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W e presentdetailed resultsofUnrestricted Hartree-Fock (UHF)calculationsforup to eightelec-

tronsin a parabolicquantum dot.TheUHF energiesareshown to provideratheraccurateestim ates

ofthe ground-state energy in the entire range ofparam eters from high densities with shellm odel

characteristics to low densities with W igner m olecule features. To elucidate the signi�cance of

breaking the rotationalsym m etry,we com pare Restricted Hartree-Fock (RHF) and UHF.W hile

UHF sym m etry breaking adm its lower ground-state energies,m isconceptions in the interpretation

ofUHF densities are pointed out. An analysis ofthe orbitalenergies shows that for very strong

interaction the UHF Ham iltonian isequivalentto a tight-binding Ham iltonian. Thisexplainswhy

the UHF energies becom e nearly spin independentin this regim e while the RHF energies do not.

The UHF densities display an even-odd e�ect which is related to the angular m om entum ofthe

W ignerm olecule.In a weak transversalm agnetic �eld thiseven-odd e�ectdisappears.

PACS num bers:73.21.La,31.15.N e,71.10.H f

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

In thepresentwork wediscussproperties,predictions,

and lim itations of Hartree-Fock (HF) calculations for

quantum dots. This m ethod has a long tradition in

atom ic and nuclear physics,its application to quantum

dotsis therefore naturaland hasbeen discussed in var-

ious recent papers.1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8 As we willdem onstrate,

som e ofthe conclusions drawn on the basis ofHF cal-

culationsare notbased on �rm grounds.Thisisin par-

ticular the case,when the HF wave functions are used

to describe charge distributions in a quantum dot. O n

the other hand, Unrestricted Hartree-Fock (UHF) will

beshown to giveratherreliableestim atesfortheground

stateenergies.

W hilequantum dotsm ay beconsidered astunablear-

ti�cialatom s,the electron density can be m uch sm aller

than in realatom sand correlationsplay a m ore prom i-

nentrole.9 Thisiswhy forquantum dotstheHF m ethod

has to be regarded with care. In this work we focus

on the crossoverfrom weak to strong Coulom b interac-

tion,i.e.from higherto lowerelectronic densities. This

isequivalentto weakening the externalcon�nem entpo-

tentialfora given hostm aterialofthe quantum dot.

The physics ofthis crossover can be sketched as fol-

lows: In the case ofweak interaction (high density) a

one-particlepicture isvalid:Electronsare�lled into the

energy shellsofthe two dim ensionalisotropic harm onic

oscillator. Here,the appropriate m ethod is Restricted

Hartree-Fock (RHF),1,3 where every orbitalbelongs to

an energeticshelland hasgood orbitalm om entum .This

shell�lling with Hund’srulehasbeen probed experim en-

tally in sm alldots.10 In the case ofstrong interaction

(low density) one can no longerstay within this sim ple

one-particlepicture:W igner11 hasshown thatforstrong

correlation the ground state of the 2D electron gas is

described by localized electrons,representing a classical

hexagonalcrystal. Accordingly, in this lim it the elec-

tronsin the dotform a sm allcrystal,a so-called W igner

m olecule,and the picture ofenergeticshellsisno longer

m eaningful. O ne hasto im prove the HF approxim ation

by passing overto UHF which m eans thatthe space of

theHF trialwavefunctionsisextended.TheUHF Slater

determ inantlowerstheenergyby breakingthesym m etry

oftheproblem ,i.e.spatialand spin rotationalinvariance.

Thiscom plicatestheinterpretation oftheUHF solution.

For very strong interaction UHF is also expected to

give reasonable resultsbecause a one-particle picture of

localized orbitals7 should m odel the W igner m olecule

quite well. In fact, the UHF energies becom e nearly

spin independent,while this is not the case with RHF.

W e show thatthe UHF Ham iltonian forstrong interac-

tion hasthe sam e spectrum asa tight-binding Ham ilto-

nian ofa particlehopping between the sitesofa W igner

m olecule. The hopping m atrix elem ents and on-site

energies can be extracted from the UHF orbitalener-

gies. The localization-delocalization transition has al-

ready been probed experim entally in larger quantum

dots,12 so W ignerm olecule spectroscopy iswithin reach

ofcurrenttechnology.

An incom plete account of our results has been pre-

sented in an earliershortcom m unication.6 Here,wedis-

cuss in detailthe two-electron problem and present an

elaborate analysis ofthe lim it ofstrong interaction. In

Sect. II we shortly recall the m odel and m ethod. In

Sect.IIIwe obtain explicitresultsforquantum -dotHe-

lium thatalready show m any featuresofHF solutionsfor

higherelectron num berspresented in Sect.IV.In Sect.V

wealso discussthe e�ectofa m agnetic �eld.

II. H A M ILT O N IA N A N D H A R T R EE-FO C K

A P P R O X IM A T IO N

In this work we follow the notation and m ethod pre-

sented in ourearlierarticle6 forzero m agnetic�eld.The

Ham iltonian ofan isotropicparabolicquantum dotwith

m agnetic�eld reads(seee.g.Refs.1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,13,14,

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0305623v1
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15,16,17,18,19,20,21,22,23)

H =

NX

i= 1

�
1

2m �
[pi+ eA (ri)]

2 +
m �!2

2
r
2
i

�

+
X

i< j

e2=�

jri� rjj

(1)

where the positions (m om enta) ofthe electrons are de-

noted by rj (pj). The e�ective m ass is m �, and the

dielectric constant is �. The vector potentialofa ho-

m ogeneous m agnetic �eld B orthogonal to the plane

ofthe quantum dot in sym m etric gauge reads A (r) =
B

2
(� y;x;0),and the corresponding cyclotron frequency

is!c = eB =m �.

