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1. Introduction

Spintronics In m olecular conductors is a eld attracting m ore and m ore attention,
both from fiindam ental physics as well as from application-oriented m aterial science
l]l. Here the quantum -m echanical electronic spin is the central cbjct controlling
transport properties. For a conductor sandw iched between ferrom agnetic lads, a
di erent resistance can be observed depending on the relative orientation of the lead
m agnetizations. Q uite often, the resistance is lJarger In the antiparallel con guration
than In the parallel one, but som etin es also the reverse situation can be observed. It
is useful to de ne the tunnelm agnetoresistance TMR), += Rap Rp )=Ryp , as the
relative di erence between the corresponding resistances.

A particularly interesting m aterdial iIn that context is provided by carbon nanotubes
(CNTs), see Refs. B, 3] or general reviews. Quite a number of experin ental studies
conceming spin trangoort through ndividualmuli- M W NT) or single-walled (SW NT)
nanotubes contacted by ferrom agnetic leads have been reported over the past few years
@,3,4,7%,%8,9,10]. In particular, the experin ents of the Basel group [§, 10] use thin-

In PdN ialloys as ferrom agnetic leads in order to contact either SW NTsorMW NTs,
w here the shape anisotropy and the geom etry ofthe sstup allow forthe study ofthe soin—
dependence ofelectrical transport. T hese experim entshave revealed oscillatory behavior
oftheTM R asa function ofthe externalgate voltage. Sin ilar oscillationsw ere predicted
as a consequence of the gatevoltage-tunable R ashba spin-orbit (SO ) interaction {11,42]
in a classic paper by D atta and D as som e tin e ago [13]. Since D atta-D as oscillations
have still not been observed experim entally so far, a thorough theoretical investigation
of this e ect In nanotubes is called for and provided here. Unfrtunately, from our
analysis below, we nd that the weakness of SO oouplings in nanotubes excludes an
Interpretation of these data In tem s of the D atta-D as e ect { they can, however, be
explained in term s of quantum interference e ects [10]]. N evertheless, we show that the
presence ofm ultiple bands In CN T s isnot detrin ental, and under certain circum stances,
the e ect m ay be su ciently enhanced to be cbservabl, eg., by a tuning ofthe num ber
ofbandsvia extemalgates along the lines ofR ef. [l4]. In the originalD atta-b asproposal
f13], subband m ixing was ignored so that di erent channels just add up coherently, but
subband m ixing has later been argued to spoilthe e ect L5, 16]. In CN T s, the special
band structure requires a carefill reexam ination of the D atta-D as idea in this context,
and we shall show that the argum ents of Refs. [I5, 16] do not necessarily apply here.

R ecent theoretical smudies of soin-dependent trangport in CN T shavem ainly focused
on the sihgle-channel lim i, taking Into acoount electron-electron nteractionsw ithin the
fram ework of the Luttinger liquid theory {17, 18, 19, 20, 21] (see also P32, 23, 24] for
related discussions on Interacting quantum w ires w ith Rashba SO ooupling). Here we
con ne ourselves to the noninteracting problm in order to not overly com plicate the
analysis, but study the m any-band case and details of the band structure. Interactions
can be taken into account within the Luttinger liquid approach at a later stage, and
m ay enhance the e ect of SO couplings R2, 25]. W e shall also neglect disorder e ects.
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M ean free paths in high-quality SW NT s typically exceed 1 m, while n MW NT s this
m ay be a m ore severe approxin ation for som e sam ples. However, high-qualiy MW NT s
w ith ultra—ong m ean free paths have also been reported recently R4I.

The structure of this paper is as Pllows. In Sec. 2 we derive the Rashba spin—
orbi ham iltonian from m icroscopic considerations. The resulting tightbinding SO
ham iltonian w illbe studied at Iow energy scales in Sec. 3, where we derive its continuum
form . In Sec.4, the consequences w ith regard to D atta-D as oscillations in the TM R
are analyzed. W e shall alw ays consider the zero-tem perature lin i, and (in m ost of the
paper) puth = 1.

