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Recent experim ents about the low tem perature behaviour of a Single W allCarbon Nanotube

(SW CNT)showed typicalCoulom b Blockade(CB)peaksin thezerobiasconductanceand allowed us

to investigatetheenergy levelsofinteracting electrons.O therexperim entscon�rm ed thetheoretical

prediction about the crucialrole which the long range nature ofthe Coulom b interaction plays in

the correlated electronic transportthrough a SW CNT with two intram oleculartunneling barriers.

In orderto investigatethee�ectson low dim ensionalelectron system sdueto therangeofelectron

electron repulsion,we introduce a m odelfor the interaction which interpolates wellbetween short

and longrangeregim es.O urresultscould becom pared with experim entaldataobtained in SW CNTs

and with those obtained foran idealverticalQ uantum D ot(Q D ).

Fora betterunderstanding ofsom e experim entalresultswe also discusshow defectsand doping

can break som e sym m etriesofthe bandstructure ofa SW CNT.

PACS num bers:

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

In the last 20 years progresses in technology allowed

the construction ofseveralnew devices in the range of

nanom etric dim ensions. The known M oore prediction

statesthatthesilicon-data density on a chip doublesev-

ery 18 m onths.So we are going toward a new agewhen

the devices in a com puter willlive in nanom eter scale

and willbe ruled by the Q uantum M echanicslaws.

Q Ds1,2, which could play a central role within the

quantum com putation as quantum bits (Q BIT’s)3,4,5,6,7

havebeen studied intensively in thelastyears8 thanksto

the advancesin sem iconductortechnology9.

Q Dsaresm alldevices,usually form ed in sem iconduc-

tor heterostructures, with perfectly de�ned shape and

dim ensions8(< 1�m in diam eter).Theycontain from one

toafew thousand electronsand,becauseofthesm allvol-

um e available,the electron energiesare quantized. The

Q Ds are usefulto study a wide range ofphysicalphe-

nom ena: from atom ic like behaviour10,11,12 to quantum

chaos,to theQ uantum HallE�ect(Q HE)when a strong

transversem agnetic �eld actson the device13,14,15,16.

Recently several scientists proposed a new carbon

based technology against the usual silicon one. In

this sense the discovery ofcarbon nanotubes (CNs) in

199117 opened a new �eld ofresearch in the physics at

nanoscales18.

Nanotubes are very intriguing system s and m any ex-

perim ents in the last decade have shown som e oftheir

interesting properties19. An idealSW CNT isa hexago-

nalnetwork ofcarbon atom s (graphene sheet) that has

been rolled up to m akea cylinder.Theuniqueelectronic

propertiesofCNsareduetotheirdiam eterand chiralan-

gle(helicity)param etrized byaroll-up (wrapping)vector

(n;m ). This vectorcorrespondsto the periodic bound-

ary conditions20,21 and givesusthe dispersion relations

ofthe one-dim ensionalbands,which link wavevectorto

energy,straightforwardly from the dispersion relation in

a graphenesheet

"m ;k = � 

s

1� 4cos(
�m

N b

)cos(

p
3k

2
)+ 4cos2(

p
3k

2
)

(1)

where N b isthe num berofperiodsofthe hexagonallat-

tice around the com pact dim ension (y) ofthe cylinder.

Ifthe SW CNT is not excessively doped allthe excita-

tionsofangularm om entum m 6= 0 (correspondingto the

transverse m otion ky = m =R)costa huge energy ofor-

der(0:3  � 1 eV ),so we m ay om italltransportbands

except for the lowest one. From eq.(1) we obtain two

linearly independent Ferm ipoints � ~K � � 2�

3
p
3
with a

right-and a left-m oving (r = R=L = � )branch around

each Ferm i point (see Fig.(1.c)). These branches are

highly linearin the Ferm ivelocity vF � 3=2 � 8� 105

m /sup to energy scalesE < D � 1 eV.Thislineardis-

persion correspondsto thatofa LuttingerM odelfor1D

electron liquids. M any experim ents dem onstrated a LL

behaviour22,23,24 in SW CNT25with am easurem entofthe

lineartem peraturedependence ofthe resistanceabovea

crossovertem peratureTc
26.

