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T he G eneralized K ohn Theorem In arrays of parabolic quantum dots w ith Coulom b interaction
between the dots is violated, if there are di erent dot species nvolved. W e solve the Schrodinger
equation for cubic lattices w ith two di erent dots per unit cell: i) two di erent circular dots and
i) two elliptical dots, which are rotated by 90° relative to each other. T he interaction between the
dots is considered in dipole approxin ation and long{ wavelength excitation spectra including F IR
Intensities are calculated. T he energy spectrum ofthe rst case can be expressed as a superposition
of two noninteracting dots w ith an e ective con nem ent frequency, which inclides the e ect of dot
Interaction. Only in the second case a splitting of degenerate absorption lines and an anticrossing
occurs, which is a qualitative indication for interdot interaction. If the interaction becom es very
strong and if all lattice sites (not necessarily con nem ent potentials) are equivalent, then the con-
tribbution of the dot interaction outweigh possible di erences in the con nem ent potentials and the
Kohn Theorem gradually reentries, In the sense that one pair of excitation m odes (pseudo K ohn
m odes) becom es independent of the Interaction strength.

PACS:7320D (Quantum dots), 7320M f (C ollective E xcitations)

I. NTRODUCTION

The G eneralized K ohn T heorem & (GKTh) plays a crucial role In quantum dot physics w ith far reaching conse-
quences. It considers interacting electron system s in a ham onic con nem ent and a constant m agnetic eld, and it
states that excitations by long wavelength radiation are not e ected by the electron electron (e e) interaction. This
statem ent applies to arrays of identicalham onic dot con nem ents W ith e e interaction betw een the dots) aswell (see
A ppendix of:g) . Thisdoesnotm ean that allexcitations are independent ofe e interaction, but only the optically active
ones (K ohn m odes), and it doesnotm ean that e e Interaction isnot in portant for the other excitations. H owever, this
fact prevents the e e Interaction from beeing seen and investigated eg. by far nfrared FIR) spectroscopy. The FIR
absorption spectrum of the whole system agrees exactly w ith the spectrum ofa single particle. The GK Th does not
hold for arrays of di erent dot con nem ents, eg. periodic dot lattices w ith two di erent ham onic dot con nem ents
per unit cel€. Then, all collective m odes are excited by FIR radiation and e ected by e e interaction, or in other
words, there is no Kohn m ode. The calculation and investigation of absorption frequencies and probabilities in the
latter case is the sub ect of this work.

In order to obtain a visualpicture, ket us rst consider a classicalm odel for the K ohn m ode for vanishing m agnetic
eld. (Thisprelin nary consideration w illbe replaced by a rigorous quantum m echanicaltreatm ent in the follow ing.)
C lassically, the charge distrdbutions of all dots oscillate rigidly n{ phase w ith the bare con nem ent frequency, and
the e e Interaction contrbutes only a constant term to the totalenergy (independent of elongation). Ifwe havem ore
than one identicaldots perunit cell, there are additional collective m odes, in w hich the individualdots oscillate out of
phase, and which area ected by dot Interaction, but which are not optically active. C onsequently, the dot interaction
is not observable with FIR spectroscopy in arrangem ents of identical dots. O ne way to trick K ohn’s theorem is to
Inclide di erent dot species. Then, there is no coherent oscillation m ode for all dots, which does not change the
e e Interaction energy of the system in elongation, because there is no comm on bare con nem ent frequency. As a
consequence, all collective m odes (two m odes per dot In the unit cell) are e ected by dot interaction and excited by
FIR radiation with a nite probability. In other words, the G eneralized K ohn Theorem for dgt arrays is broken.
O ther system s, where K ohn’s T heorem does not hold, com prise: i) anhamm onic con nem ents (circular dots w ith r*
and higher order tem s i the radial dependence or cubic dots w ith tem s of type x? y?) , i) hole dots w ith di erent
e ectivem asse§ . O ne point of this paper is that the GK Th can be broken despite an exactly ham onig H am ittonian.
A further possibility to observe the e e nteraction in the excitations is to consider nite wave lengtie®
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II.MAGNETOPHONON HAM ILTON IAN

