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A bstract

Thein
uenceofcontactson lineartransportthrough a m olecularwireattached to

m esoscopic tubule leadsisstudied.Itisshown thatlow dim ensionalleads,such as

carbon nanotubes,in contrast to bulky electrodes,strongly a�ect transportprop-

erties.By focusing on the speci�city ofthe lead-wire contact,we show,in a fully

analyticaltreatm ent,that the geom etry ofthis hybrid system supports a m echa-

nism ofchannelselection and a sum rule,which is a distinctive hallm ark ofthe

m esoscopic natureofthe electrodes.
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1 Introduction

Futureelectronicm iniaturization m ay entera regim ewheredevicesaredom -

inated by quantum m echanicallawsand eventually reach thesingle-m olecule

scale[1].Although m olecularm aterialsforelectronicshavealready been real-

ized [2],theirim plem entation in realapplications[3{5]stillhasto copewith

challenges in utilization,synthesis,and assem bly [6].Concerning theoretical

ideasand m ethodstheproblem isalso two-sided:On theonehand m any the-

oreticalideasarealready footed on pastpioneeringwork,such astheproposal
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ofm olecularrecti�cation in 1974 [7]which wasexperim entally realized only

20 years later[8].On the otherhand m ostofthe conventionalm ethodsfre-

quently em ployed for characterizing transport properties in m icroelectronic

devices,such as the Boltzm ann equation,can no longer be applied at the

m olecular scale.Here conductance properties have to be calculated by em -

ploying fullquantum m echanicalapproachesand by including the electronic

structureofthem oleculesinvolved.

Electron transportontheatom icand m olecularscalebecam eatopicofintense

investigation sincetheinvention ofthescanningtunnelingm icroscope(STM ).

M orerecently,studiesoftransm ission propertiesofsinglem olecularjunctions

contacted to m etallic leads [9,10]have intensi�ed the interest in the basic

m echanism sofconduction acrossm olecularbridges.The archetype ofsuch a

m olecular device can be viewed as a donor and acceptor lead coupled by a

m oleculeactingasabridge.In such system sthetraditionalpictureofelectron

transferbetween donorand acceptorspeciesisre-read in term sofanovelview

in which a m olecule can bearan electric current[11].M olecularbridgeshave

been realized outofsingle organic m olecules[9,12],shortDNA strands[10],

butalso asatom icwires[13{15].Generally,contacte�ectsalterthe\intrinsic

conductanceofthem oleculesinsuch experim entsandcallforclosertheoretical

studies.

In a paralleldevelopm enttheuse ofcarbon nanotube(CNT)conductorshas

been the focus ofintense experim entaland theoreticalactivity as another

prom isingdirection forbuildingblocksofm olecular-scalecircuits[16,17].Car-

bon nanotubes exhibit a wealth ofproperties depending on their diam eter,

orientation ofgraphene rollup,and on theirtopology,nam ely whetherthey

consist ofa single cylindricalsurface (single-wall) or m any surfaces (m ulti-

wall)[18].Ifcarbon nanotubesare attached to otherm aterials to build ele-

m entsofm olecularcircuits,the characterization ofcontacts[19,20]becom es

again a fundam entalissue.Thisproblem arisesalso when a carbon nanotube

isattached to anotherm olecularwire,asinglem oleculeora m olecularcluster

with a privileged direction ofthecurrent
ow.

In the usualtheoreticaltreatm entoftransportthrough m olecularwires,the

attached leadsare approxim ated by a continuum offree orquasi-free states,

m im icking thepresenceoflargereservoirsprovided by bulky electrodes.How-

eversuch an assum ption m ay becom einadequatewhen considering leadswith

lateraldim ensionsoftheorderofthebridged m olecule,asforCNTs[19].The

latterhavebeen recently used aswiringelem ents[17],asactivedevices[17,21],

and,attached to scanning tunneling m icroscope (STM ) tips,for enhancing

their resolution [22,23].W ith a sim ilar arrangem ent the �ne structure ofa

twinned DNA m olecule hasbeen observed [24].However,CNT-STM im ages

seem to strongly depend on the tip shape and nature ofcontact with the

im aging substrate [25].Thiscallsfora bettercharacterization ofthe contact
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chem istry ofsuch hybrid structures.

