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W eevaluatethee�ectsofheterogeneity on thedensity ofstatesofH2 m oleculesinsideinterstitial

channelswithin bundlesofcarbon nanotubes.Astem perature(T)falls,thedensity increaseswithin

thosetubeshavingthegreatestbindingenergy.AtT � 10m K ,them oleculesundergoBose-Einstein

condensation,exhibiting a singularheatcapacity.

The subject of adsorption within bundles of carbon

nanotubes has received considerable attention recently,

owing to both itsfundam entalinterestand potentialap-

plications(e.g.gasstorageand isotopeseparation).O ne

focusofthe research isone-dim ensional(1D)and quasi-

1D phasesofm atter.Theseincludecondensingand crys-

tallizing phases ofbuckyballs within tubes,He and H 2

within theinterstitialchannels(IC’s)between tubesand

various gaseswithin grooveson the outside ofthe nan-

otubebundles[1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11].M ostanal-

yses (including those ofour group) have assum ed that

the tubes are identicaland parallel,form ing an ordered

lattice. Realnanotube bundles,in contrast,consistofa

disordered array oftubeswith a distribution ofradii.A

logicalquestion arises:how reliable are predictionsthat

ignore such a variable environm ent? Shiand Johnson

have recently shown thatpredictionsincorporating het-

erogeneity agreebetterwith adsorption data than do the

idealized m odels[12].Stim ulated by theirwork,wehave

explored the behaviorofquantum 
uids(He and H2)in

such a nonuniform environm entatlow tem perature(T).

In this paper, we describe an intriguing result: Bose-

Einstein condensation (BEC)ofH 2 m oleculesoccursas

a consequence of the heterogeneity. This paper m akes

predictionsaboutthisphenom enon thataretestableex-

perim entally.Sim ilarbehaviorisexpected for4Heatom s.

W e note thata super
uid phase ofpara-H2 in con�ned

geom etrieshasbeen proposed,butexperim entalevidence

ofitislacking thusfar[13].

The occurrence and propertiesofthe BEC transition

aredeterm ined by thedensity ofstatesN (E )ofthecon-

stituentparticles.Thus,an initialfocusisthedeterm ina-

tion ofthatfunction,derived from thesingleparticleen-

ergy spectrum .W eassum ethatparticlesdo notinteract

(based on theassum ption oflow density and weak inter-

IC interactions).A typicalIC presentsahighly con�ning

geom etry forthem oleculesifthebundleisclose-packed.

Becauseofthiscon�nem ent(in thex-y plane,perpendic-

ularto the tubes),the m oleculeshavea largezero-point

energy ofm otion. Theoreticalvalues[14]ofthis energy

areoftheorderof500K .Thisresultisconsistentwith an

enorm ousisotopicheatdi�erenceatlow coverage(which

equalsthebinding energy di�erence)between D2 and H 2

in ananotubebundleobserved experim entally [15].That

di�erence wasfound to be about250 K ,a factor� four

largerthan the di�erence found on the graphite surface

[16](due to lesslocalization in thatcase).

O uranalysisassum esthatm oleculescan m ove within

the IC’s in order to achieve chem icalequilibrium with

a coexisting vapor phase. At low T, because of the

con�nem ent,only the lowest energy state oftransverse

m otion is excited. W e callthis state’s energy E t(R ),

where R = (R 1;R 2;R 3) is a vector whose com ponents

are the radiiofthe tubes surrounding a particular IC.

W e have evaluated E t(R ),with interesting results. The

calculation assum es that m otion parallel to the IC is

that of free m olecules, so the total energy of a par-

ticle with (z com ponent of) m om entum p is given by

E (p;R ) = E t(R )+ p2=(2m ). Ifthe potentialis corru-

gated,one m ust replace the particle’s m ass m with its

band m ass [11,17]. The density ofstates for H 2 is ob-

tained by sum m ing over the IC’s present in the given

sam pleand integrating overp:

N (E ) =
X

R ;p

�[E � E (p;R )]

=
L

�h�

�
m

2

�1=2
Z E

0

dE t

g(E t)
p

E � E t

(1)

Here g(E t) is the density ofstates for the transverse

oscillation problem and L is the length ofthe tubes. If

thelength isnotconstant,the variation can be included

in g(E t).

The energy E t(R )isevaluated from the potentialen-

ergy V (r;R ) of the m olecule at position r. To com -

puteV ,weadd contributionsfrom thethreeneighboring

tubes,ignoring correctionsfrom m ore distanttubesand

m any-body e�ects associated with the screening ofvan

der W aals interactions by the adjacent tubes [18]. Al-

thoughtheseapproxim ationsintroducesom eerrorsin the

valuesofE t they do nota�ectthekey predictionsofthis

work,which aresensitiveto thevariation ofE t(R ).The

potentialfrom each neighboring tube was derived with

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0306450v1


2

the m ethod ofStan et al[19]. Because V (r;R ) varies

rapidly with r,valuesofE t(R )includelargeanharm onic

and sm allanisotropiccontributions.

