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C orrelation e�ects ofcarbon nanotubes at boundaries:

Spin polarization induced by zero-energy boundary states
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W hen a carbon nanotubeistruncated with a certain typeofedges,boundary stateslocalized near

the edgesappearatthe Ferm ilevel.Starting from lattice m odels,low-energy e� ective theoriesare

constructed which describe electron correlation e� ects on the boundary states. W e then focus on

a thin m etallic carbon nanotube which supports one or two boundary states and discuss physical

consequences ofthe interaction between the boundary states and bulk collective excitations. By

the renorm alization group analyses together with the open boundary bosonization,we show that

the repulsive bulk interactions suppress the charge 
 uctuations at boundaries and assist the spin

polarization.

PACS num bers:72.80.R j,73.20.At

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

A single-wallcarbon nanotube (CNT) is a fascinat-

ing quasi-one-dim ensional(quasi-1D) nano-scale m ate-

rial,which isa graphitesheetwrapped into a cylindrical

form . Itselectronic structure isbasically welldescribed

by a one-electron tight-binding m odelwith a single� or-

bitalper atom . Depending on its geom etricalshape,a

large variety of electronic structures are realized. Es-

pecially, it can be either a m etal or a sem iconductor

depending on how the graphite sheet is wrapped.1,2,3

The way of wrapping is speci� ed by a chiral vector

(N ;M );N ;M 2 Z. W hen N � M � 0 m od 3 is sat-

is� ed,a CNT ism etallic,while itisgapped otherwise.

An interesting consequence ofitsrich electronic band

structure is the existence ofthe boundary states when

thesystem possessesboundaries.Fora CNT with zigzag

or bearded edges, there appear states localized at the

boundariesforspeci� c valuesofthe wave num beralong

the boundaries.4 Itisa hallm ark ofthe phase degree of

freedom speci� c to quantum m echanicalsystem s.5 The

existence ofsuch boundary states raises an interesting

question as to whatkind ofphysicalconsequencesthey

lead. For exam ple, the electronic and m agnetic prop-

erties of nanographite in m agnetic � eld6 or electronic

transportthrough nanographiteribbon junctions7,8 were

theoretically investigated. Furtherm ore,in the presence

ofelectron-electron orelectron-phonon interactions,the

boundary statesm ighttriggeran instability asthey form

a 
 atband and a sharp peak in density ofstates at the

Ferm ienergy fora 2D sheetgeom etry. Indeed,spin po-

larization induced by the boundary states4,9,10,11,12,or

coupling with latticedistortions5,13 hasbeen studied for

a graphite sheet by severalauthors. The e� ects of1D

low-lyingexcitationslocalized attheboundarieswasalso

discussed forribbon geom etry.14

The e� ects of bulk electron correlations have been

extensively investigated for m etallic CNT’s without

boundaries.15,16,17,18,19,20,21,22 Itisclaim ed thatthem ost

im portantforward scattering partoftheCoulom b inter-

action iswellaccounted forby the Tom onaga-Luttinger

(TL)liquid picture22,wherelow-lyingexcitationsarenot

ofFerm iliquid type,but bosonic collective excitations.

Behaviors speci� c to TL liquid, such as a characteris-

tic tem perature dependence ofconductance,have been

indeed observed in recent experim ents.23 In TL liquid,

boundary criticalphenom enaareknown tobedrastically

di� erent from the conventionalFerm iliquid case when

the system possesses boundaries.24,25,26,27,28 Then, we

expect to see interesting phenom ena for a thin m etallic

CNT with boundaries.Theanom alousboundary physics

in a m etallic CNT within the TL liquid picture such as

tunneling density ofstates16,Freideloscillation29,orlo-

caldensity ofstates30 has been investigated previously,

butwithoutboundary states.

The purpose ofthe present paper is to discuss elec-

tron correlation e� ects for CNT’s with edges that sup-

portsboundarystates.W econsider(N ;� N )CNT’swith

zigzag and bearded edges,forwhich boundary statesap-

pearattheFerm ilevelforsom evaluesofthewavenum -

ber along the edges. Starting from lattice m odels with

the Coulom b orthe Hubbard interaction,we� rstestab-

lish low-energye� ectivetheoriesthatdescribecorrelation

e� ects atboundaries. W e then focus on a thin m etallic

CNT,wheretheboundarystatesinteractwith thecollec-

tivebulkexcitations.Bytherenorm alizationgroup (RG )

analysestogetherwith the open boundary bosonization,

we discuss the cases where one or two boundary states

exist.

