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Abstract
W e present a new approach how to calculate the scalar exchange-correlation potentials and
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I. NTRODUCTION

Current—spin density functionaltheory (CSDFT ):1:5 isa powerful toolto caloulate ground
state (G S) properties of interacting electron system s. In contrast to soin-density functional
theory (SDFT ):-3:':‘-; and density-finctional theory O FT ):5;':5:, CSDFT takes into acoount the
coupling of the m agnetic eld to both, the spin density and the m agnetic current density.
However, CSDFT caloulations require the exchange correlation (XC) energy as an input
which isa functionalofthe spin densitiesn (r) and the param agnetic current density 3 (r).
In the local vorticity spin-density approxin ation (LVSDA ) the XC functional can be ap—
proxin ately calculated using XC energy densities from hom ogeneous system s which depend
on the density param eter ry, the polarization and the vorticity v (or alematively the
local 1ling factor f). Having investigated the XC energy density for two-din ensional (2D )
system s w ith vanishing current density in a previous woﬂélz: the focus of this paper is on
current-induced e ects on the XC energy density. The re]ann:l:Lé v= eBynp=m allows
to Iink the vorticity v = ¢ %tohomogeneoussystenswjtha ctitious m agnetic eld
Bom - This property is used by the current- or vorticity—-induced corrections of XC energy
densities in literature. T hey are param eterized as function ofB ., orthe local 1ling factor
f =2 nE. The bcal ling factor de nes the number of occupied Landau levels of a 2D
system In amagnetic edB. Iz = B 1=EeB hon J is the m agnetic length corresponding to
Buon G = 1 throughout this paper).

CSDFT calkulations for 2D systems (for quantum dots QD s) see eg. Refs. B,4/40))
have m ade use of current-density dependent XC energy densities based on interpolations
provided by Levesque, W eis, and M adD onald (LW M )il-' or Fano and O rtolani (FO )E-La . Both
param eterizations are based on the assum ption that the coupling ofthem agnetic eld to the
currents is only relevant for high B . For these strong m agnetic elds the considered system
is In the Iowest Landau kvel as the Interl.andau lvel spacings Increases w ith grow ing B
and the Zeam an energy and exchange e ects favor soin polarization.

For this regin e Laughlint? postulated the relation
2 Z 1

by = S dx 1 1
) mo br %) ] @)
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Levesque, W eis, and M adD onald (LW M )4} caloulate the XC energy density by using the pair
correlation finction g¢ (r) ofa classical plasma wih a density n = £=@2 Jé) and statistical



m ethodsi? Interpolation delivers a continuous expression for the dependence of the XC

energy density on the lling factor £ which isvald forf < 1
P_
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Fano and O rtolani O )E-Lé pursue an altemative conospt to param eterize current correc—
tions for "x¢ : They follow the partick-hole symm etry for electrons in the lowest Landau
level at Jarge m agnetic elds and establish an interpolation which exactly reproduces the
weltknown analytical result for Iling factor £ = 1 (see Ref. [L5))
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In spite of concems that the exact XC energy density m ight be irregular and not

na - - rgaar=r =

di erentiable2? the param eterizations @) or () are used in a number of paper?2iL] a5
sum Ing that they reproduce an im portant part of current-induced XC e ects. However,
the IW M and the FO param eterization are only correct in the high density lin i, ie. for
rs ! :-}7

To obtain XC energy densities "y (ts; ;) these current-dependent corrections are com —
bined with XC energy densities "yo ' ' (rs; ) from system s w ithout current-density by
an nterpolation established by R asolt and P errottt

";wCM:Fo (i f) + fp"?(g:AM BG=ISIT
xc (ts; ;E) =

1+ fP

(Ts7 ): @)

