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Abstract

Incom pressble (m agic) states that result from m any-body e ects in ver-
tically coupled quantum dots subm itted to strong m agnetic elds such
that only the lowest Landau level is relevant are studied w ithin an exact
diagonalization calculation for N = 3; 5 and 6, electrons. W e nd that
the sequences of total angularm om entum M forwhich these Incom press—
ble states exist depend on the interplay between the interdot hopping
param eter  and the interdot distance d. For d of the order of the
m agnetic kength and for all values of ¢, we conclude that, In contrast
to previous claim s, these ncom pressible states appear at m agic values
of M which do not di er from those obtained for a single dot, nam ely
M = N®N 1)=2+ jN where jisa positive integer num ber. For large
Interdot distance and sin ulaneously an all nterdot hopping param eter,
new sequences ofm agic values of M are cbserved. These new sequences
can be easily understood In tem s of a transition regin e tow ards a system
oftw o decoupled single dots. H owever, in portant di erences in the nature
of the Incom pressble ground states are found w ith respect to those of a
single dot.
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I. Introduction

M uch e ort hasbeen devoted to understand them agic incom pressible states (IS's) of
two dim ensional electronic nanostructures. This is due to the fact that they are closely
related to the stages that detemn ine properties like superconductivity or the quantum
Halle ect QHE ):9’9, which are striking exam ples ofthe non-trivialbehavior that strongly
Interacting electronic system sm ay djs;ﬂay?*'f . FInite system s lke quantum dots @D ’s)
provide sin pler physical realizations of strongly Interacting electronic system s where
di erent m odels can be tested. W hen they are subm itted to strong m agnetic elds, the
progction ofthe system to the lowest Landau kevel (LLL) becom es a good approxin ation
which greatly simpli es theoretical studies In general, and, in particular, m akes exact
diagonalization calculations feasible. M uch work has been done on single QD ’s in the
LLL regin e yielding a reasonable understanding ofthe nature oftheir IS’$# . T he search
of IS with well de ned properties which m ay produce fractional QHE experin entally
cbservablk, kd to analyze double layered system €122, D oublke quantum dots @ QD ’s)
in a vertical con guration subm itted to strong m agnetic elds provide a nite system in
w hich the existence of IS isexpected. H owever, the additionaldegree of freedom , together
w Ith the two new param eters, nam ely the distance between the dots and the tunneling
strength, m ay give rise to new phenom enology. For instance, Yang et ald? suggest an
experin ent to test the quantum ooherence of a special stable two-Jlevel system built in
aDQD subm itted to an adjustable Interlayer bias voltage, which dem onstrates suitabl
conditions for serving as quantum com puting bits. M oreover, correlation e ects can be
experin entally detected in the far nfrared range IR ) using uniform elkectric eldsw ith
non-vanishing com ponent along the vertical direction as the generalized K ohn theorem,
under such condition does not applyti.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section IT we describe the m odel used in
our calculation and analyze the Ham iltonian of the system . In Section ITI, after the
denti cation ofthe incom pressible states of interacting electrons, we begin w ith a review
of the results previously obtained for single dots and show next our m ain results for
double dots, which cover a wide range of input param eters. Finall, In Section IV we
com pare our ndingsw ith previous results in the literature and draw our conclusions.

ITI. The H am iltonian

W e oconsider two identical two-din ensional quantum dots (in a vertical con gura-—
tion) con ned to the XY -plane by equal parabolic potentials and subm itted to a strong
m agnetic eld directed along an arbitrary direction. The Ham iltonian of the system
reads,

H=Hg+H:+ Hce @)

where H ( isthe singleparticle part which contains the kinetic contribution, the con ning
potential and the Zeam an temm . W e adjust the input param eters In such a way that
Landau kevelm ixing is negligble. Then, in second quantization form alin is given by



H0= M + N ZS (2)
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!y being the con ning potential frequency, ! . the cycltron frequency given by !, =
eB=m c m isthee ective electron mass, B them agnetic eld and e and c the electron
charge and the spead of Iight In vacuum respectively), r = eh=2m cthe Bohrm agneton
and g the Landg factor we will consider jg F 044 whenever the Zeam an tem is
ncided). M = L. m i@" a | isthetotalangularm om entum and N is the totalnum ber
of electrons. a+i creates a single particke state and ; refers to the three indexes that
characterize the single particke wave functions: angular m om entum , spin and isosoin
( s or a associated to symm etric and antisym m etric combinations of wave fiinctions
concentrated in each dot: right and lft). T he tunneling term is given by