In nanom etric devices,when the therm alenergy kB T

isbelow the energy foradding an additionalelectron to

the device (�N = E (N )� E (N � 1)),low bias (sm all

Vsd) transport is characterized by a current carried by

successive discrete charging and discharging ofthe dot

with justoneelectron.

This phenom enon, known as single electron tunnel-

ing (SET) or quantized charge transport,was observed

in m any experim ents in vertical Q Ds at very sm all

tem perature10,11,12. In thisregim e the ground state en-

ergy determ ines strongly the conductance and the pe-

riod in Coulom b O scillations (CO s). CO s correspond

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0501051v1
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to the peaks observed in conductance as a function of

gate potential (Vg) and are crudely described by the

CB m echanism 27: the N � th conductance peak occurs

when15 �eVg(N )= �N where � =
C g

C �

isthe ratio ofthe

gate capacitance to the totalcapacitance ofthe device.

The peaksand theirshape strongly depend on the tem -

perature asexplained by the Beenakkerform ula forthe

resonanttunneling conductance1,27

G (Vg)= G 0

1X

q= 1

Vg � �q

kB T sinh(
Vg�� q

kB T
)

(2)

here�1;:::;�N representthe positionsofthe peaks.

M any experim ents showed the peaks in the conduc-

tanceofQ Dsand afam ousone11 alsoshowed atom ic-like

propertiesofa verticalQ D.Therethe"addition energy",

needed toplacean extraelectron in asem iconductorQ D,

wasde�ned analogously to theelectron a�nity fora real

atom and wasextracted from m easurem ents. The typi-

caladdition energy rangesfrom 10 to 20m eV ,while the

disappearanceofthe CO shappensabove� 50� K .

The transportin CNsoften di�ersfrom the quantum

CB theory forQ Ds,because ofthe one-dim ensionalna-

ture ofthe correlated electrons: so we could need a pe-

culiar theory for resonant tunneling in LLs28,29. M ore

recently a noveltunneling m echanism 30 was introduced

i.e. correlated sequentialtunneling (CST),originating

from the �nite range nature ofthe Coulom b interaction

in SW NTs,in orderto replaceconventionaluncorrelated

sequentialtunneling. It dom inates resonant transport

atlow tem peraturesand strong interactionsand itspre-

diction agree with experim ents31. In the experim ent a

short nanotube segm ent was created with an addition

energy largerthan thetherm alenergy atroom tem pera-

ture (TR ),so thatthe SET can be observed also atTR .

The conductance was observed to follow a clear power

law dependence with decreasing tem perature, pointing

ata LL behaviourin agreem entwith Ref.30.

An interesting observation aboutthetransportin CNs

concerns the long-range nature of the Coulom b inter-

action,which inducesdipole-dipole correlationsbetween

the tunneling events acrossthe left and right barrier30.

The crucialquestion ofthe range ofthe interaction in

CNswasinvestigated in di�erenttransportregim ese.g.

in ordertoexplain theLL behaviouroflargeM ultiW all32

and doped33 CNs.

Howeverm any experim entsshowed CO s:e.g.in 1997

Bockrath and coworkers34 in a ropeofCNsbelow about

10� K observed dram atic peaks in the conductance as

a function ofthe gate voltage according the theory of

single-electron charging and resonanttunneling through

the quantized energy levelsofthe nanotubescom posing

the rope34.In thisregim ealso a SW CNT behavesasan

arti�cialatom and revealsitsshellstructure35(the data

weretaken at5m K ).Recentm easurem entsreportclean

closed nanotubedotsshowing com pleteCB36,which en-

able usto deduce som epropertiesfrom the addition en-

ergy ofSW CNT and discusstherolewhich theCoulom b

interaction could play in a 1D system atsm alltem pera-

tures(T = 0:1� 0:3� K ).

