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Abstract

Incom pressible (m agic)states thatresultfrom m any-body e�ects in ver-

tically coupled quantum dots subm itted to strong m agnetic �elds such

thatonly the lowestLandau levelisrelevantare studied within an exact

diagonalization calculation for N = 3;5 and 6,electrons. W e �nd that

thesequencesoftotalangularm om entum M forwhich theseincom press-

ible states exist depend on the interplay between the inter-dot hopping

param eter � t and the inter-dot distance d. For d of the order of the

m agnetic length and for allvalues of� t,we conclude that,in contrast

to previous claim s, these incom pressible states appear at m agic values

ofM which do not di�er from those obtained for a single dot,nam ely

M = N (N � 1)=2 + jN wherej isa positiveintegernum ber.Forlarge

inter-dotdistanceand sim ultaneously sm allinter-dothopping param eter,

new sequencesofm agic valuesofM are observed. These new sequences

can beeasily understood in term sofa transition regim etowardsa system

oftwodecoupled singledots.However,im portantdi�erencesin thenature

ofthe incom pressible ground states are found with respectto those ofa

single dot.
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I.Introduction

M uch e�orthasbeen devoted tounderstand them agicincom pressiblestates(IS’s)of

two dim ensionalelectronic nanostructures.Thisisdueto thefactthatthey areclosely

related to the states that determ ine properties like superconductivity or the quantum

Halle�ect(QHE)1;2,which arestrikingexam plesofthenon-trivialbehaviorthatstrongly

interacting electronic system sm ay display3;4.Finite system slike quantum dots(QD’s)

provide sim pler physicalrealizations ofstrongly interacting electronic system s where

di�erentm odelscan betested.W hen they aresubm itted to strong m agnetic�elds,the

projection ofthesystem tothelowestLandau level(LLL)becom esagood approxim ation

which greatly sim pli�es theoreticalstudies in general,and,in particular,m akes exact

diagonalization calculations feasible. M uch work hasbeen done on single QD’sin the

LLL regim eyieldingareasonableunderstandingofthenatureoftheirIS’s5;6.Thesearch

ofIS with wellde�ned properties which m ay produce fractionalQHE experim entally

observable,led to analyze double layered system s7{12. Double quantum dots(DQD’s)

in a verticalcon�guration subm itted to strong m agnetic�eldsprovidea �nitesystem in

which theexistenceofISisexpected.However,theadditionaldegreeoffreedom ,together

with the two new param eters,nam ely thedistance between thedotsand thetunneling

strength,m ay give rise to new phenom enology. Forinstance,Yang etal.12 suggestan

experim entto testthe quantum coherence ofa specialstable two-levelsystem builtin

a DQD subm itted to an adjustableinterlayerbiasvoltage,which dem onstratessuitable

conditionsforserving asquantum com puting bits.M oreover,correlation e�ectscan be

experim entally detected in thefarinfrared range(FIR)usinguniform electric�eldswith

non-vanishing com ponentalong theverticaldirection asthegeneralized Kohn theorem ,

undersuch condition doesnotapply13.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section II we describe the m odelused in

our calculation and analyze the Ham iltonian ofthe system . In Section III,after the

identi�cation oftheincom pressiblestatesofinteractingelectrons,webegin with areview

ofthe results previously obtained for single dots and show next our m ain results for

double dots,which cover a wide range ofinputparam eters. Finally,in Section IV we

com pareour�ndingswith previousresultsin theliteratureand draw ourconclusions.

II.T he H am iltonian

W e consider two identicaltwo-dim ensionalquantum dots (in a verticalcon�gura-

tion)con�ned to theXY-planeby equalparabolicpotentialsand subm itted to a strong

m agnetic �eld directed along an arbitrary direction. The Ham iltonian ofthe system

reads,

H = H 0 + H t+ H e�e (1)

whereH 0 isthesingle-particlepartwhich containsthekineticcontribution,thecon�ning

potentialand the Zeem an term . W e adjust the input param eters in such a way that

Landau levelm ixing isnegligible.Then,in second quantization form alism isgiven by
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H 0 = �M + �N � � ZS (2)

where

� =
�h

2
(

q

!2
c + 4!2

0 � !c) ; (3)

