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W igner m olecules in polygonal quantum dots: A density functional study
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W e Investigate the properties of m any-electron system s in two-dim ensional polygonal (triangle,
square, pentagon, hexagon) potentialwells by using the density functionaltheory. T he developm ent
of the ground state electronic structure as a function of the dot size is of particular interest. F irst
we show that in the case of two electrons, the W ignerm olecule form ation agrees w ith the previous
exact diagonalization studies. Then we present in detailhow the spin sym m etry breaks in polygonal
geom etries as the spin density functional theory is applied. In several cases w ith m ore than two
electrons, we nd a transition to the crystallized state, yielding coincidence w ith the number of
density m axim a and the electron number. W e show that this transition density, which agrees
reasonably wellw ith previous estin ations, is rather nsensitive to both the shape of the dot and the

electron num ber.

I. NTRODUCTION

The research of nanoscak electronic stryctures has
been expanding contiuously. Q uantum dotd! represent
basic electron system s that have been fabricated using
sam iconductor m aterials for alm ost fteen years. Be—
cause the con nem ent of electrons in quantum dots or
'arti cialatom s’ can be varied at w ill, they have becam e
a plyground In which the basic physics of interacting
electrons can be surveyed and theoreticalm odels can be
tested.

In quantum dots the correlation e ects between elec—
trons have to be considered carefully because the exter—
nalcon nem ent is rem arkably weakerthan in realatom s,
where the independent electron m odel w ith m ean— eld
theories usually gives good results. A s the con nem ent
strength is lowered, the m utual C oulom b interaction be-
com es gradually dom inant and at a certain point, the
electron density begins to exhibit localization to classi-
calpositions in order to m inin ize the Interaction. This
phenom enon corresponds to the W igner crystallization
W C) In a two-din ensional electron gas @DEG) Ref.
2). A ccording to quantum M onte C arlo sin ulations, the
crystallization occursw hen the 2D electron density n has
decreased such that the density param eterrg > 37. Here
n= 1=( r’) and r; isgiven i units ofthe e ective Bohr
radiusa, = h® =m &, where isthe dielectric constant
andm isthee ective electron m ass, soeci cto the sem -
conductorm aterialin question. In 2D EG w ith in purities
the broken translational nvariance hasbeen shown to re—
sult in the W C at a much larger electron density with
rs " 75 Ref. 3). In quantum dots the transition to the
W C has been predicted to occur at even higher electron
densitied? 18 . 0 ne of the questions in this context is how
the shape and the electron num ber of a tw o-din ensional
quantum dot a ect the crystallization.

The weak-con nem ent lim i in quantum dotshasbeen
studied w ith varioysg theoretical m ethods, ncluding.ex—
act diagonalization?®, quantum M onteCarlo QM C )2,
and unrestricted HartreeFock UHF)€% techniques, as

wellas the spin density finctionaltheory (SDFT )23{13,
In this regine the SDFT allows the form ation of spin
density waves (SDW ), ie. the breaking of the spin
symm etry®3, leading to a lower total energy in the sys—
tem . In our earlier work for a parabolic six-electron
quantum dot, we exam ined the energy di erence betw een
the polarized and param agnetic soin states, and showed
thatthe SDW solution agreeswellw ith the QM C resulks,
in contrast to the symm etry-preserved DFT solitionZi.
However, the problem in the SDFT calculations is the
fact that only the z-com ponent of the total spin can be
speci ed. Therefore, one may ask if a m ixed state of
several eigenstates, corresponding to di erent S wih a

xed S, isphysically m eaningfiil, an argum ent presented
by Hirose and W ingreen$. In fact, a m ixed-symm etry
state is not an eigenstate of the Ham iltonian, but the
Iowest state of a wellde ned m xture of symm etries is
a functiongl of the density at the tim e of preparation
of the state??. The symm etry-broken electron structure
thus gives m ore accurate approxim ations for the energy
and describes the intemalnature ofthem any-body w aue
function better than the sym m etry-preserved solution?d.

