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Shinsei Ryu and Yasuhiro Hatsugai
D epartm ent of Applied Physics, University of Tokyo,
7-3-1 Hongo Bunkyo-ku, Tokyo 113-8656, Japan
(D ated: D ecaem ber 25, 2021)

W hen a carbon nanotube is truncated w ith a certain type ofedges, boundary states localized near
the edges appear at the Fem i level. Starting from lattice m odels, low -energy e ective theories are
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 of the interaction between the boundary states and bulk collective excitations. By
the renom alization group analyses together w ith the open boundary bosonization, we show that

the repulsive bulk interactions suppress the charge

polarization.

PACS numbers: 72.80R 37320At

I. NTRODUCTION

A sihglewall carbon nanotube (CNT) is a fascihat-
ing quastone-din ensional (quasilD ) nano-scale m ate—
rial, which is a graphite sheet w rapped into a cylindrical
form . Tts electronic structure is basically well described
by a one-<electron tight-binding m odelw ith a single or-
bital per atom . D gpending on is geom etrical shape, a
large variety of electronic structures are realized. Es—
pecially, it can be either a metal or a sem iconductor
depending on how the graphite sheet is wrappediZ:
The way of wrapping is speci ed by a chiral vector
N;M);N;M 2 Z. When N M 0 mod 3 is sat—
is ed,aCNT ismetallic, while i is gapped otherw ise.

An interesting consequence of is rich electronic band
structure is the existence of the boundary states when
the system possessesboundaries. Fora CNT w ith zigzag
or bearded edges, there appear states localized at the
boundaries for speci ¢ values of the wave num ber along
the boundaries? It is a halin ark of the phase degree of
freedom speci ¢ to quantum m echanical system 2 The
existence of such boundary states raises an interesting
question as to what kind of physical consequences they
lead. For example, the electronic and m agnetic prop—
erties of nanographite in magnetic el or elctronic
transport through nanographite ribbon jinctions’® were
theoretically investigated. Furthem ore, in the presence
of electron-electron or electron-phonon interactions, the
boundary statesm ight trigger an instability as they form
a atband and a sharp peak in density of states at the
Fem ienergy for a 2D sheet geom etry. Indeed, spin po—
larization induced by the boundary states?2204142  op
coupling w ith lattice distortions?22 hasbeen studied or
a graphite sheet by several authors. The e ects of 1D
Jow -lying excitations localized at the boundarieswas also
discussed for ribbon geom etryi?

The e ects of buk electron correlations have been
extensively investigated for metallic CNT'’s wihout
boundariest226471819,20.21.22 T i5claim ed that them ost
In portant forw ard scattering part of the C oulom b inter—

uctuations at boundaries and assist the spin

action is well accounted for by the Tom onaga-Luttinger

(T L) Mouid picture??, where low -lying excitations are not

of Ferm i liquid type, but bosonic collective exciations.

Behaviors speci ¢ to TL liguid, such as a characteris-
tic tem perature dependence of conductance, have been

indeed cbserved in recent experin ents23 In TL liquid,

boundary criticalphenom ena are know n to be drastically

di erent from the conventional Fermm i liquid case when
the system possesses boundaries?423:2827:28 Then, we

expect to see Interesting phenom ena for a thin m etallic

CNT wih boundaries. T he anom alousboundary physics

In ametallic CNT wihin the TL liquid picture such as

tunneling density of statest®, Freidel oscillation??, or lo—

cal density of states’® has been investigated previously,

but w ithout boundary states.

T he purpose of the present paper is to discuss elec—
tron correlation e ects for CNT’s w ith edges that sup—
portsboundary states. W econsider N ; N ) CNT ’sw ith
zigzag and bearded edges, for which boundary states ap—
pear at the Fem 1 level for som e values of the w ave num —
ber along the edges. Starting from Jlattice m odels w ith
the Coulom b or the Hubbard interaction, we st estab—
lish low -energy e ective theories that describe correlation
e ects at boundaries. W e then focus on a thin m etallic
CNT,where the boundary states interact w ith the collec—
tive buk exciations. By the renom alization group RG)
analyses together w ith the open boundary bosonization,
we discuss the cases where one or two boundary states
exist.

