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W e derive and analyze the low-energy theory of superconductivity in carbon nanotube ropes.
A rope is modelled as an array of m etallic nanotubes, taking into account phonon-m ediated as
wellas Coulom b interactions, and arbitrary C ooper pair hopping am plitudes (Josephson couplings)
between di erent tubes. W e use a system atic cum ulant expansion to construct the G inzburg-Landau
action including quantum uctuations. T he regim e of validity is carefully established, and thee ect
of phase slips is assessed. Quantum phase slips are shown to cause a depression of the critical
tem perature T. below the m ean— eld value, and a tem perature-dependent resistance below T.. W e
com pare our theoretical results to recent experin ental data of K asum ov et al. Phys. Rev. B 68,
214521 (2003)] for the sub-T. resistance, and nd good agreem ent w ith only one free t param eter.
R opes of nanotubes therefore represent superconductors in the one-din ensional few -channel 1im it.

PACS numbers: 73.63Fqg, 74.78 Na, 7425Fy

I. INTRODUCTION

O ver the past decade, the unigque m echanical, electri-
cal, and opticalproperties ofcarbon nanotubes, ncluding
the potential for usefil technological applications, have
created a ot of excitem ent I, [1]. W hile m any of these
properties are well understood by now , the experin ental
observation of intrinsic 4, I, ] and anom alously strong
proxin iy-induced [}, 1] superconductivity continues to
pose open questions to theoreticalunderstanding. In this
paperw e present a theory ofone-din ensional (1D ) super—
conductiviy as found in ropes of carbon nanotubes [, 11]
and potentially In other nanow ires. Ropes are 1D m a-—
terials In the sense that there is only a rehtively small
num ber of propagating channels (typically, N 10 to
100) available to electronic transport. W hile m ost other
1D m aterdals tend to becom e Insulating at low tem pera—
tures due to the P elerls transition or as a consequence of
electron-electron Interactions, nanotubes can stay m etal-
lic down to very low tem peratures [I]. If the repulsive
electron-electron interactions can be overcom e by attrac—
tive phonon-m ediated interactions, ropes of nanotubes
can then exhibit a superconducting transition.

However, due to strong 1D uctuations, this transi-
tion ispresum ably ratherbroad, and the question ofhow
precisely superconductivity breaks down as the num ber
of propagating channels decreases has to be answered
by theory. E xperim entally, the breakdown of supercon—
ductivity m anifests itself as a tem perature-dependent re—
sistance below the transition tem perature T, which be-
com esm ore and m ore pronounced as the rope gets thin—
ner [1]. A ccording to our theory, this resistance is caused
by quantum phase slips, and therefore the experin ental
data published In Ref. [[]] have in fact explored a regin e
of 1D superconductivity wih clear evidence for quan-—
tum phase slip events that had not been reached before.
To the best of our know ledge, nanotube ropes represent
w ires w th the am allest num ber of propagating channels
show ing Intrinsic superconductivity, even w hen com pared
to the am orphousM oG ew iresofdiam eter 10 nm stud-

jed In Ref. 1], where still several thousand channels are
available.

W e theoretically analyze superconductivity in nan-
otube ropes by starting from the m icroscopic m odel of
an array of N individualm etallic single-wall nanotubes
(SW NTs) wihout disorder, wih e ectively attractive
on-tube interactions and inter-tube Jossphson couplings.
A sim ilarm odelhas been suggested by G onzalez [, 1],
In the absence of the Jossphson couplings, each SW N T
would then corresoond to a Luttinger liquid w ith inter—
action param eterg.; > 1,whereg.; = 1m arksthenon-
Interacting lim it. For sin plicity, w e take the sam e g.+ on
each SW NT .Forexam ple, for (10;10) am chair SW NT s,
assum Ing good screening of the repulsive Coulomb in-
teractions, phonon exchange via a breathing m ode (as
well as optical phonon m odes) leads to ge+ 13, see
Ref. (1], In the case of attractive interactions, the dom —
nant coupling m echanisn between di erent SW NT s is
then given by C ooper pair hopping, w hile singleparticle
hopping is drastically suppressed by m om entum conser—
vation argum ents [, ]. The coupling am ong di erent
SW N T s is thus encoded in a Josephson coupling m atrix

ities are random Iy distrdbbuted in a rope, only 1=3 of the
SW N T s can be expected to be m etallic. In general, the
i1y M atrix should therefore be drawn from an appropri-
ate random distrdbution. W e consider below one individ-
ualropew ith a xed (putunspeci ed) m atrix, and derive
general statem ents valid for arbitrary 3. In that sense,
our theory allows to capture som e disorder e ects, at
Jeast qualitatively. However, since typical elastic m ean
free paths n SW NTs exceed 1 m [1], disorder e ects
w ithin individual SW NT s are ignored com pltely. The
above reasoning lads us to the problem of N coupled
strongly correlated Luttinger liquids, w here the number
of \active" chainsN . 100 with reference to the experi-
mentsofRef. [I]. Thisisa di cult problem that neither
pem is the use of classical G inzburg-L.andau G L) the-
ory nor of the standard BCS approach, in contrast to
the situation encountered in, eg., w ide quasi1lD organic
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superconductors [].

