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W e report on the spin dynam ics of
13
C isotope enriched inner-walls in double-wallcarbon nan-

otubes(DW CNT)using 13C nuclearm agneticresonance(NM R).Contrary to expectations,we�nd

thatour data set im plies that the spin-lattice relaxation tim e (T1) has the sam e tem perature (T)

and m agnetic �eld (H )dependence for m ostofthe innerwallnanotubesdetected by NM R.In the

high tem peratureregim e (T & 150 K ),we�nd thattheT and H dependenceof1=T1T isconsistent

with a 1D m etallic chain.ForT . 150 K we�nd a signi�cantincrease in 1=T 1T with decreasing T,

followed by a sharp drop below ’ 20 K .The data clearly indicates the form ation ofa gap in the

spin excitation spectrum ,where the gap value 2� ’ 40 K (� 3.7 m eV)isH independent.

PACS num bers:71.20.Tx,61.46.+ w,73.22.-f,76.60.-k

The electronic properties of carbon nanotubes have

been ofa topic ofintense investigation ever since their

discovery in early 1990’s. According to band-structure

calculations the basic electronic structure ofsingle-wall

carbon nanotubes (SW CNT) is expected to depend on

the chiralwrapping vector (n;m ) across the graphene

plane, where tubes for which (2n + m )=3 = integer

are m etallic, while allother tubes are sem iconducting

[1,2,3,4]with a large � 1 eV gap [5]. W hile STM and

transport m easurem ents on isolated tubes dem onstrate

thediversityoftubeproperties,signi�cantm easurem ents

on m acroscopic am ountsoftubesareonly possiblein se-

lected cases. Photoem ission spectroscopy (PES) m ea-

surem ents on m etallic tubes in bundles [6, 7] suggest

that strong electron-electron correlations can lead to a

Tom onaga-Luttinger-liquid (TLL)state. Recently,dou-

ble wall carbon nanotubes (DW CNT) have been syn-

thesized by �lling SW CNT with fullerenes (so called

"peapods"[8]) followed by a high tem perature reaction

which m erges the fullerenes into inner tubes [9, 10].

These DW CNT have som e exceptionalproperties since

the inner tubes are accom m odated in a highly shielded

environm ent under clean room conditions [11]. Ram an

experim entsperform ed even on bucky paperm aterialal-

lows one to detect som e signi�cant properties ofthese

innertubesdueto theirsm alldiam eter(high curvature).

Nuclear m agnetic resonance (NM R) is usually an ex-

cellenttechniqueforprobing theelectronicpropertiesat

the Ferm i level of m etallic system s, take for instance

conducting polym ers,fullerenes,and high tem perature

superconductors to m ention a few. However the 1.1%

naturalabundance of13C with nuclearspin I= 1/2 lim -

its the sensitivity ofsuch experim ents. Data taken on

SW CNT essentially evidencealargedistribution ofprop-

erties since sam ples ofidenticaltubes are presently out

ofreach. In this report,selective enrichm ent ofthe in-

ner shells using 13C isotope enriched fullerenes [12,13]

in the"peapod" synthesisrouteisused to probethespe-

ci�c propertiesofthe inner tubes. The 13C enrichm ent

allowsusto increasethe 13C NM R sensitivity by two or-

dersofm agnitude,and furtherm oreachieveselective 13C

enrichm ent ofthe inner shells alone. This provides us

with the possibility ofsingling out the electronic prop-

erties ofthese inner tubes for the �rst tim e. W e show

that,although these tubes are distributed in diam eter

and chirality,their electronic propertiesdisplay a strik-

ingly hom ogeneousbehaviour. The m agnetic properties

ofthese innerwallnanotubes behave asfora 1D m etal

atroom T,butexhibitsa pronounced gap below ’ 20 K .

This unexpected resultrevealsthatthis speci�c m acro-

scopiccollectionofcarbonnanotubesisanobjectdisplay-

ing originalphysicalproperties worth studying in m ore

detailwith m acroscopicexperim entaltechniques.

All13C NM R data in thisreportwere taken with the

sam ple sealed in a 6 m m diam eterglasstube �lled with

200 m barofhigh purity Helium gas.Detailsofthe syn-

thesistechniques and variousindependent experim ental

evidencesforthe form ation of89% 13C isotope enriched

inner-wallsinside natural1.1% 13C enriched outerwalls

arereported elsewhere[12].W eprobed thelow frequency

spin dynam ics (or low energy spin excitations,equiva-

lently)oftheinner-tubesusingthespin latticerelaxation

tim e,T1,de�ned as the characteristic tim e it takes the
13C nuclear m agnetization to recover after saturation.

