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The response offullerenesand carbon nanotubesisinvestigated by representing each carbon atom

by its atom ic polarizability. The polarization of each carbon atom produces an induced dipole

that is the result ofthe interaction with a given external�eld plus the m utualinteraction am ong

carbon atom s.The polarizability isobtained from the dielectric function ofgraphite afterinvoking

the Clausius-M ossottirelation. This form alism is applied to the sim ulation ofelectron energy loss

spectra both in fullerenesand in carbon nanotubes.Thecase ofbroad electron beam sisconsidered

and the loss probability is analyzed in detailas a function ofthe electron deection angle within

a fully quantum -m echanicaldescription ofthe electrons. A generalgood agreem entwith available

experim entsisobtained in a wide range ofprobe energiesbetween 1 keV and 60 keV.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Since the discovery offullerenes,1 the collective exci-

tationsofthese m oleculeshavereceived considerableat-

tention. The �rst electron energy loss spectra (EELS)

of solid C60 where reported by Saito and coworkers.2

Later,EELS hasbeen em ployed to study fullerenessup-

ported on surfaces,3;4 single-walled fullerenesin the gas

phase,5 m ultishellfullerenes,6{9 and othercarbon struc-

tures of m ore exotic shapes.10{15 Along with this ex-

perim ental e�ort, theoretical studies of the electronic

structureand thecollectiveexcitationsofthesem olecules

havealso been carried out.16{19 In particular,Saito and

coworkers2 noted thestrongsim ilarity between lossspec-

tra of fullerenes and graphite, and pointed out that

this was due to the fact that the electronic structure

ofboth ofthese m aterials consisted of� orbitals along

the carbon bonds and � orbitals in the norm aldirec-

tion. This idea has been exploited by Lucas et al.
6

to describe the response offullerenes in connection to

EELS.They used acontinuum m odelconsistingofaclas-

sicaldielectric sphere that was m ade ofa non-isotropic

dielectric function equalto that of graphite. Henrard

and Lam bin20 extended thatwork by using thediscrete-

dipole approxim ation21;22 (DDA),where the fullerenes

wereconsidered asasystem ofcoupled pointdipoles,and

theiratom ic polarizability tensorwasobtained from the

dielectric function ofgraphite via the Clausius-M ossotti

relation.

The continuum m odel6 works well for m ultishell

fullerenes,wherethethicknessofthetargetcan beprop-

erly assigned, but this is not the case of single-layer

clusters,wherethe thicknessparam eterbecom escritical

while itisnotwellde�ned.However,the DDA provides

a reasonabledescription in the lattercase.