Forthe caseoftwo boundary states,weareespecially

interested in whetherornottheboundary statesexhibit

spin polarization in the presence ofgaplessbulk excita-

tions.Thepossibility ofspin polarization waspreviously

discussed for 2D geom etry,i.e.,in the lim it ofthe in-

� nite tube radius N ! + 1 ,by m ean � eld theory4 or

density-functionaltheory with localspin density approx-

im ation (LSDA)10. However,these treatm ents ofelec-

tron correlationscan overestim atethem agneticinstabil-

ity.Also,when thesystem iswrapped intoa1D cylinder,

one needsfurtherjusti� cation. A density m atrix renor-

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0211008v2
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FIG .1: A (N ;� N ) CNT with (a) zigzag and (b) bearded

edges.Two-dim ensionalgraphite sheetsare wrapped around

the x axis. The ovals indicate how to form a spinor c =
t
(c�;c�),and dotted squaresshow achoiceofunitcellforeach

typesofedges. (c)Energy spectra for a (N ;� N )CNT with

zigzag edges for N = 6;9. (t= 1) Shaded regions represent

bulk energy spectra for N ! 1 . Allowed wave num bers

along theboundariesforN = 6;9 areshown by verticallines.

Boundary statesare denoted by � .

m alization (DM RG ) study was also perform ed11 which

reports spin polarization at boundaries,but only for a

sem i-conducting CNT.W hen the bulk part ofthe sys-

tem isgapless,itisnotcleariftheboundary statesshow

spin polarization since the totalspin (and charge) car-

ried by theboundarystatescan dissipateintoabulk part

ofthe system through the electron interactionsbetween

boundary statesand bulk gaplesscollectivem odes.

Thepaperisorganized asfollows:section IIisdevoted

to a construction oflow-energy e� ective theories which

accountforzero-energy boundary states.W erecallsom e

known factson boundary statesin section IIA,and the

Coulom b orthe Hubbard interaction isprojected to the

low-energy sector ofthe Hilbert space spanned by the

boundary statesand gaplessbulk m odesin section IIB.

In section IIC, we perform open boundary bosoniza-

tion to account for the bulk repulsive interactions and

discuss its consequences on boundary physics. Finally,

we presentRG analysesforthe case with one boundary

states(section III)and with twoboundarystates(section

IV).W e conclude in section V.

II. ZER O EN ER G Y B O U N D A R Y STA T ES A N D

IN T ER A C T IO N S

A . Zero energy boundary states

1. Zigzag edges

Let us � rst consider a (N ;� N ) CNT with zigzag

edges. O ur starting point is the single particle tight-

binding Ham iltonian de� ned on the honeycom b lattice

[Fig.1(a)]:

H kin =
X

i;j

h

c
y
(i;j)T� c(i;j+ 1)+ h:c:

+ c
y
(i;j)T+ c(i� 1;j+ 1)+ h:c:

+ c
y
(i;j)T0 c(i;j)

i

; (2.1)

where c = t(c�;c�), is a spinor m ade ofelectron an-

nihilation operatorsc�;� de� ned on di� erent sublattices

� ;� . Coordinatesofthe spinorsare labeled by the unit

cellto which they belong and the location within the

unit cell. Unit cells are chosen so as to be com patible

with the shape ofthe edges,and are labeled by their y

coordinate y = ja0,j = 1;� � � ;Ny,where N y = N is

the totalnum ber ofsites along the y axis and a0 the

lattice constant. Spinors are located at X =
p
3a0i,

i= 1;� � � ;NX within a unitcellwith N X being thetotal

num ber ofsites along the X axis. Hopping m atrix ele-

m entsforthezigzagcasearegiven byT+ = (� t)

�
0 1

0 0

�

;

T� = (� t)

�
0 0

1 0

�

;and T0 = (� t)

�
0 1

1 0

�

;where t is

the hopping integral. As speci� ed by the chiral vec-

tor,the periodic boundary condition is im posed along

the edges, which renders the wave num bers along the

edges quantized, kya0 = 2m �=N y;m 2 Z. The band

structure is then com posed ofa set of1D m odes,each

of which is characterized by the wave num ber. Per-

form ing a Fourier transform ation along the y axis as

c(i;j)= 1=
p
N y

P

ky
eiky ycky (i),H kin isdecom posed as

H kin =
P

ky
H (ky),

H (ky) =

N XX

i= 1

h

c
y

ky
(i)VX c

ky
(i+ 1)+ h:c:

+ c
y

ky
(i)V0 cky (i)

i

; (2.2)

where VX = T� e
�ik ya0 and V0 = T0 + T� e

+ iky a0 +

T+ e
�ik y a0. This 1D Ham iltonian can be seen as a

1D chain with alternating hoppings.21 As for bulk elec-

tron states,the energy spectrum is gapless for two val-

ues of ky, kya0 = � k0a0 = � 2�=3, whereas it is

gapped forother ky. This is best seen by perform ing a

gaugetransform ationc�(i)! (� )ie+ iky a0=4c�(i),c�(i)!

(� )ie�ik ya0=4c�(i),which transform sthe Ham iltonian as

VX ! (� e�i
3

2
ky a0)T� and V0 ! 2cos(kya0=2)T0. Then,
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the alternation can be com pletely rem oved for ky =

� k0, where the Ham iltonian is reduced to H (� k0) =

� t
P N x

l= 1

�
c
y

�;l
c�;l+ 1 + h:c:

�
by de� ning c�k 0;�(i) = :

c�;l= 2i�1 ,c�k 0;�(i)= :c�;l= 2i,and 2N X = :N x.

