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W e use the Hubbard Ham iltonian H on the honeycom b lattice to representthe va-

lence bands ofcarbon single-wall(N ;N ) nanotubes. A detailed sym m etry analysis

showsthatthe m odelallows W = 0 pairswhich we de�ne astwo-body singlet eigen-

statesofH with vanishing on-siterepulsion.By m eansofa non-perturbativecanonical

transform ation wecalculate thee�ectiveinteraction between theelectronsofa W = 0

pairadded to theinteracting ground state.W eshow thatthedressed W = 0 pairisa

bound state forresonable param etervaluesaway from half�lling.Exactdiagonaliza-

tion resultsforthe (1,1)nanotubecon�rm the expectations.For(N ;N )nanotubesof

length l,the binding energy ofthe pair dependsstrongly on the �lling and decreases

towardsa sm allbutnonzero value asl! 1 .W e observe the existence ofan optim al

doping when the num ber ofelectrons per C atom is in the range 1.2� 1.3, and the

binding energy isofthe orderof0.1 � 1 m eV.

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Afterthediscovery ofcarbon nanotubes[1]theinterestin such system shasbeen stim ulated by theiranom a-

lousnorm alproperties[2]and by the recently reported superconductivity [3].Indeed there hasbeen growing

evidence of superconducting 
uctuations in single-wallcarbon nanotubes placed between superconducting

contacts[4][5][6]up to the transition tem perature of’ 0.5 K [3].

A single-wallcarbon nanotube(SW NT)isa graphitesheetwrapped onto a cylinder.Thecarbon atom sare

arranged on thesitesofahoneycom b lattice.Thetwoprim itiveBravaislatticevectorsarea� = (d=2)(� 1;
p
3),

where d=
p
3 is the nearest neighbor carbon separation,see Fig.(1). A SW NT is characterized by a pair of

integers(N ;M )which speci�esthewrapping:thecylinderhastheaxisrunningperpendicularto N a+ + M a� ,

so that atom s separated by N a+ + M a� are identi�ed. O nly in recent years,was it possible to study the

electronic propertiesofatom ically resolved SW NT’s;itwasfound [7]thatthey are strongly dependenton the

integersN and M .

From band-structurecalculations[8][9]onepredictsthatthe\arm chair" (N ;N )tubesarem etalswhilethe

\zig-zag" (N ;� N )ones[which arethesam easthe(N ;0)tubes]areinsulatorsorsem iconductors.However,the

Coulom b interaction cannotbeneglected [10][11].D uetothequasione-dim ensionalstructure,theSW NT’sare

believed toexhibitnon-Ferm iliquid behaviour[12].Theband structureofthearm chairnanotubessuggests[13]

[14]thatnearhalf-�lling the low-energy e�ective Ham iltonian should be a four-com ponentLuttingerm odel.

This theory was developed by the perturbative Renorm alization G roup [13][15] and by the bosonization

technique[16][17]in theweakly doped case,revealing thepresenceofa superconducting instability forshort-

ranged interactions. Stillin a one-dim ensionalschem e,phonon induced pairing m echanism s have also been

reported [18][19].

O n theotherhand,in thisexploratory paperweconsidera di�erentscenario in which theelectron density is

so farfrom half-�lling thatany one-dim ensionalfree-ferm ion m odelwith a linearspectrum failsto describethe

non-interacting Ham iltonian. This ism otivated by the expectation [6]thatan increased doping by chem ical

m anipulations and/or external�elds could enhance the superconducting transition tem perature. In recent

years,weproposed a pairing-m echanism [20][21]in thetwo-dim ensional(one-band and three-bands)repulsive

Hubbard m odelfortheCuprates.Hereweshow thatthesam eideaextendstothecaseathand.In ourapproach

bound electron-pairs in SW NT are obtained by a sym m etry-driven con�guration interaction m echanism in

which the transverse direction playsa crucialr̂ole.

In this paper,we do not (yet) include phonons even ifwe acknowledge 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. O n the other hand, any m echanism in low-dim ensionalsystem s, like the Cuprates and nanotubes,

m ustovercom esom ehow theproblem oftherepulsion between con�ned charges.Thisisan obviousdi�erence

com pared to the traditionalsuperconductorswhere pairshave hundredesofAngstrom ofspace to delocalize.

Thenotion thatpairing can ariseby apurely electronicm echanism ,i.e.from purely repulsiveelectron-electron
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interactions,wasputforth by K ohn and Luttingerlong ago [22].They suggested thatforlarge odd valuesof

the relative angularm om entum two electronscould stay enough farapartfrom each otherto take advantage

oftheFriedeloscillationsofthescreened Coulom b potential.In ourapproach,based on a 2d Hubbard m odel,

the �rst-orderCoulom b repulsion isrem oved by sym m etry.
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FIG .1. Illustration ofthe honeycom b lattice. The sites a (em pty dots �) and b (fulldots �) constitute the basis

ofeach unit cell. W e �x the origin in an a site. The (N ;M ) nanotube is obtained by identifying sites separated by

N a+ + M a� .

The plan ofthe paperisthe following. In Section IIwe de�ne the Hubbard m odelHam iltonian H forthe

arm chair(N ;N )SW NT and we introduce som e usefulnotations. In Section IIIwe use a generaltheorem to

obtain allthetwo-body singleteigenstatesofH with vanishing Hubbard repulsion (W = 0 pairs).W eexploit

theSpaceG roup sym m etry ofthesystem to getalltheW = 0 pairswith zero totalm om entum .Rem arkably,

we �nd that their wave-function vanishes ifthe particles have the sam e x value. In Section IV we propose

a non-perturbative canonicaltransform ation to dealwith the e�ective interaction between the electronsofa

W = 0 pairadded to the m any-body ground state. Since the two extra particles cannotinteractdirectly by

de�nition ofW = 0 pair,theire�ective interaction com es outfrom virtualelectron-hole excitation exchange

with theFerm iseaand in principlecan beattractive.In Section V weconsiderthe(1;1)nanotube,with length

l= 2d.Thissystem has8 sitesand isthe sm allestnanotube-like clustershowing the superconducting W = 0

pairing.Therefore,itrepresentsavery good probetotestthepairing m echanism described in Section IV,since

we can com pare exact diagonalization results with the analytic ones. In Section VIwe apply the canonical

transform ation approach to study the (N ;N ) nanotubes of�nite length and periodic boundary conditions.

W e obtain a Cooper-like equation forthe binding energy � � ofthe W = 0 pairwhich isnum erically solved

for2 � N � 6 and length lup to 32d;the resultsare then extrapolated to study the dependence of� on the

radiusofthetubeand on theFerm ienergy in thelim itofin�nitelength.Finally theconclusion are drawn in

Section VII.

