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C hirality distribution and transition energies of carbon nanotubes
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From resonantR am an scattering on isolated nanotubesw e obtained the optical transition energies,
the radial breathing m ode frequency and Ram an intensity of both m etallic and sem iconducting

tubes. W e unam biguously assigned the chiral index (ni;nz) of

50 nanotubes based sokly on a

third-neighbor tightbinding K ataura plotand nd !grsuy = (2144 2)an ‘nm=d+ (187 2)am °.

In contrast to lum inescence experim ents we observe all chiralities including zig—zag tubes.

The

R am an intensitieshave a system atic chiralangle dependence con m ing recent ab—initio calculations.

PACS numbers: 78.67Ch, 73224, 7830Na

T he successfulpreparation ofsingle-w alled carbon nan—
otubes in solution where the tubes are prevented from
rebundling has opened a new direction in caron nan-—
otube research [}:, r_-Z, :_3, 'ff]. Strong lum nescence by di-
rect recom bination from the band gap was detected In
these isolated tubes, w hereas in nanotube bundles no lu—
m Inescence is observed. T he electronic structure of car-
bon nanotubes and the optical transition energies vary
strongly w ith their chiralindex (i;n,) B]. Because the
synthesis of nanotubes w ith a prede ned chiralindex has
not been achieved so far, um nescence experin ents w ere
carried out on tube ensem blesw ith unknow n com position
of chiralangles. Severalattem pts to assign the chiral In—
dex (n3;ny) to the experim entally observed um inescence
peaks were reported '_p%, -:4, -r_é, -rj]. W ith a unique assign-—
m ent, one could validate and possbly revise theoretical
m odels of the electronic band structure. M oreover, such
an assignm ent would allow to characterize the tubes after
their production and to controltheir separation t_é].

Bachilb et al. suggested an (n;;n;) assignm ent of the

rst and second transition energies in sem iconducting
tubes g]. T heir assignm ent is based on pattem recogni-
tion betw een experim ent and theory in a plot ofthe sec—
ond transition (excitation energy) versus the rst transi-
tion (em ission energy) i_é]. T he pattems, how ever, were
not unique, and the frequency of the radial breathing
mode RBM ) wasused to nd an anchoring elem ent that
singles out one of the assignm ents. Surprisingly, zig-zag
tubes were not detected in these lum inescence experi-
ments. Bachilb et al. conclided that the concentration
of tubes w ith chiral angles close to the zig—zag direction
wasvery low In the sampl E_Z].

The electronic transition energies of m etallic nan-—
otubes cannot be detected by lum inescence experin ents.
An elegant approach is to record Ram an resonance pro-—

Ts10,11,12,418), w ith m axinum intensity close to the
real transitions in the electronic band structure. Reso-—
nance pro les from nanotubes in solution were rst re-
ported by Strano et al. l_l-é_f]; their (n;;n,) assignm ent to
the transition energies wasbased on the RBM frequency

to tube diam eter relationship ofRef. E_Z]. T he resonance
pro lesofthe soassigned RBM peakswere then used to

nd an em pirical expression for the transition energies in
m etallic tubes.

In this paper we present the transition energies of
both metallic and sam iconducting nanotubes by reso—
nant Ram an spectroscopy. P lotting the resonance m ax—
In a as a function of nverse RBM frequency, we obtain
an (ni;n,) assignm ent w ithout any additional assum p—
tions. From our assigmment we tg = 214:4an ! nm
and ¢ = 187amn ! for the relation between diam eter
and RBM frequency. W e observed several sem iconduct—
ng tubes that were not detectable by lum inescence. O ur
results show that the electron-phonon coupling strength
Increases system atically for am aller chiral angles. Con—
clusions about the distribbution of chiralangles In a sam —
pl based sokely on lum inescence intensiy lead to ncor—
rect results; in particular, zig—zag tubes are present in
nanotube ensam bles.

W e perform ed Ram an spectroscopy on HiPCO nan-—
otubesw th diam etersd 07 12nm [I5]. W e dispersed
the tubesin D ;0 containing a surfactant, seeRef. Ef] and
used an ArKr laser between 2.18 and 2.62eV and two
tunable lasers (1.852.15eV and 1.51-1.75€V ). The soec—
tra were collected with a D ilor XY 800 spectrom eter in
backscattering geom etry at room tem perature. To ob-—
tain the Ram an cross section from the m easured inten-
sity we nom alized the spectra to CaF, and BaF,; m ea—
surem ents taken under the sam e experin ental conditions
(integration tim e, laser power). This also corrects for
the spectrom eter sensitivity and the !* dependence of
the Ram an process. The Ram an susceptibility was cal-
culated from the nom alized spectra by dividing by the
B oseE Instein occupation num ber and the inverse phonon
frequency f_l-é] The latter was om itted in Fjg.:i' (@) ora
better representation.

