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Abstract

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

thevectorexchange-correlation potentialsfrom current-carrying ground statesoftwo-dim ensional

quantum dots. From these exchange-correlation potentialswe derive exchange-correlation energy

densitiesand exam ine theirvorticity (orcurrent)dependence. Com pared with param eterizations

ofcurrent-induced e�ectsin literaturewe�nd an increased signi�canceofcorrectionsdueto para-

m agnetic currentdensities.

PACS num bers:71.15.M b,73.21.-b,71.10.Ca
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Current-spin density functionaltheory (CSDFT)1,2 isapowerfultooltocalculateground

state(GS)propertiesofinteracting electron system s.In contrastto spin-density functional

theory (SDFT)3,4 and density-functionaltheory (DFT)5,6,CSDFT takes into account the

coupling ofthe m agnetic �eld to both,the spin density and the m agnetic currentdensity.

However,CSDFT calculations require the exchange correlation (XC) energy as an input

which isa functionalofthespin densitiesn�(r)and theparam agneticcurrentdensity jp(r).

In the localvorticity spin-density approxim ation (LVSDA) the XC functionalcan be ap-

proxim ately calculated using XC energy densitiesfrom hom ogeneoussystem swhich depend

on the density param eter rs,the polarization � and the vorticity v (or alternatively the

local�lling factorf).Having investigated theXC energy density fortwo-dim ensional(2D)

system s with vanishing current density in a previous work7 the focus ofthis paper is on

current-induced e�ects on the XC energy density. The relation1,2 v = �eB hom =m
� allows

to link the vorticity v = r �
jp(r)

n(r)
to hom ogeneoussystem swith a �ctitiousm agnetic �eld

B hom . Thisproperty isused by the current-orvorticity-induced correctionsofXC energy

densitiesin literature.They areparam eterized asfunction ofB hom orthelocal�lling factor

f = 2�nl2B. The local�lling factorde�nes the num ber ofoccupied Landau levels ofa 2D

system in a m agnetic �eld B . lB =
q

1=(ejB hom j)isthe m agnetic length corresponding to

B hom (�h = 1 throughoutthispaper).

CSDFT calculations for 2D system s (for quantum dots (QDs) see e.g.Refs.[8,9,10])

have m ade use ofcurrent-density dependent XC energy densities based on interpolations

provided by Levesque,W eis,and M acDonald (LW M )11 orFano and Ortolani(FO)12.Both

param eterizationsarebased on theassum ption thatthecouplingofthem agnetic�eld tothe

currentsisonly relevantforhigh B .Forthesestrong m agnetic�eldstheconsidered system

isin the lowest Landau levelasthe inter-Landau levelspacings increases with growing B

and theZeem an energy and exchangee�ectsfavorspin polarization.

Forthisregim eLaughlin13 postulated therelation

"XC(f = m
�1 )=

e2

lB
p
2m

Z 1

0

dx[gf(xlB)� 1] (1)

for�lling factorsf = m �1 < 1 (m isan odd num ber). Fordiscrete �lling factorsf = 1

3
;1

5

Levesque,W eis,and M acDonald (LW M )11 calculatetheXC energy density by usingthepair

correlation function gf(r)ofa classicalplasm a with a density n = f=(2�l2B)and statistical
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m ethods.14 Interpolation delivers a continuous expression for the dependence ofthe XC

energy density on the�lling factorf which isvalid forf < 1

"
LW M
XC (rs;f)=Ry = �0:782133

2
p
2

rs

�

1� 0:211f0:74 + 0:012f1:7
�

: (2)

Fano and Ortolani(FO)12 pursuean alternativeconceptto param eterizecurrentcorrec-

tions for"XC: They follow the particle-hole sym m etry for electrons in the lowest Landau

levelatlarge m agnetic �elds and establish an interpolation which exactly reproduces the

well-known analyticalresultfor�lling factorf = 1 (seeRef.[15])

"
FO
XC(rs;f)=Ry =

2
p
2

f3=2rs

�

�

r
�

8
f
2
� 0:782133f3=2(1� f)

3=2

+ 0:683f2(1� f)
2
� 0:806f5=2(1� f)

5=2

#

: (3)