W hen truncated with edges,the aboveone-param eter

fam ily ofHam iltonians supports zero-energy boundary

states for som e speci� c values of ky,
4,5 as a m anifes-

tation ofa nontrivialbulk band structure. For zigzag

edges,they appear for � � < kya0 < � 2�=3;+ 2�=3 <

kya0 < + �,within a bulk energy gap at the Ferm ien-

ergy. The localization length of the boundary states

continuously increasesaswe vary kya0 from + �(� �)to

+ 2�=3(� 2�=3). For k ya0 = � �, the boundary states

iscom pletely localized atthe boundariesi= 1 and N X ,

whilethelocalization length forkya0 = � 2�=3isin� nite,

atwhich thebranch ofthelocalized boundary statescon-

tinuously m ergeswith theextended bulk states.Ifweex-

plicitly constructwavefunctionsfortheboundary states,

they aregiven by

fky ;�(i)/
�
� 2e

i3kya0=2 coskya0=2
�i�1

; fky ;�(i)= 0

(2.3)

(� � < kya0 < � 2�=3;+ 2�=3 < k ya0 < + �),after the

gaugetransform ation.

2. Bearded edges

W e turn to a CNT with bearded edges. Atom ic con-

� gurations realizing bearded edges for � electrons were

recently proposed based on an ab initio calculation.31

W e choose a di� erent unit cellfrom that for the zigzag

case as indicated in Fig. 1(b). (X is now equal to

2
p
3a0i,i= 1;� � � ;NX .) W eobtain a setofHam iltonian

param etrized byky asin thezigzagcasewith thehopping

m atricesVX and V0 beinggiven by VX = T� + T� e
�ik y a0,

and V0 = T0.Again,thebulk energy spectrum isgapless

for ky = � k0,for which the Ham iltonian can be trans-

form ed toasim pleform H (� k0)= � t
P N x

l= 1

�
c
y

�;l
c�;l+ 1 +

h:c:
�
by a gauge transform ation c�(i)! e+ iky a0i=2c�(i),

c�(i) ! e+ iky a0i=2c�(i). O n the other hand,boundary

states appear for di� erent values ofky from the zigzag

case,� 2�=3< kya0 < + 2�=3.The wavefunction ofthe

boundary statescan be explicitly constructed as

fky ;�(i)/
�
� 2coskya0=2

��(i�1)
; fky ;�(i)= 0 (2.4)

(� 2�=3 < kya0 < + 2�=3),after the gauge transform a-

tions.

B . Interactions

Astheboundary stateswith di� erentky arealldegen-

erateattheFerm ienergy,electron interactionshavepro-

nounced e� ects. In whatfollows,we willconstructlow-

energy e� ective theoriesdescribing correlation e� ectson

the boundary states.The interacting partofthe Ham il-

tonian iswritten as

H int =
1

2

X

R R 0;pp0;ss0

VR R 0;pp0;ss0

� cyps(R)c
y

p0s0
(R

0
)cp0s0(R

0
)cps(R); (2.5)

where R = (i;j)runsoverthe lattice citesin the tight-

binding m odel,p = � =� representsa sublattice,and s= "

=# isa spin index.AsforVR R 0;pp0;ss0,wetakeeitherthe

Hubbard interaction

VR R 0;pp0;ss0 = U �R R 0�pp0�s;�s 0 (2.6)

orthe unscreened Coulom b interaction

VR R 0;pp0;ss0 =
e2=�

r

(xp � x0
p0
)2 + 4R 2 sin

2

�
y�y 0

2R

�

+ r2z

;

(2.7)

where �isan e� ective dielectric constantofthe system ,

x� = X ,x� = X +
p
3a0=2 (zigzag),

p
3a0 (bearded),R

isthe tube radius,and rz � a0 characterizesthe radius

ofpz orbital,serving asa short-distance cuto� . In Ref.

15,�isestim ated to � 1:4,whilerz isdeterm ined to be

0:526� a0 in Ref.18,from therequirem entthattheon-

siteinteraction in theoriginaltight-binding m odelcorre-

spondsto thedi� erencebetween theionization potential

and electron a� nity ofsp2 hybridized carbon.Since the

Coulom b interaction is unscreened in CNT’s,the Hub-

bard interaction islessrealistic.However,aswewillsee,

their di� erences are sm allfor the correlation e� ects at

boundaries,duetothespecialpropertiesoftheboundary

states,although the long-range nature ofthe Coulom b

interaction hasfundam entale� ectsforthe bulk electron

states.

