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Spin splitting and precession in quantum dots w ith spin-orbit coupling: the role of

spatialdeform ation

M anuelVal��n-Rodr��guez,Antonio Puente,and Lloren�c Serra
Departam ent de F��sica,Universitat de les Illes Balears,E-07122 Palm a de M allorca,Spain

(D ated:April30,2003)

Extending a previous work on spin precession in G aAs/AlG aAs quantum dots with spin-orbit

coupling,westudy theroleofdeform ation in theexternalcon�nem ent.Sm allellipticaldeform ations

are enough to alterthe precessionalcharacteristics atlow m agnetic �elds. W e obtain approxim ate

expressionsforthe m odi�ed g factorincluding weak Rashba and D resselhausspin-orbitterm s.For

m ore intense couplings num ericalcalculations are perform ed. W e also study the inuence ofthe

m agnetic �eld orientation on the spin splitting and the related anisotropy ofthe g factor. Using

realistic spin-orbitstrengthsourm odelcalculationscan reproduce the experim entalspin-splittings

reported by Hanson et al.(cond-m at/0303139) for a one-electron dot. For dots containing m ore

electrons,Coulom b interaction e�ects are estim ated within the local-spin-density approxim ation,

showing thatm any featuresofthe non-iteracting system are qualitatively preserved.

PACS num bers:73.21.La,73.21.-b

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

In the lastyearsthe study ofspin-related phenom ena

hasbecom e one ofthe m ostactive research branchesin

sem iconductor physics. The present advances in spin-

based electronics1 and the hope forbetterdevices,with

enhanced perform ance with respect to the conventional

charge-based ones,encourage this research. Two physi-

calm echanism sunderlietheoperation ofm ostspintronic

devices:a)thespin-spin interaction,presentin ferrom ag-

netic m aterialsand in diluted m agnetic sem iconductors;

and b) the electron spin-orbit (SO ) coupling stem m ing

from relativisticcorrectionsto thesem iconductorHam il-

tonian. It should also be m entioned that,as shown re-

cently by Ciorga etal.,another possibility ofspin con-

trolinvolvestheuseofexternalm agnetic�eldsto induce

changesin the spin structure ofa quantum dot.2 These

spin m odi�cationsa�ectthepassageofcurrentsthrough

the system ,originating the spin blockade e�ect. A con-

spicuousexam pleofdeviceexploiting theSO coupling is

thespin transistor,�rstproposed by Datta and Das.3 In

this system the spin rotation induced by an adjustable

Rashba coupling isused to m anipulate the current.

In a recent work,4 we studied the spin precession of

quantum dots with SO coupling under the action ofa

verticalm agnetic�eld ofm odulusB .Itwasshown that

theSO couplingm odi�estheprecessionalfrequency from

the Larm orexpression �h!L = jg�j�B B ,where g
� is the

bulk e�ective g factorand �B isthe Bohrm agneton,to

a di�erent value depending on the dot quantum state.

Nam ely,them odi�ed precessionalenergy equalsthegap

between spin up and down statesfortheactivelevel,the

so called spin-ip gap � sf.

Purelycirculardotsarecharacterized by discontinuous

jum ps in angular m om entum with the num ber ofelec-

tronsN and the m agnetic �eld,with a sim ilarbehavior

forthe precessionalfrequency.An interesting prediction

ofRef.4 wasthatforsom evaluesofN a �nite � sf per-

sists even at B = 0,i.e.,a constanto�set to the above

Larm or form ula. It is our aim in this work to extend

those investigationsby including deform ation in the ex-

ternalcon�nem ent,aswellasa m ore generaltreatm ent

oftheSO coupling,considering Rashba and Dresselhaus

contributions on an equalfooting. W e shallshow that

sm allellipticaldeform ations are enough to sizeably al-

ter the precessionalfrequency, yielding a deform ation-

dependentg factorand washing outthe low B o�setsof

purely circular dots. Anisotropy e�ects in the g factor

willalso bestudied by allowing fora tilted orientation of

the m agnetic�eld vectorwith respectto the dotplane.

Spin dynam icsin sem iconductornanostructurescan be

experim entally m onitored with opticaltechniques. In-

deed,a tim e-delayed laserinteracting with a precessing

spin experiencestheFaraday rotation ofitspolarization.