T he approach taken in thispaper is sketched next. A £
ter a carefil derivation of the coupled-chain action in
Sec.lll, we proceed by introducing the appropriate or-
der param eter eld. Tn Sec.ll, we then perform a cu-—
mulant expansion In this order param eter, and thereby
give a m icroscopic derivation ofthe quantum G L action,
which then allow s to m ake fiirther progress. W e estab—
lish the tem perature regin e w here this theory is reliable,
and then focus on the in portant phase uctuations of
the order param eter eld. At tem peratures T well be—
Iow a mean- eld transition tem perature T2, am pliude

uctuations are shown to be m assive, and hence the am —
plitude can safely be treated in m ean— eld theory. The
m assless phase uctuations then capture the in portant
physics, and we specify the resulting e ective low -energy
action, valid at tem peratures well below TCO . Based on
this action, Sec.lll explains why quantum phase slips
@QPSs) L, , , ] are crucial for an understand-
Ing of the experin ental results ofRefs. [, []. F irst, they
cause a depression ofthe transition tem perature T, below
them ean— eld critical tem perature T ? . Furthem ore, for
T < T., a nie resistance R (T) due to QP Ss appears,
which exhibits approxin ate powerJaw scaling. W e de—
term ne the fiill tem perature dependence of R (T < T.)
or arbitrary rope length in Sec.lll. T Sec.lll, we then
com pare these results forR (T ) to the experin entaldata
of Ref. 1], focussing on two of their sam ples. Finally,
Sec. M o ers som e concluding rem arks. T hroughout
the paper, weput ~= kg = 1.

II. MODEL AND ORDER PARAMETER

W e consider a rope consisting of N metallic SW NT s
participating in superconductivity. E xperin entally, this
num ber can be found from the residual resistance m ea—
sured aso set in the resistance w hen extrapolating down
toT = 0 []. Due to the attached nom al electrodes in
any tw o-term inalm easurem ent ofthe rope, despite ofthe
presence of superconductivity, there willalwaysbe a -
nite contact resistance R .. Since each m etallic tube con—
tributes two conduction channels, assum ing good trans—
parency for the contacts between m etallic tubes and the
electrodes, this is given by

Ro

; Ro = h=2e’’ 129k :
2N

Rc= 1)

E xtrapolation of experim ental data for the resistance
RT)downtoT ! 0wihin the superconducting regin e
then allow s to m easure R, and hence N . Good trans—
parency of the contacts is warranted by the sputtering
technique used to fabricate and contact the suspended
rope sam ples In the experim ents of Refs. [, l]. An al-
temative way to estinate N comes from atom ic force
m icroscopy, w hich allow s to m easure the apparent radiis
of the rope, and hence yields an estim ate for the total
num ber of tubes In the rope. On average, 1/3 of the

tubes are m etallic 1], and one should cbtain the same
number N from this approach. Fortunately, these two
ways of estin ating N provide consistent results in m ost
sam ples [[1]. Therefore the values for N used below are
expected to be reliable.

Here we always assum e that phonon exchange lads
to attractive interactions overcom ing the (screened)
Coulomb interactions. This assum ption can be prob—
Jem atic in ultrathin ropes, where practically no screen—
Ing arises unless there are closeby gate electrodes. For
su ciently large rope radius, how ever, theoretical argu—
m ents supporting this scenario have been provided in
Ref. [ 1]. In the absence of intra-tube disorder, then the
appropriate low -energy theory for an individual SW NT
is the Luttinger liquid (LL) model 1, , 1. The
LL theory of SW NT s is usually orm ulated w ithin the
Abelian bosonization approach []. W ith x = &; ),
where x is the spatial1D coordinate along the tube, and
0 < 1=T is im agihary tin e, and corresponding in—
tegration m easure dx = dxd , the action for a sihglke
SW NT is o, 0, ]

Z X v,
SLL = dX
29

a=c ;s

X
dx Vazga @

@ 7 a=va) + @' 2)°
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a

which we take to be the sam e for every SW NT . D ue to
the electron spin and the additional K point degener—
acy present in nanotubes [[l], there are four channels,
a= ctj;c ;st;s ,corresponding to the total/relative
charge/gpin m odes [, 1], w ith associated boson elds
"o &x) and dual eds LX) Ll]l. Inthea = (t;s )
channels, the second (dual) form ulation tums out to be
m ore convenient, while the rst line of Eq. {ll) ismore
usefulfora= (st+;c ). Thecombined e ect ofCoulomb
and phonon-m ediated electron-electron interactions re—
sults in the Interaction param eter g.; , where we assum e
Jde+ > 1, re ecting e ectively attractive interactions [11].
In the neutral channels, there are only very weak resid—
ualinteractions, and we thereforeput g, o+ = 1. Finally,
the veloctties v, in Eq. M) are de ned as v, = w =g,,
wherewvy = 8 10 m=sec is the Fem ivelbcity.

N ext we address the question which processes trigger
the strongest superconducting uctuations in a nanotube
rope. This question has been addressed in Refs. [, I,

], and the conclusion of these studies is that C ooper
pairs predom nantly form on individual SW NT s rather
than involving electrons on di erent SW NTs, see, eg.,
the last section in Ref. 1] for a detailed discussion. Fur-
them ore, the dom inant intra-tube uctuations nvolve
sihglet (rather than triplet) Cooper pairs. T he relevant
order param eter for superconductiviyy is then given by
]

X

0 x)= r; X) r; x); 2.3)



where , denotestheelectron eld operator fora right—
or keft-m oving electron (r = ) with soiIn = and K
point degeneracy index = . In bosonized language,
this operator can be expressed as [1]

1

0 = — st ot ]oosf_'c ] @4)

)
oos?_'ﬁ]oosfj_s ] (cos$ sin);

where we identify the UV cuto necessary in the
bosonization schem e w ith the graphite lattice constant,
ag = 024 nm. In what Pllows, we use the short-
hand notation ' to label all four boson elds ' 5 (or
theirdual elds) corresponding to the jth SW NT , where
= 1;::5N .

