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W e discuss an exactly solvable m odel H am iltonian for describbing the Interacting electron gas in
a quantum dot. Resuls for a spherical square well con ning potential are presented. T he ground
state is found to exhibit striking oscillations In spin polarization w ith dot radius at a xed electron
density. T hese oscillations are shown to induce characteristic signatures In them om entum density of
the electron gas, providing a novelroute for direct experin entalobservation ofthe dot m agnetization
via spectroscopies sensitive to the electron m om entum density.

PACS numbers: 73.22D j, 75.75+ a, 75.10-b

Quantum dots, which m ay be thought of as arti cial
\atom s", not only provide a nanoscale laboratory for
fundam ental quantum m echanical studies, but also hold
the prom ise of novel spintronic and other applications
'E:, :_2, :_3’, :ﬁf]. Spin polarization in nanosystem s is there—
fore draw Ing great attention in view of is intrinsic in —
portance E_i', -'_6, -'_7.], and its possble relationship to other
phenom ena, such as kinks in the positions of C oulom b
blockade peaks In 2D quantum dots E], or the so-called
0.7 conduction anom aly in quantum point contacts ig'].
In 2D dots, experin ents point to shelllke ling of lev—
els In accord with Hund’s rst rule :_[$], and a recent spin
density-finctional calculation indicates the presence ofa
ground state w ith high spin in relatively large dots {10].
In 3D do_ts, shell structure of energy levels has been re—
ported [_11;], and resuls on the ne structure in the en—
ergy spectra of gold nanoparticles have been interpreted
In temm s ofa ground state spin m agnetization largerthan
1/2 li4]. However, Ref.l3 arguesthat in  nite disordered
system s uctuationsin o -diagonalinteraction m atrix el
em ents m ay suppress ground state m agnetization. It is
clear that spin polarization of quantum dots is a sub gct
of considerable current interest and controversy.

In this work, we develop an exactly solvable m any—
body m odel Ham iltonian of wide applicability for de-
scribing correlated electrons con ned to a quantum dot.
T he ground state is clearly found to exhibit spontaneous
m agnetization and strong oscillations in soin polariza-
tion as a function of the dot radiis. In order to dentify
observable signatures of the rem arkable aforem entioned
oscillations in polarization, we consider the m om entum
density ofthe electron gas in the dot at som e length. The
key quantity in this connection tums out to be the w idth

p over which the electron m om entum densiy falls to
zero around the Fermm icut-o m om entum . In particular,
oscillations In m agnetization are shown to induce sin ilar
oscillations In  p, Indicating that this e ect would be
am enable to direct experin ental observation via electron
mom entum densiy spectroscopies such as angular cor-
relation of positron annihilation radiation RCAR) and

C om pton scattering. O ur results also bear m ore broadly
on the applications ofquantum dots in that they point to
the possbility of obtaining a system in a ferrom agnetic
ground state w ithout requiring low tem peratures and/or
extermalm agnetic elds.
W e consider the H am ittonian
X 1 X
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The 1rsttem HAO) describes the noninteracting system .
Tt corresponds to the soherical squarewell: V (r) = Vg,
for r R, and V (r) = 0 otherwise, and the associ-
ated oneparticlk eigenfiinctions / with eigenvalues °;
nlm is a com posite ndex and labels spin. The

second temm (I-fI) describes the Interaction and allow s
Coulomb repulsion via the parameter U only between
electrons of opposite spjn| electrons of lke spin being
kept apart by the Pauli exclusion principle. In this con—
nection, we have carried out extensive num erical esti-
m ates, and nd that direct C oulom b m atrix elem ents are
larger, on the average, by an order ofm agnitude orm ore,
than exchange or othertem s fordot radiiup to 30 A and
electron densities ranging from rs = 2 to 5 Bohr radii)
f_l-é_;]. Spin-orbi e ectshere are also expected to be am all,
since the con ning potential is relatively weak due to the
screening of the nuclei by the core electrons. For these
reasons, form (1) should provide a reasonable m odel for
the electronic structure of 3D quantum dots.

