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1. Introduction

Spintronics in m olecular conductors is a �eld attracting m ore and m ore attention,

both from fundam entalphysics as wellas from application-oriented m aterialscience

[1]. Here the quantum -m echanical electronic spin is the central object controlling

transport properties. For a conductor sandwiched between ferrom agnetic leads, a

di�erent resistance can be observed depending on the relative orientation ofthe lead

m agnetizations. Quite often,the resistance is larger in the antiparallelcon�guration

than in the parallelone,butsom etim esalso the reverse situation can be observed. It

isusefulto de�ne the tunnelm agnetoresistance (TM R),�t = (R A P � RP )=R P ,asthe

relativedi�erencebetween thecorresponding resistances.

A particularly interesting m aterialin thatcontextisprovided by carbon nanotubes

(CNTs),see Refs.[2,3]forgeneralreviews. Quite a num ber ofexperim entalstudies

concerning spin transportthrough individualm ulti-(M W NT)orsingle-walled (SW NT)

nanotubescontacted by ferrom agneticleadshavebeen reported overthepastfew years

[4,5,6,7,8,9,10].In particular,the experim entsoftheBaselgroup [9,10]use thin-

�lm PdNialloysasferrom agneticleadsin orderto contacteitherSW NTsorM W NTs,

wheretheshapeanisotropyand thegeom etryofthesetup allow forthestudyofthespin-

dependenceofelectricaltransport.Theseexperim entshaverevealed oscillatorybehavior

oftheTM R asafunction oftheexternalgatevoltage.Sim ilaroscillationswerepredicted

asaconsequenceofthegate-voltage-tunableRashba spin-orbit(SO)interaction [11,12]

in a classic paperby Datta and Dassom e tim e ago [13]. Since Datta-Dasoscillations

have stillnotbeen observed experim entally so far,a thorough theoreticalinvestigation

ofthis e�ect in nanotubes is called for and provided here. Unfortunately,from our

analysis below,we �nd that the weakness ofSO couplings in nanotubes excludes an

interpretation ofthese data in term s ofthe Datta-Dase�ect { they can,however,be

explained in term sofquantum interferencee�ects[10].Nevertheless,weshow thatthe

presenceofm ultiplebandsin CNTsisnotdetrim ental,and undercertain circum stances,

thee�ectm ay besu�ciently enhanced tobeobservable,e.g.,by atuning ofthenum ber

ofbandsviaexternalgatesalongthelinesofRef.[14].In theoriginalDatta-Dasproposal

[13],subband m ixing wasignored so thatdi�erentchannelsjustadd up coherently,but

subband m ixing haslaterbeen argued to spoilthee�ect[15,16].In CNTs,thespecial

band structure requiresa carefulre-exam ination oftheDatta-Dasidea in thiscontext,

and weshallshow thattheargum entsofRefs.[15,16]do notnecessarily apply here.

Recenttheoreticalstudiesofspin-dependenttransportinCNTshavem ainlyfocused

on thesingle-channellim it,takingintoaccountelectron-electron interactionswithin the

fram ework ofthe Luttinger liquid theory [17,18,19,20,21](see also [22,23,24]for

related discussions on interacting quantum wireswith Rashba SO coupling). Here we

con�ne ourselves to the noninteracting problem in orderto notoverly com plicate the

analysis,butstudy them any-band caseand detailsoftheband structure.Interactions

can be taken into account within the Luttinger liquid approach ata later stage,and

m ay enhance thee�ectofSO couplings[22,25].W eshallalso neglectdisordere�ects.
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M ean free pathsin high-quality SW NTstypically exceed 1�m ,while in M W NTsthis

m ay bea m oresevereapproxim ation forsom esam ples.However,high-quality M W NTs

with ultra-long m ean freepathshavealso been reported recently [26].

The structure ofthis paper is as follows. In Sec.2 we derive the Rashba spin-

orbit ham iltonian from m icroscopic considerations. The resulting tight-binding SO

ham iltonian willbestudied atlow energy scalesin Sec.3,wherewederiveitscontinuum

form . In Sec.4,the consequences with regard to Datta-Dasoscillations in the TM R

areanalyzed.W eshallalwaysconsiderthezero-tem peraturelim it,and (in m ostofthe

paper)put�h = 1.