II.H U B B A R D M O D EL O N T H E SW N T

The fourouter-shellelectronsofeach carbon atom form three� sp2 bondsand a resonant� bond with the

rem aining pz electron.A sim ple description consistsofa tight-binding Ham iltonian where only thepz orbital

istaken into account:

H 0 = t

X

hr;r0i

X

�

�
c
y
r;�cr0;� + h:c:

�
; (1)

where c
y
r;� (cr;�)isthe creation (annihilation)operatorofan electron ofspin � on the honeycom b site r,the

sum runsoverthe pairshr;r
0
iofnearestneighourcarbon atom sand tisthehopping param eter.The on-site

Coulom b repulsion is

W = U

X

r

n̂r;"n̂r;#; (2)

where n̂r;� = c
y
r;�cr;� is the num beroperator referred to the site r and to the spin �. The fullHam iltonian

reads

H = H 0 + W : (3)
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Although the thepointsym m etry G roup ofthegraphite layerisD 6h,thesim pli�ed Hubbard Ham iltonian in

Eq.(3)hasC 6v sym m etry since the ferm ionic operatorsare taken to be even underre
ection with respectto

the plane;for a SW NT only C 2v point sym m etry rem ains,due to the wrapping. The C 2v G roup is abelian

and itstable ofcharactersis

C 2v 1 C 2 �x �y Sym m etry

A 1 1 1 1 1 x
2
+ y

2

A 2 1 1 -1 -1 x=y� y=x

B 1 1 -1 1 -1 x

B 2 1 -1 -1 1 y

TableI.Charactertable otthe C 2v sym m etry group.H ere 1 denotes the identity,C 2 the 180 degreesrotation,�x and

�y the re
ectionswith respectto the x = 0 and y = 0 axesrespectively.The C 2v sym m etry group isA belian and hence

has four one-dim ensionalirreducible rapresentations (irreps) denoted by A 1,A 2,B 1,B 2. In the last colum n sim ple

basisfunctions foreach irrep are shown.

Below, we shalldiagonalize the kinetic term H 0 and introduce som e usefulnotation. Let us write the

position R ofthecellsin term sofa pairofintegers(n;m ),R = na+ + m a� .Asillustrated in Figure1,weset

theorigin atan a site,and therefore any R translation willtakeusto anothera site;to geta bsite one m ust

translate by R � (0; d

2
p
3
). It is convenientto renam e the creation operators on the site r by distinguishing

the a sitesfrom the b sites:

c
y
r =

(

c
(a)

y

R
if r= R

c
(b)

y

R
if r= R � (0; d

2
p
3
):

(4)

where the spin index isom itted forthe sake ofsim plicity.Letusintroduce the Bloch creation operators

c
(� )y

k
=
X

R

h

u
(� )

�

(k;a)c
(a)y

R
+ u

(� )
�

(k;b)c
(b)y

R

i

e
� ik� R

; � = � (5)

with

�
u
�
(k;a)

u
� (k;b)

�

=
1

p
4N L

�
1

�
jA (k)j

A (k)

�

(6)

and

A(k)=

�

1+ 2e
� id

2
(
p
3ky )cos

dkx

2

�

: (7)

The kinetic term H 0 can be written in a diagonalform as

H 0 =
X

�

X

k;�

"
�
(k)c

(� )y

k;�
c
(� )

k;�
; (8)

where

"
�
(k)= � t

s

1+ 4cos2
�
kxd

2

�

+ 4cos

�
kxd

2

�

cos

�
ky
p
3d

2

�

; (9)

are the bonding (-)and antibonding (+ )bands.

The Hubbard interaction becom es

W = 2N L

X

k1 ;k2;k3;k4

X

�1;�2;�3;�4

U�1;�2;�3;�4(k1;k2;k3;k4)c
(�1)

y

k1;"
c
(�2)

y

k2 ;#
c
(�3)

k3;#
c
(�4)

k4;"
; (10)

where

U�1;�2;�3;�4(k1;k2;k3;k4)= U

X

� = a;b

u
(�1)

�

(k1;�)u
(�2)

�

(k2;�)u
(�3)(k3;�)u

(�4)
�

(k4;�)�G (k1 + k2 � k3 � k4)

(11)
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and �G (k)is1 ifk isa reciprocallattice vectorG and zero otherwise;in the (N ;N )nanotubesG = nG + +

m G � ,with n and m integers,and G � = 2�

d
(1;� 1

p
3
).Forthe(N ;N )nanotubesoflength l= Ld and periodic

boundary conditionsalong the x̂ direction the k-vectorsare quantized as

kx =
2�

Ld
m x; m x = 0;1;:::;L � 1 ; ky =

2�
p
3N d

m y; m y = 0;1;:::;2N � 1 : (12)

Fork = (� 2

3d
�;

2
p
3d
�)� k� the bonding and antibonding bandstouch each otherand "

�
(k� )= 0 linearly.

In the nextSection we show that the Ham iltonian in Eq.(3) adm its two-body singlet eigenstates with no

double occupancy on the honeycom b sites and we shallrefer to them as W = 0 pairs. W = 0 pairs are

thereforeeigenstatesofthekineticenergy operatorin Eq.(8)and oftheHubbard repulsion W ofEq.(10)with

vanishing eigenvalue ofthe latter.The particlesform ing a W = 0 pairhave no directinteraction and are the

m ain candidates to achieve bound states in purely repulsive Hubbard m odels [20][21][23]. Incidentally,we

note that such states are involved in the antiferrom agnetic ground state ofHubbard and related m odels at

half�lling [24][25][26][27].

III.W = 0 PA IR S IN T H E A R M C H A IR (N ;N ) SW N T

W e obtained [21][28]a powerfuland elegantcriterion to getallthe W = 0 pairs.W e can do thatin term s

ofthe O ptim alG roup G ofthe Ham iltonian,that we de�ne as a sym m etry G roup which is big enough to

justify the degeneracy ofthe single particle energy levels. By de�nition,every one-body eigenstate ofH can

be classi�ed asbelonging to one ofthe irreducible representations(irreps)ofG. W e m ay say thatan irrep �

isrepresented in theone-body spectrum ofH ifatleastone oftheone-body levelsbelongsto �.LetE bethe

setoftheirrepsofG which are represented in theone-body spectrum ofH .Letj ibe a two-body eigenstate

ofthe kinetic energy H 0 with spin Sz = 0.Then,itholdsthe

W = 0 Theorem :

� =2 E , W P
(�)
j i= 0 (13)

where P (�) is the projection operator on the irrep �. In otherterm s,any nonvanishing projection ofj ion

an irrep notcontained in E,isan eigenstate ofH 0 with no double occupancy.The singletcom ponentofthis

state isa W = 0 pair.Conversely,any pairbelonging to an irrep represented in the one-body spectrum m ust

have positive W expectation value.

The com plete characterization ofthe sym m etry ofW = 0 pairs requires the knowledge ofthe O ptim al

G roup G.A partialuseofthetheorem ispossibleifonedoesnotknow G butknowsa subgroup.Itisthen still

granted thatany pairbelonging to an irrep ofthe subgroup notrepresented in the spectrum hasthe W = 0

property. O n the otherhand,accidentaldegeneracies occurwith a subgroup ofthe O ptim alG roup,because

by m ixing degenerate pairs belonging to irreps represented in the spectrum one can �nd W = 0 pairs also

there.Thisisillustrated by the exam ple reported in Section V.

