
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
30

53
11

v2
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.s
tr

-e
l]

  2
6 

Se
p 

20
03

C oulom b B lockade R egim e ofa Single-W allN anotube

A.A.Nersesyan1;2 and A.M .Tsvelik3

1The Abdus Salam InternationalCentre for TheoreticalPhysics,

Strada Costiera 11, 34100 Trieste, Italy

2 The AndronikashviliInstitute of Physics,

Tam arashvili6, 380077, Tbilisi, Georgia

3 Departm entofPhysics,Brookhaven NationalLaboratory,Upton,NY 11973-5000,USA

(Dated:April14,2024)

Abstract

W e study a m odelofcarbon nanotube with a half�lled conduction band. At this �lling the

system isthe M ottinsulator. The Coulom b interaction isassum ed to be unscreened. Itisshown

thatthisallowsto develop theadiabaticapproxim ation which leadsto considerablesim pli�cations

in calculations ofthe excitation spectrum . W e give a detailed analysis ofthe spectrum and the

phase diagram athalf�lling,and discusse�ectsofsm alldoping.In the lattercase severalphases

develop strong superconducting uctuationscorresponding to varioustypesofpairing.

PACS num bers: PACS No:71.10.Pm ,72.80.Sk
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Carbon nanotubes have attracted an enorm ous am ount ofattention and generated an

im m ense leveloftheoreticaland experim entalactivity. It has been rightly pointed out

that single-wallcarbon nanotubes (SW CN) represent idealone-dim ensionalsystem s and

one m ay expectto observe here exotic phenom ena characteristic forstrong correlationsin

onedim ension.M ostoftheattention hasbeen concentrated on a possibility ofTom onaga-

Luttingerliquid. Though such liquid iscertainly a very interesting object,itisjustone of

m any wondersstrong correlationscan produce.

In thispaperwe concentrate on the physics ofan arm chairSW CN athalf�lling. The

featureswhich dom inatethisphysicsaretheunscreened Coulom b interaction and Um klapp

processes.Theim portanceoftheunscreened Coulom b interaction fornanotubesaway from

half�lling wasalready noticed in thepreviousstudies[1],[2].Athalf�lling som eadditional

factorscom einto play.Itwasrealized in [3]thatthelong-rangeCoulom b interaction m akes

theoperatorsresponsiblefortheUm klapp scatteringterm srelevant.Consequently,thegaps

forcollectiveexcitationsgenerated bysuch operatorsarenotexponentially sm all,asitwould

beaway from half�lling,buthavepower-law dependenceon theUm klapp scattering m atrix

elem ents. Such enhancem entofthe gapsincreaseschancesfortheirexperim entalobserva-

tion.Unfortunately,in theirfurtheranalysistheauthorsof[3]resorted to Renorm alization

Group (RG) equations,which for system s with m any �elds do not provide m uch insight

into the propertiesatthe strong-coupling �xed point. RG equationsalso do nottake into

accountthedrasticdi�erencebetween velocitiesoftheplasm am odesand allothercollective

excitations.Instead ofadding di�culties,however,thedi�erencein velocitiesleadsto con-

siderable sim pli�cationsin actualcalculations(see [4]). In thispaperwe shallexploitthis

feature to our advantage and develop an approach based on the adiabatic approxim ation

sim ilartotheoneused fortheproblem ofelectron-phonon interaction.Asaresultwewillbe

ableto providea ratherdetailed inform ation aboutthespectrum and thephasediagram of

thesystem .Aswillbeshown below,theinterplay ofthelongrangeCoulom b interaction and

Um klapp processesathalf�lling givesriseto a phasediagram which includesseveralinter-

esting strongly correlated states.Thesystem hasa hidden Z2� Z2� Z2 sym m etry and these

phasesareconveniently classi�ed asdi�erentsym m etry breaking patternsofthisgroup.
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II. T H E P R O B LEM O F SIN G LE-C H A N N EL W IR E AT H A LF FILLIN G

To warm up,let us �rst recallthe problem ofthe unscreened Coulom b interaction for

a single chain (or a single channelquantum wire) at half-�lling. The charge and spin

sectorsdecouple;the Tom onaga-Luttingerliquid Ham iltonian forthe charge sectorshould

besupplem ented by theUm klapp term which containsonly thecharge�eld �c:

V = Ua0(R
+

" L"R
+

# L# + h:c:)=
U

2�2a0
cos[

p
8��c]; (1)

where Ua0 is the 2kF = � Fourier com ponent ofthe interaction. The fullHam iltonian

density forthechargesectorisH = H 0 + V,where

H 0 =
1

2

�

(̂�c)
2 + (@x�c)

Z

dyV (x� y)(@y�c)

�

V (x)= v
2
�(x)+

e2v

�jxj
(2)

v being theFerm ivelocity.Thism odelisvery closeto thesine-Gordon one.Thespectrum

containssolitonsand theirbound states(breathersorexcitons).To gettheirspectrum one

can justexpand thecosinearound itsm inim um and obtain:

!
2 = (vq)2

"

1+
2e2

�v
ln(1=qa0)

#

+ m
2
b; (3)

where the breather gap is m b = (2=�)
p
U�F ; �F = �v=a0. The breathers are e�ectively

opticalphononsoftheone-dim ensionalW ignercrystal[5].Thesoliton gap islarger;itwas

estim ated in [4],a betterestim ateis

M s =
1

�
[1+ (2e2=�v)ln(v=M sa0)]

q

U�F (4)

The spectrum in thespin sectorisgapless,and the spin velocity isapproxim ately v.Thus

already fora sim pleone-chain problem ,thelong-distantCoulom b forcebringsthreeim por-

tantnew features:(i)strong upward renorm alization ofthe charge velocity seen in Eq.(3),

and (ii)the presence ofexciton m odesin the charge sector,(iii)powerlaw dependence of

them assscalesM s;m b on theUm klapp m atrix elem entU.

