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W e present detailed resuls of U nrestricted H artreeFock (UHF) calculations for up to eight elec-
trons in a parabolic quantum dot. The UHF energies are shown to provide rather accurate estin ates
of the ground-state energy in the entire range of param eters from high densities w ith shellm odel

characteristics to low densities with W igner m olecule features.

To elicidate the signi cance of

breaking the rotational sym m etry, we com pare Restricted HartreeFock RHF) and UHF . W hilke
UHF symm etry breaking adm its lower ground-state energies, m isconceptions in the interpretation
of UHF densities are pointed out. An analysis of the orbital energies show s that for very strong
Interaction the UHF H am iltonian is equivalent to a tight-binding H am iltonian. This explains why
the UHF energies becom e nearly spin independent in 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 of the
W ignerm olcule. In a weak transversalm agnetic eld this even-odd e ect disappears.

PACS numbers: 73211La,31.15Ne,71.10H £

I. NTRODUCTION

In the present work we discuss properties, predictions,
and lin itations of Hartree¥Fock #HF) calculations for
quantum dots. This method has a long tradition in
atom ic and nuclear physics, is application to quantum
dots is therefore ngijugil,and, has been discussed In var-
ious recent papersf22£248248 A s we will dem onstrate,
som e of the conclusions drawn on the basis of HF cal-
culations are not based on m grounds. This is in par-
ticular the case, when the HF wave functions are used
to describe charge distrbutions in a quantum dot. On
the other hand, Unrestricted Hartreefock (UHF) will
be shown to give rather reliable estim ates for the ground
state energies.

W hile quantum dotsm ay be considered as tunable ar—
ti cial atom s, the electron density can be much an aller
than in rgal atom s and correlations play a m ore prom i-
nent rok? This iswhy for quantum dotsthe HF m ethod
has to be regarded with care. In this work we focus
on the crossover from weak to strong Coulomb interac—
tion, ie. from higher to lower electronic densities. This
is equivalent to weakening the extemal con nem ent po—
tential for a given host m aterial of the quantum dot.

T he physics of this crossover can be sketched as fol-
Iows: In the case of weak Interaction (high densiy) a
one-particlke picture is valid: E lectrons are lled Into the
energy shells of the two dim ensional isotropic ham onic
oscillator. Here, the .@ppropr:iate m ethod is R estricted
HartreeFock RHF)E? where every orbital belongs to
an energetic shell and has good orbialm om entum . This
shell 1ling w ith Hunpd’s rule hasbeen probed experin en—
tally in small dotsld I the case of strong interaction
(low density) one can no lopger stay within this sinple
one-partick picture: W igner} has shown that fr strong
correlation the ground state of the 2D electron gas is
described by localized electrons, representing a classical
hexagonal crystal. A ccordingly, in this Im it the elec—
trons in the dot form a an allcrystal, a socalled W igner

m olecule, and the picture of energetic shells is no longer
m eaningfiil. O ne has to in prove the HF approxin ation
by passing over to UHF which m eans that the space of
the HF trialwave fiinctions isextended. The UHF Slater
determm inant low ers the energy by breaking the sym m etry
ofthe problem , ie. spatialand spin rotationalinvariance.
T his com plicates the Interpretation ofthe UHF solution.

For very strong interaction UHF is also expected to
give reasonable results because a one-particle picture of
localized orbitald" should m odel the W igner m olkcule
quite well. In fact, the UHF energies becom e nearly
soin independent, while this is not the case wih RHF.
W e show that the UHF Ham iltonian for strong interac—
tion has the sam e spectrum as a tight-binding H am ilto—
nian of a particle hopping between the sites ofa W igner
molecule. The hopping matrix elem ents and on-site
energies can be extracted from the UHF orbial ener-
gies. The localization-delocalization transition has al-
ready-been probed expermm entally in larger quantum
dots?3 so W ignerm olecule spectroscopy is w ithin reach
of current technology.

An incomplte account of our results has been pre-
sented in an earlier short com m unication £ p Here, we dis—
cuss in detail the two-electron problem and present an
elaborate analysis of the lim it of strong interaction. In
Sect. ]Z[ we shortly recall the m odel and m ethod. In
Sect. -]I[ we obtaln explicit results for quantum -dot He-
lum that already show m any featuresofHF solutions for
higher electron num bers presented in Sect.iVi. In Sect.{!
we also discuss the e ect ofa m agnetic eld.

II. HAM ILTONIAN AND HARTREE-FOCK
APPROXIM ATION

In this work we follow the notation and m ethod pre-
sented in our earlier artick? or zerom agnetic eld. The
Ham iltonian ofan isotropic parabolic quantum dot w ih

) 1,"-1
m agnetic eld reads (seeeg.Refs. m,b.ﬁ,-d,ﬂ,dﬂf,d,@,ﬂ&,ﬂél,
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w here the positions (m om enta) of the electrons are de—
noted by ry (@5). The e ective mass ism , and the
dielectric constant is . The vector potential of a ho—
m ogeneous m agnetic eld B orthogonal to the plane
of the quantum dot in symm etric gauge reads A (r) =
% ( y;%;0), and the corresponding cyclotron frequency
is!.= eB=m