The criterion for the W C in quantum dots,may be
determ ined w ith severalattributes. Eggeret al? consid—
ered three criteria yielding sin ilar resuls in theirQM C
analysis for parabolic quantum dots. T hey cbserved the
electron density in real space and searched for the con—

nem ent at which the shell structure began to form . In
addition, they m onitored a quantity depending on the
paircorrelation finction, and changes in the energy spec—
tra. Localization m ay also be ocbserved directly by exam —
Ining,probability densities of single ekctrond?. Cre ed
et al# have studied the system s of tw o electrons con ned
by polygonal2D in niebarrierwells, and their criterion
for the onset ofthe W C is the appearence ofa localden—
sity m InInum at the center of the dot. In the (S)DFT
calculations the criterion should be based on the density
(spin densities) . H ow ever, it becam e evident in our study
that the criterion by Cre eld et al. can not be applied
for polygonal dots containing m ore than two electrons,
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because the electron density hasm axin a at the comers
of the dot also at very high electron densities.

Quantum dotsareusually m odeled by restricting a cer—
tain num ber ofelectrons to a 2D plane and assum ing the
con ning potential to have a parabolic shape. An ex—
am ple of m ore generalm odeling is the above entioned
exact diagonalization study by Cre eld et al.”. M ore-
over, Akbar and Ledtd used the SDFT to study square
quantum dots which have a snall nite extent In the
third din ension perpendicular to the square. In the case
of two electrons, they found a good agreem ent w ith the
resultsby Cre eld et al. Fortwo—and fourelctron dots,
Akbar and Lee estin ated the onset ofthe W C to occur
atrs ' 6.

In the present work we employ the SDFT to inves—
tigate the properties of two-dim ensional quantum dots
w ith a general polygonal con nem ent. W e concentrate
on the W C in the weak-con nem ent lim it, which is ob—
tained sim ply by increasing the side length of the dot.
In the num erical calculations we apply a recently devel-
oped realspace apf.n:oachﬂ_}-I . A sa symm etry-unrestricted
m ethod it is exible regarding the applied geom etry and
allows also SDW solutions. In the regin e of the spin
sym m etry-broken solitions, we nd that furtherweaken—
Ing ofthe con nem ent leads to electron densities w ith as
m any m axin a as there are electrons in the system . W e
show that the appearance of this behavior can be used,
at least In severalcases, consistently as a criterion for the
onset ofthe W C for quantum dots of various shapes and
di erent electron num bers. _

T he outline of the paper is as follows. In Sec. :_II
we present the theoreticalm odel and the com putational
m ethod of our calculations. From the results we st
com paretheDF T, ie. spin-com pensated calculations for
a two-electron dot to the exact diagonalization resuls.
Then we employ the SDFT and present the symm etry—
broken solutions st for a two-electron dot, and there—
affer for larger system s. A summ ary and discussion are
given In Sec :y:.

II.METHODS

T he quantum dot m aterial is chosen to be G aA sw ith
the e ective electron massm = 0067m . and the di-
electric constant = 12:4. The e ective Bohr radius a,
is thus 9.79 nm . The Ham iltonian of a m any-electron
system in a polygonalpotentialwell is w ritten as
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w here the external potentialhas a sin ple form
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The e ective mass approxination EMA) used wih
the Ham iltonian ('_]:) represents an altemative to the
constant-interaction m odeté, i which the Coulomb in—
teraction between the electrons is assum ed to be inde-
pendent of the electron number N . The EM A has been
shown to be a reliable agproxin ation if the con nem ent
is not particularly strondd.

In the SDFT fom alisn , the electron density /s solved
selfconsistently w ith the K ochn-Sham equation£424. To
approxin ate the exchange-correlation energy fiinctional,
we use the localspin density approxin ation (LSPA ) w ith
the interpolation rm by Tanatarand C eperkey?4 for the
2DEG .W ihin the EM A, the sihgleparticle Schrodinger
equation of the K ohn-Sham schem e reads as
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where V, is the e ective potential for spin  contain-—
Ing the extemalpotential and the H artree and exchange—
correlation potentials of the electron-electron interac—
tions. In the spin-com pensated calculations (equal spin
densities), the schem e reduces to the standard density
functionaltheory O FT) within the localdensity approx—
in ation (LDA).