� =
�h

2

q

!2
c + 4!2

0 ; (4)

and

� Z = �B gB (5)

!0 being the con�ning potentialfrequency,!c the cyclotron frequency given by !c =

eB =m �c(m � isthee�ectiveelectron m ass,B them agnetic�eld and eand ctheelectron

chargeand thespeed oflightin vacuum respectively),�B = e�h=2m ctheBohrm agneton

and g the Land�e factor (we willconsider j g j= 0:44 whenever the Zeem an term is

included).M =
P N

i= 1m ia
+
�i
a�i isthetotalangularm om entum and N isthetotalnum ber

ofelectrons. a+�i creates a single particle state and �i refers to the three indexes that

characterize the single particle wave functions: angular m om entum ,spin and isospin

( s or a associated to sym m etric and antisym m etric com binations ofwave functions

concentrated in each dot:rightand left).Thetunneling term isgiven by

H t= �
� t

2
X (6)

where � t is the energy gap between the sym m etric and antisym m etric states in the

noninteracting system and X = N S � N A is given by the balance between sym m etric

and antisym m etric states. Finally the two-body interaction partofthe Ham iltonian is

given by

H e�e =
1

2

X

ijkl

3X

�= 1

V
(�)

ijkl a
+

�i
a
+

�j
a�la�k ; V

(�)

ijkl = hijjV
(�)

jkli (7)

where the index � is used to distinguish between the three di�erent possibilities: (i)

V (1) = 0 when only one change ofa single particle isospin takes place, (ii) V (2) =
1

2
(Vrr + Vrl) when both isospins rem ain unchanged and (iii) V (3) = 1

2
(Vrr � Vrl) when

both isospinsarechanged13.Vrr and Vrl aretheintra and inter-dotCoulom b potentials

respectively,which aregiven by

Vrr =
e2

�r
(8)

and

Vrl=
e2

�(r2 + d2)1=2
; (9)

3



d being the distance between the dots along the z-direction,~r a 2-dim ensionalvector

and � is the dielectric constant ofthe host sem iconductor. W e have assum ed Dirac-

delta distributionsalong thez-direction and have taken asa basis,Slaterdeterm inants

builtup from Foch-Darwin single particle wave functionsprojected on the LLL5. The

diagonalization can be perform ed in separated subspaces characterized by three well

de�ned quantum num bers:the totalangularm om entum M ,the totalspin S along the

direction ofthe�eld ~B and theparity P related to there
exion sym m etry with respect

to the plane m idway between the dots ( P de�ned as P = (�1)X =2 for even N and

P = (�1)(X + 1)=2 forodd N ).W ewillde�netheset(M ;S;P)asa con�guration.

The eigenstates within each con�guration are determ ined by H e�e + H t alone,and

theroleoftheconstantterm given by H 0 istoshifttheeigenenergiesasawholewithout

changing theirrelativeorder.

III.Incom pressible states in the LLL.

A .Single Q D .

Before studying the IS’sin DQD’s,we brie
y review previouswork on single QD’s

and itsconsequences.ForaQD an IS with totalenergy E and characterized by (M ;S)is

identi�ed astheonewhich hasthefollowingsingularproperty14:thelowestexcited state

with quantum num bers(M + 1;S)hasenergyE + �.Thatistosay,theenergeticallym ost

favorable way to excite an IS increasing itstotalangularm om entum by one unitisby

m oving thesystem asawhole,nam ely by increasing by oneunittheangularm om entum

ofthe center ofm ass (CM ) only and leaving the internalstructure unchanged. This

characteristic was nicely recognized analyzing the Coulom b contribution to the total

energy ofa fullpolarized QD asa function ofM .A periodicalarrangem entofplateaux

(steplike structure) in the otherwise decreasing curve signaled the values ofthe m agic

angularm om enta14. Furtherm ore,the variation ofthe m agnetic �eld (orthe con�ning

potential)did notdrivetheground state(GS)through allneighboring valuesofM but

through thesequence ofm agicvaluesonly15.