In spite of concerns that the exact XC energy density m ight be irregular and not

di�erentiable,16 the param eterizations(2)or(3)are used in a num berofpapers8,9,10,17 as-

sum ing that they reproduce an im portant part ofcurrent-induced XC e�ects. However,

the LW M and the FO param eterization are only correctin the high density lim it,i.e.for

rs ! 0.17

To obtain XC energy densities"XC(rs;�;f)thesecurrent-dependentcorrectionsarecom -

bined with XC energy densities"
TC=LW M =FO

XC (rs;�)from system swithoutcurrent-density by

an interpolation established by Rasoltand Perrot18

"XC(rs;�;f)=
"
LW M =FO

XC (rs;f)+ fp"
TC=A M BG =ISI

XC (rs;�)

1+ fp
: (4)

Forlarge�llingfactorsf (i.e.forsm allm agnetic�eldsB hom )thePad�eapproxim ation yields

thewell-known resultoflocalspin density approxim ation (LSDA),"
TC=A M G B=ISI

XC (rs;�).For

thisquantity theinterpolation by Tanatarand Ceperley (TC)19 isthem ostfrequently used

approach.However,recently new param eterizationswere proposed by Attaccalite,M oroni,

Gori-Giorgi,and Bachelet(AM GB)20 and Seidl(ISI=interaction strength interpolation)21.

In thelim itofhigh e�ectivem agnetic�eldsorf < 1 Eq.(4)takesinto accountcorrections

due to param agnetic currents. Usually the exponentischosen to be p = 4 (see Ref.[18]).

However,resultsseem to bealm ostinsensitive with respecta variation ofp.17,18 Theusage

ofthe interpolation (4) is justi�ed by an im provem ent ofCSDFT results com pared with

benchm ark calculationsfrom ED and Quantum -M onte-Carlo.8,17

3



Itisalso reported thatresultsdo notsigni�cantly depend on whetherthe LW M orthe

FO param eterization is applied.17 Even working with corrections which take into account

discontinuitiesin thederivativeoftheXC energy density with respectto f in thefractional

quantum Hallregim e (see Ref.[22])oran additionaldependence on the polarization (see

Refs.[23,24])do notfurtherim provetheCSDFT results.17

Thepresentpaperisanaturalextension ofourpreviouspublication7 wherewepresented

2D XC energy densities forsystem s withoutparam agnetic currentdensity which were ex-

tracted from exactGS densitiesand energiesprovided byexactdiagonalization (ED)25.Here

wewantto focuson thecurrent-induced e�ectson XC energy densities.Analogousto Ref.

[7]theextraction ofXC energy densitiesisperform ed in two steps:Afterbriey introducing

CSDFT in Sec.II and the properties ofthe QD Ham iltonian in Sec.III we present the

�rststep ofthe m ethod,i.e.the calculation ofscalarand vectorXC potentialsfrom exact

QD GSstogetherwith results(Sec.IV).In the following Section we introduce the second

step which com prisestheconcepthow to obtain XC energy densitiesfrom scalarand vector

XC potentials. The resultsare com pared with the current-dependent XC energy densities

discussed above.Sec.VIgivesa sum m ary ofthepaper.

II. C U R R EN T -SP IN -D EN SIT Y FU N C T IO N A L T H EO RY A N D LO C A L V O RT IC -

IT Y (SP IN -)D EN SIT Y A P P R O X IM AT IO N

In this Section we sketch the basics ofCSDFT and LVSDA.The DFT form alism was

originally established by Hohenberg,Kohn,and Sham 5,6 and generalized to spin-polarized

system s3 and current-carrying system s1,2 by including thecoupling ofthepolarization toan

applied m agnetic�eld andtotheparam agneticcurrentdensity.Accordingly,theHohenberg-

Kohn (HK)theorem hasto be m odi�ed with respect to the spin degrees offreedom 3 and

to the param agnetic current density1,2. Forthe m ost generalcase,it states thattwo dif-

ferent non-degenerate GS wavefunctions j	i and j	 0i always yield di�erent com binations

(n�(r);jp(r))6= (n0�(r);j
0
p(r))ofspin densitiesand param agnetic currentdensities. Thisis

su�cientto establish a functionalofthetotalenergy with theusualfunctionalproperties

E V0;�[n�;jp]= FH K [n�;jp]+
X

�

Z

drV�(r)n�(r)+ e

Z

drjp(r)� A (r)+
e2

2m �

X

�

Z

drn�(r)A
2(r)

(5)
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and theuniversalHK functional

FH K [n�;jp]= h	[n �;jp]jT + W j	[n �;jp]i: (6)

