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H, in the interstitial channels of nanotube bundles
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The equation of state of H, adsorbed in the interstitial channels of a carbon nanotube bundle
has been calculated using the di usion M onte C arlo m ethod. The possbility of a lattice dilation,
Induced by H, adsorption, has been analyzed by m odeling the cohesion energy of the bundle. The
In uence of factors like the interatom ic potentials, the nanotube radius and the geom etry of the
channel on the bundle swelling is system atically analyzed. The m ost critical input is proved to be
the C-H, potential. Using the sam e m odel than in planar graphite, which is expected to be also
accurate in nanotubes, the dilation is observed to be sn aller than iIn previous estin ations or even
nexistent. H, is highly unidin ensional near the equilbrium density, the radial degree of freedom

appearing progressively at higher densities.

PACS numbers: 61464+ w, 68.43Fg, 02.70.Ss

I. NTRODUCTION

T heoretical and experim ental research in carbon nan—
otubes (CN'’s) is nowadays a very active eld in which
new avenues are opening continuously, all related to its
particular structure at the nanom eter-scale level. Besides
their singular electrical and m echanical properties, CN’s
are able to adsorb som e atom s and m olecules o ering a
real possbility for quasione-din ensional environm ents.
T hese arem ainly the inner part ofthe nanotubes and the
Interstitial channels (IC’s) am ong them due to their nat-
uralbundle arrangem ent. W hen CN'’s are form ed, they
appear as long capped cylinders which only can adsorb
a given substance if their caps are rem oved by chem i-
calm eans. Instead, IC’s are always present o ering very
narrow channels, distrbuted according to an hexagonal
lattice, and w ith a sizeable adsorption capability in com —
parison w ith gdsorption in planargraphite. R ecently, Ta-
lapatra et al! studied experin entally the binding ener—
giesofX e, CH4, and N e on close-ended nanotube bundles
and concluded that none of them is adsorbed in the in-
tersites. P robably, the size of these atom s and m olecules
is too large com pared w ith the radius ofthe interchannel
(re ' 3 A) to t Into them . However, the situation for
lighter species lkke He or H, seem s di erent. There are
severalexperin entsw hich clain thatboth ofthgp,can be
adsorbed in the IC ’s due to their sn all radis284 H, is
certainly the m ost Interesting system since a CN bundle
could be one of the best options to reach the target en—
ergy densities for a lightw gight hydrogen-storage system
usable for transportation 242 .

In a recent theoreticalwork, Calbiet al.::‘ have studied
the adsorption ofH,, and otherm olecules and atom s, in
the IC'sofa CN bundle. Introducing in the form alin a
possbl dilation of the bundle, by m eans of a ham onic
approxin ation, they concluded that in equilbriim the

bundle can swell. The dilation is observed in all cases,
w ith di erent Intensity depending on the particular sys—
tem . In the geom etry there considered, corresoonding to
(10,10) tubes in the standard term inology, and w hen the
gas adsorbed is H, that swelling am ounts approxin ately
to 1 % . This is the resul of a delicate balance between
tw o com peting e ectsw hen the lattice isexpanded: a de—
crease In the CN bundle cohesion energy and an Increase
In the H,-nanotube binding energy. O bviously, this pre—
diction for H, acquires special relevance sihce i would
Inply a signi cant increase of the CN bundlk storage
power. H ow ever, at present there isnot any experin ental
con m ation ofthispossible adsorption-induced dilation.
P robably, even if such e ect is indeed present, its m an—
ifestation could be hardly cbserved due to the present
experin ental uncertainties. Ram an spectroscopy seem s
aprom isingm ethod forabetter insight. In a recent w ork,
thism ethod was applied successilly by W illiam s et al?

to discrim Inate the di erent adsorption sitesofH, in CN

bundles.

In the present work, wepresent a di usion M onte C arlo
OMC) study of H, adsorbed n IC's of a (10,10) CN
bundlk. In the past, and using the sam e m ethodology,
we characterized the ggpound-state properties of ‘He and
H, inside a single CN2? and of*He adsotbed 1 an IC 4
In this paper, our aim is to determ ine the equation of
state of H, using m icroscopic theory, w ith special atten—
tion to the possbility of an adsorption-induced bundle
dilation. To this end, the in uence on swelling of in—
puts like the nanotube radiis, them olecule-m olecule and
CN -m olecule Interactions, the geom etry of the Intersite,
and the transversaldegree of freedom are thoroughly dis—
cussed. O ur results agree som ehow w ith the ones ofRef.
-rj but the m agniude of a possble swelling is seen to be

com paratively an aller or even inexistent.