Forlarge lling factorsf (ie.foram allm agnetic eldsB .o, ) the Pade approxin ation yields

the welkknown result of ocal spin density approxin ation (LSDA), "o Co ot

(ts; ). For
this quantity the interpolation by Tanatar and Ceperky (TC )95- is the m ost frequently used
approach. However, recently new param eterizations were proposed by A ttaccalite, M oroni,
G ori6 lorgi, and Bachekt AM GB );_2‘-2 and Seidl (IST= interaction strength jnterpo]atjon);-zi .
In the lin it ofhigh e ective m agnetic eldsor f < 1 Eq. (4) takes into account corrections
due to param agnetic currents. U sually the exponent is chosen to bep = 4 (see Ref. {[8)).
However, resuls seam to be aln ost insensitive w ith respect a variation ofp.a-i'ié T he usage
of the interpolation 4) is justi ed by an inprovement of CSDFT results com pared w ith

benchm ark calculations from ED and Q uantum -M onteC ar]o.:?i”-



It is also reported that results do not signi cantly depend on whether the IW M or the
FO param eterization is app]jedéi Even working w ith corrections which take into account
discontinuities in the derivative ofthe XC energy density w ith respect to £ In the fractional
quantum Hall regine (see Ref. P2]) or an additional dependence on the polarization (see
Refs. £3,24]) do not further in prove the CSDFT resultsi?

T he present paper is a natural extension of our previous pub]jca‘don:j w here we presented
2D XC energy densities for system s w thout param agnetic current density which were ex—
tracted from exact G S densities and energies provided by exact diagonalization ED )éé .Here
we want to focus on the current-induced e ects on XC energy densities. A nalogous to Ref.
[1] the extraction of XC energy densities is perform ed in two steps: A frerbrie y introducing
CSDFT in Sec. IT and the properties of the QD Ham iltonian in Sec. ITI we present the

rst step of the m ethod, ie. the calculation of scalar and vector XC potentials from exact
QD G Sstogether w ith results (Sec. IV) . In the Pllow ng Section we Introduce the second
step which com prises the concspt how to cbtain XC energy densities from scalar and vector
XC potentials. The results are com pared w ith the current-dependent XC energy densities

discussed above. Sec.V I gives a summ ary of the paper.

IT. CURRENT-SPINDENSITY FUNCTIONALTHEORY AND LOCALVORTIC-

ITY SPIN)DENSITY APPROXIM ATION

In this Section we sketch the basics of CSDFT and IVSDA . The DFT form alisn was
originally established by H ohenberg, K ohn, and Shaml'-%’5 and generalized to spin-polarized
Sy stem slgl and current-carrying system s'ﬁLz: by Including the coupling of the polarization to an
applied m agnetic eld and to the param agnetic current density. A coordingly, the H chenberg-
Kohn HK) theoram has to be m odi ed w ith respect to the spin degrees offteedom:é and
to the param agnetic current densiy‘i"é . For the m ost general case, it states that two dif-
ferent non-degenerate G S wavefunctions j i and j % always yield di erent combinations
0 @©;30)6 @ (r);jg (r)) of spin densities and param agnetic current densities. This is
su cient to establish a functional of the total energy w ith the usual functional properties
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and the universal HK functional
Fexh ;3]1=hh ;310 +WJjh ;}Hi: (6)

However, In contrast to the origihal HK theoren"r-’I the uniqueness of the potentials is
lost In CSDFT, because it is possbl that two di erent combinations of soin-dependent
potentials and vector potential yield the sam e G S wavefunction. T hus, the one-to-one m ap
between G S densitiesand X C potentials isdestroyed. T he consequence isthat therem ight be
discontinuities n the inctionalderivatives ofthe HK fiinctionalorthe XC energy functional
w ith respect to the dens:t::esée Capeleand V jgna]e'@a- conclude that thisproblem also a ects
the extraction ofexact XC potentials from given G S densities. H owever, in the case ofaxially
sym m etric, parabolic quantum dots it is possible to restore the uniqueness aswe w ill see In
Section {IV'.