2. R ashba spin-orbit coupling in nanotubes

W e start by noting that transport e ectively proceeds through the outem ost shell of
aMWNT only, such that we can take a singleshell m odel even when dealing with a
MW NT.Experin entally and theoretically, it is understood that such a m odel works
very well n good-quality MW NTs P], essentially because only the outem ost shell
is electrically contacted and tunneling between di erent shells is largely suppressed
R7,28]. Naturally, a single-shell description is also appropriate or SW NT s, where we
assum e a su cintly large radius R such that occupation ofmultiple subbands can be
possbl. (Fora MW NT, R denotes the radius of the outemm ost shell) D epending
on the electrochem ical potential (doping level), we then have to dealwih N spin—
degenerate bands. W e assum e fullquantum oocherence (o dephasing), so that the usual
LandauerB uttiker approach applies, and exclude extemal m agnetic elds or electric

eld Inhom ogeneities, say, due to the electrodes. W e proceed to derive the Rashba SO
Interaction, H 4, for this problem . N otice that this is di erent from the intrinsic atom ic
SO interaction discussed in Refs. {18,29]. Th particular, the SO coupling in Refs. [1§,29]
vanishes in the 1im it of large radius, w hich isnot the case forthe Rashba SO couplngwe
discuss below . Though Ando’s SO coupling [18] could straightforwardly be included in
our analysis, being gate-volage ndependent it could not change our conclusions relative
to the gatevoltage dependent oscillations in the m agnetoresistance and is neglected in
what ollow s.

We rstde nea xed reference frame S = ff;ZA;XAg,with unit vector X pointing
in the axis direction and 7 perpendicular to the substrate on which the CN T is supposed
to be located. N ext we Introduce a second, local reference frame S; = f’\i;ﬁi;XAg relative
to each lattice site R; on the tube surface, where * and £ are unit vectors along the
local nom al and tangential (around the circum ference) directions at R;, respectively.
U sing polar coordinates in the plane transverse to the tube axis, the relation between
S and S; is given by

A

1= COS’j_Y\‘FSjI'l’j_ZA,' €i: Sjl’l’iYA‘FCOS’j_ZAI (1)

T he position vector of a given carbon atom can then be wrtten asR; = RN+ X iX\ .
For Jater convenience, we Introduce also another reference fram e. For each pair of sites
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R; and Ry, we de ne

N

Riy=R;: Ry XX + ~iy5 @)
and denote the direction perpendicularto %; and X as N Then £75; 7 ;X g constitutes
anew localframe S;;, and one has

M= cos[( i+ 7 5)=2]Y + sin[( i+ 7 5)=2]Z; 3)

Ny= o sin[Ci+ 7 )21 + coslC i+ 7 4)=217
The 2p, orbital at position R; can then be represented as

e R)= @ Ry & ¥ 4)

whered = 2 a)) 2, = (Qa) !, a)= h’=me&®= 053A istheBohrradius,andm is
the electron’sm ass. W e introduce an Index ion the orbital in order to keep track ofthe
atom at which it is centered. The wavefiinction () is expected to be highly accurate
rnot too am allR , where hybridization w ith the sp? orbitals is negligble.

At Jarge distances from the tube, extemal gates generally produce an electric eld
perpendicular to the tube axis and the substrate. A s it has been shown in detail In
previous works [30, 31], polarization e ects of the CNT itself due to a transverse el
result In a reduction of the extemally applied eld described by

1
Eo= ?Oyy:RZE exts
where ,, istheunscreened transverse static polarizability. Since o, isapproxin ately
proportional to R?, the factor in front of E .« practically equals a constant, 02 'B3D].
T hen, assum Ing hom ogeneity, the electric eld due to the gate can be w ritten as

E =Eo%; ©)

which in tum producesthe ( rst-quantized) R ashba spin-orbit interaction {11;,12]. W ith
standard Paulim atrices ~ acting In spin space,
eh

am 22 E -~ P (©)
W e proceed to derive the second-quantized spin-orbit ham ittonian w ithin the tight—

binding approxin ation. Forthat purposs, we need them atrix elem ent ofthem om entum

operatorbetween two 2p, orbitalspi; = h ;Pj 51, from which we get the follow ing form

for the SO ham iltonian:

He =

X h Ai
Heo=9 CZ ~ Ej) Z cy; (7)
i
w here the ferm ionic operatorc; destroysan electron with soin = ";# in the 2p, orbital
centered at R;, and g = E(=4m ?c?. For calculational convenience, the m atrix elem ent
Piy can be written as gpsy = 1ifvi; + ®i5), where the spin-orbit vectors vi; and niy are

de ned as .