Sofar,EELS electronshavebeen described asclassical

charged particles,20 although such an approach presents

som e disadvantages,connected to the fact that the en-

ergy lossspectra depend strongly on the beam position

relative to the speci�c atom ic positions of the carbon

cluster,and in particular,the loss probability diverges

when the beam intersectsany ofthe atom ic positions,a

fact that derives from the unphysicalsingularity at the

origin ofthe dipole potential(� 1=r2) used in this ap-

proach.Thispathologicalbehavioratsm alldistancesis

connected to unphysically largevaluesofthem om entum

transfer,which areincluded im plicitly in theclassicalen-

ergylosstheory.23;24 Theclassicaltheoryisthen onlyjus-

ti�ed forrelatively distantcollisions,wherethecontribu-

tion oflarge m om entum transfer is negligible. Another

drawback ofa classicaldescription ofthe probe derives

from itsinability to accountforthe m om entum transfer

dependence ofthe loss probability,a m agnitude which

isaccessibleto EELS theory25 and experim ents7;9;15 via

the selection ofelectron scattering angles: m om entum -

resolved EELS has actually proved to be a usefultool

for obtaining opticaland electronic properties in m any

cases.7;9;15 O nem oreissuerelated tom om entum transfer

(in thiscasewith thecom ponentparallelto theelectron

velocity)istheso-called recoiloftheelectron,which can

play a noticeable role atlow electron energieslike those

em ployed in som eexperim entswith fullerenesin orderto

avoid dam ageofthe specim en.23

In this work,we m ake use ofthe self-energy form al-

ism to calculatetheenergy lossprobability within a fully

quantum -m echanicaldescription of the electron, while

the response ofthe carbon clusterisexpressed in term s

ofthe screened interaction ascalculated in the DDA via

the atom ic polarizability ofthe carbon atom s. The en-

ergy loss probability is obtained as a function ofboth

thelostenergy and theelectron deection angle(i.e.,the

m om entum transfer com ponent norm alto the electron

beam ). This solves the problem s that com e about in a

classicaldescription ofthe electron,asdiscussed above:

divergences in close encounters are avoided in a natu-

ralway and the contribution ofelectron recoilis fully

accounted for.Fortheelectron energiesunderconsidera-

tion,theinitialand �nalelectron statescan bedescribed
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byplanewaves.Thisisaveryrealisticapproach toEELS

experim ents when a broad beam is em ployed. Further-

m ore,when narrow beam s of� 0:5 nm are used, one

can interpretourextended-beam resultsasspectra aver-

aged overtheim pactparam eter,23 which raisestheques-

tion ofthesuitability ofthedipolepotential� 1=r2 near

the atom s;neverthelessclose-encounterprocessescorre-

spond to largem om entum transfers,and therefore,they

contributelittlewhen calculatingthespectraofelectrons

collected with sm allscatteringangle,asitisusually done

in the experim ents. Notice that for classicalelectrons

the inelastic scattering occursup to an im pactparam e-

terb� v=!,wherev istheelectron velocity and ! isthe

energy loss,so that the broad beam approach is likely

to overestim ate the weightoflow-energy excitationsfor

targetsizescom parableto thelateralcoherencelength of

the electron beam .

The screened interaction calculated in Sec.IIisactu-

ally theG reen function ofPoisson’sequation in thepres-

ence ofthe sam ple,and thus,it provides the response

ofthe fullerene to any arbitrary external�eld. W hen

we apply thistheory to sim ulate EELS in single layered

carbon structures (Sec.V), very good agreem ent with

experim entsisobtained,indicating thatthescreened in-

teraction could equally be applied to otherproblem sin-

volvingtheresponseoffullereneswith inclusion ofatom ic

details(e.g.,in STM ,lightabsorption,26 van derW aals

forces,27 and im agestates28).A sim ilarapproach could

be also applied to otherm aterialssuch asboron-nitride

structures.

Atom ic units (a.u.,i.e.,�h = m = e = 1)willbe used

throughoutthiswork,unlessotherwisespeci�ed.

II.T H E SC R EEN ED IN T ER A C T IO N O F A

FIN IT E A T O M IC C LU ST ER

W e shallconsidera system com posed by N atom slo-

cated atthe positionsra,with a = 1;:::N . Each atom

can bepolarized sothatitbehaveslikean induced dipole.

Thepolarizabilitytensorofatom a willbedenoted �a(!)

in frequency space !. W hen an externalelectric �eld

E(!) is applied to the system ,the induced dipole m o-

m entpa(!)ofatom a isthe response to the total�eld,

that is,the external�eld plus the �eld induced by the

restofthe dipoles.O ne �nds,

p
a
i =

X

jk

�
a
ij[E j(r

a
;!)+

X

F
ab
jk p

b
k] (1)

where the indices i,j,and k refer to Cartesian coordi-

nates.Thesecond term in therighthand sideofEq.(1)

involvesthedipole-dipoleinteraction,which can bewrit-

ten in term softherelativeatom icpositionsrab = ra � rb

as

F
ab
jk =

1

(rab)3
[3
rabj rabk

(rab)2
� �jk]; a 6= b;

= 0; a = b: (2)

Notice thatm atrix F isfully sym m etric both in coordi-

nateindicesij and in atom iconesab.From Eq.(1),the

dipolarm om entsofthe system arefound to be

p
a
i(!)=

X

b;jk

[M �1 ]abij�
b
jk E k(r

b
;!); (3)

whereM �1 isthe inverseofthe !-dependentm atrix

M
ab
ij = �

ab
�ij � �

a
ikF

ab
kj: (4)

