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The equation ofstate ofH 2 adsorbed in the interstitialchannels ofa carbon nanotube bundle

has been calculated using the di�usion M onte Carlo m ethod. The possibility ofa lattice dilation,

induced by H 2 adsorption,hasbeen analyzed by m odeling the cohesion energy ofthe bundle.The

inuence offactors like the interatom ic potentials,the nanotube radius and the geom etry ofthe

channelon the bundle swelling issystem atically analyzed. The m ostcriticalinputisproved to be

the C-H 2 potential. Using the sam e m odelthan in planar graphite,which is expected to be also

accurate in nanotubes,the dilation is observed to be sm aller than in previousestim ations oreven

inexistent. H 2 is highly unidim ensionalnear the equilibrium density,the radialdegree offreedom

appearing progressively athigherdensities.

PACS num bers:61.46.+ w,68.43.Fg,02.70.Ss

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

Theoreticaland experim entalresearch in carbon nan-

otubes (CN’s) is nowadays a very active �eld in which

new avenuesare opening continuously,allrelated to its

particularstructureatthenanom eter-scalelevel.Besides

theirsingularelectricaland m echanicalproperties,CN’s

are able to adsorb som e atom sand m oleculeso�ering a

realpossibility for quasi-one-dim ensionalenvironm ents.

Thesearem ainly theinnerpartofthenanotubesand the

interstitialchannels(IC’s)am ong them dueto theirnat-

uralbundle arrangem ent. W hen CN’sare form ed,they

appear as long capped cylinders which only can adsorb

a given substance iftheir caps are rem oved by chem i-

calm eans.Instead,IC’sarealwayspresento�ering very

narrow channels,distributed according to an hexagonal

lattice,and with a sizeableadsorption capability in com -

parison with adsorptionin planargraphite.Recently,Ta-

lapatra etal.1 studied experim entally the binding ener-

giesofXe,CH 4,and Neon close-ended nanotubebundles

and concluded thatnone ofthem isadsorbed in the in-

tersites.Probably,thesizeoftheseatom sand m olecules

istoo largecom pared with theradiusoftheinterchannel

(rIC ’ 3 �A)to �tinto them . However,the situation for

lighterspecies like He orH 2 seem s di�erent. There are

severalexperim entswhich claim thatboth ofthem can be

adsorbed in the IC’sdue to theirsm allradius.2,3,4 H 2 is

certainly the m ostinteresting system since a CN bundle

could be one ofthe bestoptionsto reach the targeten-

ergy densitiesfora lightweighthydrogen-storagesystem

usablefortransportation.5,6

In a recenttheoreticalwork,Calbietal.7 havestudied

theadsorption ofH 2,and otherm oleculesand atom s,in

theIC’sofa CN bundle.Introducing in theform alism a

possible dilation ofthe bundle,by m eansofa harm onic

approxim ation,they concluded that in equilibrium the

bundle can swell. The dilation is observed in allcases,

with di�erentintensity depending on the particularsys-

tem .In thegeom etry thereconsidered,corresponding to

(10,10)tubesin thestandard term inology,and when the

gasadsorbed isH 2 thatswelling am ountsapproxim ately

to 1 % . Thisisthe resultofa delicate balance between

twocom petinge�ectswhen thelatticeisexpanded:ade-

creasein theCN bundlecohesion energy and an increase

in the H 2-nanotube binding energy.O bviously,thispre-

diction for H 2 acquires specialrelevance since it would

im ply a signi�cant increase of the CN bundle storage

power.However,atpresentthereisnotanyexperim ental

con�rm ation ofthispossibleadsorption-induced dilation.

Probably,even ifsuch e�ectisindeed present,its m an-

ifestation could be hardly observed due to the present

experim entaluncertainties. Ram an spectroscopy seem s

aprom isingm ethod forabetterinsight.In arecentwork,

thism ethod wasapplied successfully by W illiam setal.3

to discrim inatethedi�erentadsorption sitesofH 2 in CN

bundles.