Vij = g dr ;@ R;)Ne * K3 @8)
3 r Ry

wy=9g dr & R)_—— & Rjy); 9)
¥ RiyJ
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N ote that the m odulus of v;; and u;; has din ension of energy, and their sum (out not
necessarily each tem ssparately) is antisym m etric under exchange of i and 7.

W e st observe that the spn-orbit vectors connecting a site w ith itself clearly
vanish, since h ;7j ;1= 0. Let us then discuss spin-orbit vectors connecting di erent
sites. Since the orbitals (4) decay exponentially, it is su cient to consider only the case
ofnearest neighbors. W e start w ith v;;. Shifting* ! s+ R; mEq. @) andusingEq. @),

we obtain ,

viy= g’ dls e e FRulk:

Using 8= skRAij + 8, , we then rew rite the above Integral as
z

P
A 2 2
s (R 5+ 8) & Ce Gt DTS, .

where we use Rj3j= d, wih the nearestneighbor distance am ong carbon atom s in
graphene d = 142 A .Notethat d= 1:34. The seoond term in the brackets is odd in
8, and thus vanishes, and we obtain

2R | " r.
vy = g“jgsmz(Tﬂd“ Y (10)

r,
i

where we have used lfij = %R sin® (%) and the din ensionless num erical factor | :
z

0= dxdydzxe d x2+yZ+z2e d  (x+d)2+y2+ 22,

Forwvy, we nd

r r .
Vii= g 2’\12% sin® (%)d4 0*

N otice that, up to higher orders in d=R, the unit vectors %5 can be replaced by *};,
w hich m akes clear that v isnom alto the tube surface. Now jsin[("; '3)=2]jvaries
between zero (when the two sites are aligned in the axis direction) and d=2R 1 when
the two sites are aligned in the circum ferential direction) . T hus, to zeroth order in d&=R,
vy vanishes: it is a pure curvature e ect, peculiar of nanotubes, which does not exist In
graphene. In practice, v;5 is tiny and certainly subleading to u,4, which tums out to be
of order (=R )°. W e shall therefore neglect it in what ollow s.

Letusnow tum tow;;. Weshitr ! s+ ®R;+ R;)=2 h Eq. ), and rew rite uy5 as
the sum oftwo tem s:

Z
8

’di(jl') =g d&s i Ry=2) s+ Ry=2)——; 11)
B+ Ryy=2]
Z
@ _ 9 3 _ . 1
v = —Ry d's 168 Ruy=2) 68+ Ry=2)————: 12)
2 :ﬁ+ le=23

W riting again s = skﬁij + 8, , the com putation ofthe above integrals leads, to the Iowest
non-vanishing order In d&=R , to the follow Ing expressions:

wy'=g “Ryd 1 uRy; 13)
g
’di(? = Ryd' 2, wRyy; 14)
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w ith the din ensionless num erical factors

z xfe & wWimFipTRg d wiimripes
1= dXdde S (15)
&+ 1=2)2+ y? + 22
! 0:0375;
and
: e & E TR, & i
2=  dxdydz & 16)
®+ 1=2)2 + y? + 22
7 0:3748:

To lowest order in d=R , it does not m ake a di erence w hether we take the tangent unic

vector at Ry, Rj, orat R;+ Ry)=2.Hencewemay write 35 ! & ,where & istheunit

tangent vector at R;+ R4)=2. W e then get SO couplings along the axialand along the

circum ferential direction,
h

with u = u; + up. Note that we have neglected a tiny com ponent of R;; nom al to
the tube surface. The above discussion then results in the tightbinding ham itonian
H = Hg+ Hg, where

Ho= t C;;r+~a%;r+ hcy
ria
wiht 2:7 eV 3]. Here the r denote all sublatticeA tight-binding sites of the lattice.
Furthem ore, the ",- 1,3 are vectors connecting r w ith the three nearest-neighbor sites
which are all located on sublattice B B]. Since we consider the lin it d=R 1,the™, at
each site e ectively lie In the tangent plane to the tube surface at that site. The R ashba