Thisscenariocorrespondstotheregim echaracterized bya�llingfactorlowerorequal

to one,de�ned as14

� =
N (N � 1)

2M
(10)

which involves the m inim um possible value ofthe totalangular m om entum for a full

polarized QD given by M m in = N (N � 1)=2 (the "com pact state") and the angular

m om entum M ofthem agicstate.Som ecarem ustbetaken forlow valuesofB forwhich

theassum ption oftheLLL regim eisnotful�lled.A suitableway tocheck thiscondition

isby m aking sure thatthe energy ofthe highestsingle-particle occupied state ism uch

sm allerthan !+ = �h

2
(
q

!2
c + 4!2

0+ !c),which istheenergy gap between Landau levels

fornon-interactingelectrons.The�llingfactorreferstothenum berofsublevelsoccupied

within theLLL.Therearetwo sublevels(spin up and down)in thecaseofa singleQD
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and four(two forspin and two forisospin)in thecaseofa DQD.In general,forregim es

in which severalsublevelsareoccupied,the�llingfactorofaQD isnotwellde�ned.GS’s

which arenotrelated with IS arealso possibleundersuch m ultiple-subleveloccupancy.

The sequence ofm agic �lling factorsdepend on the num berofelectrons,forN = 3

the valuesof� are� = 1;1
2
;1
3
;1
4
;::orforN = 4 they are � = 1;3

5
;3
7
;1
3
;::,in both cases

related to them agicangularm om entum given by

M =
1

2
N (N � 1)+ jN (11)

where j is a positive integer num ber. It turns out that the analysis ofthe Coulom b

contribution to the totalenergy asa function ofM givesexhaustive and precise infor-

m ation aboutthe m agic values ofthe angularm om entum and hence aboutthe m agic

�lling factors. The m agic valuesofM are the initialvaluesofthe plateaux. However,

no inform ation aboutthetotalspin oftheIS’scom esfrom thepreviousanalysis.In the

N = 3 case,fora QD,the sequence ofGS’sisalways fullpolarized (Sz = 3=2)ifthe

Zeem an term isincluded in the Ham iltonian (with jg j= 0:44 )orin contrast,oscilla-

tionsbetween Sz = 3=2and Sz = 1=2wereobtained ifnoZeem an term isincluded in the

calculation14;15. However,in the lastcase,the changesin spin and angularm om entum

do notappearsim ultaneously.

B .D Q D for d � lB .

For a DQD we have a richer param eter space to be explored as, in addition to

the param etersofa single QD,� t and d also enterthe Ham iltonian,which open new

possibilitiesforIS’sto exist. W e willfocuson the phase diagram (� t=d)forstandard

valuesoftherem aining inputparam eters.DuetothefactthatCoulom b interaction and

changesin parity arecoupled processesin a DQD,wede�nethe"interaction" energy as

theCoulom b plusthetunneling contribution (C+T).

Ford � lB ,wherelB isthem agneticlength given by lB =

r
�h

m �(!2c+ 4!
2

0
)1=2

,thepure

Coulom b contribution to thetotalenergy (� = � = � t = � Z = 0)asa function ofM ,

isa decreasing function withoutplateaux asitisshown in thecurves(a)in Fig.1 and 2

forN = 5 and N = 6 respectively (energiesare given in unitsofu = e2=�lB ). Figs.1A

and 2A correspond to parity P = 1 and Figs.1B and 2B to P = �1. Allfour cases

referto fullpolarized system s (S=5/2 forN=5 and S=3 forN=6). Foreach value of

M ,the energy displayed isthe lowestwithin the con�guration (M ;S;P). The absence

ofplateaux can beunderstood asfollows.Since� t= 0,thenum berofelectronsin each

dotisa wellde�ned num ber. Hence,in orderto increase the totalangularm om entum

by oneunit,theangularm om entum ofeitherdotm ustbeincreased by oneunit,which

unavoidably increasesthe typicaldistance from the electronsofone dotto the onesof

theotherdot,and,therefore,decreasestheinter-dotCoulom b energy.