III. T H E EX C ITAT IO N SP EC T R U M O F N A N O T U B E AT H A LF FILLIN G

SW CNs are m anufactured by wrapping two-dim ensionalgraphite sheets into cylinders

(com pacti�cation).Theelectronicspectrum ofan in�nitegraphitesheetcontainstwo Dirac
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coneswith di�erentchirality,centered atdi�erentpointsoftheBrillouin zone(thebluedots

on Fig.1).Undercom pacti�cation thespectrum isdivided into subbandscorresponding to

di�erentquantized valuesofthetransversem om entum .In theso-called arm chairnanotubes

ky = 0 rem ainsan eigevalue and the spectrum in the lowestsubband staysgapless;athalf

�llingitisalsodoubly degenerateatlow energies.Thisdegeneracy isavestigeofthedouble-

cone structure ofthe two-dim ensionaldispersion. W e discussthe spectrum in som e detail

in Appendix A;m oredetailed inform ation can beobtained from thebook [6].
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FIG .1: The Bravais lattice cell(shown in dotted lines) including two inequivalent carbon ions

(shown in red and green)and the Brillouin zone forgraphite. e1 and e2 are basisvectors ofthe

diatom ic unitcell.Thepositionsofthetipsoftwo Diracconeslabeled by 1 and 2 arerepresented

by blueand brown dots.

In Appendix B we derive the bosonized form ofthe e�ective low-energy Ham iltonian.

ThetotalHam iltonian density is

H = H 0[�
(+ )

c ]+
1

2

X

a

h

(̂�(a))2 + v
2(@x�

(a))2
i

+ V (5)

where H 0 isgiven by Eq.(2);�
(+ )

c isthe sym m etric charge m ode. The labela takesthree

values,a = (c;� );(s;+);(s;� ),corresponding to the antisym m etric charge �eld and sym -
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m etricand antisym m etricspin �elds,respectively (seeAppendix A).Theinteraction density

V containsUm klapp term s

V = �
1

2(��)2
cos(

p
4��

(+ )

c )

� [gccos(
p
4��

(� )

c )+ (g3 � g1)cos(
p
4��(+ )s )+ g3cos(

p
4��(� )

s )� g1cos(
p
4��(� )s )]

+ � � � (6)

wherethedotsstandforallotherterm sthatdonotinvolve�
(+ )

c andstaym arginaleven inthe

presenceoftheunscreened Coulom b intreraction.Thecouplingsgc,g1 and g3 aredeterm ined

by thelatticeHam iltonian.In Appendix B weestim atethem forrealisticcarbon nanotubes,

where,asitturnsout,gc = g1 and,hence,thereareonlytwoindependentcouplingconstants.

Theunscreened Coulom b interaction strongly reducesthescaling dim ension oftheoperator

cos(
p
4��

(+ )

c )in the long-wavelength lim it,m aking itsm allerthan 1. Thus the Um klapp

term s (6) becom e strongly relevant,with the scaling dim ension alm ost equalto 1. This

circum stance dram atically increasesthevaluesofthegaps.

Onem aywellexpectthatthedoubledegeneracyoftheelectron band in carbon nanotubes

m akesthe problem sim ilarto the problem oftwo interacting chains(the ’ladder’problem )

m uch discussed in literature. This is indeed the case. To put the problem in a broader

context,let us discuss two extrem e types ofladders: (i) the ones where two chains are

placed farapartsuch thatthereisnodirecttunneling between them ,and (ii)thosein which

theinterchain tunneling isstrongerthan alltheinteractions.Ham iltonian (5,6)isform ally

equivalent to the �rstcase describing two wellseparated chains. Asa m atteroffact,the

Ham iltonian forcase (ii)isnotvery di�erent. The calculations done in [7]forthe ladder

with strong interchain tunneling yields the sam e Ham iltonian as (6),but with �c;� �eld

being substituted by itsdualcounterpart,�c;� :

VB = VA[�c;� ! �c;� ] (7)

Therefore one expectsthatthe two m odelshave the sam e excitation spectrum though the

responsefunctionsaredi�erentdueto thedi�erent�eld identi�cation.

Ham iltonian (6)isnotvery convenientto analyse in itsbosonic form since the e�ective

potentialcontainsm utually nonlocaland noncom m uting �elds,� s;� and � s;� .Thephysics

becom essigni�cantly m oretransparentwhen oneusesthereferm ionization procedure[8],[9].
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Ferm ionizing allthe�eldsexceptof�
(+ )

c weobtain

H = H 0[�
(+ )

c ]+ iv(� R
y

f@xR f + L
y

f@xLf)+
iv

2

3X

a= 0

(� �
a
R @x�

a
R + �

a
L@x�

a
L)

�
i

��
cos(

p
4��

(+ )

c )[gc(R
y

fLf � h:c:)+ 2gt

3X

a= 1

�
a
R �

a
L + 2gs�

0
R �

0
L]; (8)

gc = g1; gt= (g3 � g1); gs = � g1 � g3;

where�R ;�L areM ajorana(real)ferm ionsand R f;Lf areDiracferm ionsem ergingfrom the

ferm ionization ofthe operatorcos(
p
4��c;� )or,in the second case,cos(

p
4��c;� ). Notice

thatEq.(8)ism anifestly SU(2)-sym m etric. The tripletofM ajorana ferm ions(a = 1;2;3)

transform accordingtothespin S=1representation oftheSU(2)group,whereastheferm ion

labeled by a = 0 isa singletundertheSU(2).

Following[10],weshallhandleHam iltonian (8)usingtheadiabaticapproxim ation,whose

validity isguaranteed by thefactthatthevelocity in thesym m etricchargesectorisstrongly

enhanced by the long-distantCoulom b interaction with respectto the bare Ferm ivelocity.

Theresultshavecertain sim ilarity with theSU(4)theory proposed in [11],butalso contain

im portantdi�erences,which weshalldiscuss.

