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Abstract

Therandom phaseapproxim ation (RPA)theory isused to derivetheLuttingerparam eterg for

m etallic carbon nanotubes. The resultsare consistentwith the Tom onaga-Luttinger m odels. All

m etallic carbon nanotubes,regardless ifthey are arm chair tubes,zigzag tubes,or chiraltubes,

should have the sam e Luttinger param eter g. However,a (10,10) carbon peapod should have a

sm aller g value than a (10,10) carbon nanotube. Changing the Ferm ilevelby applying a gate

voltage hasonly a second ordere�ecton theg value.RPA theory isa valid approach to calculate

plasm on energy in carbon nanotubesystem s,regardlessiftheground stateisa Luttingerliquid or

Ferm iliquid. (Thispaperwaspublished in PRB 66,193405 (2002). However,Eqs. (6),(9),and

(19)were m isprinted there.)

PACS num bers:71.10.Pm ,78.67.Ch,73.20.M f
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In thepastdecade,thestudy ofLuttingerliquids1 hasbeen fuelled by experim entalad-

vancesin one-dim ensional(1D)system ssuch assem iconductorquantum wires,2 and m ore

recently,carbon nanotubes.3 The non-Ferm iliquid behaviorofan interacting 1D electron

gasispredicted by Tom onaga-Luttingerm odels.4 Theassum ed linearsingle-particleenergy

spectra renderthesem odelsexactly solvableby bosonization m ethod,yielding eigen m odes

ascollectivechargedensity m odes(plasm ons)and spin density m odes.Single-particleexci-

tationsareforbidden in theLuttingerliquid.Forwavevectorq> 0,thesingle-particleexci-

tation energy (forthenon-interactingelectron gas)in thesem odelsislinearin q,E s = q�hvF ,

wherevF istheFerm ivelocity,whilethecollective chargedensity m odehasenergy

E c = q�hvF

s

1+
2Vq

��hvF
: (1)

HereVq istheeletron-electron interaction m atrix elem ent,and typically thevalueatq= 0

istaken.TheLuttingerparam eterg isde�ned astheratio ofthetwo energies,

g = E s=E c = 1=

s

1+
2Vq

��hvF
: (2)

Thisparam eterisofkeyim portancein thestudyofLuttingerliquids.Ituniquelydeterm ines

theexponents� ofthepowerlaw behavioroftheconductancewith respectto tem perature

and voltage, and nonzero � values for carbon nanotubes are indications ofa Luttinger

liquid.5�9

In1992,Li,DasSarm a,andJoynt10 notedthatthestandardrandom phaseapproxim ation

(RPA)theory applied toa1D sem iconductorquantum wireproduced resultsin quantitative

agreem ent with the plasm on dispersion m easured by Go~nietal.2 They also obtained an

analyticalsolution forthe plasm on energy in the case where only one subband isoccupied

by electrons. Ifthe sm allq lim itistaken,the analyticalsolution reduces to the resultin

Eq. (1). The agreem entofthe RPA theory with the exactresultforTom onaga-Luttinger

m odelsin thesm allq lim itdispelled them yth thatRPA wasnotsuitablein 1D.Theneed

to take the sm allq lim itin orderto obtain agreem entisdue to the factthatin Ref. 10,a

parabolicsingle-particleenergy spectrum isused.NeartheFerm isurface,thesingle-particle

excitation energy fora non-interacting electron gasis

E s =
�h
2
(kF + q)2

2m �
�
(�hkF )

