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A bstract

W e evaluate the cohesive energies E, of four system s in which par-
ticlesm ove on a cylindrical surface, at xed distance R from the axis.
W e nd quite nonuniversaldependences ofEy on R .For the Coulomb
binding problem , Ep, is a m onotonically decreasing function ofR . For
three problem s involving Lennard-dones interactions, the behavior is
nonm onotonic; Ey, is larger at R = 1 than at R=0; the m axinum
binding corresponds to R 0:7 (the hard core param eter). C onse—
quences of the enhanced binding are discussed.

T he discovery of carbon nanotubes has stin ulated a rapid evolution of
deas, experin ents and understanding conceming states of m atter con ned
to the proxin ity of a cylindrical surfacefl,, 2, 3]. Exam ples of such system s
Include electrons present w thin a nanotube and atom s orm olcules m oving
Just outside orw ithin such tubes. T hispaper reports unexpected behaviorwe
have found in studies of four such system s: a += pair of charges bound by
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the Coulomb interaction, a pair of atom s Interacting w ith a Lennard-dones
(LJ) iInteraction, an ensambl of ‘He atom s, which condenses, and a low

density uid consisting of classical atom s. W e assum e that allparticlesm ove
on a cylindrical surface, of radius R and In nite length. T he assum ption of
surface con nem ent sim pli es the calculations w ithout sacri cing the basic

physics.

For each of these four system s, considerable attention has been directed
previously to the investigation oftwo extrem e lin is of the present problem .
The Imit R = 1 , here called " atland", is that of particles m oving on
a plane, ie., a twodin ensional (2d) problem . This has been extensively
pursued in connection wih both the 2d electron gas and m onolayer In s
B,9,4]. The opposite lin i, R approaching zero, is here called "lneland", a
1d Iin it. M atter in lineland hasbeen explored form any years as an abstract
problem []] and has recently recefved particular attention In connection w ith
the possible realization of 1d phases w ithin interstitial channels or extemal
surface grooves on nanotube bundles B,'4, 9,10, 11,12, 43, 14,15, 16]. A
logical question addressed in this paper is w hether the properties of m atter
In "cylinderland" evolves an oothly (or even m onotonically) between these
Iim its as the value of R isvaried. W e nd that the answer is \yes" in Jjust
one of the four cases and that intriguing behavior arises in all four cases.

The rstproblem we address is the ground state binding energy Ey, R ) of
the Coulomb Interaction problem . Consider a charge + e xed in position
(@t z=z =0 on the cylindrical surface) and a negative charge e, massm,
which is free tom ove on the cylinder in the presence ofan interaction &*=r,
w here r is the charges’ se&aratjon; the electron’s position is at cylindrical co—
ordinates (z, )andr= z?+ PR sin( =2)F. The Schrodinger equation for
the hydrogen atom isexactly solvable in 2d, resulting in a ground state wave
function exp ( 2r=ay), w ith binding energy E, (1 ) = 4 Rydbergs and m ean
separation ap=2 between the interacting charges. Here, ay is the Bohr radiuis.
In the opposite lin it of lineland, we encounter a welkknow n logarithm ic di-
vergence of B, as R approadches zero; the particle "falls to the center of the
attractive force" In 1d. W e expected the behavior of the cylindrical problem
to shift between these lim ts when R beocom es of order a5 . Figure 1 depicts
the result of a threeparam eter variational solution ofthe problam ; details of
the trialwave function w illbe provided in a future publication (asw illthose
of the other calculations described here). One observes In Fig. 1 that Ey
Increases m onotonically as the reduced curvature C = ap=R is Increased; the




known 1d and 2d lim its are accurately reproduced by this calculation. Ey, is
not signi cantly a ected by the nonzero curvature forC < 1; tsvalie isonly

1% higherat C = 1 than at C = 0. Thisweak dependence becom es com —
prehensible when it is com pared w ith the result from a perturoation theory,
described elssw here, w here the curvature C istheperturbation. T he resulting
(lowest order) dependence on C isofthe form E,C) Ey () 1=128)C?.
A s seen In the inset to Fig. 1, this function is consistent w ith the variational
resul, up to C = 1, explaining the initially weak dependence on C .