Thus,from the �
(+ )

c -m ode pointofview,the otherdegreesoffreedom are static. Inte-

grating over this m ode,one obtains an e�ective potentialfor the ferm ions in the form of

the ground state energy ofthe sine-Gordon m odel.According to [12]the energy density is

proportionalto the square ofthe breatherm ass�b ofsuch sine-Gordon m odeland in the

regim eofsm allsine-Gordon coupling constant�2 isequalto

E � �
�2b

4�vc
� � v=(��vc)[igc(R

y

fLf � h:c:)+ 2igt

3X

a= 1

�
a
R �

a
L + 2igs�

0
R �

0
L]; (9)

wherevc � vF [1+ (2e
2=�vF )ln(�F =M )]1=2 and v � vF .Soaswesee,theintegration overthe

fastm odegivesriseto them assterm sforalloftheferm ions.Theferm ionicm odesacquire

gaps:

M c;� =
vgc

��vc
; M s;t=

vgt

��vc
; M s;s =

vgs

��vc
(10)

They correspond to neutralexcitationswith the quantum num bersgiven in the table that

follows;see also Fig.2.Asfarasthe fastm odesare concerned,one hasto treatdi�erently

the ones with and without electric charge. The neutralm odes do not involve solitons of

�eld �
(+ )

c .Onecan geta good estim ateoftheirspectrum replacing theterm in thesquare
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brackets in expression for the Ham iltonian (8) by a constant and expanding around the

m inim um ofthe cosine potential. Asa resultone getsthe sam e spectrum asforthe single

chain (3)with

m
2
b = �(M 2

c;� + 3M 2
s;t+ M

2
s;s)ln(v=�)

wherewith thelogarithm icaccuracy M iseitherM c;� orM S.Thus

m b=M � [ln(v=�M )]1=2 � 1

which further supports the adiabatic approxim ation. However,as we have already m en-

tioned,its validity is already assured by the di�erence in the velocities. Apart from the

breatherm odestherearem assive m odescorresponding to half-period solitonsin �
(+ )

c with

zero m odesoftheferm ionsbound to them .These excitationshavethelargestgap (wecall

itM e)and carry quantum num bersofelectron.

Table1.

M ass Q S V

M s;t triplet 0 1 0

M s;s singlet 0 0 0

M c;� vortex 0 0 � 2

m b breathers 0 0 0

M e electron � 1 1=2 � 1

The results for the spectrum are sum m arized in Table 1.;see also Fig.2. Excitations

arecharacterized by quantum num bersassociated with thefullcontinuoussym m etry group

ofthe e�ective m odel(8). These are the totalcharge Q m easured in unitsofthe electron

charge e,totalspin S,and \vorticity" V .Letuscom m enton the latter.W hile the global

U(1) phase invariance and the spin SU(2) sym m etry,leading to conservation ofthe total

chargeand spin,

Q =
2
p
�

Z 1

� 1

@x�
(+ )

c (x); S
z =

1
p
�

Z 1

� 1

@x�
(+ )
s (x); (11)

areexactsym m etriesoftheoriginal,m icroscopicHam iltonian,an extra(\avor")U(1)sym -

m etry generated by globalphase transform ationsofthe f-spinor(R f;Lf)(orequivalently,
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E

k

Quasi−particle

Plasmon

Other
collective 

modes

E

a.) b.)
k

FIG .2:A schem atic pictureoftheexcitation spectrum :a)athalf�lling and b)atsm alldoping.

by uniform translationsofthe dual�eld � (� )
c ),em ergesin the low-energy lim itonly. This

sym m etry leadsto conservation ofthe\avor" charge

V =
2
p
�

Z 1

� 1

@x�
(� )

c (x); (12)

which,together with conservation ofQ,im plies independent conservation ofthe particle

num bersateach Diracpoint,Q 1;2 = (Q � V )=2.

FIG . 3: A staggered ux (orbital antiferrom agnet) state corresponding to a nonzero value of

vorticity V .Thearrowsindicatelocalcurrentsowing acrossthelinksofthea (red)and b(green)

sublattices.

Thenom enclature \vorticity" we have chosen followsfrom them icroscopic origin ofthe

avordensity. Indeed,considera lattice operatordescribing a currentowing around the
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elem entary plaquetteofsublatticea orb:

jplaq;�(r)= i
h

 
y
�(r) �(r� e2)+  

y
�(r� e2) �(r+ e1)+  

y
�(r+ e1) �(r)� h:c:

i

(13)

� = a;b

From thisconstruction itfollowsthatthestatewith anonzero hjplaq;a(b)iwould representan

orbitalantiferrom anet,ora staggered ux phase,realized on thesublatticea (b),asshown

in Fig.3.Projecting (13)onto theky = 0 subband and passing to thecontinuum lim it,one

m akessurethatthesum jplaq;a + jplaq;b doestransform to theavorchargedensity

�f =
X

�

h

:R
y

1�R 1� :� :R
y

2�R 2� :+ (R ! L)
i

� @x�
(� )

c :

Previousattem ptsto study the problem oftwo coupled channelshave m ostly relied on

the assum ption ofequalvelocitieswith the subsequent use ofRG analysis. The approach

was pioneered by Lin etal. [11]who argued thatatstrong coupling the spectrum ofthe

two-chain problem athalf�lling acquiresa highersym m etry,such asSO(6)oreven SO(8).

In fact,Gell-M ann-Low equationsaloneareinsu�cientto extractinform ation aboutstrong

couplingregim e(they havetobesupplem ented by Callan-Sym anzik equationsforthephysi-

calobservables)and thereforecannotprovidea legitim ateground forsuch conclusions.Our

approach isbased on a di�erentassum ption;herethelong-rangeCoulom b interaction legit-

im atesa clearseparation ofscalesbetween singleparticleexcitationsand collective m odes.