T he rest of the paper is organized as follow s. In Sec—
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tion II, the In uence of the several param eters of the
m odelon a possbl dilation of the bundl is studied us-
Ing a onedin ensional approxin ation. The accuracy of
this m odel is then tested In Section ITT by means of a
three-din ensionalDM C calculation. F inally, Section IV

com prises a brief summ ary and the m ain conclusions.

II. ONEDIM ENSIONAL APPROXIM ATION :
TESTING THE M ODEL

As in Ref. 7}, we study H, adsorbed in the IC of a
(10,10) CN bundl. T he bundk isdisposed in such a way
that, in the plane perpendicular to the CN long axis, a
triangular lattice is orm ed. The lattice constant, ie.,
the distance between ad-pcent centers, isD g = 17A .D g
corresponds to the equilbrium position and there is an
overallagreem ent on is value. T herefore, we consider it
asa xed param eter in all the calculations.

Having established the value of D o, the radius of a
single nanotube is directly related to the C-€ m Inim um
separation betw een tw o peighbors. In a theoretical calcu—
lation, Terso and Ruo 2% concluded that this distance is
34 A, In agream ent w ith the m ost accepted value for the
Lennard-Jones ¢ . In fact, this value coincides w ith
the experim entally acospted distance between graphite
sheets. Considering this C-€C distance, the radius of a
(10,10) tube is 6.8 A . It is worth m entioning that this
radius is the sam e one obtains constructing the same
nanotube by rolling up a graphitic surface wih a C-C
distance 0of1 42 A .H owever, there isnot a genemlagree—
m ent on those values. Recently, C harlier et all? carried
out a density finctional calculation ofa CN bundl and
obtained an equilbrium geom etry corresponding to a C—
C intertube distance of 32 A .TheCN radius is then
6.9 A, a value which was used in Ref. :j At present
and to our know ledge, there is not experin entaldata on
the C € distance which could help to choose betw een dif-
ferent theoretical m odels. T herefore, we consider in the
present calculation two possble CN radius, 6.8 and 6.9
A

The interstitial channel between three ad-poent nan—
otubes in a (10,10) bundl can lodge a hard sphere w ith
radius 2.9 or 3 A, corresponding to CN ’sw ith radiis 6.8
and 6.9 A, respectively. Since the param eter for the C -
H, Lennard-Jones potential is around 3 A, one can rea—
sonably assum e a one-din ensional (1D ) approxin ation
for hydrogen adsorption in IC’s. In this approxin ation,
the H, energy perparticlke (= E =N ) can be w ritten as.l7'

13 ,
O(D)"'elD()+h(;D)+_chD Do) ;

@)
wih the linear density ofthe H, molecules and D the
lattice param eter. N Eq. @:), o O ) isthebinding energy
ofa singlem olecule In the IC , e1p ( ) isthe 1D H, energy
per particle, h ( ;D ) corresponds to the Interaction en—
ergy w ith H, In neighboring IC ’s, and the last term takes
Into acoount the cohesion energy ofthe bundle when it is

e( ;D)=

dilated from the equilbrium lattice distance D o. In t}’l'e
follow ing, we analyze the severaltemm s entering Eq. ()
to disentangle which are the relevant inputs in uencing
a possble dilation of the bundl.

Both (@) and ep ( ) are calgulated using the di u-—
sion M onteCarlo OM C)m ethod 2324 TheDM C m ethod
solves in a stochastic way the N -body Schrodinger equa—
tion In in aghary tim e for the wave function £ R ;t) =

R) R;D),

fR;
% = Dr?f@R;H+Dr F £R;1)) @)

+ELR) E))R;D;

wih ®R) a trial wave finction Introduced for in -
portance sam pling. In Eqg. G_Z), D = h2=2m,
ELR) = R) 'H @®) is the local energy, and
FR) = 2 R)'r R) is the socalled drift force
which guides the di usion m ovem ent to regions where

R ) is large.