T he second problm we consider is the ground state cohesive energy (oer
atom ) of a uid consisting of “He atom s whose nucki are con ned to the
cylindrical surface. T he analogousproblem hasbeen extensively investigated
in 2d 7], for which it is relevant to super udd Ins, and 1d, where it has
been studied for potential application to an interacting interstitial uidf,
9, 10, 11]. The cylinderland problkm of ‘He has received som e attention
in connection w ith endohedral adsorption w ithin nanotubesfl§]. In 3d, the
cohesive energy of “‘He isEp, = 72K .h 2d, £ is 085K and in 1d £t is 3
mK .W hat R dependence is expected forEy, on a cylinder?

W e have studied this problem variationally, using a Jastrow trial wave
function, ie. a symm etrized product of two-particke functions that prevent
hard-core overlap of the atom s. The Interatom ic potential assum ed in the
caloulation is the m odem "A ziz" potential 19]. The resuls of this liquid
state calculation appear in Figure 2. The dependence of Ey, on curvature is
not m onotonic. Indeed, the binding energy isa factor 3:7 highernearR=1:8
A than in atland. The nonm onotonic dependence on C and lowest value
atC = 1 stand In stark contrast to the m onotonically increasing variation
with C found for the Coulomb problem .

T he origin ofthem aximum bindihg energy nearR=2 A isthem ininum
In the HeHe Interaction near , ;n = 29 A .The He uid has a strong
binding if the geom etry encourages the particles to have such a spacing.
This is the case for the cylindrical geom etry, as ndicated by the follow ing
argum ent. W e Introduce a function called the speci ¢ area function a (r),
de ned as the area on the cylinder’s surface at distance r from a speci ed
point on the surface, per unit distance from thispoint. Letting this point be
theorigh,wehavea () = dr® (¥ rj).Inthe atlandlimit,a@®)= 2 r,
whilke in the Iineland limit R! 0),a= 2 R.In the cylindrical cass, a(r) is
proportional to an elljptic integral, which exhibits a logarithm ic divergence
at r= 2R .The origin of this divergence is that a particle on one side of the
cylinder has a divergent soeci ¢ area at distance 2R ; the sphere ofthis radius



is tangent to the cylinder. A s a consequence, the system ’s energy is low ered
when this distance is such that the Interaction is strongly attractive. The
optin al binding does not occur precisely when them nimum in the Helle
potential coincides w ith the diam eter of the cylinder, but Instead at  20%
higher value of R. The di erence arises from the zeropoint energy of the
system , w hich expands the nearest neighbor distance beyond 1, i, - The sam e
behavior occurs in 2d and 3d *H e; the \nearest-neighbor" peak in the radial
distrbution function occurs at distance about 20% greater than 1, 3, R01.

W hat consequences accom pany the enhanced binding at this value of
R? Typically (out not always), strongly cohesive system s exhibit a relatively
large speed of sound. H ere, the sound propagation speed s isderived from the
relation approprate to Jongitudinaldensity uctuations propagating parallel
,FEN)

d 2
massand isthe 1d density; the derivative is evaluated at the ground state
density. A ccording to our calculations, s = 230 m /s at the equilbbrium
density = 03 A ! frtheoptimally binding radius,R = 1:8 A .Thisvalie
m ay be com pared to the values s = 240;90 and 8:0(3:0) m /s in 3d, 2d and
1d, respectively. W e observe that the speed in cylinderland is signi cantly
enhanced relative to both the 1d and 2d values.

Sihce the cylindrical uid is a 1d system , from the perspective of sta-—
tistical m echanics, it undergoes no phase transitions at nite T . There is,
however, a T= 0 transition as the system evolves from a liquid-vapor coex—
isting ground state to a disordered uid at nonzero T, with a singular heat
capacity (roportionalto (T)).The Integrated speci c heat is a m onotonic
function ofthebinding energy. T hism ight be cbservable, due to inhom ogene—
iy In the system , asa an eared outm axinum In the low T soeci cheat. The

uid’s com pressbility diverges asexp E,=(kz T)] at Iow T, which should be
observable in an adsorption isothemm . H owever, we have thus far no de nie
calculations to com pare w ith experin ents.

