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Carbon nanotubes can serve as one-dimensional nanoreactors for in-tube synthesis of various nanostructures. Ex-
perimental observations have shown that chains, inner tubes or nanoribbons can grow by thermal decomposition of
organic/organometallic molecules encapsulated in carbon nanotubes. The result of the process depends on the temper-
ature, the diameter of the nanotube, and the type and amount of material introduced inside the tube. Nanoribbons are
particularly promising materials for nanoelectronics. Motivated by recent experimental results observing the formation
of carbon nanoribbons inside carbon nanotubes, molecular dynamics calculations were performed with the open source
LAMMPS code to investigate the reactions between carbon atoms confined within a single-walled carbon nanotube.
Our results show that the interatomic potentials behave differently in quasi-one-dimensional simulations of nanotube-
confined space than in three-dimensional simulations. In particular, the Tersoff potential performs better than the widely
used ReaxFF potential, in describing the formation of carbon nanoribbons inside nanotubes. We also found a temper-
ature window where the nanoribbons were formed with the fewest defects, i.e. with the largest flatness and the most
hexagons, which is in agreement with the experimental temperature range.

I. INTRODUCTION

In addition to their attractive electrical, optical and mechan-
ical properties, carbon nanotubes are also exceptional materi-
als because, when filled with various atoms or molecules, they
can serve as one-dimensional nanocontainers or even nanore-
actors for chemical reactions.

One-dimensional confinement in the nanotubes offers the
possibility of new types of processes that do not occur in three
dimensions, or occur in very different ways, and can thus pro-
vide new approaches to different chemical syntheses.

Many good reviews have been published on the encapsula-
tion of various organic and inorganic materials in carbon nan-
otubes and their chemical reactions within nanotubes1–5. Here
we mention just a few of the rich array of relevant experimen-
tal studies.

For the first time, lead was successfully introduced into
multi-walled carbon nanotubes (MWCNTs)6. This has since
been replicated with many other metals and other inorganic
components7–13. The ability of single-walled carbon nan-
otubes (SWCNTs) to trap organic molecules in their interi-
ors was first demonstrated experimentally on nanopeapods,
where C60 fullerenes were found to form a “string of pearls”
inside SWCNTs of suitable diameter of about 1.4 nm14. It was
shown later that by annealing peapods the fullerene molecules
within the host nanotube coalesce and transform into an in-
ner nanotube15,16. The family of peapods that can be ob-
tained by loading nanotubes with different fullerenes, endo-
hedral fullerenes and molecules derived from fullerenes is
very rich17–29. The filling of nanotubes with fullerenes even
opens up the possibility of implementing quantum computing
with SWCNTs filled with endohedral fullerenes30 Many other

organic31–36 and organometallic37–42 molecules can also be
encapsulated in carbon nanotubes. Numerous experimental
observations have shown that linear carbon chains43–49, in-
ternal carbon tubes50–53 or carbon nanoribbons54–64 can be
grown by heating organic or organometallic molecules en-
trapped in SWCNTs.

Carbon nanoribbons are particularly promising materi-
als for nanoelectronic applications because, unlike infinite
graphene, they have a non-zero band gap due to their finite
width65. In a recent paper64 the synthesis of narrow graphene
nanoribbons (GNRs) by high-temperature (800-1200 K) vac-
uum annealing of ferrocene molecules inside single-walled
carbon nanotubes (SWCNTs) was described. The forma-
tion of two specific armchair graphene nanoribbons, 6-AGNR
and 7-AGNR, in (18,0) nanotube was experimentally demon-
strated. (6 or 7 is the number of carbon atoms along the width
of the ribbon.) In another recent study, it was demonstrated by
tip-enhanced Raman scattering and HRTEM that the encapsu-
lation of 1,2,4-trichlorobenzene molecules in SWCNTs and
subsequent annealing in the temperature range of 800-1100 K
resulted in the formation of 6-AGNR graphene nanoribbons
with lengths of tens of nanometers66. It should be mentioned
that the same kind of procedure but using boron nitride nan-
otubes instead of carbon nanotubes resulted also in the forma-
tion of graphene nanoribbons inside the tubes67. These exper-
imental studies64,66 were the main motivation for our molecu-
lar dynamics calculations.

In contrast to much experimental work, there is little the-
oretical work in the literature on the chemical reactions in-
side carbon nanotubes, and molecular dynamics simulations
in particular are rare.

Kim and Tománek have theoretically investigated the mi-
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croscopic mechanism of fullerene fusion in peapods by calcu-
lating total energy change along the optimum reaction path in
phase space68. Their results highlighted the important role of
confinement.

Nishio et al studied the formation of Si nanowires in-
side (13,0) and (14,0) SWCNTs by molecular dynamics
simulations69 where the Si and C atoms were modeled by Ter-
soff potential70,71.