M easuring the rotation angle for di�erent delays allows

to m ap the spin orientation and thus observe in detail

the dynam ics. This technique hasbeen applied to bulk

sem iconductors(seeRef.5 fora recentreview)and,also,

to CdSe excitonic quantum dots in Ref.6. Alternative

m ethodsto gatherinform ation on the g factorin quan-

tum dotsnorm allyusem easurem entsoftheresonanttun-

neling currents through the system that perm it the de-

term ination ofthe spin splittingsand,therefore,deduce

the e�ectiveg value.7,8

Electron spin in quantum dots is m uch m ore stable

than in bulk sem iconductors,due to the suppression of

spinip decoherencem echanism s.9 Spin relaxationispre-

dicted to occuron a tim escaleof1 m sforB = 1 T.Ac-

cordingly,in this work we shallneglect spin relaxation,

focussing on them uch fasterspin precession in quantum

dots. The spin splittings willbe com pared with those

m easured in Ref.8,showing that realistic values ofthe

SO strengthscan indeed reproduce the observed behav-

ior.Thepaperisorganized asfollows.Section IIpresents

theanalyticalm odelforlow SO intensities.In Sec.IIIwe

discussthe num ericalresults for a variety ofsituations;

nam ely,arbitrarySO strengths(A),tilted m agnetic�elds

(B),one-electron dots (C) and treating Coulom b inter-

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0305648v1
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action e�ects (D) within the local-spin-density approxi-

m ation (LSDA).Finally,theconclusionsarepresented in

Sec.IV.

II. T H E M O D EL

A . T he noninteracting H am iltonian

O urm odelofa singlequantum dotconsistsin N elec-

tronsofe�ective m assm � whose m otion isrestricted to

the xy plane where an electrostatic potentialVext(r)in-

ducesthecon�nem ent.W eassum eaG aAshostsem icon-

ductor,forwhich m � = 0:067m e.To allow forelliptically

deform ed shapes we consider an anisotropic parabola,

i.e.,

Vext(r)=
1

2
m

�(!2xx
2 + !

2
yy

2): (1)

Neglectingforthem om entCoulom binteractionsbetween

electronswe treatthe Ham iltonian forindependentpar-

ticles H ip =
P N

i= 1
h(i). The single-electron Ham ilto-

nian (h) contains the kinetic/con�nem ent energy (h0),

the Rashba (hR ) and Dresselhaus (hD ) SO term s and

the Zeem an energy (hZ );

h = h0 + hR + hD + hZ : (2)

The explicitexpressionsofh0 and hZ read

h0 =
P
2

2m �
+ Vext(x;y); (3)

hZ =
1

2
g
�
�B (B x�x + B y�y + B z�z); (4)

whereP = � i�hr + e

c
A representsthecanonicalm om en-

tum depending on thevectorpotentialA = B z=2(� y;x)

and the �’s are the Pauli m atrices (used also in the

SO contributions). Note that allthree com ponents of

the m agnetic �eld contribute to the Zeem an term while

only the vertical one couples with the kinetic energy

through the vector potential. The G aAs bulk g factor

isg� = � 0:44. Finally,the Rashba and DresselhausSO

Ham iltoniansm ay be written as10

hR =
�R

�h
(Py�x � Px�y ) ; (5)

hD =
�D

�h
(Px�x � Py�y ) : (6)

The coupling constants �R and �D determ ine the SO

strengthsand theiractualvaluesm aydepend on thesam -

ple.Severalexperim entson quantum wellshaverecently

provided valuable inform ation about realistic ranges of

variation forthesecoe�cients.11

B . T he analyticalsolution

Itispossibleto obtain analyticalsolutionswhen h0 �

(hR ’ hD ) � hZ and B x = B y = 0. In this case one

m ay use unitary transform ations (as suggested in Ref.

12) yielding a diagonaltransform ed Ham iltonian. In a

recentwork13 weused thistechniquetoshow thattheSO

(Dresselhaus) coupling induces oscillations between up

and down spin stateswhen them agnetic�eld orthedot

deform ation arevaried.G eneralizingthetransform ations

to considerboth SO term swede�ne

~h = U
y

1hU1 ;

U1 = exp

�

� i
m �

�h
2

h

�R (y�x � x�y)

+ �D (x�x � y�y)

i�

: (7)

Expanding in powersofthe �’s one �nds forthe trans-

form ed Ham iltonian

~h =
P
2

2m �
+ Vext(x;y)

� (�2R � �
2
D )

m �

�h
3
Lz�z +

1

2
g
�
�B B z�z

� N (�2R + �
2
D )

m �

�h
2
+ O (�3); (8)

wherewehavede�ned thecanonicalangularm om entum

operator Lz = xPy � yPx. Note that to O (�2), with

� referring to both �R and �D ,the Ham iltonian ofEq.