In thepresentwork,wepresentadi�usion M onteCarlo

(DM C) study ofH 2 adsorbed in IC’s ofa (10,10) CN

bundle. In the past,and using the sam e m ethodology,

we characterized the ground-statepropertiesof4He and

H 2 insidea singleCN
8,9 and of4Headsorbed in an IC.10

In this paper,our aim is to determ ine the equation of

stateofH 2 using m icroscopictheory,with specialatten-

tion to the possibility ofan adsorption-induced bundle

dilation. To this end, the inuence on swelling ofin-

putslikethenanotuberadius,them olecule-m oleculeand

CN-m olecule interactions,the geom etry ofthe intersite,

and thetransversaldegreeoffreedom arethoroughly dis-

cussed.O urresultsagreesom ehow with theonesofRef.

7 butthe m agnitude ofa possible swelling isseen to be

com paratively sm alleroreven inexistent.

The restofthe paperisorganized asfollows. In Sec-
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tion II,the inuence of the severalparam eters of the

m odelon a possible dilation ofthe bundle isstudied us-

ing a one-dim ensionalapproxim ation. The accuracy of

this m odelis then tested in Section III by m eans ofa

three-dim ensionalDM C calculation.Finally,Section IV

com prisesa briefsum m ary and the m ain conclusions.

II. O N E-D IM EN SIO N A L A P P R O X IM A T IO N :

T EST IN G T H E M O D EL

As in Ref. 7,we study H 2 adsorbed in the IC ofa

(10,10)CN bundle.Thebundleisdisposed in such away

that,in the plane perpendicular to the CN long axis,a

triangular lattice is form ed. The lattice constant,i.e.,

thedistancebetween adjacentcenters,isD 0 = 17 �A.D 0

correspondsto the equilibrium position and there is an

overallagreem enton itsvalue.Therefore,we considerit

asa �xed param eterin allthe calculations.

Having established the value of D 0, the radius of a

single nanotube isdirectly related to the C-C m inim um

separation between twoneighbors.In atheoreticalcalcu-

lation,Terso�and Ruo�11 concluded thatthisdistanceis

3.4 �A,in agreem entwith them ostaccepted valueforthe

Lennard-Jones �C -C . In fact,this value coincides with

the experim entally accepted distance between graphite

sheets. Considering this C-C distance,the radius ofa

(10,10) tube is 6.8 �A.It is worth m entioning that this

radius is the sam e one obtains constructing the sam e

nanotube by rolling up a graphitic surface with a C-C

distanceof1.42 �A.However,thereisnota generalagree-

m enton those values.Recently,Charlieretal.12 carried

outa density functionalcalculation ofa CN bundle and

obtained an equilibrium geom etry corresponding to a C-

C intertube distance of� 3.2 �A.The CN radiusisthen

6.9 �A,a value which was used in Ref. 7. At present

and to ourknowledge,thereisnotexperim entaldata on

theC-C distancewhich could help tochoosebetween dif-

ferenttheoreticalm odels. Therefore,we considerin the

presentcalculation two possible CN radius,6.8 and 6.9
�A.

The interstitialchannelbetween three adjacent nan-

otubesin a (10,10)bundle can lodgea hard spherewith

radius2.9 or3 �A,corresponding to CN’swith radius6.8

and 6.9�A,respectively.Sincethe� param eterfortheC-

H 2 Lennard-Jonespotentialisaround 3 �A,one can rea-

sonably assum e a one-dim ensional(1D) approxim ation

forhydrogen adsorption in IC’s. In thisapproxim ation,

theH 2 energy perparticle(e= E =N )can bewritten as7

e(�;D )= �0(D )+ e1D (�)+ h(�;D )+
1

�

3

4
k(D � D 0)

2
;

(1)

with � the lineardensity ofthe H 2 m oleculesand D the

latticeparam eter.In Eq.(1),�0(D )isthebindingenergy

ofasinglem oleculein theIC,e1D (�)isthe1D H 2 energy

per particle,h(�;D ) corresponds to the interaction en-

ergy with H 2 in neighboringIC’s,and thelastterm takes

into accountthecohesion energy ofthebundlewhen itis

dilated from the equilibrium lattice distance D 0. In the

following,we analyze the severalterm sentering Eq.(1)

to disentangle which are the relevantinputs inuencing

a possibledilation ofthe bundle.