AccordingtoFigs.1and 2,itisnecessary toincludeasizeabletunnelingcontribution

in orderto obtain a sequence ofplateaux,which,furtherm ore,only occurforP = �1.
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Indeed,from aseriesofcalculationsforN = 5(notshown in Figs.1),which correspond to

avariation of� t from 0to2 m eV by sm allsteps,weseeanum berofplateaux gradually

appearing as� t increases.W e�nd thatfrom � t = 2 m eV to 0:8 m eV thesectionsfrom

M = 10 to M = 11 and from M = 15 to M = 16 areexactplateaux.For� t = 0:4 m eV

they areapproxim ately 
atand for� t= 0:2 m eV they disappear.Howeverin allcases

thecurvesareabruptly decreasing beforeM = 10 and between m agicvalues.Thatisto

say,wedo not�nd any extra valueofm agicM di�erentfrom thosegiven by Eq.(11).

In ordertoobtain inform ation aboutthespin and parityoftheIS’s,wecalculated the

Coulom b plustunneling contribution forallpossible con�gurations. Fig.3 (forN = 5)

showsthatthe sequence ofplateaux appearonly when the system isfully polarized in

spin and have parity P = �1 (sim ilarresultswere obtained forN = 6). Furtherm ore,

although the parity P = �1 forN=5 can be obtained from di�erentvaluesofX ,i.e.,

X = N S � N A = 5, 1 or -3, the occupancy ofthe single-particle states for such

incom pressible GS turnsoutto be X = 5 only,nam ely the system isalwaysfullspin

and isospin polarized.ThissuggeststhattheGS thatareIS’swillnotpresentvariations

in S orP asB increases. Thislastsuggestion wascon�rm ed,forZeem an contribution

di�erentfrom zero,byanexplicitcalculationoftheGSvsB ,which turnsouttobealways

fullspin and isospin polarized.Fig.4 displaysthetotalenergy oftheGS asa function of

them agnetic�eld.Thearrowspointto theplaceswheretheangularm om entum jum ps

from one m agic value to the next one,leaving the spin and parity unchanged. In the

inset we show E G S � �N in orderto com pare with otherpublications which om itthe

N -dependentterm .Thenearly m onotonousfunction ofB isdueto thefactthat,in the

absenceofspin orisospin transitions,theinteraction energy hasa negligiblein
uencein

the plotand hence the evolution ofthe system isdriven by the m onotonousincreasing

term �N which is m uch m ore im portant than the decreasing term �M ,which would

producekinksatthetransition points,asitisshown in theinset(E G S � �N vsB ).In

brief,thefullspin and isospin polarization appearstobeawellde�ned attributeofthese

IS’sthatresultfrom m any-body e�ects.

Asshown in Fig.3A theinteraction energy appearsto bedegenerated atthem agic

valueswith respecttothethreepossiblespin polarizations.Sincethecurvesthatbelong

to S = 3

2
and 1

2
havelowerenergy attheend oftheplateaux,the�nalbalanceofenergy

dependscriticallyon therelation between thisdi�erenceofinteraction energy,thekinetic

and theZeem an term s.Thatisto say,an IS thatisthe GS fora given value ofB and

!0 willrem ain asGS asB increasesor!0 decreasesonly if

E C + T(M ;
3

2
;1)� E C + T(M + 1;

3

2
;1) < � + � Z (12)

orotherwisethenew GS willbea com pressible notfully spin polarized stateatM + 1.

Hence,asB or!0 change,theGS can bedriven intocom pressiblezonesin contrastwith

theresultsobtained forsingleQD’s.

The single particle occupancies ofthe m -values for the �rst three IS’s for N = 5,

calculated atB = 4,7 and 9 T respectively areshown in Fig.5.The�rstGS forM = 10

(� = 1)isthecom pactfullpolarized statewhich belongsto a onedim ensionalsubspace

and,asa consequence,no correlation isinvolved asoneSlaterdeterm inantproducesthe
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exactsolution.M oreover,thedensity isa "dom e" shapecircularsym m etricdistribution

withoutany structure.AsB grows,theangularm om entum changesfrom M to M + N ,

allthe electrons jum p togetherm oving away from the origin and form ing a ring. The

dim ension oftheGS subspaceincreasesand astherelativeweightsofthedi�erentSlater

determ inants within the expansion ofthe GS becom e signi�cant fordi�erentelem ents

ofthebases,nam ely,thecorrelation becom esim portant.

C .D Q D :P hase diagram � t=d.