In a previous work, we investigated the stability of bamboo
defects on the inner tube of double-walled carbon nanotubes
grown from peapods by molecular dynamics simulation us-
ing the molecular dynamics package DL_POLY with Tersoff
potential72.

Diels-Alder reactions in confined space inside (8,8) and
(9,9) SWCNT were investigated by molecular dynamics sim-
ulations using CHARMM27 force field in73.

Molecular dynamics simulations were carried out by Cal-
varesi and Zerbetto in order to get insights into adsorption,
packing, and fluxes of molecules inside carbon nanotubes74.

Marforio et al investigated the aromatic bromination of
N-phenylacetamide inside carbon nanotubes by ONIOM
calculations75.

Previously, we performed molecular dynamics simulations
with a self-developed DFT-adjusted tight-binding method for
a system where a (14,0) SWCNT was loaded with carbon
pentagons (modelling ferrocene molecules without iron and
hydrogen)76. The calculations were carried out at two temper-
atures, 2000K and 3000K, and the concentration of the carbon
atoms varied between 23 – 59 atoms/nm. For comparison,
the linear concentration of carbon atoms is 29 atoms/nm and
33 atoms/nm for the perfect 6-AGNR and 7-AGNR ribbons,
respectively. For 33 atoms/nm and 2000K defected ribbon
structure was formed whereas in other cases, depending on
the actual parameters, chains, inner tubes or even closed cage
like molecules were obtained. Specifically, at low concentra-
tion, chains were obtained at both temperatures; at medium
concentration, a nanoribbon at low temperature, and a cage-
like structure at high temperature; at high concentration and
low temperature, an inner tube; at high concentration and high
temperature, a cage-like structure again.

The aim of our present work was to perform systematic
molecular dynamics simulations for the simplest possible situ-
ation, namely to investigate what happens when purely carbon
atoms are confined in a single-walled carbon nanotube at a
suitable concentration and temperature. This can help us bet-
ter understand the actual experimental observations, where the
reactions take place between larger organic molecules inside
the nanotube. The results of76, together with the new exper-
imental observations by Kuzmany et al mentioned above77,
formed the starting point for the present work. However, in-
stead of the time-consuming diagonalization of a Hamiltonian
we used interatomic potentials between atoms to calculate the
forces acting on the atoms, which is a much faster procedure.
Calculations were carried out using LAMMPS, which is a ver-
satile code and is one of the most widely used freely available
molecular dynamics simulation packages78,79. LAMMPS has
a number of different inter-atomic potentials, the performance
of which depends on the purpose for which they are used and

the conditions under which they are used.
For simulating carbon-related processes, the ReaxFF (Re-

active Force Field) potential is nowadays most commonly
used, in which the large number of parameters are fitted to
a large training set obtained from DFT calculations80,81. The
ReaxFF potential has been successfully applied to a number of
systems and reactions, e.g. oxidation and pyrolysis of hydro-
carbon fuels82, mechanical properties of graphene83, graphiti-
zation of amorphous carbon84, carbonization of polymers85,86,
impact deformation of peapods87, structural and mechanical
properties of graphene, carbon nanotubes and fullerenes88.
Before starting the simulations inside the nanotube, we re-
peated the procedure described in84 to see how the method
works for 3-dimensional graphitization. Using the ReaxFF
potential, we reproduced their published result. The only dif-
ference was that in a simple cubic lattice we used a smaller
supercell containing only 14 x 14 x 14 carbon atoms in-
stead of 32 x 32 x 32 carbon atoms, otherwise the procedure
was exactly the same. The method was then adapted to the
case where carbon atoms are confined in a nanotube. Un-
fortunately, the results were unexpected: instead of hexago-
nal structures, we obtained many triangles with carbon chains
in between (see the detailes later in the Results and Discus-
sion part). The exact structure depended on the concentration
of carbon atoms and the temperature. That is, we have seen
from our own experience that there is a significant difference
between three-dimensional and one-dimensional simulations,
even when using the same interatomic potential. To say the
least, there is no room for parallel graphene ribbons inside a
nanotube. To the best of our knowledge, the ReaxFF potential
has not yet been used to simulate processes inside nanotubes.
We therefore set out to complement ReaxFF with four addi-
tional potentials to systematically investigate how these po-
tentials perform when carbon atoms are confined inside a car-
bon nanotube. The four additional potentials are: Tersoff70,71

and its improved versions, AIREBO (adaptive intermolecular
reactive empirical bond order)89, REBO-II (2nd generation
reactive empirical bond order)90 and LCBOP-I (long range
carbon bond order potential)91. Each potential is suitable for
molecular dynamics studies of similar systems.