2

2m �
= q�hvF +

(�hq)2

2m �
; (3)

where the Ferm iwavevectorkF isrelated to the Ferm ivelocity vF by vF = �hkF =m
�.Only

when q is sm all,is the last term in Eq. (3) negligible and the linear energy spectra in
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the Tom onaga-Luttingerm odelsbecom e good approxim ations. In realsystem s,the single-

particleexcitation energy isusually nonlinear.Hencethebosonization m ethod and theRPA

theory each hasitsadvantagesand shortcom ings: The bosonization m ethod isrobustand

exactforlinearsingle-particle energy spectra,butisapplicable only in the sm allq region

wherethedispersion islinear;TheRPA theory isapproxim atein generalbutitsvalidity is

notlim ited to the sm allq lim it.In RPA,the plasm on energy isdeterm ined by the zero of

thedielectricfunction

"(q;!)= 1� VqP(q;!)= 0; (4)

whereP(q;!)isthepolarization ofthenon-interacting electron system ,

P(q;!)=
X

i

Pi(q;!)=
2

L

X

i;k

fi;k+ q � fi;k

E i;k+ q � E i;k � �h!
: (5)

In the above equation,L isthe length ofthe 1D system ,the factorof2 com es from spin

degeneracy,iisthe subband index,E i;k isthe single-particle energy,and fi;k isthe Ferm i

distribution function.

In thispaperwe derive the Luttingerparam eterg form etallic carbon nanotubes. Asis

wellknown,thestructure ofcarbon nanotubesisspeci�ed by an integerindex pair(n;m ).

Thosewith m = n arecalled arm chaircarbon nanotubes,thosewith m = 0arecalled zigzag

carbon nanotubes,and othersarecalled chiralcarbon nanotubes.11�14 Allarm chaircarbon

nanotubesarem etallic,zigzagtubeswith n beingm ultiplesof3arem etallic,and chiraltubes

with 2n + m being a m ultiple of3 are m etallic. Unlike in Ref. 10 where there isonly one

occupied subband and the single-particle energy dispersion isparabolic,carbon nanotubes

havem ore(partially)occupied subbandsand havesinusoidalband structures.11�15 Theband

structure ofcarbon nanotubescan be easily derived from thatofthe graphite sheet,given

by11�13

E graphite(kx;ky)= �0[1+ 4cos(

p
3kxa

2
)cos(

kya

2
)+ 4cos2(

kya

2
)]1=2; (6)

wherea = 0:246nm isthelatticeconstantofa graphitesheet,and 0 istheoverlap integral

between nearest-neighbor carbon atom s. By rolling up a graphite sheet along di�erent

directions,oneobtainsdi�erently structured carbon nanotubes.

The Brillouin zone ofthe graphite sheet ishexagonal,and kx and ky can be any value

within the �rstBrillouin zone. Once the graphite sheetisrolled up into a nanotube,how-

ever,allowed values for kx and ky are reduced due to quantization in the circum ferential
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direction.Forthearm chaircarbon nanotube,kx isin thecircum ferentialdirection and can

only take on quantized valueskx = �2�=n
p
3a,with � = 0;1;2;::;n:M ostofthe subbands

in an arm chair carbon nanotube are either fully below or fully above the Ferm ienergy

E F ,with only two subbands crosssing the Ferm ilevel(those obtained when � = n).11�15

Forlow energy (intrasubband)excitations,only thesetwo subbandsneed to beconsidered.

This is notan approxim ation,because otherfully occupied orfully em pty subbands only

contribute to intersubband excitations,which have di�erent angularm om enta from intra-

subband excitations. (In the carbon nanotube,the angularm om entum isa good quantum

num ber,therefore intersubband and intrasubband excitationsare decoupled.) The energy

dispersionsofthetwo subbandscrosssing theFerm ilevelare

E i;k = �0[2cos(kya=2)� 1]: (7)

In Eq. (7)we take the convention thati=1 (i= 2)correspondsto the � (+)sign. The

Ferm iwavevector is determ ined by letting E i;k = E F = 0,hence kF = 2�=3a. Figure 1

showsthedispersionsofthetwo subbands.