So farwehaveexplored thesituation d � lB .In orderto getthecom pletescenario

ofIS’sin a DQD,wehavealso investigated in detailtherem aining regionsofthephase

diagram (� t=d)

In Figs.6-9wefollow,forN = 3,thevariation oftheinteraction energy vsM (E (C +

T)=M )asd and � t change.

From A to B (Fig.6),as it was just discussed for the case d � lB ,the plateaux

em ergeas� t growsfrom zero untilthey arewellde�ned at� t = 0:11 u,thatisto say,

forvaluesofM given by Eq.(11)thesystem evolvesfrom com pressibletoincom pressible

states.Ford close to zero (attheleftofpointB )and � t large,allthe electronsarein

the sym m etric state. As a consequence,the interaction energy ofa single QD can be

reproduced with high accuracy by the addition ofthe constantcontribution � tX =2 to

theenergy oftheDQD in thisregion.

From A to D (Fig.7),tunneling between the two dotsisnotallowed. Starting from

a curve withoutplateaux forsm alldistances(d � 10�A),we m ove acrossthe transition

regim ewith a gradualform ation ofnew plateaux atM = M R + M L whereM R and M L

are the m agic num bers ofsingle QD’s. W e com e close to the point D at d = 1000�A

which show the features oftwo decoupled dots with N = 1 (with no contribution to

theCoulom b term )and N = 2 (with m agicnum bersM = 1;3;5;7::)respectively.This

regim e in which tunneling is forbidden has been previously studied for double layers

and specialattention has been devoted to the � = 1 case7;8;12. For a double layer

the incom pressible state � = 1 isobserved forvaluesofd aboutthe m agnetic length8.

Furtherm ore,asd increases,thestateexhibitsa phasetransition to a com pressibleone.

The di�erence between the two cases com es from the fact that,as it was previously

discussed,when � t � 0 M R and M L arewellde�ned quantum num bers,theincreaseby

oneunitofM m eanstheincreaseofM R orM L (butnotboth)changing,in a DQD,the

relativeposition oftheelectronsin each dotand so decreasing theCoulom b interaction

which preventstheform ation ofaplateau.However,thisisnotthecaseforadoublelayer

in which the shiftofcharge due to the change ofangularm om entum doesnotchange

the relative inter-layer distribution ofcharge,allowing forthe appearance ofplateaus.

Forlarge d the two layersdecouple and hence one would expect(fortotal� = 1)two

� = 1=2 IS’s. However,since fractionalQHE of� = 1=2 isnotobservable fora single

layer,thesestateswerenotidenti�ed in Ref.(8).

From B to C (Fig.8),although thedistanced grows,thesequence ofm agicnum bers

typicalofaDQD doesnotdisappearduetotherelativelargevalueof� t(� t = 0:229 u).
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An exceptionalcaseappearsford > 500�A atM = 1 (forN = 5 theanalog exceptional

case appearsatM = 4). Itturnsoutto be the only IS within the LLL regim e which

doesnotful�llthe generalrule ofbeing fullspin and isospin polarized. The subspace

associated to theappropriatecon�guration,i.e.,(M = 1,S = 3=2,P = 1)isonedim en-

sionaland the only Slaterdeterm inantin the baseshasone electron in the sym m etric

state and two electronsin the antisym m etric state (orX = �1).Itisthe only IS with

no singledotanalog.Ourinterpretation ofthefactthattheM = 1 m agicvalueappears

only forrelativelargedistancesisasfollows:forlargetunneling and sm alld,thesystem

iscloserto a singledotwith N = 3 than to a DQD ofthesam enum berofelectrons(as

discussed before).ThusM = 1 can only appearwhen theCoulom b inter-dotinteraction

weakens related to � t and DQD properties di�erent from those ofa single QD m ay

arise.Noticehowever,thatfortheM = 1 stateto bea GS such a low m agnetic�eld (or

large con�ning potential)isrequired thatthe LLL regim e assum ption would notapply

anym ore.Finally,even forvaluesofd aslargeas1500 �A (being lB = 65�A),we did not

�nd thetransition from DQD to two decoupled singledots.