In the selfconsistent K ohn-Sham schem e, we perform
calculations In real space by using two-din ensionalpoint
grids. The di erential equations are discretized wih -
nie di erenoesE%, and the procegure is e ciently accel-
erated w ith m ultigrid te(_:l“lm'qt,les'g‘g to solve the Poisson
and the singleparticle Schrodinger equations. A pplying
the multigrid schem e In the latter case is a fairly com —
plicated task because both the eigenfinctions and the
eigenvalies have to be solved sim ultaneously. In order
to avoid nonlhearity problm s, the Rayligh Q uotient
M ultigrid RQM G ) m ethod?? is used for the solition of
the eigenpair corresponding to the lowest eigenvalie. W e
em ploy this m ethod wih a recent generalization to an
arbitrary num ber of low est eigenenergy statedt . T he dis—
cretized eigenvalue equation is solved by m inim izing the
Raylkigh quotient H j = J on the nestgrd, us-
Ing the coarser grids to rem ove the low er frequency com —
ponents of the error. T he technique reduces rem arkably
the num ber of relaxation sweeps needed for solving the
Schrodingerequation. O ther advantages ofthe realspace
solverare its exibility w ith the boundary conditionsand
good suiability for parallel com puting.

ITII.W IGNER CRYSTALLIZATION OF TW O
ELECTRONS

First we perform DFT calculations on two-electron
polygonal quantum dots by setting the spin densities
equal » = nu) to prevent the breaking of the spin
symm etry. The ensuing total energy with is decom —
position to Coulomb, kinetic and exchange-correlation



energies are given in Fig. :_]: for a square dot. A s pre—
dicted, the Coulomb energy becom es increasingly m ore
dom inant over the kinetic energy as the side length L of
the dot isenlarged and the W C is expected to occur.
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FIG .1l. Energy com position In a square tw o-electron quan-—
tum dot as a function of the dot size.

T he ground state electron density distributions for the
triangular, square, pentagonal, and hexagonal dots at
three side lengthsL = 50, 100, and 400 nm are presented
nhFig. :_2 In the an alldots the electron density is um ped
at the center, whereas the large dots represent W igner-
m olecule-lke behavior, the density being localized near
the comers in ordertom inim ize the dom inating C oulom b
interaction. The localization is seen tq depend strongly
on the area of the dot. Cre eld et al.€ de ned the sys—
tem tobeaW ignerm olecule, when a localm Inimum rst
appears at the center. A ccording to our calculations, this
occurs, for instance, In the square as the side length is

about 100 nm (" 10ag ), which agreesw ith the exact di-
agonalization results. T his qualitative consistency estab—
lishes the applicability ofthe density finctionalapproach
to am all system s considered In this study. p

W e de ne the density param eter as rg = A=N ,
where A is the area of the polygon. In the ofn cor-
nersand a side kngth L we thusget s = 3§~ oot -
By applying the criterion presented by C re eld etal.? for
theW C transition point,we ndthevalieofrs 3 iall
four geom etries. Akbar and Ledt? em ployed the SDFT
for square 2D quantum dotsw ith an additionalham onic
con nem ent along the z-axis. They used a m ore rigorous
criterion for the W C, ie. the breaking of connections
between the density m axin a, and estin ated the criti-
calvalue of rg 6 for the transition point. In spite of
the very di erent estim ation technique, this result ish a
qualitative agreem ent w ith our ry 3.

Intuitively, the localization of two electrons into all
the comers of a polygonal potential wellm ight rst ap=
pear as a slightly odd resul. Je erson and H ausler?4
have explained the phenom enon wih e ective charge—
soin m odels. They suggested that the low-energy m an—
ifold of a system of strongly correlated electrons can be
described properly wih an extended singleband Hub-
bard m odel. For exam ple, In a square tw o—electron dot
the tV -H am iltonian transfom s into the follow ing e ec—
tive H am ittonian,

Ho =Ep+ e2 R ,+he. ; @)
whereR _, rotatesthe electrons at opposite comerson a
diagonalby =2. The electron pairm ay thus tunnel be—
tween the ground state con gurationsw ih an am plitude
m odulated by a factor e? . This explains the Hurpeak
structure ofthe electron density n the W igner lim i, pre—
dicted already by B ryant2}. D iagonalization ofH . gives
a good approxin ation for the gpround state energies ob-—
tained from the tV -H am itonian%é.
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FIG .2. E kectron densities in polygonaltw o-electron quantum dotsw ith di erent sizes. In the square, pentagon, and hexagon

the am plitudes have been m ultiplied by a factor 2.