Forpractical purposes the variational schem e has to bem apped to the K ohn-Sham K S)
system , ie. an e ective singlepartick system w ith the sam e G S densities as the interacting
system . The spin-degree of freedom is considered In the K S equa‘tjonsl-3I by assum ing the
totalspin S, In z-direction to be a good quantum num ber
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with thespin =  in z-direction and theK S energies ";; in increasing order. Fora system

containing N particls the spin densities and the param agnetic current density are given by
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wih 5 being occupation numbers oftheK S levels in theG S ( =N andN,+N =

joJ
N ). Then the G S density and polarization are
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The XC potentials
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Exc h ;'}]
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are de ned as functional derivatives of the X C energy functional
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(Ts h ;3}]denotes the kinetic energy functionalofthe K S system .) The totalG S energy E

of the interacting system can be calculated from
z
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Conceming the XC potentialswe apply the LVSDA

z
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Using the vorticity v() = ¢ % Instead of the param agnetic current density is
a consequence of the gauge nvariance of CSDFT and appropriate for local density
approxin atjons:'l":? The m ost in portant param eterizations of the XC energy density used

in 2D calculations were introduced In Sec. I.

ITT. QUANTUM DOT HAM ILTONIAN AND GROUND STATE DENSITIES

W e oconsider a two-dim ensional QD with an axially symm etric parabolic con nem ent
potentialof strength ! in amagnetic eld B = (0;0;B ). The Ham iltonian for N particles
In realspace representation Wih r= X;y),p = (xipy), angularm om entum in z-direction

L=xp, VYpx= ;i@@, , and vector potentialA (r) = 2 ( y;x)) reads

X 1 . 1, 1 X e
H = — Pyt A @)+ -m 13 + = — a7
o1 2m 2 2]k=l 4 T . J
or
|
R 2 1 . 1 ¥ 2
H = P54 Zm i+ =L+ = S — (18)
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Here e is the ekectron charge, m = 0:067m . and " = 124 are the e ective m ass and the

screening constant ofthe host sam iconductor @ssumed tobeGaA s), ! . = rii isthe cyclotron
q

frequency, and !y, = 3+ !2=4 isthe hybrid frequency.



The reference densities and energies for the investigation of XC energy densities are
calculated by ED technigues which provide results of high aocuracyéa: N ote that the (spin—
ydensity and the current density of all eigenstates of the angular m om entum operator are
functions of radius r but not of the angle ' . M oreover, the current density is always of
the form 7} (r) = J; (r) e whereas the radial com ponent vanishes. T herefore, the relevant
quantities provided by ED are the spin-densitiesn (r) and the azim uthal com ponent J,» (r)
of the param agnetic current density (or the z-com ponent v of the vorticity) of the G S and
itsenermgy Eg.

T he m any-particle H am iltonian also show s an Interesting scaling property;-za which plays
an in portant rok in the context of the HK theorem . It is reveakd ifwe rewrite (1§) asa
function of !y, !, and N and ssparate the angularm om entum contribution. T his concept

is sim ilar to the m odi cation ofthe H am iltonian of a (hatural) atom in Ref. R4]:

O P A & A1
H (1oileiN) = SP3T om g+ = 1 t3 — 4 ?l]
Ty i : e 0T Tl g
- |
= H ( !§+!§=4;O;N)+'ECL: 19)

W e dentify the rst part of @9) asa Ham iltonian ofa QD in zero m agnetic eld with the
con nem ent frequency B 18+ 12=4. The sum over all shgleparticke angular m om enta in
the last term yields the totalangularm om entum . A s a result we can m ap the spectra and
wave functions ofQD s in them agnetic eld to QD s In zero m agnetic eld.

The K S Ham ittonian of axially symm etric 2D QD s reads
11 d d L @? Fa
Hy, = — —— 10— + — + -m 12+ Vy (@) + Vye, v 20
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O bviously, theK S H am iltonian show sthe sam e scaling properties asthe originalH am iltonian
9q — [

Hg, (lo;!eN)=Hg, ( 12+ 12=4;0;N )+ 'ECL: @1)

T herefore, the XC e ects do not depend on the strength of the extemalm agnetic eld. W e

can restrict our studies to systam s w ithout m agnetic eld. H owever, w ithout m agnetic eld

we can apply the orighalHK theorem to the Ham iltonian (17) what guarantees the unique-

ness of the wavefunction and of the extemal potential. For the K S system the uniqueness

ofthe XC) potentials In quantum dots is explicitly nvestigated in the follow ing Section.



