
the sam e plane), nonaddiive induction contributions can be as large as those from DDD . T his, however,
isnot apparent in the isotropic potentials, w here the induction e ectshavebeen com pletely \w ashed-out"
by the uniform angle-averaging process BZ], as is the case w ith permm anent m ultipole interactions.

TheH artreeFock potentials in F ig. 5 indicate that non-dispersion interactions, such asexchange/repul-
sion e ects, are substantialat short range. W e w ill present a thorough analysis ofthe di erent origins of
hydrogen threebody interactions in a forthcom ing article Elj‘] Tt is clear from the present study that the
DDD approxim ation, alone, is not su cient at describing the total (CCSD (T )) threebody interactions
at short distances. W hether this hold true for system s containing the other constituents rem ains unclear
and would require separate ab initio calculations.

4 D iscussion

In thispaperw e have found that three-body interactionsplay an in portant role in altering the interactions

between adatom s within IC’s between carbon nanotubes. The reduction in the well depth of the pair
Interaction is 54% , 28% and 25% forH,,Heand N e, regoectively. T hem agnitude ofthese shifts is roughly

sin ilar to the result of a crude estim ate, ie. a factor of three increase over the e ect of a singlk planar
graphite surface. The DDD tem even becom es larger in m agniude than the two-body potential for
Interparticle separations above 74 A and 63 A forHe and H,, respectively. Such a largeDDD e ect
Inpliesa signi cant change in the condensation properties ofH, and H e in carbon nanotube bundles. For
H ), the reduction n welldepth issu clent as to destroy the bound state. T he perin eter of a nanotube

bundl is accessible for adsorbate particles of bigger size. In our approach, the cbserved reduction in the

well depth of the pair Interaction due to DDD e ect is still signi cant: 35% , 24% , 15% , 19% , 22% and
28% forH,,He,Ne,Ar, Krand Xe, respectively.

T he in portant consequence from theDDD e ect forquasi-ld IC phase ofH; m olecules and He atom s
is that there is no dim er bound state. T he lack of the latter in plies that there is no bound state for the
N particle system . T hen, the ground state of H, m olecules Interacting w ith the screened pair potential
isa gas, not a liquid. This result raises an interesting question: what is the low tem perature behavior of
such a m argihally unbound system ?

Finally, ab initio calculations of threebody interactions for lnear and equilateral triangle arrange-
m entsofthree H, m oleculesprovide In plications forthe behavior ofthree-dim ensionalphasesofhydrogen.
M oreover, they Jjustify a future ab initio study of the exchange interaction of two H, m olecules and a
caroon atom within a nanotube.
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Tablke 1l:DDD e ectforH,,Heand Ne adsorbatescon ned w ithin IC ‘s ofa nanotube bundl. A 1l lengths
and g areinmev.

are in A units;

Tables

Q uantity H, He Ne
(0) 135(2.96) 0.67(0.93) 2.72 (3.64)
%) 54 28 25

Zn (Zom ) 3553 41) 3.00@2.97) 3.123.09)

6.3 74 -




Tablke 2: DDD e ect orH,,He, Ne, Ar, Kr and Xe adsorbates con ned into the groove of a nanotube
bundk. A1l lengthsare in A unis; and o are in m eV .The free space potential param eters forAr, Kr
and X e were taken from Ref. Pal.

Q uantity Hs, He Ne Ar Kr Xe
2.97 2.74 3.00 340 342 340

(0) 1.93(2.96) 0.71(0.93) 3.08 (3.64) 101(12.3) 135@172) 175242)
&) 35 24 15 19 22 28

Zn (Zom ) 3.49(341) 3.00(2.97) 3.11(3.09) 3.79(3.76) 4.05(4.01) 4 .42 (4 .36)




Figure C aptions

Figl. Freespace potential UAZA (circle/full curve), the DDD potential VAB) (trdangle/full curve)

AC
and the e ective pair potentjalve(Z) (solid curve) for H, m olecules adsorbed w ithin the IC ’s of nanotube

bundls are shown. T he inset show s the behavior ofVe(Z) close to the sign—reversalpoint.
Fig2.SameasFigl forHe.

Fig3. Same asFigl forNe. The Inset show s that there isno reversal in sign ﬁ)rVe(Z) in this case.

F ig4 A ngleaveraging the 27 orientations of the equilateral triangle arrangem ent of H,); to obtain
an isotropic potential, show in thebold curvewith Iled circles. T he thin curves represent each ofthe 10
distinct ordentations at each separation.

Fig5 HartreeFock plus tripledispersion t of equilateral and linear isotropic potentials. Calcu-
lated data are represented In symbols ( lled = equilateral, em pty = linear). Solid curves denote tsto
equilateral geom etry; dashed curves are ts to linear geom etry.
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