For the case of two boundary states, we are especially
Interested in whether or not the boundary states exhbit
spin polarization in the presence of gapless buk excia—
tions. T he possibility of soin polarization was previously
discussed for 2D geom etry, ie. in the lim i of the in—

nite tube radius N ! +1 ,by mean el theory or
density-functionaltheory w ith local spin density approx—
in ation (LSDA L. However, these treatm ents of elec—
tron correlations can overestin ate the m agnetic instabil-
ity. A 1so, when the system isw rapped Into a 1D cylinder,
one needs further justi cation. A densiy m atrix renor—
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FIG.1: A N; N)CNT wih (a) zigzag and (o) bearded

edges. Two-dim ensional graphite sheets are w rapped around
the x axis. The ovals indicate how to form a spinor c =
“(c ;¢ ), and dotted squares show a choice ofunit cell for each
types of edges. (c) Energy spectra fora N; N ) CNT with
zigzag edges for N = 6;9. (t= 1) Shaded regions represent
buk energy spectra for N ! 1 . Allowed wave num bers
along the boundaries orN = 6;9 are shown by vertical lines.
Boundary states are denoted by

malization OMRG) study was also perform edtt which
reports spin polarization at boundaries, but only for a
sem conducting CNT . W hen the buk part of the sys—
tem isgapless, it isnot clear if the boundary states show
spin polarization since the total spin (@and charge) car-
ried by the boundary states can dissipate into a bulk part
of the system through the electron interactions between
boundary states and bulk gapless collective m odes.

T he paper is organized as follow s: section 11 is devoted
to a construction of low-energy e ective theories which
account for zero-energy boundary states. W e recall som e
known facts on boundary states in section [[I2], and the
Coulomb or the Hubbard interaction is procted to the
low -energy sector of the H ibert space spanned by the
boundary states and gapless bulk m odes in section [IIEI.
In section [[ICl, we perform open boundary bosoniza-
tion to acocount for the bulk repulsive Interactions and
discuss its consequences on boundary physics. Finally,
we present RG analyses for the case w ith one boundary
states (section[II}) and w ith tw o boundary states (section
) . W e conclude in section 1.

II. ZERO ENERGY BOUNDARY STATES AND
INTERACTIONS

A . Zero energy boundary states
1. Zigzag edges
Let us st consider a ®W; N) CNT wih zigzag
edges. Our starting point is the singl particle tight-

binding Ham iltonian de ned on the honeycomb lattice
Fig.0@)]:

X h
Hyw = S HGIHT c@;j+ 1)+ he:
i3
+ 3T, c@ 1;3+ 1)+ he:
i
+c N TocEd) 5 2.1)
where c = t(c ;C ), is a spinor m ade of electron an-

nihilation operators ¢; de ned on di erent sublattices
; . Coordinates of the spinors are labeled by the unit
cell to which they belong and the location within the
unit cell. Uni cells are chosen so as to be com patible
w ith the shape of the edges, and are labeled by their y
coordinate y = Jag, j = 1; gNwhere N, = N is
the total num ber of sites along the y axis and Bo the
lattice constant. Spinors are located at X = 3api,
i=1; wNv thin a unit cellw ith N ¢ being the total
num ber of sites along the X axis. Hopping m atrix ele—
m ents forthe zigzag casearegiven by T, = ( t) 8 (1) ;

S jadTo= (B g
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, kyag = 2m =N ,;m 2 Z. The band
structure is then com posed of a set of 1D m odes, each
of which is characterized by the wave number. Per-
form Ing a ]Eogjeg txar}sﬁ)nn ation along the y axis as
c@d;9) < 1= Ny e*¥e, (1), H,, isdecomposed as

T = (b ; where t is

Hea = kyH (ky)r
¥x h
H ky) = o, Vg o @+ 1)+ he:
=1 .
1
Yo .
+to, AVog, @ ; @22)
where V, = T e*v% and v, T, + T e"¥vao 4
T,e ¥v% _  This 1D Ham iltonian can be seen as a

1D chah wih alemating hoppigs?: As orbuk elec-
tron states, the energy spectrum is gapless for two val-
ues of k,, kyag = koag = 2 =3, whereas i is
gapped for other k, . This is best seen by perform ing a
gaugetransm ationc (1) ! ( )le" ¥v2=c @), c @) !

( )le ¥v20=4c ({), which transom s the H am iltonian as
V, ! (e'?%e)T andV, ! 2coskyap=2)Ty. Then,



the altemmation can be completely removed for k,
k%, where the Ham iltonian is reduced to H ( ko) =
t 1 cyc,y, + hx: by de ning cx,; @) =:

C;1=2i1 rCky; (l)= ZC;1=2i,aI1d 2NX = ZNX.

W hen truncated w ith edges, the above oneparam eter
fam ily of H am iltonians supports zero-energy boundary
states for some speci c values of k /A2 as a m anifes-
tation of a nontrivial buk band structure. For zigzag
edges, they appear for < kyag < 2=3;+2 =3<
kyag < + , within a buk energy gap at the Femn ien-—
ergy. The localization length of the boundary states
continuously increases aswe vary kyag from + () to
+2 =3( 2 =3). Forkyap = , the boundary states
is com pltely localized at the boundariesi= 1 and Ny ,
w hile the Iocalization length fork,ap = 2 =3isin nite,
at which the branch ofthe localized boundary states con-—
tinuously m ergesw ith the extended bul states. Ifwe ex—
plicitly construct wave functions for the boundary states,
they are given by

fi,; @/ 2ekya0=2 coskyag=2 H i L, @=0
@23)
(< kyap < 2 =3;+#2 =3< kyap < + ), after the

gauge transform ation.