Iv. SCALAR AND VECTOR XC POTENTIALS

A review ofthe literature on the num erical nversion ofK S equations, ie. the calculation
of XC potentials from G S densities can be found in Ref. []]. However, in this paper we
w il focus on an unpolarized and on a fully polarized system for which we can analytically
calculate the scalar XC potentialand the X C vector potential. Before we present our resuls
for Vy and Axc we willdiscuss the problem of uniqueness of XC potentials in CSDFT in

the next paragraph.

A . Unigueness 0of XC (vector) potentials

Because ofEgs. 19) and @1) we can assum e the shglepartick states § 4, i (j isa com -

bination of radial and angularm om entum quantum number) of the K S Slater determm inant
Ji=F pied i i wapmd (22)

to be eigenfunctions of the K S Ham iltonian Q) atB = 0

nw ! #
1 10 Q@ 1 @2 1 @ e Ayxcs (¥
Hgs = — —— r— + — +-m 1Py ——— 27 T
Ks om rer er ez o o2n ot T @ g T
X
+Vy (x) + Vye @®3Jih 3 (23)

w ith the potentials Vxc ;Axc; )
HKSj 3 i= "j; j i i: (24)

D ue to the axial sym m etry of the system the wavefunctions ¥ ;; i are also eigenfunctions of
the angularm om entum operator 1f 5, i= 1; 7 5 i.

Now Xt us assume that there is a KS Hamiltonian HJ, with the potentials
WVye iB%c,) 6 (yc + cjAxcy) so that the KS single-particle wavefunctions are also
eigenfiinctions of H 2

Heed 5 i= "5, 75 i @5)

Subtracting Eq. (¢4) from Eq. £5) delivers the constraint

e A . (r
Ve, @+ 1 & Axcr ) "o+, =0 26)
m r !



for the potential di erences V x¢; () = VXOC,. (X)) Vxc; @) and A xc, @) = Agc;, (r)
Axcy (©).Eq. £6) hasto be ful lled for allwavefunctions J 5, i.

If at least two states with di erent angularmomenta 1;; 6 1o, are occupied we can

conclude from
!
e A XC; (r)
ljoi VXC; (x) + lj,- m_f "g; + "j;
!
e A .+ (r)
lj; VXC,‘ (r) + ljo; —L "QO. + "jo; — 0; (27)
m r 3%

that the scalar potentials agree up to a constant V x¢; (r) = oconst. Thus, A ¢, ) =
const’  r inm ediately ollows. A's a consequence of nite XC vector potentialsat B = 0 we
derive A xc, () = 0. Ifthere are also occupied states In the other spin direction we cbtain
V xc; () = oconst. This resulk is in contradiction to (VXOC; ;AQC;, )6 (Vxc + C jAxcy)
and the unigueness of XC potentials is proven.
T he assum ption of at least two occupied statesw ith di erent angularm omenta 1;; € Ly,
in one soin direction is correct forthe con gurations considered in thispaper. A llother cases

are m ore or less pathological:

ForNw = N4 = 1 unigueness cannot be proven except for the the case Ln = Ly = 0

(ie. conventional D FT w ithout param agnetic current densities and vanishing Axc ).

In the case 0of N 2,44 = = X,y and L = = kv, unigueness cannot be
guaranteed either. H owever, such a con guration should not be a G S In particular for

larger particle num bers.

In generalthe XC potentials are overdeterm ined by €8) . T herefore, the crucial aspect is

the existence of approprate X C potentials but not their uniqueness.

B. Results for XC (vector) potentials

From the discussion of the uniqueness of XC potentials presented above Inm ediately
follow s that we can analytically calculate the scalar and the vector potentials if we are ablk
to derive the exact KS wavefunctions from @ (r); %} (r)). This can be accom plished for
soecial system s.

T he sin plest conceivable con guration is the fully polarized twoelectron = l-quantum -
Halldropkt QHD ) with quantum numbersL = 1,S = 1,and S, = 1. In particular the



con nem ent energy !, = 2=3Ry allows for a com plktely analytical solution 21 For the rest
ofthis subsection we denote energies In Ry and kengths in e ective Bohrradiiay.) A cocording

to Taut?? the separation of center-ofm ass and relative m otion delivers the G S wavefiinction

Cyir) = "cuw (It 2F2) (i )
= Ceye® PBcur@+ r=3)e* 2 28)
q —
R= (n+np)=2)andr=1r 1) andGS energy 8=3. The constantsare Ccy = 33 and
r

P
Crma=1= 2 9 6 + 42 .
U sing these results we can analytically calculate the G S density n (r), the azim uthal com —

ponent of the param agnetic current density 3, (r), and the (z-com ponent of the) vorticity
|
jp;’ (r)

n (r)

1
vEk)= —— 1 (29)
r@r

Now we are interested In the e ective potentials which exactly reproduce the G S density
combination @ (x); 3, ). In this context we m ake use of the scaling relations (19) and
1) and restrict ourselves to the case B = 0.

