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W e use the Hubbard H am iltonian H on the honeycomb lattice to represent the va—
Jlence bands of carbon singlewall (N ;N ) nanotubes. A detailed symm etry analysis
show s that them odelallows W = 0 pairs which we de ne as two-body singlt eigen—
states ofH w ith vanishing on-site repulsion. By m eans ofa non-perturbative canonical
transform ation we calculate the e ective interaction between the electronsofaW = 0
pair added to the interacting ground state. W e show that thedressed W = 0 pairisa
bound state for resonable param eter values away from half lling. Exact diagonaliza—
tion results for the (1,1) nanotube con m the expectations. For (N ;N ) nanotubes of
length 1, the binding energy of the pair depends strongly on the 1ling and decreases
towards a an allbut nonzero valueas 1! 1 . W e cbserve the existence of an optim al
doping when the num ber of electrons per C atom is in the range 12 1.3, and the
binding energy is of the order of 0.1 lmev.

I. NTRODUCTION

A fter the discovery of carbon nanotubes E ]the interest in such system shasbeen stin ulated by theiranom a—
lous nom al properties d] and by the recently reported superconductivity ﬁ] Indeed there has been grow ing
evidence of superconductmg uctuations in single-wall carbon nanotubes placed between superconducting
contacts f4 ﬂi] {6 ] up to the transition tem perature of’ 0.5 K B]

A single-wall carbon nanotube (SW N T) is a graphite sheet w rapped onto a cylinder. T he carbon atom g are
arranged on the sites ofa honeycom b lattice. T he two prin itive B mvaJs lattice vectorsarea = @d=2)( 1; 5),
where d= 3 is the nearest neighbor carbon separation, see Fig. (1.) A SW NT is characterized by a pair of
integers (N ;M ) which speci esthe w rapping: the cylinder has the axis running perpendiculartoN a+ + M a ,
so that atom s separated by Na+ + M a are identi ed. Only in 'r'ecent years, was it possbl to study the
electronic properties of atom ically resolved SW N T ’s; it was found [4] that they are strongly dependent on the
integersN and M .

From band-structure calculations I@'] I@'] one predicts that the \am chair" N ;N ) tubes arem etalswhile the
\zig—zag" (N ; N )ones which arethe sam e aggle (N ;0) tubes] are insulators or sem iconductors. H ow ever, the
Coulom b interaction cannot be neglected [L0] Qg]‘. D ueto the quasione-din ensionalstructure, the SW N T ’s are
b_e}jeved to exhibit non-Fem iliquid behaviour {12]. T heband structure ofthe arm chairnanotubes suggests [13]
fL4] that near half- 1ling the low -energy e ective H am iltonian should be a follr—go_m ponent Luttinger m odel.
This theory was developed by the perturbative Renom alization G roup [L3] [L3] and by the bosonization
technique 18] [17] in the weakly doped case, revealing the presence of a superconducting instability for short-
ranged Jnteract:ons Still in a onedin ensional schem e, phonon induced pairing m echanism s have also been
reported E8] E.S

O n the other hand, in this exploratory paperwe consider a di erent scenario in w hich the electron density is
so far from half- lling that any one-din ensional free—ferm ion m odelw ith a linear spectrum fails to describbe the
non-interacting H am iltonian. T his is m otivated by the expectation fé] that an increased doping by chem ical
m anijpulations and/or extemal elds could enhance the superconducting transition tem perature. In recent
years, we proposed a pairing-m echanism é(}] él}] in the two-dim ensional (onedband and three-bands) repulsive
Hubbard m odelforthe C uprates. H erewe show that the sam e idea extendsto the case at hand. In ourapproach
bound electron-pairs in SW NT are obtained by a symm etry-driven con guration interaction m echanisn in
which the transverse direction plays a crucial rdle.

In this paper, we do not (yet) include phonons even if we acknow ledge that their contribution could be
relevant. However, on one hand, we wish to explore an electronic m echanism which per se leads to bound
pairs. On the other hand, any m echanisn in low-dim ensional system s, lke the Cuprates and nanotubes,
m ust overcom e som ehow the problem of the repulsion between con ned charges. T his is an obvious di erence
com pared to the traditional superconductors w here pairs have hundredes of A ngstrom of space to delocalize.
T he notion that pairing can arise by a purely electronicm echanian , ie. from purely repulsive electron-electron
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interactions, was put forth by K ohn and Luttinger long ago éé] T hey suggested that for large odd values of
the relative angular m om entum tw o electrons could stay enough far apart from each other to take advantage
of the Friedel oscillations of the screened C oulom b potential. Tn our approach, based on a 2d H ubbard m odel,
the st-order Coulomb repulsion is rem oved by sym m etry.

X
FIG .1l. Ilustration of the honeycomb lattice. The sites a (em pty dots ) and b (fulldots ) constitute the basis
of each unit cell. W e x the origin in an a site. The (N ;M ) nanotube is obtained by identifying sites separated by
Na; +M a

The plan of the paper is the follow ing. In Section :_II we de ne the Hubbard m odelH am iltonian H for the
am chair (N ;N ) SW NT and we Introduce som e usefiil notations. In Section :_II_iwe use a general theorem to
obtain all the two-body singlet eigenstates of H w ith vanishing Hubbard repulsion W = 0 pairs). W e exploit
the Space G roup symm etry of the system to get alltheW = 0 pairsw ith zero totalm om entum . R em arkably,
we nd that their wave-finction vanishes if the particles have the sam e x value. In Section :_IV_: we propose
a non-perturbative canonical transform ation to dealw ith the e ective interaction between the electrons of a
W = 0 pair added to the m any-body ground state. Since the two extra particles cannot interact directly by
de nition of W = 0 pair, their e ective interaction com es out from virtual electron-hole excitation exchange
w ith the Fem isea and in principle can be attractive. In Section t/: we consider the (1;1) nanotube, w ith length
1= 2d. This system has 8 sites and is the sm allest nanotube-like cluster show ing the superoonductmquﬂ =0
pairing. T herefore, it represents a very good probe to test the pairing m echanism described in Section :}\/;l, since
we can com pare exact diagonalization results w ith the analytic ones. In Section :y_ll we apply the canonical
transfom ation approach to study the (N ;N ) nanotubes of nite length and periodic boundary conditions.
W e obtain a Cooper-lke equation for the binding energy oftheW = 0 pairwhich is num erically solved
for 2 N 6 and length lup to 32d; the results are then extrapolated to study the dependence of on the
radiuis o'f_tlge tube and on the Fem ienergy in the lim it of n nite length. F inally the conclusion are drawn in
Section WV If.