Ht= 7X (6)

where  is the energy gap between the symm etric and antisymm etric states in the
noninteracting system and X = Ng N, is given by the balance between symm etric
and antisym m etric states. F hally the twodbody interaction part of the Ham iltonian is
given by

H _ 1 vilatata.a. ; v..)=nijv " ki (7)
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where the ndex  is used to distinguish between the three di erent possbilities: (d)
Vv ® = 0 when only one change of a sihglk particle isospin takes place, (i) V @ =
= (Vi + Vi) when both ispspins rem ain unchanged and (i) V® = 2 ¥,, V) when
both isospins are dqanged?- . V. and V,; are the Intra and interdot C oulom b potentials

respectively, which are given by
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d being the distance between the dots along the z-direction, ¥ a 2-din ensional vector
and  is the diekctric constant of the host sem iconductor. W e have assum ed D irac—
delta distrbutions along the z-direction and have taken as a basis, Slater determ nants
builk up from Foch-D arw In single particke wave finctions progcted on the LLLE. The
diagonalization can be perform ed In separated subspaces characterized by three well
de ned quantum numbers: the total angularm om entum M , the total spin S along the
direction ofthe eld B and the parity P related to the re exion symm etry w ith respect
to the plane m idway between the dots (P de ned as P = ( 1)*¥=2 for even N and
P=( 1)%*Y=2 5rodd N ).W ewillde netheset M ;S;P) asa con guration.

T he eigenstates w ithin each con guration are detemm ined by H. . + H alone, and
the role of the constant tem given by H o is to shift the eigenenergies asa whole w ithout
changing their relative order.

ITT. Incom pressible states in the LLL.

A .Single QD .

Before studying the IS’s in DQD ’'s, we brie y review previous work on single QD ’s
and its consequences. Fora QD an IS w ith totalenergy E and characterized by M ;S) is
identi ed asthe one which hasthe follow Ing sihgular property?? : the low est excited state
w ith quantum numbers M + 1;S) hasenergy E + . That isto say, the energetically m ost
favorable way to excite an IS Increasing its totalangular m om entum by one unit is by
m oving the system asa whole, nam ely by increasing by one unit the angularm om entum
of the center of mass (CM ) only and laving the intemal structure unchanged. This
characteristic was nicely recognized analyzing the Coulomb contrbution to the total
energy ofa fullpolarized QD asa function ofM . A periodical arrangem ent of plateaux
(steplike structure) In the otherw ise decreasing curve signaled the values of the m agic
angular m om entald. Furthem ore, the variation of the m agnetic eld (or the con ning
potential) did not drive the ground state (G S) through all neighboring values ofM but
through the sequence ofm agic values onh/'}q .

T his scenario gorresponds to the regin e characterized by a  1lling factor lower orequal
to one, de ned adt

NN 1)
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which Involves the m lnimum possible value of the total angular m cm entum for a full
polarized OD given by Mym = N N 1)=2 (the "com pact state") and the angular
momentum M ofthem agic state. Som e carem ust be taken for low valiesofB forwhich
the assum ption ofthe LLL regin e isnot fi1l lled. A suitabl way to check this condition
is by m aking sure thatqthe energy of the highest singleparticle occupied state ismuch
anallerthan !, = % ( 12+ 4! 2+ !.) ,which isthe energy gap between Landau lkevels
fornon-interacting electrons. The 1ling factor refers to the num ber of sublevels occupied
w ithin the LLL.There are two sublevels (soin up and down) in the case ofa sihgle QD



and four (wo for soin and two for isospin) in the case ofa D QD . In general, for regin es
In which ssveral sublevels are occupied, the 1ling factorofa QD isnotwellde ned. G S’s
which are not related w ith IS are also possible under such m ultiple-sublevel occupancy.