T he standard one-particle G reen function forthem any
glectron system can be expanded as G o % )

o @ oG o( %), with G o( %) =
H a ()a's o (0)i. I isreadily shown that h@a=@ =
a uN  a ,whereP = 0 ( is the chem -
icalpotential), and N = @, ao, . Then, the
equation ofm otion rthe G reen finction G o ( % ) is
@ 0 0

h@—Go(;)=hoo()+ G o( )
urr N (a ()as . 0)i:@)
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FIG. 1: Typical energy spectrum for the interacting

Ham iltonian (1). Filled (open) circles give m a prity (m inor—
iy) soin levels, those with equaln jpined by solid (dotted)
lines for clarity. Levelspossess a degeneracy of 21+ 1. H orizon—
taldashed line m arks the highest occupied m olecular orbital
energy, Exomo -

Since our Ham iltonian possesses the property that
HoH N'] = 0, W ick’s theorem allows us to
factorize the preceding ground state average, ie.,
N gla ()a.@i= N G o %), where
N = ofo ,wih fo denoting the Fem ioccu—
pation function. A Fourier transform In  mm ediately
yields the exact G reen function

G o %ily)= o o= )

The selfenergy thus is = UN =h. The inter-
acting energy lvels, , are given by the solutions
of ! =h = 0 (frequencies m easured with re—
gaect to =h) m inim izing the ground state energy, E =

(% + % h )f . Given the number of particles N ,
this de nes a set of nonlnear equations for the popula—
tions, N+ and N4, of up and down spoin states, respec—
tively. T he resulting splitting in energy for states of op—
posite sopin, = U N« Ny4), isunifom , ie., it doesnot
depend on the quantum numbers . N ote that tem pera—
ture entersour form ulae only through the Ferm ifunction,
f ;allresultsin the rem ainder ofthis article refer to the
zero tem perature lim i.

W ecommentbrie y on the nature ofthe four essential
param eters which describe our m odel: rg, the electron
density; R, the dot radiis or, equivalently, the number
N ofelctrons [N = R=r5)°]; Vo, thewelkdepth;and, U,
the Coulomb energy. The values of ry and R are related
to the type and size of the system s considered. In this
study we use rg = 5, a relatively low density, enabling
us to consider a w ide range of dot radii. Vo m ay then be
obtained reasonably in tem s of the work fiinction of the
system studied and the Fermm ienergy of the free electron
gas w ih the same rg. For rgy = 5, follow iIng Ref.:_l-ﬁ, we
take Vo = 862 &V . T he choice of the ram aining param —
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FIG .2: Spin polarization perparticle, = ©N» N4)=N ,asa
function of the dot radius R . Com puted values ( lled circles)
are connected by solid lines to guide the eye. N um ber of elec—
trons N is indicated on the top axis. (@) W eakly interacting
case, U ! 0. (o) Strongly interacting case, U = 175Uz .

eter U is som ewhat tricky, m ainly because correlations
In quantum dots are not well understood. A handle on
U can be obtained by considering the average value Uty

of ﬂlrl—g\ ThomasFem i (TF) screened Coulomb nterac—
tion, drdr®™y @ Fwr (x 97 ) F, averaged over
all occupied states In the noninteracting system , wih
vir (r) = € exp( r=kyp)=r,where kp = ° 15=1:56 isthe
TF screening length. However, actual screening In real
m aterials is lkely to be weaker. For example, in no-
bl metals, Ref. :_l-é, reports an e ective screening length
kr=0:73. Using thisvalue,we nd an enhanced Coulomb
Interaction given roughly by 1:75Urf, which isthe value
we have used throughout this work.

F Jgg.' lustrates the nature of the energy levels for
al2l11 A radiusdot, orwhich N = 96, and U = 27:13
meV (Urrp = 1550 meV). The selfconsistent splitting
between up and down spin electrons is found to be,

= 103 &V. The highest occupied m olecular orbial
HOMO) energy kvel is, Egomo = 586 €V, which
m ay be thought of as the dot \Fem ienergy". W e have
N+« = 67 and N4 = 29, so that the ground state spin
polarization perelectron is = N« N4)=N = 04.