T he next step is to ook at possible couplings am ong
the Individual SW NT s. In principle, three di erent pro—
cesses should be taken into acocount, namely (i) direct
Coulomb interactions, (ii) Josephson couplings, and (iii)
single-electron hopping. T he last process is strongly sup—
pressed due to the generally di erent chirality of adp—
cent tubes 1], and, In addiion, for g+ > 1, inter—
SW NT Coulomb interactions are irrelevant [11]. Further—
m ore, asdiscussed in detailin Ref. 1], phonon-exchange
m ediated Interactions between di erent SW NT s can alt-
ways be neglected against the intra-tube interactions.
T herefore them ost relevantm echanisn is Josephson cou-—
pling between m etallic SW N T s. T hese couplingsde nea
Josephson m atrix 4, which contains the am plitudes for
C ooper pairhopping from the jth to thekth SW NT .W e
put 55 = 0,andhence isa real, symm etric, and trace—
less matrix. It therefore has only real eigenvalies ,
w hich we take in descending order, 1 2 HE N -
M oreover, there is at least one positive and at least one
negative eigenvalie. The largest eigenvalie ;1 will be
shown to determ ine the m ean- eld critical tem perature
T? below . Thematrix is then expressed In the corre-
soonding orthonom aleigenbasis j i,

X

3 = hjji h ki @5)

where hjj i is the real orthogonal transform ation from
the basis of lattice points £jig to the basis £j ig that

diagonalizes . Clearly, hjji= h Jji. In what follows,
wede ne ( such that > 0for < g.
T he Euclidean action of the rope is then
R X Z
S = Sl 5] & dx040; 2.6)

=1 Ik

where O 5 is the order param eter speci ed n Eq. [ll).
The action M) de nes the m odel that is studied in the
rem ainder of our paper. For studies of closely related
models, see also Refs. [, 11].

Th order to decouple the Josephson term in Eq. ),
we emply a Hubbard-Stratonovich transform ation. To
that purpose, since the Josephson m atrix has at least one

negative eigenvalue, we rst express in its eigenbasis,
sce Eq. ). The Jossphson term in Eq. [ll) is then
rew ritten as

X X

Oj jkOk=

sn( )3 P O ;

ik
w here the order param eter in the j ibasis is

X X
0 h Ji0;; O

i i

0, hij i: @)

By introducing a eld (x) for each Josephson eigen—
mode 1], wih (fm ally lndependent) com plex con-—
Jugate eld , I is now possbl to perform the
H ubbard-Stratonovich transform ation follow ing the stan—
6ard procedure [[1]. W ith integration measure D =
D D gthee ective action entering the partition
function 2 = D exp( S. [ ] reads
Z X 1
dx -—.
J 3

Se [1=Sol1+ 238)

where the action Sg[ ] is form ally de ned via the re—
m aining path integralover the boson elds’ 5,

2 ¥
Soll= h D’je Sl
j=1
R P
e dx c ( O +0 ); (2.9)
withc =1for < g(,andc = iothemw ise.

III. QUANTUM GINZBURG-LANDATU
APPROACH

A . Cumulant expansion

C larly, closed analytical evaluation of the path inte-
gralin Eq. M) is n general mpossbl. In order to
m ake progress, approxin ations are necessary, and in the
follow ing we shall construct and analyze the G lnzburg—
Landau (GL) action [, ] for this problem . Ik tums
out to be essential to take into acoount quantum uc—
tuations, ie., the in aginary-tim e dependence of the or-
der param eter eld x; ). In the standard (static)
G nzburg-Landau theory, such e ects are ignored.

T he derivation ofthe G L action proceeds from a cum u-
lant expansion ofEq. [ll) up to quartic order in the
T his is a system atic expansion In theparameter j ¥2 T

1, and by selfconsistently com puting this param eter,
one can determ ine the regin e of validiy of GL theory.
W e stress that this expansion is not restricted to N 1.
In addition, for the long-wavelength low-energy regin e
of prim ary interest here, we are entitled to perform a
gradient expansion. Using the single-chain correlation
function G (X12) = O ®1)0 X3)i of the operator O in



Eq. M) with respect to the free boson action Sy1,, and
the connected urpoint correlation function

G (x1;%27x3;%4) = 10 ®1)0 %2)0 (x3)0 (x4)i
O (5)0 (x3)i0 x2)0 (X4)1
O ()0 (xq)iI0 x2)0 (x3)i;

the cum ulant-plusgradient expansion up to quartic order
yields for the e ective Lagrangian density

X h
L[]= cR, F+DpR 7 (3.1)
< o0 .
1
+ ag ¥
X .
+ B i 31;,42 1 2 3 4;
i< o0
w here we use the notation
X
£fl= h 1 jith ,jidhij 3ihij 41:
The temperaturedependent ©positive ©oe cients
A ;B ;C;D are obtainhed as
Z
A = dx G ®); (32)
1Z
B = < dx;dxpdx3G Y (x1;x2;%37%4); (33)
1 2
c = > dx x“G (X); 34)
Z
1 2
D = > dx G ®): (35)