The rstpartofthe calculation ofthe eigenstates ofthe H am iltonian follow s closely the procedure described in R ef.
:gi. W e only have to considerthat now the con nem entpotentials and electron num bers can be di erentin di erent dots.
A fter introducing center{ of { mass (cm .) and relative coordinates In each dot and applying the dipole approxin ation
for the Coulom b interaction between the dots, we observe that the H am iltonian ofallcm . coordinates is decoupled
from individual dot Ham iltonians in the relative coordinates. That’s why all excitations can be classi ed into i)
collective (cm .) excitations, and i) intra-dot excitations. T he latter are not considered here because they are not
optically active. The Ham iltonian in the cm . coordinatesR ,; readsin atomicunits h=m = e= 1 (see also Sect.
IV A inRef.d)
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whereU,; =R,; R r(lo> isthe elongation ofthecm . at lattice site (n; ) andP ,; = ir y,, isthecorresponding

canonicalm om entum operator. n runs over the unit cellsand over the dot species W ithin a cellL. N is the num ber
ofelectronsin dot ,andm thee ectivem ass. It is clear already from inspection d) that the eigenvalies ofHey .
do not depend on the explicitly shown electron numbers N , because the factors” N can be considered jist as a
rescaling factor of the coordinates U ,; . However, the eigenfunctions (and quantities derived from them ) do depend

on the explict N . T he force constant tensor reads
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where ! is the fverse background dielectric constant and the bare con nem ent tensor, which produces a
ham onic con nement. The dipole tensor is de ned as T @) = a% 3a a a®lI where () denotes the dyad

product and I the uni tensor. O bserve that C dependson N  In plicitely which e ects the energy eigenvalues.
A unitary transform ation to collective m agnetophonon coordinates
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W ith @) and @), we cbtain
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whereRr(lo,.) = Rr(lo) + a and n & 0 under the sum m eans that the tem Rr(,o) = 0 isexcluded.
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FIG.1. M ininum unit cells for the two dot architectures considered in this paperw ith two di erent circular dots (left) and
two identical, but rotated, ellipsoidal dots (right).

Now, we focus our attention to long{ wavelength m odes (the index g = 0 is dropped henceforth) and consider a
sim ple cubic lattice, altematively occupied by two di erent dot species. Them Inim um unit cell is face centered cubic
(see Fig.l) with Jattice constant a. A frer perform ing the lattice sum involved in (1) num erically, we cbtain the four
2 2 dynam icalm atrices

C11= 1+ dplI (11)
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w ith the interaction param eters
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and d= 1:460. From the preceding de nitions it ollow s that g, = P PiP2 -

ITII.EIGEN STATES

Now we are going to nd e:igenva]ues and eigenfinction of KE)'. For avoiding divergences for B = 0, we add an
isotropic oscillator potential £ 12U 2 to the kinetic energy n (@) and subtract i from the interaction tem . !¢ is



In principle arbitrary, but we d:.ose the m ean value of the bare con nem ent frequencies nclided n ; and ,.Now
we replace the coordinates in (ﬁ) (rg = 0) by Boson ladder opgrators. This is analogous to the usual text book
transform ation (see eg. Ref.-_é Sect. 3.3) apart from the factors N . It is obvious that thism odi cation can be

taken Into account by introducing scaled coordinatesU ! U = N U (whatimpliessP ! P =P = N ).
s
p— 1 2 . +
NUX=§ o a1+a2+a1+a2 (16)
*c
s
p— i 2 . +
NUy= E o a g a , a1+ay a7)
*c
where the st subscript ( = 1;2) indicates the dot num ber and the second one the com ponent. T he transform ation
ofthe cm . mom entum operators is analogous.
r___
P X i J‘Nc + +
— = - — a,+ta a a 18
N 2 2 1 2 1 2 ( )
r___
P Y 1 J‘Nc + +
—— = - — a a’,+a a 19
PN— > 2 1 P 1 2 19)