Below,we shallapply the W = 0 Theorem in the (N ;N ) SW NT to obtain W = 0 pairs ofzero total-

m om entum .Letj0idenotetheelectron vacuum .Exploiting theinvariance ofthe Ham iltonian undertransla-

tionsand C 2v-operationsthe determ inantalstate c
y

k;"
c
y

� k;#
j0iyieldsnothing ifprojected onto an irrep ofthe

Space G roup with non-zero m om entum . D irect inspection ofthe Bloch functions in Eq.(6) shows that the

k = 0 irreps represented in the one-body spectrum are B 2 in the bonding band and A 1 in the antibonding

band;hence,W = 0 pairsm ay be obtained by projecting onto A 2 and B 1. Letusconsiderthe two-electron

singletstate ofvanishing m om entum :

 �1;�2 (k;R 1;R 2) �
1
p
2
h0jc

(�1)

R 1;"
c
(�2)

R 2;#
[c
y

k;"
c
y

� k;#
+ c

y

� k;"
c
y

k;#
]j0i=

=
1
p
2

�
u
�
(k;�1)u

�
(� k;�2)e

ik� (R1� R 2) + u
�
(k;�2)u

�
(� k;�1)e

� ik� (R1� R 2)
�
�0; (14)

where �0 isa singletspin function and fori= 1;2 �i = a;b.The projection onto the irrep � ofC2v yields

 
[�]

�1;�2
(k;R 1;R 2)=

1

2

X

Ô 2 C 2v

�
(�)
(Ô ) �1;�2

�
Ô k;R 1;R 2

�
; (15)

where �
(�)
(Ô )isthe characterin � ofthe operation Ô ofC 2v.W hile  

[B 1]= 0,aftersom e algebra one �nds
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[A 2]

�1;�2
(k;R 1;R 2) = sin(kx(X 1 � X2))�

�
1
p
2

�
u
�
(k;�1)u

�
(� k;�2)e

iky (Y1� Y2) � u
�
(k;�2)u

�
(� k;�1)e

� iky (Y1� Y2)
�
�0; (16)

where R i;j = (X i;j;Yi;j). W e can verify by direct inspection that  
[A 2]

�1;�2
(k;R 1;R 2) vanishes for X 1 = X 2,

thatisthetwo-body singletwavefunction vanishesiftheparticleslie on thesam eannulusofthe(N ;N )tube.

Asa consequence  
[A 2]

�1;�2
(k;R 1;R 2)is an eigenstate ofthe kinetic energy H 0 [with eigenvalue 2"(k))]and of

theon-site Hubbard repulsion W with vanishing eigenvalue ofthelatter,thatis 
[A 2]

�1;�2
(k;R 1;R 2)isa W = 0

pair.

W = 0 pairsofnon-vanishing total-m om entum m ay be obtained in a sim ilarway;however,in thisprelim i-

nary work we concentrate on pairsofvanishing totalm om entum .

IV .C A N O N IC A L T R A N SFO R M A T IO N A P P R O A C H T O T H E PA IR IN G M EC H A N ISM

In thisSection weintend to study thee�ectiveinteraction am ong theelectronsofa W = 0 pairadded to the

n-body interacting ground state j	 0(n)i. Since the two extra particles cannotinteractdirectly by de�nition

ofW = 0 pair,their e�ective interaction com es out from virtualelectron-hole excitation exchange with the

Ferm isea and in principle can be attractive.

M any con�gurations contribute to the interacting (n + 2)-body ground state j	 0(n + 2)i and we need a

com plete set S to expand it exactly;as long as it is com plete,however,we can design S as we please. W e

can takethenon-interacting n-body Ferm isphere j� 0(n)iasourvacuum and build thecom plete setin term s

ofexcitations over it. In the subspace with vanishing spin z com ponent,the sim plest states that enter the

con�guration m ixing are those obtained from j� 0(n)iby creating two extra electronsoverit;we denote with

jm i these states. Sim ilarly,along with the pair m states,we introduce the 4-body � states,obtained from

j� 0(n)i by creating 2 electrons and 1 electron-hole (e-h) pair. Then S includes the 6-body � states having

2 electrons and 2 e-h 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 r̂ole asphononsin the Coopertheory.By m eans

ofthe com pletsetS we now expand the interacting ground state

j	 0(n + 2)i=
X

m

am jm i+
X

�

a� j�i+
X

�

a�j�i+ :::: (17)

and setup the Schr�odingerequation

H j	 0(n + 2)i= E (n + 2)j	 0(n + 2)i: (18)

W e stress that Eq.(17) is con�guration interaction, not a perturbative expansion. W hen the num ber n of

electrons in the system is such that j� 0(n)i is a single non-degenerate determ inant (the Ferm isurface is

totally �lled),wecan easily and unam biguously de�neand calculate thee�ectiveinteraction between thetwo

extra electrons since the expansion in Eq.(17) for the interacting ground state is unique: this is done by a

canonicaltransform ation [20],[29],[34]from the m any-body Ham iltonian ofEq.(3). W e considerthe e�ects

oftheoperatorsH 0 and W on theterm sofj	 0(n + 2)i.Choosing the m ,�,�,:::statesto be eigenstatesof

the kinetic energy H 0 we have

H 0jm i= E m jm i; H 0j�i= E � j�i; H 0j�i= E�j�i; :::: (19)

Since W can create ordestroy up to 2 e-h pairs,itsaction on an m state yields

W jm i=
X

m 0

W m 0;m jm
0
i+

X

�

W �;m j�i+
X

�

W � ;m j�i: (20)

The action ofW on the � statesyields

W j�i=
X

m

W m ;� jm i+
X

� 0

W � 0;� j�
0
i+

X

�

W � ;�j�i+
X




W 
 �j
i; (21)

where scattering between 4-body states is allowed by the second term ,and so on. In thisway we obtain an

algebraicsystem forthecoe�cientsofthecon�guration interaction ofEq.(17).Howeverto testtheinstability

ofthe Ferm iliquid towards pairing it is su�cient to study the am plitudes a m ofthe m states. In the weak

coupling lim it this can be done by truncating the expansion in Eq.(17) to the � states because,as we have
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shown [29],theinclusion ofthe�;
;:::statesproducesaE -dependentrenorm alization ofthem atrix elem ents

ofhigherorderin W ,leaving the structure ofthe equationsunaltered.