The sequence ofm agic lling factors depend on the number of electrons, orN = 3
the valuesof are = l;%;%;%;::orbrN = 4 they are = 1;2;%;%;::,jnboth cases

related to the m agic angularm om entum given by
1 .
M = 5N N 1)+ IN 11)

where j is a positive integer number. It tums out that the analysis of the Coulomb
contribution to the total energy as a function of M gives exhaustive and precise nfor-
m ation about the m agic values of the angular m om entum and hence about the m agic

Iling factors. The m agic values of M are the initial values of the plateaux. H owever,
no Inform ation about the total spin ofthe IS’s com es from the previous analysis. In the
N = 3 case, ora QD, the ssquence 0of G S's is always full polarized (S, = 3=2) if the
Zeam an tem is inclided in the Ham iltonian With jg 3+ 0:44 ) or in contrast, oscilla—
tionsbetween S, = 3=2 and S, = 1=2 were obtained ifno Zeam an term is included in the
calulationt?22. However, in the last case, the changes in spin and angular m om entum
do not appear sin ultaneously.

B.DQD ford XK.

For a DQD we have a richer param eter space to be explored as, In addition to
the param eters of a single QD , + and d also enter the Ham iltonian, which open new
possibilities for IS’s to exist. W e w ill focus on the phase diagram ( (=d) for standard
values of the rem aining input param eters. D ue to the fact that C oulom b interaction and
changes In pariy are coupled processes n a DQD , we de ne the "interaction" energy as
the Coulom b plis the tunneling contrloution C+T).

r

Ford L ,where I isthemagnetic lngth given by = ——2———, the pure

m (12+412)1=27

Coulomb contrbution to the totalenergy ( = = = 5 = 0) asa function ofM ,
is a decreasing function w ithout plateaux as it is shown In the curves @) In Fig.d and 2
rN = 5and N = 6 respectively (energies are given in units ofu = €’= } ). FigsA
and 2A correspond to parity P = 1 and FigslB and 2B to P = 1. All bur cases
refer to fill polarized system s (S=5/2 for N=5 and S=3 for N=6) . For each value of
M , the energy displayed is the lowest within the con guration M ;S;P ). The absence
ofplateaux can be understood as follow s. Since = 0, the num ber of electrons in each
dot is a wellde ned number. Hence, in order to Increase the total angular m om entum
by one unit, the angularm om entum of either dot m ust be ncreased by one unit, which
unavoidably increases the typical distance from the electrons of one dot to the ones of
the other dot, and, therefore, decreases the Interdot Coulom b energy.

A ccording toFigs. 1 and 2, it isnecessary to Include a sizeable tunneling contribution
In order to cbtain a ssquence of plateaux, which, furthem ore, only occur forP = 1.



Indeed, from a seriesofcalculations forN = 5 (not shown in Figsd), which correspond to
avariation of  from 0to 2 m &V by an all steps, we see a num ber of plateaux gradually
appearing as  increases.We ndthatfrom = 2meV to 0:8m eV the sections from

M =10toM = 1lland from M = 15toM = l6areexactplhteaux.For = 04 mev

they are approxin ately atand for = 02 m eV they disappear. However In all cases
the curves are abruptly decreasing beforeM = 10 and between m agic values. T hat isto
say, we do not nd any extra value ofmagicM di erent from those given by Eq.(11).

In order to obtain infom ation about the soin and parity ofthe IS’s, we calculated the
Coulomb plis tunneling contrbution for all possible con gurations. Fig3 (forN = 5)
show s that the sequence of plateaux appear only when the systam is fully polarized in

$In and have parity P = 1 (sin ilar results were obtalned for N = 6). Furthem ore,
although theparity P = 1 for N=5 can be obtained from di erent values ofX , ie.,
X = Ng N, = 5, 1 or 3, the occupancy of the singleparticle states for such

ncom pressble G S tums out to be X = 5 only, nam ely the system is always full soin

and isospin polarized. T his suggests that the G S that are IS’s w illnot present variations
In S orP asB increases. This last suggestion was con m ed, for Zeem an contrioution

di erent from zero, by an explicit calculation ofthe G S vsB ,which tumsouttobealways
11l spin and isospin polarized. F ig4 digplays the totalenergy ofthe G S as a function of
them agnetic eld. The arrow s point to the places where the angularm om entum Jum ps
from one m agic value to the next one, lraving the soin and party unchanged. In the
Inset we show Egg N in order to com pare w ith other publications which om it the
N -dependent tem . T he nearly m onotonous function ofB is due to the fact that, in the
absence of spin or isospin transitions, the Interaction energy has a negligbl in uence in

the plot and hence the evolution of the system is driven by the m onotonous ncreasing
term N which ismuch m ore in portant than the decreasing term M , which would

produce kinks at the transition points, as it is shown In the Inset Egg N vsB).In

brief, the full 3pin and isospin polarization appearsto be a wellde ned attribbute ofthese
IS’s that resut from m any-body e ects.