(8)isdiagonalin spin space. Nevertheless,the x and y

spatialdegreesoffreedom are stillcoupled through the

vectorpotentialin the kinetic energy and in Lz.

A second transform ation foreach spin subspaceofEq.

(8)m ay beused to obtain spatially decoupled oscillators.

Nam ely,introducing a renorm alized cyclotron frequency

!c� =
eB z

m �c
+ (�2D � �

2
R )

2m �

�h
3
s� ; (9)

where s� = � 1 for � = ";#,in Eqs.(5) ofRef.13 one

obtainsthe m assesM k� and frequencies
k� ofthe two

(k = 1;2) decoupled oscillators for each spin. Anal-

ogously,Eqs.(7) ofthat reference yields the eigenval-

ues "N 1N 2�,depending on the corresponding num ber of

quanta in each oscillator(N 1;N 2). For com pletenessof

the presentation we repeat here the expressions for the

lattertwo quantities,


k� =
1
p
2

�

!
2
x + !

2
y + !

2
c�

�

q
�
!2x + !2y + !2c�

�2
� 4!2x!

2
y

� 1=2

; (10)

where the upper (lower) sign in � corresponds to k =

1(2),and

"N 1N 2� =

�

N 1 +
1

2

�

�h
1� +

�

N 2 +
1

2

�

�h
2�

+ s�
1

2
g
�
�B B z ; (11)
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FIG .1: Right panel: Evolution ofthe single particle ener-

gies as a function of verticalm agnetic �eld. Each doublet

corresponds to di�erentspin orientations in the transform ed

fram e (Sec.II.B).The SO intensity is �xed at �
2

D � �
2

R =

(1:2 � 10
� 9

eV cm )
2
. The levelresponsible for the spin-ip

transition when N = 7ism arked with athick line.Leftpanel:

Strength ofthe spin-ip excitation fordi�erentdeform ations

(!x = �!y;�h(!x + !y) = 12 m eV).The inset characterizes

the transitionsforN = 7 and B = 0 ofthe rightpanel,with

a indicating the transition between K ram ersconjugates.

As a direct application ofthe above results we m ay

writethee�ectivegfactorforprecessionaroundavertical

m agnetic �eld from the di�erence between the up and

down single particle energies(� sf)with �xed oscillator

quanta N 1 and N 2,

jgj �
� sf

�B B

=

�
�
�
�
�
�
g
� +

�h

�B B z

X

k= 1;2

�

N k +
1

2

�

(
k" � 
k#)

�
�
�
�
�
�
:(12)

This equation shows that in the generalcase the g fac-

tor is actually a function ofthe electron state (through

the quanta),the SO coupling constantsand the vertical

m agnetic �eld B z (through the 
’s). Itisalso worth to

m ention thatsincetheenergy gap � sf and them odulus

ofthem agnetic�eld (B )arepositivequantities,only the

absolutevalueofthe g factorisdeterm ined by Eq.(12).

C . T he transition betw een K ram ers conjugates

W hen B vanishes the full Ham iltonian ful�lls tim e-

reversalsym m etry and,according to a wellknown the-

orem ofquantum m echanics,in thatlim ita degeneracy

should prevail(K ram ersdegeneracy). Asshown in Fig.

1,the single-particle energies"N 1N 2� indeed m erge into

degeneratepairsatvanishingm agnetic�eld.Thesepairs

aresplitby thecom bined action oftheSO and m agnetic
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FIG .2:Upper:spin-ip energy gap forthedi�erentlevelsof

Fig.1. The Larm or energy �h!L is also indicated. Lower: g

factorsin absolutevalueinferred from theupperpanelresults

asjgj= � sf=(�B B ).

�eld contributionsand fora given (N 1;N 2)one obtains

paralleldoublets when increasing B . Depending on the

sign of�2D � �2R the lowerm em ber ofeach doubletwill

have a given spin orientation in the transform ed fram e;

nam ely,upwardsforpositivesign and downwardsforneg-

ativesign.