Near the K points where the two subbands cross the Ferm ileveland each other,the

single-particleexcitation energiesare

E s = E i;kF + q � E i;kF = �20[cos
kF + q

2
a� cos

kF

2
a]= �40sin

qa

4
sin(

kF a

2
+
qa

4
): (8)

In thesm allq lim it,to �rstorderin q,Eq.(8)reducesto

E s = �q0asin(
kF a

2
)= �q

p
3

2
0a: (9)

Ifwecom parethistothelinearenergyspectraoftheTom onaga-Luttingerm odelsE s = q�hvF ,

weseethatin thecaseofarm chaircarbon nanotubes,weshould equate

�hvF = 0asin(
kF a

2
)=

p
3

2
0a: (10)

Before we treata realarm chaircarbon nanotube,letus�rstobtain the results forthe

case where there isonly one subband crossing the Ferm ilevel,i= 1 in Eq. (7). Atzero

tem perature,thepolarization isgiven by theintegral

Pi(q;!)=
1

�

Z

(
1

E i;k � E i;k+ q + �h!
+

1

E i;k � E i;k�q � �h!
)dk; (11)
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wheretherangeofintegration is[�kF ;kF ].W eobtain

P1(q;!) =
2

a�E !

fln
[�h!tan(kF a=4+ qa=8)]2 � [40sin(qa=4)+ E !]

2

[�h!tan(kF a=4+ qa=8)]2 � [40sin(qa=4)� E !]
2

+ ln
[�h!tan(kF a=4� qa=8)]2 � [40sin(qa=4)� E !]

2

[�h!tan(kF a=4� qa=8)]2 � [40sin(qa=4)+ E !]
2
g; (12)

whereE ! =
q

[40sin(qa=4)]
2 � (�h!)2.NotethatE ! isallowed to beim aginary.W hen q is

sm all,tan(kF a=4� qa=8)= tan(�=6� qa=8)� 1=
p
3� qa=6.Doing Taylorseriesexpansion

to lowestorderin Eq.(12)gives

P1(q;!)=
40(qa)

2

a�
p
3[4

3
(�h!)2 � (0qa)

2]
: (13)

To see how Eq. (13) is derived,note that when q is sm allthe �rst log term in Eq.(12)

isapproxim ately (2=3
p
3)(�h!)2qa=[2(40sin(qa=4))

2 � (4=3)(�h!)2 � 80sin(qa=4)E !],while

the second log term isapproxim ately �(2=3
p
3)(�h!)2qa=[2(40sin(qa=4))

2 � (4=3)(�h!)2 +

80sin(qa=4)E !].Also the productofthe denom inatorsin these two expressionsisexactly

equalto(4=3)(�h!)2[(4=3)(�h!)2� (40sin(qa=4))
2].From Eqs.(4)and (13),wecan solvefor

theplasm on energy and obtain

�h! = q

p
3

2
0a

s

1+
4Vq

�
p
30a

: (14)

W enotethatEq.(14)isidenticalto Eq.(1)obtained from Tom onaga-Luttingerm odelsif

theequivalence in Eq.(10)istaken into account.

Ofcourse,in realarm chaircarbon nanotubes,wehavetotakeintoaccountboth subbands

in Eq. (7). Fori= 2,the calculation ofthe polarization using Eq. (11)requires special

care atthe Brillouin zone boundaries.Aswe can see from Fig.1,atzero tem perature the

i= 2 subband isoccupied by electronsin two segm entsofthe subband,[��=a;�kF ]and

[kF ;�=a]. However,ifwe letthe integralofEq. (11)to be overthese two ranges,we get

theunphysicalresultthattheplasm on can existonly forstrong and weak electron-electron

interactions,butnotforinterm ediateinteraction strength.Thecauseoftheproblem isthat

in Eq. (11),we not only have subband energy E i;k,but also E i;k+ q and E i;k�q,and the

choiceoftheranges[��=a;�kF ]and [kF ;�=a]did notensurethatk� q(q> 0)becon�ned

within the Brillouin zone. The proper integration ranges for Eq. (11) are [��=a;�kF ]

and [kF ;�=a� q]forthe �rstintegrand,and [��=a+ q;�kF ]and [kF ;�=a]forthe second

integrand.W ith theproperintegration ranges,we�nd thetwo subbandsto havethesam e

polarization,P2(q;!)= P1(q;!).
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W hen q issm all,wecan writethetotalpolarization as