Asshown In Fig. 3A the interaction energy appears to be degenerated at the m agic
values w ith respect to the three possbl soin polarizations. Since the curves that belong
to S = % and % have lower energy at the end ofthe plateaux, the nalbalance of energy
depends critically on the relation between thisdi erence of interaction energy, the kinetic
and the Zeam an tem s. That is to say, an IS that isthe G S for a given value of B and

o willram ain as G S as B increases or ! o decreases only if
3 3
Ecyt M ;5;1) Ecyr ™M + 1?5;1) < + z 12)

or otherw ise the new G S willbe a com pressible not fiully spin polarized state atM + 1.
Hence, asB or ! change, the G S can be driven Into com pressible zones in contrast w ith
the resuls cbtained for single QD ’s.

T he singlke particle occupancies of the m values for the st three IS's for N = 5,
calculated atB = 4,7 and 9 T respectively are shown n Fig5. The rstGS forM = 10
( = 1) isthe ocom pact full polarized state which belongs to a one din ensional subspace
and, as a consequence, no correlation is mvolved as one Slater determ inant produces the



exact solution. M oreover, the density isa "dom e" shape circular sym m etric distribbution
w ithout any structure. A sB grow s, the angularm om entum changes from M toM + N,
all the electrons Jum p together m oving away from the origh and f©om ing a ring. The
din ension ofthe G S subspace ncreases and as the relative weights ofthe di erent Shter
determm inants w ithin the expansion of the G S beocom e signi cant for di erent elem ents
of the bases, nam ely, the correlation becom es in portant.

C.DQD :Phase diagram =d.

So far we have explored the situation d % . In order to get the com plete scenario
ofIS’sin aD QD , we have also Investigated in detail the rem aining regions of the phase
diagram ( +=d)

In Figs69we ollow, orN = 3, the variation ofthe interaction energy vsM E C +
T)=M ) asd and  change.

From A to B (Fig.6), as it was just discussed for the case d %, the plateaux
emn erge as + grow s from zero untilthey are wellde ned at .= 0:11 u, that is to say,
forvaluiesofM given by Eq.{l1) the system evolves from com pressible to lncom pressble
states. Ford close to zero (at the keft ofpoint B) and . large, all the electrons are In
the symm etric state. A s a consequence, the interaction energy of a single QD can be
reproduced w ith high accuracy by the addition of the constant contrbution X =2 to
the energy ofthe DQD 1n this region.

From A toD (Fig.7), tunneling between the two dots is not allowed. Starting from
a curve w ithout plateaux for an alldistances (d 10A ), we m ove across the transition
regin e w ith a gradual fom ation ofnew plateaux atM = My + M whereM z and M
are the m agic num bers of single QD ’s. W e com e close to the point D at d = 1000A
which show the features of two decoupled dotswih N = 1 (Wwith no contrbution to
the Coulomb tem ) and N = 2 Wwith magicnumbersM = 1;3;5;7:) respectively. This
regin e In which tunneling is forbidden has been previous]yms;trqdjed for doubk layers
and special attention has been devoted to the = 1 casd®23. For a doublk layer
the incom pressble state = 1 is cbserved for values of d about the m agnetic ]engtH'? .
Furthem ore, as d increases, the state exhbits a phase transition to a com pressible one.
The di erence between the two cases com es from the fact that, as it was previously
discussed, when . OMgz andM ; arewellde ned quantum num bers, the increase by
one unit ofM meansthe increase ofM g orM ;, (out not both) changing, n aDQD , the
relative position of the electrons in each dot and so decreasing the Coulomb interaction
w hich prevents the fom ation ofa plateau. H owever, this isnot the case fora doubl layer
In which the shift of charge due to the change of angular m om entum does not change
the relative inter-ayer distribution of charge, allow Ing for the appearance of plateaus.
For large d the two layers decouple and hence one would expect (ortotal = 1) two
= 1=2 IS’s. However, snce fractional QHE of = 1=2 is not observablk for a single
layer, these states were not identi ed in Ref.(:?) .