D ue to translation nvariance, the integralforB doesnot
depend on x4. Besides tem perature, these coe cients
basically depend only on the im portant LL interaction
param eter g.+ . In particular, as it is discussed below,
for g+ > 1, the coe cient A grows as T is owered.
For static and uniform con gurations, modes wih >
o nhever becom e critical. O ne can then safely integrate
over these m odes, which leads to a renomm alization of
the param eters goveming the rem aining m odes. Such
renom alization e ects are however tiny, and thus are
com pletely neglected in Eq. ).
At this stage, it isusefiilto sw itch to an order param —
eter eld de ned on the jth SW NT,
X
5= hjj i

< o

(3.6)

A fter som e algebra, the Lagrangian density [l can be
w ritten as
% h
CR ;F+DR ;F+Bj 3T +
i x
11 A j ij + jij k7
Ik

3.7)

w ith the real, sym m etric, and positive de nite m atrix
X

Vi = hjji 1 ;' h ki

< 0

N otice that, strictly speaking, the elds ;arenotallin—
dependent, because we have de ned them from the sub-
set of positive m odes. The transform ation in Eq. [l
is Indeed not invertible. Nevertheless, In the follow ing,
we treat them as form ally ndependent. Thisonly a ects
the precise values of the Vi but does not qualitatively
change our results. The expectation value of the order
param eter eld [l can be expressed in tem s of linear
com binationsofthe elds 5 (x; ),andhence i is indeed
Jasti ed to call 4 a proper \order param eter eld".

Equation M) speci esthe 111G L action, taking into
acocount quantum uctuations and transverse m odes for
arbitrary number N of active SW NTs. In the lin i
N ! 1 ,and considering only static eld con gurations,
results sin ilar to those of Ref. 1] are recovered. In
that lin it the last tem i Eq. [l gives ndeed the
gradient term in the transverse direction, and one ob—
tains the standard 3D GL Lagrangian. There is how—
ever an in portant di erence, nam ely the starting point
ofRef. 1] isam odelofJosephson-coupled 1D supercon—
ductors, whereasw e start from an array ofm etallic chains
wih ge+ > 1, where the interchain Jossphson coupling
is crucial in stabilizing superconductivity. M ore sin ilar
to ours is the m odel investigated in Ref. [l]. However,
In that paper, the m etallic chains are assum ed to have a
sodn gap, which isnot the case orthe SW NT s in a rope
In the tem perature range of Interest. Furthem ore, the
m ain focus in Ref. [1]] is the com petition between charge
density wave and superconducting instabilities, w hereas
In our case, asdiscussed above, the form ation ofa charge
density wave is strongly suppressed by com positionaldis—
order, ie., di erent chiralities of ad pcent tubes, and we
do not have to take the corresponding instability into
account.

(3.8)

B . G inzburg-Landau coe cients

In order to m ake quantitative predictions, it is neces—
sary to com pute the G L coe cientsde ned in Egs. (-
Bl . W hik this is possble i principle for the fill our-
channelm odel M), here w e w illinstead derive the coe —
cients fora sin plerm odel, where the K point degeneracy
isneglected. T his leadsto an e ective soin-1=2 Luttinger
licquid action w ith interaction param eterg. (gs = 1) and
velocty ve = v =g. Vs = V¢ ). Up to a prefactor of or-
deruniy, the respective results can bem atched onto each
other. T his can be m ade explicit, eg., for the coe cient
A, where we get from the fillaction [l

1
1)=2
c a,T @ P

A=
Vr Vet

T he proportionality constant c is found to di er from
E=2 2 [see Eq. [l below, which ©llow s from the spin—



1=2 description] only by a factor of order uniy. In the
sim pler m odel neglecting the K point degeneracy, one
then needs to take

1_ 1+ gc+1 .

Ie -
which gives, or g+ = 13, a value of g. 1d. This
way, allexponents of the resulting power-law correlation
functions (Which are the physically relevant quantities)
in the \reduced" m odel are the sam e as in the com plete
m odel, and only prefactorsoforderunity m ay be di erent
for the respective GL coe cients. The bosonized order
param eter [ll) in the sin pler m odel is then given by

1 p— b
O =—oos[ 2 "slexpli 2 (It
ao

U sing the nite-tem perature correlation fiinctions of the
elds . and ' 0],

) 1 Ve ) T @+ iv. )
he&) c0)1 = In sinh ;
2 e/} apT Ve
1 Vi T X+ iwv
W& 0= — LS 0
2 apT Vg

and rescaling the integration variables x and n
Egs. ) -Il), explict expressions ollow in the form

1 ol 1
AT) = s (aT=w)™ A 3.9)
F
B (T) B agTewy
= ———( aT=v.)*% ;
32 4vev2 ¢
2
a, 1
C@) = —F—(aT=w)% °C;
4 Vg
D) = —2X (aTev)® p
= apT=v.)% :
4 2vp v2 0n e