Eq. (3) perm its calculating the induced-dipole m o-

m entsforan arbitrary external�eld,from which onecan

in turn obtain the induced �eld. In particular,thisper-

m its to derive the so-called screened interaction ofthe

system W (r;r0;!),which is the solution ofthe Poisson

equation fora pointchargeatr0,thatis,

r
2
W (r;r0;!)= � 4� �(r� r

0): (5)

In this case, the �eld E(r) created by the external

probe is justthe Coulom b �eld 1= jr� r0 j,and there-

fore,theinduced partofthe screened interaction can be

straightforwardly written as

W
ind(r;r0;!)= �

X

ab;ik

C
ab
ik (!)

(ri� rai)

jr� ra j3

(r0k � rbk)

jr0� rb j3
;

(6)

where

C
ab
ik (!)=

X

j

[M �1 ]abij �
b
jk: (7)

Like M above,this m atrix is sym m etric in both sets

ofindices,so that W ind(r;r0;!) is also sym m etric with

respectto the spatialvariablesr and r0.

From a practicalpointofview,itisim portantto note

that the dependence on frequency and spatialvariables

is separated in this form alism : the dependence on ! is

fully contained in m atrix C ,whereasthe dependence on

both r and r0 com es from the last two factors in Eq.

(6). Therefore,although the actualdipoles have to be

calculated num erically to obtain m atrix C ,the spatial-

dependent part can be dealt with analytically in m any

cases. For instance,it willbe usefulto rewrite (6) in

m om entum spaceas

W
ind(r;r0;!)=

4

(2�)4

X

ab;ik

C
ab
ik (!) (8)

�

Z Z

dpdq
qipk

p2q2
e
iq(r�r

a
)
e
ip(r

0
�r

b
)
:

The responseofthe system to any externalprobe can

benow expressed in term sofEq.(6).Asan exam ple,the

energy lossexperienced by a fastclassicalelectron isob-

tained asa doubleintegralofthe screened interaction,24

which can besolved analytically29 to recoverexpressions

(18)-(20)ofRef.[20].
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III.EN ER G Y LO SS O F FA ST ELEC T R O N S IN A

SY ST EM O F C O U P LED D IP O LES

As an application ofthe form alism presented above,

we now proceed to com pute the energy lossexperienced

by a broad beam offastelectronsincom ing along the z-

axisinto an atom iccluster,described asa setofcoupled

induced dipoles. W e study the transition between ini-

tialand �nalstatesofthe electrons,described by plane

waves	 0(r)= V �1=2 eik0r and 	 f(r)= V �1=2 eikf r,re-

spectively,wherek0 and kf aretheinitialand �nalm o-

m enta,and V is the norm alization volum e. The transi-

tion probability can be written32;33

P (!)=
2

v

X

f

Z

drdr
0	 ?

f(r
0)	 f(r)

� Im f� Wind(r;r
0
;!)g	 ?

0(r)	 0(r
0)�(! � !0f); (9)

wherev = k0 isthevelocityoftheincom ingprobe,taken

to be along the positive z axis,!0f =
1

2
(k20 � k2f)isthe

transition energy, and Im fW ind(r;r0;!)g is the im agi-

nary partofthescreened interaction.Thesum over�nal

statesf can betransform ed into an integraloverthem o-

m entum transferQ = k0 � kf.O ne�nds

P (!)= �
2

v

1

(2�)3

1

V

Z

dQ

Z

drdr
0
e
�iQ (r�r

0
)