Both �0(D )and e1D (�)arecalculated using the di�u-

sion M onteCarlo(DM C)m ethod.13,14 TheDM C m ethod

solvesin a stochasticway theN -body Schr�odingerequa-

tion in im aginary tim e for the wave function f(R ;t) =

 (R )	(R ;t),

�
@f(R ;t)

@t
= � D r

2
f(R ;t)+ D r (F f(R ;t)) (2)

+ (E L(R )� E )f(R ;t);

with  (R ) a trial wave function introduced for im -

portance sam pling. In Eq. (2), D = �h
2
=2m ,

E L(R ) =  (R )� 1H  (R ) is the local energy, and

F (R ) = 2 (R )� 1r  (R ) is the so-called drift force

which guides the di�usion m ovem ent to regions where

 (R )islarge.

Thetrialwavefunction  used in thecalculation of1D

H 2 isa Jastrow one,

 
1D (R )=

Y

i< j

f(rij); (3)

with f(rij)= exp

�

� 0:5 (b=rij)
5
�

a M cM illan two-body

correlation factor.Theparam eterbin f(r)hasbeen de-

term ined by m eansofa variationalM onteCarlo (VM C)

optim ization. Nearthe equilibrium density,the optim al

value isb= 3:996 �A and itincreasesgradually with the

density � (at� = 0:358 �A � 1,b= 4:026 �A).

Thetrialwavefunction used in thecalculation of�0(D )

includestwo-body correlationswith thethreenanotubes

surrounding the IC.They arealso ofM cM illan type,

 
IC (R )=

3Y

n= 1

exp

"

�
1

2

�
a

rn

� 5
#

; (4)

rn beingthedistanceofthehydrogenm oleculetothecen-

terofanyofthethreetubes.Theparam etera,optim ized

using VM C,variesfrom a = 22:5 �A forzero dilation to

a = 21:5 �A forD � D 0 = 0.2 �A.O n the otherhand,the

optim alvalues for the param eter a present a negligible

dependencewith theparticularC-H 2 potentialchosen in

the calculation. The IC is so narrow that one can ap-

proxim atethe sum ofindividualCN-m olecule potentials

by a new one which isonly a function ofthe radialdis-

tance r to the centerofthe IC.Thissim pli�ed m odelis

obtained by an azim uthalaverageofthethreeindividual

potentials.7 In thiscase,thetrialwavefunction issim pler

than thepreviousm odel(4).W ehavechosen a gaussian

 c(R )= exp(� cr2n); (5)

the param eterc varying from 7.6 �A � 2 to 11.5 �A � 2,de-

pending on the radius ofthe tube and on the dilation.

Thegreaterthe radius,the sm allerthe valueofc.
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Para-hydrogen issphericalto a largeextent.Asusual

in m ost of m olecular hydrogen calculations, the inter-

m olecular interaction is considered purely radial and

described by the Silvera and G oldm an (hereafter SG )

m odel.15 In addition,and to m akecom parisonswith pre-

vious work (Ref. 7),we have also m ade som e calcula-

tionswith thepotentialproposed byK ostov,Cole,Lewis,

Diep, and Johnson.16 This H 2-H 2 potential (hereafter

KCLDJ)incorporates,in a rathercrudeway,three-body

correctionsto thepairpotentialcom ing from thetriplets

H 2-C-H 2.

M uch m orecriticalforestim atingapossiblebundledi-

lation isthe m odelforthe CN-H 2 interaction.Asin our

previousworkon theequation ofstateofH 2 adsorbed in-

side a nanotube,9 we use the CN-H 2 potentialproposed

by Stan and Cole.17 This potentialresults from an av-

erage over allthe C-H 2 interactions between the C of

an in�nite CN and a single m olecule located ata radial

distance r. The interaction is thereby independent of

z (corrugation e�ectsareneglected)and can beused for

adsorptionboth insideand outsidethenanotube.There-

sulting CN-H 2 potentialdependsexplicitly on the� and

� param etersofthe Lennard-Jonespotentialbetween C

and H 2. At present,there is not an overallagreem ent

aboutwhich arethebestsetofparam eters(�,�)describ-

ing this interaction. In order to study the inuence of

this choice on the calculations,two di�erent sets have

been studied.The �rstone,used forexam ple in Refs.7

and 18,isderived with the Lorentz-Berthelotcom bining

rules

�C -H 2
=

�H 2-H 2
+ �C -C

2
(6)