This paper addresses the in
uence ofthe m olecular wire-electrode contacts

on the linear conductance when the spectralstructure and the geom etry of

the electrodes plays an im portant r̂ole.This allows us to quantify to which

extentm esoscopic leadsm ay a�ectthe conductance.Owing to the relevance

ofCNT-based devices,wefocuson bridgesbetween tubularleads.In previous

density-functional-theory based treatm entstheconductance through system s

such asa C60 m olecule in between two CNTshasbeen calculated with high

accuracy [26].These num ericalapproachesshowed a strong sensitivity ofthe

currenton thesystem geom etriesand strength ofthem olecule-CNT couplings.

In thepresentpaperwefocuson such contacte�ects.Asasim plem odelforan

atom ic orm olecularbridge we use a hom ogenouslinearchain which enables

us to derive analyticalexpressions for the conductance in a non-interacting

electron approxim ation.In addition,we im plicitly assum e thatno signi�cant

chargeistransferred between theleadsandthem olecularbridgeatequilibrium

sincethiscould lead to an electrostaticpotential-induced inhom ogeneity [27].

The latterm ay hold foran all-carbon [26]structure and m akesitpossible to

investigatethepropertiesofourm odelin thewholeparam eterspace.Thesys-

tem exhibitsdistincttransportfeaturesdependingonthenum berandstrength

ofcontactsbetween the m olecularbridge and the interface aswellason the

sym m etry ofthechannelwavefunctionstransversetothetransportdirection.

Our�ndings,which arecom m on forleadswith tubetopology,arethen stud-

ied in detailforCNT leads(Fig.1.)by analytically treatingthesingle-particle

Green function.In particular,we dem onstrate on the one hand thatcon�g-

urations with only one m olecule-lead contact activated give rise to com plex

conductancespectraexhibitingquantum featuresofboth them oleculeand the

electrodes;on theotherhand m ultiplecontactsprovideam echanism fortrans-

portchannelselection leading to a regularization oftheconductance,entirely

provided by topologicalargum ents.Channelselection particularly highlights

the r̂ole ofm olecular resonant states by suppressing details assigned to the

electrodes.

2 System and M ethod

In a tight-binding description,the ham iltonian ofthe entire system ,H =

H tubes+ H wire+ H coupling,reads

H =
X

�= L;R ;wire

X

n� ;n
0
�

t�n� ;n0� c
�y

n�
c
�

n0�
(1)

3



�

-

R

x

y

εwire,γwire

εL,γL εR,γR

Mc atomic contacts

1, . . . N
︸ ︷︷ ︸

nanotube molecular nanotube
electrode wire electrode

Fig.1. Schem atic representation ofthe m olecular wire-carbon nanotube hybrid

with single (bottom ) and m ultiple (top) contacts.on-site energies "�= L;R ;wire are

chosen to bezero.

�
X

m L � M c
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�

cLym L
c
wire

1 + h:c:
�

�
X

m R � M c

�m R

�

cR ym R
c
wire

N + h:c:
�

:

Here,the m atrix elem ent t�n� ;n0� = "�n� �n� ;n0� � 
�hn� ;n0� i
contains the on-site

energy ofeach ofthe nwire = 1;:::;N chain-atom s,"wire,the orbitalenergy

relative to that ofthe lead atom s,"L;R,and 
L;R,
wire,and � are nearest

neighbourhopping term sbetween atom softhe leftorrightleads,m olecular

bridge,and the bridge/lead interface,respectively.Note that nL;R is a two-

dim ensionalcoordinate spanning the tube lattice.Sum m ations overm L and

m R run overinterfacialend-atom softhe leads.In general,there are M such

atom ic positions,de�ning the perim eter ofthe tube ends.The num ber of

hybridization contactsbetween a tubeand the bridgerangebetween M c = 1

(singlecontactcase,SC)and M c = M (m ulti-contactcase,M C).Typicalreal

m olecular wires are �-conjugate carbon chains with thyolend groupswhich

in thepresenttreatm entarereplaced by thelinearchain m odel.