The five potentials used are briefly compared here. The Ter-
soff potential was the first interatomic potential to be success-
fully applied to different carbon systems. The Tersoff formula
consists of the sum of attractive and repulsive pair potentials.
The coefficient of the attractive term, however, depends on the
local environment, so that the interaction ends up being many-
body in nature. The Tersoff potential does not contain a long-
range (van der Waals) interaction. REBO-II is an extension
of the Tersoff potential. It describes short-range interactions
in empirical bond order terms. The parameter fitting is based
on empirical database of equilibrium distances, energies, and
stretching force constants of various hydrocarbons. Like the
Tersoff potential, REBO-II does not include long-range vdW
interactions. AIREBO is another extension of the Tersoff po-
tential, which is also based on the empirical bond order. The
main difference compared to REBO is that the AIREBO po-
tential includes the long-range interaction (via the Lennard-
Jones potential). The LCBOP potential is similar to AIREBO
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in that it contains long-range terms in addition to bond or-
der terms. However, while in AIREBO the parametrization of
the long-range terms is done independently of the bond order
terms, in LCBOP the parameters are fitted together. The phi-
losophy of the ReaxFF potential is different from the others.
The functional form of the potential is very broad. Although
it includes the usual quantities (bonds, angles, dihedrals, even
van der Waals interaction), instead of the chemical considera-
tions used in the other cases, the large number of parameters
of ReaxFF are "simply" fitted to a large training set based on
DFT.

II. METHODOLOGY

All molecular dynamics simulations were performed us-
ing the open source software LAMMPS. The conditions were
chosen as closely as possible to the experimental conditions,
with the significant simplification that instead of organic or
organometallic molecules, only single carbon atoms were
placed inside the nanotubes, randomly arranged as the start-
ing geometry. The reason for considering only carbon atoms,
without hydrogen atoms, was that our main goal was to sys-
tematically compare five different interatomic potentials - Ter-
soff, Rebo, Airebo, Lcbop and ReaxFF - and of these, in case
of Tersoff potential one cannot include hydrogen atoms.

The initial geometry was the same in all cases: using
PACKMOL software, 99 randomly arranged separate car-
bon atoms were confined inside a 3 nm long piece of (18,0)
SWCNT. The diameter of the tube was 1.4 nm. Due to the pe-
riodic boundary condition, the geometry was repeated along
the nanotube. The density of free carbon atoms of 33 atoms
/nm was in line with the already mentioned experimental
observations64. The nanotube wall was kept rigid, the carbon
atoms in the wall did not move at all during the simulation, the
wall merely served to lock the carbon atoms inside. Figure 1
shows the initial geometry from the front (left) and from the
side (right). To get a better overview of the position of the free
carbon atoms, only part of the tube is shown on the right side
of Figure 1.

FIG. 1: Initial geometry; 99 carbon atoms randomly arranged
inside (18,0) SWCNT with length of 3 nm.

After performing many convergence and stability calcula-
tions in order to find the optimal numerical parameters, we
applied the following procedure in all cases. The time step
throughout the modelling was 0.1fs. First, we used a conju-
gate gradient method for a few steps to minimize the forces
on the atoms. In this way we avoided the nonphysical high

forces between the randomly arranged carbon atoms. This
was followed by equilibration at 300 K for 10ps by applying
an NPT ensemble, where the environmental temperature was
controlled by Nosé-Hoover thermostat. After equilibration,
while the SWCNT was kept rigid, the system was heated to
raise the temperature from 300 K to annealing temperatures
of Tanneal = 1200 K,3000 K and 4000 K in a few ps at a rate
of 410 K/ps. Finally the system was annealed for 100ps at
Tanneal . The heating and annealing processes were carried out
using an NVT ensemble, which also adjusts the temperature
using a Nosé-Hoover thermostat.

To quantitatively track the change in structure, we used a
self-written Python code that calculates different geometric
features from the initial random structure every 100fs dur-
ing the simulation. These geometric features are the average
number of bonds per carbon atom (a bond is defined when
the distance between two carbon atoms is less than 1.7 Å),
the distribution of C−C bond lengths, the number of different
polygons from triangles to octagons, and the average distance
from the best inplane fit of the atom positions (planarity).

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. ReaxFF potential

The most commonly used potential for simulating carbon-
related processes today is ReaxFF80,81. In ReaxFF the large
number of parameters are fitted to a large training set ob-
tained from DFT calculations. We will see, however, that the
ReaxFF potential performs poorly in describing the formation
of hexagonal nanoribbons within carbon nanotubes. The fi-
nal structure using ReaxFF potential after 100ps annealing at
three different temperatures of 1200 K,3000 K and 4000 K
are shown in Figures 2a, 2b and 2c, respectively.

Figure 2a clearly shows that 1200 K is not an appropri-
ate annealing temperature for the ReaxFF potential, as only
chains and non-physical triangles are formed after 100ps. It
is noticeable that the chains preferentially "stick" to the in-
ner wall of the nanotube. This is a consequence of the long-
range interaction incorporated in ReaxFF. When the annealing
temperature is 3000 K, various polygons such as pentagons,
hexagons and heptagons are formed, but the non-physical
triangles still appear and even rhombuses can be observed,
see Figure 2b. At Tanneal = 4000 K, almost no polygons are
formed, but chain-like structures with cross-links between the
chains, some non-physical triangles and some carbon pairs ap-
pear, see Figure 2c.