2. Bearded edges

Wetum toa CNT wih bearded edges. Atom ic con—

gurations realizing bearded edges for electrons were
recently proposed based on an ab initio calculation 3t
W e choose a di erent unit cell from that for the zigzag
cgee as indicated in Fig. O@). K is now equal to
2 3api, i= 1; N W e obtain a set of Ham iltonian
param etrized by k, as in the zigzag casew ith the hopping
m atricesVy and Vo beinggivenbyV, = T +T e ¥vao,
and Vo = Tg.Again, the buk energy spectrum is gapless
fork, = kg, for which the Ham Jlto%nan can be trans-
Pmedtoasmpledm H ( ko)= t 5 ¢ c,,+

+ ikyapi=2

hwe: by a gauge transform ation ¢ (i) ! e c 1),

c (@) ! e"*a¥2¢ (), On the other hand, boundary
states appear for di erent values of k, from the zigzag
case, 2 =3< kyap < +2 =3. The wave function of the
boundary states can be explicitly constructed as

(AN

i . 2 coskyag=2 ;5 fx

s @/ D=0 Q4

v

( 2 =3< kyay < +2 =3), after the gauge transform a—
tions.

B . Interactions

A stheboundary statesw ith di erent k, are alldegen—
erate at the Fem ienergy, electron interactionshave pro—
nounced e ects. In what follow s, we w ill construct low —
energy e ective theordes describbing correlation e ects on

[1d, is estin ated to

the boundary states. T he Interacting part of the H am il
tonian iswritten as
1 X
Hy.. = - VR R 0pp0;ss?
RR %;pp?;ss®

Fe R)Gogo R Goe0 R )G R);

where R = (i;j) runs over the lattice cites in the tight—
bindingmodel, p= = 1representsa sublattice, and s="
=4 isa spin index. A s Or Vg g 0pp0;s50, We take elther the
Hubbard interaction

@5)

VRRO0;pp%ss® = U RRO pp0 s; 50 2.6)
or the unscreened C oulomb interaction
VRRO;ppl;ss® = ¥ <= ;
& x%)%+ 4R2 s’ T © o4 r2
.7)

where isane 'gdje]ecl:t:lcoon _tofthesystan,
x =X ,x =X + 3ap=2 (zgzag), 3ap; bearded), R
is the tube radius, and r, ao characterizes the radius
ofp, orbial, serving as a shortdistance cuto . In Ref.
14, whilke r, is detem ined to be
0526 ap in Ref.m, from the requirem ent that the on—
site interaction in the origihaltightdbinding m odel corre—
soonds to the di erence betw een the ionization potential
and ekctron a nity of sp? hybridized carbon. Since the
Coulomb interaction is unscreened in CNT'’s, the Hub-
bard interaction is less realistic. H owever, aswe w ill see,
their di erences are sn all or the correlation e ects at
boundaries, due to the specialproperties of the boundary
states, although the long-range nature of the Coulomb
Interaction has fundam entale ects for the bulk electron
states.

Focusing on a low -energy sector, we construct a e ec—
tive theory w ith boundary states at zero energy. W hen
a CNT ismetallic, two 1D gapless m odes are also In-—
cluided, whilke we drop all the operators belonging to
gapped bands:

1 )
cwi) = p= V¢,
Ny «
'
1 X 1
ikoy : te ) .
! p— e “%Yc 1+ p=—Db7J);
Ny _ Ny
2.8)
wherec ) = cyx,@d, b J'sPa linear com bination of

boundary states, b(;3) = =, e™Vf (e, wih
fky (1) being an eigen wave function localized at bound-
aries, eﬁy and eky are creation and annihilation operators
for a boundary state, and 0 m eans the summ ation is
restricted to the wave numbers for which a boundary
state appears. W e profct the interaction H .. into the
reduced H ibert space spanned by the two gaplessm odes



¢, ¢ and the boundary states eﬁy , €, - Substiuting
Eq. 8, H .. is decom posed into a num ber of tem s,
each of which is a Pur-fem ion interaction m ade of et
therc’, c , e}iy ,ore, . However, not allof them give
rise to a contrbution due to them om entum conservation
along the edges. For exam ple, a four-ferm ion interaction
com posed of three bulk electrons and one edge electron
gucl &, oc 4oby) doesnot appear for the zigzag cases
since the m om entum carried by the bulk electron is ei-
ther+ 2 =3or 2 =3,whik that carried by the edge elec—
trons is never equalto 2 =3, and hence a m om entum
m ism atch occurs. It should be also noted that boundary
states are nonvanishing only on one of sublattices p =
as seen from Egs. 23) and [4). Due to this special
property ofboundary states and also since the boundary
states are localized at boundaries, the C oulomb Interac—
tion and the Hubbard interaction are not quite di er-
ent. So we restricted ourselves to the Hubbard inter-
action for a whilke as it is sinplr. W e write the pro—
Fcted nteraction asH ., ! H21"+ H°, whereH 2i™ is
solely com posed of bulk electron operators, while H %
Inclides boundary states. W e further decom pose H edqe
asH jendtge — H Jidtqe4 H jendtQSB H Jidtqu + H jendtgel F]IS, H Jidtqe4
consists solely ofboundary states,