Now we can Introduce oscillator units, and describe

system din ensionless: energies in unitgof ~!. =
~ 124 12=4 and lengths In units of }y = ~=m g
T hen the H am iltonian takes the fom
prl 1 I
H= (4t 1) LY+ , S
—1 2 2 2-e i< § Ti rjj
)

where we have introduced the dim ensionless coupling
constant

= h=a, = &’= b~! )

w ith the e ective Bohr radius a; . For example = 2
correspondsto ~!  3m eV foraGaA squantum dot. The
H am iltonian ('_2) is form ally the sam e as w ithout m ag—
netic eld, apart from an additional tem proportional
to the totalangularm om entum which scalesw ith the di-
mensionless param eterti . = !.=!, . Themaprpart
of our calculations presented below is for zero m agnetic
ed. -

Regarding the HF approxin ationi kt us recall the
expansion ofthe HF orbitals in temm s ofthe angularm o—
mentum gigenfunctions of the tw o-din ensionalham onic
oscillator?

hrii= ;@)= ul, rhM ;i @)

Here,M isthe angularand n the radialquantum num ber
of the Fock-D arw in basis. Each orbitalhas itsown xed
soin ;= 1=2,thism eansthere isno double occupancy
oforbitalsw ith soin up and down, but there are di erent
orbials fordi erent spins. T ths only the z-com ponent of
the totalspin is xed, S;°*= |, ; S,.Furthem ore,
the orbitals @) are in general no longer eigenfiinctions
ofthe oneparticle angularm om entum UHF).Therefore
the HF Slater detem inant is not an eigenstate of the
total angular m om entum L%, it breaks the symm etry
of the original H am iltonian 2 A nother possbility is to
give each orbitalia xed angulaymomentum M ;. W ith
this restriction one obtains RHFtx® which preserves the
totalangular m om entum but yields higher ground-state
energies. Still another possibility is to build a Slater de—
term inant of spatially localized orbitals for the strongly

2

Interacting cass-l_‘ or of multicenter localized orbitals in
high m agnetic eld® and vary these orbitals to m inin ize
the HF energy. O ur orbials are selfconsistent and are
best adapted to study the crossover from weak to strong
correlation.

In principle the ordentation ofthe deform ed sym m etry—
breaking HF solution is arbitrary. T his is due to the ro—
tational invariance of the original H am iltonian and can
be called ordentational degeneracy. The actualUHF so—
Jution found has a special ordentation and it depends on
the initial guess for the density m atrix. O ften but not
always the symm etry breaking is B anifested In the HF
singleparticle densty nF (r) = = L, J:i@)F. Fora
quantum dot In zero m agnetic eld, the Ham iltonian is
Invariant under tin e reversal. T'hus we can choose real
expansion coe cients ul, in ). However, then the
HF oneparticle density is always sym m etric to one axis.
Any arbitrary orientation can be obtained by applying
exp (1 LI°%) to the Slater determ inant.

ITII. UNRESTRICTED HARTREE-FOCK FOR

QUANTUM DOT HELIUM

In this section we present UHF energies and densities
for the tw o-electron quantum dot (quantum -dot H elium )
at zero m agnetic eld for ncreasing interaction strength

. This illustrates the basic concepts and properties of
the HF approxin ation, and reveals features that are also
In portant forhigher electron num bers. W e com parew ith
exact results obtained by diagonalization of the relative
motion. W ealso com parew ith the RHF m ethod, In order
to ilustrate the di erences to UHF .

The UHF two-electron problm hals been treated pre-
viously by Yannouleas and Landm anE However, we nd
som e deviations from their results. An extensive dis—
cussion ofthe RHF solution for quantum -dot Heluim at

2 can be found in Ref.:_i. Finally, we want to m en—
tion that the two-electron problem, has also an analytic
solution in tem s of a pow er series %4

A . Two-electron Slater determ inant

T he Slater determm inant for two electronswih S, = 0
is

HF 2 1

") 2 @) L 1) 2 @) &

NTF'_‘

)

Here we have displayed the orbialand spin parts of the
wave finction explicitly, * isthe spin of the i-th elec—
tron. The state HF isgenerally not an eigenstate of the
total spin SZ,. In order to obtain a singkt one has to
st ’1=",,and thus

BF = 71 (1) 1 (@€2) singlet: (6)
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FIG .1l: Com parison ofdi erent HF energies for quantum -dot
Helium wih the exact ground state energy vs. the coupling
constant

This restriction is also called closed-shell HF (CSHF),
because if every orbitalis lled wih spin up and down,
open shells are in possbl. O ne sees from (id) that the
Slater determ inant violatesthe sym m etry ofthe problem .
For two electrons the spin symm etry is easily restored,
nam ely by a superposition of two Slater determm nants
w ith spin up/down and down/up. For the polarized case
S, = 1, the total spin is conserved, and the HF wave
function is a product of a symm etric spin function and
an antisym m etric orbial function.

B. Dierent HF approxim ations

W e now com pare the energies of di erent HF approxy
in ations with the results of an exact diagonalization £
First we consider the case S, = 0. The most general
ansatz for the HF orbitals is the UHF state (EJ:), a spin
dependent expansion w ith arbitrary angularm om entum .
Less general is the RHF ansatz, where angular m om en—
tum is preserved. And still less general is CSHF (r_é),
when we force the two electrons to occupy two identi-
cal (rotationally sym m etric) orbitals. In Fjg.:}' one can
clearly see the In portance of breaking the sym m etry to
obtain ower HF energies. Up to 1 allthree m ethods
give nearly the same result. Up to 3 the closed-
shell energy is equalto the RHF energy. In other words:
From this point on the two RHF orbitals are no longer
dentical. A s expected the UHF energy is lowest.