II.HUBBARD MODEL ON THE SW NT

T he four outershell electrons of each carbon atom form three sp; bondsand a resonant bond with the
rem aining p, electron. A sim ple description consists of a tight-binding H am ittonian where only the p, orbial

is taken into account:
X X

Ho=t c, co, + hx: ; 1)
hr;r0i
where CZ; (cr; ) is the creation (annihilation) operator of an electron of spin  on the honeycom b site r, the
sum runs over the pairs hr; r’i of nearest neighour carbon atom s and t is the hopping param eter. T he on-site
Coulomb repulsion is

X
W =10 l‘Tr;"ﬁr;#; (2)
r
where ft,; = cyr,. Cr; s the num ber operator referred to the site r and to the spin . The full H am iltonian
reads
H=Ho+W: 3)



A Though the the point sym m etry G roup of the graphite layer is D ¢y , the sin pli ed H ubbard H am iltonian in
Eq.z_ﬂ) has Csy symm etry since the ferm ionic operators are taken to be even under re ection w ith respect to
the plane; fora SW NT only C,, point symm etry rem ains, due to the wrapping. The C,, G roup is abelian
and its table of characters is

Cov|1|C2| x| y|Symm etry
A1l 1a]1] x*+¥°
A |1 1 (d|1|x=y  y=X|
B:|1|1|1]|-1 X

B |1l|1|1|1 %

Table I.Character table ot the C,, symm etry group. Here 1 denotes the identity, C, the 180 degrees rotation, x and

y the re ectionsw ith respect to the x = 0 and y = 0 axes respectively. The C,y, sym m etry group is A belian and hence
has four one-din ensional irreducihble rapresentations (irreps) denoted by A1, A2, B1, By. In the last colimn simple
basis functions for each irrep are shown.

Below, we shall diagonalize the kinetic tem H, and Introduce som e usefiil notation. Let us write the
position R ofthe cells In term s ofa pairofintegers (n;m ), R = na; + ma .Asillustrated in Fjgurelr!:,we set
the origin at an a site, and therefore any R translation w ill take us to another a site; to get a b site onem ust
translate by R (0;519—§ ). It is convenient to renam e the creation operators on the site r by distinguishing
the a sites from the b sites:

@y .
Cx if r=R

o= © e g 0sbi_y: @
CR r= (12 5)'

where the spin index is om itted for the sake of sim plicity. Let us introduce the B loch creation operators

, X h y —
q = u') kja)e +ul) kb e N = 5)
R
w ith
u ja) 1 1 ©)
= p— )5
u  kib) 4N L J:(k)J
and
12 F 3k, dkx
Ak)= 1+ 2e 2 v cosT : (7)

The kinetic tem H ( can be written in a diagonal form as

X X y
Ho= " kg, o ®)
k;
where
s
©—
" _ kyxd kyxd k, 3d
k)= t 14 4cos? + 4 cos cos ; )
2 2 2
are the bonding (9 and antbonding (+ ) bands.
T he Hubbard interaction becom es
X X Y Y
W o= 2NL U bsassi s Kaikaikaika) G50 o By GobGE o 10)
kiikoikszika 17 27 37 4
where
X
U ;s a4 Kiikojksjke) = U u't ke u' P ks ks W'Y kes Ve kit ke ko ki)
=a;b (ll)



and ¢ (k) is1 ifk is a reciprocal lattice vector G and zero otherw ise; In the N ;N ) nanotubesG = nG ; +
mG ,wihn andm integers,andG = % 1; ?1—5). Forthe (N ;N ) nanotubes of length 1= Ld and periodic
boundary conditions along the ® direction the k-vectors are quantized as

2 2
kx=mmx; my= 0;1;:::;L 1; k = p—3Ndmy, my = 0;1;:::;2N 1: (12)
Fork = ( 32d ,p— ) k the bonding and antibonding ba.nds touch each otherand " (k )= 0 linearly.
In the next Section we show that the Ham iltonian in Eqg. 63) adm its two-body singlet eigenstates w ith no
double occupancy on the honeycomb sites and we shall refer to them asW = Opairs. W = 0 paJrs are

therefore eigenstates of the kinetic energy operator in Eq. 68 and of the Hubbard repulsion W ofEq.{10) with
vanishing eigenvalue of the latter. T he particles form ing a W = 0 pair have no gg‘lecl:‘mt_el_‘actzon and are the
m ain candidates to achieve bound states in purely repulsive Hubbard m odels 0] RI] R3]. Incidentally, we
note that such states are Jnvolved in the antiferrom agnetic ground state of H ubbard and related m odels at
half ling R4] B5) 6] R71.

IIT'W = OPAIRS IN THE ARMCHAIR (N;N)SW NT

W e obtained éf:!] éé] a powerfil and elegant criterion to get allthe W = 0 pairs. W e can do that in term s
of the O ptin al G roup G of the H am iltonian, that we de ne as a symm etry G roup which is big enough to
Jastify the degeneracy of the single particle energy levels. By de nition, every onebody eigenstate of H can
be classi ed as belonging to one of the irreducible representations (irreps) ofG. W em ay say that an irrep
is represented in the onebody spectrum ofH if at least one of the onebody levelsbelongsto . LetE be the
set of the irreps 0f G which are represented in the onebody spectrum ofH . Let j ibe a twobody eigenstate
of the kinetic energy H ¢ with soin S; = 0. Then, it holds the

W =0 Theorem :

2E, wp'’'3i=0 13)
where P ¢ ) is the profction operator on the irrep . In other tem s, any nonvanishing profction of j i on
an irrep not contained In E, is an eigenstate of H ¢ w ith no double occupancy. T he singlet com ponent of this
state isa W = 0 pair. Conversely, any pair belonging to an irrep represented in the onebody spectrum m ust
have positive W expectation value.