However,in contrast to the originalHK theorem 5 the uniqueness ofthe potentials is

lost in CSDFT,because it is possible that two di�erent com binations ofspin-dependent

potentialsand vectorpotentialyield thesam eGS wavefunction.Thus,theone-to-onem ap

between GSdensitiesandXC potentialsisdestroyed.Theconsequenceisthattherem ightbe

discontinuitiesin thefunctionalderivativesoftheHK functionalortheXC energyfunctional

with respecttothedensities.26 Capelleand Vignale26 concludethatthisproblem alsoa�ects

theextraction ofexactXC potentialsfrom given GS densities.However,in thecaseofaxially

sym m etric,parabolicquantum dotsitispossibleto restoretheuniquenessaswewillseein

Section IV.

Forpracticalpurposesthevariationalschem ehasto bem apped to theKohn-Sham (KS)

system ,i.e.an e�ectivesingle-particlesystem with thesam eGS densitiesastheinteracting

system . The spin-degree offreedom is considered in the KS equations3 by assum ing the

totalspin Sz in z-direction to bea good quantum num ber
"

1

2m �

�
r

i
+ e[A (r)+ A XC(r)]

� 2

+
e2

2m �

n

A
2(r)� [A (r)+ A XC(r)]

2
o

+ V�(r)+ VH(r)+ VXC;�(r)

#

’j;�(r) = "j;�’j;�(r)(7)

with thespin � = � in z-direction and theKS energies"j;� in increasingorder.Forasystem

containing N particlesthespin densitiesand theparam agneticcurrentdensity aregiven by

n�(r) =
X

j

j;� j’j;�(r)j
2

(8)

jp(r) =
X

j;�

j;�

h

’
�
j;�(r)r ’j;�(r)�

�

r ’
�
j;�(r)

�

’j;�(r)
i

(9)

with j;� beingoccupation num bersoftheKS levelsin theGS (
P

jj;� = N � and N + + N � =

N ).Then theGS density and polarization are

n(r) = n+ (r)+ n� (r) (10)

�(r) =
n+ (r)� n� (r)

n(r)
(11)

TheXC potentials

VXC;�([n�;jp];r) =
�EXC[n�;jp]

�n�(r)
(12)
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eA XC;�([n�;jp];r) =
�EXC[n�;jp]

�jp(r)
(13)

arede�ned asfunctionalderivativesoftheXC energy functional

E XC[n�;jp]= FH K [n�;jp]�
1

2

e2

4�""0

Z

dr

Z

dr0
n(r)n(r0)

jr� r0j
� TS[n�;jp]: (14)

(TS[n�;jp]denotesthekineticenergy functionaloftheKS system .) ThetotalGS energy E 0

oftheinteracting system can becalculated from

E 0 =
X

j;�

j;�"j;� �
1

2

e2

4�""0

Z

dr

Z

dr0
n(r)n(r0)

jr� r0j
�

X

�

Z

drVXC;�([n�;jp];r)n�(r)

�e

Z

drjp(r)� AXC(r)+ E XC[n�;jp]: (15)

Concerning theXC potentialsweapply theLVSDA

E XC[n�;v]�

Z

drn(r)"XC(n�(r);v(r)): (16)

Using the vorticity v(r) = r �
jp(r)

n(r)
instead of the param agnetic current density is

a consequence of the gauge invariance of CSDFT and appropriate for local density

approxim ations.1,2 The m ost im portant param eterizations ofthe XC energy density used

in 2D calculationswereintroduced in Sec.I.

III. Q U A N T U M D O T H A M ILT O N IA N A N D G R O U N D STAT E D EN SIT IES

W e consider a two-dim ensionalQD with an axially sym m etric parabolic con�nem ent

potentialofstrength !0 in a m agnetic�eld B = (0;0;B ).TheHam iltonian forN particles

in real-spacerepresentation (with r= (x;y),p = (px;py),angularm om entum in z-direction

lz = xpy � ypx =
1

i

@

@’
,and vectorpotentialA (r)= B

2
(�y;x))reads

H =

NX

j= 1

�
1

2m �
(pj + eA (rj))

2
+
1

2
m

�
!
2
0r

2
j

�

+
1

2

NX

j;k= 1

0 e2

4�""0jrj � rkj
(17)

or

H =

NX

j= 1

 
p2j

2m �
+
1

2
m

�
!
2
hr

2
j +

!c

2
lz

!