Now we can introduce oscillator units, and describe

the system dim ensionless: energies in units of~!e� =

~

p
!2 + !2c=4 and lengths in units ofl0 =

p
~=m �!e�.

Then the Ham iltonian takesthe form

H =

NX

i= 1

(�
1

2
4 i+

1

2
r
2
i)�

!c

2!e�
L
tot
z +

X

i< j

�

jri� rjj
;

(2)

where we have introduced the dim ensionless coupling

constant

� = l0=a
�

B = e
2
=�l0~! (3)

with the e�ective Bohr radius a�B . For exam ple � = 2

correspondsto ~!� 3m eV foraG aAsquantum dot.The

Ham iltonian (2) is form ally the sam e as without m ag-

netic �eld,apart from an additionalterm proportional

to thetotalangularm om entum which scaleswith thedi-

m ensionlessparam eter24 
c := !c=!e�. The m ajorpart

ofourcalculationspresented below isforzero m agnetic

�eld.

Regarding the HF approxim ation,25 let us recallthe

expansion oftheHF orbitalsin term softheangularm o-

m entum eigenfunctionsofthetwo-dim ensionalharm onic

oscillator6

hrjii= ’i(r)=
X

n= 0;1

M = � 1 ;1

u
i
nM hrjnM �ii: (4)

Here,M istheangularand n theradialquantum num ber

oftheFock-Darwin basis.Each orbitalhasitsown �xed

spin �i = � 1=2,thism eansthereisno doubleoccupancy

oforbitalswith spin up and down,buttherearedi�erent

orbitalsfordi�erentspins.Thusonlythez-com ponentof

the totalspin is�xed,Stot
z =

P

i
�i � Sz.Furtherm ore,

the orbitals (4) are in generalno longer eigenfunctions

oftheone-particleangularm om entum (UHF).Therefore

the HF Slater determ inant is not an eigenstate ofthe

totalangular m om entum Ltot
z ,it breaks the sym m etry

ofthe originalHam iltonian.27 Another possibility is to

giveeach orbitalia �xed angularm om entum M i.W ith

this restriction one obtains RHF1,3 which preservesthe

totalangularm om entum butyieldshigherground-state

energies.Stillanotherpossibility isto build a Slaterde-

term inantofspatially localized orbitalsforthe strongly

interacting case7 or ofm ulticenter localized orbitals in

high m agnetic�eld8 and vary theseorbitalsto m inim ize

the HF energy. O ur orbitalsare self-consistentand are

bestadapted to study thecrossoverfrom weak to strong

correlation.

In principletheorientation ofthedeform ed sym m etry-

breaking HF solution isarbitrary.Thisisdue to the ro-

tationalinvariance ofthe originalHam iltonian and can

be called orientationaldegeneracy. The actualUHF so-

lution found hasa specialorientation and itdependson

the initialguess for the density m atrix. O ften but not

always the sym m etry breaking is m anifested in the HF

single-particle density nH F(r) =
P N

i= 1
j’i(r)j

2. For a

quantum dotin zero m agnetic �eld,the Ham iltonian is

invariantunder tim e reversal. Thus we can choose real

expansion coe�cients u i
nM in (4). However, then the

HF one-particledensity isalwayssym m etricto oneaxis.

Any arbitrary orientation can be obtained by applying

exp(i�Ltot
z )to the Slaterdeterm inant.

III. U N R EST R IC T ED H A R T R EE-FO C K FO R

Q U A N T U M -D O T H ELIU M

In thissection we presentUHF energiesand densities

forthetwo-electron quantum dot(quantum -dotHelium )

atzero m agnetic�eld forincreasing interaction strength

�. This illustrates the basic concepts and properties of

theHF approxim ation,and revealsfeaturesthatarealso

im portantforhigherelectron num bers.W ecom parewith

exactresultsobtained by diagonalization ofthe relative

m otion.W ealsocom parewith theRHF m ethod,in order

to illustratethe di�erencesto UHF.

The UHF two-electron problem hasbeen treated pre-

viously by Yannouleasand Landm an.5 However,we�nd

som e deviations from their results. An extensive dis-

cussion ofthe RHF solution forquantum -dotHelium at

� � 2 can be found in Ref.1. Finally,we wantto m en-

tion that the two-electron problem has also an analytic

solution in term sofa powerseries.22

A . T w o-electron Slater determ inant

The Slaterdeterm inantfortwo electronswith Sz = 0

is

	 H F =
1
p
2

�
’1(r1)’2(r2)�

1
+ �

2
�
� ’1(r2)’2(r1)�

2
+ �

1
�

�
:

(5)

Herewehavedisplayed the orbitaland spin partsofthe

wave function explicitly,�i
�
isthe spin ofthe i-th elec-

tron.Thestate	 H F isgenerally notan eigenstateofthe

totalspin S 2
tot. In orderto obtain a singlet one has to

set’1= ’2,and thus

	 H F = ’1(r1)’1(r2)�singlet: (6)
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FIG .1:Com parison ofdi�erentHF energiesforquantum -dot

Helium with the exact ground state energy vs.the coupling

constant�.

This restriction is also called closed-shellHF (CSHF),

because ifevery orbitalis�lled with spin up and down,

open shells are im possible. O ne sees from (5) that the

Slaterdeterm inantviolatesthesym m etryoftheproblem .

For two electrons the spin sym m etry is easily restored,

nam ely by a superposition of two Slater determ inants

with spin up/down and down/up.Forthepolarized case

Sz = 1,the totalspin is conserved,and the HF wave

function is a product ofa sym m etric spin function and

an antisym m etricorbitalfunction.

B . D i�erent H F approxim ations

W e now com parethe energiesofdi�erentHF approx-

im ations with the results ofan exact diagonalization.6

First we consider the case Sz = 0. The m ost general

ansatz for the HF orbitalsis the UHF state (4),a spin

dependentexpansion with arbitrary angularm om entum .