T he trialw ave fnction
H, isa Jastrow one,

used in the calculation of 1D

P R)=

i< j

£y s &)

with f (ryj) = exp 05 (o=ry;)° aM M illan two-body
correlation factor. The param eterb in f (r) hasbeen de-
term ined by m eans of a variationalM onte Carlo VM C)
optin ization. N ear the equilbriuim density, the optin al
valie isb= 3996 A and i increases gradually w ith the
density (@t = 0:358A !,b= 4:026A).

T he trialw ave finction used In the calculation of ¢ © )
Inclides two-body correlationsw ith the three nanotubes
surrounding the IC . They are also ofM A1 illan type,

1
TRr)= exp o — ; @)

1, being the distance ofthe hydrogen m olecule to the cen—
ter ofany ofthe three tubes. T he param etera, optin ized
using VM C, varies from a = 225 A for zero dilation to

= 215A forD Do = 02 A.O0n the other hand, the
optin al values for the param eter a present a negligble
dependence w ith the particular C H , potential chosen in
the calculation. The IC is so narrow that one can ap-—
proxim ate the sum of indiridual CN -m olecule potentials
by a new one which is only a function of the radial dis—
tance r to the center of the IC . This sinpli ed m odel is
obtained by an azin uthalaverage of the three individual
potentja]sz In this case, the trialw ave function is sin pler
than the previousm odel (:fl) . W e have chosen a gaussian

cR)=exp( crl); )

the param eter ¢ varying from 7.6 A 2 to 115 A 2, de-
pending on the radiis of the tube and on the dilation.
T he greater the radius, the am aller the value of c.



P ara-hydrogen is spherical to a Jarge extent. A s usual
In most of molecular hydrogen calculations, the inter—
m olcular interaction is considered purely radial and
descrihed by the Silvera and Goldm an (hereafter SG)
model?d I addition, and to m ake com parisonsw ith pre—
vious work Ref. :_"2), we have also m ade som e calcula—
tionsw ith the potentialproposed by K ostov, C ok, Lew is,
D i¥p, and Johnson2¢ This H,H, potential (hereafter
KCLD J) Incorporates, in a rather crude w ay, threebody
corrections to the pair potential com ing from the triplets
H,€C-H,.

M uch m ore critical for estim ating a possible bundle di-
lation is the m odel for the CN-H, interaction. A s In our
previouswork on ,the equation of state ofH, adsorbed in—
side a nanotubeﬁ w.e use the CN-H, potential proposed
by Stan and Colk!l 1 This potential results from an av-—
erage over all the C-H, interactions between the C of
an In nite CN and a single m olecule located at a radial
distance r. The interaction is thereby independent of
z (corrugation e ects are neglected) and can be used for
adsorption both inside and outside the nanotube. T he re-
sulting CN -H, potential depends explicitly on the and

param eters of the Lennard-Jones potential between C
and H,. At present, there is not an overall agreem ent
about which are the best set ofparam eters ( , ) describ—
ing this Interaction. In order to study the in uence of
this choice on the calculations, two di erent sets have
been studied. The st one, used for exam ple n Refs. ::/!
and :_ig', is derived w ith the Lorentz-B erthelot com bining
rules

CH, = 2 (6)

- P

cH, = H,H, C<
USJng cc = 34 A, cc = 28 K, H,H, 3:05
A, and H,H, = 370 K the st set is cCH, — 322
K and ¢, = 323 A hereafter LB). The second op-—

tion is to consider the optin al param eters which de-
scribes the interaction of H, w ith planar graphite. This
st from W ang, Senbetu, and W odd is probably m ore
realistic than ,the 1rst one and i has also been used
i the pastE P2 The values are ca, = 428 K and

ca, = 297 A (hereafterW SW ).N otice the sizeable dif-
ference betw een both sets which w ill generate signi cant
di erences in the nalresuls.

D ilation and com pression of the lattice constant in the
CN bundle have an energetic cost. Follow ing R efs. :2]:
and -”2 that contrdbution is assum ed to be ham onic In
the displacem ent around the equilbriim posiion D (¢ (see
Eqg. :J:) . This approxin ation is expected to hold for am all
D D ¢ values but the uncertainty In the real value of
k is rather large. From com pression m odes m easured
in graphite by N icklow et al23 M izel et al2% estin ated
avaliek = 1740 K A 3. The constant k can also be
obtained from the bulk modulus B . Considering that
any deform ation of the tube takes place only gl a dJ.
rection perpendicular to its long axis, k = 2= 3B '”w
From the experimentalmeasure of B by Tang et al..i

R adiis (A) IC Vc{{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 20759 (5)
6.8 R W SW -1044.49(@2)
6.8 R LB 57656 (2)

TABLE I:Binding energy ofa single H, m olecule adsorbed in
the interstitial channels of a (10,10) CN bundl for di erent
CN radius, IC geom etries, and C-H, potentials. Figures in
parenthesis are statistical errors.