Focusing on a low-energy sector,we constructa e� ec-

tive theory with boundary statesatzero energy. W hen

a CNT is m etallic, two 1D gapless m odes are also in-

cluded, while we drop all the operators belonging to

gapped bands:

c(i;j) =
1

p
N y

X

ky

e
iky y

cky (i)

�!
1

p
N y

X

�= �

e
i�k0y

c�(i)+
1

p
N y

b(i;j);

(2.8)

where c� (i) := c�k 0
(i), b is a linear com bination of

boundary states, b(i;j) =
P 0

ky
eiky yfky (i)eky , with

fky (i)being an eigen wave function localized atbound-

aries,e
y

ky
and e

ky
arecreation and annihilation operators

for a boundary state,and
P 0

m eans the sum m ation is

restricted to the wave num bers for which a boundary

state appears. W e project the interaction H int into the

reduced Hilbertspacespanned by thetwo gaplessm odes
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c
y

� ,c� and the boundary states e
y

ky
,eky . Substituting

Eq. (2.8),H int is decom posed into a num ber ofterm s,

each ofwhich is a four-ferm ion interaction m ade ofei-

ther c
y

� ,c� ,e
y

ky
,oreky . However,notallofthem give

risetoacontribution dueto them om entum conservation

along theedges.Forexam ple,a four-ferm ion interaction

com posed ofthree bulk electronsand one edge electron

(e.g.,c
y

+ sc
y

�s 0c�s 0bs0)doesnotappearforthezigzagcases

since the m om entum carried by the bulk electron is ei-

ther+ 2�=3or� 2�=3,whilethatcarriedbytheedgeelec-

trons is neverequalto � 2�=3,and hence a m om entum

m ism atch occurs.Itshould bealso noted thatboundary

statesare nonvanishing only on one ofsublatticesp = �

as seen from Eqs. (2.3) and (2.4). Due to this special

property ofboundary statesand also sincetheboundary

statesare localized atboundaries,the Coulom b interac-

tion and the Hubbard interaction are not quite di� er-

ent. So we restricted ourselves to the Hubbard inter-

action for a while as it is sim pler. W e write the pro-

jected interaction asH int ! H bulk

int
+ H edge

int
,whereH bulk

int
is

solely com posed ofbulk electron operators,while H edge

int

includes boundary states. W e further decom pose H edge

int

asH edge

int
= H edge4

int
+ H edge3

int
+ H edge2

int
+ H edge1

int
.Firs,H edge4

int

consistssolely ofboundary states,

H
edge4

int
=

U

N y

0X

k1;k2;k3;k4

�(� k1 + k2 � k3 + k4)

� e
y

k1"
e
k2"

e
y

k3#
e
k4#

X

i

f
�
k1
(i)fk2(i)f

�
k3
(i)fk4(i);

(2.9)

where we sim ply wrote fk;p= � as fk and �(k) is a lat-

tice delta function;i.e.,�(k)isequalto unity only when

k is integralm ultiple of2�,while it is vanishing other-

wise.W hen a CNT isinsulating,itisenough to consider

only H edge4

int
forboundary physics. Then,the problem is

reduced to how the degeneracy between the boundary

states with quenched kinetic energy is lifted by H edge4

int
,

asin the 
 atband m agnetism orthe fractionalquantum

Halle� ect. Note also thatthe strength ofthe Hubbard

interaction is reduced by the factor 1=N y,as the wave

functions ofthe boundary states are extended over the

circum ferenceofthetube.

The part com posed of two edge operators H edge2

int
is

given by

H
edge2

int
=

U

N y

X

i

h

� 2~J
z ~S

z � ~J
+ ~S

� � ~S
+ ~J

�

+
1

2
~�~�e +

~�
y~� e +

~�
y
e
~�

i

; (2.10)

where

~J =
X

�;ss0

c
y
�s

�ss0

2
c�s0;

~S =

0X

ky ;ss
0

jfky j
2
e
y

ky s

�ss0

2
eky s0;

~�=
X

�;s

c
y
�sc�s; ~�e =

0X

ky ;s

jfky j
2
e
y

ky s
eky s;

~� =

h

c+ #c�" + c�# c+ "

i

; ~� e =

0X

ky

f
2
ky
eky"e�k y#

:

(2.11)

W e om it sublattice indices and sim ply write c� = c�� ,

b= b� henceforth,since p = � doesnotappear.Finally,

H edge1

int
and H edge3

int
aregiven by

H
edge1

int
=

U

N 2
y

X

i;j

h

c
y

+ "
c
�"

�

c
y

+ #
b
�#

+ b
y

#
c
+ #

�

+ h:c:

+

�

c
y

+ "
b
�"

+ b
y

"
c
+ "

�

c
y

+ #
c
�#

+ h:c:

i

;

H
edge3

int
=

U

N 2
y

X

i;j

h

b
y

"
b
"

�
c
y

�#
b
#
+ b

y

#
c
+ #

�
+ h:c:

+
�
c
y

�"
b
"
+ b

y

"
c
+ "

�
b
y

#
b
#
+ h:c:

i

: (2.12)

As com m ented above, H edge1

int
does not appear for the

zigzag cases due to a m om entum m is-m atch. Further-

m ore,for a thin CNT with zigzag edges,H edge3

int
is also

vanishing and hence the e� ective Ham iltonian issim pli-

� ed.