Lessgeneralis the RHF ansatz,where angularm om en-

tum is preserved. And stillless generalis CSHF (6),

when we force the two electrons to occupy two identi-

cal(rotationally sym m etric)orbitals. In Fig.1 one can

clearly see the im portance ofbreaking the sym m etry to

obtain lowerHF energies.Up to � � 1 allthreem ethods

give nearly the sam e result. Up to � � 3 the closed-

shellenergy isequalto theRHF energy.In otherwords:

From this point on the two RHF orbitalsare no longer

identical.Asexpected the UHF energy islowest.

In Fig.2 weshow thedi�erencesoftheRHF and UHF

energiesfrom theenergy oftheexactground statewhich

is the singlet. For Sz = 1 one needs two di�erent or-

bitals,there isno CSHF.The UHF m ethod giveslower

energiesthan RHF,butthegain in energyisnotasbigas

0 2 4 6 8 10
λ

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

∆E

S =1 exact
S

z
=0 UHF

S
z
=1 UHF

S
z
=0 RHF

S
z
=1 RHF

FIG .2:Absoluteenergy di�erenceswith respectto theexact

S = 0 ground state �E = E S � E
exact

G S .Above � � 4 the two

UHF energiesare nearly the sam e.

in the unpolarized case.Interestingly,the UHF energies

becom e spin independent with increasing �: they agree

within about0:3% ,the Sz = 1 state issom ewhatlower

than the Sz = 0 state. The exactenergies m erge m ore

slowly:for� = 20 the energy di�erence between singlet

and tripletisstillabout1% .NotethattheRHF energies

failto becom e spin independent for large �,as can be

seen from Fig.2. O fcourse,one expects spin indepen-

dentenergiesin the classicallim itoflocalized electrons

withoutoverlap.

C . U H F one-particle densities

Now we wantto havea closerlook atthe one-particle

density which isjustthe sum ofthe densitiesofthe two

orbitals,nH F(r)= j’1(r)j
2 + j’2(r)j

2.

In Figs. 3 and 4 we show this density for di�erent

values ofthe coupling param eter �. Already for a rel-

atively sm all� we detect two azim uthalm axim a. The

density isstrongly anisotropic which isdue to the sym -

m etry breaking. In the case ofSz = 1 the two m axim a

are m ore distinct as a consequence of the Pauliprin-

ciple: spin-polarized electrons are m ore strongly corre-

lated.However,thedirectinterpretation ofthetwo dips

aslocalized electronsisquestionable.W ith increasing �

theazim uthalm odulation �rstdecreases,butfor� & 8 (

� & 10forSz = 1)itincreasesagain.Forvery high � the

densitiesbecom ealm ostspin independent.A closerview

revealsthatthe azim uthalm axim a arem oredistinctfor

the case Sz = 0. Thisarisesfrom the exchange term in

theHF energy:itlowerstheenergyforstronginteraction

and overlapping spin-polarized orbitals.

W hile the azim uthalm odulation is an artifact ofthe

HF m ethod,the densities display correctly a m inim um

in thecenterwhich getsdeeperwith strongerinteraction.
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FIG .3:Shadowed contourplotsoftheUHF one-particleden-

sities n
H F

for N = 2,Sz = 0. O ne contour corresponds to

1=10 ofthe m axim aldensity.(a)� = 2,(b)� = 6,(c)� = 8,

(d)� = 20.

FIG .4: UHF one-particle densities for N = 2,Sz = 1. (a)

� = 2,(b)� = 6,(c)� = 8,(d)� = 20.

FIG .5: Pairs ofrealUHF orbitals for N = 2,Sz = 1. (a),

(b)at� = 2,(c),(d)at� = 10.

Also,the m axim a are in very good agreem entwith the

classicalpositionsra =
3

p
�=4 (seeAppendix A).

D . U H F orbitals and orbitalenergies

In orderto understand the form ofthe UHF densities

it is usefulto have a closer look at the UHF orbitals.

ForSz = 0 we�nd two orbitalsthatareexactly com plex

conjugate,’1 = ’�2. This can be seen by studying the

expansion coe�cientsu nM in Eq.(4)and m eansthatthe

Slaterdeterm inantissym m etricundertim e reversal.

For Sz = 1 the two orbitals depicted in Fig.5 are

alwaysdi�erentand can be chosen real. For� = 2 one

can stillinterprettheorbitalsin theenergy shellpicture

ofRHF:the�rstorbitalis(approxim ately)round,S-like,

and the second oneisdum bbellform ed,P-like.27

Forvery high � & 14thereisasim plerelation between

theorbitalsforthetwo spin polarizations:forSz = 1 we

m ay chooseboth orbitalsrealand then we�nd

’
S= 0
1=2 �

1
p
2
(’S= 11 � i’

S= 1
2 ): (7)

In thisfashion,we see that’S= 0
1=2

arecom plex conjugate

and approxim ately orthonorm al.

To shed m ore light on this behaviorwe consider also

the orbitalenergies.W e startwith the HF Ham iltonian

in the HF basisforSz = 1
�
"1 0

0 "2

�

=

�
h11 + w1212 0

0 h22 + w1212

�

: (8)
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FIG .6: UHF Conditionalprobability density n
H F
(xjy) for

N = 2,Sz = 1.In theupperrow y = (2;0)(x)(a)� = 2,(b)

� = 6.Lowerrow y = (0;2)(x)(c)� = 2,(d)� = 10.

Here, we use the notation hij = hijhjji and wijkl =

(ijjwjkl)form atrix elem entsin theHF basis(seeRef.6).