(B = 4166 GPa) one cbtainsk = 3015K A 3,a g-
ure much larger than the one from Ref. 2]1 Part of the
di erence can som ehow em erge from the fact that the ex—
perin entaldata for B was obtained for CN'’sw ith w ider
radius (7.04 A). In the resuls presented below , we have
used k = 1740 K A 3 everywhere but the in uence on
the nalresults of the particular k value is analyzed in
selected cases.

Finally, theterm h( ;D) In Eqg. @') sum s the interac—
tion energy between the H, m olecules of a given IC and
the ones of its neighboring channels. T his contrdbution
m ay be readily obtained assum Ing amean eld approxi-
m ation,

p

h( ;D): dXVHg%IZ X2‘|'D2 H (7)

2 1
which considers the neighboring channels as uniform ar-
raysw ithout correlation e ects that could m odify the H ,
kinetic energy. The calculation in Eq. 1) is extended 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 of Eq. (’/) by com paring its
estin ation w ith an exact DM C calculation.

The in uence of the CN radius and the C-H, poten-
tial in the equation of state of adsorbed H, is clearly
observed in the value of . Table I contains resuls for
the H, binding energy considering two CN radis, 6.8
and 6.9 A, the two CH , potentials discussed above, LB
and W SW , and two geom etries for the IC, the realone
w ith the trdangular com position ofthe tubes surrounding
the IC (T) and the radial R) model from an azhinu-—
tal average. T he narrow ness of the IC m akes the di er—
ences between the T and R resuls not to be larger than
15 % . The dom inant e ect is unquestionably the C-H ,
potential. The signi cant di erences between the pairs
(, ) Pr the two m odels generate a big discrepancy in
the value of (. T he largest binding energies correspond
to the m ost accurate W SW potential due to is larger
param eter . It is also noticeable, and w ill be discussed
below in connection w ith dilation, the di erent behavior
of o wih the CN radius: i strongly depends on the ra-
dius or LB whereas rem ainsnearly unchanged forW SW .
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FIG.1l: Energy per hydrogen molcul for CN radius 6.9
A, T geom etry, SG H,H, potential, and LB C-H, potential
>From top to bottom in = 02 A 1:p Do= 018,017,
016 and 015 A .

This last feature is a consequence of the larger value
of the LB potential which e ectively reduces the space
available inside the IC to accom m odate the H, m olecule.

In order to determ ine ifa dilation ofthe bundle isener-
getically preferred, a serdes of calculations using Eg. ('_]:)
hasbeen carried out. A scom m ented before, ourain isto
quantitatively determ ine the in uence of the potentials,
the CN radius, the elastic constant k, and the geom etry
m odelforthe IC on a possibledilation. T he direct output
ofEq. @) is the energy per partick as a function ofthe
Iineardensity andD .ForagivendilationD D, O,
with xedD o= 17A,e( ) can be obtained and from it
the equilbrium point ( ¢, ) corresponding to zero pres—
sure. Hlustrative outputs of this procedure are shown In
Figs. 1 and 2. Fig. 1 contains the H, equation of state
in the IC for values of the lattice dilation D Do =
018, 017, 016, and 0.15 A . A1l the curves have been
calculated assum nga CN radiusof 6.9 A, the SG H,-H,
potential, k = 1740 K A 3, the LB C-H, potential, and
a T channel. T he lowest energy per partick at them ini-
mum isobtained for a dilation 0.16 A, nearly coincident
with the result reported in Ref. i} (0166 A) cbtained
with the H,H, KCLD J potential and an R channel. If
the CH, potential is the W SW m odel, the H, equation
of state changes dram atically and the dilation becom es
much sm aller. This is shown in Fig. 2 which di ers from
Fig. 1 in the C-H, potential, the other inputs being un-
changed. T he curvesnow corregoond to dilationsD D g
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FIG.2: Same than In Fig. 1 but changing the LB C-H»
potentialby the W SW one. From top to bottom at = 02
A ', lattice dilations of 0.06, 0.05 and 0.04 A .