In Fjg.:_Zwe show thedi erencesofthe RHF and UHF
energies from the energy ofthe exact ground state which
is the singlket. For S, = 1 one needs two di erent or-
bitals, there isno CSHF . The UHF m ethod gives lower
energiesthan RHF, but the gain in energy isnot asbigas
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FIG .2: Absolute energy di erences w ith respect to the exact
S=0ground state E =E s EJ¥".Above 4 thetwo
UHF energies are nearly the sam e.

In the unpolarized case. Interestingly, the UHF energies
becom e spin independent w ith increasing : they agree
w ithin about 0:3% , the S, = 1 state is som ewhat lower
than the S, = 0 state. The exact energies m erge m ore
sowly: for = 20 the energy di erence between singlet
and triplet is stillabout 1% . Note that the RHF energies
fail to becom e spin independent for large , as can be
seen from Fig. :2: O f course, one expects spin indepen-—
dent energies in the classical lim it of localized electrons
w ithout overlap.

C. UHF oneparticle densities

Now we want to have a closer look at the one-particle
density which is just the sum of the densities of the two
otbitals, nF )= J1 @)F+ 7. @ F.

In Figs. 3 and 4 we show this density for di erent
values of the coupling param eter . A lready for a rel-
atively amall we detect two azinuthalmaxina. The
density is strongly anisotropic which is due to the sym —
m etry breaking. In the case of S, = 1 thetwomaxina
are m ore distinct as a consequence of the Pauli prin—
ciple: spin-polarized electrons are m ore strongly corre-
lated. H owever, the direct interpretation of the two dips
as localized electrons is questionable. W ith Increasing
the azin uthalm odulation rst decreases,but for & 8 (

& 10 orS, = 1) i increasesagain. Forvery high the
densitiesbecom e aln ost goin independent. A closer view
reveals that the azin uthalm axin a are m ore distinct for
the case S, = 0. This arises from the exchange term in
the HF energy: i lowersthe energy for strong interaction
and overlapping spin-polarized orbitals.

W hile the azim uthalm odulation is an artifact of the
HF method, the densities display correctly a m inim um
In the centerw hich getsdesperw ith stronger interaction.
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FIG . 3: Shadowed contourplots ofthe UHF one-particle den—
sities n®f HrN = 2, S, = 0. One contour corresponds to

1=10 of them axin aldensity. @) =2, b) =6, (c) =8,
d) = 20.
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FIG.4: UHF oneparticlke densities for N =
=2,0) =6, =28 @d =20.
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FIG.5: Pairsof rral UHF orbitals forN = 2,S, = 1.
b)at =2, ©, d) at = 10.
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A lso, the m axin a are j@,very good agreem ent w ith the
classicalpositions ry = =4 (see AppendixA!).

D. UHF orbitals and orbital energies

In order to understand the form ofthe UHF densities
it is usefil to have a closer ook at the UHF orbials.
ForS, = Owe nd two orbitalsthat are exactly com plex
conjigate, "1 = ’,. This can be seen by studying the
expansion coe cientsu ,y Inh Eq. @) and m eans that the
Slater determ inant is sym m etric under tim e reversal.

For S, = 1 the two orbitals depicted in Fig. § are
always di erent and can be chosen real. For = 2 one
can still interpret the orbitals In the energy shell picture
ofRHF :the rstorbitalis (@pproxin ately) round, S-like,
and the second one is dum bbell om ed, P -like 27

Forvery high & 14 there isa sim ple relation between
the orbials or the two spin polarizations: for S, = 1 we
m ay choose both orbitals realand then we nd

rS=0
1

=2 ?_—(,1 i’§=1):

(7

In this fashion, we see that ’ f:zo are com plex conjigate
and approxin ately orthonomm al.

To shed m ore light on this behavior we consider also
the orbital energies. W e start w ith the HF Ham iltonian

In the HF basis forS, = 1

"0 hi1 + w1212 0

oow = 0 @

hoz + w212
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FIG. 6: UHF Conditional probability density n"F ) for
N =2,S,=1. In theupperrow y = (2;0) x) @ = 2, )
= 6.Lowerrow y = (0;2) x) ©¢0 =2, d) = 10.

Here, we use the notation hi; = hijh i and w1 =
({jw k1 form atrix elem ents in the HF ]?as:is (seeRef.@) .
W hen we apply the uniary transform @j)

i "0 11 U t
2 1 1 0" ii t U

we obtain a two-state H am iltonian H ,, w ith on-site en—
ergy U = (i1 + hpy + 2wi212)=2 and tunnel splitting
t= (ty, hi1)=2. Thereby, we have m apped the HF
Ham iltonian on a lattice problem It is intuitive that for
strong interaction the two electrons localize, and thus
a tight-binding approach should becom e physically cor—
rect. This is also the case for larger electron num ber as
discussed below .

E. UHF two-particle densities

Next we exam ine the condiional probability density
(CPD) for nding one electron at x, under the condition
that another electron is at y. For quantum -dot H elium
and S, = 0 the CPD reads

_ J1)FI 0+ 7.9 FT )T

nff &) D ()

(10)
Now, since we found com plex conjigate orbials, ' 1 =
"5, we have nfF (xy) = nfF x), ie. the conditional
probability density is independent ofthe condition. T his

3 3
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is not really astonishing, because w thin the HF m ethod
tw o electrons are only correlated by the exchange tem ,
which vanishes here 24

For S, = 1 the orbitals are di erent from each other
and the CPD isgiven by

" xy) =1 &)FT. ) F+ T i) FT )T
2Rel |, X)" 2 ®)" 1), &) g=n"" ) :

T Fig.h we show contour plots of UHF CPD s for dif-
ferent coupling constants and given positions y. In the
upper row, Pry = 2;0), we nd oranall = 2 a
suggestive result: the density has a sihgle m axinum at
a distinct distance from the xed coordiate y. W ith
Increasing , however, we cbtain two m axin a, which de-
velop m ore and m ore and are not at all located at the
classicalposition.