XO
edge4 U
H ( kit ke kst kg)
Y ki1 k2 k3 7ka
" Y X
€, S, S 46k, ¢ £, D, WL, O, @

(2.9)

where we sinply wrote fi .- as fx and () is a lat-
tice delta function; ie., (k) isequalto uniy only when
k is ntegralmultiple of 2 , while i is vanishing other-
wise. W hen a CNT is insulating, it is enough to consider
only H ¢ for boundary physics. Then, the problem is
reduced to how the degeneracy between the boundary
states w ith quenched kinetic energy is lifted by H 9%,
as In the atband m agnetism or the fractional quantum
Halle ect. Note also that the strength of the Hubbard
Interaction is reduced by the factor 1N, as the wave
functions of the boundary states are extended over the
circum ference of the tube.

The part com posed of two edge operators H {°*° is
given by

h
u X
H oioe . 2J%s* J*s  sto
Yy o4
1 1
+omm YT 4+ Y 210)

where
X e X0
J= &y S Ceoi S = I, feks ek 07
iss® ky ;880
X X0 .
~= Cysc s/ e T jfky j2e1<yse]<ys;
S kyis
h i X0

~ 2
= C4Cn t CypCen ; e = £, S, ne k4t
ky

(2.11)

W e om it sublattice indices and simnply writec = ¢ ,
b= b henceforth, shce p = does not appear. Fnally,
H %' and H % are given by

X h
He‘“m:l d.,c. b, +bc, +hc
int N 2 + = + # # o+
i3 .
i
+ ¢.bw thic. ¢,uc, the:;
h
He‘“’“—ix bib, <, b, + O + he:
me T 2 O C gy DOp T Gy c

i3 \
1
+ ¢ b+ bic, . By, + hwc: : @212)
A's comm ented above, H (%% does not appear for the
zlgzag cases due to a mom entum m ism atch. Further-
more, for a thin CNT wih zigzag edges, H {%°°° is also
vanishing and hence the e ective H am ittonian is sim pli-
ed.
The buk part of a metallic CNT is described
by a smp]e tight-binding Ham iltonian H ( ko) =
t cY 1C .41 + hx: affer the gauge transform a—
tion. In descnbjng the gapless excitations, we replace
lattice ferm jon operators c ;; by slow ly varying contin—
uum operators 1_g; X) as
h i

p— + kp x

a, e ; 213)

P_
where a, = 3ap=2, and x = 2X . Due to the open
boundary conditions, how ever, the left and right m overs
are not Independent. T hey satisfy a constraint

R; (X) = L;

( x); (2.14)

which allow s us to concentrate on only the left-m oving
sector, say. Focusing on the two gapless m odes, the ki~
netic part of the system is w ritten by the slow Iy varying
variables as

ax Yo, . o (2.15)

jo
where L, = Nyay, and v = 3tap=2 is the Fem iveloc—
ity. Here, the origihal system de ned forx 2 D;+L]is
extended to x 2 [ L;+ L]by the constraint, Eq. 22I4).



Upon taking continuum lin i, we are also allowed to
et X = x = 0 for the interactions that include bound-
ary statesw ith som e renom alizations of couplings, sihce
edge m odes are exponentially localized at the boundary.
The lattice ferm ion operators at the boundary are re—
placed w ith the keft m oving continuum  eld as

h i

p_ .
+ ikp ax ik r ax R; (ax)

cia=1 ! ay e (ax)+ e

i

P isnkean) 1, O: @ 16)

Corresoondingly, operators made of lattice ferm ions
J;~ ~Y;~ appearing In H %°* are replaced wih con-—
tinuum ocounterparts as

X , X
— y ss . — y .
J = Ls o L sO0r - L s L s/
;580 . s
i
= L+¢ vt L Lev S @a7)
with suitable renomm alizations for couplings. At this

level, also, di erences between the Hubbard and the
Coulomb interaction are irrelevant, since we keep the
sam e temm s for the both types of interactions.