In this paper we analyze the e�ects ofa long range

electron electron interaction in order to determ ine the

addition energy form odelschosen by a verticalQ D and

a SW CNT in the HartreeFock (HF)approxim ation.

In section IIweintroducem icroscopicm odelsand cor-

responding Ham iltoniansforSW CNTsand Q Dsalso fo-

cusingon atheoreticalm odelfortheinteractionpotential

which interpolatesbetween shortand longrangetypein-

teraction. In section IIIwe show our results about the

SW CNT and Q Dsand discussthee�ectsofasym m etries

experim entally observed36.

II. M IC R O SC O P IC A P P R O A C H

As showed in eq.(1) near each Ferm i point we ob-

tain thatthe CN could be represented by a typicalLut-

tinger Ham iltonian with linear branches depending on

k = k + �K F (� = � 1 labels the Ferm ipoint). W e in-

troduce the operatorsthatcreatethe electronsnearone

oftheFerm ipoints(label�)belonging to oneofthetwo

branches(label� corresponding to the sign ofk),bc
�;k;s

and bc
y

�;k;s
. In term s ofthese operatorsthe free and in-

teraction Ham iltonianscan be written as

H 0 = vF

X

�;k;s

jkjc
y

�;k;s
c
�;k;s

(3)

H int =
X

f� ig

X

k;k0;q;s;s0

�

V
f� ig

k;p;s;s0
(q)c

y

� 1;k+ q;s
c
y

� 2;p�q;s 0c� 3;p;s
0c� 4;k;s

�

:(4)

The interaction V
f� ig

�;�0
(q)playsa centralrole in order

to determ ine the propertiesofthe electron liquid.

A very crucialquestion is the e�ective range of the

potentialand itspossiblescreeningin a CN.Ifwedenote

by x the longitudinaldirection of the tube and y the

wrapped one,the single particle wave function for each

electron reads

’�;�(x)= u�;�(x;y)
ei�K F xe�ikx

p
2�L

whereu�;�(x;y)istheappropriatelinearcom bination of

thesublatticestatesp= � and L thelength ofthetube.

So we can obtain a sim ple 1D interaction potentialas

follows:

U
�;�

0

f� ig
(x � x

0) =

Z 2�R

0

dydy
0
u
�
��1

(x;y)u��0� 2
(x0;y0)

� U
�;�

0

0 (x � x
0
;y� y

0)u�0� 3
(x0;y0)u��4(x;y):

These potentials only depend on x � x0 and the 1D

ferm ion quantum num bers while U
�;�

0

0 (x � x0;y � y0) is
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obtained from a linearcom bination ofU (x � x0;y� y0+

pd�p;�p 0)sublatticeinteractions37.

Becauseofthescreening oftheinteraction in CNsand

the divergence due to the long range Coulom b interac-

tion in 1D electron system s,itiscustom ary to introduce

m odels,in orderto describe the electron electron repul-

sion. The usualm odelisthe so called Luttingerm odel,

where the electron electron repulsion is assum ed to be

a constantin the space ofm om enta,corresponding to a

very shortrange1D potential(Dirac delta).In orderto

analyzethee�ectsoflong orshortrangeinteractions,we

introducea m odelforthe electron electron potentialde-

pending on a param eterr,which m easuresthe range of

a non singularinteraction;ithasaslim itsthevery short

range potential(r ! 0,delta function) and the in�nite

long rangeone(r! 1 ,constantinteraction).So wecan

concludethatourgeneralinteraction m odelrangesfrom

the very short range one to the in�nity long range one

and elim inatesthe divergenceofthe Coulom b repulsion.

In thissense we suppose thatourm odelisgood forde-

scribing theinteraction,ifwedo nottakein accountthe

IR and the UV divergences.

Ur(jx � x
0
j)= U0

 

e�
jx � x

0
j

r

2r
+

r2

r2 + jx � x0j2

!