�C -H 2
=

p
�H 2-H 2

�C -C :

Using �C -C = 3:4 �A, �C -C = 28 K , �H 2-H 2
= 3:05

�A,and �H 2-H 2
= 37:0 K the �rst set is �C -H 2

= 32:2

K and �C -H 2
= 3:23 �A(hereafter LB).The second op-

tion is to consider the optim al param eters which de-

scribesthe interaction ofH 2 with planargraphite.This

set from W ang,Senbetu,and W oo19 is probably m ore

realistic than the �rst one and it has also been used

in the past.3,9,20 The values are �C -H 2
= 42:8 K and

�C -H 2
= 2:97 �A(hereafterW SW ).Noticethesizeabledif-

ferencebetween both setswhich willgeneratesigni�cant

di�erencesin the �nalresults.

Dilation and com pression ofthelatticeconstantin the

CN bundle have an energetic cost. Following Refs. 21

and 7,that contribution is assum ed to be harm onic in

thedisplacem entaround theequilibrium position D 0 (see

Eq.1).Thisapproxim ation isexpected to hold forsm all

D � D 0 values but the uncertainty in the realvalue of

k is rather large. From com pression m odes m easured

in graphite by Nicklow etal.,22 M izeletal.21 estim ated

a value k = 1740 K �A � 3. The constant k can also be

obtained from the bulk m odulus B . Considering that

any deform ation of the tube takes place only in a di-

rection perpendicular to its long axis, k = 2=
p
3B .11

From the experim entalm easure ofB by Tang et al.
23

Radius(�A) IC VC -H 2
�0 (K )

6.9 T W SW -1020.69(8)

6.9 T LB -278.02(8)

6.8 T W SW -1096.02(2)

6.8 T LB -668.39(9)

6.9 R W SW -965.93(7)

6.9 R LB -207.59(5)

6.8 R W SW -1044.49(2)

6.8 R LB -576.56(2)

TABLE I:Binding energy ofa singleH 2 m oleculeadsorbed in

the interstitialchannels ofa (10,10) CN bundle for di�erent

CN radius,IC geom etries,and C-H 2 potentials. Figures in

parenthesisare statisticalerrors.

(B = 41:66 G Pa) one obtains k = 3015 K �A � 3,a �g-

ure m uch largerthan the one from Ref. 21. Partofthe

di�erencecan som ehow em ergefrom thefactthattheex-

perim entaldata forB wasobtained forCN’swith wider

radius(7.04 �A).In the resultspresented below,we have

used k = 1740 K �A � 3 everywhere but the inuence on

the �nalresults ofthe particulark value is analyzed in

selected cases.

Finally,the term h(�;D )in Eq.(1)sum sthe interac-

tion energy between the H 2 m oleculesofa given IC and

the ones ofits neighboring channels. This contribution

m ay be readily obtained assum ing a m ean �eld approxi-

m ation,

h(�;D )=
�

2

Z
1

� 1

dx VH 2-H 2

�p
x2 + D 2

�

; (7)

which considersthe neighboring channelsasuniform ar-

rayswithoutcorrelation e�ectsthatcould m odify theH 2

kineticenergy.Thecalculation in Eq.(7)isextended to

the nearest neighbors,the next-nearest neighbors,and

then on up to the desired accuracy. O bviously,h(�;D )

changes when the bundle swells. In Ref. 24,we have

veri�ed the high accuracy ofEq. (7) by com paring its

estim ation with an exactDM C calculation.

The inuence ofthe CN radius and the C-H 2 poten-

tialin the equation ofstate of adsorbed H 2 is clearly

observed in the value of�0. Table Icontainsresultsfor

the H 2 binding energy considering two CN radius,6.8

and 6.9 �A,the two C-H 2 potentialsdiscussed above,LB

and W SW ,and two geom etriesfor the IC,the realone

with thetriangularcom position ofthetubessurrounding

the IC (T) and the radial(R) m odelfrom an azhim u-

talaverage.The narrownessofthe IC m akesthe di�er-

encesbetween theT and R resultsnotto be largerthan

15 % . The dom inante�ect is unquestionably the C-H 2

potential. The signi�cant di�erences between the pairs

(�,�) for the two m odels generate a big discrepancy in

the value of�0.The largestbinding energiescorrespond

to the m ost accurate W SW potentialdue to its larger

param eter�. Itisalso noticeable,and willbe discussed

below in connection with dilation,thedi�erentbehavior

of�0 with the CN radius:itstrongly dependson the ra-

diusforLB whereasrem ainsnearlyunchanged forW SW .
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FIG .1: Energy per hydrogen m olecule for CN radius 6.9
�A,T geom etry,SG H 2-H 2 potential,and LB C-H 2 potential.