W hen weapply the unitary transform (7)

1

2

�
1 i

1 � i

� �
"1 0

0 "2

� �
1 1

� i i

�

=

�
U � t

� t U

�

= H 2

(9)

we obtain a two-state Ham iltonian H 2,with on-site en-

ergy U = (h11 + h22 + 2w1212)=2 and tunnel splitting

t= (h22 � h11)=2. Thereby, we have m apped the HF

Ham iltonian on a lattice problem .Itisintuitive thatfor

strong interaction the two electrons localize, and thus

a tight-binding approach should becom e physically cor-

rect. Thisisalso the case forlargerelectron num beras

discussed below.

E. U H F tw o-particle densities

Next we exam ine the conditionalprobability density

(CPD)for�nding oneelectron atx,underthecondition

thatanotherelectron is aty. Forquantum -dotHelium

and Sz = 0 the CPD reads

n
H F(xjy)=

j’1(x)j
2j’2(y)j

2 + j’1(y)j
2j’2(x)j

2

nH F(y)
: (10)

Now,since we found com plex conjugate orbitals,’1 =

’�2, we have nH F(xjy) = nH F(x), i.e. the conditional

probability density isindependentofthecondition.This

isnotreally astonishing,becausewithin the HF m ethod

two electronsare only correlated by the exchange term ,

which vanisheshere.28

For Sz = 1 the orbitals are di�erent from each other

and the CPD isgiven by

n
H F(xjy)= fj’1(x)j

2j’2(y)j
2 + j’1(y)j

2j’2(x)j
2

� 2Re[’�1(x)’2(x)’1(y)’
�

2(y)]g=n
H F(y): (11)

In Fig.6 weshow contourplotsofUHF CPDsfordif-

ferentcoupling constants and given positions y. In the

upper row,for y = (2;0), we �nd for sm all� = 2 a

suggestive result: the density has a single m axim um at

a distinct distance from the �xed coordinate y. W ith

increasing �,however,weobtain two m axim a,which de-

velop m ore and m ore and are not at alllocated at the

classicalposition.

The situation is likewise irritating when one chooses

y = (0;2) as �xed coordinate (lower row). W hile the

exact CPD is rotationally sym m etric when both x and

y arerotated,theUHF CPD doesnotrespectthissym -

m etry.Thereason forthisliesin thesym m etry breaking

which cannot com pletely account for correlations. The

UHF Slaterdeterm inantisdeform ed and derived quanti-

tiesdo notnecessarily havea directphysicalm eaning,{

exceptforthe UHF energy which isa true upperbound

forthe exactenergy.

IV . U N R EST R IC T ED H A R T R EE-FO C K FO R

H IG H ER ELEC T R O N N U M B ER S

In this section we show further results of UHF cal-

culations,nam ely energiesand densities for up to eight

electrons(B = 0). M any e�ectsare sim ilarto whatwe

have already seen fortwo electrons,forexam ple the er-

rorsofthe UHF energiesand theirspin dependence.An

interesting phenom enon shown by the UHF densities is

the even-odd e�ectdiscussed below.

A . U H F energies

ForN > 2 we com parethe UHF energieswith results

ofa Q uantum M onte Carlo (Q M C)sim ulation by Egger

etal.17 These resultswere obtained fora very low tem -

perature T = 0:1~!=kB. The Q M C energies are always

below the HF energies and can therefore be considered

ase�ectivezero tem peraturereferencepoints.

For N = 3 Q M C,a sem iclassicalanalysis,16 as well

asan exactdiagonalization study21 predicta transition

from the S = 1=2 ground statein theweakly interacting

case to a S = 3=2 ground state for� & 4. W ithin UHF

thistransition occursalready near� = 2. In Fig.7 one

can see that the relative error for Sz = 3=2 is sm all,

less than 3% . In the non-polarized case the error is

higher,about 7% for� & 2. W ith increasing N and �

the relative errorbecom es sm allerbecause the absolute

energiesarehigher.
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FIG . 7: Relative error of the UHF energy (E
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S �

E
Q M C

S
)=E
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S
forN = 3 vs.coupling constant�.

2 4 6 8
λ

0

1

2

∆Ε
 S=2 QMC

S=3 QMC
S=4 QMC
S=1 UHF
S=2 UHF
S=3 UHF
S=4 UHF

N=8

FIG .8: Absolute energy di�erences from the Q M C ground

state,�E = E S � E
Q M C

G S
foreightelectronsand variousspins

vs.coupling constant�.

In Fig.8 weshow theabsoluteenergy di�erencesfrom

theQ M C ground stateforeightelectrons.Forinterm edi-

ate valuesof� the UHF energiesbecom e already nearly

spin independent,whereas the Q M C energies approach

thissem iclassicalbehaviorm oreslowly.Forstrongerin-

teraction the HF ground state is always spin-polarized.

Thus the UHF m ethod can notresolve the correctspin

ordering ofthe energies.

For N = 8 the Q M C m ethod predicts a crossover of

the totalspin from S = 1 to S = 2 near � = 4. The

UHF m ethod �nds a polarized ground state with S = 4

for � & 4. There,however,the energy di�erences for

di�erentspinsarealready quite sm all.

FIG .9: Even-odd e�ect of the UHF one-particle densities

n
H F

for � = 6,di�erent electron num bers N and polarized

spin Sz = N =2.(a)N = 3,(b)N = 4,(c)N = 5,(d)N = 8.

O ne can conclude that the UHF Slater determ inant

with �xed spin structure givesa ratherpoordescription

of the totalm any-electron wave function. Essentially,

UHF renders the properties ofthe spin-polarized solu-

tion forlarger�.Thiscan also beseen in theUHF den-

sities,which becom espin independentforlargerinterac-

tion (see below). Finally,we brie
y m ention the RHF

results:thereforlarge� theHF energiesdo notbecom e

spinindependent,buttheenergiesforlowerspinsarecon-

siderably higher.Forlarge� RHF givesa poorestim ate

ofthe ground stateenergy.