The signalintensity aftersaturation,S(t),wasdeduced

by integratingthefastFouriertransform ofhalfthespin-

echo fordi�erentdelay tim est.Alldata weretaken with

excitation pulselengths�=2= 3:0�sand shortpulsesep-

aration tim es of� = 15�s [14]. W e obtained the value

of T1 by �tting the t dependence of S(t) to the form

S(t) = Sa � Sb � M (t),where Sa ’ Sb (> 0)are arbi-

trary signalam plitudes,and

M (t)= exp

h

� (t=Te
1
)
�

i

(1)

isthereduced m agnetization recovery ofthe 13C nuclear

spins. Fig. 1 shows the results ofM (t) for the inner-

tubes as a function ofthe scaled delay tim e t=T e

1
,un-

dervariousexperim entalconditionslisted in the Figure.
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W e�nd thatM (t)doesnotfollow thesingleexponential

form with � = 1 (dashed line),but instead �ts wellto

the stretched exponentialform with � ’ 0:65(5)which

im plies a distribution in underlying relaxation tim es T1
acrossthesam ple.In such cases,T e

1
in Eq.(1)isdirectly

proportionalto the m ean valueT1 oftheT1 distribution

assuch T e

1
= T1 � �=�(1=�),where� isthegam m a func-

tion.W edisplay thedatain Fig.1on asem i-logscalefor

the tim e axisin orderto accentuate the data forearlier

decay tim esand to illustratethecollapseofthe data set

forthe upper90% ofthe NM R signal.W e �nd thatthe

upper90% ofthe M (t)data isconsistentwith constant

� ’ 0:65(5)(see inset),im plying a constantunderlying

distribution in T1 foralargerangeofexperim entalcondi-

tions.Thelower10% oftheM (t)data(correspondingto

longerdelay tim es)com esfrom the non-enriched outer-

walls which,as a result oftheir larger diam eters,have

m uch longerrelaxation tim esundersim ilarexperim ental

conditions[15,16,17,18].

Twodistinctoriginsforthem ulti-exponentialm agneti-

zation recovery can beconsidered.The�rstisdueto the

powder average over the spatialanisotropy in T1. The

distribution is independent ofthe tube properties,and

can also be found in the 13C NM R data foralkalidoped

fullerenesA nC60 [19,20]. G iven the sim ilardiam eterof

C60 (d = 0.71 nm ) to the average inner-walldiam eter

(d = 0.7 nm [12,13])in thisreport,we can expectcom -

parable bonding e�ects for the electron orbitals. It has

been shown thatin A nC60 the T1 for
13C is dom inated

by dipole-dipole interactions between the electron spin

in the pp� bond and the 13C nuclear spin [21]. In this

case,therelaxation dependson theorientation ofthep�
orbital(which isperpendicularto the tube surface)and

the externalm agnetic �eld,and thereforecontributesto

them ulti-exponentialform ofm agnetization recovery for

a powderaverage.ThisresultantT1 distribution isinde-

pendentofT and H .

Anothersourceofm ulti-exponentialrecovery isfrom a

distribution oftheinnertubepropertiesthem selves,such

as their diam eter. According to Ram an scattering,the

innertubeshave a m ean diam eterofd ’ 0:7 nm with a

standard deviation of� ’ 0.1 nm [12,13]. W ithin this

distribution lies a variety oftubes with di�erent chiral-

ity and one can a prioriexpect to �nd m etallic as well

assem iconducting tubes[3].Ifboth sem iconducting and

m etallicinner-tubesexisted in oursam ple,onewould ex-

pectthe ratio ofthe T1’sbetween the di�erenttubesto

increaseexponentially with decreasingT below thesem i-

conducting gap (� 5000 K [5]),which would drastically

change the underlying T1 distribution with decreasing

T. This change would m anifest itselfas a large change

in the shape ofthe recovery M (t),however,as shown

in Fig. 1 this is not the case. W e can therefore rule

outthe possibility oftwo com ponentsin T1 with di�er-

entT dependences,and instead we conclude thatallT1
com ponentsexhibitthesam eT and H dependence within

experim entalscattering.