The cyclotron frequency is !, = B=m cand %_ = P . 4!(2). F irstly, it is clear that the Ham iltonian in these
ladder operators does not show an explicit N { dependence anym ore (@part from that implicit in the dynam ical
m atrix). This in plies that the elgenvalues of the H am ittonian do not depend on those N explicitly seen in ('_6) .
Secondly, the com m utators of the ladder operators are not in uenced by the N {factors and agree w ith those of
Bosons: A i;aJ’.l = 1 and all other com m utators vanish. (T his isbecause the comm utatorsofthe U and P o agree
w ith the com m utators of the untilded quantities.) Now, the totalH am iltonian can be w ritten in m atrix notation in

the ollow Ing com pact form
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and aai is the transposed and H em itian conjigate of C_Z-]_:) The 8 8 Ham iltonian m atrix is not unigque, but can

be cast into the follow ing form
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w ith
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F inding the eigenstates of the B oson H am iltonian C_Z-(_)') is provided by m athem atical physics and described in Ref.-r_g

b
In illdetail. The goalisto nd a linear transform ation bt A ; w hich preserves Boson com m utators
and diagonalizesH . W e shallonly sum m arize the recipe here.
P ...
The elgenvalues aregiven by E ;n,msim, = ;1"'4) ny + % 'y wih ny being non{negative integersand !y = 2
I
wih y being the fourpositive eigenvaliesofthematrix H J.The8 8matrix J= 0 I ismadeup of4 4
uni m atrices. A lleigenvaluiesof H J come In pairs (x; ).
T he elgenfunctions of H are constructed as usual for B osons
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(}f::4) }Ci
fiinginz;ng >= P P> @7)
" Ny .
T he four eigenvectors belonging to the positive eigenvalues are w ritten in the form x, = ik . The colum n vectors
k
of A* are given by the vectors xy, and by the vectors & = Zk , which are the eigenvectors belonging to k-

k

T he eigenvectors have to be properly orthonom alized le' J x = ix. W ithout degeneracy, the orthogonality is
guaranteed autom atically. The inverse of this particular transfom ation is cbtained from A ' = J A* J which
show s that the linear transfom ation is not uniary (out uniary in a non{ Euklidian m etric).

IV.OSCILLATOR STRENGTH

O ptical oscillator strength between the states i >= hi;ny;n3;ng > and 71°>= 19;nd;n%;n} > forpolarization
In = & ory) direction are de ned as
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where ! ;50 is the corresponding excitation energy, and U ;. is the {com ponent ofthe totalcm . of the electrons

In aunit cell (@part from a constant tem ). In form ulae, thism eans U o = NNtlt 1+ %U 2,WwhereN = N1+ N,.

A fter expressing the vectorsU by ladder operators e ;lqi and using C_Z-:/l), we obtain the usual selection ruls, ie., only
one quantum w ith energy ! can be absorped or em itted, so that we obtain only four absorption lines. T he resul for
the oscillator strength for the four possble transitions k = 1::4) and for { polarization reads
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In the lJast de nition, £tk and vi; for =1..4 are the com ponengs ofthe vectors ux and vy, respectively. T he oscillator
strength de ned in .(28) ful Ilthe ollow ing exact £f{sum ke , fx;, = . It isworth pointing out that for equal

N tot

electron num bers in either dot W; = N, = N ), the oscillator strength depends explicitly on N (contrary to the
optical excitation energies). In all gures presented below the oscillator strength are orN; = N, = N .