D im ensionless g.~dependent num bersX';B;C ;D were de—

ned as follows. W ith the notation z = W ;u) and
z z z
dz = du dw ;
0 1
we have
Z
dz
K= e
fe (2)£s (2)
w2
cC = dz———;
fe @)fs (2)
2
D = dz———;
fe @)fs (2)

w here fiinctions f;s are Introduced as

jshh @ + du)§7%;
jsinh w=g, + iu) ¥

fc @) =
fs(z) =

T he coe cient of the quartic term in the G L functional

1S
n

d21d22 dZ3 4
fo (22)fc (z13) £ (22)fs (213)

feo (z1) £ (z23)
fe (z3)fc (212)
#

fs (z1)£s (223)
fs (22)fs (Z13)Es (23)Es (212)

+ @S 2)+ 1s 3)

with z;5 = Wi ws;u; ). The quantity B' is eval-
uated using the M onte Carlo method. Forg. = 1, we

rst num erically reproduced the exact result B = 8 2C
wih C =7 (3)=4 [[ll]. Num erical values can then be
obtained for arbitrary g.. Num erical evaluation yields

for g. 131 (corresponding to g4+ = 1:3) the follow ing
resuls:
K’ 174; B’ 392(1); C ' 8:15; D' 697:
(3.10)

C. M ean- eld transition tem perature

Sihce In the rope only a m odest num ber of transverse
m odes are present, a naturalde niion ofthe m ean— eld
critical tem perature T? is the tem perature at which the
m ode corresponding to the largest eigenvalue of be-

com es critical. From Eq. [ll), this Jeads to the condi-
1

tion A (T) = ,°, and hence to the m ean— eld critical
tem perature
x !gc*(gc 1)
v,
0= = 1 ; 311)
ap 2 ZVF

which exhdbits a degpendence on the number N of active
SW NTs In the rope through ;. For large N , the eigen—
valuie ; saturates, and Eq. [llll) approaches the buk
transition tem perature.

To provide concrete theoretical predictions for T2 is
di cult, since the Josephson m atrix is n general un-—
known, and the results for T very sensitively depend
on 1.Ushhg estin ates of Ref. [[1]] and typicalN as re-
ported in Ref. ], as an orderofm agnitude estin ate, we

nd TCO valuesaround 0:1 to 1 K .W hen com paring to ex—
perim ental results, 1 can be Inferred from the actually
m easured T, which in tum providesvalies in reasonable
agreem ent w ith theoretical expectations [1].

D . Low-energy theory: T < TcO

In what Pllows, we focus on tem peratures T < TCO.
Then it isusefilto em ploy an am plitude-phase represen—
tation of the order param eter eld,

&)= J jix)expli § ®)]; (3.12)

w here the am plitudes j ;jare expected to be nite wih
a gap for uctuations around their m ean— eld value. At
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FIG.1l: Temperature dependence of =2 T versus T=TC0
forN = 31 (open circles) and N = 253 ( lled circles).

not too low tem peratures, the GL action corresponding
to Eq. [l is accurate (see below ), and the m ean— eld
values follow from the saddlepoint equations. C onsider-
ing only static and uniform eld con gurations, we nd

i , where In principle also other (frustrated) con—

gurations wih ; = could contribute. Such
con gurations presum ably corresoond to m axin a of the
free energy, and are ignored henceforth. T he saddlepoint
equations then reduce to equations for the am plitudes
alone,

X

Vg3 53t (.0 A)Isdt 2B sF=0; (313

w hose solution yields the transverse order param eter pro—

le. Numerical study of Eq. () using a standard
N ew ton-R aphson root—- nding algorithm then allow s to
extract the pro ke fj ;i for a given Josephson m atrix

;5. We brie y discuss the solution of Eq. [l for
the idealized m odel of a rope as a trigonal lattice exclu—
sively composed of N metallic SW NTs, where 5 =
for nearest neighbors (i;Jj), and i3 = 0 otherwise. For
this m ode],PFjg. B shows the resulting average am pli-
tude o = ;J 1N asa function of tem perature for

=% = 01 and two values of N . Since (=2 T is the
expansion param eter entering the construction ofthe G L
finctional, and it rem ains smalldown to T =2, we
conclude that the G L theory is selfconsistently valid in
a quantitative way down to such tem perature scales. In
our discussion below , G L theory tums out to be qualita-
tively usefuleven down to T = 0.

Fixing the ampliudes j ;Jj at their mean—- eld val-
ues, and neglecting the massive ampliude uctua—
tions around these values, the Lagrangian follow s from

Eq. [l as
-yl
L = @ P+ct@ 9 319
3= 1
X
+ 2Vi33 13 jjoos( i 5);
>3
w ith the M ooijSchon velociy 1],
q__
G % C=D; (315)
and dim ensionless phase sti ness param eters
j=2C3J jF=cs: (3.16)

At this stage, electrom agnetic potentials can be coupled
In via standard P eferls substitution rule (1], and dissipa—
tive e ects due to the electrom agnetic environm ent can
be incorporated follow ng Ref. 1]

Iv. 1D ACTION AND QUANTUM PHASE
SLIPS

A . 1D phase action

Num erical evaluation of Eq. [lll) shows that or T
wellbelow T, transverse uctuations are heavily sup-
pressed. W hile this statem ent only applies to am plitude

uctuations, one can argue that also the transverse phase

uctuations are strongly suppressed. T he basic argum ent
relates to the scaling din ension [n the renom alization
group RG) sense] of the operator cos( i 3), which is
essentially governed by the ;.ForT wellbelow T?, the

5 becom e Jarge, and the cosine operators get strongly
relevant, locking the phases all together. In the low-
tem perature regin e of m ain interest below, this argu—
ment allow s to substantially sinplify Eq. [lll). Then
also no detailed know ledge about the Jossphson m atrix
is required, because the only relevant inform ation is es—
sentially contained in TQ.