C. E ectsofthe bulk interactions: O pen boundary
bosonization

A Ythough we are interested iIn physics at boundaries,
e ects of electron correlation in the buk regime H2'*
should also be taken into account, since the bulk interac—
tion isknown to a ect the scaling din ension of operators
Inserted at a boundary in 1D correlated system s. The
bulk interaction is well ncorporated by the bosonization
technique for 1D system s. Follow ing R ef. @, webosonize
the theory w ith open boundary condition. O pen bound-
ary bosonization was previously used to discuss the cor—
relation e ectsofam chairCN T sw ith boundaries, w here
there are no boundary states though £8:22:30

U pon bosonization, electron operators are expressed in
term s of scalar bosonic operators as
LT

pP— 5 :€ s
2 ayx

s %) : X); (2.18)

where § isa K lin factor, and :
ordering. [Since it isenough to focus on the holom orphic
sector, we smply write 1 s X) = sX), 'y s ®) =
" 4 (x), etc., henceforth.] For convenience, it is better to

introduce a new basis £’ ; ;' ;, gratherthan ' w4,
1n
’s(X)=E’+(X)+S’+(X)
o
+ 7 x)+ s x) @219)

W hen the e ects of forward scatterings are taken into
account, left and right m overs are m ixed through the
Bogolibov transform ation. Since there exists the con—
straint between the left and right m overs, bosonization

: denotes nom al

rules take non-local om , where / ¢ I Eq. 1) is,
after the B ogoliibov transfom ation, given by

1%"p
Ty &) ! > Ky [y bx) 75 ( %)]
1 o
+pK: [y Gx)+ 75 ( x)] ; 220)
J
wherej= = and = += .Egpecially,attheboundary
X = 14
n S P
"s0)= - " ,0)= K ;+s8 ;0= K,
| Sp— p_—°©°
+7 0= K + s (©0=K
221)

Param eters K y are the Luttinger param eters for each
mode { that is, a coe cient of the B ogoliubov transfor-
m ation. T he Iongrangebulk forward scattering strongly
renom alizes the charge symm etricm ode ( ;+ ), and is
Luttinger param eter is estin ated to be K 4 02 fora
CNT with theC oulom b interaction 22 O n the otherhand,
for the otherm odes, K 5 is aln ost equalto unity ifwe
neglect the back scatterings and the um klapp scattering.

The buk interactions a ect physics at boundaries
through the m odi cations of the Luttinger param eters.
M ore precisely, they alter the scaling din ensions of the
operators nserted at boundardes. T he scaling dim ensions
ofJ and Y; mmEq. ZID,whichwecallx, andx ,
respectively, are equalto uniy In the absence of the in—
teractions. H owever, they are now given by

Xp = —————; X = ——————; (222)

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 buk re-
pulsive interactions.
The bosonized expression for the bulk part of the
Ham iltonian is
H,, + H™" = HE™ 4+ g2

X Z 41
bulk __
Hy = V3

3

dx :J5 &) 5@223)

where Jy =  @x'; F- represents a U (1)-current and
vy 1is a velocity for each collective m ode. The velocity
for the charge sym m etric m ode is strongly enhanced as
v+ v =K ;,whike the velocity is aln ost equalto the
Fermm ivelocity for otherm odes, v; ve, (3 )6 ().
H ***0 yepresents the part that cannot be w ritten as a
current-current Interaction, in the presence of which the
m odes and arem ade to be gapped away from half
lling, w hereas allkinds of excitations are gapped at half
lling due to the um klapp scatteringst>48247



III. CASE OF ONE BOUNDARY STATE

Having established low-energy e ective theordies that
describe correlation e ects at boundaries, we now tum
to speci c examples. W e rst consider a thin m etallic
CNT wih only oneboundary state, such as (6; 6)CNT
w ith zigzag edges or (3; 3) CNT with bearded edges.
E soecially, we focus on the form er exam ple near half 1
Ing as it is the sim plest case in that its boundary state
f (i) appearing for kyap, =  is com pltely localized at
boundaries, £ , (i) = Eqa. EZ31.

The m ost general expression for low-energy e ective
theordies is now reduced to the follow ing H am iltonian:

L1 p;

H = H"*+ H™ %+ H¥9° =:H,+ H;+ H>"
X Z 1
Ho = vy dx :J5 &)? i+ o o+ Uenuny;
. L
3
v
HI = F4 e +V]_:‘ ZSZJZ
Ve o h i
o e o) L'stg +3's 31
where J; are de ned in Eq. [EI7A). Superconduct—

ng pairing operators Y; are dropped as they are
stxonq;y irrelevant. Also, S ang ~- are reduced to
S = o€ ss=2eyp and . = _ele,, respectively.
An ulraviolet cuto ¢ Is Introduced, which is esti-
m ated to be the mnverse of the bandw idth, 1=t
[\ - ax) . ;z;» represents a dim ensionless cou-—
pling between the boundary states and conduction elec—
trons. For a (6; 6) CNT wih =zigzag edges, ini-
tial conditions for RG analysis (pare values of the
couplings) are given by U = U, 0, and

Ve ,=2= V¢ .=2= vy =2= 4da, s’k a,)U=N
for the Hubbard interaction near half 1ling, whereas
they are given by Us = V (0), « 0, w =2 =

Ve .=2 = da,sin®(kpa,)V ko + ), and vy =2 =
da, sin® kg ay) 2V 0) ¥V (ko + for the Coulmb
interaction, where V(@) = N ' eIV (y;) and
\ (yj yjo) = Vp: pO= ;i= i%=1;3;10 « Thus, if we swich o
the Interaction between boundary states and conduction
electrons {# 1), the ground state at the boundary at (or
slightly above) half 1lling is the state where one of the
tw o boundary states is occupied.