Labeling states and occupation num bers by three Indices which characterize the radial
quantum num ber, the angular m om entum and the soin state, the G S of the (spin-down)

= 1-QHD IntheKS system isgiven by ¢,0;1 = o0;1,1 = 1. Then the relationsbetween
K S wavefunctions j,; (r) = p2-€" "R, (r) and denstty Fig.1 @)
X
n() = i 5y () 3% (r) (30)
3L
and param agnetic current density € ig.q (b))

. 2Ry X
Ty (@) = — 55 Lo @ 51 @) @)
3L

allow for the calculation of the vorticity CFjg.'-_JI (c)) and ofthe exact K S orbitals

q
Rop (@)= ( =Ry)r}; @) 32)

q
Rop@® = 2 n Rj,@: 33)

The radialK S wavefinctions R g, (r) und Ry;; (r) are depicted In Fjg.ﬂj ).
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Consequently, we can calculate the e ective scalar single-particle potential up to a con—
stant "p,0; 1 (Which isa K S energy) by nverting the K S Schrodinger equation for g, 1 (r)

(eeFig.T @)
h i
, & Tax Ropo@
Ve (©)= r'=9+ Vg )+ Vxc ®)  "o;0;1 = : (34)
Ro;o (©)

B =

In particularthe K S equation forstatesw ith 1= 0 only Involves the scalar potential, but not
the XC vector potential. A s for given density n (r) the H artreepotential Vy (v) CFjg.E]: () is

also known we can derive the exact scalar XC potential F i. T (Q))
h i
, ry; Ropo @
Vxe @) = "o,0,1 =9 Vy @)+ (35)
R0 ()

1
r

Tl

up to the gauge constant "o, 1 -

Fially we can nd an approach to the XC vector potential F ig. 1)) by expliting the
KS equation for o, 1,1 (). A ffer solving theK S equation orAy., (r) and substiuting the
scalar XC potentialwe obtain

0 hl @ @ . hl @ @ . 1
-=—= r—= R == r—= Ry,
oA ) = if@ i rer Ter 0;1 (¥) 4 o_tér Teor 0,0 () +om " a
XC; 0;0; 1 0; 1; 1
Ry2 r? Rop (©) R0 (¥)
(36)

The singularity in the tem 1=r® is elin inated by the second one as both term s together
represent the kinetic energy density ofthe state o, 1; ;1 (r) which is niteatr= 0.

Now lt us focus on the asym ptotic of all relevant quantities. In the lin it of large radii
the asym ptotic expansions of the densities and the vorticity are

2 _
lin n (@) ! ?chcfelr‘lef“3 37)
2 2
]j[n i);' (r) ! 4 CCMCIel 3 r2=3 (38)
rt 1 3(1=Ry)
]'jrt} vk)! Ry 24=r" + 54=r" (39)
T hus, the results for the radialwavefnctions R g, (r) and Ry (r) are
. p— r?=6
]:mi Roo@® ! 2 2 CeyCrire (40)
r! !
2 CeuC _
lin Rog (@) ! S w2 g6, @1)
r! i
The e ective potential is parabolic in the lin it of large r
1, 4 3 3
+ —: 42)

Im V. b= -+ —
A Ve ) Do ot ot
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W ih the H artree potential converging to zero

Y Ve @) ! 43)
r! 1 r

we assum e that the XC potential vanishes n the lmit r ! 1 28 This is achieved by an

gauge constant ", 1 = 4=3

5 3
lm V. ! — + — 44
o xc (¥) or 4r2 (44)

T he asym ptotic of the XC wvector potential gives a constraint for "y, ;1 = 2 ifwe do not
want Ayxc, (r) to diverge in the lin it of large radii. (This is a reasonabl requiram ent aswe
work at B = 0. A contrbution Axc, () = B?Or would correspond to an extemal m agnetic
edB°= (0;0;B9.)
1 1 7

Im Ages ) ! — - — 45
dyAcey @0 o 7 o @5)

Thus, the XC potentials (Vxc (r);Axc; () are uniquely determ ined.