In Fig. :}' (@) we show a contour plot of all Ram an
spectra, ie., the Ram an scattering power as a function
of inverse RBM frequency (1=!xpy ) and excitation en—
ergy. W hen tuning the excitation energy, the RBM peaks
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FIG .1: (Colbronline) (@) Contourplot oftheR am an cross section ofthe RBM as a function of excitation energy and reciprocal
RBM frequency. In (@) and (o) the dotted and dashed lines connect m axin a origihating from tubes of the sam e branch. In
each branch them em berw ith the lJargest RBM frequency is labeled. () K ataura plot from experim entalresults ( lled circles)
and third-neighbor tightfinding calculations (open circles). G ray and black indicate sem iconducting (2nd and 3rd transitions)
and m etallic tubes, respectively. T he plot consists of theoretical (right, top axes) and experim ental data (left, bottom axes).

T he error In experin ental transition energies ism ostly sm aller

than 0.02eV .For the (9,1) branch, the vertical arrow s indicate

for each m em ber the assignm ent to its theoretically predicted point. The increasing softening com pared to the theoretical
transition energies w ith sm aller chiral anglk is clearly seen. (c) Integrated Ram an intensity as a function of excitation energy

for the tubes In the (12,1) branch.

appear and disappear in groups of closeby frequencies.
T hese are indicated by the dotted lines, w here the later—
assigned chiral ndex of the largest RBM frequency of
each group is given. To obtain the optical transition en—
ergies, we use the resonance pro ls, see, eg., FJg-_i ©)
for the group beginning w ith the (12,1) tube. The lines
are ts to the rstorder Raman cross section includ-—
Ing Incom ing and outgoing resonance. From these ts
we obtain directly the transition energies, which are by

10mev (05 !zpym ) snaller than the energy of the res-
onance m aximum . For decreasing RBM frequency, the
resonance energy st increases and then decreases again
[dashed Ilne in Fjg.:g: ©)]. The maximum intensity de—
creases w ith decreasing RBM frequency. T he describbed
system aticsare valid only forRBM sw ithin a given group
of tubes de ned by the dotted lines in FJg-_i @).

In Fjg.-'}' ) we plot the experin ental transition en—
ergies as a function of 1=!yrpy (solid circles, bottom
and lkft axes). Sihce 1=!lgrpy IS approxin ately propor-
tional to the tube diam eter, we thereby obtain an ex—
perin ental K ataura plot, which we com pare to third-
nearest neighbor tight-binding calculations Eg] (open cir-
cles, upper and right axes). For sam iconducting tubes,
the m easured transition energies are In excellent agree—
ment wih the E,; energies measured by Bachilo et
al [g]. From a com parison between the experim ental
and the calculated K ataura plot we were able to assign
the tube chiralities in the follow ing way. Since we did

not want to m ake any assum ptions about the coe cients
a and ¢ In the diam eterRBM frequency relationship,
'kem = (@=d+ @), we varied ¢ and ¢ to nd the
best m atch between experin entaland calculated data in
FJgg: ©). Varying ¢ and ¢, respectively, corresponds
to stretching and displacing the theoreticalK ataura plot
along the 1=!gpy axis. In addition we displaced the plot
on the energy scale. T he origin ofthis overallenergy o —
set is, am ong others, found In the tight-binding param -
eters, which were tted to LDA calculations believed to
underestin ate the transition energies by typically 10 % .

Figure i o) shows the best (n1;n,) assignment of
experim ental transition energies and RBM frequencies.
T he dashed lines in the theoreticalK ataura plot indicate
branches that are form ed by tubes wih 2n; + n, con—
stant. T he Indices ofneighboring tubes in a given branch
are related through (n; + 1;n, 2) or h; 1;n, + 2),
as long as n; n,. For exam ple, the branch starting
w ih the (11,0) tube contains from am all to large diam —
eter (11,0), (10,2), (9,4), and (8,6), and belongs to the
i nymod3= 1 family. The chiralangle of
the tubesw ithin a branch Increases tow ards larger diam —
eter. Zig—zag tubes ( 0 ) are always at the outem ost
position ofa branch. TheRBM groups in Fig.il, (@) Hot-
ted lines] directly correspond to these branches, see, eg.,
the one beginning w ith the (9,1) tube.