Sincethem ajorresultswepresentarenotqualitatively a�ected by theuseof

m ore realistic quantum chem icalm odelswhich take into accountthe precise

structureand propertiesofthem olecularbridgeand oftheattached leads,we

keep thedescription ofourproblem atthelevelofthetight-binding m odel.In

orderto highlight the topologicalproperties oftubular leads,we �rststudy
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thesim plestcasein which periodicboundary conditionsareim posed on sem i-

in�nite square lattice stripes,with the cutsparallelto the lattice bonds.W e

callthiselectrodespeciesquarelatticetubes(SLT).In thecaseofCNT,when

the graphene honeycom b lattice isrolled along the lattice bondssuch that‘

hexagons are transversally wrapped,an arm chairsingle wall(‘;‘)nanotube

is obtained,and M = 2‘.According to Eq.(1) CNT are then described at

the single-band tight-binding levelfor � orbitals.This is equivalent to as-

sum ethatam ong thefourvalencecarbon orbitalsno interaction between the

�(2s and 2px;y)and � orbitalissigni�cantbecause oftheirdi�erentsym m e-

tries.The fourth electron,a pz orbital,determ ines the electronic properties

which can be calculated by m eansofa tight-binding treatm ent,on the sam e

levelaswe treatthe m olecularbridge.There aretwo such electronsperunit

cellin a honeycom b structure,the � and �� band,rendering the electronic

propertiesofthem aterialinteresting,i.e.itcan bea priorieitherm etallic or

sem iconducting [28].

W e study quantum transportin the fram ework ofthe Landauer theory [29]

which relatesthe conductance ofthe system in the linearresponse regim e to

an independent-electron scattering problem [30].The electron wavefunction

is assum ed to extend coherently across the whole device.The two-term inal

conductance g atzero tem perature issim ply proportionalto the totaltrans-

m ittance,T(E F),forinjected electronsattheFerm ienergy E F:

g =
�

2e2=h
�

T(E F): (2)

The factortwo accounts forspin degeneracy.The transm ission function can

be calculated from the knowledge ofthe m olecularenergy levels,the nature

and the geom etry ofthe contacts.One can see thisby expressing the Green

function m atrixofthefullproblem ,G
� 1

= G wire� 1+ � L + � R,in term softhe

barewireGreen function and theself-energy correction duetothepresenceof

theleads.M aking useoftheFisher-Leerelation [31]onecan �nally write

T(E )= 4Tr
n

�
L(E )G (E )� R(E )G y(E )

o

; (3)

where

�
�(E )=

i

2

�

�
�(z)� �

�y(z)
��
�
�
z= E + i0+

: (4)

Forthe system underinvestigation where only the �rstand lastatom ofthe

chain iscoupled to theleads,theform ula forthetransm ission sim pli�esto

T(E )= 4 � L(E )� R(E )jG 1N (E )j
2
; (5)
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wherethespectraldensities� L and � R aretheonlynon-zeroelem ents
�

� L
�

11

and
�

� R
�

N N
,respectively,ofthe m atrices � .The m atrix elem ent � L(R ) is

the spectraldensity ofthe left(right)lead.Itis related to the sem i-in�nite

lead Green function m atrix GL(R ).Itism inusthe im aginary partofthe lead

self-energies(perspin),

�� = ��
� i�� =

X

m � ;m
0
�

�m �
��m 0

�
G
�
m � m

0
�
; (6)

with � = L;R.Owing to the causality ofself-energy,itsrealpart� can be

entirely derived from theknowledge of� via a Hilberttransform .

The rhsofEq.(5)coincideswith form ulasused to describe electron transfer

in m olecularsystem s[32].Theaboverelationship between theLandauerscat-

tering m atrix form alism on theonesideand transferham iltonian approaches

on the otherside hasbeen worked outin the recentpast[11,33]showing de

facto their equivalence.This enables us to m ake use ofthe form ulas from a

Bardeen-typepicturein term sofspectraldensities,which isoften convenient

foran understanding and analysisofresultsobtained.

3 M olecular G reen function

Onehasto calculatefrom theN � N m atrix,Gwire
� 1

= E + i0+ � Hwire,the

Green function m atrix elem ent G 1N needed in Eq.(5).Thism atrix elem ent

refers to the two ends ofthe N -atom -m olecule.Its com putation requires an

N � N m atrix inversion.Since only the m olecular-end on-site energies are

perturbed by the interaction with the leads via the self-energies ��,som e

generalconclusionscan already bedrawn withoutan explicitcom putation of

G 1N ,nam ely onecan write[34]

G 1N =
G wire
1N

(1� �LG wire
11 )(1� �RG wire

N N )� �L�R (G wire
1N )

2
: (7)