The bulk part of a m etallic CNT is described

by a sim ple tight-binding Ham iltonian H (� k0) =

� t
P N x

l= 1

�
c
y

�;l
c�;l+ 1 + h:c:

�
after the gauge transform a-

tion. In describing the gapless excitations,we replace

lattice ferm ion operators c�;lby slowly varying contin-

uum operators L =R ;� (x)as

c�;l �
p
ax

h

e
+ ikF x L ;� (x)+ e

�ik F x R ;� (x)

i

;(2.13)

where ax :=
p
3a0=2,and x := 2X . Due to the open

boundary conditions,however,the leftand rightm overs

arenotindependent.They satisfy a constraint

 R ;� (x)= �  L ;� (� x); (2.14)

which allows us to concentrate on only the left-m oving

sector,say. Focusing on the two gaplessm odes,the ki-

neticpartofthe system iswritten by theslowly varying

variablesas

H kin = vF

X

�;s

Z + L

�L

dx 
y

L �s
i@x L �s; (2.15)

where L = N xax and vF =
p
3ta0=2 isthe Ferm iveloc-

ity. Here,the originalsystem de� ned for x 2 [0;+ L]is

extended to x 2 [� L;+ L]by the constraint,Eq.(2.14).
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Upon taking continuum lim it,we are also allowed to

setX = x = 0 forthe interactionsthatinclude bound-

ary stateswith som erenorm alizationsofcouplings,since

edgem odesareexponentially localized atthe boundary.

The lattice ferm ion operators at the boundary are re-

placed with the leftm oving continuum � eld as

c�;l= 1 !
p
ax

h

e
+ ikF ax  L ;� (ax)+ e

�ik F ax  R ;� (ax)

i

�
p
ax 2isin(kF ax) L ;� (0): (2.16)

Correspondingly, operators m ade of lattice ferm ions
~J;~�;~� y;~� appearing in H edge2

int
are replaced with con-

tinuum counterpartsas

J =
X

�;ss0

 
y

L �s

�ss0

2
 L �s0; �=

X

�;s

 
y

L �s
 L �s;

� =

h

 L + # L �" +  L �#  L + "

i

; (2.17)

with suitable renorm alizations for couplings. At this

level, also, di� erences between the Hubbard and the

Coulom b interaction are irrelevant, since we keep the

sam eterm sforthe both typesofinteractions.

C . E�ects ofthe bulk interactions: O pen boundary

bosonization

Although we are interested in physics at boundaries,

e� ects ofelectron correlation in the bulk regim e Hbulk

int

should alsobetaken into account,sincethebulk interac-

tion isknown to a� ectthescalingdim ension ofoperators

inserted at a boundary in 1D correlated system s. The

bulk interaction iswellincorporated by thebosonization

techniquefor1D system s.FollowingRef.28,webosonize

the theory with open boundary condition.O pen bound-

ary bosonization waspreviously used to discussthe cor-

relation e� ectsofarm chairCNTswith boundaries,where

thereareno boundary statesthough.16,29,30

Upon bosonization,electron operatorsareexpressed in

term sofscalarbosonicoperatorsas

 �s(x)�
1

p
2�ax

��s :e
+ i

p
4�’ � s :(x); (2.18)

where ��s is a K lein factor,and :� � � :denotes norm al

ordering.[Sinceitisenough to focuson theholom orphic

sector,we sim ply write  L �s(x) =  �s(x),’L �s(x) =

’�s(x),etc.,henceforth.]Forconvenience,itisbetterto

introducea new basisf’�;� ;’�;� g ratherthan ’�;"=# ,

’�s(x) :=
1

2

n

’�+ (x)+ s’�+ (x)

+ �’ �� (x)+ �s’ �� (x)

o

: (2.19)

W hen the e� ectsofforward scatteringsaretaken into

account, left and right m overs are m ixed through the

Bogoliubov transform ation. Since there exists the con-

straint between the left and right m overs,bosonization

rules take non-localform ,where ’�s in Eq. (2.18) is,

afterthe Bogoliubov transform ation,given by

’j�(x) !
1

2

np
K j� [’j�(+ x)� ’j�(� x)]

+
1

p
K j�

[’j�(+ x)+ ’j�(� x)]

o

;(2.20)

wherej= �=�and�= + =� .Especially,attheboundary

x = 0,

’�s(0) =
1

2

n

’�+ (0)=
p
K �+ + s’�+ (0)=

p
K �+

+ �’ �� (0)=
p
K �� + �s’ �� (0)=

p
K ��

o

:

(2.21)

Param eters K j� are the Luttinger param eters for each

m ode { thatis,a coe� cientofthe Bogoliubov transfor-

m ation.Thelong-rangebulk forward scattering strongly

renorm alizesthe charge sym m etric m ode (�;+ ),and its

Luttingerparam eterisestim ated to be K �+ � 0:2 fora

CNT with theCoulom b interaction.22 O n theotherhand,

forthe otherm odes,K j� is alm ostequalto unity ifwe

neglecttheback scatteringsand theum klapp scattering.