The change of various geometrical features during the sim-
ulation can be followed in Figure 3. The lower left panel of
Figure 3 shows how the average number of bonds per car-
bon atom increases and converges during the simulation at
the three different temperatures. Remember: a bond is de-
fined when the distance between two carbon atoms is less than
1.7 Å. Convergence is achieved after about 60 ps at all three
temperatures. The converged value is about (or slightly less
than) 2 at 1200 K, and it is about 2.5 at 3000 K, and it be-
comes again about 2 at 4000 K. Just for comparison: this
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(a) Final result at 1200 K.

(b) Final result at 3000 K.

(c) Final result at 4000 K.

FIG. 2: The final structure using ReaxFF potential after 100
ps annealing at three temperatures of 1200 K (a), 3000 K (b),
and 4000 K (c). At 1200 K Chains are formed, which are
located close to the inner wall of the nanotube. There
appeared non-physical triangles, as well. At 3000 K, shorter
and longer chains connect several polygons, including
non-physical ones such as triangles and rhombuses. At
4000 K, except of triangles, there is no polygon and mostly
long chain structures are formed.

value is 2 for infinite linear chain; 3 for infinite graphene and
for fullerenes and nanotubes; 2.5 for coronene, 3-2/N for N-
AGNR etc. The converged values in the bottom left of Figure
3 correspond nicely to the structures shown in Figure 2a, Fig-
ure 2b and Figure 2c . Furthermore, at higher temperatures
the fluctuations are larger.

In order to quantify further the qualitative differences seen
in Figure 2a, Figure 2b and Figure 2c, additional quantities
were calculated. These values in Figure 3 refer to the unit cell
with a length of 3 nm.

The histograms at the top left panel of Figure 3 illustrate
the distribution of the C −C distances (bond lengths) at the
end of the molecular dynamics simulation for the three differ-
ent temperatures. The distribution has two maxima at all three
temperatures: one at 1.2 Å, corresponding to chains, and one
at around 1.45 Å, corresponding to polygons in the structure.
At 1200 K the contribution of chains and at 3000 K that of
polygons is more significant, in agreement with the structures
shown in Figure 2a and Figure 2b. At 4000 K again more
chains and less polygons are formed, in agreement with the
structure shown in Figure 2c. Furthermore, there is a general
tendency for the distribution to widen with increasing temper-
ature. The number of polygons and especially hexagons is
low at any temperature. This is shown in top right panel of
Figure 3 for the three temperatures. At 1200 K, no hexagons

FIG. 3: Increase of the average number of bonds per carbon
atom during the MD simulation (lower left). The occurrence
of C−C bond lengths at the end of the MD simulation (top
left). The number of hexagons during the MD simulation (top
right). The average distance (in Å) from best planar fit during
the MD simulation (lower right). Tanneal is 1200 K (blue),
3000 K (red) and 4000 K (black). All for ReaxFF potential.

are formed at all, while at 3000 K there are a few hexagons
along with a few pentagons, heptagons and octagons and even
with some non-physical triangles and rhombuses. In partic-
ular, the number of triangles is high at 3000 K, reaching 10
(not shown in Figure 3). At 4000 K, again, no hexagons are
formed, similar to 1200 K. The number of other polygons is
also almost zero, except for the triangles, which are almost the
same number as at 3000 K.

We are interested in the possibility of creating planar struc-
tures, such as carbon nanoribbons. However, carbon atoms
are far from being/staying in the same plane at any temper-
ature for ReaxFF potential. The non-planarity at 1200 K is
very high, fluctuating around 2.1 Å, which is practically the
same as the nonplanarity of the random initial geometry. At
3000 K and 4000 K it is slightly lower, but still high, fluctuat-
ing around 1.7 Å, as shown in the lower right panel of Figure
3.

In summary, the ReaxFF potential performs poorly in
describing the formation of hexagonal nanoribbons within
SWCNTs. At all three temperatures, carbon atoms are far
from forming a planar structure, the tendency to form chains
is high, and too many non-physical structures, triangles, are
formed.

B. Tersoff potential

Unlike the ReaxFF potential, the Tersoff potential is more
suitable for describing the formation of nanoribbons, as we
will see. The final structure using Tersoff potential after 100ps
annealing at three different temperatures of 1200K, 3000 K
and 4000 K are shown in Figures 4a, 4b and 4c, respectively.

At 1200 K, a ribbon-like structure with 22 hexagons
(per3 nm ) is formed and the geometry is more or less flat.
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(a) Final Result at 1200 K

(b) Final Result at 3000 K

(c) Final Result at 4000 K

FIG. 4: The final structure using Tersoff potential after 100
ps annealing at three temperatures of 1200 K (a), 3000 K (b),
and 4000 K (c).At 1200 K, 22 hexagons are formed from free
carbon atoms inside the tube, and the structure is close to be
planar.At 3000 K, there are fewer hexagons and the structure
bends.At 4000 K, the non-planarity is increased, the structure
bends more and a cage-like geometry appears at the right
part.