>From top to bottom in � = 0:2 �A
�1
: D � D 0 = 0.18,0.17,

0.16 and 0.15 �A.

This last feature is a consequence ofthe larger � value

ofthe LB potentialwhich e�ectively reduces the space

availableinsidetheIC to accom m odatetheH 2 m olecule.

In ordertodeterm ineifadilation ofthebundleisener-

getically preferred,a seriesofcalculationsusing Eq.(1)

hasbeen carried out.Ascom m ented before,ouraim isto

quantitatively determ ine the inuence ofthe potentials,

the CN radius,the elastic constantk,and the geom etry

m odelfortheIC on apossibledilation.Thedirectoutput

ofEq.(1)isthe energy perparticleasa function ofthe

lineardensity � and D .Fora given dilation D � D 0 � 0,

with �xed D 0 = 17 �A,e(�)can be obtained and from it

theequilibrium point(�0,e0)correspondingtozeropres-

sure.Illustrativeoutputsofthisprocedureareshown in

Figs. 1 and 2. Fig. 1 containsthe H 2 equation ofstate

in the IC for values of the lattice dilation D � D 0 =

0.18,0.17,0.16,and 0.15 �A.Allthe curves have been

calculated assum ing a CN radiusof6.9 �A,theSG H 2-H 2

potential,k = 1740 K �A � 3,the LB C-H 2 potential,and

a T channel.Thelowestenergy perparticleatthem ini-

m um isobtained fora dilation 0.16 �A,nearly coincident

with the result reported in Ref. 7 (0.166 �A) obtained

with the H 2-H 2 KCLDJ potentialand an R channel. If

the C-H 2 potentialisthe W SW m odel,the H 2 equation

ofstate changes dram atically and the dilation becom es

m uch sm aller.Thisisshown in Fig.2 which di�ersfrom

Fig.1 in the C-H 2 potential,the otherinputsbeing un-

changed.Thecurvesnow correspond to dilationsD � D 0

−1045
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FIG .2: Sam e than in Fig. 1 but changing the LB C-H 2

potentialby the W SW one. From top to bottom at� = 0:2
�A
�1
,lattice dilationsof0.06,0.05 and 0.04 �A.

= 0.06,0.05,and 0.04 �A.Them inim um correspondsto a

swelling of0.05 �A.Theequilibrium density is�0 = 0:232
�A � 1,slightly inferior to the one obtained with the LB

potential,�0 = 0:268 �A � 1.Them agnitudeoftheenergy

perparticleisvery di�erentin thetwo cases:going from

LB to W SW the energy increases in a factor two. The

m ajorpartofthisincrem entcom esfrom the di�erences

in the binding energiesofa single m olecule�0 (TableI).

Thefullsetofresultscom bining CN radius,C-H 2 and

H 2-H 2 interactions,and IC geom etry is reported in Ta-

ble II.�0 corresponds to the H 2 equilibrium density at

the energetically preferred swelling,reported also in the

Table. Due to the large uncertainty in the value ofk,

we only reportthe inuence ofits change (3015 K �A � 3

instead of1740 K �A � 3) in the m ost favorable cases for

the bundle swelling. Inspection ofthe data shows that

neitherthe H 2-H 2 potentialnorthe detailed form ofthe

IC,R or T,are relevantin the swelling process. M ain-

taining �xed the radius to a value 6.9 �A and the LB

C-H 2 interaction,the dilation com esout0.16-0.17 �A,in

overallagreem entwith Calbietal..7 However,ifthe LB

interaction issubstituted by the W SW one,the swelling

observed isreduced by a factorofthree (from 0.17 �A to

0.05 �A),and the equilibrium density �0 decreasesby 15

% .