The form ofN (E ) for a given collection ofnanotube

bundlesdependson sam plepreparation.A sam pleisrep-

resented by an ensem bleofpoints(oneforeach IC)in R

space.Thedensity ofpointsin R space,afunction f(R ),

isde�ned so thatf(R )dR isthe num berofIC’swithin

an in�nitesim alvolum e dR = dR1 dR 2 dR 3,centered at

R .Thefunction f entersthetransversedensity ofstates

through thisexpression:

g(E )=

Z

dR f(R )�[E � Et(R )] (2)

At very low T, we need the value of f(R ) only in

the im m ediate vicinity of the global m inim um of the

energy (E m at R m ), but at higher T the speci�c ex-

perim entaldistribution a�ectstheresultsquantitatively.

Here,we have assum ed thatthe IC’sare uniform ly dis-

tributed in R space within a radius spread of width

3 �A near R m . M ore generalresults willbe described

in a com plete report of this work . W e �nd, as one

m ightexpect,thatR m occursalong the diagonal,sym -

m etry line (R 1 = R 2 = R 3). Along this line, which

we callthe (1,1,1)line,there occurs a globalm inim um

E m = � 1052:97 K at R i= 9.95 �A.To derive g(E ),it is

im portantto know thevariation ofE t(R )nearthism ini-

m um .Consideraparticulardisplacem ent(in theR 2� R 3

plane)from R m to a neighboring pointforwhich R 1 has

the sam e value,while R 2 and R 3 are slightly di�erent:

R 2 = R 1 + � and R3 = R 1 � �. Thischange,parallelto

the (0,1,-1)direction,yieldsan extrem ely sm allincrease

in theH 2 energy,indicativeofaveryslow variation ofthe

function E t(R )nearR m .Thisbehavior,shown in Fig.1

reveals a long valley oflow energy states in this direc-

tion;the sam e behavioroccursalong the �ve equivalent

directions,e.g.(1,0,-1).

The transverse density of states g(E ), from Eq. 2,

is shown in Fig. 2. Note that g(E ) is proportional

to
p

E � E m for sm allE � E m ;the prefactor is deter-

m ined by the principalaxesofcurvatureofthe function

E t(R ). This square root behavior is identicalto that

found neara van Hovesingularity in thephonon density

ofstatesofa 3D system neara m inim um in theBrillouin

zone,forthesam ereason-phasespacetopology [20].At

higherenergy,instead,the behaviorofg(E )switchesto

1=
p

E � E m .This(-1/2)powerlaw followsfrom thefact

thatthehigherenergy displacem entsfrom R m arequasi-

1D.Asseen in Fig.1,theiso-energy contoursareperpen-

dicular to the diagonal,so that the energy gradient in

R space isalong the diagonal,with essentially constant

transversevariation,a 1D situation.

Fig. 2 also presentsN (E ),derived with Eq. 1,which

convolutesthe transverse spectrum with the 1D m otion

along theaxis.Theresulting powerlaw behaviorcan be

FIG .1:Contourplotshowing thevariation E t(R )� E m near

the m inim um R m (which is chosen as the origin). From the

contourclosestto the m inim um (theclosed one)to the m ore

distantones,theenergy contourscorrespond toE t(R )� E m =

0:005;0:01;0:05;0:1;0:5;1 and 5 K .

FIG .2:Upperpanel:Calculated transverse density ofstates

g(E ). Lower panel: Totaldensity ofstates N (E ),obtained

from Eq.1 in thetext.E m = � 1052:97 K isthelowestenergy

levelcorresponding to R 1 = R 2 = R 3 = 9:95 �A.
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understood from realizing thatifg(E )isproportionalto

(E � E m )
n,for som e n,then N (E ) is proportionalto

(E � E m )
n+ 1=2 . Hence,we �nd that N (E ) is propor-

tionalto (E � E m )nearthreshold.Thislinearbehavior

is that characteristic ofa 4D gas in free space;the re-

sultim pliesthatthis system exhibits 4D gas behavior at

low T.ForE > 20 m K above threshold,instead,N (E )

becom es approxim ately constant,corresponding to the

density ofstates ofa 2D gas. Thus,there arises a di-

m ensionality crossover originating from the anom alous

transverse density ofstates. W e em phasize thatthe 4D

regim eisa directconsequenceoftheexistenceofa m ini-

m um in thefunction E t(R ),a resultthatisnotsensitive

to the detailsofthe calculation [21].