The bulk interactions a� ect physics at boundaries

through the m odi� cations ofthe Luttinger param eters.

M ore precisely,they alter the scaling dim ensions ofthe

operatorsinserted atboundaries.Thescalingdim ensions

ofJ� and � y;� in Eq.(2.17),which wecallx? and x� ,

respectively,are equalto unity in the absence ofthe in-

teractions.However,they arenow given by

x? =
K

�1
�+ + K

�1
��

2
; x� =

K
�1
�+ + K

�1
��

2
; (2.22)

which are dependent on the Luttinger param eters. W e

see that superconducting pairing operators � y;� are

m ade to be strongly irrelevant by the strong bulk re-

pulsiveinteractions.

The bosonized expression for the bulk part of the

Ham iltonian is

H kin + H
bulk

int
= H

bulk

0 + H
bulk0
int

;

H
bulk

0 =
X

j�

�vj�

Z + L

�L

dx :Jj�(x)
2
:;(2.23)

where Jj� = � @x’j�=
p
� representsa U (1)-currentand

vj� is a velocity for each collective m ode. The velocity

for the charge sym m etric m ode is strongly enhanced as

v�+ � vF =K �+ ,while the velocity isalm ostequalto the

Ferm ivelocity forotherm odes,vj� � vF ,(j;�)6= (�;+ ).

H bulk0
int

represents the part that cannot be written as a

current-currentinteraction,in the presence ofwhich the

m odes�� and �� arem adetobegapped away from half

� lling,whereasallkindsofexcitationsaregapped athalf

� lling due to the um klapp scatterings.15,16,17
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III. C A SE O F O N E B O U N D A R Y STA T E

Having established low-energy e� ective theories that

describe correlation e� ects at boundaries,we now turn

to speci� c exam ples. W e � rst consider a thin m etallic

CNT with only oneboundary state,such as(6;� 6)CNT

with zigzag edges or (3;� 3) CNT with bearded edges.

Especially,wefocuson theform erexam plenearhalf� ll-

ing as itis the sim plestcase in that its boundary state

f�(i) appearing for kya0 = � is com pletely localized at

boundaries,f�;p(i)= �i;1�p;� [Eq.(2.3)].

The m ost generalexpression for low-energy e� ective

theoriesisnow reduced to the following Ham iltonian:

H = H
bulk

0 + H
bulk0
int

+ H
edge

int
= :H 0 + H I + H

bulk0
int

;

H 0 =
X

j�

�vj�

Z + L

�L

dx :Jj�(x)
2
:+ �e�e + Uen"n#;

H I =
vF ��

4
�e �+ vF �z S

z
J
z

+
vF �?

2
(vF �c)

x? �1
h

S
+
J
�
+ J

+
S
�
i

; (3.1)

where J;� are de� ned in Eq. (2.17). Superconduct-

ing pairing operators � y;� are dropped as they are

strongly irrelevant. Also, ~S and ~�e are reduced to

S =
P

ss0
eys�ss0=2es0 and �e =

P

s
eyses,respectively.

An ultraviolet cuto� �c is introduced, which is esti-

m ated to be the inverse of the bandwidth, �c � 1=t

(vF �c � ax). ��;z;? represents a dim ensionless cou-

pling between the boundary statesand conduction elec-

trons. For a (6;� 6) CNT with zigzag edges, ini-

tial conditions for RG analysis (bare values of the

couplings) are given by Ue = U=N , �e � 0, and

� vF �z=2 = � vF �? =2 = vF ��=2 = 4ax sin
2
(kF ax)U=N

for the Hubbard interaction near half � lling, whereas

they are given by Ue = ~V (0), �e � 0, � vF �z=2 =

� vF �? =2 = 4ax sin
2
(kF ax)~V (k0 + �), and vF ��=2 =

4ax sin
2
(kF ax)

�
2~V (0) � ~V (k0 + �)

�
for the Coulom b

interaction, where ~V (q) := N �1
y

P

yj
e�iqy jV (yj) and

V (yj � yj0)= Vp= p0= �;i= i0= 1;j;j0. Thus,ifwe switch o�

theinteraction between boundary statesand conduction

electrons(H I),the ground state atthe boundary at(or

slightly above)half� lling is the state where one ofthe

two boundary statesisoccupied.

To seewhathappenswhen weswitch on couplingsbe-

tween boundary and conduction electrons,we perform

a perturbative RG analysis up to one-loop order32 via

a Coulom b gasrepresentation ofthe partition function,

with H 0 being an unperturbed partofthe Ham iltonian.

W e neglect H bulk0
int

for the tim e being,and consider the

case where the system is described by TL liquid, i.e.,

tem perature above the gaps induced by H bulk0
int

. This is

a good approxim ation forthe system s o� the half� lled

condition.In� nitesim ally rescaling theultravioletcuto� ,

�c ! �ce
�dl,we obtain a setofRG equations

d��

dl
= 0;

d�z

dl
=

�2?p
K �+

;

d�?

dl
= (1� x? )�? +

�z�?
p
K �+

;

dh�

dl
= h� �

 
�2�

4
+
�2z

4
+
�2?