W e discussnow  as a function of dot radius w ith ref-
erence to Fig.d. In the weakly interacting lm i U ! 0),

! 0, still the degeneracy between up and down soin
In the nl shells is lifted, and as F . :ga* (@) clarly shows,
shells 1lin accord with Hund’s rst rule. Indeed, as the
num ber of particles ncreases w ith dot radius, the soin
polarization reaches a peak each tin e a shellishalf lkd
w ith up-spin elctrons, and falls to zero when the shell
is com pleted w ith down-goin electrons. T he sequence of
these so-called \m agic num bers", ie., N valies forwhich
all occupied shells are completely lled, will of course
di er here from that in atom s or 2D quantum dots due
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FIG .3: Inset: Typicalelectron m om entum density, n (o), and
the m agnitude of its rst derivative, 11° ()3 curves are nor-
m alized by V=4 3, whereV isthedotvolume. The position of
the peak in 1) jde nes the dot \Ferm im om entum ", while
its fullw idth-at-halfm axinum FW HM ) de nes p. M ain
graph: p in reduced unitsofpr (solid line, keft scak), and
spin polarization (dotted, right scale) vs. dot radiusR .

to di erences in the details of the underlying spectrum .
T hem agic num bers up to 106 are indicated on the upper
axisin F Jg@: @) . Tuming next to the strongly interacting
case, Fjg.:_ﬁ ) shows large deviationsIn from a sinple
Hund’s mule 1ling jl7]. This isbecause  changes w ith
each added electron in order to m inim ize the total en—
ergy. The rst 4 electrons enter the up spin 1s and 1p
levels, so that = 1, whil the next 4 enter the corre—
soonding down spin levels until vanishes for N = 8.
The 9th electron induces a strong change in  , so that
the 1s and 1p down spin levels are pushed above the 1d
up spin level, causing the form er to em pty in favorofthe
latter and the system to be becom e com pletely polarized
again. Sim ilar level reorderings are nvolved In the other
\kinks" seen in Fig. 2 0).

In order to identify observable signatures of the re—
m arkable changes In the polarization depicted in Fjg.-'_j,
we consider the electron mom entum density EM D), de—

ned by nfp) = @)1 | d! £()A (p;!), where £
is the Fem i finction and A is the spectral finction
Afp;')= 2mImGE @;!),withGE ;!)= G(;il, !
'+ i). The lnset In Fig. 3 illustrates n (p) and the
m agnitude of ts st derivative, 31 o) for the sam e pa—
ram eter values as In Fig g: The region of rapid varia—
tion In n () can be characterized via the position, pr, of
the peak in 1°(p)jand the associated filtw idth-at-half-
maximum EW HM), p.In thebuk lm i in ametallic
system pr willtend to the Fem im om entum , where n (o)
w ill develop a break and 1°@)ja -function peak, cor—
respondingly. For sin plicty, therefore, we m ay refer to
pr Joosely as the dot \Fermm im om entum ", even though
there areno breaksin theEM D ina nite system :_[-1_53,:_1_;9].
Fjg.:_?; considers p system atically and show s the pres—
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FIG. 4: p=pr Vvs. dot raollius R, obtained from the ap-—
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proxin ate expression of Eq. () (solid line), com pared w ith
the exact result (oullets). T he baseline corresponding to the
noninteracting lim i, p o=Pr, is given (dotted) for reference.

ence ofa dram atic serdes ofpeaks (solid line) spaced m ore
or lss regularly as a function of R . A com parison w ith
corresponding changes in (dotted curve), m akes it ev—
dent that peaks In  p are well correlated with those
In , somedi erences notw thstanding. T his correlation
arises because, at a peak in , the up and down soin
EM D s becom e substantially shifted w ith respect to each
other, re ecting the polarization of the system , so that
the EM D presents a much larger value of p overall. In
short, peaks in  p clearly are a signature of peaks In

M otivated by the preceding considerations, we have
obtained an approxin ate expression for p as
0)R; )

P=Pr = Po=Pr + C (

where ( isthe spin polarization in the weakly Interact-

ngcase U ! 0),and c is a constant, which depends on
various dot param eters, w th a tted value in the present
caseof, c= 429 102 e 'A . The rstterm 1