The T1 distribution in the sam ple,whether it arises

from anisotropy ordiam etervariations(orboth),shows

a uniform T and H dependence. It is therefore appro-

priate to follow the T and H dependence ofthe m ean

value ofthe distribution (T e

1
in Eq. (1)),and thereby

get insight into the hom ogenous electronic state ofthe

innertubes.In orderto avoid unnecessary experim ental

scattering in T e

1
,we then go back and �t allthe M (t)

data to Eq.(1)with a fixed valueof�= 0:65.W e plot

the resulting tem perature dependence of1=T e

1
T in Fig.

2 for two di�erent values ofthe m agnetic �eld H . W e

can im m ediately separatethedata into two tem perature

regim es;the high tem perature regim e & 150 K ,and the

low T regim e . 150 K .At high tem peratures we �nd

that1=T e

1
T isindependentofT which indicatesa m etal-

lic state [14],which given the argum ents above im plies

that allofthe inner tubes are m etallic. W e also �nd a

strong �eld dependence for T1 which is best illustrated

by plotting thehigh tem peraturevalueof1=T e

1
T against

1=
p
H forH valuesranging from 1.2 Tesla to 9.3 Tesla,

asshown in Fig.3.W e �nd thatthe data �twellto the

form

1

T e

1
T

= A + B
1

p
H
; (2)

whereA and B areconstants,which isvery suggestiveof

a1D spin di�usion m echanism forT1 [22,23,24].B =
p
H

correspondstothedi�usivecontributiontotherelaxation

originating from the long wavelength (i.e.q’ 0)m odes,

while A corresponds to the non-di�usive contributions

from q> 0 m odes.A cuto� to the divergencein Eq.(2)

asH ! 0 isoften encountered in 1D spin chain system s

[22,23,24]due to inter-chain coupling. In the present

case,we can postulate that electron tunneling between

inner to outer walls could cause sim ilar cuto� e�ects,

howeverthedatadown tothelowest�eld ofH = 1.2Tesla

indicates that the cuto� has not been reached yet. W e

therefore conclude that the high-tem perature regim e is

consistentwith a 1D m etallicchain.

The origin ofthe unusualT dependence of1/T e

1
T in

thelow tem peratureregim e(. 150K )isnotim m ediately

obvious. W e can however rule out certain possibilities.

Firstly,we can rule out the possibility ofan activation

type m echanism where T1 is dom inated by 
uctuating

hyper�ne �eldswhich are slowing down with decreasing

T. Ifthis were the case the tem perature where 1/T e

1
T

reached itsm axim um would shiftwith theresonancefre-

quency ! [14],or the applied m agnetic �eld ! = 
nH

(
n=2�= 10:71 M Hz/Tesla isthegyrom agneticratio for
13C),equivalently. As shown in Fig. 2, however, we

�nd no evidenceofa shiftin the peak tem perature with

H .Furtherm ore,atlow tem peratures1/T e

1
T isfound to

drop below its high tem perature value which rules out

the possibility ofan activation contribution plus a T in-

dependent contribution. Secondly,we also rule out the
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possibility thattheT dependenceof1/T e

1
T isa resultof

param agneticcenterswhich can arisefrom walldefectsor

im purity spins.Thefactthata pronounced gap existsin

1/T e

1
T im pliesa pronounced gap in the low energy spin

excitation spectrum ,which cannot be explained by the

presence ofparam agnetic centers. W e note that at the

lowesttem peratures< 5 K (notshown),T e

1
becom esso

long (> 300 s)thatthe low energy spin excitationsspe-

ci�c to the hom ogeneous properties of the inner-tubes

becom e ine�cient,and otherexcitationstake over,pos-

sibly defectrelated.In such caseswe�nd thattheshape

ofM (t) is no longer universaland that the underlying

distribution in T1 issm oothed out,possibly asa resultof

nuclearspin-di�usion.

Having ruled out the above possibilities,we are then

lead to considerthe sim plestexplanation forthe exper-

im entaldata using a non-interacting electron m odelof

a 1D sem iconductor with a sm allsecondary gap (SG ).

The SG m ay be a result ofthe �nite inner-wallcurva-

ture [4,5,25,26],orperhapsthe applied m agnetic �eld

itself[27]. W e can �t the 1/T e

1
T data using this non-

interacting m odelwith only one free param eter,the ho-

m ogeneousSG ,2�. W e startby taking the norm alized

form ofthe gapped 1D density-of-statesn(E )

n(E ) =

(
Ep

E 2� � 2
forjE j> �

0 otherwise
(3)

also known asthevan-Hovesingularity (E istaken with

respect to the Ferm ienergy). W e then use Eq. (3) to

calculate1/T e

1
T [28]assuch

1

T e

1
T

= �(!)