2

!

;

dhU

dl
= hU � 2

 
�2�

4
�
�2z

4
�
�2?

2

!

; (3.2)

where dim ensionlesscouplingsare de� ned ash� := �c�e,

hU := �cUe,and weperform ed the rescaling

�� !

p
K �+

2�

vF

v�+
��; �z !

p
K �+

2�

vF

v�+
�z;

�? !
1

2�

�
vF

v�+

� 1

2K � +

�
vF

v��

� 1

2K � �

�? ; (3.3)

to sim plify the RG equations. W e can treat �z and

�� non-perturbatively in the m anner of Schotte and

Schotte33,which actually givesan identicalresultto the

aboveone-loop calculation fordh�=dland dhU =dl.How-

ever,weprefertotreat�z;�� and �? on an equalfooting

here.

From the RG equations, we see that interactions in

thespin sector�z;? arerenorm alized to zero asitiswell

known that the ferrom agnetic,isotropic K ondo interac-

tions are vanishing in the infrared. The bulk electron

correlations are alm ost irrelevant for the RG equations

ofthespin sector.O n theotherhand,therepulsivebulk

interactionsprofoundlya� ectthechargesector;theysup-

pressthe charge
 uctuationsatboundaries.First,asal-

ready com m ented,the scaling dim ensionsof� y and � ,

which allow a pairwise hopping from the bulk part to

boundary states and vice versa,are m ade strongly ir-

relevant. Second,they m odify the values ofcouplings

through theBogoliubov transform ation asseen from Eq.

(3.3).W hen thebulk repulsiveinteraction isvery strong

K �+ < < 1,the bare value of�� is drastically reduced

after the rescaling (3.3),which am ounts to Ue ! + 1

and Ue + 2�e ! + 1 as l ! + 1 . Then, doubly oc-

cupying a boundary state is prohibited in the infrared

lim it.Note also thateven though we startfrom slightly

below half� lling h� & 0,for which no boundary states

are occupied ifwe switch o� the coupling between bulk

and boundary electrons,couplings��;z;? renorm alizeh�
to � 1 and hence one oftwo boundary states is occu-

pied in the ground state,with the totalspin carried by

theboundary statesbeing equalto 1=2.W enum erically

solve the RG equations (3.2) for the Coulom b interac-

tion and con� rm ed thatthisisthecasefortheCoulom b

interaction34.

Atthe � xed point�z;? ! 0,�e ! � 1 ,and Ue;Ue +

2�e ! + 1 ,the conduction electron isdescribed asiso-

lated TL liquid with theopen boundary condition,where
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tunneling density ofstatesorFreideloscillation can ex-

hibitcharacteristicbehavior16,22,29,30.Correlatione� ects

between bulkand boundarystatesaroundthis� xed point

can be taken into accountin a perturbativeway.

Atvery low tem perature,H bulk0
int

causesenergy gapsin

them odes�� and �� away from half� lling,whereasall

kindsofexcitationsaregapped forhalf� lling.E� ectsof

H bulk0
int

on boundary physicsare twofold. First,although

wehavetreated theLuttingerparam etersasa � xed con-

stant,they undergo renorm alizationswhen thee� ectsof

H bulk0
int

aretaken into account.TheLuttingerparam eters

K �+ ,K �� ,and K
�1
�� always renorm alize to zero,while

K �+ renorm alizesto zeroonly forhalf� lling.15,16,17 This

e� ectis easily accounted forin the RG equations(3.2),

which doesnota� ectthe conclusionsas�y and � stay

irrelevant.Second,H bulk0
int

m ightgenerateextraoperators

at the boundary upon RG transform ations. Then,RG

equations should be traced with these extra operators.

Thisis,however,beyond the presentdiscussion.

To get further insights,it m ight be better to adopt

a com plem entary starting point rather than the above

TL liquid m odelfor higher tem perature. In the lower-

tem perature lim it,slightly away from half� lling,a su-

perconductingground stateon thehoneycom b latticecan

be form ed,which originatesfrom a rung-singletstate in

the e� ective two-leg ladder m odel. Em ergence of iso-

lated statesatboundariescan then bedeterm ined based

on thisspeci� cpattern ofsingletpairs,asin thevalence-

bond solid statesin spin system s.

IV . C A SE O F T W O B O U N D A R Y STA T ES

As a next step,we consider a thicker m etallic CNT

with two boundary states: (9;� 9) CNT with zigzag

edges, for which boundary states appear for kya0 =

� 8�=9 and + 8�=9.(Fig. 1)O urm ain interesthereison

whetherornotthe totalspin carried by the two bound-

ary statesisnon-zero.Thee� ectiveHam iltonian forthis

caseisgiven by

H 0 =
X

j�

�vj�

Z + L

�L

dx :Jj�(x)
2
:

+
I

4
�1�2 + K zS

z
1S

z
2 +

K ?