By taking a linearcom bination ofthe � statesin such a way that

(H 0 + W )�;� 0 = ��� 0E
0
� (22)

the algebraic system reducesto

[E m � E (n + 2)]am +
X

m 0

am 0W m ;m 0 +
X

�

a� W m ;� = 0 (23)

�
E

0
� � E (n + 2)

�
a� +

X

m 0

am 0W �;m 0 = 0: (24)

Solving fora� and substituting in Eq.(23)we exactly decouple the 4-body states aswell,ending up with an

equation forthe dressed pairj i=
P

m
am jm i.The e�ective Schr�odingerequation forthe pairreads

(H 0 + W + S[E ])j i� Hpairj i= E j i (25)

where

(S[E ])m ;m 0 = �
X

�

W m ;� W �;m 0

E 0
� � E

: (26)

is the scattering operator. The m atrix elem ents W m ;m 0 in Eq.(25) m ay be written as the sum oftwo term s

representing thedirectinteraction W
(d)

m ;m 0 am ong theparticlesform ing thepairand the�rst-orderself-energy

W m :

W m ;m 0 = W
(d)

m ;m 0 + �m ;m 0W m : (27)

Analogously in S[E ]we m ay recognize two di�erent contributions;one is the true e�ective interaction W e�

between the electronsofthe m states,while the otherone isthe forward scattering term F

Sm ;m 0 = (W e� )m ;m 0 + Fm �m ;m 0 : (28)

The�rst-orderself-energy and theforward scattering term arediagonalin theindicesm and m
0
.W m and Fm

renorm alize the non-interacting energy E m ofthe m states:

E m ! E
(R )
m = E m + W m + Fm : (29)

Eq.(25)isoftheform ofaSchr�odingerequation with eigenvalueE (n+ 2)fortheadded pairwith theinteraction

W
(d)

+ W e� .Here the W = 0 pairsare specialbecause W
(d)

vanishes.W e interpretam asthe wave function

ofthe dressed pair,which isacted upon by an e�ective Ham iltonian H pair.Thisway oflooking atEq.(25)is

perfectly consistent,despite the presence ofthe m any-body eigenvalue E (n + 2).Indeed,ifthe interaction is

attractive and producesbound statesthe spectrum ofEq.(25)containsdiscrete statesbelow the threshold of

thecontinuum (two-electron Ferm ienergy).Thisisaclear-cutcriterion forpairing,which isexactin principle.

The threshold isgiven by

E
(R )

F
� m in

fm g
[E

(R )
m (E )]; (30)

which containsallthe pairwise interactions exceptthose between the particles in the pair;itm ustbe deter-

m ined once Eq.(25) has been solved (since F dependson the solution). The ground state energy E m ay be

conveniently written as E
(R )

F
+ �. � < 0 indicates a Cooper-like instability ofthe norm alFerm iliquid and

itsm agnitude representsthe binding energy ofthe pair.

W e em phasize the fact that in principle the canonicaltransform 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 practicalestim ate ofthe

renorm alized Ferm ienergy. In the num ericalcalculations,som e approxim ation is needed. In Section V and

VI,we shallcom pute the bare quantities;that is,we shallneglect the 6-body and higher excitations in the

calculation ofW e� and F .Thisisa resonableapproxim ation ifwecom putesm allcorrectionsto a Ferm iliquid

background and theexactnum ericalresultsin the(1;1)nanotubesuggestthatthisisthecase,seeSection V.

W e wantto stressthatonce the expansion ofj	 0(n + 2)iin Eq.(17)istruncated asspeci�ed above we do

notneed to constructa good approxim ation ofthe interacting ground state wave function in orderto getthe

am am plitudesatweak coupling;in thisway we obtain inform ation aboutpairing.
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V .T H E (1;1) N A N O T U B E:EX A C T D IA G O N A LIZA T IO N A N D PA IR IN G M EC H A N ISM

There isevidence from clustercalculationsthatpairing can arise in the repulsive Hubbard m odel[23][30]

[31]. In this Section we shallconsider the (1;1) nanotube,with l= 2d and periodic boundary conditions,

see Fig(2.a). This system has 8 sites and is the sm allest nanotube-like cluster showing the superconducting

W = 0 pairing. Therefore,it represents a very good probe to test the pairing m echanism shown in Section

IV,since we can com pare exact diagonalization results with the analytic approxim ations ofthe canonical

transform ation.

W e de�ne,following Refs.[32][33],

~�(n + 2)= E (n + 2)+ E (n)� 2E (n + 1): (31)

whereE (n)istheground stateenergy with n electrons(referenced to theelectron vacuum ).j~�(n + 2)jisone

de�nition ofthe pairing energy. This de�nition issim ple,butrequirescom puting the eigenvalueswith great

accuracy,and hasseveraldrawbacks. Itsaysnothing aboutthe dynam icswhich leadsto pairing. M oreover,

generally a negative ~� does not unam biguously im ply pairing,and further problem s arise since the above

de�nition dependson the com parison ofsystem swith di�erentn.

However,in severalstudiesofW = 0 pairing in �nitesystem swhen itwaspossible to com pute ~� by exact

diagonalization we pointed out[21][23][34]thatatleastatweak coupling itagrees wellwith � asobtained

by the canonicaltransform ation.Thissupportsthe application ofEq.(31).

Below we perform a group-theoreticalanalysisand obtain W = 0 pairsby exploiting the W = 0 Theorem .

Next,we com pute theinteracting ground state energy with 2,3 and 4 electronsby exactnum ericaldiagonal-

ization in order to get ~�(4). Finally the canonicaltransform ation is applied to evaluate �(4)which willbe

com pared with ~�(4).

A .Sym m etry P roperties and W = 0 Pairs

TheFirstBrillouin Zone(FBZ)consistsof4 pointsand sincetherearetwo atom sin theunitcell,two bands

result. The sym m etry properties ofthis system are intriguing: itis notonly invariantunderthe operations

ofthe Space G roup (translations and C 2v-operations),but also under the dynam icaloperation d shown in

Fig.(2.b). The dynam icaloperation d isrem iniscentofa sim ilarsym m etry which m ustbe taken into account

to understand the degeneraciesin the 4� 4 Hubbard m odel[21].
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FIG .2. (a) The H ubbard m odelofthe (1,1) nanotube;the dashed lines denote hopping interactions due to the

wrapping.(b)Illustration ofthe dynam icalsym m etry d;the sites1,8,7,6 undergo a clockwise rotation while the sites

3,2,5,4 a counterclockwise rotation. O ne can see by directinspection thatthe nearestneighbours ofeach site are the

sam e ofFig.(2.a).

Including d and closing the m ultiplication table we obtain a sym m etry G roup G with 48 elem ents in 10

classesasshown in Table II.

C1 C2 C3 C4 C5 C6 C7 C8 C9 C10

1 C 2 �x �y �xt
2
1;0 t

2
1;0 t1;0 d C 2d �yd

Table II.Top row: sym bols ofthe 10 classes Ci ofG;bottom row: one typicaloperation for each ofthe classes;the

otherscan be obtained by conjugation.The operationsare:the identity 1,the translation tn;m ofn stepsalong a+ and
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m along a� ;d isthe dynam icalsym m etry.The otheroperationsC 2,C 4,�x,�y are those ofthe G roup ofthe rectangle

and are referenced to the centre c ofFig(2.a).

In Table IIIwe report the character table ofthe fullsym m etry G roup G ofthe (1;1) nanotube oflength

l= 2d.

G C1 C2 C3 C4 C5 C6 C7 C8 C9 C10

A 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

A 2 1 1 -1 -1 -1 1 -1 1 1 -1

B 1 1 -1 1 -1 1 1 -1 -1 1 1

B 2 1 -1 -1 1 -1 1 1 -1 1 -1

E 1 2 0 2 0 2 2 0 0 -1 -1

E 2 2 0 -2 0 -2 2 0 0 -1 1

T1 3 1 -1 1 3 -1 -1 -1 0 0

T2 3 -1 -1 -1 3 -1 1 1 0 0

T3 3 -1 1 1 -3 -1 -1 1 0 0

T4 3 1 1 -1 -3 -1 1 -1 0 0

Table III.Character table ot the O ptim alG roup G. The irrepsA 1,A 2,B 1 and B 2 reduce to the corresponding ones

ofthe subgroup C 2v ifG isbroken.