B . H F densities: Even-odd e�ect

In this subsection we consider the UHF densities for

higher electron num bers. W e �rst show in Fig.9 the

densitiesforratherstrong coupling constant� = 6,var-

iouselectron num bersN and Sz = N =2. Above thisin-

teraction strength the UHF densities are essentially the

sam eforallSz (exceptforN = 2,seeabove)and do not

changequalitatively with increasing �.

Surprisingly, only for som e N does one obtain a

m olecule-like structure,i.e.an azim uthalm odulation as

seen for two electrons. For three and �ve electrons the

density isapparently rotationally sym m etricand also for

eightelectrons,wherewehaveapronounced m axim um in

the center. The expected m olecule-like structure shows

up only forN = 2 and 4. Thus,when we consideralso

N = 6;7 (see below)we recognize thatazim uthalm ax-
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im aoccuronlyforan evennum berofelectronsperspatial

shell. In stating thiswe wantto em phasize,thatallthe

densitiesshown belong to sym m etry breaking,deform ed

Slaterdeterm inants.

This even-odd e�ect is also surprising,because UHF

calculationsforquantum dotsin a strongm agnetic�eld4

found m olecule-like densities for all electron num bers,

and frequently a m agnetic �eld leads to sim ilar e�ects

asa strongerinteraction.W ealso haveperform ed calcu-

lationswith am agnetic�eld thatreproducethedensities

ofRef.4 and show thatthe m olecule-like structure dis-

appearsforodd N forvanishing �eld.29

A physicalexplanation oftheeven-odd e�ectcom bines

thegeom etryoftheclassicalsystem with thesym m etryof

quantum m echanics.15 Considertheexactspin-polarized

N -electron wave function 	 N for the W igner m olecule

case.Dueto thestrongCoulom b repulsion,theelectrons

m ove on an N -fold equilateralpolygon (for N < 6;for

N = 6 one electron enters the center of the dot). A

rotation by 2�=N therefore correspondsto a cyclic per-

m utation

exp

�
2�i

N
L
tot
z

�

	 N = (� 1)N � 1 	 N ; (12)

where we have used that a cyclic perm utation of an

even (odd) num ber of electrons is odd (even). From

Eq. (12) the allowed total angular m om enta of the

W ignerm oleculecan beeasily read o�:foran odd num -

berofelectronsthem inim alangularm om entum iszero,

whereas it is nonzero and degenerate for an even elec-

tron num ber,e.g.M tot = � 2 for N = 4. Hence,the

UHF wave functions for N = 2;4;7 can be interpreted

as standing waves,i.e.superpositions ofopposite angu-

lar m om entum states. For odd num bers ofelectrons in

a spatialshellthere is no angular m om entum degener-

acy and therefore no standing wave and no m odulation

in the densities. W ith a sim ilar argum ent Hirose and

W ingreen14 explain thecharge-density-waveswhich they

found forodd num berofelectronsin theweakly interact-

ing regim efrom density functionalcalculations.

Equation (12)doesnothold anym ore when the spins

arenotpolarized,becausethe totalwavefunction isnot

a productofspin and orbitalwave functions. However,

within UHF we do not �x the exactspin but only sub-

spaceswith �xed Sz. ForSz < N =2 and strong interac-

tion the UHF solution m ainly rendersthe propertiesof

the spin-polarized solution,since the energies and den-

sities are essentially the sam e for � & 6. The even-odd

e�ectisthusnota physicale�ectbutan artifactofthe

UHF sym m etry breaking.Therefore greatcaution m ust

be taken when interpreting the UHF densities. In par-

ticular,the exactonsetofW ignercrystallization cannot

be determ ined reliably from UHF calculations.

C . C loser look at three electrons

As we have just discussed, for three electrons with

strong interaction we do not �nd the naively expected

density with three m axim a but a nearly round density.

W hen we plot the density ofFig.9(a) with m ore con-

tour lines (not shown) a tiny sixfold m odulation ofthe

density isdiscernible. Thiscan be understood by going

back to Eq.(12): afterM tot = 0 the nextallowed total

angular m om entum values are M tot = � 3,which give

rise to a standing wave with six m axim a. Thisbecom es

alsoclearfrom thedensitiesofthesingleorbitalsbuilding

the UHF single-particle density. In Fig.10 we show the

orbitaldensitiesfor� = 4 and � = 6. W e �nd a sixfold

orbital,as wellas two diam etrically oriented threefold

orbitals.O neclearly recognizeshow the sixfold m odula-

tion resultsfrom this.NotethattheHF orbitalsarenot

localized (forexam pleatthe anglesofa triangle).

At this point we wantto addressa related issue,the

uniquenessoftheHF orbitals.O necan easily show with

the help ofthe HF equationsthatHF orbitalswith the

sam espin arenolongerunique,ifthecorrespondingone-

particleenergies"i aredegenerate.In thiscase,any uni-

tary transform ation ofdegenerateorbitalsalsoful�llsthe

HF equations.In Fig.10,the energies"i aredegenerate

for the two states (b),(c) and (e),(f). Therefore these

two orbitalsareno longeruniquely determ ined,{ in ad-

dition to the orientationaldegeneracy ofthe totalSlater

determ inant which isphysically obvious.

Now,wewanttohaveacloserlook on theorbitalener-

gies:itisnaturalto presum ethattheirdegeneraciesare

asignatureofW ignercrystallization,i.e.thegeom etry of

the W ignerm olecule. Forstrong interaction one should

be able to representthe system asa lattice problem on

an equilateraltriangle. The corresponding Ham iltonian

forN = 3,Sz = 3=2 reads

H 3 =

0

@
U � t � t

� t U � t

� t � t U

1

A ; (13)

whereU istheon-siteenergy and tisthe tunneling m a-

trix elem entbetween localized states.Theeigenvaluesof

H 3 are"1 = U � 2tand twice"2=3 = U + twhich isin fact

the degeneracy ofthe UHF orbitalenergies(Fig.10).