From B to C (' ig.8), although the distance d grow s, the sequence of m agic num bers
typicalofa D QD doesnot disappear due to the relative largevalueof  ( = 0229 u).



An exceptionalcase appears ford > 500A atM = 1 (orN = 5 the analog exogptional
case appears at M = 4). It tums out to be the only IS wihin the LLL regin e which
does not fiil 11 the general rule of being full spin and isospin polarized. T he subspace
associated to the approprate con guration, ie., M = 1,S = 3=2,P = 1) isonedinen—
sional and the only Slater detemm inant in the bases has one electron In the symm etric
state and two electrons in the antisymm etric state (orX = 1). It isthe only IS with
no single dot analog. O ur nterpretation ofthe fact that theM = 1 m agic value appears
only for relative large distances is as follow s: for large tunneling and sm alld, the system

iscloserto a singlke dotwith N = 3 than to aDQD ofthe sam e number of electrons (as
discussed before). ThusM = 1 can only appearwhen the Coulom b interdot interaction
weakens related to  and DQD properties di erent from those of a single QD may
arise. N otice however, that fortheM = 1 statetobea GS such a low m agnetic eld (or
large con ning potential) is required that the LLL regin e assum ption would not apply
anym ore. Finally, even for values ofd as large as 1500 A (peing ik = 65A ), we did not

nd the transition from DQD to two decoupled single dots.

From D to C (Fig.9), the tunneling increases and the system oftwo decoupled QD ’s
w ith a period of two typicalof the N = 2 singlke dot evolves nto a DQD reproducing
the period of three typicalofa N = 3 DQD .During the transition, there is a narrow
Interval of values of  or which the E € + T) vsM curve has no plhteaux (except
fortheM = 1 case). That is to say, an hitially incom pressble G S would evolve into a
com pressible state and again Into a IS as Increases. T his evolution takes place as the
system changes from two decoupled singlke dotstoaDQD .

Com pressble regions have been cbtained before by Rontaniet alit® or DQD with
nite width. They oonsider the evolution of the GS of the system of N = 6 as d
Increases for . exponentially decreasing with d, which is equivalent to the evolution
along a traectory from B to D In our phase diagram . They obtain a snall zone of
com pressbility In the m iddle, related to the transition from a regin e where the system
behaves as a unique coherent system to a regin e of well ssparated QD ’s. W e cbsearve
the sam e qualitative behavior along the B € trapctory Which is di erent to theirs)
although we do not cbtain the sam e m agic values.

The transition from DQD to two decoupled single QD s as . decreases has been
observed before by Peeters et af? by m eans of a current spin density fiinctional calcula—
tion.

W e have also studied the D to C evolution forN=5 which show s the sam e qualitative
behavior. AsD is approached the structure of plateaux can be understood in temm s of
the IS oftwo decoupled N = 2 and N = 3 singk QD ’s, although the analysis ismuch
m ore Intricate than for the N= 3 case.

IV . D iscussion

W e have investigated in detail the existence of IS’s that result from the Coulomb
many-body e ects In aDQD for the entire phase diagram ( =d).



An inportant point in our analysis is the criterium used to identify IS’s. First we
want to em phasize that in contrast to the case of a single layer for which the integer
QHE isassociated to gaps of sihgle-partick origin and the fractionalQ HE isassociated to
gaps nvolving m any-body e ects, fordoublk layered system s (and thus in accordance for
DQD), singlepartick aswellasm any-body regin es can be related to QHE at the same

lling factorby the tuning of appropriate sam ple param eters® . The IS’swe are nterested
In are those associated w ith ee interaction (coupled w ith tunneling) and thus signaled
som ehow In the variation ofthe interaction energy wih M . A sdiscussed In the previous
section, we de ne the interaction energy as the Coulomb plis tunneling contributions,
and require IS’s to preserve the Interaction energy when the angularmom entum M is
Increased by one unit. W e want to stress that this is not equivalent to identifying m agic
M from the kinks ofthe lowest energies ofeach con guration asa function ofM or from
the kinks of the variation of the absolute G S energy as a function of B , as it has been
used in the literatura! 2% to identify correlated IS’s.