The one-body eigenenergies fort= 1 eV are shown in Table IV togetherwith the irrepsofthe associated

eigenvectors.From Table IIand IIIwe see thatG isan O ptim alG roup asde�ned above.

Q uasi-m om entum Energy (� = � ) Irrep Energy (� = + ) Irrep

k1 = (0;0) -3 B 2 3 A 1

k2 = (0;2�
p
3
) -1 T1 1 T3

k3 = (�;0) -1 T1 1 T3

k4 = (� �;0) -1 T1 1 T3

Table IV.O ne-body spectrum fort= 1 eV .The energies are in eV .

In Section III we have shown how to get allthe W = 0 pairs ofvanishing m om entum and belonging to

the irrep A 2 ofC 2v. However,the (1;1)nanotube istoo sm allto achieve thiskind ofW = 0 pair-statesand

theprojection on the irrep A 2 ofc
y

k;"
c
y

� k;#
j0iisidentically zero.Nevertheless,thisclusteradm itsW = 0-pair

solutionsofdi�erenttype and they m ay be obtained by applying the W = 0 Theorem [28],which containsa

very generalprescription to determ ine allthe W = 0 pairs,see Section III.

In the (1;1)nanotube W = 0 pairsform ed by particlesofthe sam e kinetic energy m ay be obtained in the

3-fold degenerate one-body levels with energies � 1 eV by projecting c
y

ki;"
c
y

kj;#
j0iwith i;j = 2;3;4,onto the

irrepswhich are notrepresented in the one-body spectrum .In thisway we �nd two singlets

j 
1
E 1

1 i=
1
p
2
(c

y

k3;"
c
y

k3;#
� c

y

k4 ;"
c
y

k4 ;#
)j0i (32)

j 
1E 1

2 i=
1
p
6
(2c

y

k2;"
c
y

k2;#
� c

y

k3;"
c
y

k4;#
� c

y

k4 ;"
c
y

k3 ;#
)j0i (33)

and three triplets

j 
3
T2

1 i=
1
p
2
(c

y

k3;"
c
y

k4;#
� c

y

k4;"
c
y

k3;#
)j0i (34)

j 
3
T2

2 i=
1
p
2
(c

y

k3;"
c
y

k2;#
� c

y

k2;"
c
y

k3;#
)j0i (35)

j 
3
T2

3 i=
1
p
2
(c

y

k4;"
c
y

k2;#
� c

y

k2;"
c
y

k4;#
)j0i (36)

while allthe otherprojectionsyield nothing.

In the above expressions the Bloch states c
y

ki;�
j0i can be taken both in the bonding and the antibonding

bands("= � 1 eV respectively).In conclusionswe found thatthe(1;1)nanotubewith 8 siteshastwo W = 0

pairsin each band.Asalready observed,such pairshave a non-vanishing total-m om entum ,contrarily to the

W = 0 pairsofSection III.
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B .Exact diagonalization data

W e have perform ed the num ericaldiagonalization ofthe Ham iltonian in Eq.(3) for the (1;1) nanotube of

length 2d and periodic boundary conditions,�lled with 2;3 and 4 electrons.Theinteresting case ariseswhen

thenum berofelectronsisn+ 2 = 4,sincethenon-interacting ground statej� 0(2)iisa non-degeneratesinglet

with vanishing m om entum containing two electrons in the lowest energy level. Therefore, the two added

electronsm ay form a W = 0 pairaccording to the resultofSection V A.

W e found that the interacting ground state j	 0(2)i with 2 electrons is a totally sym m etric singlet with

vanishing m om entum for any value ofthe ratio U=t. O n the other hand,j	 0(3)i is three-fold degenerate in

the sector Sz = 1

2
,with m om enta (0;2�

p
3
),(�;0) and (� �;0),for U=t < 10

5
. It belongs to the irrep T1 in

the weak coupling regim e. W ith four electrons (784 con�gurations) the ground state is a doubly degenerate

singlet,with m om enta (0;0) and (0;2�
p
3
),and belongs to the irrep 1

E 1. This is the sym m etry ofthe W = 0

pair;ourapproach predictsthecorrectsym m etry oftheground state.The �rstexcited statewith 4 electrons

isa three-fold degenerate tripletwith m om enta (0;0),(�;0)and (� �;0)and belongs to T2. W e show below

thatwe areable to predictthesym m etry ofthisstate aswell.W efound thatthereisno level-crossingsup to

U=t< 10
5
.

In order to study the pairing between the two added electrons,we m ust com pute the quantity ~�(4) =

E (4)+ E (2)� 2E (3),which is related to the e�ective interaction according to the discussion m ade at the

beginning ofSection V. ~�(4) has been com puted in a large range ofU=t values,and its trend is shown in

Fig.(3).

-1 0 1 2 3 4
-0.02

0

0.02

0.04

0.06

Log U/t

∆ (4)
~

FIG .3. Trend of ~�(4) versusLog U=tforU=tin the range 1�10 5, ~�(4) isin eV .

Forarbitrary sm allvaluesofU=t,~�(4)isnegativeand decreasesup to a characteristicvalueofU=t� 4� 5,

where a m inim um is reached;atthe m inim um ~�(4)� � 0:018eV.Thus,as in the m odelCu-O clusters [23],
~�(4)isa new energy scale ofthe system ,widely di�erentfrom any ofthe inputparam eters. ForlargerU=t,
~�(4) increases until ~�(4) = 0 for U=t � 14. As far as U=t ! 1 , ~�(4) increases m onotonically up to the

asym ptoticpositivevalueof� 0:063 eV.W eem phasizethat~�(4)becom espositiveforlargevaluesofU=tand

hence pairing disappears in the strong coupling regim e. Therefore,the above pairing m echanism cannot be

related to theonesconsidered within thefram ework ofthet� J-likem odels,wherean in�niteU isrequired to

forbid doubleoccupation on thesam esiteand pairing isachieved by m eansofresidualattractiveinteractions.