T he situation is likew ise irritating when one chooses
y = (0;2) as xed coordinate (lower row). W hile the
exact CPD is rotationally symm etric when both x and
y are rotated, the UHF CPD does not respect this sym —
m etry. T he reason for this lies In the sym m etry breaking
which cannot com pltely account for correlations. The
UHF Slaterdetem inant is deform ed and derived quanti-
ties do not necessarily have a direct physicalm eaning, {
exoept for the UHF energy which is a true upper bound
for the exact energy.

11)

Iv. UNRESTRICTED HARTREE-FOCK FOR
HIGHER ELECTRON NUM BERS

In this section we show further results of UHF cal-
culations, nam ely energies and densities for up to eight
electrons B = 0). M any e ects are sin ilar to what we
have already seen for two electrons, for exam ple the er-
rors ofthe UHF energies and their spin dependence. An
interesting phenom enon shown by the UHF densities is
the even-odd e ect discussed below .

A . UHF energies

ForN > 2 we compare the UHF energies w ith results
ofa Quantum M onte Carlo QM C) sin ulation by Egger
et a1l These results were obtained fr a very low tem —
perature T = 0d~!=kg . The QM C energies are always
below the HF energies and can therefore be considered
as e ective zero tam perature reference points., -

ForN = 3 QMC, a sem iclassical analysisté as well
as an exact diagonalization st:udygjwI predict a transition
from the S = 1=2 ground state In the weakly Interacting
caseto a S = 3=2 ground state or & 4. W ithin UHF
this transition occurs already near = 2. In Fjg.-rj one
can see that the relative error for S, = 3=2 is an al],
Jess than 3% In the non-polarized case the error is
higher, about 7% for & 2. W ih increasing N and
the relative error becom es am aller because the absolute
energies are higher.
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ESMC)=E§MC forN = 3 vs. coupling constant
2
S N=8
8
i, L5—AS=2QMC |
< ) As—A SS3QMC
S=4 QMC
S=1 UHF
C—oO© S=2 UHF
) O—0© S=3 UHF ||
S=4 UHF
0
2

FIG . 8: Absolute energy di erences from the QM C ground
state, E = E Eé”;c for eight electrons and various spins

vs. coupling constant

In Fjg.:g we show the absolute energy di erences from
the QM C ground state foreight electrons. For interm edi-
ate values of the UHF energies becom e already nearly
soin Independent, whereas the QM C energies approach
this sam iclassicalbehavior m ore slow ly. For stronger in—
teraction the HF ground state is always spin-polarized.
Thus the UHF method can not resolve the correct spin
ordering of the energies.

ForN = 8 the QM C m ethod predicts a crossover of
the total soin from S = 1 to S = 2 near = 4. The
UHF method nds a polarized ground state wih S = 4
for & 4. There, however, the energy di erences for
di erent spins are already quite sn all.

4
-4 -3-2-10 1 2 3 4

-4 -3-2-10 1 2 3 4

FIG. 9: Even-odd e ect of the UHF oneparticle densities
HF

n for = 6, di erent electron num bers N and polarized
soin S, = N=2. @ N =3, )N =4, N =5, d) N = 8.

One can conclude that the UHF Slater determ inant
with xed spin structure gives a rather poor description
of the total m any-electron wave fiinction. E ssentially,
UHF renders the properties of the spin-polarized solu—
tion for larger . Thiscan also be seen In the UHF den-
sities, which becom e spin Independent for larger interac—
tion (see below ). Finally, we brie v m ention the RHF
resuls: there for large the HF energies do not becom e
soin iIndependent, but the energies for low er sopins are con—
siderably higher. For large RHF gives a poor estin ate
of the ground state energy.

B. HF densities: Even-odd e ect

In this subsection we consider the UHF densities for
higher electron numbers. We rst show in Fjg.-'_Q the
densities for rather strong coupling constant = 6, var-
jous electron numbers N and S, = N=2. Above this in—
teraction strength the UHF densities are essentially the
sam e forallS, (except OrN = 2, see above) and do not
change qualitatively w ith increasing

Surprisingly, only for some N does one obtain a
m olecule-like structure, ie. an azim uthalm odulation as
seen for two electrons. For three and ve electrons the
density is apparently rotationally sym m etric and also for
eight electrons, w here w e have a pronounced m axin um in
the center. The expected m olecule-like structure show s
up only orN = 2 and 4. Thus, when we consider also
N = 6;7 (see below) we recognize that azim uthalm ax—



In a occuronly foran even num ber ofelectronsper spatial
shell. In stating this we want to em phasize, that all the
densities shown belong to sym m etry breaking, deform ed
Slater detemm inants.