The com plte characterization of the symmetry of W = 0 pairs requires the know ledge of the O ptim al
G roup G. A partialuse ofthe theorem ispossible ifone doesnot know G but know s a subgroup. It is then still
granted that any pair belonging to an irrep of the subgroup not represented in the spectrum hastheW = 0
property. On the other hand, accidental degeneracies occur w ith a subgroup of the O ptim al G roup, because
by m ixing degenerate pairs belonging to irreps represented 113 the spectrum one can nd W = 0 pairs also
there. This is illustrated by the exam ple reported in Section y!.

Below, we shall apply the W = 0 Theorem in the (N;N ) SW NT to cbtain W = 0 pairs of zero total-
m om entum . Let Pi denote the electron vacuum . E xploiting the invariance of the H am iltonian under transla-
tions and C ., -operations the determ inantal state i ed x4 P1 yieds nothing if projcted onto an irrep of the
Space G roup w ith non-zero m om entum . D irect inspection of the B loch functions in Eq. (uﬁI show s that the
k = 0 irreps represented In the onebody spectrum are B, in the bonding band and A; In the antbonding
band; hence, W = 0 pairsm ay be obtained by profcting onto A, and B;. Let us consider the tw o-electron
singlet state of vanishing m om entum :

1. .
1i 2 &R 1R 2) ?—Eholcélljncéj;# GGyt & Gl Pi=

1 & R’ Ro)

=P u &; Du ( kj2)e +u & )u ( k;je ™ ® R (g

where ( isa singlt soin function and fori= 1;2 ;= a;b. The profction onto the irrep 0fC,y yields

X
l N A
s KRR = 2 6 ., OkiRR: ; 15)
d2cCyy
where (' (@) is the character in oft’heopexatjorloA ofCyy.W hile Bil= 0, after som e algebra one nds
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1
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1
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where R i;y = X i;5;Y4;5). W e can verify by direct inspection that %2]2 (k;R1;R2) vanishes for X; = X,
that is the twobody singlet wavefunction vanishes if the particles lie on the sam e annulis ofthe (N ;N ) tube.

A s a consequence EQ] k;R 1;R2) is an eigenstate of the kinetic energy H o [ ith eigenvalue 2" (k))] and of

the on-site H ubbard repu]smn W with vanishing elgenvalue of the latter, that is B 2] k;R1;R2)isaWw =0
pair.
W = 0 pairs of non-vanishing totalm om entum m ay be obtained in a sim ilar way; however, in this prelin i~

nary work we concentrate on pairs of vanishing totalm om entum .

IV.CANONICAL TRANSFORMATION APPROACH TO THE PAIRING M ECHAN ISM

In this Section we intend to study the e ective interaction am ong the electronsofa W = 0 pairadded to the
n-body interacting ground state j o (n)i. Since the two extra particles cannot interact directly by de nition
of W = 0 pair, their e ective Interaction com es out from virtual electron-hole excitation exchange w ith the
Fem isea and In principle can be attractive.

M any con gurations contrbute to the interacting (n + 2)-body ground state 7 o 0 + 2)i and we need a
com plte set S to expand it exactly; as long as it is com plete, however, we can design S aswe plase. W e
can take the non-interacting n-body Femm isphere j ¢ ()i as our vacuum and build the com plete set in term s
of excitations over it. In the subspace with vanishing soin z com ponent, the sin plest states that enter the
con guration m ixing are those obtained from j o (h)i by creating two extra electrons over it; we denote w ith
Jn i these states. Sim ilarly, along w ith the pairm states, we introduce the 4-body  states, obtained from
Jj o (0)iby creating 2 electrons and 1 electron-hole (eh) pair. Then S includes the 6-body  states having
2 electrons and 2 eh pairs, and so on. W e are using G reek Indices for the con gurations containing the
electron-hole pairs, which here are playing largely the sam e rdk as phonons in the C ooper theory. By m eans
of the com plet set S we now expand the interacting ground state

X X X
Jom+ 2)i= am Jn i+ a ji+ a ji+ =z @7)

and set up the Schrodinger equation
Hjom+2)i=E M+ 2)] o+ 2)i: (18)

W e stress that Eq.@i) is con guration interaction, not a perturoative expansion. W hen the number n of
electrons In the system is such that j o )i is a single non-degenerate determ nant (the Fem i surface is
totally llked), we can easily and unam bjguousy de ne and calculate the e ective interaction between the two

extra electrons since the expansmn Jn Eqg. Q?) for the Interacting ground state is unigue: this is done by a
canonical transformm ation 120 @9], E’>4 ] from the m any-body H am iltonian oqu d) W e consider the e ects
ofthe operators H gy and W on thetem sofj o 0+ 2)i. Choosing them , , : states to be eigenstates of
the kinetic energy H o we have

Homi=Enni;, Hoji=E Jji; Hoeji=E ji; :::: (19)

Since W can create or destroy up to 2 e-h pairs, its action on an m state yields
X X X
W ojni= Wy o dn it W o i+ W o i (20)

m 0

The action of W on the statesyields
X X X X
Wii= Wn, jni+ W oo, 3§ i+ W o, i+ Wog i 1)

i

m 0

w here scattering between 4-body states is allowed by the second tem , and so on. In this way we obtain an
algebraic system for the coe cients ofthe con guration interaction ofE q.(l'jz . However to test the instability

of the Fem 1 liquid tow ards pairing it is su cient to study the am plitudes a n ofthem states. In the weak
coupling lin it this can be done by truncating the expansion in Eq.{:_ﬂ:) to the states because, as we have



shown éé], the Inclusion ofthe ; ;::: statesproducesa E -dependent renom alization ofthem atrix elem ents
of higher order In W , kaving the structure of the equations unalered.
By taking a linear com bination ofthe states in such a way that

0

Ho+ W ) ,; o= oE 22)
the algebraic system reduces to
X X
En En+ 2)]a + ap W jpo+ aWg; =0 23)
m 0
X
E° E@+2 a + ap oW o= 0: (24)
m 0

Solving fora and substituting in 11“1531@3:) we exactly decouple the 4-body states as well, ending up with an

equation for the dressed pair j i= . am dni. The e ective Schrodinger equation for the pair reads
Ho+W +SEDJi Hpawd i=EJi (25)
where
X
Wn;, W qo
S E Dnmo= — T 26)

is the scattering operator. The m atrix elements W , ,, 0 In Eq. éé) m ay be written as the sum oftwo temm s

representing the direct interaction W m( 1n » am ong the particles form Ing the pair and the rst-order selfenergy
Whn:

Womo=W 0 o4 oW @
Analogously in S E ] we m ay recognize two di erent contributions; one is the true e ective interaction W
between the electrons of them states, while the other one is the forward scattering temm F

Sm;m0=(We)m;mO+Fm mim?O0* (28)

The rst-order selfenergy and the forward scattering tem are diagonalin the ndicesm and m ° W, and Fq
renom alize the non-interacting energy E, ofthem states:

(R)

En ! Ef "=Ep + Wy + Fp ot (29)

E q.{_2-§‘) isofthe form ofa Schrodinger equation w ith eigenvalue E (n+ 2) for the added pairw ith the interaction
W @9+ W, . .HeretheW = 0 pairsare specialbecause W @ vanishes. W e interpret a, as the wave finction
of the dressed pair, which is acted upon by an e ective H am iltonian H pair. This way of Jooking at Eq.{_2§:) is
perfectly consistent, despite the presence of the m any-body_ ngenva]ue E (n + 2). Indeed, if the interaction is
attractive and produces bound states the spectrum ofE(J. {25) contains discrete states below the threshold of
the continuum (tw o—electron Fem ienergy). T his is a clear—cut criterion for pairing, which is exact in principle.

T he threshold is given by

R)

E, n ik, €); (30)
fm g

which contains a]l the paimw ise Interactions except those between the particles in the pair; it m ust be deter—
m ined once Eq. @5 ) has been solved (since F depends on the solution). The ground state energy E m ay be
conveniently written asE ")y < 0 indicates a C ooper-like instability of the nom alFem i liquid and
its m agnitude represents the andjng energy of the pair.

W e em phasize the fact that In principle the canonical transfom ation is exact because in this way our
fram ework does not require U=t to be sm all. The next problem is how to nd a practical estim ate of the
renom alized Fem ienergy. In the num erical calculations, som e approxim ation is needed. In Section 'V' and
'V I we shall com pute the bare quantities; that is, we shall neglect the 6-body and higher excitations in the
calcu]atﬂon ofW . andF . Thisisa resonable approxin ation ifwe com pute sm all corrections to a Fem 1 liquid
background and the exact num erical resuls in the (1;1) nanotube suggest that this is the case, see Section 'V'

W e want to stress that once the expansion of j o v + 2)i i Eq. Q?) is truncated as speci ed above we do
not need to construct a good approxin ation ofthe Interacting ground state wave function in order to get the
am am plitudes at weak coupling; in this way we obtain inform ation about pairing.



V.THE (I;1) NANOTUBE:EXACT DIAGONALIZATION AND PAIRING M ECHAN ISM

There is evidence from cluster calculations that pairing can arise in the repulsive H ubbard m odel éé] é(i]
@ll In this Section we shall consider the (1;1) nanotube, with 1= 2d and periodic boundary conditions,
see Fjgda) This system has 8 sites and is the an allest nanotube-like cluster show ing the superconducting
W = 0 pairing. Therefore, it represents a very good probe to test the pairing m echanian shown in Section
:I-V:, since we can com pare exact diagonalization results with the analytic approxin ations of the canonical
transfbm ation .

W e de ne, ollow ing Refs. [§2:.] l'éié],

"M+ 2)=E M+ 2)+E @) 2E m+ 1): (31)

where E (n) is the ground state energy w ith n electrons (referenced to the electron vacuum ). 770 + 2)jis one
de nition of the pairing energy. This de nition is sin ple, but requires com puting the eigenvalies w ith great
accuracy, and has several drawbacks. It says nothing about the dynam ics which leads to pairing. M oreover,
generally a negative ~ does not unam biguously im ply pairing, and further problem s arise since the above
de nition depends on the com parison of system sw ith di erent n.

However, In several studies of W O pamng in nite system swhen it was possible to com pute ~by exact
diagonalization we pointed out 12]1 @3 @4 ] that at least at weak couphng it agrees wellwih as obtained
by the canonical transfom ation. T his supports the application ofEq. @l_l

Below we perform a group-theoretical analysis and obtain W = 0 pairs by exploiting the W = 0 Theorem .
N ext, we com pute the interacting ground state energy w ith 2, 3 and 4 electrons by exact num erical diagonal-
ization in order to get ~(4). Finally the canonical transform ation is applied to evaluate (4) which willbe
com pared with ~(4).

A .Symm etry P roperties and W = 0 P airs

TheFirst Brillouin Zone (FBZ) consists of4 points and since there are two atom s in the unit cell, two bands
result. The symm etry properties of this system are intriguing: it is not only invariant under the operations
of the Space G roup (translations and C ,,-operations), but also under the dynam ical operation d shown in
Fjg.ér_zl.b) . The dynam ical operation d is rem iniscent of a sin ilar symm etry which must be taken into account
to understand the degeneracies in the 4 4 Hubbard m odel!RL].

(a) (b)

FIG.2. (a) The Hubbard m odel of the (1,1) nanotube; the dashed lines denote hopping interactions due to the
w rapping. (o) Iustration of the dynam ical sym m etry d; the sites 1, 8, 7, 6 undergo a clockw ise rotation while the sites
3,2,5,4a oounterclockw ise rotation. O ne can see by direct inspection that the nearest neighbours of each site are the
sam e of F ig. @.a)

Incliding d and closing the m ultiplication table we obtain a symm etry Group G wih 48 elem ents in 10
classes as shown in Table IT.

Ci1[C2|C3|Cq| Cs | Ce|Cq|Cs| Co [Cro
1|Ca| x| v xt%;o t%;o t1;0| d [C2d| yd

;

Table IT. Top row : symbols of the 10 classes C; of G; bottom row : one typical operation for each of the classes; the
others can be obtained by conjigation. T he operations are: the identity 1, the translation t,;n ofn stepsalong a: and



m alonga ;d isthedynam icalsymm etry. T he other operationsC,,Cy4, x, y arethose ofthe G roup ofthe rectangle
1
and are referenced to the centre c ofFig(éa).

In Tabl III we report the character table of the full symm etry G roup G of the (1;1) nanotube of length
1= 2d.