T he third problm we address is the curvature-dependent binding energy
EpxR) of an atom ic din er on a cylinder of radiis R . This is the twobody
version ofthe liquid helum problem Just discussed, except that here we treat
the general case of atom s Interacting w ith an arbitrary Lennard-Jones (LJ)

Interaction. By scaling distances relative to the hard—core diam eter and

. z R r Eyp
the energy relative to the well depth z= —;R= —;r= —;E,= — ,

to the axis of the cylinder: M s° = . Here, M is the atom ic

the Schrodinger equation becom es:
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N ote that the ground state solution to this equation is determ ined by the

boundagy conditionsand the value ofthe dim ensionless de B cer quantum param eter
h

Mo 27
sence of any bound state. Here, we focus on a speci ¢ question: what is
the threshold value ( = ) ssparating those problem s for which the dim er
exists ( < ) from those for which it does not exist? The corresponding
threshold value of . is known for the lim iting cases of 1d (. = 0:1788) f9]
and 2d (. = 0269)R21]. W e have answered this question for cylinderland
by com puting the ground state energy variationally, identifying . from the
point when the attractive potential energy becom es too weak for the din er
to be bound. Because the calculation is varational, the com puted thresh-
od . isa lower lin it to the exact value. Our . resuls agree well w ith
the known 1d and 2d lim its cited above. For the general cylindrical cass,
the threshold value is shown In Fig. 3. Qualitatively, it exhlbits the same
phenom enon as was seen in the “He liquid binding problem . That is, the
binding is particularly Jarge when the diam eter of the cylinder is such that
the interatom ic Interaction across the cylinder is strongly attractive. T here
is a amalldi erence between the \optin al" radius, R o, values for the two
problam s: Ro«= has the value 07 for the din er problem and 0:77 for the
“H e binding problem .

Having in m Ind the interesting behavior of the threshold . in the cylin-
derland, we next address the problem of the binding energy E,) of ‘He and
SHedin erson a cylinder. Em ploying the sam e variationalapproach as or «,
we com pute the ground state energy for these systam s as a function of =R
(Fig. 4). Not surprisingly, we nd signi cantly enhanced binding energy for
the *He and °He din ers at a particular range of values of R ( 065 ). The
enhanced binding in the cylindrical geom etry isparticularly dram atic for the
SHe din er, yielding an increase in E,, of 7 orders in m agnitude com pared to
the 2d 1im it forEy,.

H aving established that the *He dim er is so strongly bound for radiis R

0:65 ,wenow discuss the ground state of the system ofm any °H e atom s.
No condensed liquid exists in either 2d or 1d, but perhaps one exists in
cylinderland. T he existence ofthe stable dim er does not ensure the existence
ofa stabkeN-mer orany N > 2 (@swas shown explicitly in the 2d case@-g]) .

A very large value of Inpliesa large zero-point energy and ab—



O ne soenardo is that the ground state of the system is a gas of such dim ers
(@analogous to H, at room tem perature). A seocond possbility is that the
din ers coalesce to form a liquid, analogous to liquid H, between its triple
point and its crtical point. A third scenario is that the din ers dissolve Into
am any-body liquid ground state, analogous to liquid *He in 3d. N one ofthe
rst two of these possibilities hasbeen considered previously; the question of
w hich phase, am ong the three candidates, is the actual ground state rem ains
open.
F inally, we address a fourth problem concemed w ith m atter in cylinder-
land  the seocond virial coe cient of a classical gas. By analogy w ith well
know n problem s In other din ensions, we w rite a Jow density (high T ) expan-—