O n the other hand, for Sz = 1=2 the tight-binding

Ham iltonian involves tunneling only between the two

spin up statesand takesthe form

H
0

3 =

0

@
U � t 0

� t U 0

0 0 U

1

A : (14)

The eigenvaluesare "1=2 = U � t(spin up)and "3 = U

(spin down). W ith UHF for � = 6 we �nd "1 = 6:65,

"2 = 7:10 and "3 = 6:87,which hasto becom pared with

theorbitalenergiesforthepolarized stategiven in Fig.10

and yieldst� 0:22.Forlarger� theagreem entbecom es

better,e.g.for� = 12 we �nd "1 = 10:140,"2 = 10:309
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FIG .10: UHF orbitaldensities j’ij
2
(i = 1;2;3) for N = 3 and Sz = 3=2. Upper row � = 4,lower row � = 6. For the

single-particle energieswe obtain (a)"1 = 4:92 and (b),(c)"2 = "3 = 5:84;(d)"1 = 6:44 and (e),(f)"2 = "3 = 7:11.

and "3 = 10:224 for Sz = 1=2,while "1 = 10:06 and

"2=3 = 10:313 for Sz = 3=2,which gives t � 0:084 in

both cases.

D . Lattice H am iltonian and localized orbitals

For large � the HF Ham iltonian has the sam e eigen-

values as a lattice Ham iltonian. Thus, there m ust be

one-to-one correspondence between these two. Rem em -

ber,however,thatHF isa one-particlepicture and thus

thetightbindingHam iltonian describesoneparticlehop-

ping on a grid. The HF Ham iltonian is diagonalin the

HF basis(4),

hijhjji+

NX

k

(ikjwjjk)= "i�ij : (15)

Now,iftheeigenvalues"i coincidewith thoseofa lattice

Ham iltonian,e.g.H 3 in (13),this m eans that we have

to transform the UHF orbitals with the inverse ofthe

orthogonaltransform ation which diagonalizesthelattice

Ham iltonian topassovertolocalized orbitals.TheSlater

determ inant is not changed when we transform am ong

occupied orbitals,30

jpi=

NX

i

o
i
p jii : (16)

In thisnew basisthe HF equationsread

NX

q

�
hpjhjqi+

NX

r

(prjwjqr)
	
o
i
q = "io

i
p : (17)

Now, in the basis jpi, we should have non vanishing

hpjhjqionly fornearestneighbors31 and thecontribution

ofthe two-particle m atrix elem entshould essentially be

given by the direct term ,i.e.diagonalelem ents ofthe

Coulom b interaction.Then (17)reducesto

NX

q

�
hpjhjqi+ �pq

NX

r

(prjwjpr)
	
o
i
q = "io

i
p ; (18)

which isnow ofthe form ofa lattice Ham iltonian.

W e now present strong num erical evidence for this

connection between the UHF Ham iltonian and a lattice

Ham iltonian forN = 4and 5which arethesim plestcases

ofelectronson a ring.ForN = 4,Sz = 2 we have

H 4 =

0

B
@

U � t 0 � t

� t U � t 0

0 � t U � t

� t 0 � t U

1

C
A ; (19)

with the eigenvalues "1 = U � 2t,"2=3 = U and "4 =

U + 2t. The eigenvectorsofH 4 determ ine the transfor-

m ation (16). Applying this transform ation to the HF

Ham iltonian, as we did in (9), we obtain for � = 8

an Ham iltonian ofthe form (19) with U = 10:924 and
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t = 0:195. The next nearest neighbor hopping m atrix

elem ent (hopping along the diagonalof the square) is

t� = 2"2 � "1 � "4 = 0:003,which isindeed very sm all.

Likewisewecan determ inethelatticeHam iltoniansfor

other electron num bers and spin con�gurations and we

havecollected resultsfortand U forstrongerinteraction

up to � = 20.ForN = 4,Sz = 1 thelatticeHam iltonian

reads

H
0

4 =

0

B
@

U � t 0 0

� t U � t 0

0 � t U 0

0 0 0 U

1

C
A ; (20)

with the eigenvalues "1 = U �
p
2t,"2 = U and "3 =

U +
p
2t (spin up) and "4 = U (spin down),while for

N = 4,Sz = 0 wehave

H
00

4 =

0

B
@

U � t 0 0

� t U 0 0

0 0 U � t

0 0 � t U

1

C
A ; (21)

with "1=2 = U � t(spin up),"3=4 = U � t(spin down).

Here,wehavetoassum ethatthefourstatesareoccupied

with two pairsofnearestneighborparallelspinsin order

to obtain agreem entwith theUHF orbitalenergies.The

valuesoftweobtain in thisway forthethreespin states

Sz = 0;1;2 agreewithin 1% for� = 8 .

For N = 5 we have a pentagon and again three dif-

ferentspin states.ForSz = 5=2 the lattice Ham iltonian

with nearestneighborhopping is

H 5 =

0

B
B
B
@

U � t 0 0 � t

� t U � t 0 0

0 � t U � t 0

0 0 � t U � t

� t 0 0 � t U

1

C
C
C
A

; (22)

with theeigenvalues"1 = U � 2t,"2=3 = U + t(1�
p
5)=2

and "4=5 = U + t(1+
p
5)=2,whileforSz = 3=2 wehave

H
0

5 =

0

B
B
B
@

U � t 0 0 0

� t U � t 0 0

0 � t U � t 0

0 0 � t U 0

0 0 0 0 U

1

C
C
C
A

; (23)

with "1=2 = U � t(
p
5� 1)=2,"3=4 = U + t(

p
5 � 1)=2

(spin up)and "5 = U (spin down).Finally forSz = 1=2

wehave

H
00

5 =

0

B
B
B
@

U 0 0 0 0

0 U � t 0 0

0 � t U 0 0

0 0 0 U 0

0 0 0 0 U

1

C
C
C
A

; (24)

with the eigenvalues "1=3 = U � t, "2 = U (spin up)

and "4=5 = U (spin down). Note thathere the valuesof

1 3 5 7
λ2/3

N=2
N=3
N=4
N=5

0.60

0.10

0.02

t

FIG .11: Log-linear plotoftunnelm atrix elem enttvs. �
2=3

forvariouselectron num bers.For� � 8 the line ofbest�tis

shown.

the UHF orbitalenergiessuggesta m odelwith only two

nearestneighborparallelspins.For� = 6 thevaluesoft

forallthree spin statescoincide within 1% .