= 0.06,0.05,and 004 A .Them ininum corresopondsto a
swelling 0of0.05 A . The equilbrium density is o= 0232
A 1, slightly inferdor to the one cbtamned wih the LB
potential, o= 02682 '.Them agnitude ofthe energy
perpartick is very di erent in the two cases: going from
LB to W SW the energy Increases in a factor two. The
m apr part of this iIncrem ent com es from the di erences
In the binding energies ofa shgle molecule o (Tabk I).
The full set of results combining CN radius, C-H, and
H,-H, interactions, and IC geom etry is reported in Ta—
bl II. ( corresoonds to the H, equilbrium density at
the energetically preferred swelling, reported also In the
Tabl. Due to the large uncertainty in the valie of k,
we only report the in uence of its change (3015 K A 3
instead of 1740 K A ) in the m ost favorablk cases for
the bundl swelling. Inspection of the data show s that
neither the H,-H , potential nor the detailed form ofthe
IC,R orT, are relkevant In the swelling process. M ain—
talning xed the radius to a value 6.9 A and the LB
C-H, interaction, the dilation comeg out 0.16-017 A, in
overall agreem ent w ith Calbiet al? " ow ever, if the LB
Interaction is substituted by the W SW one, the swelling
observed is reduced by a factor of three (from 0.17 A to
005 A), and the equilbrium density ( decreasesby 15

[o)

o .

T he second part of Tabl IT contains a sin ilar analysis
fora CN radius of 6.8 A . A general trend arising from
the com parison between the rsthalfoftheTabl (69A)
and the second one (6.8 A) is the increase of the dilation



Radius @) IC Vew, Va,s, © Do) B) o @B ') e ®)
6.9 T WSW KCLDJ 0.04 02087 (3) -1032.98(1)
6.9 T LB KCLDJ 0.16 02667 (@1) —481.42(Q2)
6.9 T W SW SG 0.05 02322 ((2) -104141@Q)
6.9 T LB SG 0.17 02685(1) —491.64(Q)
6.9 T LB SG 011 0276(12) -30035(1)
6.9 R WSW KCLDJ 0.05 02252 @1) -980.07@1)
6.9 R LB KCLDJ 0.16 02662 (1) —42229(2)
6.9 R W SW SG 0.05 02323(3) -988.59(1)
6.9 R LB SG 0.16 02685(@1) —432.17@)
6.8 T WSW KCLDJ 0.01 0.1311(6) -1096.35(@1)
6.8 T LB KCLDJ 0.10 02472 @1) -73155(@2)
6.8y T W SW SG 0.01 02194 (5) -1102.31(2)
6.8 T LB SG 0.01 02514 (2) -740.64 (2)
6.8 R WSW KCLDJ 0.01 0.1315() -104585(@1)
6.8 R LB KCLDJ 011 02501 (5) -67927@1)
6.8 R W SW SG 0.02 0223(1) -1047392)
6.8 R LB SG 0.10 02502 (9) —-679.53(Q3)

TABLE II:D ilation (D

D)), equilbrium densities ( o) and energies ey for di erent radius, H,-H, and C-H, interactions,

and geom etries (T and R).F igures in parenthesis are statistical errors.
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FIG.3: FullDMC calculation of m olecular hydrogen ad-

sorbed In the interchannels ofa CN bundle. N o dilation, full
squares;D Do = 005A,empty squares;D Do = 0104,
fi1ll circles; D Do = 0.15 A, empty circles.

w ith the CN radiis when the rest of the nputs are kept

xed. This seem s quite obvious since, wih a an aller
nanotube and the same CN-CN distance, the room for
adsorption increases. T hus, the swelling decreases from
017 to 011 A wih the LB C-H, interaction whereas it
tums absolutely negligble in case of using the probably
m ost accurate W SW potential. On the other hand, o

is observed to system atically decrease when the radius
ismoved from 6.9 to 6.8 A .Finally, the in uence of the
valie of k appears In the Table m arked with an aster—
isk for a particular case in which the dilation is one of
the largest values. A s it could be expected, O Do)
decreases if k increases: using k = 3015 K A 3 instead
of 1740 K A 3 the dilation is reduced by 30 % . Sin ilar
reductions would be ocbtained In the other cases.