2. R ashba spin-orbit coupling in nanotubes

W e startby noting thattransporte�ectively proceeds through the outerm ostshellof

a M W NT only,such that we can take a single-shellm odeleven when dealing with a

M W NT.Experim entally and theoretically,it is understood that such a m odelworks

very wellin good-quality M W NTs [2], essentially because only the outerm ost shell

is electrically contacted and tunneling between di�erent shells is largely suppressed

[27,28]. Naturally,a single-shelldescription isalso appropriate forSW NTs,where we

assum e a su�ciently large radiusR such thatoccupation ofm ultiple subbandscan be

possible. (For a M W NT,R denotes the radius ofthe outerm ost shell.) Depending

on the electrochem icalpotential� (doping level),we then have to dealwith N spin-

degeneratebands.W eassum efullquantum coherence(nodephasing),sothattheusual

Landauer-B�uttiker approach applies,and exclude externalm agnetic �elds or electric

�eld inhom ogeneities,say,due to the electrodes.W e proceed to derive the Rashba SO

interaction,H so,forthisproblem .Noticethatthisisdi�erentfrom theintrinsicatom ic

SO interaction discussed in Refs.[18,29].In particular,theSO couplingin Refs.[18,29]

vanishesin thelim itoflargeradius,which isnotthecasefortheRashbaSO couplingwe

discussbelow.Though Ando’sSO coupling [18]could straightforwardly beincluded in

ouranalysis,beinggate-voltageindependentitcould notchangeourconclusionsrelative

to the gate-voltagedependentoscillationsin them agnetoresistance and isneglected in

whatfollows.

W e�rstde�nea �xed referencefram eS = fŶ ;Ẑ;X̂ g,with unitvector X̂ pointing

in theaxisdirection and Ẑ perpendiculartothesubstrateon which theCNT issupposed

tobelocated.Nextweintroduceasecond,localreferencefram eSi= f�̂i;̂ti;X̂ grelative

to each lattice site ~R i on the tube surface,where �̂i and t̂i are unitvectors along the

localnorm aland tangential(around the circum ference) directions at ~R i,respectively.

Using polarcoordinatesin the plane transverse to the tube axis,the relation between

S and Si isgiven by

�̂i= cos’iŶ + sin’iẐ ; t̂i= � sin’iŶ + cos’iẐ : (1)

The position vectorofa given carbon atom can then be written as ~R i = R �̂i+ X iX̂ .

Forlaterconvenience,weintroducealso anotherreferencefram e.Foreach pairofsites
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~R i and ~R j,wede�ne

~R ij = ~R i� ~R j � XijX̂ + ~�ij; (2)

and denotethedirection perpendicularto �̂ij and X̂ as�̂?ij.Then f�̂
?
ij;�̂ij;X̂ gconstitutes

a new localfram eSij,and onehas

�̂
?
ij = cos[(’i+ ’j)=2]Ŷ + sin[(’i+ ’j)=2]Ẑ; (3)

�̂ij = � sin[(’i+ ’j)=2]Ŷ + cos[(’i+ ’j)=2]Ẑ:

The2pz orbitalatposition ~R i can then berepresented as

�i(~r� ~R i)= �(~r� ~R i)� �̂ie
� �j~r� ~R ij; (4)

where4� = (2�a50)
� 1=2,� = (2a0)

� 1,a0 = �h
2
=m e2 = 0:53�A istheBohrradius,and m is

theelectron’sm ass.W eintroducean index ion theorbitalin orderto keep track ofthe

atom atwhich itiscentered. The wavefunction (4)isexpected to be highly accurate

fornottoo sm allR,wherehybridization with thesp2 orbitalsisnegligible.

Atlargedistancesfrom thetube,externalgatesgenerally producean electric�eld

perpendicular to the tube axis and the substrate. As it has been shown in detailin

previousworks[30,31],polarization e�ectsofthe CNT itselfdue to a transverse �eld

resultin a reduction oftheexternally applied �eld described by

E 0 =
1

1+ 2�0yy=R
2
E ext;

where�0yy istheunscreened transversestaticpolarizability.Since�0yy isapproxim ately

proportionalto R 2,thefactorin frontofE ext practically equalsa constant,� 0:2 [30].