Figure 11 sum m arizes our �ndings about the tunnel

m atrix elem ents. Reference 16 predictst/ exp(�
p
rs),

wherers isthenearestneighbordistanceoftheelectrons

m easured in units of the e�ective Bohr radius. Since

classically rs / �4=3 (cf.Appendix A) we plot lntver-

sus �2=3. For � & 8 we �nd indeed a linear behavior.

For lower �,the tunneling m atrix elem ent is not really

de�ned,since the lattice m odelisnotappropriate. The

tunneling m atrix elem ent is largest for N = 2 because

twoelectronsarealwaysclosest(seeAppendix A).Three

electronsalwayshavethesm allestvalueoftbecausethe

corresponding equilateraltrianglehasa longersidethan

the square and the pentagon. Forhigherelectron num -

bers one electron enters the center ofthe dot,and the

UHF spectra arem orecom plicatebutstillshow thetyp-

icaldegeneracies.However,now the lattice Ham iltonian

hasvarioustunneling constantsand on-siteenergies.

E. Seven-electron W igner m olecule

Seven classicalelectrons form a equilateralhexagon

with onecentralelectron,which isafragm entofahexag-

onal lattice. In Fig. 12 we show UHF densities for

N = 7 starting with a sm all�.TheUHF ground stateis

Sz = 1=2 up to � . 3,then spin-polarized.In Fig.12(a)

for � = 1 we see a fourfold m odulated density. How is

thatpossible forseven electrons? The answeristhatin

this case the energy shellpicture ofthe harm onic oscil-

lator is stillvalid: six electrons are just a shellclosure
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FIG .12: O ne-particle densitiesfor the UHF ground state of

N = 7 electrons. (a) � = 1,(b) � = 2,both Sz = 1=2. (c)

� = 4,(d)� = 10,both Sz = 7=2.

and thenextelectron isputin thenew shellin an orbital

with m axim alangularm om entum .Thisangularm om en-

tum isM = � 2and from thesuperposition oneobtainsa

fourfold standing wave(cf.Ref.14). Here,the energy is

basically thesam easin RHF,buttheSlaterdeterm inant

breaksthe sym m etry.

W ith increasing interaction strength a W igner

m olecule is form ed with one electron in the center and

six in the surrounding ring [Fig.12(b)-(c)]. W e want

to em phasize that the UHF densities m irror the classi-

calshell�lling. This can even be quanti�ed: the posi-

tionsofthem axim a (even in the’round’densities)agree

verywellwith theclassicalcon�gurationsin Appendix A.

From the UHF density the nearestneighbordistance ~rs
can bedeterm ined.Forexam plefrom Fig.12(d)we�nd

~rs � 3:0,which isalso the classicalvalue. Here we have

to takeinto accountthatwem easurelength in oscillator

units.Frequently,oneisinterested in thedensity param -

eter rs given in e�ective Bohr radii.32 Then Fig.12(d)

givesrs = ~rsl0=a
�

B = �~rs � 30.The rs valueswe obtain

in this way agree also wellwith the results ofRef.17.

There rs is determ ined from the �rst m axim um ofthe

two-particlecorrelation function.

V . U N R EST R IC T ED H A R T R EE-FO C K W IT H A

M A G N ET IC FIELD

In this section we want to present som e calculations

with am agnetic�eld orthogonaltotheplaneofthequan-

tum dot. Thissystem hasbeen discussed extensively in

theliterature,especially in connection with thequantum

Halle�ect. UHF calculations by M �uller and K oonin4

haveshown a m agnetic �eld induced W igner crystalliza-

tion. However,they only considered the lim iting case

ofa strong m agnetic �eld and therefore included in the

basis for expanding the UHF orbitals only states from

thelowestLandau level(Fock-Darwin levelswith n = 0).

The high �eld case hasalso been studied by Palacioset

al.2 and Ruan et al.18,19,20 To study sm aller m agnetic

�elds,ourbasisisbetter adjusted to the problem . Itis

intuitively clear,that electrons are further localized by

the m agnetic �eld. Indeed,forsu�ciently strong �elds,

we do not�nd an even-odd e�ectforUHF densitiesbut

m olecule-likedensitiesforallelectron num bers.

Num erically,thanksto the sim ilarform ofthe Ham il-

tonian (2)to theonewithoutm agnetic�eld,thegeneral-

ization ofourUHF codeisstraightforward.However,the

m agnetic �eld breaks tim e reversalsym m etry,left and

rightturning solutionsareno longerenergetically degen-

erate. Therefore in the expansion ofthe UHF orbitals

(4)wehaveto usecom plex coe�cients.

W e�rstconsiderthreeelectronsand alargeinteraction

param eter� = 10. This m eans that we have a shallow

quantum dotwhere the Coulom b interaction dom inates

and the m agnetic �eld isrelatively weak. In Fig.13 we

display the evolution ofthe UHF one-particle densities

with increasing m agnetic �eld strength ~!c = !c=! at

�xed �. This is not exactly the physicalsituation,cor-

responding to a quantum dot exposed to an increasing

m agnetic �eld, since the coupling constant � becom es

sm allerwith increasing �eld.Here wejustwantto show

that a m agnetic �eld does not have the sam e e�ect on

the UHF density asa strong interaction.