� Im fW ind(r;r0;!)g�(! � Q v +
1

2
Q
2): (10)

Now,insertingEq.(8)intothisexpression,onecan write

P (!)=
4

�v

X

ab;kj

Im fC ab
kj(!)g

�

Z

dQ
Q jQ k

Q 4
e
�iQ (r

b
�r

a
)
�(! � Q v +

1

2
Q
2): (11)

The probability ofcollecting an electron after su�er-

ing an energy loss! and being scattered insidea circular

apertureofhalf-angle�m can beexpressed asthesum of

thecontributionsofexcitationscharacterized by ! and q

(theenergy and thecom ponentofthem om entum trans-

fer norm alto the beam direction,respectively,that is,

Q = (q;qz))asfollows:

P (!)= �
8

v2

X

ab;kj

Im fC ab
kj(!)g �

ab
jk ; (12)

where�ab
jk
isa m atrix (sym m etricin both aband ij)that

reducesto

�aa11 = �aa22 =
1

2

Z qm

0

dq
q3

�
;

�aa33 =

Z qm

0

dq
qq2z

�
;

�aaij = 0 i6= j; (13)

when a = b. Here,the z com ponent ofthe m om entum

transfer,qz,and � are both functions of! and q,that

is,

qz = v�
p
v2 � 2! � q2 (14)

� = (q2 + q
2

z)
2

r

1�
2! + q2

v2
; (15)

and qm � v�m is the largest possible value ofq. The

m atrix elem entscoupling di�erentatom scan be written

as

�ab11 =

Z qm

0

dq

�
cos[qz(z

b
� z

a)]

� q
2[qcos2�abJ0(q�ab)� �

�1

ab
cos(2�ab)J1(q�ab)];

�ab22 =

Z qm

0

dq

�
cos[qz(z

b
� z

a)]

� q
2[qsin2�abJ0(q�ab)+ �

�1

ab
cos(2�ab)J1(q�ab)];

�ab33 =

Z qm

0

dq

�
cos[qz(z

b
� z

a)]q2z qJ0(q�ab);

�ab12 = �
1

2

Z qm

0

dq

�
cos[qz(z

b
� z

a)]sin(2�ab)q
3
J2(q�ab);

�ab13 = �

Z qm

0

dq

�
sin[qz(z

b
� z

a)]cos�abqz q
2
J1(q�ab);

�ab23 = �

Z qm

0

dq

�
sin[qz(z

b
� z

a)]sin�abqz q
2
J1(q�ab);

whereJn istheBesselfunctionsof�rstkind and ordern,

�ab =
p
(xa � xb)2 + (ya � yb)2,and �ab = cos�1 f(xb �

xa)=�abg.

Theexpression (14)forqz derivesfrom the�� function

ensuringenergy conservation in Eq.(11),wheretheterm
1

2
Q 2 representsthe recoilofthe electron.Forlargeelec-

tron velocities,thisterm isnegligible and qz can be ap-

proxim ated by the classicalvalue qz = !=v. Actually,

Ritchie23 proved that even when allthe scattered elec-

trons were collected the e�ect ofthis term is sm allfor

fast(100 keV)electrons.

The coupling between di�erent atom s in Eq.(12) is

introduced via thescreened interaction,wherethepolar-

ization ofneighboring atom sisstrongly correlated.This

leadsto theexistenceofpolarization wavesthatplay the

sam e role as plasm ons in extended m edia. The spatial

extension ofthese wavesin the direction norm alto the

beam can be analyzed by studying the dependence of

the �abij integrals(see above)on the separation between

dipolesin thedirection norm alto theelectron beam ,�ab,

and forthesakeofobtaining an estim ateonecan usethe

classical-approach approxim ationsconsisting in neglect-

ing the recoil(i.e.,qz = !=v)and extending the integral

in q from zero to in�nity fora 6= b;one�nds

�ab33 ! f
!

v
g
2
cos[

!

v
(zb � z

a)]

Z
1

0

dq
qJ0(q�ab)

(q2 + !

v

2
g2

=
!�ab

2v
cos[

!