Then,assum ing hom ogeneity,theelectric�eld dueto thegatecan bewritten as

~E = E 0Ẑ ; (5)

which in turn producesthe(�rst-quantized)Rashbaspin-orbitinteraction [11,12].W ith

standard Paulim atrices~� acting in spin space,

H so =
e�h

4m 2c2
~E � (~� � ~p): (6)

W eproceed toderivethesecond-quantized spin-orbitham iltonian within thetight-

bindingapproxim ation.Forthatpurpose,weneed them atrixelem entofthem om entum

operatorbetween two 2pz orbitals~pij = h�ij~pj�ji,from which wegetthefollowing form

fortheSO ham iltonian:

H so = g
X

ij

c
y

i

h

(~� � ~pij)�Ẑ
i

cj; (7)

wheretheferm ionicoperatorci� destroysan electron with spin � =";#in the2pz orbital

centered at ~R i,and g = E 0=4m
2c2. Forcalculationalconvenience,the m atrix elem ent

~pij can be written as g~pij = i(~vij + ~uij),where the spin-orbit vectors~vij and ~uij are

de�ned as

~vij = � g�

Z

d
3
~r�i(~r� ~R i)̂�je

� �j~r� ~R jj; (8)

~uij = g�

Z

d
3
~r�i(~r� ~R i)

~r� ~R j

j~r� ~R jj
�j(~r� ~R j); (9)
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Note thatthe m odulusof~vij and ~uij hasdim ension ofenergy,and theirsum (butnot

necessarily each term separately)isantisym m etric underexchangeofiand j.

W e �rst observe that the spin-orbit vectors connecting a site with itselfclearly

vanish,since h�ij~pj�ii= 0. Letusthen discussspin-orbitvectorsconnecting di�erent

sites.Sincetheorbitals(4)decay exponentially,itissu�cientto consideronly thecase

ofnearestneighbors.W estartwith~vij.Shifting~r! ~s+ ~R iin Eq.(8)and usingEq.(4),

weobtain

~vij = � g�
2
�̂j

Z

d
3
~s(~s� �̂i)e

� �s
e
� �j~s+ ~R ijj:

Using ~s= skR̂ ij + ~s? ,wethen rewritetheaboveintegralas
Z

d
3
~s(skR̂ ij + ~s? )� �̂ie

� �s
e
� �
p

(sk+ d)
2+ s2

? ;

where we use j~R ijj= d,with the nearest-neighbor distance am ong carbon atom s in

graphene d = 1:42 �A.Note that�d = 1:34.The second term in the bracketsisodd in

~s? and thusvanishes,and weobtain

~vij = � g�
2
�̂j
2R

d
sin2(

’i� ’j

2
)d4
0; (10)

wherewehaveused R̂ ij� �̂i=
2R

d
sin2(

’i� ’j

2
)and thedim ensionlessnum ericalfactor
0 :


0 =

Z

dxdydzxe
� �d

p
x2+ y2+ z2

e
� �d

p
(x+ d)2+ y2+ z2

:

For~vji,we�nd

~vji= g�
2
�̂i
2R

d
sin2(

’i� ’j

2
)d4
0:

Notice that,up to higher orders in d=R,the unit vectors �̂i;j can be replaced by �̂?ij,

which m akesclearthat~vij isnorm alto thetubesurface.Now jsin[(’i� ’j)=2]jvaries

between zero(when thetwositesarealigned in theaxisdirection)and d=2R � 1(when

thetwo sitesarealigned in thecircum ferentialdirection).Thus,tozeroth orderin d=R,

~vij vanishes:itisa purecurvaturee�ect,peculiarofnanotubes,which doesnotexistin

graphene.In practice,~vij istiny and certainly subleading to ~uij,which turnsoutto be

oforder(d=R)0.W eshallthereforeneglectitin whatfollows.

Letusnow turn to~uij.W eshift~r! ~s+ (~R i+ ~R j)=2 in Eq.(9),and rewrite~uij as

thesum oftwo term s:

~u
(1)

ij = g�

Z

d
3
~s�i(~s� ~R ij=2)�j(~s+ ~R ij=2)

~s

j~s+ ~R ij=2j
; (11)

~u
(2)

ij =
g�

2
~R ij

Z

d
3
~s�i(~s� ~R ij=2)�j(~s+ ~R ij=2)

1

j~s+ ~R ij=2j
: (12)

W ritingagain~s= skR̂ ij+ ~s? ,thecom putation oftheaboveintegralsleads,tothelowest

non-vanishing orderin d=R,to thefollowing expressions:

~u
(1)

ij = g��
2~R ijd

4

1 � u1~R ij; (13)

~u
(2)

ij =
g�

2
�
2~R ijd

4

2 � u2~R ij; (14)
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with thedim ensionlessnum ericalfactors


1 =

Z

dxdydz
xz2e� �d

p
(x� 1=2)2+ y2+ z2e� �d

p
(x+ 1=2)2+ y2+ z2

q

(x + 1=2)2 + y2 + z2
(15)

’ � 0:0375;

and


2 =

Z

dxdydz
z2e� �d

p
(x� 1=2)2+ y2+ z2e� �d

p
(x+ 1=2)2+ y2+ z2

q

(x + 1=2)2 + y2 + z2
(16)

’ 0:3748:

To lowestorderin d=R,itdoesnotm akea di�erencewhetherwetakethetangentunit

vectorat ~R j,~R i,orat(~R i+ ~R j)=2.Hencewem ay write �̂ij ! ê’,where ê’ istheunit

tangentvectorat(~R i+ R j)=2.W ethen getSO couplingsalong theaxialand along the

circum ferentialdirection,

~uij = u
h

(~R ij �X̂ )X̂ + (~R ij � ê’ )̂e’

i

; (17)

with u = u1 + u2. Note that we have neglected a tiny com ponent of ~R ij norm alto

the tube surface. The above discussion then results in the tight-binding ham iltonian

H = H 0 + H so,where

H 0 = � t
X

~r;a

c
y

B ;~r+ ~�a
cA ;~r + h:c:;

with t� 2:7 eV [3].Herethe~r denoteallsublattice-A tight-binding sitesofthelattice.

Furtherm ore,the~�a= 1;2;3 arevectorsconnecting ~r with thethreenearest-neighborsites

which arealllocated on sublatticeB [3].Sinceweconsiderthelim itd=R � 1,the~�a at

each sitee�ectively liein thetangentplanetothetubesurfaceatthatsite.TheRashba

spin-orbitham iltonian then reads

H so = iu
X

~r;a

c
y

B ;~r+ ~�a

h�

~� � [(~�a �X̂ )X̂ + (~�a � ê’ )̂e’]
�

�Ẑ
i

cA ;~r + h:c: (18)

3. C ontinuum lim it

Since we are interested in the low-energy long-wavelength properties,we now expand

theelectron operatoraround theFerm ipointsK ;K 0in term sofBloch waves[3],

cp~r
p
S
= e

i~K � ~r
F1p(~r)+ e

� i~K � ~r
F2p(~r); (19)

whereS =
p
3a2=2 isthearea oftheunitcell,a =

p
3d,and p= A=B isthesublattice

index. The F�p are slowly varying electron �eld operators,and we choose the Ferm i

pointsat ~K = (4�=3a;0)and ~K 0= � ~K [3].W ethen expand F(~r+ ~�)’ F(~r)+~�� r F(~r)

and usethebond vectors

~�1 =
a
p
3
(0;� 1); ~�2 =

a

2
(1;1=

p
3); ~�3 =

a

2
(� 1;1=

p
3): (20)

Thesevectorsaregiven in a �xed referencefram efora 2D graphenesheet,and wethen

m ust perform a rotation to longitudinaland circum ferentialdirections via the chiral
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angle.Thisrotation resultsin �xed phasesthatcan beabsorbed in thede�nition ofF �p

and do notappearin �nalresults.Thisisofcourse expected from theU(1)sym m etry

em erging atlow energiesin thedispersion relation ofgraphene[3].Aftersom ealgebra,

theusualDiracham iltonian forthekineticterm follows,

H 0 = v

Z

d
2
~rF

y[(T0 
 �2 
 �0)(� i@x)+ (T3 
 �1 
 �0)(� i@y)]F; (21)

wherev =
p
3at=2’ 8� 105 m /secistheFerm ivelocity,and x;y arelongitudinaland

circum ferentialcoordinates,respectively,with 0< y � 2�R.Finally,Ti and �i arealso

Paulim atricesthatnow actin the space ofFerm i(K ;K 0)pointsand sublattice space

(A;B ),respectively.Fori= 0,thesearede�ned as2� 2 unitm atrices.

The low-energy lim it ofthe SO term (18) can be obtained in the following way.