In contrast, annealing at 3000 K and 4000 K results in a re-
duction in the number of hexagons and the geometry is not
flat.

The change of various geometrical features during the sim-
ulation can be followed in Figure 5. The lower left panel of
Figure 5 shows how the average number of bonds per car-
bon atom increases and converges during the simulation at the
three different temperatures. The convergence is faster than
with ReaxFF potential. The converged value is slightly above
2.5 at 1200 K, whereas it is slightly below 2.5 at higher tem-
peratures. Furthermore, at higher temperatures the fluctua-
tions are larger.

The histograms at the top left panel of Figure 5 illustrate the
distribution of the C −C distances (bond lengths) at the end
of the molecular dynamics simulation for the three different
temperatures. At higher temperatures, the distributions are
slightly wider. It is worth noting that, looking at the 1200 K
histogram at larger distances (not shown here), after the first
maximum of about 1.45 Å, the next maxima are at

√
3∗1.45

Å and 2∗1.45 Å, which correspond nicely to the distances of
the second and third neighbours in a perfect hexagonal grid.

It is instructive to observe how polygons are formed in the
MD simulation. At 1200 K, almost only hexagons are formed,

FIG. 5: Increase of the average number of bonds per carbon
atom during the MD simulation (lower left). The occurrence
of C−C bond lengths at the end of the MD simulation (top
left). The number of hexagons during the MD simulation (top
right). The average distance (in Å) from best planar fit during
the MD simulation (lower right). Tanneal is 1200 K (blue),
3000 K (red) and 4000 K (black). All using Tersoff potential.

sometimes with two or three heptagons and octagons. At
3000 K and 4000 K, there are fewer hexagons and more larger
polygons. The time dependence of the number of hexagons is
shown in top right panel of Figure 5 for the three tempera-
tures. At 1200 K, the number of hexagons converges to 22,
but at 3000 K and 4000 K the number of hexagons fluctuates
between 10 and 15.

As shown in Figures 4a, 4b and 4c, the most striking differ-
ence between the results of the three temperatures is not only
in the number of hexagons but also in the flatness as well.
This can be quantified by calculating the average distance of
the atoms from the plane fitted to the points using the method
of least squares. As shown in the lower right panel of Figure 5,
at 1200 K the non-planarity converges to a small value, with
an average deviation from the best in-plane fit of about 0.6 Å.
At 3000 K and 4000 K, however, the non-planarity is much
larger, fluctuating around 1.25 Å and 1.5 Å, respectively.

In summary, by applying the Tersoff potential at 1200 K,
a near-planar hexagonal structure is formed and stabilized a
few times in 10ps, although the structure is not defect-free. At
annealing temperatures of 3000 K and 4000 K, the structure
is non-planar and consists of far fewer hexagons.

In addition to the Tersoff potential and the ReaxFF poten-
tial, three other potentials were also investigated: AIREBO,
REBO-II and LCBOP-I.

C. AIREBO potential

AIREBO is a long-range extension of the Tersoff
potential89. The final structure using AIREBO potential
after 100ps annealing at three different temperatures of
1200 K,3000 K and 4000 K are shown in Figures 6a, 6b and
6c , respectively.
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(a) Final Result at 1200 K

(b) Final Result at 3000 K.

(c) Final Result at 4000 K
[h]

FIG. 6: The final structure using AIREBO potential after
100ps annealing at three temperatures of 1200 K (a), 3000 K
(b) and 4000 K (c). At 1200 K much of the geometry
contains chain-like structures, and a non-physical triangle is
also formed at this temperature. At 3000 K, the number of
polygons is increased, and a tube-like structure is formed.At
4000 K, a more compact structure appeared, the atoms are
entangled with each other.

Figure 6a clearly shows that a non-planar chain-like struc-
ture is formed at 1200 K and a triangle is also visible. It is
striking that the chains are preferably located close to the in-
ner wall of the nanotube. As in ReaxFF, this is due to the
presence of long-range interaction in AIREBO. Annealing at
3000 K results in a larger number of polygons, forming a tube-
like structure at this temperature, see Figures 6b. When the
temperature is increased to 4000 K, a more compact struc-
ture with many defects is formed, see Figures 6c. At higher
temperatures, short-term interactions seem to become more
important than long-range ones.

The change of various geometrical features during the sim-
ulation can be followed in Figure 7. The lower left panel of
Figure 7, shows how the average number of bonds per car-
bon atom increases and converges during the simulation at the
three different temperatures. The converged value is about 2.2
at 1200 K, whereas it is about 2.5 at higher temperatures. Fur-
thermore, at higher temperatures the fluctuations are larger.