G |[C1|C2|C3|Cq|Cs5|Cs|C7|Cs|Cs|C10
A1 |1 (1|1 |1 (1)1 |1 1 |1
Ap|1 |1 (L|1|4Lf1 1|1 |1 |1
Bi(1l |11 |41 |1 1|21 |1
Bl [1|1|1 (4|11 |11 |41
Ei1|2 [0 |2 |0 |2 |2 |0 |0 |44
E2|2 |0 |2]|0 [2|2 |0 |0 |11
T, |3 (1 |1|1 |3 |1|1|1|0 |0
T2 |3 (1|1 |1|3 |1 |1 |0 |0
T3 |3 (1|1 |1 |3|1|-1|1 |0 |0
T4 |3 (1 |1 |1|3|1(1 |10 |0

Table ITI. Character table ot the Optim alG roup G. The irrepsA 1, A, B1 and B, reduce to the corresponding ones
of the subgroup C,y ifG is broken.

T he onebody eigenenergies fort= 1 eV are shown in Table IV together w ith the irreps of the associated
eigenvectors. From Tabl IT and IITwe see that G isan O ptin alG roup as de ned above.

Q uasim om entum Enermgy ( = ) TIrrep Energy ( = +) Trrep
k1 = (0;0) 3 B, 3 A
ks = (0;3—3) -1 T 1 T3
k3 = ( ;O) -1 T1 1 T3
kg = ( 70) -1 T 1 T3

Table IV . O nebody spectrum fort= 1€V .The energies are in €V .

In Section :_Ii_i we have shown how to get allthe W = 0 pairs of vanishing m om entum and belonging to
the irrep A, 0fCyy . However, the (1;1) nanotube is too an all to achieve this kind of W = 0 pairstates and
the projction on the irrep A, of .. ¢’ ,, D1 is dentically zero. N evertheless, this clister adm #sW = O-pair
solutions of di erent type and they m ay be ocbtained by applying the W = 0 T heorem [.28I which contains a
very general prescription to detem ine allthe W = 0 pairs, see Section -IIi

In the (1;1) nanotube W = 0 pairs form ed by particles of the sam e Kinetic energy m ay be obtained in the
3-fo1d degenerate onebody levels with energies 1 eV by profcting él;,.cf:j;# Piwih i;3= 2;3;4, onto the
irreps which are not represented In the onebody spectrum . In thisway we nd two sihglts

35 e, a0 G2)
320 ez e, G doad 0P @)
and three triplets
3 "i= 191—2 €, G n GG PE (34)
3,77 i= pl—Z @ ad, e & ad Pi @35)
37 pmad, doad P @6)

w hile all the other profctions yield nothing.

In the above expressions the B loch states q‘: . Pi can be taken both in the bonding and the antibonding
bands (" = 1 eV respectively). In conclusjonslwe found that the (1;1) nanotube w ith 8 siteshastwoW = 0
pairs in each band. A s already observed, such pairs have a non-vanishing totalm om entum , contrarily to the
W = 0 pairs of Section .IIi



B . E xact diagonalization data

W e have perform ed the num erical diagonalization of the H am ittonian in Eq.@') for the (1;1) nanotube of
length 2d and periodic boundary conditions, lled with 2; 3 and 4 electrons. T he interesting case arises w hen
the num ber ofelectrons isn + 2 = 4, since the non-interacting ground state j o (2)1i is a non-degenerate singlet
w ith vanishing m om entum containing two electrons in the lowest energy level. Therefore, the two added
ekctronsmay form aW = 0 pair according to the result of Section ¥ AE .

W e found that the interacting ground state j o 2)i wih 2 ekctrons is a totally symm etric singlet w ith
vanishing m om entum for any valie of the ratio U=t. On the other hand, j o (3)i is three-ld degenerate in
the sector S, = %, with m om enta (0;5—5), ( ;0) and ( ;0), or U=t < 16. © belongs to the irrep T; iIn
the weak coupling regim e. W ith four electrons (784 con gurations) the ground state is a doubly degenerate
singlet, w th m om enta (0;0) and (0;15—5), and belongs to the irrep 'E,. This is the symm etry oftheW = 0
pair; our approach predicts the correct sym m etry of the ground state. The st excited state w ith 4 electrons
is a three-1d degenerate triplet with m om enta (0;0), ( ;0) and ( ;0) and belongs to T . W e show below
that we are able to predict the sym m etry of this state aswell. W e found that there is no levelcrossings up to
U=t< 10°.

In order to study the pairing between the two added electrons, we m ust com pute the quantity ~(4) =
E @)+ E @) 2E (3)_, which is related to the e ective interaction according to the discussion m ade at the
begjr'ipjng of Section :y: ~(4) has been com puted In a large range of U=t values, and its trend is shown in
Fig.@).

A(4)

0.06

0.04

0.02

0

-0.02

-1 0 1 2 3 4

Log U/t

FIG.3. Trend of “(4) versus Log U=t for U=t in the range 1 10 5, ~@) isin ev .

For arbitrary sm allvalues ofU=t, ~(4) is negative and decreases up to a characteristic value ofU=t 4 _ 5,
where a m inim um is reached; at the m inimum ~(4) 0:018eV . Thus, as n them odel Cu-0 clusters R3],
~(4) is a new energy scale of the system , widely di erent from any of the Input param eters. For larger U=t,
~(@) Increases until ~“@4) = 0 for U=t 14. AsfarasU=t ! 1 , 7(4) increases m onotonically up to the
asym ptotic positive value of  0:063 €V .W e em phasize that ~(4) becom es positive for Jarge valies of U=t and
hence pairing disappears In the strong coupling regin e. T herefore, the above pairing m echanisn cannot be
related to the ones considered w ithin the fram ework ofthet J-lkem odels, wherean in nite U is required to
forbid double occupation on the sam e site and pairing is achieved by m eans of residual attractive interactions.