Firstweobserve that
h

(~�a �X̂ )X̂ + (~�a � ê’ )̂e’

i

� Ẑ = � (~�a �X̂ )Ŷ � sin(y=R)(~�a � ê’)X̂ :

Here the only approxim ation isthe assum ption thatthe bond vectorslie in the plane

tangenttothenanotubesurfaceat~r.Second,by usingthebond vectors(20)and taking

into account the chiralangle � between the �xed direction on the graphite sheet and

thecircum ferentialdirection on thenanotube,oneobtains

X

a

c
y

~r+ ~�a

�
~�a �X̂

�

c~r �
� 3d

2

�

F
y

B 1e
� i�

FA 1 + F
y

B 2e
i�
FA 2

�

;

X

a

c
y

~r+ ~�a

�
~�a � ê’

�

c~r �
� 3d

2

�

iF
y

B 1e
� i�

FA 1 � iF
y

B 2e
i�
FA 2

�

:

Notice that we take into account exactly the relative orientation ofthe bond vectors

with respectto thedirections X̂ and ê’ fora genericnanotube,which isencoded in the

chiralangle �. The constantphases e� i� can be absorbed by appropriately rede�ning

theoperatorsasFA 2 ! e� i�FA 2 and FB 1 ! e� i�FB 1,and the�nalresultcan bewritten

down in theform

H so =

Z

d
2
~rF

y
h

ukT0 
 �1 
 �2 + u? sin(y=R)T3 
 �2 
 �1

i

F; (22)

with uk = u? = 3du=2.Forthesakeofgenerality,wecontinueto usedi�erentcoupling

constantsu? and uk.Itisworthwhileto m ention thattheleading term fortheRashba

spin-orbitcoupling in a CNT,Eq.(22),doesnotdepend on longitudinalm om entum .

This is due to the peculiar band structure ofgraphene with its isolated Ferm i(K )

points. In the above derivation, we also �nd term s that are linear in m om entum ,

i.e., contain spatialderivatives ofthe electron operators. Such term s only produce

tiny renorm alizationsofthe velocitiesand willbe neglected here. The second term in

Eq.(22)allowsforspin 
ipsand m ixestransverse subbands.

From now on,forsim plicity,we considerjusta single Ferm ipoint,say,K . After

theglobalSU(2)rotation �1 ! �2 ! �3 in spin space,wegetin com pactnotation

H 0 = v[� i�1@y � i�2@x]: (23)

H so = uk�1�3 + u? sin(y=R)�2�2: (24)
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Notethattheexactspectrum ofH 0+ H so with u? = 0can beobtained straightforwardly.

In general,however,duetothesm allnessoftheSO coupling (seebelow),itisenough to

treatH so perturbatively.Thefollowingdetailed derivation isthen necessary tocorrectly

evaluatethee�ectoftheSO coupling,and m oreoveritisinteresting and im portantfor

thegeneralization to theinteracting case,and fortheanalysisoffeaturesinvolving the

electron wavefunction (asforinstanceelectron-phonon interactions).

TheeigenvaluesofH 0 aregiven by

�an�(q)= av

q

k2? (n)+ q2 � a�n(q); (25)

wherek? (n)= (n+ n0)=R denotesthetransversem om entum ,qthelongitudinalone,a =

� labelstheconduction/valenceband,and � = � thespin.Heren0 = 0forintrinsically

m etallic shells,but generally it can be taken as 0 � n0 � 1=2 to take into account

chiralitygapsororbitalm agnetic�eldsalong X̂ .Thetransversesubbandsarelabeled by

integervaluesn = 0;1;2;:::;N � 1,whereN = 2(N2+M 2+N M )=gcd(2M +N ;2N +M )

for(N ;M )tubes[3].N istypically m uch largerthan theactualnum berN = [kF R]of

occupied subbands,where we de�ne kF = �=v with thedoping level� thatwe assum e

positive here. The velocity vn for electrons in subband n at the Ferm ilevel(in the

absenceofH so)and thecorresponding Ferm im om entum qn arethen given by

vn = v

q

1� [(n + n0)=(kF R)]
2; qn = kF vn=v: (26)

The eigenvalues (25) are spin-independent and thus doubly degenerate. The

corresponding eigenstatesaredenoted jnqa�i,where jniand jqiarerespectively plane

wavesin circum ferentialand longitudinaldirection. In coordinate representation they

read

 nqa�(x;y)� hx;yjnqa�i=
eik? (n)y
p
2�R

e
iqx
�na(q)
 ��; (27)

with thebispinor(in sublatticespace)

�n;a= � (q)=
1
p
2

 
ei�n (q)=2

� e� i�n (q)=2

!