v
(zb � z

a)]K 0(
!�ab

v
); (16)
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whereK 0 isthem odi�ed Besselfunction,and sim ilarex-

pressionsinvolving K m are found forthe restofthe �abij
integrals.Taking into accounttheasym ptoticbehaviour

ofK m ,Eq.(16) perm its us to say that the dipoles are

e�ectively coupled up to a distance ofthe order ofthe

adiabatic length v=!,sim ilarto the lateralextension of

the chargedensity associated to surface plasm onsin ex-

tended m edia.30

Equation (12) can be applied to any atom ic cluster

described by the atom icpolarizabilities.In thecaseofa

system ofnon-interacting dipoles[i.e,when F ab
jk issetto

0 in Eq.(4)],assum ing an isotropicpolarizability,�a
jk
=

��jk,and neglecting therecoil,theenergy lossperatom

probability reducesto

P (!)=
4

v2

X

a

Im f� �(!)g ln[1+ (
qm v

!
)2]: (17)

This expression reproduces the energy loss probability

ofa system ofuncoupled dielectric spheresofradiusR,

where the polarizability is given by � = ��1

�+ 2
R 3,in the

lim itofsm allm om entum transfer,qR � 1.31;32;34 This

m eansthatthe suitability ofthis approach isrestricted

to values qm � 1=R,where R has to be understood as

the radius ofa region containing the valence electrons.

For� electronsone can estim ate R ashalfthe distance

between C atom s in graphite (i.e.,1:42�A),which lim its

the validity ofthe present theory to qm � 1 a.u. No-

tice that this lim it is related only to the suitability of

the dipolarpotentialnearthe origin:asone reachesthe

lim itqR � 1,higherm ultipolarexcitationsbecom em ore

relevantthan the dipolarone,and one should rely on a

m ultipole approach.35 This fact,pointed out by K eller

and Coplan,5 possesanotherlim itto theapplicability of

the DDA theory.

Although ithasbeen proved24 thatclassicalenergyloss

expressions can be recovered from quantum -m echanical

onesby neglecting recoiland taking the qm ! 1 lim it,

such an expression isnotde�ned in the presentcontext,

sincediagonalterm sof� divergelogarithm ically atlarge

valuesofq,which isanotherm anifestation oftheunphys-

icalbehaviour ofthe dipolar potentialnear the target-

atom nuclei.

IV .T H E SC R EEN ED IN T ER A C T IO N O F

IN FIN IT E SY ST EM S:C A R B O N N A N O T U B ES

Thetheory presented in thepreceding sectionscan be

straightforwardly applied to �nite atom ic clusters,such

asfullerenes,butitisnotsuitable to study in�nite sys-

tem s. In whatfollows,we willrecastthis theory to de-

scribe a carbon nanotube consisting ofthe in�nite repe-

tition ofa unitcelloflength d along thedirection ofthe

x-axis. In order to take advantage ofthe translational

invarianceofthissystem ,wewritethecoupling integrals

F ab
ij as

F
ab
ij =

Z
1

�1

dqe
iq(x

a
�x

b
)
�
ab
ij(q); (18)

where �abij(q) is the Fouriertransform ofF ab
ij ,which re-

ducesto

�
ab
11(q)= �

1

�
q
2
K 0(jqj�ab);

�
ab
1i(q)= �

i

�
qjqjK 1(jqj�ab)

(rai � rbi)

�ab
;

�
ab
ij(q)=

1

�
fq

2
K 0(jqj�ab)

(rai � rbi)(r
a
j � rbj)

�2
ab

; (19)

� jqjK1(jqj�ab)[
�ij

�ab
� 2

(rai � rbi)(r
a
j � rbj)

�3
ab

]g;

with i;j = 2;3 (j = 1 refers to the x direction) and

�ab =
p
(ya � yb)2 + (za � zb)2. Notice that �abij(q) de-

pends only on the com ponents ofthe relative position

vectorthatare norm alto the translationalaxisofsym -

m etry,and therefore,itisenough to com pute itforthe

atom sofa given unitcellofthe tube.