Thissigni�cantly sim pli�esthecalculationsproviding onewith thewell-controlled approxi-

m ation.Itisinstructive to com paretheresultswith thoseconjectured in [11].Though the

structure ofthe m ultipletsisthe sam e asin the SU(4)� SO(6)theory,there are im portant

di�erences in the spectrum . Two quasiparticle m ultiplets (particles and antiparticles) are

four-fold degenerate,as in the SU(4) theory,but the six-fold degenerate m ultiplet ofthe

SU(4)issplitinto a doubletwith them assM c;� ,a m agnetictripletwith them assM s;t and

asingletm odewith them assM s;s.Theratiosofthequasiparticlem asstothem assesofthe

neutralm odesare vastly di�erentfrom the SU(4)Gross-Neveu m odelratio M s=M e =
p
2.

They depend on theCoulom b interaction and thequasiparticlegap ism uch largerthan the

spin and the parity collective m ode gaps. The gapsofthe collective m odesare notequal.

In nanotubeswherethereareonly two independentcoupling constantsweexpectthat

2M c+ M t+ M s = 0 (14)
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(recallthatsincewedealwith M ajorana ferm ions,them assesm ay benegative,thespectral

gapsbeing theirabsolutevalues).

IV . T H E O R D ER PA R A M ET ER S O F D IFFER EN T P H A SES

From now on we shallconcentrate on the m odeldescribing carbon nanotubes. Di�er-

ent phases,shown in Fig. 3,correspond to di�erent ground state phase lockings and are

determ ined by the signs ofthe ferm ionic m asses[8],Eqs.(10). These sign changes are not

reected in the therm odynam ics which is sensitive only to absolute values ofthe m asses.

Thedi�erencein thecorrelation functionsm ay,however,bequitedram atic.

W eusethefollowing conventions[8]:

cos(
p
��(+ )s )= �1�2; sin(

p
��(+ )s )= �1�2

cos(
p
��(+ )

s )= �1�2; sin(
p
��(+ )

s )= �1�2 (15)

cos(
p
��(� )s )= �0�3; sin(

p
��(� )s )= �0�3

cos(
p
��(� )

s )= �0�3; sin(
p
��(� )

s )= �0�3 (16)

wheref�igand f�ig(i= 1;2;3;0)areorderand disorderparam etersofthe2D Ising m odels

associated with thesinglet(i= 1;2;3)and triplet(i= 0)M ajorana ferm ions.A particular

Ising m odelis ordered (h�i 6= 0) or disordered (h�i 6= 0) depending on the sign ofthe

corresponding M ajorana m ass,M < 0 or M > 0. In order to understand the structure

and properties ofthe correlation functions,one hasto recallthatin the ordered phase of

the Ising m odel,where h�i 6= 0,the correlation function hh�(!;q)�(� !;� q)iicontains a

coherentpeak,whilethecorrelation function ofthe�’sdoesnot.

There are six possible phases,two ofthem being Haldane spin liquids. Such liquidsare

characterized by the presence ofa coherent triplet m agnetic excitation (m agnon) in the

two-pointcorrelation function ofthe staggered m agnetizations.In non-Haldane disordered

phases,the spectrum oftriplet excitations is incoherent;however spin-singlet m odes m ay

becoherent.Table2 and Fig.3 show whatoperatorsacquirenonzero expectation valuesin

thecorresponding ground states.Itwillbeassum ed thatin allphasesthesym m etriccharge

�eld islocked at�
(+ )

c = 0,so thathcos
p
��

(+ )

c i6= 0,hsin
p
��

(+ )

c i= 0.

10



Table2.

Phase

A hcos(
p
��

(� )

c )i6= 0 h�ai6= 0 h�0i6= 0

B hcos(
p
��

(� )

c )i6= 0 h�ai6= 0 h�0i6= 0

C hsin(
p
��

(� )

c )i6= 0 h�ai6= 0 h�0i6= 0

D hsin(
p
��

(� )

c )i6= 0 h�ai6= 0 h�0i6= 0

E hsin(
p
��

(� )

c )i6= 0 h�ai6= 0 h�0i6= 0

F hcos(
p
��

(� )

c )i6= 0 h�ai6= 0 h�0i6= 0

σ_1,2,3 σ_0

µ_1,2,3 σ_0

µ_1,2,3 µ_0

σ_1,2,3
µ_0

g_1

g_3

B

CE

F A

D

BDW

mSC
sSC

sSC

CDW
mSC

FIG .4: The phase diagram . For each quadrant it is indicated which Ising m odels order and

disorderparam etershave non-zero ground state expectation values. The phasesare separated by

criticallines on which one ofthe particle m asses vanishes. The green and red lines are Z2 and

SU2(2)criticallinesrespectively. The g1 = 0 axiscorrespondsto the U (1)criticalline.PhasesA

and D have density wave order.Underdoping phasesB,E and C,F develop a powerlaw response

to superconducting paring.

Below wegivea briefcharacterization ofeach phase;form oredetailsseethesubsequent

discussion.
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� PhaseA:g1 > jg3j.Thisphasehasa long-rangeBond Density W ave(BDW )orderat

T = 0 (seeFig.4 below).

� PhaseB :0< g1 < g3.Thisisa Haldanespin-liquid phasewhoseexcitation spectrum

containsacoherenttripletm agnon with them assM S;t,associated with thecorrelation

function ofthesite-diagonalspin operatorS(� );seeEq.(24).Underdopingitdevelops

apower-law responseofthepairingsusceptibility oftypedescribed furtherin thetext.

The corresponding superconducting order param eter transform s non-trivially under

thelatticepointgroup.

� Non-Haldane phase C: � g3 < g1 < 0. The m agnetic singlet m ode with m ass M S;s

becom escoherentin thisphase.Asaresultacoherentpeak appearsin thecorrelation

function oftheChargeDensity W aveorderparam eter� C D W ,Eq.(18).Underdoping

thisphasedevelopssuperconducting correlationsin thes-channel.

� Phase D : g1 < � jg3j. There isa Charge Density W ave (CDW )long-range orderin

theground stateofthisphase.PhasesCDW and BDW arem utually dual.