Our crteriim is equivalent to the one used by Laughlin in Ref.(m) 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 total angular m om entum can be analyzed
asM = M¢y + M and theenergy asEw: = Ecy + Einternal. For three two din en—
sional electrons, Laughlin obtains that the intemal energy as a function of the relative
angular m om entum has downward cusos at special m agic) values M = 3;6;9;12; ).
These m agic values appear to be rwlated to incom pressibility: the area of the system
de ned as the area of the triangl detem Ined by the correlated positions of the elec—
trons w ithin these states changes discontinuously as pressure is applied. At the down-
ward cusPs, Einternai ™ re1) < Einternai ™ o1+ 1) for the lowest energy states of each
con guration. They are the only states for which the increase of M .1 by one uni
requires a positive am ount of intemal energy. In order to show that our criterium 24
is equivalent to Laughlin’d", notice rst that Ec,r M ) only depends on M ,; and
M L1 M . Since Ecyr M ) is de ned as the m inin al energy am ong those of the
states w ith totalangularmom entum M , it Inplies it is the m inin al energy am ong all
states w ith relative angularmomentum M ,o; M .Hence,gven M and Ec,.r M 1),
Ecit®™M 1)6 Ecyr ™M ) mpliesEcy ™M 1) > Ecyr M ) and furthem oreM = M 1.
Sinhce Ecir reduces to E jntema1 Or a single layer, ifEc,r M 1) > Eci7 ™M ) then
Einternal®™ re1 1) > Einternal ™ re1) ©OrM 1= M . Nam ely, negative slopes in our plots
In ply negative slopes in Laughlin’s. If, on the contrary, Ec+r M 1) = Ecir M),
then M .o has not changed and M oontains at least one unit of CM angular m om en—
tum . Beng Ecir M ) them Inim al energy w ith totalangularm cm entum M , it In plies
that any state with M ,.; = M has larger energy than Eqc,r M 1). If, in addition,
Ecir ™M 2) > Ecyr ™M 1), as it is always the case In our plots, then M 1 con—
tains only rehtive angular m om entum , as shown above. Then, for the singlke layer,
Ecyt M 1) = Ecyt M) mpliesEnernai™ re1 1) < Einernai™ re1) OrM 00 = M .
Nam ely plateaux in our plots in ply positive slopes In Laughlin’s, which conclides our
proof. On the other hand, there is no guarantee that downward cusps in the curve
Eiwt vSM are related to plateaux in the curve Ec,.r vsM . It is enough to have >
Ecyr ™M) Ecyr ™M + 1) atanonmagicM to ocbtain there a downward peak in E
vsM which isnot related toaplateau M Ec4 7 vSM .



Ford _k _the fact that themagicM follow Eq.{l1]) is in con ict with the clain
m ade in Refi?8 that extra m agic values ©rM  (depending on the value on the tunneling
strength) exist In this regin e. The authors of Ref. €242) {denti ed IS’s w ith downward
cusps of the totalenergy as a function ofM , ie. the Interaction energy (our curve) w ith
the addition of the singleparticlke contribution. In Figl0 we show the two possibilities
forN = 5. It is clear from the upper curve that som e downward cusps, which would be
denti ed as IS’s by the criterium of Ref?2%, do not actually correspond to IS’s in our

In order tom ake sure that the discrepancies w ith R efit 142 are only due to the di erent
criteria to identify IS’s, we have reproduced their results (seeFigdl). Tobem ore precise,
we perform ed the calculation forN = 3 and the sam e Input param eters as those used In
Refff (N = 3,B = 15T,d= 200A,h!y= 3meV and .= 02meV ). In FigllA
the interaction energy contrlbution versus M is shown. Due to the low value of the
tunneling contribution, the plateaux that w ill appear, or hrger valuesof ,atM = 3,
6 and 9 are stillnot visbl and the only ones that already appearareM = 12 and 15. If
the kinetic contribution is added, it com esout that theGS isatM = 5_(sse Fig.l1B) at
the lowest downward cusp of the totalenergy In accordance w ith Refd,

A word of caution should be given here as a number of relevant papers exists in
the literaturedtd 22 which use the tem m agic angular m om entum to denote the angular
momentum M which displays downward cusps In the curve E .« M ). T he corresponding
statesen py enhance stability and havebeen the sub Fct of ntensive studies. In particular
Refs. €9%29) provide characterizations of these states ranging from am all values of M ,
w here the fractional quantum H all regin e is som etim es identi ed, to large values ofM ,
where strip-lke structures and W igner m okcules seem to appear (see Ref. €%) Pra
review and Ref. (32-) for related work on layers). However, only a subset of these states
f1l 1s our criterium  of incom pressbility and them agicM digplayed in @1}) correspond
to this subset only.