V.RESULTS

Now the two sim plest cases are discussed in m ore detail: two di erent circles and tw o identical, but rotated ellipses.
T he ratio ofthetwobarecon nem ent frequencies involved in eithercase is1:1 .5 which m eans, thatthetwo con nem net
frequencies In units of the m ean frequency !g are 12 1Ind 0.8. In our gures, all frequencies (energies) are given in
units of the m ean con nem ent frequency !y and the interaction param eters p In units of ! g . Themagnetic eld is
given in tem s of the e ective cyclotron frequency !, in units of !¢ (upper scal) and In Tesla (ower scale). The
conversion between both scales is provided by

0:9134 102
! llo]= ————B [l'esla] (32)
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In our guresweused !p = 02 amu: = 253 meV andm ofGaAs for this conversion. W e want to stress that

this param eter choice e ects only the m agnetic eld scale and not the curves.) The de nitions of the interaction
param eters z_l§) for G aA s In m ore convenient units reads
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For a m ore detailed discussion of order{ of { m agniude estin ates see Ref.:_g J)

Fortwo di erent circular dots w ith bare con nem ent frequencies | and !, and N; = N ,, the absorption spectrum
and the oscillator strength are shown In Fig2. A tfhough all absorption lines are e ected by the dot interaction
(represented by the Interaction param eter p), and all m odes are optically active, there is no qualitative e ect of
Interaction in the position of the absorption lines. T he reason can be understood easily. In this particular case, the
four eigenm odes can be calculated analytically providing
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(The upper and lower sign belongs to !err;n and !efe, respectively). Consequently, if we had to interpret an ex-

perin ental spectrum , we could do this using the form ula C_34_1‘) for non{ interacting dots, but wih the e ective (ie.

Interaction a ected) con nem ent param etersde ned J'n:_-(§5) . Only ifwe take the Intensities into account, we see som e
qualitative e ect. W hereas for non{ Interacting dots wih p= 0) and for B = 0 the oscillator strength of allm odes

agree (Por a sihgle oscillator, £ is independent of the oscillator frequency), there is a large di erence for Interacting

dotsat p = 05. This large di erence can be understood as ollows. In the Imit p ! 1 , the upper pair of m odes

develops into the sourious B rillouin zone boundary m ode, which has vanishing oscillator strength and the sum rul

has to be fii1l lled only by the lowerpair (see also the discussion below ).

In Fig2 both dot species bare the sam e num ber of electrons. Therefore, only one interaction param eter p is
nhvolved. Calculationsw ith di erent N; (and p;) do not show any qualitative di erence. In the lim it of large p (@and

equal electron num bers) we obtain from C_Bﬁ)
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Consequently, the square of the smaller e ective con nem ent frequency Which is the only one giving rise to m odes
wih a nite oscillator strength for large p) approaches the m ean value ofboth squared bare con nem ent frequencies,
w hereas the larger one grow s continously for large p.

In Fig3 and 4b we show the results for two identical, but m utually rotated, elliptical dots. W ithout dot interaction
(o= 0),wehavetwo doubly degenerate lines. W ith increasing interaction strength, we cbserve a splitting ofdegenerate
m odes and an anticrossing behavior for nite B . A s in the case of circular dots, the oscillator strength at B = 0 for
non{ Interacting dots ( = 0) agree for all four m odes. The dot interaction lifts this degeneracy. A dditionally, we



observe at p= 05 that the oscillator strength in the lim its of am all and large m agnetic elds is considerable only for
two of the m odes, except in the gap region, w here three m odes contribute. By com parison ofFig.s 3a and 4b we see
that them agnetic eld rm ininum gap ©etween the second and third m ode) increases w th increasing p, whereas
the gap width decreases. Consequently, the location and width of the gap provides inform ation on the interaction
strength. _