Ifthe system hasgood angularm om entum in the in-

trinsecreferencefram e(Lz),ashappensin acircularcon-

�nem ent!x = !y,theK ram ersconjugatesatB = 0 pos-

sessopposite angularm om enta. Therefore,the spin ip

transition between them is forbidden since the relevant

m atrix elem ent preserves angular m om entum . O n the

contrary,when the system isdeform ed,forinstance due

to an anisotropic con�nem ent !x = �!y,the spin ip

transition between K ram ersconjugatesbecom espossible

since angularm om entum isno longera ’good’quantum

num ber. This key pointdeterm ines qualitatively di�er-

ent spin precessionalspectra. In fact,when the transi-

tion between conjugates is forbidden there is a gap in

the spectrum and a non-vanishing precession frequency

at B = 0 (the precessionalo�set discussed in Ref.13).

Thisgap vanishesifthetransition between conjugatesis

allowed due to the deform ation.In the leftpanelofFig.

1 weshow theevolution oftheprecessionalpeaksasthe

deform ation isreduced (� ! 1).Asdiscussed,the tran-

sition between K ram ersconjugates(a)switcheso� when

approaching the circularcase.
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D . T he g factors

TheupperpanelofFig.2 displaysthespin-ip gap for

di�erentlevels,characterizedbytheiroscillatorquantain

thetransform ed fram e.Thelowerpanelshowsthecorre-

spondinggfactorsobtained from � sf and them odulusof

them agnetic�eld using the�rstequality ofEq.(12).As

in Fig.1 a SO valueof�2D � �2R = (1:2� 10�9 eV cm )2 as

wellasa deform ation of� = 0:9 havebeen assum ed.W e

notethatthereisastrongdependenceoftheprecessional

propertieson theelectronicstate,with m any casesshow-

ing a dram atic deviation from the Larm orresult.W hen

the num berofquanta isshared asym m etrically between

thetwo oscillatorstheg factortakesvery largevaluesat

sm allm agnetic�elds,decreasing quite abruptly with B .

O n the contrary,when N 1 = N 2 there is a rather at

B -dependence ofthe g factor and lower enhancem ents.

Note also that spin-ip energies below the Larm or re-

sultareobtained forthe (0;0)state,im plying a g factor

lowerthan the bare value. W e have checked thatother

valuesofthe SO couplingsand dotdeform ationsdo not

lead to qualitativevariationsofthisbehaviorsalthough,

obviously,the num ericalvaluesarechanged.

III. C A SES O F N U M ER IC A L T R EA T M EN T

W hen the SO coupling can notbe considered weak or

when the m agnetic �eld points in a tilted orientation,

with respect to the z axis,the above analyticaltreat-

m entdoesnotrem ain valid.O nem ustthen resortto di-

rectnum ericalsolution ofthesingle-particleSchr�odinger

equation

h’i(r;�)= "i’i(r;�): (13)

As in Ref.13, we have proceeded by discretizing in a

uniform grid ofpoints,�nding the orbitalsand energies

f’i(r;�);"ig using m atrix techniques. In term softhese

results one can directly com pute the spin-ip strength

function,

Sprec(!) =
X

ij

(1� fi)fj jh’ij�xj’jij
2

� �("i� "j � �h!); (14)

where iand j span the whole single particle setand the

fi’sgivethe orbitaloccupations.

A . V erticalm agnetic �elds

W e have checked thatthe num ericalsolution recovers

thepreviously discussed analyticallim itforverticalm ag-

netic �eldsand weak SO couplings.Forinstance,Fig.3

com pares the spin-ip gaps for cases with a weak pure

Dresselhauscoupling havingN = 7 and 11electrons.An

excellentagreem entbetween thenum ericaldata and the

B (T)
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∆ sf
   

(  m
eV

 )
∆ sf

   
( m

eV
 )

FIG .3: Num ericalresultsforthespin-ip gap when �R = 0

and �D = 0:5 � 10
� 9

eVcm . For com parison the solid line

display the analyticalresultsfrom Eq.(12).
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0.0

0.5
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0.0

0.5
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( 1 , 1 )
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( 2 , 0 )

N = 7

( 0 , 2 )
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eV
 )

∆ sf
   

(  m
e

V  
)