The histograms at the top left panel of Figures 7 illustrate
the distribution of the C −C distances (bond lengths) at the
end of the molecular dynamics simulation for the three differ-
ent temperatures. The distribution widens as the temperature

FIG. 7: Increase of the average number of bonds per carbon
atom during the MD simulation (lower left). The occurrence
of C−C bond lengths at the end of the MD simulation (top
left). The number of hexagons during the MD simulation
(top right). The average distance (in Å) from best planar fit
during the MD simulation (lower right). Tanneal is 1200 K
(blue), 3000 K (red) and 4000 K (black). All using AIREBO
potential.

increases, and the position of the center slides up slightly from
1.35 Å to 1.45 Å. This is consistent with the fact that the num-
ber of chain-like pieces with shorter bond lengths decreases
with increasing temperature.

The number of hexagons is low at any temperature. This
is shown in top right panel of Figures 7 for the three tem-
peratures. At 1200 K, no hexagons are formed at all, while
at 3000 K and 4000 K there are a few hexagons along with
a few pentagons, heptagons and octagons. The structure be-
comes fullerene like at 4000 K, but with many defects.

Carbon atoms are far from being in the same plane at any
temperature. The non-planarity converges to 1.9 Å at 1200 K,
decreases to 1.5 Å at 3000 K but is still high, and fluctuates
between 1.5 Å and 1.75 Å at 4000 K, as shown in the lower
right panel of Figure 7. In summary, the use of the AIREBO
interatomic potential leads to a non-planar structure full of de-
fects chain-like at lower temperatures and cage-like at higher
temperatures and thus performs worse than the Tersoff poten-
tial in describing the formation of graphene nanoribbons in-
side SWCNTs.

D. REBO-II potential

REBO-II is also an extension of the Tersoff potential, but
unlike AIREBO, it does not involve long-range interaction90.
The final structure using REBO-II potential after 100ps an-
nealing at three different temperatures of 1200 K,3000 K and
4000 K are shown in Figures 8a, 8b, and 8c, respectively.

As shown in Figure 8a, at 1200 K, chain-like structures are
formed and some larger polygons appear. The chains do not
prefer to be close to the inner wall of the nanotubes. This is
because, unlike AIREBO, there is no long-range interaction
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(a) The final result at 1200 K.

(b) The final result at 3000 K.

(c) The final result at 4000 K.

FIG. 8: The final structure using REBO-II potential after
100ps annealing at three temperatures of 1200 K (a), 3000 K
(b), and 4000 K (c). At 1200 K, only one hexagon is formed
from the free carbon atoms in the tube and several chain
structures and large polygons appear. At 3000 K , the
structure is mainly chain-like with several polygons. At
4000 K a cage-like structure appears at the end of the
simulations.

in REBO-II. The structure at 3000 K is basically similar to
that of 1200 K. In contrast, at 4000 K a cage-like structure is
formed.

The change of various geometrical features during the sim-
ulation can be followed in Figure 9. The lower left panel of
Figure 9 shows how the average number of bonds per carbon
atom increases and converges during the simulation to about
2.25 at all three temperatures.

The histograms at the top left panel of Figure 9 illustrate
the distribution of the C−C distances at the end of the molec-
ular dynamics simulation for the three different temperatures.
The distribution widens as the temperature increases, and the
position of the center slides up slightly from 1.4 Å to 1.5 Å.

The number of hexagons is low at any temperature. This is
shown in top right panel of Figure 9 for the three temperatures.
At 1200 K, only one hexagon is formed, while at 3000 K and
4000 K there are a few hexagons along with a few pentagons,
heptagons and octagons.

Carbon atoms are far from being in the same plane at any
temperature. The non-planarity fluctuates around 1.5 Å at all
three temperatures, as shown in the lower right panel of Figure
9. Similar to Airebo and Tersoff potentials, at 4000 K, we
observe a curved structure.

FIG. 9: Increase of the average number of bonds per carbon
atom during the MD simulation (lower left). The occurrence
of C−C bond lengths at the end of the MD simulation (top
left). The number of hexagons during the MD simulation
(top right). The average distance (in Å) from best planar fit
during the MD simulation (lower right). Tanneal is 1200 K
(blue), 3000 K (red) and 4000 K (black). All using REBO-II
potential.

In summary, the REBO-II interatomic potential leads to a
non-planar structure with a small number of hexagons at all
three temperatures, and thus performs worse than the Tersoff
potential in describing the formation of graphene nanoribbons
inside SWCNTs.

E. LCBOP potential

LCBOP-I is a simultaneous bond-order and long-range ex-
tension of REBO91. The final structure using LCBOP poten-
tial after 100 ps annealing at three different temperatures of
1200 K, 3000 K and 4000 K are shown in Figures 10a, 10b
and 10c, respectively.

As shown in Figure 10a, at 1200 K, a non-planar chain-like
structure without any polygon is appeared. The chains are
preferably positioned close to the inner wall of the nanotube.
This is a consequence of the long-range interaction present
in LCBOP. At 3000 K some polygons are formed while at
4000 K again only chains can be observed.