Z 1

� 1

n(E )n(E + !)

�

�
�f

�E

�

dE ; (4)

where E and ! are in tem perature units for clarity,f

is the Ferm ifunction f = [exp(E =T)+ 1]� 1, and the

am plitude factor �(!) = A + B 0=
p
! is taken directly

from Eq.(2)and Fig.3(whereB 0= 4:53� 10� 5s� 1K � 1=2

for! � H in tem peratureunits).W enotethatfactoring

outthedi�usion e�ectsfrom theintegralin Eq.(4)isan

approxim ation valid only ifA and B areT independent.

Eq.(4)cannotbesolved analytically,thereforeweresort

tonum ericalintegration.Theresultsofthebest�ttoEq.

(4)are presented in Fig. 2,where 2� = 43(3)K (� 3.7

m eV)isfound tobeH independent(within experim ental

scattering)between 9.3 and 3.6 Tesla. W e note that at

the largest external�eld of9.3 Tesla,! = 4:5 m K �

�;T,however,! m ust be retained inside the integral.

This is a consequence ofthe one dim ensionality which

yieldsa logarithm icdivergenceinside the integralofthe

form ln(T=!)forT . �.

W hatcould possibly be the origin ofthe observed gap?

Tightbinding calculationspredictthatapplied m agnetic

�eldscan induce SG ’sofsim ilarm agnitude form etallic

SW CNT [27].However,such a scenario isexcluded here

from theabsenceof�eld dependenceoftheobserved gap.

O urdata would be m oreconsistentwith a curvaturein-

duced SG for m etallic tubes [4,5,25,26],however for

ourtypicalinner-tubesthepredicted values,� 100 m eV,

are over an order ofm agnitude larger than our exper-

im entaldata. O ther scenarios,such as quantization of

levelsdue to �nite shortlengthsofthe nanotubescould

be considered as well,however,in allthese cases a be-

haviourindependentoftubesizeand chiralityiscertainly

notexpected.

Thisleadsusto considerthee�ectofelectron-electron

interactions for the m etallic inner tubes. It has been

predicted thatelectron-electron correlationsand a TLL

stateleadstoan increasein 1/T1T with decreasingT [29],

which isa directconsequenceofthe 1D electronicstate.

The correlated 1D nature m ay also lead to a Peierlsin-

stability [3]with theopening ofasm allcollectivegap 2�

and a sharp drop in 1/T1T below � � 20 K .Therefore,

thepresenceofboth aTLL stateand aPeierlsinstability

could possibly accountforthedata,although hereagain,

theindependenceon tubegeom etry should beaccounted

for.

In conclusion, we have shown that the T1 recovery

data indicate that m ost ofthe inner-tubes have sim ilar

T and H dependences,with no indication ofa m etal-

lic/sem iconductor separation due to chirality distribu-

tions. Athigh tem peratures(T & 150 K )1/T e

1
T ofthe

inner tubes exhibit a m etallic 1D spin di�usion state,

with no low-�eld cuto� down to 1.2 Tesla. This m etal-

licity could result from charge transfer from the outer

to the innertubes,howeverthisspeculation oughtto be

con�rm ed by independent experim ents and theoretical

calculations. Below � 150 K ,1/Te
1
T increases dram ati-

cally with decreasing T,and a gap in thespin excitation

spectrum isfound below � ’ 20K .W elistvariousinter-

pretationsforthistem peraturedependence,rangingfrom

anon-interactingsecondaryband-gap m odeltoa1D cor-

related electron m odelwith a collective gap (possibly a

Peierls instability). Firstly,these results should stim u-

latefurtherexperim entalinvestigationson diversely syn-

thesized DW CNT in order to check whether these ob-

servations are speci�c to the "peapod" synthesis route.

Secondly,theoreticalwork on the incidence of1D cor-

relation e�ectsforinner-wallnanotubesinside DW CNT

should be helpfulin sorting outthe origin ofouraston-

ishing experim entalevidence.
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FIG .1: Reduced nuclearm agnetization recovery,M (t),asa

function ofthescaled delay tim et=T
e

1 (seeEq.(1),forvarious

experim entalconditions. Both axes are dim ensionless. Solid

grey curve shows stretched exponential �t with � = 0:65,

whilegrey dashed curveshowssingleexponentialwith � = 1.