FIG .4: Sam e as Fig.3 but for �R = 1:2 � 10
� 9

eVcm and

�D = 0.

prediction ofEq.(11)isfound.Note thatin the num er-

icalcase discontinuousjum psin the evolution of� sf as

a function ofB are obtained wheneverthe ground-state

solution im pliesa reorderingoflevelsin energy.Figure4

displaysasim ilarresultforapureRashbacoupling,with

a som ewhatstrongerintensity. Sm alldeviationscan be

seen with the analyticalresult,although the agreem ent

isstillquitegood.O urresultsthusindicatethatthean-

alytic treatm ent works rather wellfor SO couplings as

large as 1:2� 10�9 eV cm ,which is in the range ofthe
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FIG .5:Upper:D ependenceofthespin-ip gap on thetilting

angle ofthe m agnetic �eld with respectto the verticaldirec-

tion. The thick gray line shows the Larm or energy. Lower:

Variation ofthe g factorsin the lim itB ! 0 asa function of

the tilting angle �.

experim entally achieved values.

B . T ilted m agnetic �elds

In Fig.5 wehaveanalyzed thedependenceofthepre-

cessionalpropertieson the tilting angle ofthe m agnetic

�eld with respectto the z axis,zero angle m eaning per-

pendicularm agnetic �eld and � = 90o parallelB to the

plane ofm otion. Note thatthe spin-orbitinteraction is

notinvariantunderrotationsin the x � y plane so that

itse�ectsdepend on theparticulardirection oftilting.In

practice,however,di�erentdirectionslead to only subtle

di�erences,whilstthestrong dependence isgiven by the

angle�.Forthisreason weonly discussthecaseoftilting

along the x-axis.W e �nd a ratherstrong dependence of

the spin-ip gap on the tilting angle,with a m axim um

deviation from theLarm orenergyforperpendicular�eld.

W hen the tilting angle isincreased a sm ooth energy de-

creasein thedirection oftheLarm orvalueisseen.Actu-

ally,forparallelorientation theresultsareslightly below

theLarm orline.In thelowerpanelofFig.5theg factors

in thelim itofvanishing m agnetic�eld aredisplayed.In

correspondence with the transition energies the largest

B ( T )

0 5 10 15

∆ sf
   

(  µ
eV

 )

0

100

200

300 hω
L

FIG .6: Experim entalspin-ip energy gapsm easured in Ref.

8fora one-electron dot.Thesolid lineisthetheoreticalresult

obtained using theexperim entally known !0 valueswhilethe

dotted extension isa �t(see Sec.III.C).

deviationsfrom the bulk value areobtained forthe per-

pendicular direction while the parallelg factor is m ore

sim ilar to the bare factor (0.44). These results can be

understood by noting that the SO m echanism couples

betterwith theB -induced currentsin the perpendicular

geom etry and,therefore,a larger inuence on the spin

precession isexpected in thiscase.

C . A com parison w ith experim ent

In a recentexperim entHanson etal.8 have m easured

the spin splitting in a one-electron dotby m eansofcon-

ductivity experim entsusing a parallelm agnetic �eld. It

isourpurpose here to show thatthe SO -induced m odi-

�cations can be the source ofthe observed deviation of

thespin-ip energywith respecttotheLarm orresult.As

stated in the previous section,when the m agnetic �eld

isalligned parallelto the plane ofelectronic m otion the

spin splitting recoversaZeem an-likebehaviorwith an ef-

fectiveg-factorslightly sm allerthan thebulk value.This

reduction ofthespin splitting isenhanced asthespacing

oftheorbitallevelsisreduced,i.e.,spin-orbitinteraction

induces a com pression ofthe spin levels as !x and !y

becom esm aller.

In Fig. 6 we display the results obtained for a cir-

cular 1-electron dot (deform ation has no signi�cant in-

uence on the spin-splitting ofthe lowestenergy state)

with feasiblevaluesofSO coupling.Nam ely,weassum ed

�R = 0:35 � 10�9 eVcm ,in the range ofexperim ental

values for G aAs,15 and �D = 0:8 � 10�9 eVcm . This

latterparam eterisobtained by assum ing a 2DEG width

z0 ’ 60 �A in theform ula �D = (�=z0)
2,where = 27:5

eV�A 3 is the G aAs speci�c constant.10 W e stillneed to

inputtheexternalcon�nem entfrequency �h!0 beforethe

calculation can be perform ed. Using forthis param eter

them easured valuesoftheorbitallevelspacing,lyingbe-

tween 0.96 and 1.1 m eV forthe range from B = 0 to 8
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FIG .7:Spin precessionalenergieswithin TD LSDA.Them ag-

netic �eld pointsin the vertical(z)direction.