Thetherm odynam icbehaviorofthesystem isderived

with the usual bose gas theory. For a given num ber

ofm olecules,N ,the chem icalpotential� isdeterm ined

from the relation

N =

Z

dE
N (E )

e�(E � �)� 1
(3)

Ata speci�ed T = 1=(kB �),thisrelation yieldsam ax-

im um value N m ax when � equals the lowest energy of

the system ,E m ,atwhich pointBEC begins. Thatis,a

m acroscopic fraction ofthe m olecules fallinto the low-

estenergy state when N > N m ax.Equivalently,at�xed

N ,BEC occurswhen T fallsbelow the inverse function

Tc = T(N m ax). The resulting dependence on N ofTc
is shown in Fig. 3. As seen there, Tc is of order 10

m K ,which is experim entally accessible. Fig. 4 shows

the speci�c heat CN (T),calculated from the energy as

a function of� and T.The novelbehavior observed in

the �gure is a result ofthe unusualform ofN (E ). At

low T,CN is proportionalto T 2,a consequence ofthe

4D (linear)variation ofN (E )atlow E . Note the pres-

ence ofsingular behavior ofCN (T) as one approaches

the transition from above and a cusp at Tc itself. At

relatively high T,CN (T)=(N kB )isessentially unity be-

cause N (E ) is 2D-like at high E ; a nondegenerate 2D

gashasCN (T)=(N kB )= 1.BehaviorforT > 0:2 K ,not

shown,is very sensitive to the distribution ofnanotube

radii.

Discussionsoftheseresultswith colleagueshaveled to

severalquestionsconcerning the transition. O ne isthis:

sinceeach IC contributesa density ofstatescharacteris-

ticofa1D system ,why doesnon-1D behaviorarisehere?

The answer is that particles can exchange between dif-

ferentIC’sbecause oftheircom m on accessto the vapor

region.In practice,thism ay beaveryslow process,lead-

ing to nonequilibrium behavior. The presence ofbreaks

orholesin the tubesm ay alleviate this kinetic problem

without invalidating the m odel, since heterogeneity is

an essentialaspect ofthe m odel. Another question is

whethersim ilarbehavioroccursforotherbosegases.In-

deed,BEC of4He is predicted by a sim ilar analysis to

FIG .3:D ensity ofH 2 m oleculesasa function ofBEC transi-

tion tem perature.

FIG .4: Tem perature dependence of the speci�c heat (per

m olecule)form oleculardensity n = 1� 10
� 5 �A

� 3
.

occurifthesam ple’sdistribution oftubesincludesthose

with som e near its energy m inim a in R space, which

occur near 8.5 �A.Finally,one m ight wonder about the

e�ects ofinterparticle interactions,which have been ig-

nored up tothispoint[22].Indeed,som epreviousstudies

ofH 2 in IC’shavefound thataliquid-vaporcondensation

occursata highertem perature(� K )(in the absenceof

heterogeneity)[11].A very recentstudy,however,found

thatnanotubes’screening ofthe interm olecularinterac-

tion reduces Tc to about 10 m K [18]. However, that

calculation om itted the role of heterogeneity, which is

relevant,according to the Harriscriterion,since the 3D

speci�cheatcriticalexponentispositive[23].W eexpect

thatthiscondensation tem peratureisfurtherreduced by

disorder,enabling the BEC transition to occur.

W esum m arizeourresultsasfollows.Heterogeneityal-

tersthequalitativebehaviorofthelow energy spectrum
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ofH 2 m olecules. The lowest-lying states ofthe system

arethoseofparticlesin thatchannel.AsT falls,particles

aggregatein the(essentially4D)spaceofquantum states,

(R ,p),with bose statisticshaving a dram atic e�ect,i.e.

BEC,below a transition tem perature oforder 20 m K .

Anom alousbehaviorispredicted forthe speci�c heat,a

consequenceoftheunusualdensityofstates,which is4D-

like atvery low energy and 2D-like atsom ewhathigher

energy. An experim entalprobe ofthe real-space m olec-

ulardensity should revealthe needle-like concentration,

below Tc,ofam acroscopicfraction oftheparticleswithin

the lowestenergy channel.

M ost intriguing to us is that this transition is a di-

rectconsequenceofdisorder,sincetheperfectly uniform

system ofidenticalnanotubesyieldsstrictly 1D,nonsin-

gularbehavior. Such a dram atic e�ect ofheterogeneity

occurselsewhere in low tem perature physics. Exam ples

include the spin-glass transition [24],the e�ect oftun-

neling stateson therm albehaviorofglasses[25]and the

e�ectsofdisorderon m onolayer�lm s[26].
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