Foratom s located in equivalentpositions ofthe tube

(i.e.,�ab = 0),only the diagonalelem ents are involved,

butobviously,the aboveexpressionsdivergeas

�
ab
11 = �

1

2
�
ab
22 = �

1

2
�
ab
33 =

1

�

Z
1

�1

dq
e�iqx

jx j3
: (20)

However, this divergence can be avoided on physical

grounds by excluding the self-interaction (i.e.,an atom

interaction with itself) from the sum m ation overtarget

atom s[seeEq.(2)].In a sim ilarway,one can write

[M �1 ]abij =

Z g

0

dqe
iq(x

a
�x

b
)
�
ab
ij (q) (21)

where g = 2�=d is the reciprocallattice constant and

�abij (q)satis�esthe secularequation

1

g
�il�

ac =
X

b;kj

f�ij�
ab
� �

a
ik R

ab
kj(q)g�

bc
jl(q): (22)

Here,the indicesa,b,and c run only overthe �rstunit

celland R ab
kj
(q)isde�ned as

R
ab
kj(q)= g

X

n

[eing(x
a
�x

b
)
�
ab
kj(q+ ng)] (23)

Fora = b(equivalentatom s),then = 0term m ustbeex-

cluded from Eq.(23)in ordertoavoidtheself-interaction.

Thisrem ovesthenoted divergencefrom Eq.(20)and al-

lows using �nite num bers in the secular equation (22).

Finally,one �nds

R
aa
11(q)= � 2Raa22(q)= � 2Raa33(q)=

4

d3

X

n> 0

cos(nqd)

n3
;

(24)
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which is a wellde�ned sum . The fact that Rabkj(q) is a

periodic function ofperiod g has been exploited to re-

ducetheintegration intervalin Eq.(18)to the�rstBril-

louin zone in Eq.(21). O nce the m atrix �(q) has been

obtained,M �1 can be com puted via Eq.(21) and the

problem issolved.

V .R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N

In order to apply this theory to fullerenes,one m ust

obtain �rst the polarizability of the C atom s in the

m olecule. This is done via the Clausius-M osottirela-

tion by using the bulk dielectric function ofgraphite,36

assum ing thatthepolarizability ofC atom sisessentially

thesam ein graphiteand in fullerenesowingto theirsim -

ilar localatom ic environm ent. In Fig.1,we plot both

the realand the im aginary parts of the two indepen-

dentcom ponentsofthepolarizabilitytensor(i.e.,norm al

and parallelto the graphite planes). These plotscorre-

spond to C atom sin a graphite-like structure and have

no physicalm eaning unlessthe coupling with neighbor-

ing atom s is considered. It is interesting to note that

both com ponentspresentresonancesaround 6 eV,which

lead to the excitation usually referred to as�,although

thecoupling with the� electronsin theplaneisalso im -

portant,asshown by the actualposition ofthispeak in

the EELS data discussed below.O n the otherhand,the

broad peak ofthe im aginary partofthe parallelcom po-

nentaround 27eV reproducescorrectlythelossspectrum

ofgraphite.2 Thiscorrespondencebetween som epolariz-

ability features and EELS experim ents reects the fact

that� electronsare alm ostuncoupled atenergiesabove

10 eV in graphite: the norm alcom ponentofthe polar-

ization is very sm alland the coupling between � elec-

tronswithin a carbon planevanishesdue to the sym m e-

try ofthelattice(thecouplingbetween atom sin di�erent

planesisalso very weak due to the large separation be-

tween planes).Nevertheless,thesurfacecurvaturein car-

bon nanostructuresbreaksthatsym m etry,and therefore,

thespectra becom esensitiveto thegeom etricalshapeof

thesam pleoverdistanceslargerthan theinteratom icsep-

aration.