: (5)

Theinteraction between two di�erentelectronswith m o-

m enta k and q followsfrom the previousform ula

V (p = jk� qj)=
1

L2

Z L

0

dx

Z L �x

�x

e
ipy
U (y)dy :

In the lim itL ! 1 we can calculate the Fouriertrans-

form ofeq.(5)

Vr(jq� q
0
j)= V0

�

�re
�rjq�q

0
j+

1

1+ r2jq� q0j2

�

: (6)

The scattering processes are usually classi�ed accord-

ing to the di�erent electrons involved and the coupling

strengths g are often taken as constants. This assum p-

tion correspondsto theusualLuttingerm odel,so wefol-

low this historicalschem e, in order to classify the in-

teractions. The backscattering g
s;s

0

1 involves electrons

in opposite branches with a large m om entum transfer

(q � 2kF ) so g
s;s

0

1 � V (2kF ). The forward scattering

occursbetween electronsin opposite branchesg2 with a

sm allm om entum transfer(q� 2kF )so g
s;s

0

2 � V (0)(or

g
s;s

0

2
� V (2�=L)). The forward scattering in the sam e

branch (g4)involvesthepairs(k � kF ;p� kF )and gives

g
k

4 � V (0)� V (p� k) and g?4 � V (0). Further below,

wherewediscusstheelectron electron interaction,were-

callthe valuesofthe g constants.

Now we want to introduce the analogous m odelfor

a sem iconductor idealQ D.Usually we describe the dot

like a 2D system with an harm onic con�nem ent poten-

tialV (r)= 1

2
m �!d

2r2 accordingto m easurem ents11 that

dem onstrated thatverticalQ Dshavetheshapeofa disk

where the lateralcon�ning potential has a cylindrical

sym m etrywith arathersoftboundarypro�le.Underthis

hypothesisthequantum singleparticlelevelsdepend just

on n = n+ + n� (theangularm om entum ism = n+ � n� )

"n = �h!d(n +
1

2
):

Thesym m etry leadsto setsofdegeneratesingle-particle

states which form a shellstructure: each shell("n) has

2(n + 1) degenerate states so that the shells are com -

pletely �lled forN = 2;6;12;20;etc:electronsin thedot

(M agicNum bers).

The m any body Ham iltonian corresponding to eq.(3)

and eq.(4)hasthe form

Ĥ =

1X

�

"� n̂� +
1

2

X

�;�;;�

V�;�;;� ĉ
y
� ĉ

y

�
ĉ�ĉ: (7)

Here � � (n;m ;s) denotes the single particle state in

the single particle energy level"�,ĉ
y
� createsa particle

in the state � and n̂� � ĉy� ĉ� isthe occupation num ber

operator.In the following sectionswe discussthe essen-

tialquestion regarding the electron electron interaction

in thedot(V
n;n

0

m ;m 0)and analyzein detailthescreening of

the e�ectivepotential.

III. SIN G LE W A LL C A R B O N N A N O T U B E:

LO W T EM P ER A T U R E B EH AV IO U R A N D

C O U LO M B B LO C K A D E

Before proceeding with the calculations,we want to

pointoutthattherealband structuresofm easured CNs

show som edi�erenceswith respectto the idealcase dis-

cussed (eq.(3)): in orderto clarify thispointwe shortly

discuss the m odeland the results oftwo recent experi-

m ents.

To begin with, we have to introduce a quantization

due to the �nite longitudinalsize ofthe tube (L)in the

dispersion relation eq.(1).Thelongitudinalquantization

introducesa param eterwhich also givesa therm allim it

for the Atom ic Like behaviour: in fact k wavevectors

have to be taken asa continuum ifK B T isasa critical

valueE c = vF
h

L
and asa discretesetifthe tem perature

isbelow (ornear)E c.

Afterthe quantization we obtain shellswith an 8-fold

degeneracy due to � (spin sym m etry),� (K ;� K lattice

sym m etry),� ((k � K );(K � k)Luttingersym m etry).