C .AnalyticalC anonical Tranform ation: P airing M echanism

In this Section we study the (1;1) nanotube with 8 sites by in plem enting the canonical transform ation
described In Section :_[V_: but truncated to the -states. W e shallcom pare the analytic resultsw ith the num erical
data obtained previously. The non-interacting Ferm i sphere j o (2)i = %l"cﬁl#j)i has two electrons in the
Jow est level. Since the onebody levels are w iddely separated the intra-shell interaction ism uch m ore In portant
than the intershell one. T herefore, we consider only the jn i states having the added pair of electrons In the
Jow est unoccupied kevelofenergy -1 €V, neglecting the higher-energy orbials. W e recall that in the three-fold
degenerate levelw J'ﬂ'l_ep_e]_:gy -1 &V we can write 5 two-body states (2 singlets and 3 triplets) w ithout double
occupancy, see Egs.{32-86). Hence, wem ay further reduce the set of the m states in the expansion of the
interacting ground state j o (4)i [see E q.Q]) 1by dropping the ones w ith non—zero direct interaction which are
expected to have w rong sym m etries to be the ground state). A convenient basis for the analytic evaluation of



them atrix elements W , ;, 0 and S E )y m 0 (see below ) is obtained in tem s of the creation operators

1 1
£, 9—5«1{3; +q,. ) £, p—§<ci3; ¢, ) @7
T he determ inantal states
naii= £, 6,3 0@ oi= £, f,30@1 38)

have profction only on the the st component ofE; and on the rst com ponent of T, and are m ixed by
- 1
the operatorsW and S E ] in Eq.{_2§‘). Indeed, the sym m etric com bination of jn 11 and n 21 yields j lEliof
- 3 - ——
Eq.@%),whﬂe the antisym m etric com bination yields j 1T2 ide ned in Eq.(34). Hence, the elgenvalue Eq.(23)
reduces to:

En, + Wqn, + Fn, We dnym, Gmy _ g O ; (39)

(We)mz;ml Em2+wm2+Fm2 am , am ,

where we have taken into account that W ¢ = 0 since n 11 and jn 21 have no-direct interaction and that the

dJagonalpaxt of the e ective Interaction W . vanishes due to the Pau]ipxjncijeE:. W e perform ed the sum in

Eqg. QG) over the states analytically using non renomm alized -state energies, which is justi ed at least In

the weak-coupling regim e. A s a consequence of the fact that W ¢ )n ;m = 0 the orward scattering term tums

out to be given by

U’ 1 1
+

Fn = (S mm = TS5 Ao
G EDn 8 2E E + 4t

fE] (40)

and it is Jndependent of the pair index m . The rst-order selfenergy W  , isequalto W , , and we defer the
reader to Section V I for the proof In a m ore general case; here we 1im it to write the nalresult
30
WF Wm1=Wm2=§: (41)
The o diagonalmatrix elements W ¢ Jn,m, = We Jn,m, we [E ] are responsble for a spin- jp-lke
e ective interaction due to the structure of the statesm ; and m ;. Perform ing the sum over the states and
taking the bare energiesE  we get

E] A (42)
w = — :
© 32 E + 4t
Hence, the eigenvectors of Eq. @9 191— (1;1) and #= (l; 1) and correspond to the states
B 1 B . .
jti= ?—Z(JH 11+ dn2d) JjoTi Jo @4 43)
S P 1 .. - 3T, . ..
j, %i= p—z(]n 11 dnpid) J, 1 Jo 2)i: (44)

From the symm etric com bination we get the singlkt belonging to the irrep 'E1 and the lowest energy Eg
satis es the equation

8t+ Wr + fEs ]+ we Es]= Es: 45)
Aocordhgtothe&eatmentdescribedjnSectjon:_I-V_:wewrjteEs= 8t+ Wy + fTEs]+ [E s]sothat
E s]l=we Es] (46)

T he antisym m etric com bination corresponds to the triplet belonging to the irrep T, and the lowest energy E ¢
satis es the equation

8t+ Wy + fEr] wWe Er]=Er: 47)

In this case Er]l]= we Er] and i coincides with the m odulus of we [Es ] in standard second-order

perturbation theory @Zj seeFjgdﬁia).

M ore generally, W ¢ )n;m = 0 ifthem state is a detem nantalstate. Letm = (' 1;»;’ 2;4) be a pair index
containing two spin-orbitals; draw ing the diagram for the e ective Interaction W . with incom ing ’ 1;» and
" 5.4 and outgoing ’ 1;» and ’ ,;; one realizes that one of the two spin-orbitals m ust be occupied tw ice.
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-0.006

—+— -A[E]
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(a) (b)
FIG.4. (a) E sland [E r]versusU=t. W e note that for U=t > 1 i is evident that E s1¢ E 1l ®
Com parison between [E g]and ~4).

-0.5 —— A[E]

In Fjg.@'b) it is reported the com parison between ~(4), as de ned In Eq.(3:li, and [E 5] obtained from
the canonical transform ation. W e have exactly tted the 8 points for “(4) and [E s ]by using a polynom ial
oforder 7 In U=t. T he ratio r between the quadratic coe cient of [E s ]and the quadratic coe cient of ~(4)
isr= 1:00003, whik the linear coe cients are essentially zero in both cases. W e observe that the analytical
valie J E sljis 2 tin es greater than j(4)jfor U=t ¥ 1. This m eans that the Intershell interactions
and the renomm alizations of the -state energies have an in portant weight in detem ining the right value of

E s ]. However, what is com fortable is that the analytical approach predicts the right trend of the binding
energy: the singlets feel attraction, while triplet repulsion. This is the resul we need to apply the canonical
transform ation to larger and m ore physical system s.

VI.PAIRING IN NANOTUBE-SUPERCELLS
A .Canonical Transform ation and P airing M echanism for (N ;N ) N anotubes

R ecently, P otassium éé] and Lihm é@:] have been intercalated in single—and m ultiwallcarbon nanotubes
and a net charge transfer w as observed betw een the alkalim etals and the carbon atom s. Since the intercalation
causes a very sm all structuraldeform ation, wem ay say that the akalim etalelectrons 1lthe originalbands of
the nanotube carrying the system away from half- lling. In this Section we apply the canonical transform ation
to study the pairing m echanism in the electron-doped ("= > 0) am chair nanotubes of length 1= Ld and
periodic boundary conditions. Om itting the band index we choose them states as detem inantal eigenstates
of the kinetic energy H o :

doacad o "ki)i"ko) > " 48)

where ¢ isthe Fem ienergy and j o ()i is the non interacting Femm i sphere w ith n particles. The rst-order
selfenergy W , is given by
"

# " #
cc cc 2 2
_ X X . 2. 0 2 X . zX . 2 _ n=2 n=2
Wn =10 ki )IRk; I+ ki )3 Jhks; )] =U 2 + FE W
4N L 4N “L
—apb kKO k =1 (49)

where jn i= ¢ ¢ .3 o ()i, the sum soverk and k° run over the occupied states and we used the fact that
J1k; )3= 1=@N L) Porany k and _