Theinteraction with theleadsdresses,via theself-energy ��,thebarem olec-

ularwire Green function elem entG wire
1N .The lattercan be calculated analyt-

ically in the case ofa hom ogeneous wire ("wiren = "wire,
wire
hn� ;n

0
� i
= 
wire).In

fact,upon projecting on the N dim ensionalm olecularwire basis,the deter-

m inant ofthe bare m olecular Green m atrix factorizes into a dim ensionless

function ofonly the num ber ofchain atom s,and ofthe ratio �wire = (E �

"wire)=(2
wire).Thisleadstoaclosed form forthem olecularcontribution tothe

conductance.Nam ely,onecan easily check thatG wire
1N = 
wire

N � 1
det

�

G wire
�

=
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(
wire)
� 1
�0=�N ,and G

wire
11 = G wire

N N = 
wire
� 1
�N � 1=�N ,where the exactform of

� reads:

�N

�

�wire
�

=

�

�wire+

q

(�wire)
2
� 1

�N + 1

�

�

�wire�

q

(�wire)
2
� 1

�N + 1

:

Aftersom ealgebraone�ndsthat� possessestherecursiveproperty �N �N � 2 =

�2N � 1 � �20,which leadsusto re-writeEq.(7)as

�0


wireG 1N

= �N �

 
�L


wire
+

�R


wire

!

�N � 1 +
�L�R


wire
2
�N � 2: (8)

In otherwords,theinverseGreen function m atrix elem entconnecting leftand

rightleadscan be written asa sum ofterm s,representing the inverse ofthe

bareGreen function m atrix elem entsforawireofN ,N � 1,and N � 2atom s.

In the lim it ofweak contact coupling,the behavior ofthe G 1N elem ent is

dom inated by �N ,leading to N transm ission resonances in the conductance

ofunit height.Nevertheless,ifthe e�ective coupling between the m olecule

and thelead ism uch largerthan 
wire,�N � 2 willbecom e thedom inantterm .

Asa consequence the conductance spectrum ise�ectively thatofan (N � 2)-

atom ic wire [35].The resonant behavior inside the wire band (j�wirej� 1)

and itsm odi�cation due to the lead coupling iseasily understood by writing

the transm ission as T = 4�2sin2(#)=D where the denom inator D takes the

following com pactexactform valid forallN � 1:

D =
�

sin(N + 1)# �
�

�2 � �2
�

sin(N � 1)# � 2�sinN #
�2

+ 4 (� sinN # � �� sin(N � 1)#)
2
:

Here� = �� i� = �=
wire istheself-energyoftheleads(forsim plicityassum ed

to beequal)norm alized by thewirehopping.Theparam eter

# = cos� 1�wire =
i

2
ln
�wire�

q

�wire
2
� 1

�wire+

q

�wire
2
� 1

; (9)

isrealin thewireband giving riseto resonancesforinjected electronsm atch-

ing the wire eigenenergies.Outside the wire band # is pure im aginary (sin

functionsaree�ectively sinh functions),and thetransm ission hasapowerlaw

dependenceon energy and an exponentialdependenceon thewirelength,that

is

T � j2�wirej� 2N for j�wirej� 1; (10)
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in agreem entwith previousresults[36].Thisanalyticexpression forthetrans-

m ission provides the generalization ofexisting results [32,33,37]to the case

with non-vanishing realpartofthe self-energies.The density ofstatesN =

� Im TrfGg=� can alsobewritten in aclosed analyticalform .Onecan there-

fore take advantage ofthe fact that,due to the wire hom ogeneity,allthe

diagonalelem entsexceptthe�rstand thelastonecoincide,

G kk

�
�
�
�
�
1< k< N

=
1


wire

�N � 1 � 2��N � 2 + �2�N � 3

�N � 2��N � 1 + �2�N � 2

:

By using the param etrization (9)one can easily recastthe density ofstates

into thecom pactform

N = �
1

�
wire
�

Im
N sinN # � 2(N � 1)� sin(N � 1)# + (N � 2)�2sin(N � 2)#

sin(N + 1)# � 2� sinN # + �2sin(N � 1)#
:

4 Electrode self-energy

In calculating the spectralfunction,we m ake use ofthe assum ption ofiden-

ticalleft and right leads and drop the self-energy indices in Eq.(6).Since

the Ham iltonian is discrete,we can write the lattice Green function G =

(E + i0+ � H )
� 1

in m atrix form by rearranging thetwo dim ensionaln lattice

coordinate in Eq.(1).W e assum e the x direction to be parallelto the tubes

(and to the transportdirection)and y to be the �nite transverse coordinate

(see Fig.1).Thelatteriscurvilinearwith ny spanning M siteswith periodic

boundary conditions.