+
1

2

NX

j;k= 1

0 e2

4�""0jrj � rkj
: (18)

Here e isthe electron charge,m � = 0:067m e and " = 12:4 are the e�ective m assand the

screeningconstantofthehostsem iconductor(assum ed tobeGaAs),!c =
eB

m � isthecyclotron

frequency,and !h =
q

!2
0 + !2

c=4 isthehybrid frequency.
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The reference densities and energies for the investigation of XC energy densities are

calculated by ED techniqueswhich provide resultsofhigh accuracy.25 Notethatthe(spin-

)density and the current density ofalleigenstates ofthe angularm om entum operatorare

functions ofradius r but not ofthe angle ’. M oreover,the current density is always of

the form jp(r)= jp;’(r)e’ whereasthe radialcom ponentvanishes. Therefore,the relevant

quantitiesprovided by ED arethespin-densitiesn�(r)and theazim uthalcom ponentjp;’(r)

ofthe param agnetic currentdensity (orthe z-com ponentv ofthe vorticity)ofthe GS and

itsenergy E 0.

Them any-particleHam iltonian also showsan interesting scaling property25 which plays

an im portantrole in the contextofthe HK theorem . Itisrevealed ifwe rewrite (18)asa

function of!0,!c,and N and separate theangularm om entum contribution.Thisconcept

issim ilarto them odi�cation oftheHam iltonian ofa (natural)atom in Ref.[26]:

H (!0;!c;N ) =

NX

j= 1

 
1

2m �
p
2
j +

1

2
m

�

 

!
2
0 +

!2
c

4

!

r
2
j

!

+
1

2

NX

j;k= 1

0 e2

4�""0jrj � rkj
+

NX

j;k= 1

!c

2
lj

= H (
q

!2
0 + !2

c=4;0;N )+
!c

2
L: (19)

W eidentify the �rstpartof(19)asa Ham iltonian ofa QD in zero m agnetic �eld with the

con�nem ent frequency
q

!2
0 + !2

c=4. The sum over allsingle-particle angular m om enta in

thelastterm yieldsthetotalangularm om entum .Asa resultwe can m ap thespectra and

wavefunctionsofQDsin them agnetic�eld to QDsin zero m agnetic�eld.

TheKS Ham iltonian ofaxially sym m etric 2D QDsreads

H S;� = �
1

2m �

"
1

r

@

@r

 

r
@

@r

!

+
1

r2

@2

@’2

#

+
1

2
m

�
!
2
0r

2 + VH(r)+ VXC;�([n�;v];r) (20)

Obviously,theKSHam iltonianshowsthesam escalingpropertiesastheoriginalHam iltonian

H S;�(!0;!c;N )= H S;�(
q

!2
0 + !2

c=4;0;N )+
!c

2
L: (21)

Therefore,theXC e�ectsdo notdepend on thestrength oftheexternalm agnetic�eld.W e

can restrictourstudiesto system swithoutm agnetic�eld.However,withoutm agnetic�eld

wecan apply theoriginalHK theorem to theHam iltonian (17)whatguaranteestheunique-

nessofthe wavefunction and ofthe externalpotential. Forthe KS system the uniqueness

ofthe(XC)potentialsin quantum dotsisexplicitly investigated in thefollowing Section.
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IV . SC A LA R A N D V EC T O R X C P O T EN T IA LS

A review oftheliteratureon thenum ericalinversion ofKS equations,i.e.thecalculation

ofXC potentials from GS densities can be found in Ref.[7]. However,in this paper we

willfocuson an unpolarized and on a fully polarized system forwhich we can analytically

calculatethescalarXC potentialand theXC vectorpotential.Beforewepresentourresults

forVXC and A XC we willdiscussthe problem ofuniquenessofXC potentialsin CSDFT in

thenextparagraph.

A . U niqueness ofX C (vector) potentials

BecauseofEqs.(19)and (21)wecan assum ethesingle-particlestatesj’j;�i(jisa com -

bination ofradialand angularm om entum quantum num ber)oftheKS Slaterdeterm inant

j	i= j’ 1;#i:::j’N #;#ij’1;"i:::j’N ";"i (22)

to beeigenfunctionsoftheKS Ham iltonian (20)atB = 0

H K S = �
1

2m �

"
1

r

@

@r

 

r
@

@r

!