From D to C (Fig.9),thetunneling increasesand thesystem oftwo decoupled QD’s

with a period oftwo typicalofthe N = 2 single dotevolves into a DQD reproducing

the period ofthree typicalofa N = 3 DQD.During the transition,there isa narrow

intervalofvalues of� t for which the E (C + T) vs M curve has no plateaux (except

fortheM = 1 case).Thatisto say,an initially incom pressible GS would evolve into a

com pressiblestateand again into a IS as� t increases.Thisevolution takesplaceasthe

system changesfrom two decoupled singledotsto a DQD.

Com pressible regions have been obtained before by Rontaniet al.16 forDQD with

�nite width. They consider the evolution of the GS of the system of N = 6 as d

increases for � t exponentially decreasing with d,which is equivalent to the evolution

along a trajectory from B to D in our phase diagram . They obtain a sm allzone of

com pressibility in them iddle,related to thetransition from a regim ewherethesystem

behaves asa unique coherent system to a regim e ofwellseparated QD’s. W e observe

the sam e qualitative behavior along the B -C trajectory (which is di�erent to theirs)

although wedo notobtain thesam em agicvalues.

The transition from DQD to two decoupled single QD’s as � t decreases has been

observed beforeby Peetersetal10 by m eansofa currentspin density functionalcalcula-

tion.

W ehavealsostudied theD toC evolution forN=5which showsthesam equalitative

behavior. AsD isapproached the structure ofplateaux can be understood in term sof

the IS oftwo decoupled N = 2 and N = 3 single QD’s,although the analysisism uch

m oreintricatethan fortheN=3 case.

IV .D iscussion

W e have investigated in detailthe existence ofIS’s that result from the Coulom b

m any-body e�ectsin a DQD fortheentirephasediagram (� t=d).
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An im portantpointin ouranalysis isthe criterium used to identify IS’s. Firstwe

want to em phasize that in contrast to the case ofa single layer for which the integer

QHE isassociated togapsofsingle-particleorigin and thefractionalQHE isassociated to

gapsinvolvingm any-body e�ects,fordoublelayered system s(and thusin accordancefor

DQD),single-particleaswellasm any-body regim escan berelated to QHE atthesam e

�llingfactorbythetuningofappropriatesam pleparam eters8.TheIS’sweareinterested

in are those associated with e-e interaction (coupled with tunneling)and thussignaled

som ehow in thevariation oftheinteraction energy with M .Asdiscussed in theprevious

section,we de�ne the interaction energy asthe Coulom b plustunneling contributions,

and require IS’sto preserve the interaction energy when the angularm om entum M is

increased by oneunit.W ewantto stressthatthisisnotequivalentto identifying m agic

M from thekinksofthelowestenergiesofeach con�guration asafunction ofM orfrom

the kinksofthe variation ofthe absolute GS energy asa function ofB ,asithasbeen

used in theliterature17;18 to identify correlated IS’s.

Our criterium is equivalent to the one used by Laughlin in Ref.(1) for the single

layer,as we discuss below. The Ham iltonian is separable into the CM and the rela-

tive coordinates and as a consequence,the totalangular m om entum can be analyzed

asM = M C M + M rel and the energy asE tot = E C M + E internal. Forthree two dim en-

sionalelectrons,Laughlin obtainsthatthe internalenergy asa function ofthe relative

angularm om entum hasdownward cusps atspecial(m agic)values (M = 3;6;9;12;::).

These m agic values appear to be related to incom pressibility: the area ofthe system

de�ned as the area ofthe triangle determ ined by the correlated positions ofthe elec-

tronswithin these stateschangesdiscontinuously aspressure isapplied. Atthe down-

ward cusps,E internal(M rel) < E internal(M rel+ 1) forthe lowest energy states ofeach

con�guration. They are the only states for which the increase ofM rel by one unit

requires a positive am ount ofinternalenergy. In order to show that our criterium 14

is equivalent to Laughlin’s1, notice �rst that E C + T(M ) only depends on M rel and

M rel � M . Since E C + T(M ) is de�ned as the m inim alenergy am ong those ofthe

stateswith totalangularm om entum M ,itim pliesitisthe m inim alenergy am ong all

stateswith relative angularm om entum M rel� M .Hence,given M and E C + T(M � 1),

E C + T(M � 1)6= E C + T(M )im pliesE C + T(M � 1)> E C + T(M )and furtherm oreM = M rel.