To see what happens when we sw itch on couplings be-
tween boundary and conduction electrons, we perform
a perturbative RG analysis up to one-loop order? via
a Coulomb gas representation of the partition fiinction,
w ith H y being an unperturbed part of the H am ittonian.
W e neglect H ***° for the tin e being, and consider the
case where the system is describbed by TL liquid, ie.,
tem perature above the gaps induced by H ***%. This is
a good approxin ation for the system s o the half Iled
condition. In nitesim ally rescaling the ultraviolet cuto ,

¢! ce %, weobtah a set of RG equations

d d . B
—= =0 = ;
dl di K +
d ? (l ) + z ?
= X0 2 jca—
dl ) K .
dh 2 2 2
—=h —+ 2+ 2
dl 4 4 2
|
dhy 2 2 2
=hy 2 — =2 = 32
di v 4 4 2 G2)
where dim ensionless couplings arede ned ash = . ¢,
hy = (Ue, and we perfom ed the rescaling
p P
' K + Vi . | K+ w A
. 2 v . ’ z - 2 v . zr
l 1 1
AV 2K 4 v 2K
, 1 = = £ 5 ; (33)

2 A v

to sinplify the RG equations. W e can treat , and

non-perturbatively in the m anner of Schotte and
Schotte®?, which actually gives an identical result to the
above one-loop calculation for dh =dl and dhy =dl. How -
ever,weprefertotreat ,; and -, on an equalfooting
here.

From the RG equations, we see that interactions in
the spin sector ,;» are renomn alized to zero as it iswell
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
ofthe spin sector. O n the other hand, the repulsive bulk
Interactionsprofoundly a ectthe charge sector; they sup—
press the charge uctuations at boundaries. F irst, as al-
ready com m ented, the scaling din ensions of Y and ,
which allow a pairw ise hopping from the buk part to
boundary states and vice versa, are m ade strongly ir—
relevant. Second, they m odify the valies of couplings
through the B ogoliibov transform ation as seen from Eq.
[E3) . W hen the buk repulsive interaction is very strong
K + << 1, the bare value of is drastically reduced
after the rescaling [B3), which amountsto U, ! +1
and Ug+ 2, ! +1 asl! +1 . Then, doubly oc-
cupying a boundary state is prohibited in the infrared
Iim it. N ote also that even though we start from slightly
below half 1ling h & 0, for which no boundary states
are occupied ifwe swich o the coupling between bulk
and boundary electrons, couplings  ;;;; renomm alizeh
to 1 and hence one of two boundary states is occu—
pied In the ground state, w ith the total spin carried by
the boundary states being equalto 1=2. W e num erically
solve the RG equations [BJ) for the Coulomb interac—
tion and con m ed that this is the case for the Coulom b

interaction3? .
At the xedpoint ,;, ! 0, ! 1 ,and Ug;Ug +
2 ¢! +1 ,the conduction electron is described as iso—

lated T L liquid w ith the open boundary condition, w here



tunneling density of states or Freidel oscillation can ex—
hibit characteristicbehaviort®22:22:30 | Correlation e ects
betw een buk and boundary statesaround this xed point
can be taken into account in a perturbative way.

At very low tem perature, H ***° causes energy gaps i
them odes and away from half 1ling, whereasall
kinds of excitations are gapped forhalf 1ling.E ectsof
H ***% on boundary physics are twofld. F irst, although
w e have treated the Luttinger param etersasa xed con-—
stant, they undergo renom alizations when the e ects of
H >2%0 are taken into account. T he Luttinger param eters
K ,,K ,andK ! always renom alize to zero, whilke
K , renom alizesto zero only Hrhalf Iing:><%<? This
e ect is easily accounted for in the RG equations [BEX),
which does not a ect the conclusionsas Y and  stay
irrelevant. Second, H ***%m ight generate extra operators
at the boundary upon RG transform ations. Then, RG
equations should be traced with these extra operators.
T his is, how ever, beyond the present discussion.