+
1

r2

@2

@’2

#

+
1

2
m

�
!
2
0r

2 +
@

@’

e

im �

A XC;’(r)

r

+VH(r)+
X

�

VXC �(r)j�ih�j: (23)

with thepotentials(VXC �;A XC;’)

H K Sj’j;�i= "j;�j’j;�i: (24)

Dueto theaxialsym m etry ofthesystem thewavefunctionsj’j;�iarealso eigenfunctionsof

theangularm om entum operatorlj’j;�i= lj;�j’j;�i.

Now let us assum e that there is a KS Ham iltonian H 0
K S with the potentials

(V 0
XC �;A

0
XC;’) 6= (VXC � + c�;A XC;’) so that the KS single-particle wavefunctions are also

eigenfunctionsofH 0
K S

H
0
K Sj’j;�i= "

0
j;�j’j;�i: (25)

Subtracting Eq.(24)from Eq.(25)deliverstheconstraint

�V XC;�(r)+ lj;�
e

m �

�A XC;’(r)

r
� "

0
j;� + "j;� = 0 (26)
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forthe potentialdi�erences�V XC;�(r)= V 0
XC;�(r)� VXC;�(r)and �A XC;’(r)= A 0

XC;’(r)�

A XC;’(r).Eq.(26)hasto beful�lled forallwavefunctionsj’j;�i.

Ifat least two states with di�erent angular m om enta lj;� 6= lj0;� are occupied we can

concludefrom

lj0;�

 

�V XC;�(r)+ lj;�
e

m �

�A XC;’(r)

r
� "

0
j;� + "j;�

!

�lj;�

 

�V XC;�(r)+ lj0;�
e

m �

�A XC;’(r)

r
� "

0
j0;� + "j0;�

!

= 0; (27)

thatthe scalarpotentialsagree up to a constant �V XC;�(r)= const. Thus,�A XC;’(r)=

const0� r im m ediately follows.Asa consequence of�niteXC vectorpotentialsatB = 0 we

derive�A XC ;’(r)= 0.Iftherearealso occupied statesin theotherspin direction weobtain

�V XC;�� (r)= const. Thisresultisin contradiction to (V 0
XC;�;A

0
XC;’)6= (VXC � + c�;A XC;’)

and theuniquenessofXC potentialsisproven.

Theassum ption ofatleasttwooccupied stateswith di�erentangularm om entalj;� 6= lj0;�

in onespin direction iscorrectforthecon�gurationsconsidered in thispaper.Allothercases

arem oreorlesspathological:

� ForN" = N # = 1 uniqueness cannotbe proven exceptforthe the case l1" = l1# = 0

(i.e.conventionalDFT withoutparam agneticcurrentdensitiesand vanishing A XC).

� In the case ofN � 2,l1# = :::= lN ## and l1" = :::= lN "",uniqueness cannot be

guaranteed either.However,such a con�guration should notbea GS in particularfor

largerparticlenum bers.

In generaltheXC potentialsareoverdeterm ined by (26).Therefore,thecrucialaspectis

theexistence ofappropriateXC potentialsbutnottheiruniqueness.

B . R esults for X C (vector) potentials

From the discussion ofthe uniqueness ofXC potentials presented above im m ediately

followsthatwecan analytically calculatethescalarand thevectorpotentialsifweareable

to derive the exact KS wavefunctions from (n�(r);jp(r)). This can be accom plished for

specialsystem s.

Thesim plestconceivablecon�guration isthefullypolarized two-electron � = 1-quantum -

Hall-droplet(QHD)with quantum num bersL = �1,S = 1,and Sz = �1.In particularthe

9



con�nem entenergy !h = 2=3Ry allowsfora com pletely analyticalsolution.27 (Forthe rest

ofthissubsection wedenoteenergiesin Ry and lengthsin e�ectiveBohrradiia0.) According

to Taut27 theseparation ofcenter-of-m assand relativem otion deliverstheGS wavefunction

	(r 1;r1) = ’CM (jr1 + r2j=2)’rel(jr1 � r2j)

= CCM e
�R 2=3

Crelr(1+ r=3)e�r
2=12 (28)

(R = (r1 + r2)=2)and r= r1 � r2)and GS energy 8=3.TheconstantsareCCM =
q

2

3�
and

Crel= 1=

r

2�
�

9
p
6� + 42

�

.