III. FULLDMC CALCULATION

In the preceding Section it hasbeen assum ed that ra—
dialand longitudinaldegrees of freedom ofH, inside IC’s
are not coupled. T he correlations between H, m olecules
were purely longitudinaland the interaction w ith the sur-
rounding wallswas solved only forthe onebody problem .
In this Section, we check the validiy of that approxin a—
tion by m aking an exact three-din ensionalDM C calcula—
tion ofH, in the IC . The CN bundle cohesion term and
the mean eld contrbution h( ;D) are summed up to
the DM C energy asin Eq. @).

The trial wave function for in portance sam pling is
w ritten as

R)= "YR) “R); @®)

where '® R)and * R) arethe same than in the 1D
calculation, Egs. ('_IJ.) and (EJ:), respectively. T he optin al
values for the param eters entering 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 radiusis 68 A and the IC isof T type. The H,-H,
Interaction is SG and the param eter set for C-H, is the
W SW one.

In Fig. 3, the total energy per particke of H, in the
IC is shown as a function of and for di erent bundle
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lattice values, D Dy = 0, 0.05,0.10,and 015A .The
mInmmum ofthe energy is achieved with D = Dy, what
In plies an absence ofdilation in the bundle ofnanotubes.
This is In agreem ent w ith the corresponding case In Ta—
ble II, m arked by a dagger. In the full 3D calculation
the equilbrium density is o = 02184(12) A !, to be
com pared with 02194 (5) A ! from Table II. T he second
valie is within the error bar of the st one. The en-
ergy per hydrogen m olecule at the equilbrium density is
also very sin ilar in both cases, ¢y = 110143 (1) K and
e’ = 110231 @) K . This clear overlap m eans that the
1D m odel (:1.') isa very good approxin ation to the physics
of H, Inside the interchannels of a bundl of nanotubes
around the equilbrium densiy.

Finally, In Fig.4 the com parison between both calcula—
tions is extended to higher densities. In the energy scale,
the binding energy ¢ = 1096:02 K (Tabl I) is now
subtracted. Equation @') provides un upper bound to
the exact result which is very close to the exact energies
near . However, is quality worsens when the density
Increases due to the em ergence of the radial degree of
freedom which is frozen in the 1D m odel.

Iv. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION S

T he equation of state of H, adsorbed in the IC’s ofa
CN bundl hasbeen calculated using m icroscopic theory.

By meansofthe DM C m ethod, which provides exact re—
sults for given m odel potentials, the possible dilation of
the bundle induced by adsorption hasbeen carefully an—
alyzed. The m,ost com plete analysis has been done in

the 1D m odel? In spite of its sin plicity, this approach
@:) hasproven to be very accurate when com pared w ith a
fu113D calculation, specially nearthe equilbriim density.
P laying w ith the di erent altematives for the param e-
ters entering into the calculation the in uence of each
one hasbeen established. Sum m arizing, the results show

that the critical one is the particular CH, interaction.
T he deeper and probably m ore realistic W SW potential
reduces the swelling predicted by the LB m odel n a sig—
ni cant way. T he sam e can be concluded about the C-€C

Interaction, represented here by the k param eter, but to
a lesser extent. On the other hand, sizeable changes in
the H,-H, iInteraction do not m odify the physics of the
dilation process. O ur results do not exclide com pletely
the possbility of som e lattice dilation but if i exists is
va]ue'jseem s clearly smaller than the gures quoted in
Ref. iz,

A key point in the discussion is the issue ofwhat C-H,
potential ism ore realistic. To this end, one should com —
pare theoretical data w ith experin ental resuls. How-—
ever, the latfer are really scarce. Recently, V ilches and
oo]Jaborators‘iS:'Eéi reported data on H, isothemm son bun-
dles of closed—-capped carbon nanotubes for several tem —
peratures. At very low coverages, they deduced the exis—
tence ofH, adsorption on the ridges created between two
nanotubes In the outer part of the bundl and/or In the
IC’s. For these sites, they estin ated a binding energy
700 K, 15 tim es lJarger than the one for m olecular hy-
drogen on graphite. Com parison wih Tabl I rules out
the case wih R= 6.9 A and the LB potential: its  is
too small. On the other hand, the value forR = 6.8
A and the LB potential seem s to t perfectly well the
experim ental result. However, there is a problem : the
binding energy 700 K is supposed to be an average of
the energies of hydrogen adsorbed on the ridges and in
the IC’s. T hen, the realbinding energy in IC ’s should be
greater than the experim ental nding, tting wellwith
the resuls obtained w ith the W SW potential.
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