� Phase E :g3 < g1 < 0.ThisisanotherHaldane phase dualto phase B .Phase E has

a coherentm agnon in the site-o�-diagonalspin density � (� ),Eq.(25). Underdoping

itdevelopssuperconducting correlationsofthesam etypeasphaseB.

� PhaseF:0< g1 < � g3.ThisphaseisdualtophaseC and hasacoherentspin-singlet

m ode displayed by the BDW order-param etercorrelation function. Underdoping it

developssuperconducting correlationsin thes-channel.

FIG .5:Thedim erization in BDW phase
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A . O rder param eters,possible orderings and dom inant correlations

C D W .Already forgeom etricalreasons(thelatticeisbipartite)onem ay expectthatthe

system athalf�llingcan develop acom m ensurateChargeDensity W ave.Introducinglocally

averaged electron densitiesfora and bsublattices,

���(r)=
1

3

h

 
y
� �(r)+  

y
� �(r+ e1)+  

y
� �(r� e2)

i

; � = a;b (17)

wede�netheCDW orderparam eter(OP)asfollows:

� C D W (r)= ��a(r)� ��b(r)

�
X

�

�

R
y

1�L1� � R
y

2�L2�

�

+ h:c:

� sin(
p
��

(+ )

c )cos(
p
��

(� )

c )�1�2�3�0 � cos(
p
��

(+ )

c )sin(
p
��

(� )

c )�1�2�3�0 (18)

ThisOP hasa non-zeroaveragevaluein phaseD .In phaseC wherehsin(
p
��

(� )

c )i6= 0and

h�ai 6= 0 (a =1,2,3),the m ostsingular partofthe CDW orderparam eter is proportional

to �0.Since we arein thephase with h�0i6= 0,operator�0 hasa non-zero m atrix elem ent

between theground stateand a statewith oneM ajorana ferm ion.Thereforethecorrelation

function ofCDW OPscontainsa coherentpeak corresponding to an em ission ofthesinglet

m agneticm odewith them assM S;s.

B D W .The Bond Density W ave order param eter is sim ilar to the CDW one,but is

o�-diagonalin thesiteindices:

� B D W (r)=  
y
a(r)[ b(r+ e1)�  b(r� e2)]� [ ya(r+ e1)�  

y
a(r� e2)] b(r)+ h:c:

� i
X

�

�

R
y

1�L1� � R
y

2�L2�

�

+ h:c:

� sin(
p
��

(+ )

c )sin(
p
��

(� )

c )�1�2�3�0 + cos(
p
��

(+ )

c )cos(
p
��

(� )

c )�1�2�3�0: (19)

This phase is dualto the CDW one. The BDW order param eter condenses in phase A.

Thedim erization ordering pattern in thisphaseisshown in Fig.4.In thedisordered phase

F (which is dualto phase C),the spectralweight ofthe OP � B D W contains a coherent

m agneticsingletm odewith them assM S;s.

NoticethattheCDW and BDW OPsdo notcontain any oscillatory pieces.Theseshow

up in the density distributions thatare notuniform across a sublattice butotherwise are

consistentwith theuniaxialsym m etry ofthenanotube:

~��(r)=
1

2

h

 
y
� �(r+ e1)+  

y
� �(r� e2)�  

y
� �(r)

i

; � = a;b:
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Two incom m ensurate CDW OPscan then beconstructed asfollows:

�
(+ )

m C D W (r) = ~�a(r)+ ~�b(r)

� e� 2iQ x
X

�

�

L
y

1�R 2� � R
y

1�L2�

�

+ h:c:� i�1"�2"e
� 2iQ xei

p
��

(� )

c

�
h

sin(
p
��(+ )c )�1�2�3�0 + icos(

p
��(+ ))�1�2�3�0

i

+ h:c:; (20)

�
(� )

m C D W (r) = ~�a(r)� ~�b(r)

� e� 2iQ x
X

�

�

R
y

1�R 2� � L
y

1�L2�

�

+ h:c:

� �1"�2"e
� 2iQ x[R

y

f�
(0)

R + L
y

f�
(0)

L ]+ h:c: (21)

where �’s are Klein factors. Since the dualantisym m etric charge �eld,� (� )
c ,is strongly

disordered (hei
p
��

(� )

c i= 0),theOP �
(+ )

m C D W haszero expectation valuein allsectorsofthe

phase diagram .In phase F,where h�ai6= 0 (a = 1;2;3),h�0i6= 0,thecorrelation function

ofthem CDW + OP displaysa coherentpeak corresponding to em ission ofa vortex particle

with them assM c;� .

The charge distribution corresponding to the OP �
(� )

m C D W is depicted on Fig. 6. This

kind ofordercan be induced by applying a m odulated potentialofsu�cientstrength that

couplesto � �
m C D W . The potentialm ustbe strong enough to overcom e the energy gapsof

thecorresponding excitation branchesand to drivethesystem into a statewith an induced

orderofthem CDW � type.

M agnetization.Thetotalm agnetization isgiven by

S+ =
1

2
 
y
a� a +

1

2
 
y

b� b

= IR + IL +
1

2
fe2iQ x[(R +

2 �L1)� (L+2 �R 1)]+ h:c:g

Itssm ooth partisequalto thesum ofthechiralcurrentsoftheM ajorana triplet:

I
a
R (L) = J

a
1;R (L)+ J

a
2;R (L) = �

i

2
�
abc
�
b
R (L)�

c
R (L):

Theoscillating partofthespin density is(Klein factorsom itted)

S
(+ )

2Q � e
i
p
��

(� )

c
h

� sin(
p
��

(+ )

c )�0N + icos(
p
��

(+ )

c )�0 ~N
i

: (22)

Here ~N = (�1�2�3;�1�2�3;�1�2�3) and N = (�1�2�3;�1�2�3;�1�2�3). This OP is never

coherent.
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FIG .6:Thecharge distribution forthem CDW order.