IV.SYMMETRYBROKEN SOLUTIONS
A .Two-electron dot

Next we perform the sam e calculations as above but
w ithout the restriction n» = ng, and consider still the
ground state solution, forwhich S, = 0. Com parison of
the new totalenergiesw ith the spin-com pensated results
as a function ofthe dot size reveals an interesting transi-
tion to a lower energy state. At this point, representing
already a W ignercrystallized distribution, the spin sym —
m etry breaks and the result isa SDW -like ground state.

T he relative energy di erences between the spin sym —
metric and SDW -lke solutions, corresponding to our
DFT and SDFT calculations respectively, are shown in
Fig. -'_3’ forallthe considered geom etries. In the trdangular
well the transition to the sym m etry-broken ground state
occurs at a ram arkably an aller size than in the other
three geom etries. M ore precisely, for the triangle we get
the transition at rgy ’ 335 and for the square, pentagon,
and hexagon at ry  45.

In order to explain this behavior, one may rst ex—
am ine the lowest one-electron energy states, shown in
Fig. -_4 for the triangular and square quantum dots in the
symm etry-broken SDFT ground state, as well as in the

symm etry-preserved DFT solution. In the latter state,
the three—fold geom etry produces m ore low —lying degen—
erate levels in the trianglk than the four-©ld geom etry in
the square. In the SDFT calculations these degeneracies
are split such that the energy levelsbecom e pronouncedly
soread In the triangular geom etry, whereby the lowest
Jevels are pushed m ore e ciently downwards in the tri-

anglke than In the square. T here is also a qualitative dif-
ference between the symm eUy—broken' electron densities
In these geom etries. Asshown n Fig. -_é, the spin-up and
soin-down densities are totally separated in the square,
w hereas in the triangle they share a comer. In the trian-
gular geom etry, the breaking of the spin symm etry can

thus lower the energy via the exchange-correlation and
Coulomb contrbutions relatively m ore, and wih a rel-
atively an aller cost in the kinetic energy than in the
square. Nevertheless, in none of these geom etries the
breaking of the spin symm etry enlarges the Fem i gap,
contrary to the SDW form ation in large, parabolic quan—
tum dot£4.
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FIG . 3. Total energy di erences between the DFT (& 1)
and SDFT (E) solutions in polygonal tw o-electron quantum
dots of four geom etries.
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FIG. 4. Lowest energy lvels of trangular and square
tw o—electron quantum dots at rs 8.

T he com position of the energy di erence between the
sym m etry-preserved and the sym m etry-broken statesare
presented in Fig. :_5 for a square dot. Naturally, the
change In the exchange-correlation energy favors and the
change in the kinetic energy opposes the transition. T he
behavior of the Coulom b energy is interesting: its strong
decrease actually initiates the breaking of the spin sym —
m etry. However, as the dot ism ade largerthan L. 250
nm , the Coulomb energy is higher In the SDW -lke than
In the sym m etry-preserved state. T he phenom enon can
be understood by having a further look at the electron
density distrdbutions In the square F ig. :_é) . IntheSDFT
solution, the electron density is shifted from the region
betw een the opposite spin directions tow ards the comers.
At smalldot sizes this decreases the Coulom b repulsion
between the charge peaks in the ad-pcent comers m ore
than the repulsion increases inside the peaks. At large
distances the opposite is true.
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FIG .5. Composition of the energy di erence between the
DFT (E:) and SDFT (E() solutions of a square tw o-electron
quantum dot as a function of the dot size.
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FIG.6. Dierence in the electron densities between the
DFT (up) and SDFT (down) solutions in a square and tri-
angular two-electron quantum dot at L = 400 nm . The spin
alignm ents are shown in the SDFT case.



B.N > 2

Then we consider som e special cases w ith m ore than
two electrons. The next geom etry-independent m agic
con guration affer N = 2 is a six-electron dot. It rep—
resents an interesting point of com parison w ith the re-
sults obtained for a parabolic quantum dot in the weak-
con nement linit. We nd that the soin symmetry is
broken at ry ¥ 38,31, 4.6, 4.9 In the triangle, square,
pentagon, and hexagon quantum dots, respectively.