This even-odd e ect is also surprising, because UHE,
calculations for quantum dots in a strong m agnetic e]df"
found m olecule-lke densities for all electron num bers,
and frequently a m agnetic eld leads to sin ilar e ects
as a stronger interaction. W e also have perform ed calcu-
lationsw ith am agnetic eld that reproduce the densities
ofRef.4 and show that the m oleculedike structure dis-
appears orodd N forvanishing eld ES%

A physicalexplanation ofthe even-odd e ect com bines
the geom etry ofthe glassicalsystem w ith the sym m etry of
quantum m echanics®? C onsider the exact soin-polarized
N -electron wave fiinction y for the W igner m okecule
case. D ue to the strong C oulom b repulsion, the electrons
move on an N —=old equilateral polygon (forN < 6; for
N = 6 one electron enters the center of the dot). A
rotation by 2 =N therefore corresoonds to a cyclic per—
m utation

2 iLtot

exp =1 wo= (DY g (12)

where we have used that a cyclic pem utation of an
even (odd) number of electrons is odd (even). From

Eqg. (_1-2_5) the allowed total angular mom enta of the
W ignerm olecule can be easily read o : foran odd num -
ber of electrons the m Inim alangularm om entum is zero,
whereas it is nonzero and degenerate for an even elec—
tron number, eg.M ®* = 2 for N = 4. Hence, the
UHF wave functions or N = 2;4;7 can be interpreted
as standing waves, ie. superpositions of opposite angu-—
lar m om entum states. For odd num bers of electrons In
a spatial shell there is no angular m om entum degener—
acy and therefore no standing wave and no m odulation
n the densjtjes W ith a sin ilar argum ent H irose and
W greent exp]aJn the charge-density-w avesw hich they
found for odd num ber of electrons in the weakly Interact-
ing regim e from density fiinctional calculations.

E quation I_l-é) does not hold anym ore when the spins
are not polarized, because the totalwave function is not
a product of soin and orbital wave functions. H owever,
within UHF we do not x the exact spin but only sub-
spaceswith xed S,. For S, < N =2 and strong interac-
tion the UHF solution m ainly renders the properties of
the spin-polarized solution, since the energies and den—
sities are essentially the same for & 6. The even-odd
e ect is thus not a physicale ect but an artifact of the
UHF symm etry breaking. T herefore great caution m ust
be taken when interpreting the UHF densities. In par—
ticular, the exact onset of W igner crystallization cannot
be determ ined reliably from UHF calculations.

C . C loser look at three electrons

As we have just discussed, for three electrons w ith
strong interaction we do not nd the naively expected
density wih three m axin a but a nearly round density.
W hen we plot the density of Fig. -'_Q(a) w ith m ore con—
tour lines (ot shown) a tiny sixfold m odulation of the
density is discermnible. This can be understood by going
back to Eq. {12): affer M ®F = 0 the next allowed total
angular m om entum valies are M ®* = 3, which give
rise to a standing wave w ith six m axin a. T his becom es
also clear from the densities ofthe single orbitalsbuilding
the UHF single-particlke density. Th Fig.jl0 we show the
orbitaldensities or = 4and = 6.W e nd a sixfold
orbital, as well as two diam etrically ordented threefold
orbitals. O ne clearly recognizes how the sixfold m odula-
tion resuls from this. Note that the HF orbitals are not
localized (for exam ple at the angles of a trianglk).

At this point we want to address a related issue, the
unigueness of the HF orbitals. O ne can easily show w ith
the help of the HF equations that HF orbitals w ith the
sam e soin are no longer unique, if the corresponding one—
particle energies "; are degenerate. In this case, any uni-
tary transform ation ofdegenerate orbitalsalso fi1l llsthe
HF equations. In Fjg.:_l-(_i, the energies "; are degenerate
for the two states {©),(c) and (),(). Therefore these
two orbitals are no longer uniquely determm ined, { In ad—
dition to the ordentational degeneracy of the total Slater
determm inant which is physically obvious.

Now , we want to have a closer look on the orbitalener—
gies: it is natural to presum e that their degeneracies are
a signature ofW igner crystallization, ie. the geom etry of
the W igner m olecule. For strong interaction one should
be able to represent the system as a lattice problem on
an equilateral trangle. The corresponding H am ilttonian

forN = 3,5, = 3=2 reads
0 1
U t t
H;=@ t U tA ; 13)
t t U

where U is the on-site energy and t is the tunneling m a—
trix elem ent between localized states. T he eigenvalues of
Hyare" = U 2tandtwice",.5= U + twhich isin fact
the degeneracy ofthe UHF orbital energies F ig. :LO)

On the other hand, for S, = 1=2 the tightbinding
Ham iltonian nvolves tunneling only between the two
soin up states and takes the form

0 1
U t

HI=C¢ t U 0A : (14)
0 0

C oo

The eigenvaluesare "1_, = U t (pin up) and "3 = U
(spIn down). W ith UHF for = 6we nd "; = 665,
", = 710 and "3 = 687, which has to be com pared w ith
the orbitalenergies forthe polarized state given n F Jgi(_j
and yieldst 022.Forlarger the agreem entbecom es
better, eg.or = 12we nd " = 10:140, ", = 10309
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FIG.10: UHF orbital densities jijz i= 1;2;3) orN = 3 and S, = 3=2. Upper row
sihgleparticke energies we obtain @) "1 = 492 and (), () "2 = "3 = 5:84;

and "; = 10224 for S, = 1=2, while "; = 1006 and
"3 = 10313 for S, = 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 must be
one-to-one correspondence between these two. Rem em -
ber, however, that HF is a oneparticle picture and thus
the tight binding H am iltonian describes one particle hop—
ping on a grid. The HF Ham iltonian is diagonalin the
HF basis @),

R
hijh $ji+ (kwpk)="; 45 : 15)
X

N ow , if the eigenvalues "; coincide w ith those ofa lattice
Ham itonian, eg.H3; In C_IZ_%), this m eans that we have
to transform the UHF orbitals with the inverse of the
orthogonal transform ation which diagonalizes the lattice
H am iltonian to passoverto localized orbials. T he Slater
detemm inant is noet changed when we transform am ong
occupied orbjta]s,'éq

pi= o i : 16)

1 2 3 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

= 4, lower row = 6. For the
d) "™ = 644 and ), () "= "3 = 7:11.