P(q;!)= P1(q;!)+ P2(q;!)=
2
p
3

�a0(x � 3=4)
; (15)

where x = (�h!=0qa)
2. Eq. (4)then reads1� �

p
3=(x � 3=4)= 0,where � = 2Vq=�0a,

and weobtain thesolution,

�h! = q

p
3

2
0a

s

1+
4�
p
3
= q

p
3

2
0a

s

1+
8Vq

�
p
30a

: (16)

Ifwe com pare the resultin Eq. (16)with thatofEq. (14),we see thatthe coe�cient in

frontofVq hasbeen doubled.Thisisbecausenow wehavetwo subbands,whilein deriving

Eq. (14)we assum ed there isonly one subband. M ore generally,ifthere are N (partially)

occupied,sym m etricsubbandswith degenerateFerm iwavevectorsand thesam ebandwidth,

weshould havetheplasm on energy

�h! = q�hvF

s

1+
2N Vq

��hvF
: (17)

Thefactorof2infrontofN canbetracedtospindegeneracy.Ifthesubbandsareasym m etric

and each crossestheFerm ilevelonly once,then N in Eq.(17)should bereplaced by N =2.

From Eqs. (9) and (16),we �nd the Luttinger param eter g for an arm chair carbon

nanotubeto be

g = 1=

s

1+
4�
p
3
: (18)

Forzigzag carbon nanotubes,ky isin thecircum ferentialdirection and can only takeon

quantized valuesky = �2�=na,with � = 0;1;2;:::;n. For� = 2n=3 (rem em berthatn isa

m ultiple of3 form etallic zigzag tubes),we obtain from Eq. (6)the energy dispersions of

thesubbandscrossing theFerm ilevel,

E i;k = �20sin(

p
3kxa

4
): (19)

Figure2 showsthedispersionsofthesubbands.Forthei= 1 subband,theproperintegra-

tion rangesforEq. (11)are [0;�=
p
3a � q]forthe �rstintegrand,and [0;�=

p
3a]forthe

second integrand. For the i= 2 subband,the proper integration ranges are [��=
p
3a;0]

forthe �rstintegrand,and [��=
p
3a+ q;0]forthe second integrand. Unlike the arm chair

tubeswherethesubbandscrossing theFerm ilevelaresym m etric,non-degenerateA bands,

6



forzigzag tubesthe subbandscrossing the Ferm ilevelare asym m etric,doubly degenerate

E bands.11 Taking into accountthedegeneracy,thetotalpolarization is

P(q;!) =
16

a
p
3�E !

[ln
�h! + b� E !tan(

p
3qa=16)

�h! + b+ E !tan(
p
3qa=16)

+ ln
�h! � b+ E !tan(

p
3qa=16)

�h! � b� E !tan(
p
3qa=16)

]; (20)

whereb= 40sin(
p
3qa=8),and E ! =

q

b2 � (�h!)2.Forq! 0,wehave

P(q;!)!
80(qa)

2

a�
p
3[4

3
(�h!)2 � (0qa)

2]
: (21)

From Eqs.(21)and (4),we�nd thattheLuttingerparam etergforzigzagcarbon nanotubes

isthesam easthatforarm chaircarbon nanotubes.

ThezigzagtubehasfoursubbandscrossingtheFerm ilevel,buteach subband crossesthe

Ferm ilevelonly once,unlikethearm chairtubecasewheretherearetwo subbandscrossing

theFerm ilevelbuteach subband crossestheFerm ileveltwice.Asaresult,forzigzagtubes,

N in Eq.(17)should bereplaced by N =2.

Chiralcarbon nanotubes have fourasym m etric subbands crossing the Ferm ilevel,and

each subband crosses the Ferm ilevelonly once. Hence N in Eq. (17) should also be

replaced by N/2. The result is that allsingle-walled m etallic carbon nanotubes have the

sam eLuttingerparam eterg.