Thesecond partofTableIIcontainsa sim ilaranalysis

for a CN radius of6.8 �A.A generaltrend arising from

thecom parison between the�rsthalfoftheTable(6.9 �A)

and thesecond one(6.8 �A)istheincreaseofthedilation
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Radius(�A) IC VC -H 2
VH 2-H 2

(D � D 0)(�A) �0 (�A
�1
) e0 (K )

6.9 T W SW KCLD J 0.04 0.2087(3) -1032.98(1)

6.9 T LB KCLD J 0.16 0.2667(1) -481.42(2)

6.9 T W SW SG 0.05 0.2322(2) -1041.41(1)

6.9 T LB SG 0.17 0.2685(1) -491.64(1)

6.9
�

T LB SG 0.11 0.276(12) -300.35(1)

6.9 R W SW KCLD J 0.05 0.2252(1) -980.07(1)

6.9 R LB KCLD J 0.16 0.2662(1) -422.29(2)

6.9 R W SW SG 0.05 0.2323(3) -988.59(1)

6.9 R LB SG 0.16 0.2685(1) -432.17(1)

6.8 T W SW KCLD J 0.01 0.1311(6) -1096.35(1)

6.8 T LB KCLD J 0.10 0.2472(1) -731.55(2)

6.8y T W SW SG 0.01 0.2194(5) -1102.31(2)

6.8 T LB SG 0.01 0.2514(2) -740.64(2)

6.8 R W SW KCLD J 0.01 0.1315(2) -1045.85(1)

6.8 R LB KCLD J 0.11 0.2501(5) -679.27(1)

6.8 R W SW SG 0.02 0.223(1) -1047.39(2)

6.8 R LB SG 0.10 0.2502(9) -679.53(3)

TABLE II:D ilation ((D � D 0)),equilibrium densities(�0)and energiese0 fordi�erentradius,H2-H 2 and C-H 2 interactions,

and geom etries(T and R).Figuresin parenthesisare statisticalerrors.
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FIG .3: FullD M C calculation of m olecular hydrogen ad-

sorbed in the interchannelsofa CN bundle.No dilation,full

squares;D � D 0 = 0.05 �A,em pty squares;D � D 0 = 0.10 �A,

fullcircles;D � D 0 = 0.15 �A,em pty circles.

with the CN radiuswhen the restofthe inputsarekept

�xed. This seem s quite obvious since, with a sm aller

nanotube and the sam e CN-CN distance,the room for

adsorption increases. Thus,the swelling decreasesfrom

0.17 to 0.11 �A with the LB C-H 2 interaction whereasit

turnsabsolutely negligible in case ofusing the probably

m ost accurate W SW potential. O n the other hand,�0

is observed to system atically decrease when the radius

ism oved from 6.9 to 6.8 �A.Finally,the inuence ofthe

value ofk appears in the Table m arked with an aster-

isk for a particular case in which the dilation is one of

the largest values. As it could be expected,(D � D 0)

decreasesifk increases: using k = 3015 K �A � 3 instead

of1740 K �A � 3 the dilation isreduced by 30 % . Sim ilar

reductionswould be obtained in the othercases.

III. FU LL D M C C A LC U LA T IO N

In the preceding Section ithasbeen assum ed thatra-

dialand longitudinaldegreesoffreedom ofH 2 insideIC’s

arenotcoupled.The correlationsbetween H 2 m olecules

werepurelylongitudinaland theinteraction with thesur-

roundingwallswassolved only fortheone-bodyproblem .

In thisSection,wecheck thevalidity ofthatapproxim a-

tion by m akingan exactthree-dim ensionalDM C calcula-

tion ofH 2 in the IC.The CN bundle cohesion term and

the m ean �eld contribution h(�;D ) are sum m ed up to

the DM C energy asin Eq.(1).

The trial wave function for im portance sam pling is

written as

 (R )=  
1D (R ) IC (R ); (8)

where 1D (R )and  IC (R )arethe sam e than in the 1D

calculation,Eqs. (3)and (4),respectively. The optim al

valuesforthe param etersentering Eq.(8)are the sam e

than the ones in the preceding Section. The DM C cal-

culation has been carried out for a selected case which

we consider contains the m ost reasonable m odel. The

CN radiusis6.8 �A and the IC isofT type. The H 2-H 2

interaction isSG and the param etersetforC-H 2 isthe

W SW one.