Besides this fully analytic approach it is also possbl to perform the calculation of XC
potentials starting w ith G S densities from ED .U sing num erical data for the densities allow s
us to study the dependence of the XC wvector potential on the strength of the external
con nem ent potential. Tn Fig. 2 we show the scalar XC potentials (up to a constant) and
the XC vector potentials for ! In the range between 3m &V and 100m &V . In the context of
the XC vector potentials we nd a pronounced sensitivity to the precision of the densities
at the edge of the dot. Because the Ay, (r)) is calculated as a di erence of two (large)
e ective potentials, num erical errors are grow Ing at the edge of the dot although 16 Landau
levelswere used In ED . However, the results from the bulk part ofthe QD are reliable and
show a continuous dependence on the strength of !

T he second system forwhich we study scalar and vector X C potentials is the unpolarized
fourelectron system ( = 2QHD)wih S = 0,L = 2. In thiscase allG S densities are
provided by ED using 335259 Slater detemm nants (see Fig.3 ©rG S (param agnetic current)
densities at ! = 3m &V ). Conceming the m athem atical structure of the K S equations it is
sin iarto the = 1 two-ekctron droplkt: the = 2 fourelectron droplkt can be regarded as
a combination oftwo = 1 two-electron dropltsw ith di erent soin polarizations. T herefore
the inversion ofK S equations is com pletely analogous to Egs. (0)-@6) ifwe use halfofthe
G S density and param agnetic density of the fourelectron = 2-QH

12



F ig."4 show s the results for scalar XC potentials (up to a constant) and vector XC poten—
tials as a function of the strength ofthe con nem ent potential. C onceming the precision of
the vector potentials we can repeat the sam e argum ents as for the two-electron system , ie.
only the values from the buk part ofthe QD are reliable. Sin ilar to the = l-dropktwe

nd again a continuous dependence on ! . A nother asoect is the size of the am plitude of the
X C vector potentialwhich is even larger than for the two elctron system (see Fig.Z). This
represents a strong hint that current-induced corrections are forthe = 2-QHD at kast as
Inportant as orthe = 1-QHD .Thisasoect isnot considered in calculations relying on an
interpolation of the type of Eq. @) which neglects the in uence of higher Landau levels.

V. VORTICITY DEPENDENT XC ENERGY DENSITIES

In this Section we w illdealw ith the vorticity dependence ofX C energy densities extracted
from the XC scalar and vector potentials above. T he two parts com prise the m ethodology
and the results for the fourelectron = 2 system .

A . Calculation of XC energy densities

T he steps for extracting XC energy densities from XC potentials are analogous to Ref.
[71]1but generalized w ith respect to the vorticity dependence. Egs. (12) and {I3) provide the
general relation between XC functionaland X C potentials. To construct a relation between

X C potentials and XC energy densities we apply the IVSDA (16) and cbtain
|

1 @ @"c
o = - 4
eAyc,y (¥) n @ er n (r) v (r) (46)
@" . iy ( )
Vie, )= "o @+ n@)—C @) eAye, @2 @7
n n (r)
W e solve for L& (r) and LX< (1)
2 3
@" 1 ZL
L) = —4 dr'n@®erye, 5 (48)
v n (r)
!
@" 1 1,
) = M @)+ Vee, () 4+ eAxey @)D 49)
@n n(x) n (r)
considering the (physical) boundary condition
Tin n(r)@ € )= 0: (50)
r! 1 @v