On theotherhand,to de�nethestaggered m agnetization S(� )(r)associated with the

bipartitelattice,weneed to introducelocally averaged spin densitiesforthetwo sublattices

(cf.Eq.(17)):

�s�(r)=
1

6

h

 
y
�� �(r)+  

y
�� �(r+ e1)+  

y
�� �(r� e2)

i

; � = a;b (23)

Then

S
(� )(r) = �sa(r)� �sb(r)

�
�

R
y

1�L1 � R
y

2�L2

�

+ h:c:

� cos(
p
��

(+ )

c )cos(
p
��

(� )

c )�0N � sin(
p
��

(+ )

c )sin(
p
��

(� )

c )�0 ~N (24)

The OP S(� )(r)iscoherentin theHaldane spin-liquid phase B ,the corresponding particle

representing a m assivetripletm agnon.Noticethatin theexpression (24)thevector�eld N

playstheroleofthestaggered m agnetization ofthee�ectiveantiferrom agneticspin-1 chain

[8].

In fullanalogy with theBDW OP (19),onecan constructthesite-o�-diagonalstaggered

m agnetization:

�
(� )(r) =

1

2
 
y
a(r)� [ b(r+ e1)�  b(r� e2)]�

1

2

h

 
y
a(r+ e1)�  

y
a(r� e2)

i

� b(r)
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�
i

2

�

R
y

1�L1 � R
y

2�L2

�

+ h:c:

� cos
p
��

(+ )

c sin
p
��

(� )

c �0N + sin
p
��

(+ )

c cos
p
��

(� )

c �0
~N (25)

Thestructureof(25)indicatesthatphaseE representsa Haldanespin liquid and isdualto

phase B .Indeed,in phase E itisthe vector�eld ~N thatcan beregarded asthestaggered

m agnetization ofthe e�ective S=1 chain,and,hence,the spectralweight ofthe operator

�
(� ) containsin thisphasea coherenttripletm agnon.

Pairing operators.Letusconstructthe s-w ave superconducting (SC ) order pa-

ram eter � sSC . To thisend,we �rstbuild locally averaged,site-diagonal,singletpairing

operators:

� �
sSC (r)=

1

3
[ �;" �;#(r)+  �;" �;#(r+ e1)+  �;" �;#(r� e2)]; � = a;b:

TheOP � sSC isthen de�ned as

� sSC (r) = � a
sSC (r)+ � b

sSC (r)

�
X

�

� (L1�R 2;� � � L2�R 1;� �)

� �1"�2#e
� i
p
��

(+ )

c
�

cos
p
��

(� )

c �1�2�3�0 + isin
p
��

(� )

c �1�2�3�0

�

: (26)

The am plitude ofthisOP acquires a �nite value in non-Haldane phases C and F. These

two phases,with coherentsingletm agnetic m odesin theirspectrum athalf-�lling,exhibit

power-law sSC correlationsunderdoping.

The s-wave type superconductivity is not the only possible singlet SC order one can

im agine.Onecan introduceSC order param eterwhich transform snon-trivially underthe

pointgroup:

� m SC =
1

3
 a"(r)[ b#(r)�  b#(r+ e1)�  b#(r� e2)]� ("$ #)

�
X

�

� (L1�R 2;� � + L2�R 1;� �)+ oscillatory term s

� e
� i
p
��

(+ )

c
h

cos(
p
��

(� )

c )�1�2�3�0 + isin(
p
��

(� )

c )�1�2�3�0

i

: (27)

Thispairing OP exhibitspower-law correlationsin doped HaldanephasesB and E .

To see what kind of superconductivity this is, let us consider the lattice m ean �eld
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Ham iltonian:

H = ( +

a"; 
+

b#; a#; b")

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

0 t(k) 0 g(k)�

t�(k) 0 � g(k)� 0

0 � g�(k)� � 0 t(k)

g�(k)� � 0 t�(k) 0

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

 a"

 b� #

 
+

a#

 
+
b� "

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

(28)

whereg(k)= � 1+ 2cos(kx=2)e
i
p
3ky=2.Thespectrum is

E
2 = jt(k)j2 + jg(k)j2j�j2: (29)

In theHaldanephaseC underdoping wegetthefollowing OP:

 a�@x b� � �  a� �@x b� (30)

TheA haronov-B ohm e�ect:they-com ponentofthevectorpotentialiscoupled to

(R +
1�L1� + L

+
1�R 1�)� (R+2�L2� + L

+
2�R 2�)�

cos(
p
��

(+ )

c )sin(
p
��

(� )

c )�1�2�3�0 � sin(
p
��

(+ )

c )cos(
p
��

(� )

c )�1�2�3�0 (31)

Itiscoherentin HaldanephaseE with an em ission ofthem agneticsinglet.

Thestaggered ux around a hexagonalplaquetteis

�= 6ei�=6e2iQ x(L+
2 L1 � R

+
2 R 1)+ h:c:� (Rf�

(0)

R � Lf�
(0)

L )e2iQ x+i�=6 + h:c: (32)

where the avor ferm ion is associated with �
(� )

c �eld. Therefore there is an interesting

possibility to drive a system into a peculiar criticalstate with a m ixture ofthe m agnetic

singletand nonm agneticorbitalm odeby applying a m agnetic�eld with thecorresponding

period.

V . SM A LL D O P IN G

Thelargevelocity di�erencebetween thesym m etricchargem odesand theotherpartof

thespectrum holdsa key to thestability oftheapproach at�nitedoping.Forsm alldoping

kF a � exp(� �v=2e2)thesoliton m odeof�
(+ )

c �eld,though becom inggapless,stillliesabove

theothersin them ostofthem om entum space(seeFig.2b).Thism eansthatonecan still

integrate over �
(+ )

c and obtain Eq.(9)though with a prefactor< 1. Thus a sm alldoping
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willdecrease the gaps. Itm ay also give rise to �nite decay ratesforthe collective m odes.