Letus�rststudy the energy lossofan electron beam

in a (10;10)carbon nanotube to illustrate a case ofan

in�nite atom ic structure.19;37 The basic cellofthistube

consists ofa ring ofdiam eter 1:37 nm ,form ed by 40 C

atom s.Thisringisperiodically repeated with aperiod of

d = 0:247 nm along the tube axis.Foreach C atom ,the

polarizability tensor has been built so that its norm al

axis is perpendicular to the plane form ed by the three

closestatom s.W e have considered a typicalexperim ent

in transm ission electron m icroscope(TEM ),wherea100-

keV electron beam is im pinging norm alto the cylinder

axis. The screened interaction has been calculated in

m om entum space asshown in Sec.IV,and we work out

theenergy lossprobability perC atom by taking into ac-

countthecontribution ofneighboring cellsto thesum of

expression (12)[ten cellsateach side ofthe centralcell

areenough to getgood convergenceabove3 eV (seeFig.

2(b))]. Fig. 2(a) shows the energy loss probability for

a typicalvalue ofthe collectoraperture of�c = 1 m rad.

Thespectrum exhibitsthreefeaturesaround 6:5,11,and

between 17� 20 eV,which according to the analysisof

Ref. [14]can be identi�ed as �-surface plasm ons and

both low-and high-energy � + � surface plasm ons,re-

spectively. Below the � feature,there is a shoulder in

thelossspectrum thathasbeen experim entally observed

in both fullerenes3{5;10;11 and nanotubes.14;15 Com par-

ison with Fig.1 perm its to postulate that these peaks

derive from the coupling between the resonancesofthe

� and � electrons.

In Fig. 2(a),we have also plotted the contributions

to thesum ofEq.(12)ofthe�rstneighboring cellswith

respectto a given centralcell.Although thecouplingbe-

tween di�erentcellsinvolvesatom satdi�erentdistances

from each individualatom ,these plotsprovide valuable

inform ation on the distance dependence ofthe electro-

dynam ic interaction between atom s. First,one can see

that the centralcelland the �rst neighboring cells are

give contributionsofthe sam e orderofm agnitude. The

strong cancellation between contributionsfrom the cen-

tralcelland the �rst neighbors at ! = 5 eV (i.e.,the

position ofthesharp resonancein thenorm alcom ponent

ofthe polarizability) proves the collective nature of�-

plasm on resonances. This plot showsthat the coupling

between nearest cells gives rise alm ost entirely the to-

talenergy lossprobability between 7 eV and 17 eV,but

m ore distantcellsare needed outside thisenergy range.

Thispointisrelevantto thestudy ofthe� + � plasm on,

which isaround 24 eV in fullerenes,whereasitshowsup

around 16 eV in nanotubes.Asdiscussed above,thisen-

ergy shiftfrom fullerenesto nanotubescan be explained

by the inuence ofcurvature on the coupling between �

orbitals.In Fig.2(b),we plota detailofthe low-energy

region ofthe sam e spectrum ,where the contribution of

m ore neighboring cellshasbeen plotted separately.The

�-plasm on peak is basically determ ined by coupling of

the centralcellwith �rstneighbors,while the contribu-

tion ofm ore distantcells overcom esthat of�rst neigh-

borsbelow thispeak.Thisobservation suggeststhatthe

position ofthe �-plasm on feature dependsvery little on

the long range structure ofthe sam ple, while the sub

�-plasm on featuresare m ore sensitive to geom etry on a

largerscale.

Reed and Sarikaya14 havem easured lossspectra corre-

sponding to a singlenanotubeofabout1:2 nm in diam e-

terusing a100-keV beam focused overa region of0:2nm

in diam eter. Their sam ple is sim ilarto the one used in

ourtheoreticalsim ulations.Thespectrum corresponding

to the probe passing through the tube presentsa broad

resonancearound 17 eV,whilea faintsignatureofa low

energy resonanceishidden by theelasticpeak.Forlarge

im pact param eters (severalnanom eters away from the

tubeaxis),thelow-energylosspeak becom essharperand

5



the position ofthe � + � plasm on feature is red shifted

to 15 eV.Although the com parison ofthese data with

those derived from ourm odelisnotstraightforward be-

cause ofthe di�erenttype ofbeam ,one can claim good

qualitative agreem ent between them . The contribution

ofelectronswith largeim pactparam etercan beselected

by collecting the electronsscattered within a sm allscat-

tering angle. In Fig.3(a) we show three spectra corre-

sponding to di�erentvaluesofthe collectoraperture �c.