Usingtheseresultswecan analytically calculatetheGS density n(r),theazim uthalcom -

ponentoftheparam agneticcurrentdensity jp;’(r),and the(z-com ponentofthe)vorticity

v(r)=
1

r

@

@r

 

r
jp;’(r)

n(r)

!

: (29)

Now weareinterested in thee�ectivepotentialswhich exactly reproducetheGS density

com bination (n(r);jp;’(r)). In this context we m ake use ofthe scaling relations (19)and

(21)and restrictourselvesto thecaseB = 0.

Labeling statesand occupation num bers by three indices which characterize the radial

quantum num ber,the angular m om entum and the spin state,the GS ofthe (spin-down)

� = 1-QHD in theKS system isgiven by 0;0;�1 = 0;�1;�1 = 1.Then therelationsbetween

KS wavefunctions�j;l;�(r)=
1p
2�
eim ’R j;l(r)and density (Fig.1(a))

n(r)=
X

j;l;�

j;l;��
�
j;l;�(r)�j;l;�(r) (30)

and param agneticcurrentdensity (Fig.1(b))

jp;’(r)=
2Ry

r

X

j;l;�

j;l;�l�
�
j;l;�(r)�j;l;�(r) (31)

allow forthecalculation ofthevorticity (Fig.1(c))and oftheexactKS orbitals

R 0;1(r)=
q

(�=Ry)rjp;’(r) (32)

and

R 0;0(r)=
q

2�n(r)� R 2
0;1(r): (33)

TheradialKS wavefunctionsR 0;0(r)und R 0;1(r)aredepicted in Fig.1(d).
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Consequently,we can calculate the e�ective scalarsingle-particle potentialup to a con-

stant"0;0;�1 (which isa KS energy)by inverting theKS Schr�odingerequation for�0;0;�1 (r)

(seeFig.1(e))

Ve�(r)= r
2
=9+ VH(r)+ VXC(r)� "0;0;�1 =

h
1

r

@

@r

�

r @

@r

�i

R 0;0(r)

R 0;0(r)
: (34)

In particulartheKS equation forstateswith l= 0only involvesthescalarpotential,butnot

theXC vectorpotential.Asforgiven density n(r)theHartree-potentialVH(r)(Fig.1(f))is

also known wecan derivetheexactscalarXC potential(Fig.1(g))

VXC(r)= "0;0;�1 � r
2
=9� VH(r)+

h
1

r

@

@r

�

r @

@r

�i

R 0;0(r)

R 0;0(r)
(35)

up to thegaugeconstant"0;0;�1 .

Finally wecan �nd an approach to theXC vectorpotential(Fig.1(h))by exploiting the

KS equation for�0;�1;�1 (r).AftersolvingtheKS equation forA XC;’(r)and substituting the

scalarXC potentialweobtain

eA XC;’(r)=
1

Ry

r

2

0

@
1

r2
�

h
1

r

@

@r

�

r @

@r

�i

R 0;1(r)

R 0;1(r)
+

h
1

r

@

@r

�

r @

@r

�i

R 0;0(r)

R 0;0(r)
+ "0;0;�1 � "0;�1;�1

1

A :

(36)

The singularity in the term 1=r2 is elim inated by the second one as both term s together

representthekineticenergy density ofthestate�0;�1;�1 (r)which is�niteatr= 0.

Now letusfocuson the asym ptotic ofallrelevantquantities. In the lim itoflarge radii

theasym ptoticexpansionsofthedensitiesand thevorticity are

lim
r! 1

n(r)!
2�

3
C
2
CM C

2
relr

4e�r
2=3 (37)

lim
r! 1

jp;’(r)!
4�C 2

CM C
2
rel

3(1=Ry)
r
3e�r

2=3 (38)

lim
r! 1

v(r)! Ry
�

�24=r4 + 54=r5
�

: (39)

Thus,theresultsfortheradialwavefunctionsR 0;0(r)and R 0;1(r)are

lim
r! 1

R 0;0(r)! 2
p
2�CCM Crelre

�r 2=6 (40)

lim
r! 1

R 0;1(r)!
2�CCM Crel

p
3

r
2e�r

2=6
: (41)

Thee�ectivepotentialisparabolicin thelim itoflarger

lim
r! 1

Ve�(r)!
1

9
r
2
�
4

3
+

3

2r
+

3

4r2
: (42)
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W ith theHartreepotentialconverging to zero

lim
r! 1

VH(r)!
4

r
(43)

we assum e that the XC potentialvanishes in the lim it r ! 1 .28 This is achieved by an

gaugeconstant"0;0;�1 = 4=3

lim
r! 1

VXC(r)! �
5

2r
+

3

4r2
: (44)