Thisisa pseudogap regim e which isperhapssim ilarto theoneexisting in theunderdoped

stateofthecupratesuperconductors(see,forexam ple,therecentpaper[13]).Thephysics

ofthisregim ewillbegoverened by two energy scales:thescaleofcollective m odesM c (see

Eq.(10)and theelectronicscaleM e.Atenergiessm allerthan M c thesystem isa Luttinger

liquid,atM c < E < M e the collective m odes contribute to allphysicalproperties giving

rise to strong enhancem entofthe m agnetic susceptibility and speci�c heat.Above M e the

e�ectsofbackscattering disappear.

Let us briey discuss a possible enhancem ent ofthe superconducting uctuations in a

doped regim e.In thosephaseswheretheam plitudeoftheSC orderparam eterisfrozen (see

thediscussion above)itspowerlaw correlationsaredeterm ined by thescaling dim ension of

operatorexp[i
p
��

(c)

+ ].Thisscaling dim ension isequalto 1=4~K cwhere ~K c istherenorm al-

ized Luttinger constant. At large doping the value ofthis constant is determ ined by the

long-distantCoulom b interaction and issm all,butclose to thetransition (sm alldoping)it

iscloseto one(see[14]fora m oredetailed analysis).Thereforethereisa window ofdoping

where ~K c < 1=2 where the pairing susceptibility diverges. A m ore detailed description of

thepseudogap regim ewillbegiven elsewhere.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N

Letus sum m arize ourresults. W e have analyzed the e�ectofthe long-range Coulom b

interaction on the low-energy properties ofthe arm chain nanotube. W e have shown that

the spectrum ofthe system is very rich. The phase diagram includes six phases di�ering

from each other by their response functions. Under doping four ofthem have enchanced

superconducting uctuations.

SW CNsexhibittwo typesofbehavior:eitherband insulatorsorLuttingerliquids.Arm -

chairCNsarebelieved to bem etallicand beoftheTom onaga-Luttinger(TLL)type.This,

in fact,isonly trueaway from 1/2 �lling.Asshown in thispaper,thepicturechangesdra-

m atically at1/2 �lling when e�ectsofstrong correlationsbecom ecrucial.To observethese

e�ects in experim entalconditions,the chem icalpotentialm ustbe �ne tuned to the value

� = 0 atwhich theFerm i\surface" isrepresented by two degeneracy (Dirac)points.Then,

due to the specialrole ofUm klapp processesin the presence ofunscreen Coulom b interac-
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tion,on lowering the tem perature,one m ust be able to see a crossover from the m etallic,

TLL behavior to an insulator discussed in the paper. Such insulating state is M ott-type,

with a m uch richerspectrum than in theHubbard m odel.Oneim portantdi�erenceisthat,

unlikein theHubbard m odel,thespin excitationshavespectralgaps.

Theestim atesofinteraction m atrix elem entsforcarbon nanotubesareprovided in [3]:

gi= �i
e2

N �
; i= c;t;s

�c � 0:4; �t� 0:5; �s � � 1:3 (33)

where N is the num ber oftransverse bands ofthe nanotube and � � 1:4 is the dielectric

constant. Thisestim atesindicate thatrealistic nanotubesbelong to phase B.Eq.(10)also

givesthefollowing estim atesforthespectralgapsofthecollective m odes:

jM ij= j�ij
e2

�N ��

v

vc
(34)

Since � is the short distance cut-o� ofthe bosonic theory and is therefore non universal,

thisform ula containsa certain degree ofam biguity. Fornoninteracting electrons�� = a0

(thelatticespacing).Taking N = 10,v=vc = 1=3 and a0 = 0:246nm wegettheestim ate of

orderof0.1 ev.Thesingleparticlegapsshould beeven greater.

Since the gaps should be quite sizeable,one m ay wonder whether they have not been

already observed.Theexisting techniquesproducesim ultaneously carbon nanotubesofdif-

ferentsizesand chiralitiesand one hasto selecttherelevantonesusing som e criteria.The

sim plestoneisto di�erbetween m etallicand insulating (sem iconductor)nanotubes.Natu-

rally,on the �rstglance M ottand band insulatorslook alike. Therefore itispossible that

theM ottinsulating arm chairnanotubeshavebeen overlooked being taken forsem iconduct-

ing ones.To distinguish M ottinsulatorfrom a band oneonehasto m easuretransportand

m agneticpropertiesand com parethegaps.Theclearestsign of’m ottness’isthedi�erence

in gap sizesin di�erentresponsefunctions.Thisisthefeatureto look forexperim entally.
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A P P EN D IX A

TheoriginalHam iltonian describing noninteracting electronson ahoneycom b latticecan

becom pactly written in thetwo-sublattice(Nam bu)representation:

H 0 =
X

k

	
y

k
H (k)	 k; (A1)

where

	 k =

0

B
@
 a(k)

 b(k)

1

C
A ; H (k)=

0

B
@

0 t(k)

t�(k) 0

1

C
A ;

(A2)

t(k) = 1+ 2cos(kx=2)e
i(
p
3=2)ky; (A3)

and thesum in (A1)goesovertheBrillouin zone.Thespectrum hastwo degeneracy points

(nodes)atQ 1;2 = (� 4�=3;0).Linearizing thenoninteracting Ham iltonian nearthesepoints

yieldstwo conesassociated with (2+1)-dim ensionalm asslessDiracferm ions:

H (Q 1;2 + p)= v(�ypy � �xpx); v =
p
3t=2: (A4)

W hen a two-dim ensionalsheetofgraphiteiswrapped to producean arm chairnanotube,

ky gets quantized,and the lowest-energy subband correspoding to ky = 0 stays gapless.

Theresulting problem isone-dim ensionalbecausethewave function doesnotdepend on y.