Eqg. ('_4) describes the U ! 0 lim it and can be shown
to llow the scaling law 0:93A (r=ao)=R [I5]. The sec—
ond tem Incorporates the e ect ofthe spin polarization
induced through the interaction U . Fig. EZ! show s that
Eqg. (:ff) provides an excellent description ofthe exact p
data as a function of R. The approxim ation continues
to be equally good up to R = 30 A, although for clarity
results over a shorter R -range are shown in the gure.
W e em phasize that the form ofour solution In Eqg. i_:’.)
does not depend explicitly on that of the noninteracting
Ham itonian o). A Ythough details of willvary wih
those of the spectrum of I-fo, we expect our prediction
of oscillations in  with dot radius to be generally ro—
bust to changes in the shape and dim ensionality of the
con ning potential :_[i_(}),:_é_'l]. Thus, we expect our resuks
to be relevant to aln ost one dim ensional system s. In—
deed, In m etallic nanow ires I_Z-Q!], Zabala et al. f§] report
a series of peaks In the m agnetic m om ent per electron



as a function ofw ire radius, correlated strongly w ith an—
other observable of the system (the elongation force of
the nanow ire) . T he physics driving these results is sin
lar to that In our work t_Z-Z_’;], despite the fact that Ref.:_é
considers the stabilized gllium m odelw ithin the fram e~
w ork ofthe spin-dependent density—-functional form alism ,
while we treat correlation e ects di erently, in tem s of
the direct interaction U and neglect various o -diagonal
exchange and C oulom b contributions f_Z-Z_l']

The relationship between and p providesa power—
ful handle for a direct experin ental veri cation of the
polarization oscillations in quantum dots predicted in
this study via the use of solid state spectroscopies sensi-
tive to the EM D , nam ely, angularcorrelation ofpositron—
annihilation radiation ACAR) [positrons have the ad—
vantage ofbeing localprobes, seeW eberetal. in Ref. :_l-§'],
nelastic X ray scattering (IXS) in the deeply inelastic
Compton) regim e and scanning tunneling m icroscopy
(STM ). W e have carried out further com putations at
other ry values and nd that, generally speaking, po—
larization e ects becom e less prom inent w ith decreasing
rs, as the kinetic energy dom inates, as well as w ith In-—
creasing R, as electrons are lesscon ned and U becom es
weaker. Nevertheless, oscillations in  p are observable
even orry / 3, particularly or dot sizesR < 10A.

In summ ary, we have presented an exactly solvablke
m odel Ham ittonian for discussing the properties of the
Interacting electron gas in the con ned geometry of a
quantum dot. A lthough the results presented in this ar-

and con ning potentials would be quite straightforward.
T he ground state is found to exhibit spontaneous m ag—
netization and striking oscillations in spin polarization
as a function of the dot radius R, at the xed elec—
tron density considered. T he oscillations in  are shown
to Induce sim ilar oscillations In the width p around the
Fem icuto in them om entum density, which we referto
for sim plicity as the dot \Fem im om entum ", providing
a novel route for direct experim ental observation of the
dotm agnetization via spectroscopies sensitive tom om en—
tum density (specially, positron annihilation and C om p—
ton scattering). A sin pl expression for p isdiscussed,
which gives an excellent approxin ation to the exact nu—
m erical data as a function of radius. W e expect the re-
sults ofthe present study to be robust to the details ofthe
con ningpotentialand to the approxin ations inherent in
the treatm ent of correlations in ourm odel H am ittonian.
This work was supported by the U. S. D gpartm ent
of Energy contracts DE-AC 03-76SF 00098 and W —7405—
ENG 48 and the U. S.Department of Energy O ce of
Basic Energy Science, D vision ofM aterdials Science, and
bene tted from the allocation of supercom puter tin e at
the NER SC and the N ortheastem U niversity A dvanced
Scienti ¢ Computation Center A SCC). R S. acknow -
edges the hogpitality and support of N ortheastermn Uni-

versity’s P hysics D epartm ent during a research visit.

[l]R.C.Ashoori, Nature 379, 413 (1996); L..P.Kouwen-—
hoven,C.M .M arcus, P.L.M cEuen, S. Tarucha, R .M .
W estervelt, and N .S.W ingreen, in M esoscopic E lectron
Transport, NATO Science Serdes: E, Vol. 345, edited by
L.L.Sohn,L.P.Kouwenhoven, G .Schon, K luwer, D or-
drecht, 1997); S.M . Reimann and M . M anninen, Rev.
M od.Phys. 74, 1283 (2002).