Thelatticerepresentation ofthelead Green function isneeded in thecalcula-

tion oftheself-energy contribution.Itcan generally bewritten by projecting

the Green operatoronto the localized state basis, kx;ky(nx = border;ny)=

�kx�ky(ny),ofthesem i-in�nite lead:

Gnyn0y (E )=
D

ny

�
�
�

�

E + i0+ � H
�� 1 ��

�n0y

E

=
X

kx;ky

�kx�ky(ny)�
�
kx
��ky(n

0
y)

E + i0+ � Ekx;ky
(11)
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4.1 One-dim ensionalelectrodes:Newnsm odel

W e �rst recallthe particular case oflinear chain electrodes (onto which we

willm ap our system due to the validity ofa channelselection).For such

a sim ple m odelthe dispersion relation as a function ofthe lattice on-site

energies",ofthehopping term s
,and ofthelatticespacing a issim ply given

by E = "� 2
 coskxa.As a result the surface Green function forthe sem i-

in�nite chain is obtained by inserting the wave function at the lead origin

�kx =
q

2=� sinkxa in thede�ning expression (11)and transform ing theonly

sum overm om enta into an integral,dueto thein�nitesystem size.Thus,

G (E )=
a

�

�=aZ

� �=a

dkx
sin2kxa

E + i0+ � "+ 2
 coskxa
=
eikx(E )a

� 

;

where we solved the integralaccording to Refs.[38]and we m ade use ofthe

dispersion relation.The resulting spectraldensity,given by Eq.(6),is the

sem i-ellipticallocaldensity ofstates (LDOS) as obtained by Newns in his

theory ofchem isorption [39]:

� N ewns(�)=
�2e�




q

1� �2 �(1� j�j):

�e� isthe strength ofthe single contactbetween the m olecule and the sem i-

in�niteone-dim ensionalleads,� = (E � ")=(2
)istheband-norm alized energy,

and � theHeavisidefunction.Therealpartoftheself-energy,responsiblefor

shifting the m olecularresonances,issim ply proportionalto coskxa and thus

linearin energy.Itsfulldependenceon energy isgiven byHilberttransform ing

�,and itreads

Re�=
�2e�




�

� �

q

�2 � 1 (�(� � 1)� �(� � � 1))

�

:

4.2 Square lattice tubularelectrodes

Square lattice leads are characterized by periodic boundary conditions per-

pendicularly to the lead direction.Transverse m om entum quantization leads

to kjya = 2�j=M (with 0 � j < M ).The surface Green function forsuch a

system can bewritten as

9



Gnyn0y (E )=
a

�M

X

ky

�=aZ

� �=a

dkx
sin2(kxa) ’j

�

ny

�

’�j

�

n0y

�

;

E + i0+ � "+ 2
 coskya+ 2
 coskxa

=
1

M

M � 1X

j= 0

’j

�

ny

�
~G j(E )’�j

�

n0y

�

; (12)

where ~G j(E )= � eik
j
x(E )a=
 hasbeen obtained by solving an integralform ally

equivalentto thelinearchain caseand using thedispersion relation

E = "� 2

�

coskjya + coskjx(E )a
�

: (13)

Thetransverse pro�leofthewave function isgiven by ’j(ny)= exp(ikjynya).

Note thatthe wave function isobtained by a furthernorm alization,nam ely

� = ’=(M a)1=2.

Theself-energy �nally readsasa sum ofweighted longitudinalwavefunction

pro�les

�=
1

M

M � 1X

j= 0

~G j(E )�j=M [�];

wheretheweight

�j=M [�]=

�
�
�
�
�

M � 1X

m = 0

�m ’j(m )

�
�
�
�
�

2

(14)

is the contact-averaged transverse wave function.Depending on the contact

geom etry one hasto specify the distribution ofthe �m contactsto calculate

the weight � and thus the self-energy.Note that �(� )is form ally the square

m odulusoftheFourierseriesof�(� );thusthezero-m odetransversem om entum

state j = 0 contributes to � with the square ofthe m ean contact strength.

Dueto thegeom etry ofthelead surface,itisreasonableto assum ea uniform

distribution ofcontacts between the m olecular wire and the electrodes.For

contactsofequalstrength �m = �e�=
p
M c,activeon M c � M sites,weobtain

a m odulation forthecontributing channelsgoverned by

�j=M (�e�;M c)= �2e�M c

sinc2(�jM c=M )

sinc2(�j=M )
;

where sinc(x 6= 0) � sin(x)=x,and sinc(x = 0) � 1.One can decom pose

the spectraldensity into a sum over the spectraldensities ofeach state j.