Soin-orbit ham ilftonian then reads
Heo=iu & ~ L X)X+ (2 @881 Z g ,+he 18)

B e+ T
r;a

3. Continuum lim it

Sihce we are Interested In the low -energy long-wavelength properties, we now expand

the electron operator around the Ferm ipoints K ;K ° in term s of B loch waves ],
pc% =& Famte ™ Fow); 19)

p- <
where S = 3a?=2 isthe area oftheunit cell, a= ~ 3d, and p= A=B isthe sublattice
ndex. The F , are slowly varying electron eld operators, and we choose the Femm i
pointsatR = (4 =3a;0) andK'°= K [3].W ethen expandF &+ ~)’ F @)+~ rF ()

and use the bond wvectors

- a - a P - a P -
1= P—§(0; 1); 2= 5(1;1= 3); 3= 5( 1;1= 3): (20)

These vectors are given in a xed reference fram e fora 2D graphene sheet, and we then
must perform a rotation to longiudinal and circum ferential directions via the chiral
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angle. This rotation results In xed phases that can be absorbed in the de nition ofF |
and do not appear In nalresults. This is of course expected from the U (1) symm etry
em erging at low energies in the dispersion relation of graphene {3]. A frer som e algebra,

the usualD irac ham iltonian for the kinetic term follow s,
z

Ho=v d2FY[T, 2 o &)+ Tz 1 o ( i8)IF; 1)

where v = P 3at=2’ 8 10 m /sec is the Fem ivelbcity, and x;y are ongitudinal and
circum ferential coordinates, respectively, with 0< y 2 R.Fially, T and ; are also
Paulim atrices that now act in the space of Fem i K ;K °) points and sublattice space
A ;B ), respectively. Fori= 0, these arede ned as2 2 uni m atrices.

The Iow-energy lim it of the SO tem (I§) can be cbtained in the ollow ing way.
F irst we observe that

h i
. XX+ a0 e L= XY shg=R)T. X

Here the only approxin ation is the assum ption that the bond vectors lie In the plane
tangent to the nanotube surface at . Second, by using the bond vectors 20) and taking
Into account the chiral anglke  between the xed direction on the graphite sheet and
the circum ferential direction on the nanotube, one obtains

X ~ Al 3d y i y i
c,. =X c — Fgie "Fart Fgoe Fap
a
X . 3d ., N
c;Na . e G — Faie "Far $,e Fag

N otice that we take into acoount exactly the relative ordentation of the bond vectors
w ith respect to the directions X and& Pra generic nanotube, which is encoded in the
chiralangle . The constant phases e * can be absorbed by appropriately rede ning
the operatorsasFa, ! e *Fa, andFg; ! e 1 Fy;,and the nalresul can be w ritten
down in the form
Z h i
Heo= FeFY uT, 1 2+ U, siny=R)T3 > 1 @2)

wih uy = u, = 3du=2. For the sake of generality, we continue to use di erent coupling
constants u, and uy . Ik is worthwhile to m ention that the lading term for the Rashba
spin-orbit coupling .n a CNT, Eq. €2), does not depend on longiudinal m om entum .
This is due to the peculiar band structure of graphene with its isolated Fem i K )
points. In the above derivation, we also nd tem s that are linear In m om entum,
ie., contain spatial derivatives of the electron operators. Such tem s only produce
tiny renom alizations of the velocities and w ill be neglected here. The second tem in
Eqg. @2) allows for soin  ps and m ixes transverse subbands.

From now on, for sin plicity, we consider jist a single Fem ipoint, say, K . A fter
the globalSU Q) rotation ;! ., ! 3 In soih soace, we get in com pact notation

Ho = v [ il@y i2@x]: (23)
Hg=1ux 1 3+ u;, sin(y=R) 2 2: 24)
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N ote that the exact spectrum ofH ¢+ H o, with u, = 0 can be ocbtained straightforwardly.
In general, however, due to the an allness ofthe SO coupling (see below ), it is enough to
treat H o, perturbatively. T he follow Ing detailed derivation isthen necessary to correctly
evaluate the e ect ofthe SO ooupling, and m oreover it is nteresting and in portant for
the generalization to the interacting case, and for the analysis of features nvolring the
electron wavefunction (a@s for Instance electron-phonon interactions).