O ur conclusions can be sum m arized as follow s:

(i) The downward cusos obtained by Laughlin in Ref.é) tum out to be equivalent to
the plateaux ofthe curve E¢c 41t vsM .

(i) A Ilthe nocom pressble states are fullgon and isospin polarized (excepttheM = 1
case forN = 3). Since a single 0D full oin polarized and a DQD full soin ans isosoin
polarized are system s w ith no extra degrees of freedom aside from angular m om entum ,
we eg<pect a sin ilar behavior for the electronic distance quantization as that obtained in
Ref€).

(iil) An excsptional nocom pressble state was found for d=k 8atM = 1 and
X = 1HrN =3 andM = 4andX = 1 OrN = 5. This is the only one that is not
11l isogodn polarized and does not have a singke QD analog. However, forttobea G S
values of the Input param eters that do not fiil 1l the assum ption ofthe LLL regin e are
required.

(Iv) Ford %, it isnotpossble to cbtain IS’s if the tunneling is sm all.
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(v) Foranall ,asdgrows,theDQD evolves Into two decoupled single QD 's. New
m agicvalues appearw hich correspond to the addition ofm agic num bers oftw o decoupled
QD 's.

(vi) An IS atM willrem ain asthe G S under changes of B or/and ! ifthe condition

Ecit®™M) Ecir ™M + 1) < + 3 13)

is ful Iled. In general, however, the variation of B, !, or d can drive the GS from
Ihoom pressble into com pressible zones of the phase diagram . T hisbehavior di ers from
the well known properties of a sihgle QD for which the variation ofthe GS asB or !,
change is driven through Incom pressible states only, skiping allnon-m agic values of M .

(vil) W henever the G S is full spin and isospin polarized, it is an IS. In other words,
the IS’s are the only possble G S for Ilower that one. However for > 1 otherGS are
possble.

Before closing, ket us brie y elaborate on the last point. Notice that the follow Ing
sttuations are also possbl: @) GS’swih M that il lisEqg. (1) and are not IS’s due
to the factthat from M toM + 1 there isnot a plateau. T his condition can be cbtained
for very Iow values of ., brexampl, orN = 5,M = 10,B = 5T, h!y= 2:6méev,

+= 02mevV andd= 20A. ) Ground

stateswith M not given by Eq. 1) or which the system is not full spin or isospin
polarized, or > 1) andE (C + T) hasnot a constant evolution from M toM + 1.
This isthe case forexampl forN = 5,M = 13 (B = 6T ,h!g= 26me&vV d= 20A and

+=586 10meV). hthelastcase,S=N=2andP = 1,howeverX 6 N .

N otice also that the previously discussed states are not the only possible G S’sw ithin
the LLL regin e. For instance, if the con ning potential is strong enough, other types of
G S’s are possible lke the ferrom agnetic, canted and symm etric states (@1l of them w ith

= 2) rst studied 1 doublke layer$? and latter recognized in D QD %4.

F inally, ket us note that the correlation plays an increasingly in portant rol as the
m agnetic eld grow sup. T he interaction energy and correlation e ects can be experim en—
tally tested by uniform elkectric eldsw ith non-vanishing com ponent along the z-direction
due to the fact that under this condition, the K chn theorem does not appXk?? and the
FIR spectroscopy becom es sensitive to the intemal structure.

W e grateflly acknow ledge C . Tepdor and L. M art n-M oreno for the code used for
the Ham iltonian diagonalization. This work has been perform ed under G rants No.
BFM 2002-01868 from DGESIC (Spain), No. FPA 20013598 from M CyT and Feder
(Spain) ,andNo. 2001G R-0064 and N o. 2001SG R 00065 from G eneralitat de C atalunya.
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FIG.1l. A:Coulomb plus tunneling contribution to the total energy as a funtion ofM for

N = 5,S = N=2 and parity P =
= 22m eV and ()
the begining of the plateaux. W e have taken B = 5T, d= 20A,and hly= 26m &V:

1, for several values of the tunneling gap: @)
t= 1llmevV.B:ThesameasA forP
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Egsg N asa function ofB .
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