Nam ely � = � (0)
P

jwj(E ),with � (0) = �2e�M c=(
M ).The channelweights

10



Fig.2. Spectralweightswj(E )plotted fordi�erentcontactvaluesM c;a nonlinear

grey levelscale isused with black corresponding to 0 and whiteto 1;sm allweights

are am pli�ed forbettervisualization.In every panelthe horizontalaxisrepresents

thenorm alized energy � 2� (E � ")=(2
)� 2,and theverticalaxisthenorm alized

wave num ber 0 � j=M < 1.Note that in the m esoscopic lim it,M c=M . 1,the

statesj6= 0 m atch the nodesof� j(E ):only the zero-transverse m om entum j= 0

contributesto transport(a betterresolution �gureisavailable upon request).

are obviously independent upon rotation ofthe interfacialcoupling position

as� itselfis.

In Fig.2.,the weights wj(E )are visualized fordi�erent contactvalues 1 �

M c � 6.

ForthecaseM = M c thecontributionsfrom allstatesaresuppressed except

the state with zero transverse m om entum ,which isthe outcom e ofthe sum

rule (14).Thatis,� = �2e�M �j;0.Thusthe con�guration with allcontactsof

the tube ends coupled to the m olecule with strength �e�=
p
M is equivalent

to the case ofa single contact with strength �e� to a one-dim ensionallead

(previous section).M oreover a scaling law is found for�,and a fortiorifor

theconductancegiven byg = g
�
��
p
M c

�

,where��isthelocalcontactstrength.

In Fig.3,� is displayed as a function ofenergy,lead diam eters and active

contacts.Aseasily visible,itisonly forvaluesM c ofthe orderofthe avail-

able contactsM thatthe m esoscopic nature ofthe scattering channelsenter

thespectraldensity.Thelargerthetubediam etertheloweristhenum berof

contactswhich areneeded to reach a M C-like spectraldensity.Thisobserva-
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Fig. 3. The norm alized spectral density �
=� 2
e�

plotted for di�erent m axi-

m um values M c as in Fig. 2.; the x-axes represent the norm alized energies

� 2 � (E � ")=(2
) � 2,the y-axes labelthe dim ensionality ofthe leads (num -

berofpossiblecontacts)M c � M � 20 (a betterresolution �gureisavailable upon

request).

tion justi�esthe use ofthe one-dim ensionalNewnsm odelforleadsoflateral

dim ension m uch largerthan the contacted m olecule butalso showsthe lim it

ofthisapproach when dealing with quasi-onedim ensionalleads.Itrem ainsto

investigate to which extentthe resultsobtained so farcan be generalized to

realisticquasi-onedim ensionalstructuressuch asCNT.

4.3 Carbon nanotube electrodes

W hen thearm chair(‘;‘)CNT topologyisim posed thenum berofcarbon sites

atthe interface isM = 2‘.The eigenvaluesofthe tight-binding ham iltonian

(1),

E �

�

kjx;j
�

= "� 


v
u
u
t 1+ 4cos

 
j�

‘

!

cos

 
k
j
xa

2

!

+ 4cos2

 
k
j
xa

2

!

; (15)

are obtained in a basis set given by sym m etric (+) and antisym m etric (� )

site con�gurationsofthe graphene bipartite lattice,corresponding to � and

�� orbitals respectively [28,40].The longitudinalm om entum is restricted to

theBrillouin zone,� � < kjxa < �,and thetransversewavenum ber1� j� 2‘

labels 4‘ bands,asm any asthe num ber ofatom sin the unitcellofa (‘;‘)

CNT.The two bandscorresponding to j= ‘aresingly degenerate.They are

responsibleforthem etalliccharacterofarm chaircarbon nanotubes(thesetwo

bandscrossattheFerm ilevelE = "fork‘xa = � 2�=3).Alsothetwoouterm ost

bandscorrespondingtoj= 2‘aresingly degeneratewhiletheotherrem aining

(4‘� 4)bandsarecollected in (2‘� 2)doubly-degeneratedispersion curves.
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The single-particle Green function in a lattice representation for two sites

belonging to thesam esub-latticecan bestillwritten asin Eq.(12)as

Gny;n0y (E )=
1

2‘

2‘X

j= 1

’j

�

ny

�
~G j(E )’�j

�

n0y

�

; (16)

where ’j(ny)= exp(ikjynya),with kjya = �j=‘,and 1 � j � 2‘.Note thatin

Eq.(16),ny and n
0
y should beeithereven orodd (thatisthey should belong

tothesam esublattice).Thesem i-in�nitelongitudinalGreen function isgiven

by

~G j(E )=
a

8�

X

�= �

�=aZ

� �=a

dkjx
sin2(kjxa=2)