Recentexperim entsdo notsupportsuch a high sym -

m etry and di�erenthypotheseswereform ulated in order

to explain thisdiscrepancy.

According to Cobden and Nygard36 "the sole orbital

sym m etryisa two-fold one,correspondingto a K-K’sub-

band degeneracy and resultingfrom theequivalenceofthe

two atom s in the prim itive cellofgraphene structure".

Experim entally one can answerthisquestion by observ-

ing thegrouping ofthepeaksin plotsoftheconductance
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FIG .1:Thedispersion relation and thequantized levels.The

boxesin �gure representenergy levelsand can be �lled by a

pair of electrons with opposite spins. a) The generalcase

withoutany degeneracy. b)The 4-fold degeneracy case with

�S M = 0.c)The8-fold degeneracy case.d)D i�erencesin the

splitting due to the com parison between �S M and �".

versusthegatepotential.Howeverin theexperim entno

four-fold grouping wasobserved becausedegeneracy was

lifted by a m ixing between statesdueeitherto defectsor

to the contacts.

A di�erent experim ent38 displays conductance peaks

in clustersoffour,indicating thatthereisa fourfold de-

generacy. In ref.38 two di�erent shell�lling m odels are

putforward:the �rstone,when the subband m ism atch

dom inates,predicts that the spin in the SW CNT oscil-

latesbetween S = 0 and S = 1=2.

In orderto take into accountthe strong asym m etries

m easured experim entally we m odify the dispersion rela-

tion. A �rstcorrection hasto be introduced because of

the "longitudinalincom m ensurability": in generalK is

nota m ultiple of�=L so K = (N + �N )�
L
with �N < 1

and the energy shift is �" = v F
h�N

L
. A second correc-

tion isdue to the subband m ism atch (�SM ). The single

electron energy levelsare

"l;�;p = �hvF jl
�

L
+ pK j+

(1� p)

2
�SM (8)

wherep = � 1.

Each choice ofparam eters gives a di�erent degener-

acy forthe quantum levels:the 8-fold degeneracy corre-

spondsto �SM = 0 and K = n �

L
;the 4-fold degeneracy

isfound ifweputjust�SM = 0and the2fold degeneracy

representsthe generalcase(see Fig.(1)).

A . H igh band structure sym m etry: dam ping in the

addition energy oscillations

In the discussion which followswe analyze the e�ects

ofthe range ofthe Coulom b interaction in a sim pli�ed

system with justtwo linearsym m etric branches.In this

m odeleach shellis �lled by 4 electrons with opposite

m om enta and spin. W e can look for the conservation

lawsofourHam iltonian and �nd theNum berofelectrons

(N ),the Energy,the totallinearm om entum K = 0 and

the spin S;Sz = 0.

The Ferm i sea corresponds to the state where all

the shells with energy below the Ferm ienergy (E F =

vF nF h=L)aretotally �lled (N F = 4nF ).Thisstate will

be ourground state 	 0(N F )and thisistrue also forin-

teracting electronsin absence ofcorrelation (i.e. in the

HF approxim ation ).

Thee�ectsofcorrelation willbediscussed in a further

article,here we have to explain the range ofvalidity of

our approxim ation. The �rst thing to consider is the

interaction strength g � V (0)� V (2kF )com pared to the

kinetic energy vF h=L. The HF approxim ation is valid

ifg � vF h=L. However also the tem perature plays a

centralrole,in factifthe tem peratureincreaseswehave

totakeintoaccountm oreexcited states(asortoftherm al

cut-o� correspondsto the energy kB T)so ifwe are ata

very low tem peraturewecan assum etheFerm isea state

asthe ground state.

At this point we are able to calculate the addition

energy (E A
N ) following the Aufbau sequence explained

in Appendix A. E A
N has a m axim um for som e num -

bers4;8;12;::4n (n integer)due to the shell�lling.The

shellsare�lled sequentially and Hund’sruledeterm ines

whether a spin-down or a spin-up electron is added so

that the singlet (S = 0) energy for a 4n + 2 system is

alwaysgreaterthan the triplet (S = 1)one. O bviously

this is an e�ect ofinteraction and is quite di�erent for

the long and shortrangem odels.