In this new basis the HF equations read
b byl

hojh i+
q r

oryv 3w) of= "igp : (17

Now, In the basis i, we should have non vanishing
hojh #ionly fornearest nejghborﬁjwI and the contribution
of the two-particle m atrix elem ent should essentially be
given by the direct term , ie. dJagonaleJem ents of the
Coulomb interaction. Then €17) reduces to

b b . .
oih i+ o ryvpr) of= "iop; 18)

r

\Q

which isnow ofthe form ofa lattice H am ittonian.

W e now present strong num erical evidence for this
connection between the UHF Ham ittonian and a lattice
Ham iltonian orN = 4 and 5which are the sim plest cases

ofekctronson a ring. ForN = 4,S, = 2 we have
0 U t 0 tl
t U t 0C
Hi=8 5 oy pA 19)
t 0 t U

w ih the eigenvalues "y = U 2t, "».3 = U and "; =
U + 2t. The eigenvectors of H 4 determ ine the transfor-
m ation {_16) Applying this transfom ation to the HF
Ham iltonian, as we did in QS‘i), we obtain for = 8
an Ham iltonian of the fom (_I_Q)Wj'hU = 10:924 and



= 0:195. The next nearest neighbor hopping m atrix
elem ent (hopping along the diagonal of the square) is

=2" " ";= 0:003,which is indeed very sn all.

L ikew ise w e can determm Ine the lattice H am iltonians for
other electron num bers and soin con gurations and we
have collected results fort and U for stronger interaction

upto = 20.ForN = 4,3, = 1 the lattice Ham iltonian
reads
0 U t 0O 1
o. B t U toOoC .
Hy=@ 0 t U 0 A ; (20)
0O 0 00U
. . p_
w ith fhe eigenvalies "; = U 2t, ", = U and "3 =
U+ 2t (sein up) and "y = U (spin down), whike for
N = 4,S, = 0wehave
0 U t O Ol
©_ tu 0 0C |
HP=8 [ 5 K e1)
0 0 t U
with ", = U t (sphup), "3-4 = U t (spin down).

Here, we have to assum e that the four states are occupied

w ith two pairs of nearest neighbor parallel spins in order

to obtain agreem ent w ith the UHF orbitalenergies. T he

valies oft we obtaln in thisway for the three spin states
.= 0;1;2 agreewihin 1% for = 8.

For N = 5 we have a pentagon and again three dif-
ferent soin states. For S, = 5=2 the lattice H am ittonian
w ith nearest neighbor hopping is

0

U t O 0 t
B t U t O 0
He=8 0 t U t o§ 22)
€ o 0 t B
t O 0 t U

P_
5)=2
= 3=2 we have

w ith the eigenvalues™; = U  2t,",.3= U + t(1
and ",.s = U + t(L+ 5)=2,whik HrS,

0 U t 0 00 1
B t U t 00
H§=E 0 tU to0 § ; 23)
© 09 0 tu ot
0O 0 0 00U
. p— p—
with ", = U t( 5 1)=2,"s32,=U+¢t( 5 1)=2
(spIn up) and "s = U (gpin down). Finally for S, = 1=2
we have
0 u 0 00 O 1
B 0 U t 0 0C
Hén:g 0 tU 0 o§ ; 24)
0 0 00U O
0 0 00 U
with the eigenvalues "3 = U t, ", = U (spin up)

and ";-5 = U (spin down). Note that here the values of

0.60
P
m] 5 Q
T 0100 | on=2
o N=3
N=4
a N=5
0.02 ‘ ‘ ‘
1 3 5 7

FIG . 11: Log-linear plot of tunnelm atrix elm ent t vs. 27>

for various electron num bers. For 8 the line ofbest t is
shown.

the UHF orbital energies suggest a m odelw ith only two
nearest neighbor parallel spins. For = 6 the valuesoft
for all three spin states concide w ithin 1%

Figure :]_].I summ arizes our ndings about the tunnel
m atrix elem ents. Reference 16 predictst/ exp( - ),
w here rg isthe nearest ne:ghbor distance of the electrons
measured in units of the e ective Bohr radius. Since
classically r, / % (cf. Appendix Al) we plot Int ver—
sus %73, For & 8 we nd indeed a linear behavior.
For ower , the tunneling m atrix elem ent is not really
de ned, since the lattice m odel is not appropriate. The
tunneling m atrix elem ent is largest or N = 2 because
tw 0 electrons are alw ays closest (see A ppendix :_A-:) . Three
electrons alw ays have the am allest value of t because the
corresponding equilateral triangle has a longer side than
the square and the pentagon. For higher electron num —
bers one electron enters the center of the dot, and the
UHF spectra arem ore com plicate but still show the typ—
ical degeneracies. H owever, now the lattice H am iltonian
has various tunneling constants and on-site energies.