E + i0+ � E�

�

k
j
x;j

�:

The integralcan be worked outanalytically by extending kjx to the com plex

planeand adding cross-cancelling paths(parallelto theim aginary axis)along

thesem i-in�niterectanglein thehalfplaneIm kjx > 0and based on theinterval

between � �=a and �=a.The closing path parallelto the realaxis gives a

realcontribution linearin energy.This generalizes the approach by Ferreira

et al.[41],recently adopted for obtaining an analyticalexpression for the

diagonalGreen function ofin�nite achiraltubes,to the case ofsem i-in�nite

CNTs.The determ ination ofthe poles inside the integration contour,given

by

cos

0

@
q
j

�a

2

1

A = �
1

2
cos

�
j�

‘

�

�
�

2

v
u
u
t

 
E � "

2


! 2

� sin2
�
j�

‘

�

allowsforthecalculationoftheresiduesandthusofthesurfaceGreenfunction.

One�nds

~G j(E )=
1

2


E � "

2


0

B
B
B
B
B
B
@

1+ i

sin

0

@
q
j

��
a

2

1

A

v
u
u
t

 
E � "

2


! 2

� sin2
�
j�

‘

�

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
A

; (17)

wherethechoiceofthecontributing polethrough thebranch param eter�� =

sign(E � ") has to be taken into account.The LDOS,obtained from the

im aginary part ofthe surface Green function after Eq.(17) is plugged into

Eq.(16),is shown in Fig.4.It clearly di�ers from the LDOS ofan in�nite

CNT as depicted for com parison in the right panel.As for the case ofthe
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Fig.4. Left panel:the norm alized spectraldensity for a sem i-in�nite (‘;‘) CNT

lead in the SC con�guration;itcorrespondsto the LDO S atany atom site atthe

cutofthe CNT lead.For com parison the dispersion relation and the LDO S ofan

in�nite(‘;‘)CNT areshown in them iddleand rightpanelrespectively.Solid linesin

thedispersion relation panelindicate doubly degenerate bands,dashed linessingly

degenerate bands.Here ‘ = 10,and on-site energies and hopping term s refer to

� = L;R-leads.

SLT thepinning ofthelongitudinalwavefunction atthesurfaceofthesem i-

in�nitesystem scancelsallborderzoneanom alieswhen q
j
� a m atchesm ultiples

of2�.In in�nite SLTs these states are the only resonant states (van Hove

singularities)so thatthe surface LDOS ofa sem i-in�nite SLT neverdiverges

(asitisshown in theleftpanelofFig.5).On thecontrary,in CNTsthereare

stateswith zero group velocity outsidetheborderzonewhich areresponsible

forthe singularitiesofthe spectraldensity ofsem i-in�nite CNTs(leftpanel

ofFig.4).

The self-energy for a CNT lead is m ore com plicate than the one for a SLT

owingtothem issingequivalenceofthesitesbelongingtothetwodi�erentsub-

lattices.However,sincethelongitudinalpartoftheGreen function,Eq.(17),is

thesam eforalldiagonaland o�-diagonalterm softhesurfaceGreen function,

theself-energy can stillbecastinto theform
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Fig.5.Thenorm alized spectraldensityasafunction ofenergyand activecontactsis

plotted forM = 10 possibleatom iccontactsavailable;on-siteenergiesand hopping

term s refer to � = L;R-leads.The right panelillustrate num ericalresults after

Ref.[42]in fullagreem entwith theanalyticsshowed in thetext.

�=
1

2‘

2‘X

j= 1

~G j(E )�j=‘[�]:

However,forthecalculation of

�j=‘[�]=

�
�
�
�
�

2‘X

m = 1

�m ’j(m )

�
�
�
�
�

2

; (18)

one has to specify the sub-lattice com ponents ofthe transverse wave func-

tion and whetherthey belong to a bonding oranti-bonding m olecularstate.