In the parabolic dot w ith Vey (r) = 3 !2r?, the Ly pa-
ram eter can be estin ated from !5 = &= o m r2 N)
Ref. 12). ,In pursuance of our earlier work for this
quantum dotﬂl: ,the SDW fom ation was not found until
rs ' 6. The sharp comers In the con nem ent seam
thereby favor the transition to the sym m etry-broken
state. In the six-electron case, however, the triangular
geom etry is m ore stable against the transition than the
square one. A square wih N = 6 represents an ncon—
venient com bination, sin ilar to the trdanglewith N = 2,
In which the electrons cannot be evenly divided to the
comers of the polygon. As the number of the comers
Increases further, the transition shifts to higher ry val-
ues, approaching the point of the SDW form ation in the
parabolic quantum dot w ith a circular symm etry.

For N = 6, we consider also the possibility of soin—
polarization, ie. the S, = 3 state becom ing the ground
state in the low density 1im it. T he energy di erences be-
tween the polarized (S, = 3) and param agnetic (S, = 0)
states for triangular and square geom etries as a function
ofry are shown in Fig. :j For com parison, the SDFT re—
suls for the parabolic quantum dot?} are also presented,
the latter show ing spinpolarization at rs > 12. W ewere
not able to obtain welloonverged results for the triangle
and square quantum dots at large ry values. T herefore
we can only speculate by extrapolation that the polariza—
tion could occur in the triangle and square slightly earlier
than in the parabolic quantum dot.

B esides the geom etry, we can study how the num berof
electrons a ects the breaking of spin symm etry. First we
consider a squaredot with N = 6, 8, and 12, which all
correspond to com pletely lled shells. Fig. 5_3: show s the
energy di erence between the soin symm etry-preserved
and -broken solutions as a function ofthe ry. ForN = 6
and N = 12, the spin symm etry breaksat rg / 1:{7 and
rs ' 1:, resgpectively, whereas the ground state of the
N = 8 dot rem alns spIn symmetricuntilr, * 2:8. How—
ever, the energy di erence grow srapidly in thisdot, being
considerably larger than In the N = 6 dot at g ’ 10.
In the large dots the SDFT solutions show pronounced
Jocalization of the spin densities as can be seen in Fig.
:_Si. ForN = 6 and 8, the number of m axin a In the to—
tal electron densities equals to the num ber of electrons,
lrading to and =2 rotationalsymm etries In these sys—
tam s, respectively. T he spin sym m etry can be considered
to be broken m ore com pltely in the N = 8 dot, where
the density peaks w ith the sam e soin are located on di-

agonally opposite vertices, In contrast to the N = 6 dot
where they lie on adjpcent comers. The interaction is
thusm inin ized m ore e ciently in the N = 8 dot, corre—

soonding to a relatively rapid decrease ofthe totalenergy
shown in Fig. :ﬂ For com parison, the results for a tri-
angular quantum dot wih N = 6 are also presented. In
that system , the Increase in the energy di erence resem —
bles the behavior of the N = 8 square dot, re ecting a
sin ilar sym m etry-broken geom etry (see F ig. :_1-(_]I below ).
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FIG.7. Total energy di erences between the S, = 3 and
S, = 0 states In the triangular (trangle m arkers), square
(square m arkers), and parabolic (dashed line) six-electron
quantum dots.
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FIG.8. Total energy di erences between the DFT (€ 1)
and SDFT (E,) solutions in square quantum dotswith N =
6, 8,and 12 (squarem arkers). Resuls for the N = 6 triangle
quantum dot are also given (triangle m arkers).
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FIG.9. Elctron densities of the DFT (up) and SDFT
(down) solutions In the N = 6 and N = 8 square quantum
dots w ith side lengths L = 300 nm . The soin alignm ents are
shown in the SDFT case.