R]S.A.Wolf D.D.Awschalom, R. A. Buhman, J.
M . Daughton, S. von Momhar, M. L. Roukes, A. Y.
Chtchekanova, and D .M . Treger, Science 294, 1488
(2001).

BIM . Ciorga, A. W ensauer, M . PioroTLadriere, M . Ko—
rkusinski, J. K yriakidis, A . S. Sachrafa, and P . H aw ry—
lak, Phys.Rev. Lett. 88, 256804 (2002).

4] J.H.Smet, R.A .Deutschmann, F.Ert], W .W egschei~
der, G .Abstreiter, and K .von K litzing, Nature 415, 281
(2002) .

b1 S. Tarucha, D. G . Austing, T. Honda, R. J. van der
Hage, and L .P.K ouwenhoven, Phys.Rev.Lett.77, 3613
(1996).

bl N .Zabala,M .J.Puska,and R .M .N iem inen, Phys.Rev.
Lett.80, 3336 (1998) and Phys.Rev.B 59, 12652 (1999).

[71T.Fujsawa, D.G . Austing, Y. Tokura, Y . H irayam a,
and S.Tarucha, Nature 419, 278 (2002).

Bl H .U .Baranger, D .Ulmo,and L.I.G Jazm an, Phys.Rev.
B 61,R 2425 (2000).

P]C K .W ang and K -F .Berggren, Phys.Rev.B 57, 4552
(1998).

[11] E.P.A .Bakkers, Z .Hens, A .Zunger, A .Franceschetti, L.
P.Kouwenhoven, L. G urevich, and D . Vanm aekelbergh,
N ano Lett.1, 551 (2001).

[12]1 D .D avidovicand M .T inkham ,Phys.Rev.B 61,R 16359
(2000) .

[13] Ph.Jacquod and A .D . Stone, Phys.Rev. Lett. 84, 3938
(2000) .

[14] For Instance, for the dot referred to in Fig. 1, the direct
bare Coulom b m atrix elem ents average to HUgi= 0:114
Ry,wih a low standard deviation 4 = 0:009 Ry.Am ong
the next leading tem s, in contrast, the exchange m atrix
elem ents average to lUexi= 0:005 Ry ( ex = 0:006 Ry).

[15] R. Saniz, B.Barbillini, and A .D enison, Phys. Rev. B
65, 245310 (2002).

[l6] N .DelFatti, C.Voisin, M . A chem ann, S. T zortzakis,
D .Christo Ios, and F.Valke, Phys.Rev.B 61, 16956
(2000) . See also I.Nagy, M . A ducin, J. I. Juaristi, and
P.M .Echenique, Phys.Rev.B 64, 075101 (2001).

[L7] N ote deviations from rst Hund’srule 1ling in 2D' quan-—
tum dots have long been reported. See, eg., Ref.-zf:.

[18] One has p> 0 also n buk sam iconductors and m etals
along directions in the B rillouin zone w here the spectrum
contains a band gap (eg. along [111] in Cu). In these
cases the cuto mom entum is related to the dim ension
of the Jones or Brillouin zones, respectively. See M . H .
W eberetal, Phys.Rev.B 66, 041305R ) (2002).

[19] T he asphericity ofthem om entum density when there are
incom plete shells is und to be very sm all.


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0208146
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0208146

R0] W e do not contradict the theorem of Ligb and M attis
Phys.Rev.125, 164 (1962)] regarding the absence of a
m agnetic grour'1|d state in the 1D case because our inter-
action In Eq. () is spin dependent.

R1] Even if the con ning potential is deform ed, to ocbserve
oscillations in £ willsu ce to have singularities in the
noninteracting density of states and a strong U .

R2] A nanow ire can be viewed as a very elongated e]]jpsojdl.

3] Our UN is close to the Stoner param eter I of Ref. :_6,
both in m eaning and in value.

R4] These o diagonaltem sare generally expected to reduce
the ground state polarization.