In Fig. 3,the totalenergy per particle ofH 2 in the

IC is shown as a function of� and for di�erent bundle
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FIG . 4: Com parison between a D M C calculation (full

squares)and a1D approxim ation (solid line)in acasewithout

dilation.See com m entsin the text.

lattice values,D � D 0 = 0,0.05,0.10,and 0.15 �A.The

m inim um ofthe energy isachieved with D = D 0,what

im pliesan absenceofdilation in thebundleofnanotubes.

Thisisin agreem entwith the corresponding case in Ta-

ble II,m arked by a dagger. In the full3D calculation

the equilibrium density is �0 = 0:2184(12) �A � 1,to be

com pared with 0:2194(5)�A � 1 from TableII.Thesecond

value is within the error bar ofthe �rst one. The en-

ergy perhydrogen m oleculeattheequilibrium density is

also very sim ilarin both cases,e0 = � 1101:43(1)K and

e1D0 = � 1102:31(2)K .Thisclearoverlap m eansthatthe

1D m odel(1)isaverygood approxim ation tothephysics

ofH 2 inside the interchannelsofa bundle ofnanotubes

around the equilibrium density.

Finally,in Fig.4 thecom parison between both calcula-

tionsisextended to higherdensities.In theenergy scale,

the binding energy �0 = � 1096:02 K (Table I) is now

subtracted. Equation (1) provides un upper bound to

the exactresultwhich isvery closeto the exactenergies

near�0. However,itsquality worsenswhen the density

increases due to the em ergence ofthe radialdegree of

freedom which isfrozen in the 1D m odel.

IV . SU M M A R Y A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

The equation ofstate ofH 2 adsorbed in the IC’sofa

CN bundlehasbeen calculated using m icroscopictheory.

By m eansoftheDM C m ethod,which providesexactre-

sultsforgiven m odelpotentials,the possible dilation of

thebundle induced by adsorption hasbeen carefully an-

alyzed. The m ost com plete analysis has been done in

the 1D m odel.7 In spite ofits sim plicity,this approach

(1)hasproven tobeveryaccuratewhen com pared with a

full3D calculation,speciallyneartheequilibrium density.

Playing with the di�erent alternatives for the param e-

ters entering into the calculation the inuence ofeach

onehasbeen established.Sum m arizing,theresultsshow

that the criticalone is the particular C-H 2 interaction.

The deeperand probably m ore realistic W SW potential

reducestheswelling predicted by theLB m odelin a sig-

ni�cantway.Thesam ecan beconcluded abouttheC-C

interaction,represented here by the k param eter,butto

a lesserextent. O n the other hand,sizeable changesin

the H 2-H 2 interaction do not m odify the physics ofthe

dilation process. O urresultsdo notexclude com pletely

the possibility ofsom e lattice dilation butifitexistsits

value seem s clearly sm aller than the �gures quoted in

Ref.7.

A key pointin thediscussion istheissueofwhatC-H 2

potentialism ore realistic.To thisend,oneshould com -

pare theoreticaldata with experim entalresults. How-

ever,the latter are really scarce. Recently,Vilches and

collaborators25,26 reported data on H 2 isotherm son bun-

dlesofclosed-capped carbon nanotubesforseveraltem -

peratures.Atvery low coverages,they deduced theexis-

tenceofH 2 adsorption on theridgescreated between two

nanotubesin the outerpartofthe bundle and/orin the

IC’s.Forthese sites,they estim ated a binding energy �

700 K ,1.5 tim es larger than the one for m olecular hy-

drogen on graphite. Com parison with Table Irulesout

the case with R= 6.9 �A and the LB potential: its �0 is

too sm all. O n the other hand,the value for R = 6.8
�A and the LB potentialseem s to �t perfectly wellthe

experim entalresult. However,there is a problem : the

binding energy 700 K is supposed to be an average of

the energies ofhydrogen adsorbed on the ridges and in

theIC’s.Then,therealbinding energy in IC’sshould be

greater than the experim ental�nding,�tting wellwith

the resultsobtained with the W SW potential.
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