C .A nalyticalC anonicalTranform ation: Pairing M echanism

In this Section we study the (1;1) nanotube with 8 sites by im plem enting the canonicaltransform ation

described in Section IV buttruncated tothe�-states.W eshallcom paretheanalyticresultswith thenum erical

data obtained previously. The non-interacting Ferm isphere j� 0(2)i = c
y

k1"
c
y

k1#
j0i has two electrons in the

lowestlevel.Sincetheone-body levelsarewidely separated theintra-shellinteraction ism uch m oreim portant

than the inter-shellone.Therefore,we consideronly the jm istateshaving the added pairofelectronsin the

lowestunoccupied levelofenergy -1 eV,neglecting thehigher-energy orbitals.W erecallthatin thethree-fold

degenerate levelwith energy -1 eV we can write 5 two-body states(2 singletsand 3 triplets)withoutdouble

occupancy,see Eqs.(32-36). Hence,we m ay further reduce the set ofthe m states in the expansion ofthe

interacting ground statej	 0(4)i[seeEq.(17)]by dropping theoneswith non-zero directinteraction (which are

expected to havewrong sym m etriesto betheground state).A convenientbasisfortheanalyticevaluation of
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the m atrix elem entsW m ;m 0 and (S[E ])m ;m 0 (see below)isobtained in term softhe creation operators

f
y

1;� �
1
p
2
(c

y

k3;�
+ c

y

k4;�
); f

y

2;� �
1
p
2
(c

y

k3;�
� c

y

k4;�
): (37)

The determ inantalstates

jm 1i= f
y

1;"
f
y

2;#
j� 0(2)i; jm 2i= f

y

2;"
f
y

1;#
j� 0(2)i (38)

have projection only on the the �rst com ponent ofE 1 and on the �rst com ponent ofT2,and are m ixed by

the operatorsW and S[E ]in Eq.(25). Indeed,the sym m etric com bination ofjm 1iand jm 2iyieldsj 
1
E 1

1 iof

Eq.(32),while theantisym m etriccom bination yieldsj 
3
T2

1 ide�ned in Eq.(34).Hence,theeigenvalueEq.(25)

reducesto:
�
E m 1

+ W m 1
+ Fm 1

(W e� )m 1;m 2

(W e� )m 2;m 1
E m 2

+ W m 2
+ Fm 2

� �
am 1

am 2

�

= E

�
am 1

am 2

�

; (39)

where we havetaken into accountthatW
(d)

= 0 since jm 1iand jm 2ihave no-directinteraction and thatthe

diagonalpartofthe e�ective interaction W e� vanishesdue to the Pauliprinciple1.W e perform ed the sum in

Eq.(26) over the � states analytically using non renorm alized �-state energies,which is justi�ed at least in

theweak-coupling regim e.Asa consequenceofthefactthat(W e� )m ;m = 0 theforward scattering term turns

outto be given by

Fm = (S[E ])m ;m =
U

2

8

�
1

2E
+

1

E + 4t

�

� f[E ] (40)

and itisindependentofthe pairindex m .The �rst-orderself-energy W m 1
isequalto W m 2

and we deferthe

readerto Section VIforthe proofin a m ore generalcase;here we lim itto write the �nalresult

W F � W m 1
= W m 2

=
3U

32
: (41)

The o�-diagonalm atrix elem ents (W e� )m 1;m 2
= (W e� )m 2;m 1

� we� [E ]are responsible for a spin-
ip-like

e�ective interaction due to the structure ofthe statesm 1 and m 2.Perform ing the sum overthe � statesand

taking the bare energiesE � we get

w e� [E ]=
U

2

32

1

E + 4t
: (42)

Hence,the eigenvectorsofEq.(39)are 1
p
2
(1;1)and 1

p
2
(1;� 1)and correspond to the states

j	
1
E 1

1 i=
1
p
2
(jm 1i+ jm 2i)� j 

1
E 1

1 i
 j�0(2)i; (43)

j	
3
T2

1 i=
1
p
2
(jm 1i� jm2i)� j 

3
T2

1 i
 j�0(2)i: (44)

From the sym m etric com bination we get the singlet belonging to the irrep
1
E 1 and the lowest energy E S

satis�esthe equation

� 8t+ W F + f[E S ]+ w e� [E S ]= E S : (45)

According to the treatm entdescribed in Section IV we write E S = � 8t+ W F + f[E S ]+ �[E S ]so that

�[E S ]= w e� [E S ] (46)

Theantisym m etriccom bination correspondsto thetripletbelonging to theirrep T2 and thelowestenergy E T

satis�esthe equation

� 8t+ W F + f[E T ]� we� [E T ]= E T : (47)

In this case � �[E T ] = w e� [E T ]and it coincides with the m odulus of w e� [E S ]in standard second-order

perturbation theory [23],see Fig(4.a).

1
M ore generally,(W e� )m ;m = 0 ifthe m state isa determ inantalstate.Letm = (’1;";’2;#)be a pairindex

containing two spin-orbitals;drawing the diagram for the e�ective interaction W e� with incom ing ’1;" and

’2;# and outgoing ’1;" and ’2;# one realizesthatone ofthe two spin-orbitalsm ustbe occupied twice.
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FIG .4. (a) ��[E S ]and �[E T ]versus U=t. W e note that for U=t > 1 it is evident that ��[E S ]6= �[E T ]. (b)

Com parison between �[E S ]and
~�(4).

In Fig.(4.b) it is reported the com parison between ~�(4),as de�ned in Eq.(31),and �[E S ]obtained from

the canonicaltransform ation.W e have exactly �tted the 8 pointsfor ~�(4)and �[E S ]by using a polynom ial

oforder7 in U=t.Theratio r between thequadraticcoe�cientof�[E S ]and thequadraticcoe�cientof ~�(4)

isr = 1:00003,while the linearcoe�cientsare essentially zero in both cases. W e observe thatthe analytical

value j�[E S ]jis � 2 tim es greater than j~�(4)jfor U=t ’ 1. This m eans that the inter-shellinteractions

and the renorm alizations ofthe �-state energies have an im portantweight in determ ining the right value of

�[E S ]. However,whatiscom fortable isthatthe analyticalapproach predictsthe righttrend ofthe binding

energy:the singletsfeelattraction,while tripletrepulsion. Thisisthe resultwe need to apply the canonical

transform ation to largerand m ore physicalsystem s.

V I.PA IR IN G IN N A N O T U B E-SU P ER C ELLS

A .C anonicalTransform ation and Pairing M echanism for (N ;N ) N anotubes

Recently,Potassium [35]and Lithium [36]havebeen intercalated in single-and m ulti-wallcarbon nanotubes

and anetchargetransferwasobserved between thealkali-m etalsand thecarbon atom s.Sincetheintercalation

causesa very sm allstructuraldeform ation,wem ay say thatthealkali-m etalelectrons�lltheoriginalbandsof

thenanotubecarrying thesystem away from half-�lling.In thisSection weapply thecanonicaltransform ation

to study the pairing m echanism in the electron-doped ("F > 0) arm chair nanotubes oflength l= Ld and

periodic boundary conditions.O m itting the band index we choose the m statesasdeterm inantaleigenstates

ofthe kinetic energy H 0:

c
y

k1;"
c
y

k2;#
j� 0(n)i; "(k1);"(k2)> "F (48)

where�F istheFerm ienergy and j� 0(n)iisthenon interacting Ferm isphere with n particles.The�rst-order

self-energy W m isgiven by

W m = U

X

� = a;b

"
occX

k;k0

ju(k;�)j
2
ju(k

0
;�)j

2
+

occX

k

ju(k;�)j
2

2X

i= 1

ju(ki;�)j
2

#

= U

"

2

�
n=2

4N L

� 2

+
n=2

4N 2L2

#

� W F

(49)

wherejm i= c
y

k1;"
c
y

k2;#
j� 0(n)i,thesum soverk and k

0
run overtheoccupied statesand weused thefactthat

ju(k;�)j
2
= 1=(4N L)forany k and �.