The asym ptotic ofthe XC vectorpotentialgivesa constraintfor"0;�1;�1 = 2 ifwe do not

wantA XC;’(r)to divergein thelim itoflargeradii.(Thisisa reasonablerequirem entaswe

work atB = 0. A contribution A XC;’(r)=
B 0

2
r would correspond to an externalm agnetic

�eld B 0= (0;0;B 0).)

lim
r! 1

A XC;’(r)!
1

Ry

�

�
1

4
�

7

8r

�

: (45)

Thus,theXC potentials(VXC(r);A XC;’(r))areuniquely determ ined.

Besidesthisfully analytic approach itisalso possible to perform the calculation ofXC

potentialsstartingwith GS densitiesfrom ED.Using num ericaldataforthedensitiesallows

us to study the dependence ofthe XC vector potentialon the strength ofthe external

con�nem entpotential. In Fig.2 we show the scalarXC potentials(up to a constant)and

theXC vectorpotentialsfor!0 in therangebetween 3m eV and 100m eV.In thecontextof

the XC vectorpotentialswe �nd a pronounced sensitivity to the precision ofthe densities

at the edge ofthe dot. Because the A XC;’(r))is calculated as a di�erence oftwo (large)

e�ectivepotentials,num ericalerrorsaregrowing attheedgeofthedotalthough 16 Landau

levelswere used in ED.However,theresultsfrom thebulk partoftheQD arereliableand

show a continuousdependence on thestrength of!0.

Thesecond system forwhich westudy scalarand vectorXC potentialsistheunpolarized

four-electron system (� = 2-QHD)with S = 0,L = �2. In thiscase allGS densitiesare

provided by ED using 335259Slaterdeterm inants(seeFig.3forGS (param agneticcurrent)

densitiesat!0 = 3m eV).Concerning them athem aticalstructure oftheKS equationsitis

sim ilartothe� = 1two-electron droplet:the� = 2four-electron dropletcan beregarded as

acom bination oftwo� = 1two-electron dropletswith di�erentspin polarizations.Therefore

theinversion ofKS equationsiscom pletely analogousto Eqs.(30)-(36)ifweusehalfofthe

GS density and param agneticdensity ofthefour-electron � = 2-QHD.

12



Fig.4 showstheresultsforscalarXC potentials(up toa constant)and vectorXC poten-

tialsasa function ofthestrength ofthecon�nem entpotential.Concerning theprecision of

thevectorpotentialswecan repeatthesam eargum entsasforthetwo-electron system ,i.e.

only the valuesfrom the bulk partofthe QD arereliable.Sim ilarto the � = 1-dropletwe

�nd again acontinuousdependenceon !0.Anotheraspectisthesizeoftheam plitudeofthe

XC vectorpotentialwhich iseven largerthan forthetwo electron system (seeFig.2).This

representsa strong hintthatcurrent-induced correctionsareforthe� = 2-QHD atleastas

im portantasforthe� = 1-QHD.Thisaspectisnotconsidered in calculationsrelying on an

interpolation ofthetypeofEq.(4)which neglectstheinuence ofhigherLandau levels.

V . V O RT IC IT Y -D EP EN D EN T X C EN ER G Y D EN SIT IES

In thisSection wewilldealwith thevorticitydependenceofXC energydensitiesextracted

from the XC scalarand vectorpotentialsabove. The two partscom prise the m ethodology

and theresultsforthefour-electron � = 2 system .

A . C alculation ofX C energy densities

The stepsforextracting XC energy densitiesfrom XC potentialsare analogousto Ref.

[7]butgeneralized with respectto thevorticity dependence.Eqs.(12)and (13)providethe

generalrelation between XC functionaland XC potentials.To constructa relation between

XC potentialsand XC energy densitiesweapply theLVSDA (16)and obtain

eA XC;’(r)= �
1

n(r)

@

@r

 

n(r)
@"XC

@v
(r)

!