Putting allphases ; = , we arrive at a standard

G aussian) 1D superconducting phase action 1],
Z

5= 5 axd '@ )+ ) @)
w ith din ensionless rigidity ; 3, s== Eq. | )P
and c; asgiven n Eq. [llM). A ssum ing G L theory to
work even down to T = 0 forthem om ent, and neglecting
the Vistemm in Eq. [, a sin ple analytical estin ate

follow s in the form

h i
T)=N 1 @=1)% = @2

where the number is
= 4 XCD)2=B: @23)



T he peculiar tem perature dependence of the phase sti -
ness n Eq. M), re ecting the underlying LL physics
of the individual SW NT s, is one of the main results
of this paper. In the e ective spin-1=2 description em —
ployed here, using the numbers speci ed in Eq. )

for g = 11 results in 4. Remarkably, at T = 0,
Eq. ) coincides, up to a prefactor of order unity, w ith

the rigidity obtained from standardm ean- eld relations
- ]I

= 2nsR2=2m = N:

W ith the density of condensed electrons ng and rope ra-—
dius R, this In plies ¥ =Cs, which is of order unity.
W e therefore conclide that the G L prediction [l r

(T) is robust and usefiil even outside its strict validity
regin e.

The result ) or the sti ness is central for the
JIow ing discussion. The value we obtain for , however,
should not be taken as a very precise estin ate. First, it
can be a ected by factorsoforderunity undera full four—
channel calculation taking into account the K point de-
generacy, asthisa ectseach ofthenumbersin Eq. ()
by a factor of order unity. Second, uncertainties In the
param eter g. willalso a ect by a factor of order unity.
M oreover, based on the discussion in Ref. | ], one ex—
pects on general grounds that intra-SW N T disorder and
dissipative e ects, both ofwhich are not included in our
model, wille ectively lead to a decrease of the param e~
ter entering Eq. ). Therefore  is taken below as
a t param eter when com paring to experin ental data.
Since the num ber of active SW NTsN can be estin ated
from the residual resistance, and the transition tem per—
ature T., see Eq. ) below, can be determ ined from
the experin entally observed transition tem perature,
is basically the only free rem aining param eter. F is of
our theoretical results to experim entaldata are then ex—
pected to yield values for around 1. Thisisveri ed
below i Sec.ll.

B . Phase slips

In the 1D situation encountered here, superconductiv—
ity can be destroyed by phase slips [l]. A phase sl
(P S) can be visualized as a process in which uctuations
Jocally destroy the am plitude of the superconducting or-
der param eter, which e ectively disconnects the 1D su-—
perconductor Into two parts. Sin ultaneously, the phase,
being de ned only up to 2 , is allowed to \slip" by 2
across the region where the am plitude vanishes. This
process then lads to nite dissjpation in the supercon—
ducting w ire via the Josephson e ect. D gpending on tem —
perature, phase slips can be produced either by them al
or by quantum uctuations. In the rst case, which is
com m only realized very nearthe criticaltem perature, we
have a them ally activated phase slip (TAPS).At lower
tem perature, the quantum tunneling m echanisn dom i
nates, and one speaks of a quantum phase slip QPS).

For a textbook description of quantum phase slips, see
Ref. []. Below we dem onstrate that iIn superconduct—
Ing ropes, only QP Ss are expected to play a prom nent
rolke.

A QPS isa topological vortex—like excitation ofthe su—
perconducting phase eld (x; ) that solves the equa-
tion of motion for the action M) with a sihgulariy
at the core, where superconducting order is locally de—
stroyed and a phase cannot be de ned. De ning a ther-
m al lengthscale as

Lr=c=T; 4.4)
forrope length L ! 1 and Ly !

at xj; i) and winding numberk; =
num bers are irrelevant) is given by 1]

1 ,aQPS wih core
1 (higherwinding

&; )= karctan et i

4.5)
x )

where the nite L;L: solution follows by conform al
transform ation [[1]. The action of a QP S consists of
tw o temm s, one associated w ith the local loss of conden—
sation energy, the core action S., and the otherw ih the
vortex strain energy. W hik a detailed com putation ofS.
requires a m icroscopic description ofthe dynam ics inside
the vortex core [[11], a sin ple qualitative argum ent isable
to predict an order-ofm agnitude estin ate S¢ =2[_11.

This result allow s us to assess the relative contribu—
tion of the TAPS and QP S mechanisn s. The produc-
tion rate for the creation of one vortex is ] gps
Sl eyp( &), where  is the core size. W ithin expo—
nential accuracy, com paring this form ula to the respec—
tive standard TAP S rate expression ], the crossover
tem perature from TAP S- to QP S-dom inated behavior
isTp,g = 2 FN , with activation barrder F . Us-
ng results of Ref. []], we estin ate the latteras F =
8 2R ()N T =3, with din ensionless coe cient R (g o) of
order unity. Finally, this inplies T 0. Sice the
true transition tem perature T, < T2, see below, in the
tem perature regine T < T, the in uence ofa TAP S can
safely be neglected against the QP S.