We nd a very good match between the pattems of
the calculated diam eter and of the experim ental values



TABLE I:Measured !rsm and E,, for the_b_randl of the
(11,0) tube. See also supplem entary m aterial [L'7].

chiral index 11,0) 10,2) 9,4) 8,6)
lren (@ 1) 266.7 264.6 2575 2464
E,, (V) 1657 1.690 172 1.73

1=!zsm . The experimental transition energies, how—
ever, deviate system atically from the calculations for the
branches on the low-energy side of the sem iconducting
and of the m etallic transitions. T his deviation increases
for an aller chiral angles. In other words, the experin en—
tal transition energies bend downwards from the calcu—
lated transitions w ith decreasing chiral angle. Such a

strong deviation between theory and experin ent is not
seen for the upper K ataura branches, where the tubes
belong to the = +1 fam ily. Thiswas observed In lum i
nescence experim entsaswelland w illbe discussed below .

W e considered altemative assignm ents by displacing

the experim ental data along the sets of sam iconducting

and m etallic tubes in Fjg.-:I: ©) to the kft and to the

right. None of them yields a good agreem ent regarding

the data pointsw thin the (n; 1;n, + 2) branches: E i~
ther the num ber of tubes di ers between the theoretical
and experin ental branch or som e points are em nently

displaced horizontally from the theoreticalones. H aving

found the zig—zag tubes we can exclide these altemative

assignm ents. Tab]e:_i sum m arizesthe assignm ent ofchiral
indices to the m easured RBM frequencies and transition

energies for the branch ofthe (11,0) tube I_l]‘]

From Fjg.:g: ) wecannow tthecoe cientsofthe lin-
ear relationship between !rpy and 1=d of the assigned
nanotubes. The lnear t based on 45 identi ed tubes
vieds 'ggy = c=d+ o with g = @144 2)an 'nm
and ¢ = (187 2)an ' . Here, the tube diam eter is
geom etrically determ ined by d= a9 n?+ nin; + n3= ,
using a graphite lattice constant ag = 2461A .c and ¢
di ersom ewhat from the coe cients found in Ref. ] for
the sam e type of sam ples, because we used m any m ore
RBM frequencies for the t and calculated the diam eter
from a an allerag. The coe cients are sim ilar to theoret—
ical predictions l_l-é, :_EQ‘] but di erent from other experi-
m ental work [_I;_i, 2(_5] In Ref. [_l-é], c and ¢, were used
as free param etersto nd the assignm ent; m oreover, the
experin ental Inform ation on the transition energies was
not included. In Ref. RG], the chiral index assignm ent
also depends on ¢ (¢ = 0). M oreover, the tubes are
on a substrate, which m ight alter the RBM frequencies.
In contrast, our assignm ent is not based on a choice for
¢ and ¢ . Forthe rst tin e, they are obtained by a lin—
ear tafter the assignm ent wasperform ed. Forexam ple,
the (11,0) tube hasan RBM frequency of266.7an ' and
E,, = 16576V regardlessofitsexact diam eterorany t—
ting procedure, see Table :_I'

In addition to the sem iconducting tubes, we directly
obtained the transition energies of m etallic tubes. Our
assignm ent of the m etallic tubes to RBM frequencies
agrees well w ith Strano et al f_l-é_il] T he em pirically ob—
tained transition energies In Ref. f_l-é_il], how ever, underes—
tin ate the experin ental values in Fjg.-'}: (o). M oreover,
ourdata show a strongerbending ofthe branchestow ards
an allchiralangles. T his discrepancy com esm ainly from
the presence of pairs of closeby transition energies in
chiralm etallic tubes P1]. This ambiguity kd to an in-
correct assignm ent of single data points to the upper or
Jow er transition.

G iven the unique (n;;n;) assignm ent ofthe RBM and
the resonance energies, we can now exam ine the chirality
dependence of the transition energies and of the RBM
Intensity. T he optical transition energies of carbon nan—
otubes are roughly proportional to 1=d EI, 2-]_;, :_2-2_5, 2:3:]
T ightbinding calculations predict deviations from a pure
1=d dependence as a function of chiral anglk f_Z-]_J'] They
lead to the branches in the K ataura plot and are m ore
pronounced if thirdnearest neighbors are included H].
Still, the band gap energies of tubes w ith sm all chiral
anglk (zlgzag tubes) are system atically lower n  rst—
principles calculations than In zone folding {_Z-Z_j] The
branches in the experim ental K ataura plt ofFjg.-:I: ©)
are an experin ental veri cation of the predictions from
ab—initio calculations.