2

h

S
+

1 S
�
2 + S

+

2 S
�
1

i

+ Ue

h

n1"n1# + n2"n2#

i

+ �e�e;

H I =
vF ��

4
�e�+ vF �zS

z
J
z

+
vF �?

2
(vF �c)

x? �1
h

S
+
J
�
+ J

+
S
�
i

; (4.1)

wherewesim ply writee1 := e+ 8�=9,e2 := e�8�=9 .Again,

superconducting pairing operators� y,� are dropped as

they areirrelevant.Initialconditionsaregiven by K z =

K ? = � I = � 2Ue < 0,�e � 0,and �z = �? � � �� < 0.

Then, if we neglect the couplings between conduction

electronsand boundary states,the ground state forthe

boundary nearhalf� lling is found to be the state with

the totalspin equalto unity.

To see the e� ects ofHI, RG equations for the cou-

plings are obtained in the sam e way as the case ofone

boundary state. Again,we focus on TL liquid regim e

and neglectH bulk0
int

.RG equationsfor�z,�? ,h�,and hU

are identicalto those in the case ofone boundary state.

Then,�z and �? becom evanishing in theinfrared lim it,

since they are initially ferrom agnetic and isotropic. In

addition,charge 
 uctuationsare suppressed when there

are the strong repulsive interactions in the bulk,since

�e ! � 1 and Ue;Ue + 2�e ! + 1 ,and hence doubly

occupying a boundary isunfavorable. RG equationsfor

K z;? and I,which determ ine the totalspin carried by

the ground state ofe ferm ions,aregiven by

dhI

dl
= hI � 2�

2
�;

dhK z

dl
= hK z

� �
2
z;

dhK ?

dl
= hK ?

� �
2
? ; (4.2)

where hK z;?
:= �cK z;? and hI := �cI. W e see that

the K ondo couplings �z;? renorm alize the exchange in-

teractionsbetween boundary statesK z;? ,m aking itfer-

rom agnetic. Then, the ground state of the boundary

states is polarized with the total spin equal to unity.

W hen we include � y;� in the RG analysis,they also

giveriseto a contribution in theperturbativeexpansion.

In contrastto �z;? ,they suppresstheferrom agneticcou-

pling between the boundary states K z;? . However,the

bulkinteractionm akes� y;� stronglyirrelevantasstated

above,and hencethey do nota� ectthe RG 
 ow.

V . C O N C LU SIO N

Toconclude,wehaveinvestigated correlation e� ectsof

(N ;� N ) CNT’s with boundaries. Low-energy e� ective

Ham iltonians were established by taking into account

boundary statesatthe ferm ienergy.Due to the special

nature ofthe boundary states,the di� erences between

the Coulom b and the Hubbard interaction are found to

besm all.W ethen discussed speci� cexam pleswhereonly

oneortwo boundary statesappear.In theinfrared lim it

in RG analyses,K ondo-like couplings between conduc-

tion electronsand boundary statesareshown to be van-

ishing,and the bulk conduction electronsand boundary

states are com pletely decoupled. Doubly occupying a

boundary statebecom esunfavorablein theinfrared near

half � lling since the strong repulsive bulk interactions

renorm alizestheinteractionsattheedge.Asthebound-

ary states do not dissipate through the coupling with

conduction electrons,they can be directly observed by

localprobessuch asscanning tunneling m icroscope.The

boundary states also m anifest them selves in transport

experim entsasthe conduction electronsand the bound-

ary statesgiveriseto independentcontributionsto,say,

tunneling density ofstates.
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Furtherm ore,the ground state at the boundary is a

highestspin state S = 1=2 forthe case ofone boundary

state and S = 1 for two boundary states,since ferro-

m agneticcouplingsbetween the boundary statesareen-

hanced by theinteractionsbetween conduction electrons

and the boundary states.Then,the boundary states,as

a whole,behave asa localized m om entwhich givesrise

to a Curie-W eiss-like contribution to the m agnetic sus-

ceptibility,apartfrom the bulk conduction electrons.

Theresultobtained hereisconsistentwith spin polar-

ization found in DM RG study forathin sem i-conducting

CNT11,and m ean-� eld theory4 ora LSDA calculation10

for2D sheetgeom etry.

Atlowertem perature,the form ation ofa spin-gapped

ground state is suggested by the previous studies. The

fate ofthe spin polarization,found here forthe tem per-

atureabovethe gaps,isleftasan open question.

Finally,we com m enton an extra gaplessm ode other

than them odesforkya0 = � 2�=3 treated in thepresent

paper. W hen one considers the hybridization between

�� � orbitals,which the sim ple tight-binding approx-

im ation adopted here does not correctly capture,there

can appeara gaplessm ode fora very thin CNT,assug-

gested by band calculations35,36.In a realisticsituation,

e� ectsoftheextragaplessm odeshould betaken into ac-

count,which can bepossiblealongthelinesofthepresent

discussions.
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