As we show in Fig.(2) the oscillations due to Hund’s

rulecorrespond totheshortrangepotentialwhiletheat-

tenuation ofthese oscillationswhen the num berofelec-

tronsin the1D system increasesisdueto thelong range

interaction.So wecan draw the following conclusions:

� The4� fold degeneratem odelpredictsoscillationsin

the addition energy dueto the Hund’srulequite sim ilar

to the onesobserved in Q Ds.

� Theoscillationsperiodicity is4 forthism odel(8 for

a system with two Ferm ipoints)

� Theoscillationsam plitudeisduetoanexchangeterm

(proportionalto the shortrangeinteraction).

� The e�ect ofa long range interaction is a dam ping

ofthe oscillations when the num ber ofelectrons in the

system increases.

Them odelwith 8-fold degeneracy(seeFig.(1))hastwo

basicsym m etries:k ! � k,K L=� = NK and usually the

interaction between the electronswith m om enta nearK

and theoneswith m om entanear� K isverysm allsothat

wehavetwoindependent4-fold degenerateHam iltonians

(nF = N =4< < N K ).

B . A sym m etric m odel

Now we have to analyze m odels without sym m etries

by using eq.(8)in the HF approxim ation.
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FIG .2: O n the right we show analyticalAufbau results for

the addition energy versus the num ber of electrons of a 4-

fold degeneracy m odel corresponding to di�erent values of

the range r (r = 0 dark gray dashed line,r = 0:4 black line,

r= 1gray line).W eshow how thedam pingin theoscillations

isdueto a long rangeinteraction whileitdoesnotappearfor

a r = 0 m odel. O ur predictions can be com pared with the

m easured addition energy in the Cobden Nygard experim ent

displayed on the left.

In orderto introducetheelectron electron interaction,

we take in account just two (gk and g? ) ofthe m any

constants that we introduced in section II from eq.(6).

Forallowing to com pare easily ourresultswith those in

ref.39,aswellaswith experim ents,wegiveourresultsin

term s ofV0 and J,obtained as a linear com bination of

the g constants.

Following the usualm ethod,in orderto calculate the

energy levels,we put

g
k = V0� J ; g

? = V0 ; � =
vF h

2L
;; �"= �N

vF h

L
:

Here �" is the incom m ensurability shift (�" < 0:5�).

Thesingleparticleenergieshavea di�erentstructurefor

�SM > 2�" and � SM < 2�",asweshow in Fig.(1.d).

From the experim entaldata38 weobtain

V0 � U + �U + Jexp � :42 and J � Jexp � 2�U � :05

where we assum e U = :22,�U = :05 and Jexp = :15 in

unitsof�.Underthese conditionsJ isalwayslessthan

the levelspacing.

Now we can write the Ham iltonian ofthe nanotube

depending on these param eters39

H =
X

n;�;p;s

"n;�;pn̂n;�;p;s (9)

+ V0
N (N + 1)

2
� J

X

n;�;p;s

X

n‘;�‘;p‘;s

�s;s‘̂nn;�;p;sn̂n;�;p;s

SinceJ islessthan thelevelspacingtheenergythatwe

need,in orderto add oneelectron is",corresponding to

thelowestem pty energy levelwith an interaction energy

V0
N (N � 1)

2
� J

N � 1

2
for odd N

V0
N (N � 1)

2
� J

N

2
for even N :

3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Vg

0.25

0.5

0.75

1

1.25

1.5

1.75

2

G
He

2 �
hL

FIG .3:Theasym m etric m odelcalculation fortheCO s(con-

ductancevs.gatevoltage)atdi�erenttem peraturesexpressed

in term s of � calculated following the classicalCB theory.