The change of various geometrical features during the sim-
ulation can be followed in Figure 11. The lower left panel of
Figure 11 shows how the average number of bonds per carbon
atom increases during the simulation. At 3000 K and 4000 K
convergence is fast, while at 1200 K convergence is very slow.
The converged value is around 2 at all three temperatures.

The histograms at the top left panel of Figure 11 illustrate
the distribution of the C−C distances at the end of the molec-
ular dynamics simulation for the three different temperatures.
The distribution widens as the temperature increases, and the
position of the center slides up slightly from 1.3 Å to 1.4 Å.

The number of polygons and especially hexagons is low at
any temperature. This is shown in top right panel of Figure 11
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(a) The final result at 1200 K.

(b) The final result at 3000 K.

(c) The final result at 4000 K.

FIG. 10: The final structure using LCBOP potential after
100ps annealing at three temperatures of 1200 K (a), 3000 K
(b), and 4000 K (c). At 1200 K, no polygons appear, only
chain structures of different lengths are formed. At 3000 K, a
few polygons are formed beside chains. At 4000 K, only
chains appeared.

FIG. 11: Increase of the average number of bonds per carbon
atom during the MD simulation (lower left). The occurrence
of C−C bond lengths at the end of the MD simulation (top
left). The number of hexagons during the MD simulation
(top right). The average distance (in Å) from best planar fit
during the MD simulation (lower right). Tanneal is 1200 K
(blue), 3000 K (red) and 4000 K (black). All using LCBOP
potential.

for the three temperatures. At 1200 K, no hexagon is formed,
while at 3000 K and 4000 K there are a few hexagons along
with a few pentagons, heptagons and octagons.

Carbon atoms are far from being in the same plane at any
temperature. The non-planarity fluctuates around 1.75 Å at
1200 K and around 1.5 Å at 3000 K and 4000 K, as shown in
the lower right panel of Figure 11.

In summary, using the LCBOP potential, a non-planar
chain-like structure is formed at 1200 K, while some polygons
are formed at an annealing temperature of 3000 K. However,
the number of hexagons is small and the atoms are far from be-
ing in a plane, and thus LCBOP performs worse than the Ter-
soff potential in describing the formation of graphene nanorib-
bons inside SWCNTs. It is concluded that of the five inter-
atomic potentials investigated, the Tersoff potential is the best
for describing the formation of carbon nanoribbon-like struc-
tures within SWCNTs. When the Tersoff potential is used,
the structure will be most planar and the number of hexagons
formed will be the largest.

F. Discussion of the physics behind the different behaviors
of the potentials

Based on the results presented in subsections A-E, it is
concluded that of the five potentials investigated, the Tersoff
potential is the best for describing the formation of carbon
nanoribbon-like structures within SWCNTs. When using the
Tersoff potential, the structure will be the most planar and the
number of hexagons will be the largest. In this subsection we
discuss what is the main physics behind the different behav-
iors of the different potentials tested in this study during the
simulations of carbon nanoribbon formation in a carbon nan-
otube.

The most important factor is whether a given potential con-
tains long-range interaction, more precisely van der Waals in-
teraction. As we know, this is the case for three of the five
potentials we have studied (ReaxFF, AIREBO, LCBOP), the
remaining two (Tersoff and REBO-II) do not contain van der
Waals interaction. At the concentration we are considering
(corresponding to the experimental conditions), the density of
atoms inside the tube is 33 atoms per nanometer, while the
density of atoms in the wall of the (18,0) nanotube is much
(five times) higher (171 atoms per nanometer). The long-
range interaction between the carbon atoms inside the tube
and the carbon atoms in the tube wall therefore strongly influ-
ences the chemical reaction inside the tube. The internal car-
bon atoms are easily trapped against the nanotube wall, at least
at the "lower" 1200 K temperature, as it is seen in Figs. 2a, 6a
and 10a for ReaxFF, AIREBO and LCBOP, respectively. The
wall of the nanotube pulls the inner carbon atoms towards it-
self, almost sweeping them out of the middle of the tube. This
prevents the formation of nanoribbons with ReaxFF, AIREBO
and LCBOP. At the end of the simulation, the average distance
of the trapped carbon atoms from the nanotube wall essen-
tially corresponds to the van der Waals distance (3.4 Å for
AIREBO and LCBOP, and 3.3 Å for ReaxFF). As the tem-
perature is raised, the internal carbon atoms can escape from



9

the trap near the wall. At higher temperatures, however, the
probability of stable structure formation decreases, as can be
clearly seen in all the structural figures.