Qf
sion ofthe 1d pressureP = 2 @— ,where f isthe free energy per particle,
asP=(kT) 1+ B(I)+--- w ih
R sy,
12
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Here, = 1=(ksT) and the integration is over the cylinder’'s surface. W e
assum e theusualLJ form of interaction. T he resuls(to be reported in detail
elsew here) exhibit sim ilar qualitative behavior to that found for the preced—
Ing two prcblam s, both of which involre an interaction with a well. As in
the fam iliar 2d and 3d contexts, B is positive at high T due to the repulsive
interactions and B < 0 at low T, where attractive e ects dom lnate. The
Boylk tem perature Ty is that for which B vanishes, m eaning that W ithin
this expansion) P for the nteracting system is the sam e as that of a nonin—
teracting gas at the same and T.The results In Fig. 5 Indicate that the
Boyk tem perature is the highest for a cylnder of radius R = 0:7 . In the
van der W aals theory of condensation, the critical tem perature is 8T /27.
In that mean eld theory, therefore, the critical tem perature is highest fora
cylinder of this \optin al" radius. W hile this transition does not occur In the
exact theory, one expects the viral expansion to apply at low density and
here the data of Fig. 5 Inply an onset of the e ects of attraction at higher
T forthe cylinder than for either 1d or 2d lim iting cases. C alculations using
classical sin ulations for such gases should exhibit such an enhanced attrac—
tion e ect and extend the prediction to higher densities. W e anticipate that
crystallization of the classical gas w ill occur, w ith an oscillatory dependence
oftheenergy on R (due to the size-dependent com m ensuration energy). Such



calculations are In progress In our group.

In summ ary, we have explored both classical and quantum particles con-—

ned to a cylindrical surface. In the case of a Coulomb interaction, which

lacks a preferred distance, the energetics of binding exhiits a m onotonic
trend as a function of curvature; there is an insensitivity of the cohesion to
the value of the curvature, as Iong as it is an all. In three problam s involving
Interactionsw ith a favored distance, quite distinct behaviorwas found. T here
is a particular range of values of R such that the binding is enhanced and
this is explicabl in tem s of a phase space argum ent relevant to interactions
which have wellde ned potential energy m Inin a. W e believe that this dis-
tinction is generic and should be applicable to other geom etries. Forexam ple,
m atter con ned to a spherical surface (an all particles or pores) should have
enhanced cohesion when the diam eter is . O ther related problem s m erit
investigation. O ne is the possbility of condensation of *He to a liquid. The
factorof 3 enhancem ent of the liquid binding energy shown for cylindrical
‘He (relative to binding in  atland) suggests that there is a range of radius
over which the lighter isotopic liquid should also bind. A suggestive argu-—
m ent in support of that possibility is the fact that the °H e din er exists over
an extended range ofradii: R > =2 13A ,accordingtoFig.3 ( = 024
for*He). Forbose systam s in 1d and 2d, the din er threshold coincides w ith
the binding threshold for the m any-body bound state liquid. W hile we do
not know the corresponding criterion for selfbinding in cylinderland; i is
possble that the cylindrical Iiquid *He also exists. i1 This would be a re-
m arkabl system to investigate since it exem pli es a novel Luttinger liquid.
A prin ary application of these results is to carbon nanotubes, whose radiis
can beasanallas3 A .Indeed, the socalled cylindrical shell phase ofHe
and H, corresoonds to adsorption at radialdistance r 3 A hnward from
the carbon atom s [18]. Thus, the pronounced e ects found here for these
gases at R 2 A (Fis. 2,4 ) correspond to cylindrical phases w ithin
nanotubes of radius 5 A . Experin ental and other theoretical study of
this size tube is worth pursuing.
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Figure captions

Fig. 1 : Ground state energy of a (+ ) Coulomb pair of charges,
constrained on a cylinder as a function of a curvature param eter ag=R . The
s0lid line is the varational result. The inset com pares the variational and
perturbation theory P T) results. The energy is in H artree units.

Fig. 2 : Ground state cohesive energy (per atom ) of a “He uid on a
cylinder.

Fig. 3 : Threshold value of the de Boer param eter for existence of a
din er.

Fig. 4 : G round state energy of *H e(circles) and *H e (stars) din ers on a
cylinder.

Fig. 5 : Reduced Boyk temperature T = kg T/
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