Projecting the ferm ionic annihilation operatorsofthe a and b sublatticesonto the ky = 0

subspace,weget:

0

B
@
 a(r)

 b(r)

1

C
A ! eiQ x

0

B
@
r1(x)

l1(x)

1

C
A + e�iQ x

0

B
@
r2(x)

l2(x)

1

C
A : (A5)

Thee�ective 1D Ham iltonian isbroughtto itscanonicaldiagonalform

H 0 = � iv
X

j= 1;2

Z

dx
�

R
y

j@xR j � L
y

j@xLj

�

(A6)
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by lineartransform ations:

r1 = (R 1 + L1)=
p
2; l1 = (� R1 + L1)=

p
2

r2 = (R 2 � L2)=
p
2; l2 = (R 2 + L2)=

p
2 (A7)

The structure ofthese transform ationsreectsthe factthatdi�erentDiracpoints,kx = Q

and kx = � Q,are notassociated with ferm ionsofdi�erentchiralities,asitisthe case for

standard chainsand ladders;instead each ofthesepointsischaracterized by a pairofright

(R j)and left (Lj)�elds. This is because the gapless spectrum ofthe arm chair nanotube

keepsthem em ory ofthetwo-coneDiracstructureofthedispersion law in the2D graphite

(in fact,the1D spectrum isobtained from the2D oneby cutting thetwo conesby theplane

ky = 0).Forthisreason,in caseofnanotubes,sm ooth com ponentsofthephysical�eldsare

contributed notonly by the diagonal\currents",R
y

jR j and L
y

jLj,butalso by o�-diagonal

\m assbilinears",R
y

jLj and L
y

jR j.

Thechiralferm ionic�eldscan bebosonized in term sofchiralbosonic�elds�
R ;L

j� :

0

B
@
R j�

Lj�

1

C
A =

�j�
p
2��

e
� i
p
4��

R ;L

j� ; j= 1;2; � = � 1; (A8)

[�R
j�;�

L
j0;�0]=

i

4
�jj0���0:

Here� istheshort-distancecuto� in thebosonictheory,and �j� areKlein factorsobeying

the algebra f�j�;�j0�0g = �jj0���0.The productofthefourKlein factors,� = �1"�1#�2"�2#,

satis�es�2 = 1.Since� isnota dynam icalvariable,wecan conveniently choose�= 1.

In the bulk of this paper, we adopted the description in term s of four scalar �elds,

�(� )
c ,�(� )

s ,and theirdualcounterparts,� (� )
c ,� (� )

s ,known from earlierstudiesofthe two-

channelKondoproblem [15].These�eldsdescribethesym m etricand antisym m etriccharge

excitations(equivalently,the\charge" and \avor" m odes),

�(� )
c =

1

2
(�1" + �1# � �2" � �2#); (A9)

aswellasthesym m etricand antisym m etricspin excitations(orthe\spin" and \spin-avor"

m odes),

�(� )
s =

1

2
(�1" � �1# � �2" � �2#): (A10)

Here�j� = �R
j� + �L

j�.Thecorresponding dual�elds,�
(� )
c and � (� )

s areobtained from the

aboveexpressionsby replacing �j� by � j� = � �Rj� + �L
j�.
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A P P EN D IX B

Theinteraction can bewritten as

[�a + �b](r1)Vaa(r12)[�a + �b](r2)+

2�a(r1)[Vab(r12)� Vaa(r12)]�b(r2); (B1)

where,in the low-energy lim it,the localelectron densities on the a and b sublattices are

represented by

�a(r)! �r(x)+ e2iQ xM r(x)+ e� 2iQ xM +
r (x);

�b(r)! �l(x)+ e2iQ xM l(x)+ e� 2iQ xM +
l (x);

�r = r
+
1 r1 + r

+
2 r2; �l= l

+
1 l1 + l

+
2 l2

M r = r
+
2 r1; M l= l

+
2 l1 (B2)

Substituting Eq.(B2)into Eq.(B1)and dropping theoscillatory term swegetfourterm s:

� (�r + �l)1Vaa(r12)(�r + �l)2;

� 2[Uab(0)� Uaa(0)]�r(x)�l(x);

� 2Uaa(2Q)[M r(x)M
+
r (x)+ M l(x)M

+
l (x)];

� 2Uab(2Q)(M rM
+
l + M lM

+
r );

where U(0)and U(2Q)stand forthe Fouriertransform softhe interaction potentials. The

�rstterm here gives the Luttingercoe�cient renorm alization. The ’backscattering’inter-

action expressed in term softhe standard Dirac ferm ionswith avourindices 1,2 looksas

follows:

1

2
g1(R

+
1;�L1;� � R

+
2;�L2;� + h:c:)2 +

g2[(L
+
2;�L1;�)(R

+
1;�0R 2;�0)+ h:c:]+

g3(L
+
2;�R 1;� � R

+
2;�L1;�)(L

+

1;�0R 2;�0 � R
+

1;�0L2;�0) (B3)

wherethecouplingsareexpressed in term softheFouriercom ponentsoftheinteraction:

g1 = Uaa(0)� Uab(0);

g2 = Uab(2Q)� Uaa(2Q); g3 = Uaa(2Q)+ Uab(2Q): (B4)
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In the UV m odel,which apartfrom the Hubbard (on-site)interaction U also includesthe

interaction between electronson nearest-neighborsites,V ,thecouplingsgi aregiven by

g1 = U � 3V; g2 = � U; g3 = U (B5)

ThebareHam iltonian forR;L isstandard:

H 0 = iv

Z

dx[L+
a @xLa � R

+
a @xR a] (B6)

Asalready explained in section Iand II,in thepresenceoflong-rangeCoulom b potential,

Um klapp processeswith thestructureR
y

1R
y

2L3L4+ h:c:representthestronglyrelevantpartof

interaction (B3).In thebosoniclanguage,thesearetheprocessescontaining thesym m etric

charge �eld � +
c. Using bosonization rules(A8){ (A10),one straightforwardly derivesEq.

(6).Theg2-partof(B3)doesnotcontribute.

Iftheinteraction istheCoulom b one,then thecouplingsg1;g3 arepositive.Italso looks

likely thatg3 > g1 and jg3 � g1j<< g1;3. Atthese circum stanceswe have to considertwo

possibilities:(i)g1 < g3 (HaldaneSL)and (ii)g1 > g3 (CDW ).
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