; e
i�n (q) =

v(k? (n)� iq)

�n(q)
: (28)

A di�erent,and here m ore convenient basis is given by the sublattice states jnqp�i.

Theircoordinaterepresentation is

 nqp�(x;y)=
eik? (n)y
p
2�R

e
iqx
�p 
 ��; (29)

wherep= A;B and

�A =

 
1

0

!

; �B =

 
0

1

!

:

Theirusefulnessstem sfrom thefactthatthejnqp�ican befactorized as

jnqp�i= jnijqi
 jp�i; jp�i= �p 
 ��; (30)
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wherejp�iisindependentofn and q.Using thisbasis,wecan expand the�eld operator

F(~r)on thetubesurfaceas

F(~r)=
X

n;p;�

Z
dq

2�
 nqp�(x;y)cnp�(q)=

X

n

Fn(x)hyjni; (31)

where the operatorcnp�(q)destroysan electron in the state jnqp�i,and we introduce

the 1D �eld operatorsFn(x). Alternatively,using the basisofeigenstatesofH 0,F(~r)

can beexpanded as

F(~r)=
X

n;a;�

Z
dq

2�
 nqa�(x;y)cna�(q); (32)

where the operatorscna�(q)destroy conduction (a = +)orvalence (a = � )electrons

with spin � in subband n. Notice thatin whatfollowsthe spin index isleftim plicit.

Therelation between theoperatorscna and cnp iseasily found to be
 
cn+ (q)

cn� (q)

!

=
1
p
2

 
e� i�n (q)=2 ei�n (q)=2

e� i�n (q)=2 � ei�n (q)=2

!  
cnA(q)

cnB (q)

!

: (33)

W enow proceed by treating thespin-orbitham iltonian using perturbation theory.

First,wediagonalizeH 0 � �N fora �xed transverse subband n,

H
(n)

0 � �N
(n) = v

Z

dxF
y
n[k? (n)�1 + (� i@x)�2 � �]Fn

=
X

a= �

Z
dq

2�
[a�n(q)� �]cynacna:

Next we expand around the Ferm ipoints � qn de�ned in Eq.(26),which introduces

right-and left-m overs,r = � = R=L,as the relevant low-energy degrees offreedom .

Forsm alldeviationsk from � qn,Taylorexpansion yields�n(� qn + k)’ � � vnk,where

vn isgiven in Eq.(26).Since we assum ed � > 0,we m ay now restrictourselvesto the

conduction band,a = +.Fortheham iltonian,wethen obtain

H
(n)

0 � �N
(n) =

X

r= �

vn

Z
dk

2�
(rk)cynr(k)cnr(k)

=
X

r= �

vn

Z

dx  
y
nr(� ir@x) nr;

wherecnr(k)� cn+ (rqn + k)and  nr(x)=
R

dk

2�
eikxcnr(k).ThisintroducesR=L-m oving

1D ferm ion operatorsforeach subband n (and spin �).Therelation ofthese1D ferm ions

with theoriginaloperatorFn(x)isgiven by

Fn(x)= e
iqn x

Z
dk

2�

eikx
p
2

 
ei�n (qn )=2

e� i�n (qn )=2

!

cnR(k)

+ e
� iqn x

Z
dk

2�

eikx
p
2

 
e� i�n (qn )=2

ei�n (qn )=2

!

cnL(k): (34)

Notice that, while in general the unitary transform ation from sublattice space to

the conduction/valence band description depends on longitudinalm om entum ,in the

continuum lim it,one can use the transform ation directly atthe Ferm im om enta. This
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isconsistentwith theneglectofband curvaturee�ectsim plicitin thelinearization ofthe

dispersion relation,which isunproblem aticaway from van Hovesingularitiesassociated

with theonsetofnew subbands[32].Atthesepoints,theconceptofR=L-m oversbreaks

down,and som eofourconclusionsbelow m ay change.