Theoreticalcalculations show that the �ne structure peaks

are appreciable justforvery low tem peratures.

Starting from the Ham iltonian eq.(9)weareableto cal-

culatetheground statesofthem any electron system for

variousN .

O ur results can be com pared to the experim entalre-

sultswherestrongasym m etrieswerefound.In Fig.(3)we

show the peaks corresponding to an asym m etric m odel

to which weapply theclassicaltheory ofCB,i.e.eq.(2).

The�nestructurewith 8periodicityisdestroyed by ther-

m ale�ects:itisappreciableatsm allertem peratures(we

assum eaboutTs � 300� 500m K foraNanotube’slength

ofabout100� 300nm )and disappearsata tem perature

T � 4Ts (T � 1:2� 2:0K see ref.38)where justa 4 pe-

riodicity appears. So,we conclude that we should not

be able to observe any sm allasym m etries e�ects ifthe

tem perature increases. Fig.(3)showshow the Coulom b

peaks in the conductance disappearwhen the tem pera-

ture increases. In a future article we willshow how the

end ofthe CB regim e corresponds to the beginning of

anotherone.

Now wewantpointoutthelim itsoftheapproach used

in the previoussections: the HF approxim ation ignores

the e�ectsofcorrelation.Thiscorrespondsto the Ferm i

Liquid theoryand givesgoodresultsjustifwecan assum e

that the interaction is sm aller than the kinetic energy

(g � �hvF ).

Therm ale�ects are quite im portant too. In fact the

tem perature appears in the Beennaker form ula and is

responsible ofthe disappearance ofthe Coulom b peaks.

However,ifthetem peratureishigherfora SW CNT,itis

thesam eBeennakerform ula which fails,becausetheHF

calculated energy levels are very di�erent from the real

energy levelsofthe electron system .W hen T isabovea

criticalvalue

Tc =
vF h

LkB
(10)

we cannot consider the Ferm isea as the ground state

ofthe electron system in a SW CNT because som e other
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stateswith thesam elinearm om entum K = 0 and di�er-

ent kinetic energy are also available for the system . So

fortem peraturesabovethecriticalvaluewehaveto take

into accountstrong e�ectsofcorrelation.

C . Q uantum D ots and Long R ange Interactions

Aswedid fora SW CNT wecalculatetheaddition en-

ergy ofa Q D in the HF approxim ation.

Aswediscussed in section IIpeaksand oscillationsin

them easured addition energy correspond totheonesofa

shellstructurefora two-dim ensionalharm onicpotential.

However,in experim ents11,high values ofthe addition

energyareobserved alsoforN = 4;9;16;etc:correspond-

ing to those values of the Num ber of electrons in the

dotforwhich,respectively,the second,third and fourth

shellsarehalf�lled with parallelspinsin accordancewith

Hund’srule.Half�lled shellscorrespond to a m axim um

spin state,which hasa relatively low energy10,11.

W ecom parea non-interactingm odelwith m odelsthat

include Coulom b interactions especially the exchange

term . In Fig.(4)we plotthe calculated addition energy

asa function ofthe num berofelectronsin the following

threedi�erentcases:

� The non-interacting m odelgives us just the peaks

corresponding to the M agicNum bers.

� The m odelwith constant param eters (gk and g? )

correspondsto a shortrange interaction (Dirac �). The

Coulom b exchangeterm in HF givestheHund’sruleand

allowsustoexplain theoscillationsin theaddition energy

asweshow in Fig.(4.a).

� The third m odelis the long range interaction one,

where we introduce two m easured e�ects that are both

dueto thelong rangeCoulom b interaction.The�rstone

isdue to the classicalcapacitivee�ectshown in Fig.(4.b

and c)asa continuousline.Thesecond oneisdueto the

long rangecorrection to Coulom b exchange.

W e could com pare these results to the experim ents

(e.g.seeref11).