W etruncatetheexpansion oftheinteracting ground statej	 0(n+ 2)iofEq.(17)to the� statesand a basis

forthem lookslike

c
y

k1 ;"
c
y

k2 ;#
ck3;�c

y

k4;�
j� 0(n)i; "(k1);"(k2);"(k4)> "F > "(k3); � = ";# : (50)

In thisschem e ofapproxim ation,we wantto obtain thee�ective interaction between the electronsform ing

the W = 0 pairs studied in Section III. Projecting on the irrep A 2 the vanishing m om entum pair j (k)i�

c
y

k;"
c
y

� k;#
j� 0(n)iwe getfrom Eq.(26)

h 
[A 2](k)jS[E ]j 

[A 2](k
0
)i= � 2�(k � k

0
)

occX

p;�

em pX

q

�("(k + p � q)� "F )jU�(k;p;k + p � q;q)j
2

"(k + p + q)� "�(p)+ "(q)+ "(k)� E
+

2
X

Ô 2 C 2v

�
(A 2)(Ô )

occX

p;�

�("(̂O k
0
+ k + p)� "F )

U�(Ô k
0
+ k + p;� k;̂O k

0
;p)U�(k;p;Ô k

0
+ k + p;� Ô k

0
)

"(Ô k0+ k + p)� "�(p)+ "(k0)+ "(k)� E
(51)
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where we have taken into accountEq.(50)forthe � statesand we setE 0
� = E � ,which isjusti�ed atleastin

the weak-coupling regim e. The sum sare overoccupied p and em pty q. Since "F > 0,we om itted the band

index + ofthe electron eigenenergies ",while we sum overthe band index � ofthe virtualhole. The vertex

U� isgiven by Eq.(11)where � refersto the Bloch-function depending on p,while allthe otherband indices

are intended to be + . The �rst term on the r.h.s. ofEq.(51) is the forward scattering contribution F (k),

while thesecond term representsthee�ectiveinteraction W e� (k;k
0
).W em ay seethatstandard perturbation

theory yieldsthe arithm etic m ean ofthe two unperturbed lim its E ! 2"(k)and E ! 2"(k0). In particular,

theforward scattering F in Eq.(51)coincideswith thesecond-orderself-energy oftheone-particlepropagator

in the sam e lim it.

W e em phasize that Eq.(51) is characterized by a sym m etry-induced quantum m echanicalinterference of

severalterm s.Thisinterferenceproducesa partialcancellation,and theabsolutevalueoftheresultistypically

m uch sm aller than individualcontributions. Thism eansthatthe interaction isdinam ically sm allforW = 0

pairs:they haveno directinteractions(thatisW
(d)
,de�ned in Eq.(27),iszero forW = 0 pairs),and because

oftheinterferencethee�ectiveinteraction isreduced com pared to whatonecould expectby a rough order-of-

m agnitudeestim ate.However,thepresenceofthetheta functionsand theanisotropy oftheintegrandsprevent

a totalcancellation. Substituting Eqs.(49-51) into Eq.(25),we cast the result in the form ofa Cooper-like

Schr�odingerequation

[2"(k)+ W F + F (k)]ak +
X

k02 D =4

W e� (k;k
0
)ak0 = E ak ; (52)

fora self-consistentcalculation ofE (since W e� and F are E -dependent).The indicesk and k
0
run over1=4

ofthe em pty part ofthe FBZ and we denoted such a set ofwavevectors as D =4. W e are interested in the

possibility thatE = 2"F + W F + Fm in(kF )+ �,with a positive binding energy � � ofthe W = 0 pair;here

Fm in(kF ) is the m inim um value ofF (k) am ong the kF -wavevectors on the Ferm isurface to be determ ined

self-consistently with the eigenvalue E .

W e have perform ed num ericalestim ates of� by working on supercells of2N � L = N C cells. Here we

solved the Cooper-like equation in a virtually exact way for N up to 6 and L up to 32. The results have

been reported in Table V.a,V.b,V.c and V.d where the hopping param etert= 1 eV.Asa reasonable value,

we have taken U=t= 1:7 which is ofthe correct order ofm agnitude for graphite [37][38]. In line with our

previous �nding in the sm all(1,1) cluster,W = 0 A 2 singlets show pairing. The calculations are perform ed

with theFerm ienergy "F varying between 0.5 eV and 1.2 eV (half�lling correspondsto "F = 0).W eseethat

the binding energy � � ofthe pairsdecreasesm onotonically both with the radiusand the length ofthe tube.

W eneed to work away from half�lling in orderto operate ourm echanism ;on theotherhand,close to half

�lling the system isa Luttingerliquid down to extrem ely low tem peratureswhere a gap could open [14].

L N � � � V

10 2 12.0 0.43

20 2 5.7 0.38

32 2 3.6 0.35

L N � � � V

10 4 6.3 0.37

20 4 3.1 0.38

32 4 2.0 0.35

L N � � � V

10 6 4.0 0.39

20 6 2.4 0.47

32 6 1.5 0.38

Table V.a.D ata at"F = 0:5 eV ;�� isin m eV ;V isin eV ,t= 1 eV and U = 1:7 eV .

L N � � � V

10 2 11.6 0.42

20 2 6.0 0.40

32 2 3.7 0.36

L N � � � V

10 4 6.0 0.40

20 4 3.0 0.40

32 4 2.0 0.43

L N � � � V

10 6 4.2 0.38

20 6 2.2 0.36

32 6 1.1 0.30

Table V.b.D ata at"F = 0:8 eV ;�� isin m eV ;V isin eV ,t= 1 eV and U = 1:7 eV .

L N � � � V

10 2 11.1 0.40

20 2 6.0 0.40

32 2 3.9 0.38

L N � � � V

10 4 6.5 0.24

20 4 2.9 0.15

32 4 1.8 0.14

L N � � � V

10 6 4.4 0.17

20 6 3.5 0.25

32 6 1.6 0.18

Table V.c.D ata at"F = 1:0 eV ;�� isin m eV ;V isin eV ,t= 1 eV and U = 1:7 eV .
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L N � � � V

10 2 10.5 0.40

20 2 6.0 0.44

32 2 3.9 0.45

L N � � � V

10 4 5.5 0.40

20 4 3.2 0.43

32 4 1.9 0.37

L N � � � V

10 6 4.4 0.25

20 6 1.6 0.34

32 6 1.0 0.33

Table V.d.D ata at"F = 1:2 eV ;�� isin m eV ;V isin eV ,t= 1 eV and U = 1:7 eV .