13



T he resuls are substituted in the derivative of the XC energy density as a function of the

radis
n X n n
@"c (r)= @"c @n N @xc@_V: 51)
Qr @n Qr Qv Qr
A fter som e transfom ations we arrive at a linear di erential equation O EQ)
@"c (r) Qlogn
xe B 290 gy ) = Tw) 52)
Qr Qr
w ith the iInhom ogeneity
1 X @n 1, (r) @ Jogn
T) = —— (Vxe;, @+ C)o— @)+ eAycy 02 72 )
n (r) Qr n (r) Qr
2 3
7z
1 @v @O D o
+———(@)*? drn@E)ehxe; @)d (53)
n () Qr

which ocontains all the Infom ation about the dependence on the spin densities and the
vorticity. Th Eq. (53) we take into account that the gauge constantsc ofthe scalarpotentials
are not known from the previous step. They will be calculated later. The solution of

the hom ogeneous part of DEQ (52) is given by "™t (r) = =n (r), a special solution can
be caloulated using the ansatz ";. () = ()=n(r). The function (r) ollows from an
elem entary DEQ
% )= n@©Ik), (54)
whose solution is -
@)= dr’nE)I1e 0): (55)

0
T hus the general solution of DEQ (52) is

) 1 &
"o @) = " () + "F(r) = - + 5 ar’n 1 @ (56)

A fter substituting the inhom ogeneity the result reads

P 7r (
©) n (©) c X n () 1 0o X o @n 0
" = — Vye, @)——
xc () n @ + C n @) + h @) dr xc; (@) a0 )
2, 0 3,
. @ n Qv
+ehyc, @)y ) 2;; ) + @—ro<r°>4 0 dr'n @®edye, ™5 - (7)
W ih them odulus of the XC energy being nie in IVSDA
VA VA
Exch ;vl] drn @®)"%c ) = drn@)Jxc @< 1 (58)
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P
we choose ©0) n () c = 0 thus avoidding any divergent contributions. Conse—

quently the analytical solution of (52) satisfying the physical boundary conditions is
7r

X n (r) 1 o ¥ o @n 0 o @logn
" = e d Vye. —_— eA v o _
xc () n @) +n(r)0 r XC; (r)@ro () + xcy @)y ) a0 ()
2 3
7 )
+ v 4 dr'n @®er @5 . (59)
@ro XC .

0
The last step is the caloulation of the gauge constants ¢ of the scalar potentials. One
condition which has not been used yet is the agreement of the DFT G S energy and the

exact G S energy. Ifwe elin inate Vyc, (r) n Eq. (15) and write i in am odi ed form
A 2
X 1

5 dr'y, @ — (+eAa @)’+V @ 'y (r)+% drVy (rn @)+ Exc h ;v]

Egz =
Ji 2m ’

Ji
(60)
we can calculate the (exact!) XC energy Exc h ;v] ©or G S densities: the K S wavefunctions

are known from the selftonsistent solution ofthe K S equations. T hus the expectation values
R
dr’ .. (r) ﬁ + e (J:))2 +V (r) '3 (r) of the non-interacting system can be calcu-

lated. The Coulomb energy and the G S-energy are uniquely determ ined by the interacting

system . O n the other hand the XC energy in LVSDA is given by
z

Exc h ;v] drn (r)"xc (¥)
= i cN + ’ drzrdro( i Vxc; (ro)% @) + eAxcy )
=0 0
: o, @logn Qv 0221 @ D 003)
Jor (€ = ) + @—ro(r)4 drn@)ehyc, ) (61)

0

what m akes F c N accessbl. In the case of unpolarized systems c = o = ¢, and
for full polarization the constant ¢ of the unoccupied soin direction is irrelevant (as the
corresponding N = 0). Consequently, the results for the XC energy density are unigue.
For partially polarized system s uniqueness of the resuls can be achieved by additionally

dem anding asym ptotic agreem ent of Vy¢, (r) or nite systam £2
r]!_"[q ch;" (r) = r]!jﬂ}_ VXC,‘# (r): (62)

As a result of the inversion of the LVSDA formm alism we obtain the XC energy density
as a function of the radius. A fter elim inating the radius using the spin densitiesn (r) and

vorticity v (r) or altematively rg (r), (r), and v (r) we arrive at the representation ofthe XC

energy density as a function of (r;; ;Vv).
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B . Results for vorticity-dependent X C energy densities