To get further insights, it m ight be better to adopt
a com plem entary starting point rather than the above
TL liquid m odel for higher tem perature. In the lower-
tem perature lim i, slightly away from half 1ling, a su—
perconducting ground state on the honeycom b lattice can
be form ed, which origihates from a rung-singlet state in
the e ective two-leg ladder m odel. Em ergence of iso—
lated states at boundaries can then be determ ined based
on this speci c pattem of sihglet pairs, as in the valence—
bond solid states iIn spin system s.

IVv. CASE OF TW O BOUNDARY STATES

A's a next step, we consider a thicker m etallic CNT
wih two boundary states: (9; 9) CNT wih zigzag
edges, for which boundary states appear for kya, =

8 =9 and + 8 =9. Fig. [) Ourm ain interest here is on
w hether or not the total soin carried by the two bound-
ary states isnon-—zero. The e ective Ham ittonian for this
case is given by

Z iy

dx :Jy (x)2 :

X
Hoy = Vi
j h )
i
I z z K + +
+—12+K;S;{S;+ — S;S, +S,8;
4 n .
i
+Ue Nynnpy + NovNos + o o

Vg

h i

Vi 2
- W ) P stg +J's ;

2

+ 4.1)
wherewesmplywritee; = €,g5 9,6 = € g -9 . Again,
superconducting pairing operators Y, are dropped as
they are irrelevant. Initial conditions are given by K , =
K, = I= 20U.<0, « O,and ,= - < 0.
Then, if we neglct the couplings between conduction
electrons and boundary states, the ground state for the

boundary near half I1ling is found to be the state with
the total spin equalto unity.

To see the e ects of Hy, RG equations for the cou—
plings are obtained in the sam e way as the case of one
boundary state. Again, we focus on TL liquid regine
and neglect H ***%. RG equationsor ,, -,h ,and hy
are identical to those In the case of one boundary state.
Then, , and , becom e vanishing in the nfrared lim i,
since they are Initially ferrom agnetic and isotropic. In
addition, charge uctuations are suppressed when there
are the strong repulsive interactions in the bulk, since

e ! 1 and Ug;Uc+ 2. ! +1 , and hence doubly
occupying a boundary is unfavorable. RG equations for
K .;» and I, which detem Ine the total spin carried by
the ground state of e ferm ions, are given by

dh
—= = hy 2 2;
dl
d.hK 2 d-hKo 2
—z = ; — = hg . S5 @42
a K, z al K .1 @42)
where hg _, K;z» and hy = .I. We see that

the Kondo couplings ,;; renomm alize the exchange in—
teractions betw een boundary statesK ,;, , m aking it fer-
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
give rise to a contribution in the perturbative expansion.
In contrastto ;;; , they suppress the ferrom agnetic cou—
pling between the boundary states K ,;; . However, the
bulk interactionm akes Y; strongly irrelevant as stated
above, and hence they donota ecttheRG ow.

V. CONCLUSION

To conclude, we have Investigated correlation e ectsof
N ; N ) CNT'’swih boundaries. Low-energy e ective
Ham iltonians were established by taking into account
boundary states at the ferm i energy. D ue to the special
nature of the boundary states, the di erences between
the Coulomb and the Hubbard interaction are found to
be an all. W e then discussed speci cexam pleswhere only
one or two boundary states appear. In the infrared lm it
In RG analyses, K ondo-lke couplings between conduc—
tion electrons and boundary states are shown to be van—
ishing, and the bulk conduction electrons and boundary
states are com pltely decoupled. Doubly occupying a
boundary state becom es unfavorable in the nfrared near
half lling since the strong repulsive bulk interactions
renom alizes the Interactions at the edge. A s the bound-
ary states do not dissipate through the coupling with
conduction electrons, they can be directly observed by
localprobes such as scanning tunneling m icroscope. T he
boundary states also m anifest them selves In transport
experin ents as the conduction electrons and the bound-
ary states give rise to lndependent contributions to, say,
tunneling density of states.



Furthem ore, the ground state at the boundary is a
highest spin state S = 1=2 for the case of one boundary
state and S = 1 for two boundary states, sihce ferro—
m agnetic couplings between the boundary states are en—
hanced by the Interactionsbetw een conduction electrons
and the boundary states. T hen, the boundary states, as
a whole, behave as a localized m om ent which gives rise
to a CurieW eisslike contribution to the m agnetic sus—
ceptibility, apart from the bulk conduction electrons.

T he result obtained here is consistent w ith soin polar-
ization found mn DM RG study fora thin sem iconducting
CNT2, and m ean— eld theory ora LSDA calculationt®
for 2D sheet geom etry.

At lower tem perature, the form ation of a spin-gapped
ground state is suggested by the previous studies. The
fate of the spin polarization, found here for the tem per-
ature above the gaps, is left as an open question.

Finally, we comm ent on an extra gapless m ode other
than them odes forkyag = 2 =3 treated in the present

paper. W hen one considers the hybridization between

orbitals, which the sinple tightbinding approx-
In ation adopted here does not correctly capture, there
can appear a gaplessm ode for a very thin CNT, as sug—
gested by band calculations?®<%. In a realistic situation,
e ectsofthe extra gaplessm ode should be taken into ac—
count, w hich can be possble along the lines ofthe present
discussions.