IV . C O N C LU SIO N S

In this work we have analyzed som e properties ofa

1D (SW CNT)and 0D-2D (Q Ds)electron system sby in-

troducing a m odelofinteraction capableofinterpolating

from shortto long range,in orderto analyze the e�ects

ofthelong rangecom ponentofelectron electron interac-

tions.

W ehaveobtained thata dam ping in theoscillationsof

the addition energy could be predicted forthese m odels

correspondingtothepresenceofalongrangeinteraction.

The resultscan be com pared to the experim entsand we

discussed the lim its for the experim entalobservation of

ourpredictionsin SW CNT.In factthebreakdown ofthe

Ferm iLiquid opensdi�erentregim eswherethetunneling

has to be considered as resonant tunneling in LLs28,29.

FIG .4: In a),b),c) results from three di�erentm odels ofin-

teracting electronsin Q D sare displayed.Thesim ple HF cal-

culation in a) has to be corrected because it does not take

into accounttheclassicalcapacitive e�ect.In orderto deter-

m ine it we recallthat the electrons in the dot give a charge

dropletofradiusR D not�xed,so thatwecan approxim ateit

with a disk ofcapacitance C = C 0R D . The value ofR D can

be calculated from classicalequations,R D /
p
N + 1.So we

add theclassicalterm to the dam ped oscillationsdueto long

range a�ected Coulom b exchange and obtain the b) and c)

plotin the �gure.

So we have to lim it ourselves to describing an electron

system only when it is uncorrelated. This is true only

ifthe interaction strength issm all(g < < vF h=L)
40 and

thetem peratureisbelow thecriticalvalueTc (seeeq.10).
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A P P EN D IX A :A U FB A U A N D EN ER G IES FO R

T H E 4-FO LD D EG EN ER A T E M O D EL

W e startby taking into accountthateach electron in

the jkj> kF state interactswith allthe electronsin the

�lled shells with k below kF so that we can have the

following two (orfour)�H F term s:

�s;�(kF ;k)=

kFX

p= 1

U
s;�

jk�pj
+

�k FX

p= �1

U
s;�

jk�pj

Ifwe introduce nF = L

�
kF and considerthe directterm

ofthe interaction,weconclude that
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�"#(kF ;k) = 2V0nF

�""(kF ;k) = V0

0

@ 2nF �

kFX

p= �k F

Jjp�kj(1� �p;0)

1

A

O bviously if we add an electron in the lowest

energy em pty shell we obtain �(k F ;kF + �

L
) �

V0

�

4nF �
P 2kF +

�

L

p= �

L

Jp

�

.

Foreach shellwecan considerthe internalinteraction

energy as

w(k)= 2V0(3� J2k) W (kF )=

kFX

p= �

L

w(p)

so thatthe totalenergy ofa system with nF �lled shells

reads

E 4nF
= 2vF nF (nF + 1)+ W (kF )+ 4

kF �
�

LX

p= 0

�(p;p+
�

L
)

a. Energy levels

W hen we add one by one the electrons to the 4nF -

system we obtain

�4nF + 1 = �hvF

�

kF +
�

L

�

+ �(k F ;kF +
�

L
)

�4nF + 2 = �hvF

�

kF +
�

L

�

+ �(k F ;kF +
�

L
)+ U0(1� )

�4nF + 3 = �hvF

�

kF +
�

L

�

+ �(k F ;kF +
�

L
)+ 2U0

�4nF + 4 = �hvF

�

kF +
�

L

�

+ �(k F ;kF +
�

L
)+ U0(3� )

�4nF + 5 = �hvF

�

kF + 2
�

L

�

+ �(k F +
�

L
;kF + 2

�

L
)

where�N + 1 = E N + 1 � EN and  =
J2kF
U 0

The addition energy is also calculated as E A
N + 1

=

�N + 2 � �N + 1 so that

E
A
4nF + 1

= U0(1� ) E
A
4nF + 2

= U0(1+ )

E
A
4nF + 3

= U0(1� ) E
A
4nF + 4

= U0(1+ )+

�
�hvF �

L

�
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