In this Section we sum m arize the num erical results for the extracted X C energy densities.
Because of the high contrlbution of selfinteraction in the two-elctron system only the
fourelectron = 2QHD can be used for the derivation of vorticity-dependent XC energy
densities. A fter solving the DEQ (52) for di erent con nem ent energies ! , we get a st
of "y fordierent rg, v, and = 0 (o polarization). The results for di erent vorticities
are shown In Fig.§ as a function of ry together w ith the pure TC'QE- param eterization, TC
combined with LW Mil'iséa, and TC ocombined wih Foﬂzgégé W hereas the LW M and
FO param eterizations do not deviate very much from the pure TC data which does not
consider any current=nduced e ects, the extracted XC energy densities exhibit a pronounced
dependence on the vorticity. In particular, the curve of extracted "y starts for an all r
below the reference curves, crosses it and nally liesabove it. M oreover, the crossing w anders
to larger r, ifwe decrease the vorticity (see Fig.§ (@)—(f).

A Tthough the interpretation ofthese large deviations from the standard param eterizations
is di cul as the data set is very am all our resuls give rise to the question if the vorticity
dependence of XC energy densities can be treated in the frame of LVSDA . There m ight
be also non-local e ects from param agnetic currents which cannot be considered in this
approach . However, in any case it is necessary to reexam ine the vorticity-dependence of "x ¢

w ith focus on Landau levelm ixing and arbitrary densities.

VIi. SUMMARY

In this paper we presented a new approach to study scalar XC potentials and X C vector
potentials of current-carrying ground states in axially sym m etric, parabolic quantum dots.
Starting from exact ground states densities and param agnetic current densities we analyt—
ically calculated the XC potentials of the twoelectron = l1-droplkt and the fourelectron

= 2-droplkt and studied them as a function of the strength of the con nem ent potential.
In both system s the XC vector potentials are of the sam e order of m agnitude which shows
the In portance of this current-induced e ect even for higher 1lling factors. This resul is
not taken into acoount in the interpolation Introduced by R asolt and PeIIOt:lé' .

The seocond step Involved the extraction of vorticity-dependent XC energy densities.

16



The e ect of the vorticity is far m ore pronounced than predicted by Rasol and Perrotd,

Levesque, W eis, and M acD ona]d'iia' and Fano and O ItO]aI'lLlé . A possble reason for this be-
havior is the assum ption that the in uence of current densities is only relkvant for strong
m agnetic eldswhen the local lling factor £ is less than one. T his is the restriction which
enters the derivations of the param eterizations In literature. However, our resuls point
out that a new approach to current- or vorticity-dependent XC energy densities is required
which also com prise the e ects of Landau kevelm ixing.
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FIG. 1l: Analytical results for the two-electron = 1QHD wih con nement energy 2=3Ry.
Figs. @)—h) depict the GS density, the param agnetic G S density, the vorticity, the radial K S
w avefuinctions, the e ective scalar potential, the H artree potential, the scalar XC potential, and

the XC wvector potential.

FIG.2: Scalar XC potentials (@) and (c) and XC vector potentials (o) and (d) ofthe two-electron

= 1QHD asa function of the strength of the con nem ent potential. In @) and () the resuls
for!lg= 3meV —10meV (stepsize ImeV) are shown, n () and (d) results for ! = 10mevV -
100m &V (stepsize 10m &V ). The arrow s Indicate curves corresoonding to Increasing con nem ent

potentials.

FIG.3: GS density (@) and G S param agnetic current density (o) of a fourelectron = 2-QHD

w ih con nem ent energy 3m €V .
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FIG .4: Scalar XC potentials (@) and (c) and XC vector potentials (o) and (d) ofthe fourelectron

= 2-QHD as a function of the strength of the con nem ent potential. Tn @) and () the results
for !o =

3meV —-10m eV (stepsize 1m eV ) are shown, In () and (d) results for 'g = 10m &V -

100m &V (stepsize 10m eV ). T he arrow s indicate curves corresponding to increasing con nem ent

potentials.

FIG . 5: Vorticity-dependent XC energy densities extracted from the fourelctron = 2-QHD.

@)—(®) show the XC energy densities as a function of ry for di erent vorticities.
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