E. Seven-electron W igner m olecule

Seven classical electrons form a equilateral hexagon
w ith one centralelectron, which isa fragm ent ofa hexag-
onal lattice. In Fig. :_Z[Q_i we show UHF densiies for
N = 7 startingwith asnall .TheUHF ground state is
S,=1=2upto . 3,then spin-polarized. In Fig.;12 (@)
for = 1 we see a Purfold m odulated density. How is
that possble for seven electrons? The answer is that in
this case the energy shell picture of the hamm onic oscil-
lator is still valid: six electrons are Just a shell closure
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FIG .12: O neparticle densities for the UHF ground state of
N = 7 electrons. @ =1, b) = 2,both S, = 1=2. (¢
=4, d) = 10,both 5, = 7=2.

and the next electron isput in the new shell in an orbial
w ith m axin alangularm om entum . T hisangularm om en—
tum isM = 2 and from the superpos:ﬂ:on one obtainsa
fourfold standing wave (cf. Ref. :14 Here, the energy is
basically the sam eas in RHF, but the Slater determm inant
breaks the sym m etry.

W ith increasing interaction strength a W igner
molecul is form ed w ith one electron in the center and
six in the surrounding ring Fig. 13 b)-()]. W e want
to em phasize that the UHF densities m irror the classi-
cal shell lling. This can even be quanti ed: the posi-
tions ofthem axin a (even in the 'round’ densities) agree
very wellw ith the classicalcon gurationsin A ppendix 2_%: .
From the UHF density the nearest neighbor distance xs
can be determ ined. For exam ple from FJg:_IQ_: d) we nd
rs 30, which is also the classicalvalue. Here we have
to take into account that we m easure length in oscillator
units. Frequently, one is Interested in,the density param —
eter r, given in e ective Bohr radiif4 Then Fig. 14 @)
givesrg = rsh=ay, = % 30. The rg values we obtain
In this way agree also well with the results of Ref. :_l-j
There rg is determ ined from the rst maxinmum of the
tw o-particle correlation function.

V. UNRESTRICTED HARTREE-FOCK W ITH A
MAGNETIC FIELD

In this section we want to present som e calculations
w ith am agnetic eld orthogonalto the plane ofthe quan—
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tum dot. This system has been discussed extensively in
the literature, especially in connection w ith the quantun,
Hall e ect. UHF calculations by M uller and K oonin€
have shown a m agnetic eld induced W igner crystalliza—
tion. However, they only considered the lim iting case
of a strong m agnetic eld and therefore included in the
basis for expanding the UHF orbials only states from
the lowest Landau level Fock-D arwin levelswith n = 0).
The high eld case has,also been studied by Palacios et
al? and Ruan et alt%1929 To study smaller m agnetic

elds, our basis is better adjusted to the problem . It is
ntuitively clear, that electrons are further localized by
the m agnetic eld. Indeed, for su ciently strong elds,
we do not nd an even-odd e ect or UHF densities but
m olecule-like densities for all electron num bers.

N um erically, thanks to the sin ilar form ofthe Ham il
tonian 6'_2) to the one w ithoutm agnetic eld, the general-
ization ofourUHF code is straightforw ard. H ow ever, the
m agnetic eld breaks tin e reversal symm etry, left and
right tuming solutions are no longer energetically degen—
erate. Therefore in the expansion of the UHF orbitals
(:ff) we have to use com plex coe cients.

W e rst considerthree electronsand a large interaction
parameter = 10. Thism eans that we have a shallow
quantum dot where the Coulomb interaction dom inates
and the m agnetic eld is relatively weak. In F ig. :_L-zxI we
display the evolution of the UHF one-particle densities
with increasing m agnetic eld strength *. = !.=! at

xed . This is not exactly the physical situation, cor-
responding to a quantum dot exposed to an increasing
m agnetic eld, since the coupling constant becom es
an aller w ith Increasing eld. Here we jist want to show
that a m agnetic eld does not have the sam e e ect on
the UHF density as a strong Interaction.

In Fig.13(d) we see three distinct, Iocalized electrons
In the UHF density. The three single orbital densities
have nearly the same form . They are thus sim ilar to
the orbitals chosen in Ref.-'g. W ith decreasing m agnetic

eld strength the m axin a In azin uthal direction vanish
slow Iy, until we have again a nearly round density for
= 0asin Fig.d(@). The density in F ig.il3 () hasbeen
obtajned from an Iniial guess w ih threefold symm etry.
T herefore we can be sure that we have not obtained a
localm nimum but the true HF ground state.

A sa second exam plewe show the evolution ofthe UHF
density of six electrons at interm ediate coupling strength

= 32. W ithout m agnetic eld the density is round,
Fi. :14 ),and w ith a weak m agnetic eld vefold with
a central electron, F Qgs. :14(b ), (). Rem arkably, for in-
term ediatem agnetic eld 4, 1:::15, theUHF ground
state has a perfectly round dens:ﬂ:y Fig. .14( ), and also
a rotationally symm etric Slater determ inant. This is
the so-ca]Jed m axin um density-droplet ofM acD onald et
al.p % where the electrons occupy the lowest orbitalsw ith
Increasing angular m om entum . Here the orbitals w ith
M = 0,1,2,34,5 are occupied, and the UHF solution is
denticalto the RHF solution w ith totalangularm om en—
tum M ™t = 15.
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FIG. 13: Evolution of the UHF oneparticle densities for

N = 3,8, = 3=2 and = 10 wih increasing m agnetic eld
strength . = !.=!'. @) *«= 0, ©) *<= 05, (©) *.= 15,
d) *c= 25.

Finally, n Fig. :_Z[Z_I (e) for strongm agnetic eld we have
a distinctly localized vefold W igner m olecule. Figure
14 () Pr+.= 25 showsa sixHdU isom erwhich is higher
In energy by 0.009 than the vefold ground state.