By com parison of Fig.s 2 and 3 w ith Fig.4, and m ore clearly by consideration of form ula C_3§) and Fig.5, it becom es
clear that in either case the lower pair of degenerate m odes at B = 0 converges to a constant (the m ean square
bare con nement frequency (12 + !2)=2, which amountsto 1:02 !¢ in our num ericalexampl). Even or nieB,
there are two branches, which converge to a nite B dependent) value orp ! 1 , or In other words, which becom e
Independent of p In this limit. At st sight this looks surprising because the e e interaction does not show any
saturation, if we increase the interaction param eter, but i continues to com press the dot state. H owever, there is a
sim ple visualexplanation for this feature: G enerally, the dot interaction adds an additional second order contribution
to the con nem ent, which has the sam e sym m etry as the lattice, ie. it is circular for a cubic lattice. For large p, this
additional term outweighs the bare con nem ent, and the e ective con nem ent In both dots becom es isotropic and
equal. T hus, we approach the case of a Jattice of ddentical dots, for which a pair ofK ohn m odes exists. B ecause these
K ohn m odes do not exactly agree w ith the m odes of noninteracting dots, we call them pseudo Kohn m odes. In a
sense, the G eneralized K ohn T heoram reentries for dot lattices w ith strong Interdot interaction. In other lattices w ith
Iower symm etry, the e ective con nement In the strong interaction lim i m ight be elliptical, leading pseudo K ohn
modeswih a gap at B = 0. The other pair ofm odes which diverge orp ! 1 ) tums Into the In—folded m odes at
the B rillouin zone comer (pecause the units cell halves if all dots becom e equivalent). T hese m odes becom e spurious
In the long wavelength and the large{p lim it and the oscillator strength of them converge to zero.

In Fig.s 3a and 4b we observe an additionalqualitative e ect ofdot interaction. For isolated elliptical dots we expect
a gap between the two excitation branches at B = 0. However, for larger p only the psesudo K ohn m ode m ight be
observable, because the oscillator strength of the BZ boundary m ode decrease rapidly. O n the other hand, the two
Iower m odes for nite p develope out of the degenerate lower m ode for p = 0, whereby the degeneracy at B = 0
survives. Therefore, at B = 0 it looks as if we had a circular dot. The closing of the gap between the two m ost
Intensive branchesat B = 0 isnot a graduale ect proceeding w ith increasing p, but Iniiated by symm etry. For a
deeper understanding see also the addiional guresin Ref. ?.)
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FIG.2. Excitation m odes (a) and oscillator strength multiplied with N ) orp= 0 () and p= 0:5 (c) Por a lattice w ith
two di erent circular dots as described in the text. T he radius of the circles In (a) is proportional to the oscillator strength and
provides a rough overview .
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identical, but rotated elliptical dots as described In the text and shown In Figl. The radius of the circles in (@) is proportional
to the oscillator strength and provides a rough overview .
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FIG.5. PseudoKohnmodeatB = 0 asa function of Interaction param eterp for a lattice w ith tw o perpendicular elliptical
dots per unit cell.

VI.SUMMARY

W e have shown that breaking the GKTh by constructing quantum dot lattices wih at least two di erent dot

con nem entsperunit cellhas experin entally observable consequences. G enerally speaking, there are no K ohn m odes,
ie. Interaction independent m odes, anym ore. In both of the considered cases, the degeneracy in the FIR intensities
at B = 0 between the upper and lower absorption lines is liffted due to dot interaction. For two mutually rotated
elliptical dots (per cell), we cbserve also a splitting of form erly degenerate absorption frequencies and the appearance
of an anticrossing. Fortwo di erent circular dots no qualitative e ect ofe e Interaction In the absorption frequencies
is observed. Instead, the absorption spectrum can be m In iced by two noninteracting dotswih modi ed (e ective)
con nem ents. W e also pointed out that an extensively strong interaction destroysthee ect of interaction by producing
pseudo{ Kohn modes. A lthough this lim it cannot be reached experim entally, i m ight be in portant to take this
tendency into consideration.
Only in the case of two circular dots there is a sim ple analytical closed form solution. However, w ith the form ulae
presented above, the absorption frequencies and oscillator strength for any cubic lattice w ith tw o ham onic dot species
can be easily calculated. The only num ericaltask isto nd the eigenvalues ofan explicitly given non{ Hem itian 8 8
m atrix and to perform a special sum over the eigenvector com ponents.
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