W e truncate the expansion ofthe interacting ground state j o n+ 2)1i oqu.{Z_Li) to the statesand a basis
for them looks like

a4 L, T 0@ Mk)NK2)"Ka) > e > "(ka); ="k (50)

In this schem e of approxim ation, wew ant to obtain the e ective interaction between the electrons form ing
the W = 0 pairs studied in Sectjo_n_EI_I. P rofcting on the irrep A, the vanishing m om entum pair j (k)i
G 4] o @)iwe get from Eq.R6)

Ree B'P
: . ("k+p @ MP kipik+p giai
h B2l ) B2l 0) - 2 & +
(ka]j k)i ll(k+p+q) n (p)+"(q)+"(k) E
P aq
X Ree 1 0 . 1 0. S KO . &x°
2 (Az)(OA) ("6k0+k+p) ,%)U Ok +Ak+pr kOk rp)U (krplOk +k+pr Ok") 1)
"(Ok0+ k+p) nw (p)+ ll(k0)+ ll(k) E

32C 5y pi
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where we have taken into aocountEq.g-:%(:l) rthe statesandwesetE? = E , which is jasti ed at least in
the weak-coupling regin e. The sum s are over occupied p and em pty g. Since " > 0, we om itted the band
Index + ofthe electron eigenenergies ", while we sum over the band index  of the virtualhole. The vertex
U isgiven by Eq.@1) where refers to the B loch-function depending on p, while all the other band indices
are Intended to be + . The &rst tetm on the rhs. oqu.(ElE) is the forward scattering contrbution F k),
w hile the second termm represents the e ective interaction W o (k ;ko) . W em ay see that standard perturbation
theory yields the arithm etic m ean of the two unperturbed Im itsE ! 2" (k) andE ! 2" ®%. In particular,
the forward scattering F in Eq.(1) coincides w ith the second-order selfenergy of the oneparticle propagator
in the sam e Iim it. .

W e em phasize that Eq.(1l) is characterized by a symm etry-induced quantum m echanical interference of
severaltem s. T his Interference produces a partial cancellation, and the absolute value ofthe result is typically
much an aller than individual contributions. T his m eans that the J'n_t;exactjon is dinam ically snallforw = 0
pairs: they have no direct interactions (that isW @ ,de ned in Eq.(27_l), is zero forW = 0 pairs), and because
ofthe interference the e ective Interaction is reduced com pared to what one could expect by a rough orderof-
m agnitude estin ate. H ow ever, the presence of the theta finctions and the anisotropy ofthe integrands prevent
a total cancellation. Substituting Egs.d951) into Eq.3), we cast the result in the form of a C ooper-lke
Schrodinger equation

X
R"k)+Wer + F k)lax + We (k;ko)ak0=Eak; (52)

k02D =4

for a selfconsistent calculation of E (sihce W . and F are E -dependent). T he indices k and k° run over 1=4
of the em pty part of the FBZ and we denoted such a set of wavevectors as D =4. W e are interested in the
possbility that E = 2" + Wg + Fnin ke )+ , wih a positive binding energy oftheW = 0 pair; here
Fnin ke ) isthem ninum valie of F (k) am ong the kr -wavevectors on the Fem i surface to be detem ined
selfconsistently w ith the eigenvalue E .

W e have perform ed num erical estim ates of by working on supercells of 2N L = N¢ cells. Herewe
solved the Cooperlke equation in a virtually exact way for N up to 6 and L up to 32. The resuls have
been reported in Tablke V a4,V b,V cand V d where the hopping param eter t= 1 e&V.Asa reasonable valie,
we have taken U=t = 1:7 which is of the correct order of m agnitude for graphite B7] B8]. In Ine with our
previous nding in the small (1,1) cluster, W = 0 A, singlts show pairing. T he calculations are perform ed
w ith the Ferm ienergy "r varyingbetween 056V and 12 &V (half 1ling correspondsto "¢ = 0). W e see that
the binding energy of the pairs decreases m onotonically both w ith the radius and the length of the tube.

W e need to work away from half 1lling In order to operate our m echanism ; on the other hand, c]ose_t:.o half

ling the system is a Luttinger liquid down to extrem ely low tem peratures w here a gap could open [14].

L N v L N v L N Y
10 2 12.0 043 104 63 037 106 40 039
202 57 0238 204 31 038 206 24 047
322 3.6 035 324 20 035 326 15 038
TableV a.Dataat "y = 05eV; isinmeV;V isinev,t= 1¢eV andU = 1:7&V.
L N v L N v L N Y
102 116 042 104 6.0 040 106 42 038
202 60 040 204 30 040 206 22 036
322 3.7 036 324 20 043 326 11 030

TableV b.Dataat"s = 08 eV; isinmeV;V isineV,t= 1eV andU = 17 &V.

L N v L N v L N A\

102 111 040 104 65 024 106 44 017

202 60 040 204 29 015 206 35 025

322 39 038 324 18 0.14 326 16 0.18
TableV c.Dataat "z = 1:0eV; isinmeV;V isinevV,t= 1eV andU = 17 &V.
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L N \% L N \% L N \Y%

10 2 105 040 104 55 040 106 44 025
202 6.0 044 204 32 043 206 16 034
322 39 045 324 19 037 326 1.0 033

TableV d.Dataat "y = 12 eV; isinmeV;V isinev,t=1eV andU = 1:7&V.