T he chiralangle dependent softening of the transition
energies wih respect to the third-order tight-binding
calculations is due to rehybridization of the and
bands [, 24, 25]. It is stronger for the states originat-
Ing from between the K and M point of the graphite
Brillouin zone in the zone-©lding approach and weaker
for states from the other side of the K ponnt [_ié] n
sam iconducting tubes, the valueof = (; ny)mod 3
determm nes from which side ofthe K point the electronic
states origihate for a given optical transition. T he tubes
in the lower branches of the E ,, transitions in sem icon-—
ducting tubes, ie., ofthe branches begihning w ith (9,1),
(11,0), and (12,1) in Fjg.'g,' ©), have = 1. The soft-
ening for an all-chiralangle tubes in these branches com —
pared to the tightbinding value is quite strong. The
tubes In the upper part of the sam e set of transitions
have = +1 and are lessa ected by the softening. For
exam ple, the experin entaltransition energy ofthe (10,0)
tube [ = 0, = +1]m atches the theoreticalvalie very
well Fig. -'14' ©)]. Taking this softening of the transition
energies In the 1 fam ilies into account, the agreem ent
of our data w ith the theoretical predictions is excellent.

In general, the RBM signalwas strong for nanotubes
wih = 1 and also from the lower branches of the
m etallic transitions in Fig.il (). T he intensities were by
a factor of four to ten weaker for tubeswith = +1.
This observation con m s ab-initio calculations of the
electron-phonon coupling that predicted the m agnitude
of the electron-phonon m atrix elem ent to altemate w ith
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FIG.2: (Color online) Ram an intensity as a function of the
chiral angle for three nanotube branches (solid circles) w ith
(n1;n2) as indicated. O pen circles: calculated Ram an inten-
sity, see text. (@) and (o) contain sem iconducting, (c) contains
m etallic tubes.

l_ié]. The relative Ram an intensity of the RBM can
also be used to discrin inate between the two fam ilies of
sem iconducting tubes.

The assignment of the sam iconducting tubes in
Fig. g.' () corresponds to the one found by Bachilo et
al. from Ium inescence experim ents ig]. In contrast to
the lum inescence resuls, which reported a m axinum in-
tensity for closeto-am chair tubes and no em ission from
zig—zag tubes, we clearly observed zig—zag or close-to—zig—
zag tubes as well. The (13,0), (11,0), and the (10,0)
tube show that zig—zag tubes are present in the sam ple.
T hese tubes aswellas the (14,1) tube w ere not cbserved
by photolum inescence. An in portant conclision from
our work is that the absence of photolum inescence from
these tubes thus does not in ply the preferential grow th
of amm chair tubes.

In Fjg.EZ we show the resonancem axin a for tubes be—
Iongingtothesame (n; 1;n;+ 2) branch. TheRam an
Intensity ncreasesw ith decreasing chiralangle and isat
maxinum for 10 15, except for (@). T heoretically,
the Ram an am plitude is proportional to the electron—
phonon coupling tin es the square of the optical absorp—
tion strength {l6]. M achon et al ,26] fund that the
electron-phonon coupling ofthe RBM decreases strongly
w ith increasing W e therefore m odel the electron-
phonon interaction by a linear finction ofthe chiralangle
w ith a three tin es stronger coupling for zig-zag than for
am chair tubes as ound in Ref. f_ZQ‘] W e approxin ate
the optical absorption strength of a tube by its experi-
m ental photolum inescence intensity i_i], ie. we assum e
the absorption and

am ission probability to be the sam e. T he relative Ra—
m an intensities calculated with this m odel are In good
agreem ent w ith experim ent (open dots In Fig. '@:). The
Ram an response of zig—zag tubes is enhanced com pared
to their um Inescence intensity because of their strong
electron-phonon coupling. On the other hand, the Ra—
m an intensity of zig—zag tubes is an aller than for 10
due to the am all absorption coe cient. Thus, our data
are com pletely consistent w ith a uniform chirality distri-

bution in the sam pl.

In conclusion, we assigned the chiral indices to 50
measured RBM frequencies and transition energies by
resonant Ram an spectroscopy. In contrast to all pre—
vious work our assignm ent is independent of the co—
e cients ¢; and ¢, which we t only after assigning
the chiral index to a particular RBM . The largest Ra—
m an Intensity wasm easured for tubes w ith chiralangles
around 15 or am aller, which is in agreem ent w ith the-
oretical predictions and in plies that the chiralities are
evenly distribbuted. M oreover, our results con m that
the RBM Intensity in sem iconducting tubes depends on
the n; ny)mod 3 fam ily. The transition energies de—
viate from zone-folding predictions w ith decreasing chi-
ral angle, which, in particular for m etallic tubes, was
strongly underestim ated in earlier work.
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