Nextwe express the Rashba ham iltonian (24)in term sofR=L-m overs. The �rst

term resultsin

H
k
so =

ukv

�

X

nr

k? (n)

Z
dk

2�
c
y
nr(k)�3cnr(k): (35)

The presence ofthe factor k? (n) results from a carefultreatm ent of the phases in

Eq.(34). In Eq.(35)we om itan additionalterm m ixing right-and left-m overs. This

term contains a rapidly oscillating factor e� 2iqn x and therefore is strongly suppressed

by m om entum conservation.Thesecond term in Eq.(24)again containstheoscillating

phasefactore� i(qn � qn+ 1)x,which leadstoadrasticsuppression ofH ?
so atlow energiesand

long wavelengths. Ofcourse,thisargum entreliesin an essentialway on the sm allness

ofthecoupling u? ,asoneexpandsaround theham iltonian H 0.W econcludethataway

from van Hovesingularities,theonlyim portantRashbaterm isgiven by H k
so in Eq.(35).

Thisterm hastheappearanceofastatichom ogeneousbutchannel-dependentm agnetic

�eld.

4. O scillatory T M R e�ects in nanotubes

In this section we willanalyze the consequences ofour �ndings regarding spin-orbit

couplingsin CNTs,seeEqs.(35),fortheobservability ofspin precession e�ectsencoded

in the Datta-Dasoscillations ofthe TM R.Based on our expressions,itis possible to

estim atetheorderofm agnitudeofthise�ect.

Fora concrete estim ate,letusputE 0 = 0:2eVG =(�D ),where D isthe gate-tube

distance,VG the gate voltage,and � denotes the dielectric constant ofthe substrate.

Fora given channeln,theRashba-induced energy splitting isthen easily estim ated as

�E n

eVG
= (
1 + 
2)

0:6dv

�

jn + n0j

R

�2�d4�2c

4�D
;

where �c = �h=m c= 3:86� 10� 13 m isthe Com pton length. Plugging in the de�nition

of�;�,weget

�E n

eVG
=
0:6(
1 + 
2)

256��
(d=a0)

5
�2c

D a0

jn + n0j

kF R
: (36)

Bands with sm alln are only weakly split,and hence do not contribute to oscillatory

TM R behavior. Thisargum entsuggeststhatDatta-Dasoscillationsin principle could

survive in a CNT,even when there are m any channels. The m ajor contribution will

com ejustfrom thefew bandswith thelargestn.

Toestim atetheaccum ulated phasedi�erenceduetothedi�erentprecession length

of the two split eigenstates, let us put (n + n0)=(kF R) ! 1, which represents the
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dom inant contribution, and set � = 1. Then Eq.(36) gives as order-of-m agnitude

estim ate

�E =(eV G )� 2� 10� 6 a0=D : (37)

Even when assum ing a very close-by gate,thisgivesonly a tiny splitting,in retrospect

justifying perturbation theory.Thissplitting now translatesinto a m om entum splitting

�k n = �E =v n,and henceinto a precession phasem ism atch along theCNT oflength L

[13].Forthenth band,thisphasedi�erenceis

�� n = �k nL � 2� 10� 6
L

D

eVG

�hvn=a0
: (38)

Thisphase di�erence should be oforder2� to allow forthe observation ofDatta-Das

oscillatory TM R e�ects[13].

Away from a van Hove singularity,Eq.(38)predictsthatoscillationsappearon a

gate voltage scale ofthe orderof106 to 107 V forL � D ,which would m ake Datta-

Dasoscillationsunobservable.Thisargum entalsoshowsthatthisinterpretation can be

ruled outfortheparam etersrelevantfortheBaselexperim ent[10].From Eq.(38),we

can then suggestseveralwaysto im provethesituation.First,oneshould usevery long

CNTs,whileatthesam etim ekeeping thegatevery close,and second,an enhancem ent

can be expected close to van Hove singularities. Ofcourse,very close to a van Hove

singularity,som e ofour argum ents above break down,but the generaltendency can

neverthelessberead o� from Eq.(38).Furtherm ore,electron-electron interactionscan

also enhancespin-orbite�ects[22,25].

To conclude,we have presented a detailed m icroscopic derivation ofRashba spin-

orbit coupling in carbon nanotubes. It turns out that the Rashba SO coupling is

sm all,and therefore the prospectsforobserving spin-precession e�ectslike Datta-Das

oscillationsin thetunneling m agnetoresistancearenottoo favorable.However,forvery

longCNTs,close-bygates,and in thevicinityofavan Hovesingularity,therequirem ents

forobservability ofthesee�ectscould bem etin practice.
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