A cknow ledgm ents

W earegratefilto A .Furusaki, H .Yoshioka, K .K usak—
abe, M . Tsuchiizu, R. Tamura and Y . M orita for use—
fuldiscussions. T his work is supported by JSPS (SR .),
and KAWASAKISTEEL 21st Century Foundation. The
com putation in this work has been partly done at the
Supercom puting C enter, ISSP, University of Tokyo.

N .Hamada, S. Sawada, and A . O shiyama, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 68, 1579 (1992).

R .Saio,M .Fuljita, G .D ressehaus, andM .S.D ressehaus,
Appl. Phys. Lett. 60, 2204 (1992).

J.W .M intmire, B. I.Dunlap, and C.T.W hite, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 68, 631 (1992).

M .Fuijita, K .W akabayashi, K .N akada, and K .K usakabe,
J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 65,1920 (1996).

S.Ryu and Y . Hatsugai, Phys. Rev. Lett. 89, 077002
(2002) .

K .W akabayashi,M .Fuijta, H .A jki, and M .Sigrist, Phys.
Rev. B 59,8271 (1999).

K . W akabayashi and M . Sigrist, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84,
3390 (2000).

® K .W akabayashi, Phys. Rev. B 64, 125428 (2001).

K .W akabayashi, M .Sigrist,and M .Fujita, J. Phys. Soc.
Jpn. 67,2089 (1998).

S.0Okada and A .0 shiyam a, Phys. Rev. Lett.87, 146803
(2001).

T. Hikihara, X. Hu, H. H.
cond-m at/0303159,.

K .Nakada,M .Igam iand M .Fujta, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn.
67, 2388 (1998).

M .Fujita,M .Igam iand K .Nakada, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn.
66, 1894 (1997).

' Y.L.Lee,Y.W .Lee, Phys. Rev. B 66, 245402 (2002).
> R .Eggerand A .0 .Gogolin, Phys. Rev. Lett.79, 5082
(1997).

R.Egger and A.O .Gogolin, Eur. Phys. J. B 3, 281
(1998).

H.Yoshicka and A .A .Odintsov, Phys. Rev. Lett. 82,
374 (1999).

A .A.Odintsov and H . Yoshioka,
R10457 (1999).
Y.A.Kmwtov,D.H.Lee, and S.G .Loui, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 78, 4245 (1997).

©

10
11 .
Lin, and C. Y. Mou,

12

13

16

17

18

Phys. Rev. B 59,

19

20 1,.BalentsandM .P.A .Fisher, Phys. Rev. B 55,R 11973

(1997).

H.H.Lnnh, Phys. Rev. B 58,4963 (1998).

C.Kane, L.Balnts, and M . P. A . Fisher, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 79, 5086 (1997).

?* M .Bockrath, D .H.Cobden, J.Lu, A .G .Rinzkr, R .E.

Sm alley, L.Balnts, and P.L.M cEuen, Nature (London)

397,598 (1999).

C.L.Kaneand M .P.A .Fisher, Phys. Rev. Lett. 68,

1220 (1992); Phys. Rev.46, 15233 (1992).

2° g.Eggertand I.A eck, Phys. Rev. B .46, 10866 (1992).

28 A .Furusakiand N . Nagaosa, Phys. Rev. B.47, 4631
(1993).

27 E.Wangand I.A eck, Nucl Phys. B.417, 403 (1994).

28 M . Fabrizio, A.O . Gogolin, Phys. Rev. B 51, 17827

(1995).

H.Yoshicka and Y .Okamura, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 71,

2512 (2002).

3% H .Yoshioka, LT 23 P roceedings.

31 K . Kusakabe and M . M aruyam a,
092406 (2003).

32 9 .siand G .Kotliar, Phys. Rev. B.48,13881 (1993).

3% K .D .Schotteand U .Schotte, Phys. Rev.182,479 (1969).

34 A though superconducting pairing operators Y, do not

a ect the global features ofthe RG  ow s, they can renor—

m alize couplings h and hy at 1= 0, which m ight result

in adi erent conclusion,eg., U+ 2 ¢! 1 .W ederived

RG equations including the e ectsof Y and  to check

that this does not occur.

X .Blase, L.X .Benedict, E. L. Shirly, and S.G . Loul,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 72,1878 (1994).

Zz.M .LiZ.K.Tang,H.J.L11,N.W ang,C.T.Chan,R.

Saio, S.Okada, G .D .Li, J.S.Chen, N .Nagasawa, and

S.Tsuda, Phys. Rev. Lett.87, 127401 (2001).

24

29

Phys. Rev. B. 67,

35

36


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0303159