B . E xtrapolation to large L

W ith supercell sizes Nc > 400 num erical calculations becom e hard. Since we are concemed w ith the
asym ptotic behaviour for xed N and L ! 1 and (N ;L) dependson N and L in a com plicated way, we
need am ethod to m ake reliable extrapolations of the num erical results. To thisend, ]Jke in prevx)uswork @0
@l'] we de ne the Average E ective Interaction V . This is such that setting in Eq. (52!) We = —,wih a
constant V. > 0 orallk and k° in D_—4, one obtains the correct value of . In other tem s, once the binding
energy is known by solving Eq.(!éZl:), the constant V must be chosen in such a way that

11 X 1 ) &3
v Nc R"k)+ F k)] R% + Fanun kr)l ;L)

k2D =4

In TablkeV a,V b, V.cand V d. we have reported the value of V. which rem ains fairly stable around 04
eV and does not drop to 0 In the 1im it of large L. . T herefore V m ust be interpreted as a characteristic energy
scale of the system which is largely independent on the Femm ienergy and on the radius. W e have num erically
observed that ¥ k) Fuin kr)J ; hence we m ay extrapolate the asym ptotic value of from Eq.(33)
by dropping the di erence F (k) Fnin kr ) and takingthelimit L ! 1 . The dom ain is extended to D and
the result is divided by 4. Since ki is the com ponent along the tube axis, we convert the sum m ation into an
integral:

L x 7
R Cﬂ{x
2

ky

1

1 ("0iky) F)
\Y 8N

2 ke iky) %) aempr®)

(54)

with agmpt®™ )= liny, 1 ©;L).W e solved the above equation for the unknown asym pt N ) for several
values of N and "r , using a typicalvalie V 04 eV obtained from the calculations In supercells. W e found
that asympt IS strongly dependent on the 1lling at xed N . Rem arkably, there exists an optim al doping at
the Fem ienergy "r ' 1 &V where Lsympt W ) is appreciably di erent from zero, while  asympt Is strongly
suppressed far from it forN > 4, see Fjg.(,'g:.a).

~Dasympt ~Dasympt

0.004 .0040
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o

.0035

o

.0030

o

.0025

o

.0020

L0015 N

(a) (b)
FIG .5. Results of the canonical transformm ation approach with t= 1€V andU = 1:7eV. (@) asym pt @s a function
of the Ferm ienergy "r for N = 4 (em pty triangles), N = 8 (lack boxes) and N = 16 (grey diam onds). The Fem i
energy varies in the range 0:6 12. (b) asym pt @s a function of N forN in therange 4 36 and "y = 1 &V.

o

T he existence of an optim al doping can be understood by lookJng at the density of states (") and at the
integrand 1=[2(" %) asym pt ] g(") inEqgq '(54) From Fig. :(6) we see that (") has an absolute m axin um
at "= 1eV,which is rem iniscent of the Van H ove singularity in the graphite sheet, and exhdbits wellde ned
oscillations as a function of the nanotube radius @E:i] On the otherhand, g (") ispeaked at "= "¢ . T herefore,
for " / 1 &V we have a synergy which leads to an absolite m aximum of asym pt - T he prediction of
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an optin al doping follow s from Eq.éé) and is therefore largely m echanisn -ndependent. A trend sim ilar to
the one shown in Fjg.(_ﬂb) was reported by Benedict et al. [40], although they considered a phonon-driven
m echanism .

p(e) p(e) p(e)

0.8 0.8
0.6 0.6 0.5

0.4 0.4 0.4

0.2 0.2 0.2

el t ‘ elt | et

05 B T > o5 N 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3

(a) (b) (c)

FIG .6. Density of states in the (4;4) @), (8;8) () and (16;16) (c) nanotube. (") isin eV 1.

At the optim aldoping we observe that asym pt N ) decreasesm onotonically as the radiusp 3dN =2 ofthe
tube increases, see Fjg.('_ﬂb) . However, in the lim it of large N, asympt N ) rem ains stable around 1.7 m &V
and m ay be Interpreted as the binding energy of the W = 0 pair in an optim ally doped graphite sheet. By
a rough order of m agniude estin ate, we m ay say that the superconducting critical Tem perature predicted
by our approach at "r = 1 &V (which corresponds to a num ber of electrons per graphie atom of 125) is
Te asympt (L ) 10 20 K . These results m ay be com pared w ith the available experin ental data on the
akaligraphite intercalation com pounds (G IC). T here is experin ental evidence that the critical Tem perature
Tc n akalkG IC CxM (WhereM isa given akalim etal) grow s as x decreases El]_:l] T he num ber of electrons per
graphite atom f is related to x by an em pirical form ula Elé] f= =xwhere isthe fractional charge transfer.
A typicalvalue for is 05 0.6 !48] and hence the lling £ = 125 corresponds to the akaliG IC's C;M .
Under high-pressure, high m etal concentration sam ples such as C¢K, C3K, C4Na, C3Na, C2Na, C,Lihave
been synthesized; or C,N a the value 0of T is5 K whik forC,Li, Tc= 1.9 K ; In both cases the superconducting
critical Tem perature is of the sam e order of m agniude of agympt (1 ). Quite recently Potassium ESE:s] and
Lithium [36] have been intercalated also in single-and m ultiwall carbon nanotubes up to high concentration
(the highest m etal concentration was obtained wih Lithium in C,Li). Our mechanisn predicts that the
binding energy ofthe W = 0 pairs is biggerla'n nanotubes than In graphite sheets and this suggests a higher
critical Tem perature for the form er, see Fjg@b) . This is also supported by the m easurem ents ofa Tc 15K
in the 4 Angstrom SW NT by Tang et al. L‘-’n].

VII.CONCLUSION S

Currently, carbon nanotubes superconduct at m uch lower tem peratures than high-T. C uprates and the two
kinds ofm aterials are apparently quite di erent. H ow ever, sym m etry argum ents based on theW = 0 theorem
tell us that, despite the obvious di erences, part of the story m ust be the sam e, ie. by a suitable choice of
D irac’s characters the on-site C oulom b interaction is utterly tumed o . T his produces the singlkt pairing and
constrains the ground state spin-orbital sym m etry ofthe interacting system . W e presented analytic expressions
for the e ective Interaction and obtained thebinding energy for N ;N ) am chairnanotubes; in thecaseN = 1
we veri ed these predictions num erically and got high-precision agreem ent.

A though the results presented in this paper cannot be quantitatively com pared w ith the experin etaldata,
the order ofm agnitude of the pair binding energy agrees w ith experin ent. Furthem ore, the decreasing of the
binding energy w ith N is suggested by recent m easurem ents on nanotubes w ith diam eter of few A ngstrom ﬁ].

T he paired state we have obtained here is essentially two-din ensional, that is the transverse direction is
crucialto have a non-Abelian sym m etry group and henceW = 0 pairs; the pairing m echanisn uses degenerate
electronic states that exist n 2d away from half 1ling. This opens up the Interesting possibility that two
distinct superconducting order param eters appear in the phase diagram , if it tums out that close to half- lling
there is another one due to a breakdown of the Luttinger licquid.
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