Astheangle�c decreases,the� peak becom esrelatively

higher,while the center ofthe � + � peak shifts down

in energy. This dependence ofthe intensity ofthe dif-

ferentpeaksofthe spectrum on thescattering anglehas

been also experim entally con�rm ed for C60.
5 A sim ple

explanation based on theclassicalEELS theory hasbeen

proposed by Reed and Sarikaya,14 nam ely,thatthe im -

pactparam eterdependenceoftheenergy lossprobability

goeslike

P (!)� e
�2

! d

v ; d � v=!; (25)

where d is the distance relative to a given scattering

center.38 This m eans that distant collisions (i.e.,sm all

m om entum transfers)excite low-energy m odes m ore ef-

�ciently,a fact that explains the positive dispersion of

the losspeaks.The analysisofthe �-plasm on featureof

Fig.3(b)also showsa weak positivedispersion,which is

in qualitativeagreem entwith m om entum resolved EELS

m easurem entsin m ultishellfullerenesand peapods.9;15

The EELS sim ulation corresponding to spherical

fullerenes is m ore straightforward,since the system has

now a �nitenum berofC atom s.39 In Fig.4,weshow the

resulting com puted lossspectrum in C60 ascom pared to

experim entaldata reported by K ellerand Coplan,5 m ea-

sured in thegasphase,sothat,asdiscussed in Sec.I,our

sim ulation based upon a broad beam con�guration suits

besttheexperim ent.Theenergy oftheelectronsis1keV

(v = 8:6 a.u) and the collector aperture is 1:5�,which

is sm allenough to justify the neglect ofrecoil,even at

such a relatively low velocities.Although thetheoretical

spectrum seem s to be shifted up in energy,the sim ula-

tion reproduces reasonably wellthe relative position of

the peaks(including thesm allsub � plasm on structure)

aswellastheirrelative intensity.In Fig.5,we com pare

the results ofour theory to the experim ents ofK uzuo

and coworkers11 forcrystallineC60.Theprobeenergy is

now 60 keV (v = 61 a.u.).W e obtain good agreem entin

this case as well,suggesting that the coupling between

neighboring targetfullerenes is weak. This spectrum is

very sim ilarto thosecorrespondingto C70,C76,and C84,

with only sm alldi�erencesin the low energy region be-

low the �-plasm on feature,as shown in Fig.6. The �

plasm on around 6:7 eV is very sim ilar in allcases,ex-

ceptfora sm allred shiftasthe num berofatom sin the

m olecule increases,in agreem ent with experim ents us-

ing crystalline fullerenes,11 where the � peak liesin the

6:4� 6:1 eV interval. (Nevertheless,one hasto keep in

m ind thattheinteraction between neighboring fullerenes

in the solid phase can play a role that is not described

by the presentcalculations.) Thealm ostidenticalshape

ofthe �-plasm on peak in this series (Fig.6) is in con-

trast with the strong di�erences at lower energy losses,

asa consequenceofthe factthatthe localatom icstruc-

ture ofallofthese m olecules is very sim ilar up to �rst

neighbors(which givethedom inantcontribution tothe�

plasm on),while di�erencesin geom etricalordering over

largerdistancesplay a signi�cantroleatlowerenergies.

In sum m ary,wehaveobtained thescreened interaction

ofa system ofpolarizable atom s to an externalelectric

�eld and have applied thisfunction to study the energy

lossexperienced by an electron (within a fully quantum -

m echanicaltreatm entofthe probe)passing nearcarbon

fullerenesand nanotubes. The spatialrange ofthe cou-

pling between dipoles explains the sensitivity ofEELS

to the structuraldetails ofthe carbon nanostructures.

The good agreem ent between theory and experim ents

isencouraging regarding the applicability ofthe derived

screened interaction to otherproblem sinvolvinggeom et-

rically well-de�ned atom icstructures.
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