A fter the breaking of the spin symm etry, there can
be seen only four density m axin a in the comers of the
N = 6 and N = 8 square quantum dots, resem bling
the DFT solution (the upper row of Fig. -'_9). The dot
size has to be increased substantially before the m axin a
In the m iddle of the edges appear (the lower row). W e
can observe the sam e behavior in the N = 6 triangle
and N = 10 pentagon, In both which the soin sym m etry
breaks at rs * 2:3. Their density distributions at large
rs values are given in Fig. :_L-Q‘ In all these four cases,
the num ber of density m axim a equals to the num ber of
electrons in the system . T herefore the appearance of the
last density peaks can be considered as the nalstage in
the onset ofthe W C In the SDFT form alisn .
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FIG .10. E lectron densitiesat rs 8 in trdangular and pen-
tagonal quantum dotswih N = 6 and N = 10, respectively.

In order to analyze the appearance of the last densiy
peaks, we show in Fig. :_l-]_: the lowest one-electron en—
ergy levels or the N = 6 square quantum dot w ith side
lengths L = 100 and 400 nm , corresponding to rg 2
and 9, respectively. At the sn aller size, the soin sym -
m etry has already broken and split the DFT degenera-
cies. As the dot is m ade larger, the two lowest states

becom e closer to each other and are rem arkably lowered
In com parison w ith the symm etry-preserved DFT solu—
tion. This condensation occurs sin ilarly in all the dots,
In which the electron density localizes to a number of
maxin a coinciding w ith the num ber of electrons. The
appearance of the last density m axin a thus drives the
lowest energy levels tow ards degeneracy. T he com plete
degeneracy would be the ultin ate state for the W igner
crystal. In Fig. :_1-1: one can also notice that the Fem i
gap is considerably larger in the symm etry-broken soli—
tion than in the sym m etry-preserved case, resam bling the
siuation i large, parabolic quantum dot£3.

R EEErS I 58

22

,,,,,,,,,, 5.6

21

Energy [meV]

20 5.4

SDFT DFT SDFT DFT 5.2

FIG.1l. Lowest singleparticke energy levelsin a N = 6
square quantum dot w ith side lengths L = 100 and 400 nm .
Solid and dashed lines correspond to the occupied and un-—
occupied staes, respectively. The levels are nondegenerate,
except the doubly degenerate levels denoted by the num bers
).

W e have carefully determm ined the rg values at which
the last m axin a appear and found astonishingly sim i-
lar values for the di erent system s studied, although the
breaking ofthe spin sym m etry occurson a broad rg scale.
The crticalvaluesofrs ! are38 and 4.0 forN = 6 and
N = 8 sguare dots, respectively, and rg ' 3.9 for both
the N = 6 tranglk and the N = 10 pentagon. In the
case of tw o-electron dots, the above criterion fortheW C
cannot be applied, but the onset of the spin symm etry—
broken state gives an reasonable estin ate ofry ¥ 35 Por
the triangular N = 2 dot and gy ’ 4.5 for the other
N = 2 polygonal quantum dots. Our estin ate of rx ’
40 for the W C transition point is oons:istent w ith the
results fr am all, parabolic quantum dot? 4. F is also
clearly smaller than rg * 75 obtained for;the uid-solid
transition in 2DEG contaihing in purities .

V.SUMMARY

W e have studied the electronic properties of polygo-—
naltwo-din ensionalquantum dotsby em ploying the spin
density finctional theory. The num erical calculations
are perfom ed w ith a symm etry-unrestricted realspace



schem e. E gpecially, we have been focused on the be-
havior of these system s at the weak-con nem ent lim i,
where the role of the electron-electron interactions be-
com es dom Inating and eventually leads to the form ation
ofthe socalled W ignerm olecules.

F irst we have shown that the densiy fuinctional the—
ory is capabl to reproduce, In agreem ent w ith the ex-
act diagonalization studies, the behavior of the electron
density in polygonal two-electron quantum dots as the
spatial size of the potential well ncreases.

T he spin density fiinctional theory leads inevitably to
the breaking of the spin symm etry. For di erent geom e~
tries and di erent electron num bers, thisoccurs In a w ide
range of average electron densities or ry param eters. T he
soin sym m etry-broken density show s for certain geom e-
tries and electron num bers a gradualtransition, such that
the num ber of density m axin a coincides w ith the num —
ber of electrons. W e use the the appearance of the last
density m axin a as the criterion for the W igner crystal-
lization and obtain ry /' 40 for the criticaldensity. This
value does not depend strongly on the geom etry, nor the
electron num ber ofthe quantum dot, and is In agreem ent
w ith Q uantum M onte C arlo resuls.
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