Since E C + T reduces to E internal for a single layer,ifE C + T(M � 1) > E C + T(M ) then

E internal(M rel� 1)> E internal(M rel)forM rel= M .Nam ely,negative slopesin ourplots

im ply negative slopes in Laughlin’s. If,on the contrary,E C + T(M � 1) = E C + T(M ),

then M rel has not changed and M contains at least one unit ofCM angular m om en-

tum .Being E C + T(M )them inim alenergy with totalangularm om entum M ,itim plies

that any state with M rel = M has larger energy than E C + T(M � 1). If,in addition,

E C + T(M � 2)> E C + T(M � 1),asitisalwaysthe case in ourplots,then M � 1 con-

tains only relative angular m om entum , as shown above. Then, for the single layer,

E C + T(M � 1)= E C + T(M )im plies E internal(M rel� 1)< E internal(M rel)forM rel = M .

Nam ely plateaux in ourplotsim ply positive slopesin Laughlin’s,which concludesour

proof. On the other hand,there is no guarantee that downward cusps in the curve

E tot vsM are related to plateaux in the curve E C + T vsM . Itisenough to have � >

E C + T(M ) � E C + T(M + 1)ata non-m agicM to obtain therea downward peak in E tot

vsM which isnotrelated to a plateau in E C + T vsM .
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Ford � lB the factthatthe m agic M follow Eq.(11)is in con
ict with the claim

m adein Ref.17;18 thatextram agicvaluesforM (dependingon thevalueon thetunneling

strength)existin thisregim e. The authorsofRef.(17;18)identi�ed IS’swith downward

cuspsofthetotalenergy asa function ofM ,i.e.theinteraction energy (ourcurve)with

the addition ofthe single-particle contribution. In Fig.10 we show the two possibilities

forN = 5.Itisclearfrom theuppercurvethatsom edownward cusps,which would be

identi�ed asIS’sby thecriterium ofRef.17;18,do notactually correspond to IS’sin our

criterium .

In ordertom akesurethatthediscrepancieswith Ref.17;18 areonlyduetothedi�erent

criteriatoidentifyIS’s,wehavereproduced theirresults(seeFig.11).Tobem oreprecise,

weperform ed thecalculation forN = 3 and thesam einputparam etersasthoseused in

Ref.18 (N = 3,B = 15T,d = 200 �A,�h!0 = 3m eV and � t = 0:2 m eV ). In Fig.11A

the interaction energy contribution versus M is shown. Due to the low value ofthe

tunneling contribution,theplateaux thatwillappear,forlargervaluesof� t,atM = 3,

6 and 9 arestillnotvisibleand theonly onesthatalready appearareM = 12 and 15.If

thekineticcontribution isadded,itcom esoutthattheGS isatM = 5 (seeFig.11B)at

thelowestdownward cusp ofthetotalenergy in accordancewith Ref.18.

A word ofcaution should be given here as a num ber ofrelevant papers exists in

the literature18{21 which use the term m agic angular m om entum to denote the angular

m om entum M which displaysdownward cuspsin thecurveE tot(M ).Thecorresponding

statesenjoyenhancestabilityandhavebeenthesubjectofintensivestudies.Inparticular

Refs. (19;20)provide characterizations ofthese states ranging from sm allvalues ofM ,

wherethefractionalquantum Hallregim eissom etim esidenti�ed,to largevaluesofM ,

where strip-like structures and W igner m olecules seem to appear (see Ref. (21) for a

review and Ref.(22)forrelated work on layers).However,only a subsetofthesestates

ful�llsourcriterium ofincom pressibility and them agicM displayed in (11)correspond

to thissubsetonly.

Ourconclusionscan besum m arized asfollows:

(i)Thedownward cuspsobtained by Laughlin in Ref.(1)turn outto beequivalentto

theplateaux ofthecurveE C + T vsM .

(ii)Alltheincom pressiblestatesarefullspin and isospin polarized (excepttheM = 1

case forN = 3).Since a single QD fullspin polarized and a DQD fullspin ansisospin

polarized aresystem swith no extra degreesoffreedom aside from angularm om entum ,

weexpecta sim ilarbehaviorfortheelectronicdistancequantization asthatobtained in

Ref(1).