T,16 oneobtainsthesolid lineofFig.6.Forhighervalues

ofthem agnetic�eld experim entalvaluesarenotavailable

and we have inferred the �h!0 values in order to �t the

m easured spin splittings. By assum ing �h!0 � 0:5� 0:6

m eV we obtain the dashed line in Fig.6. O verall,the

agreem ent with the m easurem ents is rather good and,

though thisisa certainly a sim pli�ed m odel,we believe

itindicatesthatSO coupling playsan im portantrole in

explaining the m easured spin gapsin thissystem .

D . A ddition ofC oulom b interactions

The above sections have dealt with the SO -induced

m odi�cations of the spin precession in the absence of

Coulom b interaction between electrons. W e shallnow

estim ate the role ofthe latterby resorting to the tim e-

dependent local-spin-density approxim ation (TDLSDA)

for noncollinearspins. This approach was already used

by usin Ref.13forcirculardots.Thereaderisaddressed

tothatreferenceform oredetailson thisform alism .Here

weshallonly m ention thattheintegration in tim eofthe

TDLSDA equations allows us to m onitor the spin pre-

cession and,in particular,to extracttheprecessionalfre-

quencies.Sincetheselfconsistentpartsofthem ean-�eld

potentialare recom puted as the system evolvesin tim e

one is e�ectively taking into account dynam icalinter-

action e�ects. The form alism is thus equivalent to the

random -phaseapproxim ation (wellknown in m any body

theory)with an e�ectiveinteraction.

Figure 7 showsforsom e representative casesthe pre-

cessionalfrequenciesin TDLSDA with SO coupling and

deform ation.A verticalm agnetic �eld hasbeen also in-

cluded. W e note that a qualitatively sim ilar behaviour

isfound with respectto thepreceding analyticalresults.

In particular,we em phasize thatatsm allB the preces-

sionalfrequency tendsto vanish and thatthere are dis-

continuousjum psdueto levelrearrangem ents.Itcan be

seen that,for a higher deform ation (sm aller �),the B -

dependence ofthe precessionalfrequencies is sm oother,

in agreem entwith theanalyticalm odel.Com paringwith

the non-interacting results there is a sizeable m odi�ca-

tion ofthe evolution in the low B range. W hile in the

non-interacting schem eweobtain g factorsof20 and 6.2

for � = 0:9 and 0.75,respectively,when interaction is

included thesevaluesraiseto 21.9 and 6.55.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N S

In this work we have analyzed the role ofthe defor-

m ation in the con�nem entto determ ine,in conjunction

with SO coupling and m agnetic �eld, the spin preces-

sionalpropertiesofG aAsquantum dots.Atsm allm ag-

netic �elds the deform ation closes the spin-ip energy

gap by allowing the transition between K ram ersconju-

gatestates.In practice,thisim pliesthattheprecessional

frequenciesofdeform ed system shavenoo�setsatB = 0.

Theassociated gfactorsdepend stronglyon thequantum

dotelectronic state and on the m agnetic �eld direction.

BytiltingB from verticaltohorizontaldirection onem ay

tunetheg factorfrom largevaluesto resultscloseto the

bulk one.

W hen the m agnetic �eld points in the verticaldirec-

tion and the SO coupling is weak an analyticaltreat-

m ent,yielding thespin-ip energiesand g factorsispos-

sible. Thisprovidesrelevantinsightsforthe analysisof

other cases that can only be addressed with num erical

approaches.Forthe case ofa one-electron dotin a hor-

izontalm agnetic �eld we have com pared the resultsob-

tained with feasible valuesofthe SO coupling constants

with recentexperim ents.W e believethiscom parison in-

dicatesthatthe SO coupling playsan im portantrole in

explaining the m easured spin gaps in this system . For

dotscontaining m ore electrons,the role ofthe Coulom b

interactions has been estim ated within TDLSDA.Size-

ablem odi�cationsofthesingle-particlepicturehavebeen

obtained although,qualitatively,the m ain features are

preserved.
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