T he elgenvalues of H ¢ are given by
q

an @=av K )+ F  a,@; (@5)

wherek, (n) = @+ ng)=R denotesthe transversem om entum , g the longitudinalone, a =

labels the conduction/valence band, and = the spin. Here p = 0 for intrinsically
m etallic shells, but generally it can be taken as 0 ny 1=2 to take into account
chirality gapsororbitalm agnetic eldsalong X . T he transverse subbands are labelkd by
integervaluesn = 0;1;2;::5;N  1,whereN = 2(N%+M +NM )=god (@M +N ;2N +M )
for N ;M ) tubes B]. N istypically much larger than the actualnumber N = kz R ]of
occupied subbands, where we de ne ky = =v wih the doping level thatwe assume
positive here. The velocity v, for electrons in subband n at the Fem i level (in the

absence of H i) and the corresponding Fermm im om entum g, are then given by
q
va=v 1 [+ n)=kR)F; &= kev,=v: (26)

The eigenvalies £5) are spin—independent and thus doubly degenerate. The
correspoonding eigenstates are denoted haga i, where hi and i are respectively plane
waves In circum ferential and longitudinal direction. In coordinate representation they
read

eik? (Il)y X
nga (X;Y) th'YT-qa i:"pﬁe]qx na (q) ’ (27)
w ith the bispinor (in sublattice space)
|
1 gtn@=2 . vk, @) ig)
— . in @ — N .
nj;a= (q) - p_z e in @=2 ’ € R (q) . (28)

A di erent, and here m ore convenient basis is given by the sublattice states hop i.
T heir coordinate representation is

ej-k? )y
ngp Kijy)= P——e¥ | ; 29)
2 R
wherep= A;B and
A — O 4 B — l

T heir usefiilness stem s from the fact that the hgp i can be factorized as

hop i= hipl P L P i=, ; (30)
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where p i is independent ofn and g. U sing thisbasis, we can expand the eld operator
F () on the tube surface as
x 2 dg X L

5 o Xiy)ap @ = Fn&hyhi; 31)

nmp; n

F @)=

w here the operator G,, (@) destroys an electron in the state hgp i, and we introduce
the 1D eld operators F, x). A ematively, using the basis of eigenstates of H o, F' (¥)

can be expanded as
Z

F ®) = S naa X;Y)Ga @; 32)
n;a; 2
w here the operators ¢,, (@) destroy conduction @ = +) or valence @ = ) electrons

wih spin  In subband n. Notice that in what follow s the soin index is keft in plicit.
The relation between the operators G,, and G, is easily found to be

G @ L  Ga @ 33)
& @ 2 e itn@= dn @=2 @

W e now proceed by treating the soin-orbit ham iltonian using perturoation theory.

F irst, we diagonalize H 4 N fora xed transverse subband n,
7
n)

Hg N =v dxFlk. )1+ ( B)., K
z
X dq
= —kb.@ JaGhat

a 2
Next we expand around the Fem i points ¢ de ned ;n Eq. @6), which introduces
right- and left-m overs, r = = R=L, as the relkvant low-energy degrees of freedom .
Foran alldeviationsk from ¢, Taylor expansion yields ,( g+ k)’ vk, where

V, isgiven in Eq. £§). Sincewe assuamed > 0, wemay now restrict ourselves to the
conduction band, a = + . For the ham iltonian, we then cbtain
z
X dk
Hy'!  N® = oy 5 @G, K6, &)
r=
X z _
= v, dx Yo( irQ) g

where ¢, k) G+ (ty + k) and X ;"—keikxc:nr (k). This introduces R=L-m oving

1D ferm ion operators foreach subband n (and soin ). The relation ofthese 1D ferm ions
w ith the original operator F', (x) is given by

R
) =

|
Zogkelx gla @2

— A x
Fn (><) = € 2 -p_é e in (%):2 CnR (k)
|
janZ dk ek®x @ inl@m)=2
+ e — G, K): (34)