T he generalization to many QP Ss then lads to the
standard picture of a Coulomb gas of charges k; = 1,
with figacity y = e 5S¢, total charmge zero, and log-
arithm ic Interactions |, ]. The partition function

Z = ZgZy contains a reqular factor Zg and the vor-
tex contribution
zZ Q
2 2n
szxl y" m=1drrnX ePlsjklkjln(rij:)_
12 2)2n .
o @Y (G -

4 .6)
This m odel undergoes a BerezinskiK osterlitz-T houless
transition driven by the nucleation of vortices, here cor-
responding to a transition from a phase > , Where
QP Ssarecon ned into neutralpairsand the rope form sa
1D superconductor w th nite phase sti ness and quasi-
longrange order, to a phase < w here Q P Ss prolif-
erate. In that phase, vortices are decon ned and destroy
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FIG.2: Temperaturedependent resistance R (T < T.) pre—
dicted by Eq. ) r = 1 and dierent N . The snaller
is N , the broader is the transition. From the lefim ost to the
rightm ost curve, N = 4;7;19;37;61;91;127;169;217.

the phase sti ness, thereby producing nom albehavior,
w here \nom al" does of coursenot in ply Ferm Hiquid be-
havior. Thephassboundary islocatedat = 2+4 y '
2. T hetrue transition tem perature T, istherefore not the
m ean—- eld transition tem perature T2, but fHllow s from

the condition (T.) = . Putting = 2, Eq. I
yields

T=T)= [ 2N §°9 Y. @)
This T, depression is quite sizeable orN . 100. To give

concrete num bers, taking = 1, orN = 25;50;and 100,
the ratio T.=T? equals 0:40;0:63; and 0:80, respectively.
QP Ssalso have an In portant and observabl e ect in the
superconducting regin e, as w illbe discussed in the next
section.

V. RESISTANCE BELOW T

A phase slp produces nite dissipation through the
Josephson e ect, and therefore introduces a nite resis—
tance even in the superconducting state, T < T.. The
QP S-induced linear resistance R (T) = V=I for T < T,
can be com puted perturbatively in the QP S figacity y

]. For that purpose, we in agine that one in poses a
anallcurrent T to ow through the rope. The presence
of Q P Ss in plies that a voltage drop V occurs, which is
related to the average change in phase,

h4

V=—==-0[00 (

Dk
2e e )]

where ( 1I) is the rate for a phase slip by 2 1]
This rate can be obtained follow ing Langer 1] as the
In aghhary part acquired by the free energy F (I) under
an appropriate analytic continuation,

(=

2l F ( I): (51)

W e only consider the contrbution of a single pair of
QPSs,ie., compute R (T) to second order In y. E xpand—
ing Eq. M) to order y?, the free energy at this order
reads

Z Z
L2 & 1T L=2 _
F = Y G d dx e 2 gg (X,); (52)
4
0 L=2
where the vortex-vortex interaction o (X; ) only de—

pends on relative coordinates, and = ~I=e. The con—
tribution Fg to the free energy due to regqular con gu—
rations can be dropped, because it does not acquire an
In aghhary part under the analytic continuation. W e now
perform the analytic continuation ! it, resulting in

[see Ref. 1] for details]
Z Z
Ly & L=2 1 . .
mF= L= dx  dtelt 29D, (53
2 L=2 1
where g (x;t) G x; ! it).Therate ( ) then ollows
forL;Lr but arbirary L=Lt in the fom
Z Z
24 1=2 1
()= ciLy dx dtel © BErx=corgl x=col,
‘ L=2 1
w here

gt)= In [Lr= )sinh( TIJ]+ i( =2)syn (©):

Analyticity of gz x; ) in the strip 0O 1=T also
Jeads to the standard detailed balance relation 1],

In order to explicitly evaluate the rate ( ) for arbitrary
L=L:, we now replace the boundaries for the x-integral
by a soft exponential cuto , switch to Integration vari-
ablest’= t x=g and t¥ = t+ x=c,, and use the auxiliary
relation

e e O Z 4 e s 9 :

L 52+ (cs=L)?

The t%t? tine tegrations then decouple, and it is
straightforward to carry them out. Finally som e alge—
bra yields the lnear resistance in the form

R@T) _ y (=2 ‘1 o1z °°
Ro (=2+1=2) 2 )
Z 4 . 4
2= ( =2+ iuL=2L)
du B i
0 1+ u ( =2)
In unis of the resistance quantum Ry de ned in
Eq. ).
For L=L¢ 1, the u-integral approaches uniy, and

henceR / T? *,whikeforL=L; 1,dinensibnalscal
ing arguments give R / T2 2. I Refs. |, [], typical
lengthswere L 1 m ,which putsone into the crossover
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FIG. 3: Temperature dependence of the resistance below
T. for superconducting rope R2 experim entally studied in
Ref. []]. Open squares denote experim ental data w ith sub-
tracted residual resistance), the curve is the theoretical resul.

regine Lt L. W hilke the quoted power law s have al-
ready been reported fordi usive wires 1], Eq. [l de-
scribes the fi1ll crossover for arbitrary L=Lr , and applies
to strongly correlated ladder com pounds such as nan-—
otube ropes. It predicts that the transition gets signi —
cantly broader upon decreasing the num ber of tubes In
the rope. This is shown in Fig.ll, where the theoreti-
cal results for the resistance is plotted for various N at

= 1.Notethat Eq. [l is a perturbative result in the
fiagacity, and it is expected to break down close to T, see
below . In the next section we directly com pareEq. [l
to experin entaldata obtained by K asum ov et al. [1].