Insetshowstem perature dependence ofthe best�tvaluesof

� at3.6 Tesla (� )and 9.3 Tesla (� ),and average value ofthe

data set� = 0:65 (solid line).

FIG .2: Tem perature dependence of spin-lattice relaxation

rate divided by tem perature,1=T
e

1 T,in unitsof(10
3
� s

� 1
K

� 1).G rey curvesarebest�tstoEq.(4)with 2� = 46:8(40:2)

K forH = 3:6(9:3)Tesla,respectively.

FIG .3:1=T e

1 T,in unitsof(10
3
� s� 1 K � 1),at�xed T = 290

K ,plotted as a function of 1=
p
H , in units of (Tesla

� 1=2
).

Linear �t corresponds to 1/T e

1 T = A + B =

p
H with B =

0.00206 (Tesla
1=2

s
� 1

K
� 1
)and A = 0.00028 (s

� 1
K

� 1
).

[1]J.W .M intm ire etal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.68,631 (1992).

[2]R.Saito etal.,Phys.Rev.B 46,1804 (1992).

[3]R.Saito,G .D resselhaus,and M .D resselhaus,Physical

Properties ofCarbon Nanotubes(Im perialCollege Press,

1998).

[4]N.Ham ada etal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.68,1579 (1992).

[5]J.W .M intm ire and C.T.W hite,Phys.Rev.Lett.81,

2506 (1998).

[6]H.Ishiietal.,Nature 426,540 (2003).

[7]H.Raufetal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.93,96805 (2004).

[8]B.W .Sm ith etal.,Nature (London)396,323 (1998).

[9]B.W .Sm ith and D .E.Luzzi,Chem .Phys.Lett.321,169

(1999).

[10]S.Bandow etal.,Chem .Phys.Lett.384,320 (2004).

[11]R.Pfei�eretal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.90,225501 (2003).

[12]F.Sim on etal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.95,17401 (2005).

[13]F.Sim on etal.,Phys.Rev.B 71,165439 (2005).

[14]C. P. Slichter, Principles of M agnetic Resonance

(Springer-Verlag,New York,1989),3rd ed.

[15]X.-P.Tang etal.,Science 288,492 (2000).

[16]C.G oze-Bac etal.,Carbon 40,1825 (2002).

[17]H.Shim oda etal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.88,15502 (2002).

[18]A.K leinham m esetal.,Phys.Rev.B 68,75418 (2003).

[19]R.Tycko etal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.68,1912 (1992).

[20]V.Brouetetal.,Phys.Rev.B 66,155122 (2002).

[21]V.Antropov etal.,Phys.Rev.B 47,R12373 (1993).

[22]J.-P.Boucheretal.,Phys.Rev.B 13,4098 (1976).

[23]G .Soda etal.,J.Phys.(Paris)38,931 (1977).

[24]C.Bourbonnaisetal.,Phys.Rev.B 44,641 (1991).

[25]C.L.K ane and E.J.M ele,Phys.Rev.Lett.78,1932

(1997).

[26]V.Z�olyom iand J.K �urti,Phys.Rev.B 70,85403 (2004).

[27]J.P.Lu,Phys.Rev.Lett.74,1123 (1995).

[28]T.M oriya,J.Phys.Soc.Jpn.18,516 (1963).

[29]H.Yoshioka,J.Phys.Chem .Solids63,1281 (2002).



    

0.01 0 .1 1 1 0

     T             H      
238 K    3.6 Tesla    
  16 K    3.6 Tesla
360 K    9.3 Tesla   
    6 K    9.3 Tesla

t   T1

M
 (

t)

e

0

0 .2

0 .4

0 .6

0 .8

1

T (K)

β

0 .4

0 .6

0 .8
1 0 1 0 0

Fig. 1

0

1

2

3

4

5

0 5 0 1 0 0 1 5 0 2 0 0 2 5 0 3 0 0

  
  

  
   (

T
1

 T
 )-1

   
 (

10
3

  
 s-1

 K
-1
)

H = 3.6 Tesla

H = 9.3 Tesla

 T (K)

+

e

Fig. 2

0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

0 0 . 2 0 . 4 0 . 6 0 . 8 1

( H )-1/2  (Tesla-1/2 )

T = 290 K

  
  

  
   (

T
1

 T
 )-1

   
 (

10
3

  
 s-1

 K
-1
)

+

e

Fig. 3