B .Extrapolation to large L

W ith supercellsizes N C > 400 num ericalcalculations becom e hard. Since we are concerned with the

asym ptotic behaviourfor�xed N and L ! 1 and � �(N ;L)dependson N and L in a com plicated way,we

need a m ethod to m akereliableextrapolationsofthenum ericalresults.To thisend,likein previouswork [20],

[31]we de�ne the Average E�ective Interaction V . Thisissuch thatsetting in Eq.(52)W e� = �
V

N C
,with a

constantV > 0 forallk and k
0
in D =4,one obtainsthe correctvalue of�.In otherterm s,once the binding

energy � � isknown by solving Eq.(52),the constantV m ustbe chosen in such a way that

1

V
=

1

N C

X

k2 D =4

1

[2"(k)+ F (k)]� [2"F + Fm in(kF )]� �(N ;L)
: (53)

In Table V.a,V.b,V.c and V.d. we have reported the value ofV which rem ains fairly stable around � 0:4

eV and doesnotdrop to 0 in thelim itoflarge L.Therefore V m ustbeinterpreted asa characteristic energy

scale ofthesystem which islargely independenton theFerm ienergy and on theradius.W ehavenum erically

observed thatjF (k)� Fm in(kF )j� � �;hencewe m ay extrapolate theasym ptotic valueof� � from Eq.(53)

by dropping the di�erence F (k)� Fm in(kF )and taking the lim itL ! 1 .The dom ain isextended to D and

the resultisdivided by 4.Since kx isthe com ponentalong the tube axis,we convertthe sum m ation into an

integral:

1

V
=

1

8N

1

2�

X

ky

Z

dkx
� ("(kx;ky)� "F )

2("(kx;ky)� "F )� �asym pt(N )
: (54)

with � asym pt(N )= lim L ! 1 �(N ;L).W e solved the above equation forthe unknown � asym pt(N )forseveral

valuesofN and "F ,using a typicalvalue V � 0:4 eV obtained from the calculationsin supercells.W e found

that� asym pt is strongly dependenton the �lling at �xed N . Rem arkably,there exists an optim aldoping at

the Ferm ienergy "F ’ 1 eV where � asym pt(N ) is appreciably di�erentfrom zero,while � asym pt is strongly

suppressed farfrom itforN > 4,see Fig.(5.a).

0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1 1.1

0.001

0.002

0.003

0.004
N = 4

N = 8

N = 16

F
ε

5 10 15 20 25 30 35

0.0020

0.0025

0.0030

0.0035

0.0040

N

−∆asympt

(a) (b)

0.0015

−∆asympt

FIG .5. R esultsofthe canonicaltransform ation approach with t= 1 eV and U = 1:7 eV .(a)�� asym pt asa function

ofthe Ferm ienergy "F for N = 4 (em pty triangles),N = 8 (black boxes) and N = 16 (grey diam onds). The Ferm i

energy variesin the range 0:6�1:2. (b)�� asym pt as a function ofN forN in the range 4�36 and " F = 1 eV .

The existence ofan optim aldoping can be understood by looking atthe density ofstates � (")and atthe

integrand 1=[2("� "F )� �asym pt]� g(")in Eq.(54).From Fig.(6)weseethat�(")hasan absolutem axim um

at"= 1 eV,which isrem iniscentofthe Van Hove singularity in the graphite sheet,and exhibitswell-de�ned

oscillationsasa function ofthenanotuberadius[39].O n theotherhand,g(")ispeaked at"= "F .Therefore,

for "F ’ 1 eV we have a synergy which leads to an absolute m axim um of � �asym pt. The prediction of
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an optim aldoping follows from Eq.(54) and is therefore largely m echanism -independent. A trend sim ilar to

the one shown in Fig.(5.b) was reported by Benedict et al.[40],although they considered a phonon-driven

m echanism .

N = 16
ρ ( ε ) ρ ( ε ) ρ ( ε )

 ε/ t  ε/ t  ε/ t

(a) (b) (c)

0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8
N = 8

0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8
N = 4

0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

FIG .6. D ensity ofstates in the (4;4)(a),(8;8)(b) and (16;16) (c)nanotube. �(")isin eV � 1.

Attheoptim aldopingweobservethat� �asym pt(N )decreasesm onotonically astheradius
p
3dN =2� ofthe

tube increases,see Fig.(5.b). However,in the lim it oflarge N ,� asym pt(N ) rem ains stable around 1.7 m eV

and m ay be interpreted as the binding energy ofthe W = 0 pair in an optim ally doped graphite sheet. By

a rough order ofm agnitude estim ate,we m ay say that the superconducting criticalTem perature predicted

by our approach at "F = 1 eV (which corresponds to a num ber ofelectrons per graphite atom of1.25) is

Tc � �asym pt(1 )� 10� 20 K .These results m ay be com pared with the available experim entaldata on the

alkali-graphite intercalation com pounds(G IC).There isexperim entalevidence thatthe criticalTem perature

Tc in alkali-G IC C xM (whereM isa given alkalim etal)growsasx decreases[41].Thenum berofelectronsper

graphiteatom f isrelated to x by an em piricalform ula [42]f = �=x where� isthefractionalchargetransfer.

A typicalvalue for � is 0.5� 0.6 [43]and hence the �lling f = 1:25 corresponds to the alkali-G IC’s C2M .

Under high-pressure,high m etalconcentration sam ples such as C 6K ,C 3K ,C 4Na,C 3Na,C 2Na,C 2Lihave

been synthesized;forC 2Na thevalueofTc is5 K whileforC 2Li,Tc= 1.9 K ;in both casesthesuperconducting

criticalTem perature is ofthe sam e order ofm agnitude of� asym pt(1 ). Q uite recently Potassium [35]and

Lithium [36]havebeen intercalated also in single-and m ulti-wallcarbon nanotubesup to high concentration

(the highest m etalconcentration was obtained with Lithium in C 2Li). O ur m echanism predicts that the

binding energy ofthe W = 0 pairsis biggerin nanotubesthan in graphite sheetsand thissuggests a higher

criticalTem perature forthe form er,see Fig(5.b).Thisisalso supported by the m easurem entsofa Tc � 15 K

in the 4 Angstrom SW NT by Tang etal.[5].

V II.C O N C LU SIO N S

Currently,carbon nanotubessuperconductatm uch lowertem peraturesthan high-Tc Cupratesand thetwo

kindsofm aterialsareapparently quitedi�erent.However,sym m etry argum entsbased on theW = 0 theorem

tellus that,despite the obvious di�erences,part ofthe story m ust be the sam e,i.e. by a suitable choice of

D irac’scharacterstheon-siteCoulom b interaction isutterly turned o�.Thisproducesthesingletpairing and

constrainstheground statespin-orbitalsym m etry oftheinteractingsystem .W epresented analyticexpressions

forthee�ectiveinteraction and obtained thebinding energy for(N ;N )arm chairnanotubes;in thecaseN = 1

we veri�ed these predictionsnum erically and gothigh-precision agreem ent.

Although theresultspresented in thispapercannotbequantitatively com pared with theexperim etaldata,

theorderofm agnitudeofthepairbinding energy agreeswith experim ent.Furtherm ore,thedecreasing ofthe

binding energy with N issuggested by recentm easurem entson nanotubeswith diam eteroffew Angstrom [5].

The paired state we have obtained here is essentially two-dim ensional,that is the transverse direction is

crucialto havea non-Abelian sym m etry group and henceW = 0 pairs;thepairing m echanism usesdegenerate

electronic states that exist in 2d away from half�lling. This opens up the interesting possibility that two

distinctsuperconducting orderparam etersappearin thephasediagram ,ifitturnsoutthatcloseto half-�lling

there isanotherone due to a breakdown ofthe Luttingerliquid.
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