2 p_z et n @)=2

Notice that, while In general the uniary transfom ation from sublattice space to
the conduction/valence band description depends on longiudinal m om entum , In the
continuum 1 i, one can use the transfom ation directly at the Ferm im om enta. This
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is consistent w ith the neglect ofband curvature e ects in plicit in the linearization ofthe
dispersion relation, which isunproblem atic away from van H ove singularities associated
w ith the onset ofnew subbands (32]. At these points, the concept ofR =L -m overs breaks
down, and som e of our conclusions below m ay change.
Next we express the Rashba ham ittonian @4) in tem s of R=L-m overs. The rst
tem results n )
HE= 270 g ) 0 36,00 (35)
nr
The presence of the factor k, (h) results from a carefil treatm ent of the phases In
Eqg. 84). In Eq. B85) we om i an additional term m ixing right-and leftm overs. This
term contains a rapidly oscillating factor e % * and therefore is strongly suppressed
by m om entum conservation. The second tem in Eq. €4) again contains the oscillating
phase factore @ %+1* ywhich kadsto a drastic suppression ofH 7 at low energies and
Iong wavelengths. O f course, this argum ent relies In an essential way on the an allness
of the coupling u. , as one expands around the ham iltonian H (. W e conclude that away
from van H ove singularities, the only in portant R ashba term isgiven by HX m Eq. (35).
Thisterm hasthe appearance ofa static hom ogeneous but channeldependent m agnetic
ed.

4. O scillatory TM R e ects in nanotubes

In this section we will analyze the consequences of our ndings regarding spin-orbic
couplings in CNT s, see Egs. (33), for the observability of spin precession e ects encoded
In the D attaD as oscillations of the TM R . Based on our expressions, it is possble to
estin ate the order of m agnitude of this e ect.

For a concrete estinate, et usput Eg = 02eVg=( D ), where D is the gatetube
distance, V; the gate voltage, and denotes the diekctric constant of the substrate.
For a given channeln, the R ashba-induced energy solitting is then easily estin ated as

E . . 06dv h+ ngj 2 d 2
= thoe R 4p '

where .= h=mc= 386 10! m isthe Compton lngth. P lugging in the de nition
of ; ,weget
En_080a+ 2) s & D+ noJ
eVg 256 Day, kgR
Bands with analln are only weakly split, and hence do not contrbute to oscillatory
TM R behavior. This argum ent suggests that D atta-D as oscillations In principle could
survive n a CNT, even when there are m any channels. The m apr contrilbution w ill
com e just from the few bandsw ith the largest n.
To estin ate the accum ulated phase di erence due to the di erent precession length
of the two split eigenstates, ket us put @ + ng)=&rR) ! 1, whith rpresents the

(36)
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dom inant contrbution, and sst = 1. Then Eq. (36) gives as orderofm agnitude
estin ate
E=@s) 2 10%°ay=D: 37)

Even when assum ing a very closeby gate, this gives only a tiny splitting, in retrogpect

Justifying perturbation theory. T his splitting now translates into a m om entum solitting
k,= E=v,,and hence into a precession phasem isn atch along the CNT of length L
fL3]. For the nth band, this phase di erence is

¢ L €Vg .
D hwv,=a,

T his phase di erence should be of order 2 to allow for the ocbservation ofD atta-D as

oscillatory TM R e ects [L3].

Away from a van Hove singularity, Eq. (3§) predicts that oscillations appear on a
gate volrage scale of the order of 10° to 10’ V for L D , which would m ake D atta—
D as oscillations unobservable. T his argum ent also show s that this interpretation can be
ruled out for the param eters relevant for the Basel experin ent {I(]. From Eq. 38), we
can then suggest ssveralways to In prove the situation. F irst, one should use very long

n= kL 2 (38)

CNTs, whilk at the sam e tin e kegping the gate very close, and second, an enhancem ent
can be expected close to van Hove singularities. O f course, very close to a van Hove
sihgulariy, som e of our argum ents above break down, but the general tendency can
nevertheless be read o from Eqg. (38). Furthem ore, electron-electron interactions can
also enhance spin-orbit e ects B2, 25].

To oconclude, we have presented a detailed m icroscopic derivation of R ashba soin—
orbit coupling in carbon nanotubes. Ik tums out that the Rashba SO coupling is
an all, and therefore the prospoects for observing soin-precession e ects like D attaD as
oscillations in the tunneling m agnetoresistance are not too favorabl. H owever, for very
longCN T s, clossby gates, and In the vicinity ofa van H ove singularity, the requirem ents
for observability of these e ects could bem et in practice.
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