In Fig.13(d)we see three distinct,localized electrons

in the UHF density. The three single orbitaldensities

have nearly the sam e form . They are thus sim ilar to

the orbitalschosen in Ref.8. W ith decreasing m agnetic

�eld strength the m axim a in azim uthaldirection vanish

slowly,untilwe have again a nearly round density for

!c = 0asin Fig.9(a).Thedensity in Fig.13(a)hasbeen

obtained from an initialguesswith threefold sym m etry.

Therefore we can be sure that we have not obtained a

localm inim um butthe true HF ground state.

Asasecond exam pleweshow theevolution oftheUHF

density ofsix electronsatinterm ediatecoupling strength

� = 3:2. W ithout m agnetic �eld the density is round,

Fig.14(a),and with a weak m agnetic �eld �vefold with

a centralelectron,Figs. 14(b),(c). Rem arkably,for in-

term ediatem agnetic�eld ~!c � 1:::1:5,theUHF ground

state hasa perfectly round density,Fig.14(d),and also

a rotationally sym m etric Slater determ inant. This is

theso-called m axim um -density-dropletofM acDonald et

al.,23 wheretheelectronsoccupy thelowestorbitalswith

increasing angular m om entum . Here the orbitals with

M = 0,1,2,3,4,5 are occupied,and the UHF solution is

identicalto theRHF solution with totalangularm om en-

tum M tot = 15.



11

FIG . 13: Evolution of the UHF one-particle densities for

N = 3,Sz = 3=2 and � = 10 with increasing m agnetic �eld

strength ~!c = !c=!. (a) ~!c = 0,(b) ~!c = 0:5,(c) ~!c = 1:5,

(d) ~!c = 2:5.

Finally,in Fig.14(e)forstrong m agnetic�eld wehave

a distinctly localized �vefold W igner m olecule. Figure

14(f)for ~!c = 2:5 showsa sixfold isom erwhich ishigher

in energy by 0.009 than the �vefold ground state.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N

In conclusion,we havediscussed the propertiesofun-

restricted Hartree-Fock (UHF)calculationsforelectrons

in a quantum dot,focusing on the regim e ofstrong cor-

relations, when the electrons begin to form a W igner

m olecule. The UHF energies are good estim ates ofthe

true ground-state energies,especially for the polarized

states,even at strong interaction. In this regim e,the

UHF energies becom e nearly spin independent, faster

than it is the case for the true energies. However,the

energy di�erences between di�erent spin states cannot

be resolved correctly by UHF,the polarized state isun-

physically favored forstrongerinteraction.

Regarding the interpretation of other quantities ob-

tained from theUHF Slaterdeterm inant,wehaveshown

that considerable caution m ust be taken: we �nd de-

form ed densities in the regim e ofinterm ediate interac-

tion � � 1:::4.Forstrongerinteraction thedensitiesare

azim uthally m odulated for an even num ber ofelectrons

perspatialshell,and round foran odd num berpershell.

Theonsetofthism odulation isenhanced within UHF,so

thatUHF leadsto an overestim ation ofthe value ofthe

criticaldensity forthecrossoverto theW ignerm olecule.

W ewantto em phasizethattheeven-odd e�ectwefound

isan artifactofthesym m etrybreakingofUHF and arises

from a degeneracy ofstateswith opposite totalangular

m om entum .

For very strong interaction,we have shown that the

UHF Ham iltonian correspondsto a tight-binding m odel

ofa particle hopping between the sites of the W igner

m olecule. From the UHF orbitalenergies we have ob-

tained the hopping m atrix elem ents. This correspon-

denceexplainswhy theUHF energiesbecom enearly spin

independentwhich isexpected forlocalized electronsand

wasnotfound with restricted HF.

The m axim a ofthe UHF densities m irror the classi-

cal�lling schem e with the electrons arranged in spatial

shells.In contrast,the UHF two particledensity (condi-

tionalprobability density)hasno directphysicalm ean-

ing,because the UHF m ethod can nottake correlations

properly into account.Finally,in a strong m agnetic�eld

the UHF densitiesare alwaysm olecule-like and there is

no even-odd e�ect.

Thenum ericalcom plexity oftheUHF m ethod iscom -

parable to the frequently used density-functional ap-

proach. However,as shown here,UHF has the advan-

tageto cope also with the strongly interacting lim itand

givesfurther physicalinsightin thatcase. For the tiny

energy di�erenceswhich determ ine the spin ordering or

the addition energies at � & 2 one has to em ploy the

com putationally m ore expensive quantum M onte Carlo

m ethods.
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A P P EN D IX A :C O N FIG U R A T IO N S O F

C LA SSIC A L P O IN T C H A R G ES

In TableA wegivetheclassicalcon�gurationsforup to

seven 2D electronsin a parabolic con�nem entpotential

with zero m agnetic �eld. ra isthe distance ofthe outer

electronsfrom thecenterm easured in oscillatorlength l0.

rs isthe nearestneighbordistance m easured in e�ective

Bohrradiia�B . Energiesare given in unitsof~!. These

quantitiesdepend only on N and �.

ForN = 5 and 6 we specify isom erswith higherener-

gies.Dueto theclassicalvirialtheorem thereisa sim ple

relationship between theenergyand ra.W hen wedenote

thedistanceofthei-th electron from thecenterby ri,we

have

E =
3

2

NX

i= 1

r
2
i : (A1)
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FIG .14:Evolution oftheUHF one-particle density forN = 6,Sz = 3 and � = 3:2 with increasing m agnetic �eld strength,(a)

~!c = 0,(b) ~!c = 0:1,(c) ~!c = 0:5,(d) ~!c = 1,(e) ~!c = 2,(f) ~!c = 2:5.In (f)sixfold isom erwith energy E
�

H F = 45:182.
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