W ehavealsoinvestigated thee�ectofchangingtheFerm ilevelbyapplyingagatevoltage.

Foran arm chaircarbon nanotube,lowering the Ferm ilevelwould cause the two subbands

to have di�erent Ferm iwavevectors. The i= 1 subband has a sm aller Ferm iwavevector

kF 1 = (2=a)arccos(0:5� E F =20),while the i= 2 subband hasa largerFerm iwavevector

kF 2 = (2=a)arccos(0:5+ E F=20).Replacing kF by kF 1 in Eq.(12)givesthepolarization of

the�rstsubband,while replacing kF by kF 2 in thesam e equation givesthepolarization of

thesecond subband.W e�nd thattheplasm on energy ortheLuttingerparam etergdepends

on theFerm ienergy E F very weakly.To second orderin E F ,weobtain

g0=g= 1+
3� 8�2

18�(
p
3+ 4�)

(
E F

0
)2; (22)

where g0 isthe g value forE F = 0. To �rstorderin E F ,the g value isuna�ected by the

lowering ofE F from zero. Thiscan be attributed to the factthatthe two subbandshave
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nearly lineardispersions nearthe K points. Data in Ref. 6 suggest thatg0 = 0:185,and

� = 12:2.Using thesevalues,theaboverelation can also bewritten as

g=g0 = 1+ 0:107(
E F

0
)2: (23)

Band structure calculations have shown that the carbon peapod based on the (10,10)

carbon nanotube has N = 4 sym m etric subbands crossing the Ferm ilevelwith nearly

degenerate Ferm iwavevectors.16 From Eq. (17) we expect the g value for a C60@(10,10)

carbon peapod gp to be sm allerthan thatforthe (10,10)carbon nanotube gt. Ifthe four

subbandsofthecarbon peapod havethesam ebandwidth,gp and gt would berelated by

1=g2p = 2=g2t � 1: (24)

However,sincethecalculationsin Ref.16 indicatethattwo ofthesubbandshavenarrower

bandwidth than theothers,theaboverelation would hold only approxim ately.Still,experi-

m entalveri�cation ofthisapproxim aterelation should providea testfortheband structure

calculations and revealthe connection between Luttinger liquids in the carbon nanotube

and thecarbon peapod.

Theworkpresented hereim pliesthattheRPA issuitableforstudyingplasm onsin carbon

nanotubesystem sregardlessifthesystem isa Ferm iliquid orLuttingerliquid.Recently,a

RPA theory hasbeen developed forcarbon nanotubebundles.17 In thecaseofa2D electron

gasin a strong m agnetic �eld,the RPA has been shown to be very good forwavevectors

up to 2 tim estheinversem agneticlength,beyond which itisnecessary to includeexchange

self-energyand ladderdiagram sin ageneralized RPA (GRPA),and theGRPA workswellfor

arbitrarily largewavevectors.18;19 W eexpectsim ilarthingsto happen in a carbon nanotube

system . In our future work we willcom pare the RPA and GRPA for carbon nanotube

system stodeterm inetherangeofvalidity forRPA alone,and thesigni�canceofcorrections

dueto exchange self-energy and ladderdiagram s.
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FigureCaptions

Figure1.Foran (n;n)arm chaircarbon nanotube,only two sym m etric,non-degenerate

A bandscrossthe Ferm ilevelE F = 0. The energy dispersionsofthese two subbandsare

given by Eq. (7). The subbands crosseach otherand the Ferm ilevelatK points(Dirac

points)ky = �2�=3.IftheFerm ilevelislowered to thehorizontaldashed lineby applying

a gatevoltage,thetwo subbandswillhavedi�erentFerm iwavevectors.

Figure2.Foram etalliczigzagcarbon nanotube,asym m etric,doublydenegerateE bands

crosstheFerm ilevel.Theenergy dispersionsofthesubbandsaregiven by Eq.(19).
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