Again the distribution ofthe �m contactsisneeded in oderto calculate the

weight� and thusthe self-energy.Eq.(18)sim pli�esconsiderably in the SC

case:� = �2.Since� isuniform in j theself-energy issim ply proportionalto

thediagonalsem i-in�nite Green function and,asa consequence,thespectral

density isproportionalto the localdensity ofstates(Fig.4.).The M C case

(�m = �e�=
p
2‘)isalsoeasily tractableleadingtoasum ruleoverthepossible

conducting channels.Howevera directproofisprovided by theintuitivecon-

sideration that only the �-bonding state can contribute to the M C spectral

density (alltheotherstateshavea non-constantspatialm odulation provided

e.g.in Ref.[43]).Following ournotation the �-bonding state correspondsto

j= ‘.Fig.(5)showsthespectraldensity in theinterm ediateregim ebetween

theSC and M C lim its.Thetwodi�erentlead latticestructurescarry thesam e

physicalinform ation only in theM C lim itcase.
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5 D iscussion and concluding rem arks

ItisinterestingtorecollecttheresultsfortheM C-spectraldensity,� M C,in all

threelead m odelsconsidered sofar.Using thedispersion relation (13)and the

surfaceGreen function in Eq.(12)thespectraldensity forSLT leadscoincides

form allywith theNewnsLDOSwithanenergyshift� SLT
M C (�)= �N ewns(� + 1).

ForCNTs Eqs.(15-17)lead to � CN T
M C (�) = �N ewns

�

� + 1

2

�

.From the above

discussion itisclearthatthem ultiplecontactcon�gurationsuppressesfeatures

associated with thetwo-dim ensionalcharacteroftubularleads,apartfrom an

energy shift.In ourm odel,thelatteristheonly rem nantthesystem preserves

from thetransverse m om entum com ponent.

Incontrast,theSC caseisstronglydependentontheleadunderlyingstructure.

The spectraldensity fora single contact,� SC,reduces to the LDOS in the

lead atthepointwherethem olecularwireiscontacted with strength �,

� SC = ��2 LDOS:

Itis,in particular,in the SC scenario thatthe conductance ofthe m olecular

wire m ightbe strongly a�ected by the nature ofthe leads[35].Nevertheless,

once the nature ofthe contact can be inferred,one can think to cure the

spuriousinsertion in the conductance by �ltering outthecontribution ofthe

leadsfrom them olecularresonances.Forinstance,in theCNT-enhanced STM

tips[22]theim proved resolution im agescan becleaned byde-convolvingthem

using m odelassum ptionsfortheleadsand theircontactgeom etry.

Another signi�cant consequence ofthe peculiar contact dependence ofthe

spectraldensityisthepossibilitytounderstand thein
uenceofthem esoscopic

character ofthe leads.In the lim it oflarge M (at �xed M c),� looses its

granularitybeingsam pledbym anym orestatescom paredtoitsnodes,whereas

forM c=M . 1 an increasing num berofnodesm atchesthedecreasing num ber

ofstates.Thisdeterm inesareduction in theself-energy,and thusin thewidth

ofthe m olecular resonances,highlighting the quantum features ofthe wire.

The latterresultin a quite striking behaviorforCNTsbecause ofthe band

anom aliesoutside ofthe borderzone which strongly determ ine the resonant

behaviorofthespectraldensity.

To conclude,we have shown thatnovelfeaturesare expected to arise in the

conductanceofa m olecularwireconnected to nanotubeleads.Thecom m only

used approxim ation ofa pure im aginary,
at,wide band self-energy is not

valid when em ployingtubularleads.Nevertheless,theconductanceofahom o-

geneousm olecularwirestillpossessesan analyticalform in theentire regim e

ofthe wire param eters and allows for the insertions ofa nonvanishing real

self-energy,necessarily arising when considering nanotubeleads.By tailoring
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the geom etry and dim ensionality ofthe contacts,it is possible to perform

a channelselection.In the M C lim it the conductance becom es independent

ofthe lattice structure ofthe tubular electrodes,transportis dom inated by

topology propertiesand ise�ectively one-dim ensional.Furtherm ore,thecon-

ductance obeysa universalscaling law in the m ultiple contactcon�guration.

W e would furtherlike to stressthatthederived analyticalexpression forthe

sem i-in�niteCNT self-energy allowsfora fullanalyticaltreatm entofthelin-

ear conductance problem .The possibility to handle an exact expression of

the sem i-in�nite CNT Green function m ay serve asa �rststep in analytical

treatm entsofm orecom plex carbon based m olecularstructuressuch asT-or

Y-junctions[44].
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