In the two cases without long-range interactions (Tersoff,
REBO-II), the internal carbon atoms are not trapped near the
tube wall. However, there is a difference between the two po-
tential functions describing the short-range interactions. Our
results show that Tersoff favors bond angles around 120 de-
grees, while REBO-II does not. This, however, cannot be
deduced from the formula describing the interaction simply
"at a glance", due to the many-body nature of the potential
between atoms. Although the Tersoff formula is a sum of
pair potentials, the coefficient of the attractive term depends
in a complicated way on the local environment. The fact that
the Tersoff potential favors bond angles around 120 degrees is
confirmed by our earlier, unpublished observations in addition
to the present results. When a carbon nanotube was stretched,
we found that using Tersoff potential, the radius of the tube
increased(!), such that the angles of the hexagons remained at
120 degrees92. The same was no longer true with Brenner po-
tential (REBO), where the radius decreased and the hexagons
were distorted when the tube was stretched.

G. Temperature window for Tersoff potential

In agreement with the experiments, our calculations clearly
show the important role of the annealing temperature. Ac-
cording to the experiments, the optimal annealing tempera-
ture for the formation of carbon nanoribbons from molecules
loaded into the SWCNT is around 1100 K. We have investi-
gated in detail the temperature dependence for the best per-
forming Tersoff potential. We carried out the calculations
between 500 K and 1700 K in steps of 100 K. To reach a
more reliable conclusion, we repeated the simulations with
four different random seed numbers, giving the carbon atoms
four different random initial velocity distribution. The simu-
lation process itself was identical to the one described earlier.
Since the convergence in the case of Tersoff potential is al-
ready reached after 20ps (see Figure 4a), the annealing time
in the new simulations was set to 40ps instead of 100ps. In
each case, we calculated the evolution of both the number of
hexagons and the planarity (as was defined earlier) during the
simulation. Figure 12 shows the averaged values of mentioned
parameters for four simulations with different random initial
velocity distributions.

As can be seen in the Figure 12, there is a temperature win-
dow between about 1000 K and 1200 K where the nanorib-
bons are formed with the least defects. In this interval, both
the number of hexagons and the planarity of the system are at
a maximum. Surprisingly, this is close to the experimentally
observed optimum temperature range64,66, although this is not
actually expected since the simulation was done with carbon
atoms only, whereas in the real experiment, annealing occurs
for nanotubes filled with organic/organometallic molecules.

FIG. 12: Number of hexagons (circles, blue line, left axis)
and non-planarity (triangles, orange line, right axis),
averaged over four random initial velocity distribution. The
error bars indicate the standard deviations.

IV. CONCLUSION

Molecular dynamics simulations were carried out on car-
bon atoms confined in a carbon nanotube with a diameter of
1.4 nm. By comparing five different interatomic potentials
(ReaxFF, Tersoff, AIREBO, REBO-II, LCBOP), we investi-
gated when a nanoribbon-like structure can form from a ran-
dom initial geometry. From this comparison, we conclude that
the Tersoff potential provides by far the best performance in
describing the formation of carbon nanoribbons inside SWC-
NTs. When using the Tersoff potential, the structure will be
closest to being planar and the number of hexagons generated
will be the largest. This is basically because, as our experi-
ence has shown, the Tersoff potential is more prone to hold
bond angles around 120° than other potentials, and is there-
fore more likely to form hexagons92.

Our experience shows that the other four potentials do not
lead to a planar structure. The reasons for this may be com-
plex: the function describing the potential itself, in particular
the consideration of long-range interaction, but also whether
the simulation is performed in one, two or three dimensions.
The poor performance of ReaxFF may be particularly sur-
prising, since in three dimensions the ReaxFF potential de-
scribes graphite formation very well. However, our results
point out that there is a significant difference between three-
dimensional simulations and quasi-one-dimensional simula-
tions in confined space, even when using the same interatomic
potential. To say the least, there is no room for parallel
graphene ribbons inside the nanotube. Parametrizing the 2D
and 1D versions of ReaxFF can be an interesting task to al-
low it to perform well on systems such as molecules inside
SWCNTs.

For the Tersoff potential, we found a temperature window
of around 1000 K− 1200 K, where the nanoribbons formed
with the fewest defects, i.e. the highest planarity and the
most hexagons. This is close to the temperature range that
experiments show is most suitable for the formation of carbon
nanoribbons inside carbon nanotubes64,66.

It should be mentioned that in real experiments, carbon
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nanoribbons inside SWCNTs are formed from hydrocarbon
molecules, whereas here we only investigated the interaction
of pure carbon atoms. In terms of ribbon formation, hydrocar-
bon molecules are preferable to a system containing only car-
bon atoms in two aspects. First, the molecules studied in the
experiments (e.g. coronene, ferrocene, ...) are inherently pla-
nar (or composed of planar parts) which favors the formation
of nanoribbons. Furthermore, the hydrogens can passivate the
dangling bonds at the edges of the ribbons and thus better sta-
bilize the ribbon-like structures. However, the difficulty of
hydrocarbon molecular dynamics is that the initial C-H bonds
are not easy to break. Such simulations are therefore much
more time consuming. Nevertheless, our results can serve as
a good starting point for simulations with molecules used in
experiments.
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