VI. COMPARISON TO EXPERIM ENTAL DATA

Here we discuss how the prediction ffor the
tem perature-dependent resistance R (T) below T. as
given in Eq. [l com pares to the experim ental resuls
forR (T ) published in Ref. []. M ore agpects of this com —
parison will be given elsewhere []]. The experin ental
data in Ref. ] were obtained from two-term lnalm ea—
surem ents of ropes suspended betw een nom alelectrodes.
D ue to the presence of the contacts, the residual resis—
tance M) survives down to T = 0 even when the rope
exhibits a superconducting transition. E xtrapolation of
experin ental resuls for R (T) yields R., which then al-
Iows to Infer the number N 1n the respective sample
from Eq. ). T his resistance R has to be subtracted
from experim ental data to allow for a com parison w ith
Eqg. ), where no contact resistance is taken into ac—
count.

I Figs.ll and B, experin ental resistance curves (@f
ter this subtraction) for the samplesnamed R2 and R4
in Ref. |] are plotted versus the prediction of Eq. [l .
For samplk R2, we nd R, = 74 oorresoonding to

Ngry, = 87, while for sam plk R 4, the subtracted resis-

tance isR.= 150 , leadingtoN g4 = 43. W e then take
these N values when com puting the respective theoreti-
cal curves. T he experim entally determ ined tem perature
T locatesthe onset ofthe transition '], and is identi ed
w ith the true transition tem perature T n Eq. [l . &
is therefore also not a free param eter. N ote that thereby
the eigenvalie ; of the Josephson m atrix has been de-
term ined. In the absence of detailed know ledge about
the Josephson m atrix, it is fortunate that our resul for
R (T )=R (T.) ®low ing from Eqgs. [lll) and l) does not
require m ore inform ation about besides the largest
eigenvalue. G ven the estim ate g, = 13 1], the com —
parison ofE q. [ll) to experin entaldata then allow sonly
one free t parameter, namely . A cocording to our dis—
cussion i Sec. M, the t is expected to yield valies
1.

The best t to the low-tem perature experin ental
curves OrR (I') yields = 075 PrsampkR2,seeFigh,
and = 0:16 orsam pkR 4, respectively. T he agreem ent
between experim ent and theory is excellent for sam ple
R2. For sampl R4, the optinal is slightly sn aller
than expected, w hich indicates that dissipative processes
may be more I portant in that sam ple. N everthelss,
for both sam ples, the low -tem perature resistance agrees
quite well, w ith only one free t param eter that is found
to be of order unity as expected. W hereas the agree—
ment between theoretical and experin ental curves ap—
pears then quite satisfactory in the low -tem perature re—
gion, our predictions clearly deviate in the region near
T.. This is not surprising, because our expression for
R (T) in Eq. M) isperturbative in the QP S figaciy. Tt
is then expected to break down close to T, where QP Ss
proliferate and the approxin ation of a very dilute gas of
QP S pairs, on which our calculation isbased, is not valid
anym ore. A s a consequence, also the saturation observed
experim entally above T is not captured.

W e note that it is an interesting challenge to com pute
the nite resistance in the nom alphaseatT.< T < T2,
w here the saturation should be causedby QP S and TAP S
proliferation. For tem peratures T > TCO, superconduct—
Ing correlations can be neglected, and the resistance
should then be dom inated by phonon backscattering and
disorder e ects. N evertheless, we believe that the agree—
m ent between the theoretical resistance resul: [lll) and
experin ental data at low tem peratures shown in Figs.Hl
and M, given the com plexity of this system , is rather sat—
isfactory. M ore im portantly, this com parison provides
strong evidence for the presence of quantum phase slips
n superconducting nanotube ropes.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

A coording to our discussion above, the intrinsic super—
conductivity observed In ropes of SNW Ts [, I] repre—
sents a rem arkable phenom enon, where it has been pos—
sble to experin entally probe the extreme 1D 1im it of a
superconductor. In this paper, w e have form ulated a the—
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FIG.4: Same as Fig.l, but for sam ple R 4 experin entally
studied in Ref. 1].

ory for this phenom enon, based on a m odel of m etallic
SW NTs wih attractive intra-tube interactions and ar-
bitrary intertube Jossphson couplings. The analysis of
thism odel leads to an e ective G inZburg-L.andau action,
whose coe cients can be expressed in tem s of param e-

ters entering the m icroscopic description of the rope. In

order to get the correct low -energy dynam ics, it is crucial
to include quantum uctuations of the order param eter.

10

Based on the resulting low-energy action for the phase

uctuations, we have shown that quantum phase slips
produce a depression of the critical tem perature. M ore
In portantly, the tem perature dependence of the linear
resistance experim entally observed below the transition
tem perature can be accounted for by considering the un-
derlying LL physics and the e ect of quantum phase
slips. Despite som e adm ittedly crude approxim ations,
like the neglect of intra-tube disorder and dissipation ef-
fects inside the vortex core, the com parison ofexperin en—
talcurves and theoreticalpredictions, in particular in the
Jow -tem perature region, strongly suggests that the resis-
tive process is indeed dom Inated by quantum phase slips.
O urtheory also suggeststhat, if repulsive C oulom b inter-
actions can be e ciently screened o , superconductivity
may survive down to only very few transverse channels
In clean nanotube ropes.
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