VI. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we have discussed the properties of un—
restricted H artree¥ock (UHF) calculations for electrons
In a quantum dot, focusing on the regin e of strong cor-
relations, when the electrons begin to form a W igner
molcul. The UHF energies are good estin ates of the
true ground-state energies, especially for the polarized
states, even at strong interaction. In this regin e, the
UHF energies becom e nearly soin 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 is un—
physically favored for stronger interaction.

Regarding the Interpretation of other quantities ob—
tained from the UHF Slater determm inant, we have shown
that considerable caution must be taken: we nd de-
form ed densities n the regin e of interm ediate interac—
tion 1 :::4. For stronger interaction the densities are
azin uthally m odulated for an even num ber of electrons
per spatial shell, and round for an odd num ber per shell.
T he onset ofthism odulation isenhanced within UHF, so
that UHF leads to an overestim ation of the value of the
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critical density for the crossoverto the W ignerm olecule.
W e want to em phasize that the even-odd e ect we found
isan artifact ofthe sym m etry breaking ofUHF and arises
from a degeneracy of states w ith opposite total angular
m om entum .

For very strong interaction, we have shown that the
UHF Ham iltonian corresponds to a tightbinding m odel
of a particle hopping between the sites of the W igner
molecule. From the UHF orbital energies we have ob—
tained the hopping m atrix elem ents. This correspon—
dence explainswhy the UHF energiesbecom e nearly spin
Independent w hich is expected for localized electronsand
was not found w ith restricted HF .

The maxin a of the UHF densities m irror the classi-
cal 1ling schem e w ith the electrons arranged in spatial
shells. In contrast, the UHF two particle density (condi-
tional probability density) has no direct physicalm ean—
ing, because the UHF m ethod can not take correlations
properly into account. Finally, In a strongm agnetic eld
the UHF densities are always m olecule-lke and there is
no even-odd e ect.

T he num erical com plexiy ofthe UHF m ethod is com —
parable to the frequently used density-functional ap-—
proach. However, as shown here, UHF has the advan-
tage to cope also w ith the strongly interacting lim it and
gives further physical insight in that case. For the tiny
energy di erences which detem ine the spin ordering or
the addition energies at & 2 one has to employ the
com putationally m ore expensive quantum M onte Carlo
m ethods.
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APPENDIX A:CONFIGURATIONS OF
CLASSICALPOINT CHARGES

In Tab]e_h-: wegive the classicalcon gurations forup to
seven 2D elctrons in a parabolic con nem ent potential
w ith zero m agnetic eld. r, is the distance of the outer
electrons from the centerm easured in oscillator length L.
rs is the nearest neighbor distance m easured In e ective
Bohr radii a; . Energies are given in units of ~! . These
quantities depend only on N and

ForN = 5 and 6 we specify isom ers w ith higher ener-
gies. D ue to the classical virial theorem there isa sinple
relationship between the energy and r; . W hen we denote
the distance ofthe i-th electron from the centerby rj, we
have

3 2
E=§ o @Al)
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FIG .14: Evolution ofthe UHF oneparticle density forN = 6, S,

be=0, 0) +c= 01, ©) *c= 05, @d) *c=1, @ *c= 2, () *c=
N G eom etry = .= % E=?

2 dumbbell (2) : 1260 3

3 trangle (3) - 0577 1442 3

4 square (4) z+ pl—z 0:957 1:394 6

5 pentagon (5) : 1+ #1376 1:308 2

5 square (4,1) 24 pl—g 1:957 1251 6

6 pentagon (5,1) 1+ : 1+ pz—g 1:334 2

6 hexagon (6) S+ pl—g 1:827 1223 9

7  hexagon (6,1) 3+ s 2827 1:414 9

4
-4 -3-2-10 1

2 3 4 2 3 4
= 3and = 32 wih increasing m agnetic eld strength, (a)
25. In (f) sixfold isom erwith energy Er = 45:182.
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N ote that 2.In otherwords, fora given m aterialw ith
e ective Bohr radius ay and given m agnetic eld !. there
is a maxin al coupling constant , = 2L =ag , where
L = ~=m !..In particular, , ! Ofor!.! 1 .

V .Fock, Z.Phys. 61, 126 (1930).

TheH am iltonian H and thetotalangularm om entum com —
mute, therefore the exact (non degenerate) ground state
must be an eigenstate of LE°". On the other hand, if we
calculate the expectation value for the UHF ground state
one sees that the resul is not necessarily integer. How —
ever, only eigenstates of the total angular m om entum are
rotationally invariant.

An orbitalw ith angularm om entum M = 1 hasan isotropic
density. Superposition of M = 1 orbitals gives a dumb—
bell form ed density.

Here we disagree w ith the authors ofR ef. E who state that
the degree of W igner crystallization can be extracted from

the UHF CPD .

In Ref.:éi the interaction constant was 19.

C .Edm indston and K . Ruedenberg, Rev.M od. Phys. 35,
457 (1963). .

Note that in Eq. (6) we txansform only am ong occupied
orbitalsw ith the sam e spin, o / , and thushpsh i /

P
P a°*

W e note that various de nitions of the so-called B rueck-—
ner param eter rs are used In the literature. O righally
rs was de ned for hom ogeneous system s via the density
no = 1=( r§ ). T he value corresponds to the area occupied
by each electron and is roughly half of our rs. This has
to be taken into consideration when com paring resuls by
di erent authors.