(iii) An exceptionalincom pressible state was found for d=lB � 8 at M = 1 and

X = �1 forN = 3 and M = 4 and X = 1 forN = 5.Thisisthe only one thatisnot

fullisospin polarized and doesnothavea singleQD analog.However,foritto bea GS

valuesoftheinputparam etersthatdo notful�lltheassum ption oftheLLL regim eare

required.

(iv)Ford � lB ,itisnotpossibleto obtain IS’sifthetunneling issm all.
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(v)Forsm all� t,asd grows,theDQD evolvesinto two decoupled singleQD’s.New

m agicvaluesappearwhich correspond totheaddition ofm agicnum bersoftwodecoupled

QD’s.

(vi)An IS atM willrem ain astheGS underchangesofB or/and !0 ifthecondition

E C + T(M )� E C + T(M + 1) < � + � Z (13)

is ful�lled. In general,however, the variation ofB ,!0 or d can drive the GS from

incom pressibleinto com pressiblezonesofthephasediagram .Thisbehaviordi�ersfrom

the wellknown propertiesofa single QD forwhich the variation ofthe GS asB or!0
changeisdriven through incom pressible statesonly,skiping allnon-m agicvaluesofM .

(vii)W henevertheGS isfullspin and isospin polarized,itisan IS.In otherwords,

theIS’saretheonly possibleGS for� lowerthatone.Howeverfor� > 1 otherGS are

possible.

Before closing,letusbrie
y elaborate on the lastpoint. Notice thatthe following

situationsarealso possible:(a)GS’swith M thatful�llsEq.(11)and arenotIS’sdue

to thefactthatfrom M to M + 1 thereisnotaplateau.Thiscondition can beobtained

forvery low valuesof� t,forexam ple,forN = 5,M = 10,B = 5T,�h!0 = 2:6m eV ,

� t = 0:2 m eV and d = 20�A.(b)Ground

stateswith M notgiven by Eq.(11)forwhich thesystem isnotfullspin orisospin

polarized,(or� > 1 )and E (C + T)hasnota constantevolution from M to M + 1.

Thisisthecaseforexam pleforN = 5,M = 13 (B = 6T,�h!0 = 2:6m eV d = 20�A and

� t = 5:86 � 10�3 m eV ).In thelastcase,S = N =2 and P = �1,howeverX 6= N .

Noticealso thatthepreviously discussed statesarenottheonly possibleGS’swithin

theLLL regim e.Forinstance,ifthecon�ning potentialisstrong enough,othertypesof

GS’sarepossiblelike theferrom agnetic,canted and sym m etric states(allofthem with

� = 2)�rststudied in doublelayers23 and latterrecognized in DQD 24.

Finally,letusnote thatthe correlation playsan increasingly im portantrole asthe

m agnetic�eld growsup.Theinteraction energyandcorrelatione�ectscan beexperim en-

tallytested byuniform electric�eldswith non-vanishingcom ponentalongthez-direction

due to the factthatunderthiscondition,the Kohn theorem doesnotapply13 and the

FIR spectroscopy becom essensitive to theinternalstructure.

W e gratefully acknowledge C.Tejedorand L.M art��n-M oreno forthe code used for

the Ham iltonian diagonalization. This work has been perform ed under Grants No.

BFM 2002-01868 from DGESIC (Spain), No. FPA2001-3598 from M CyT and Feder

(Spain),andNo.2001GR-0064andNo.2001SGR-00065from GeneralitatdeCatalunya.
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FIG .1. A:Coulom b plustunneling contribution to the totalenergy asa funtion ofM for

N = 5,S = N =2 and parity P = 1,for severalvalues ofthe tunneling gap: (a) � t = 0,(b)

� t = 2:2m eV and (c) � t = 11m eV . B:The sam e asA forP = � 1. The triangles pointto

the begining ofthe plateaux.W e have taken B = 5T,d = 20�A,and �h!0 = 2:6m eV:
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FIG .2. Thesam e asFig.1 forN = 6
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FIG .3. A:Coulom b plustunneling contribution to thetotalenergy asa function ofM for

N = 5 and parity P = � 1forallthepossiblevaluesofthespin S.B:Thesam easA forP = 1.

W e have taken B = 5T,d = 20�A,�h!0 = 2:6m eV and � t= 2m eV .
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