(46)

VXC;�(r)= "XC(r)+ n(r)
@"XC

@n�
(r)� eA XC;’(r)

jp;’(r)

n(r)
: (47)

W esolvefor @"X C
@v

(r)and @"X C
@n�

(r)

@"XC

@v
(r) =

1

n(r)

2

4

1Z

r

dr00n(r00)eA XC;’(r
00)

3

5 (48)

@"XC

@n�
(r) =

1

n(r)

 

�"XC(r)+ VXC;�(r)+ eA XC;’(r)
jp;’(r)

n(r)

!

(49)

considering the(physical)boundary condition

lim
r! 1

n(r)
@"XC

@v
(r)= 0: (50)
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The resultsare substituted in the derivative ofthe XC energy density asa function ofthe

radius

@"XC(r)

@r
=

X

�

@"XC

@n�

@n�

@r
+
@"XC

@v

@v

@r
: (51)

Aftersom etransform ationswearriveata lineardi�erentialequation (DEQ)

@"XC(r)

@r
+
@logn

@r
(r)"XC(r)= I(r) (52)

with theinhom ogeneity

I(r) =
1

n(r)

X

�

(VXC;�(r)+ c�)
@n�

@r
(r)+ eA XC ;’(r)

jp;’(r)

n(r)

@logn

@r
(r)

+
1

n(r)

@v

@r
(r)

2

4

1Z

r

dr00n(r00)eA XC ;’(r
00)

3

5 (53)

which contains allthe inform ation about the dependence on the spin densities and the

vorticity.In Eq.(53)wetakeintoaccountthatthegaugeconstantsc� ofthescalarpotentials

are not known from the previous step. They willbe calculated later. The solution of

the hom ogeneous part ofDEQ (52) is given by "homXC (r) = �=n(r),a specialsolution can

be calculated using the ansatz "
spec

XC (r) = �(r)=n(r). The function �(r) follows from an

elem entary DEQ

@�

@r
(r)= n(r)I(r), (54)

whosesolution is

�(r)=

rZ

0

dr0n(r0)I(r0)� �(0): (55)

Thusthegeneralsolution ofDEQ (52)is

"XC(r)= "
hom
XC (r)+ "

spec

XC (r)=
� � �(0)

n(r)
+

1

n(r)

rZ

0

dr0n(r0)I(r0): (56)

Aftersubstituting theinhom ogeneity theresultreads

"XC(r) =
� � �(0)� n�(0)

P

� c�

n(r)
+
X

�

c�
n�(r)

n(r)
+

1

n(r)

rZ

0

dr0
(
X

�

VXC;�(r
0)
@n�

@r0
(r0)

+eA XC;’(r
0)jp;’(r

0)
@logn

@r0
(r0)+

@v

@r0
(r0)

2

4

1Z

r0

dr00n(r00)eA XC;’(r
00)

3

5

)

: (57)

W ith them odulusoftheXC energy being �nitein LVSDA

jE XC[n�;v]j�

�
�
�
�

Z

drn(r)"XC(r)

�
�
�
�=

Z

drn(r)j"XC(r)j< 1 (58)
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we choose � � �(0)� n�(0)
P

� c� = 0 thus avoiding any divergent contributions. Conse-

quently theanalyticalsolution of(52)satisfying thephysicalboundary conditionsis

"XC(r) =
X

�

c�
n�(r)

n(r)
+

1

n(r)

rZ

0

dr0
(
X

�

VXC;�(r
0)
@n�

@r0
(r0)+ eA XC ;’(r

0)jp;’(r
0)
@logn

@r0
(r0)

+
@v

@r0
(r0)

2

4

1Z

r0

dr00n(r00)eA XC;’(r
00)

3

5

)

: (59)

The last step is the calculation ofthe gauge constants c� ofthe scalar potentials. One

condition which has not been used yet is the agreem ent ofthe DFT GS energy and the

exactGS energy.Ifweelim inateVXC;�(r)in Eq.(15)and writeitin a m odi�ed form

E G Z =
X

j;�

j;�

Z

dr’�j;�(r)

�
1

2m �
(p + eA (r))

2
+ V�(r)

�

’j;�(r)+
1

2

Z

drVH(r)n(r)+E XC[n�;v]

(60)

wecan calculatethe(exact!) XC energy E XC[n�;v]forGS densities:theKS wavefunctions

areknown from theselfconsistentsolution oftheKS equations.Thustheexpectation values
R
dr’�j;�(r)

�
1

2m � (p + eA (r))
2
+ V�(r)

�

’j;�(r) ofthe non-interacting system can be calcu-

lated.The Coulom b energy and theGS-energy areuniquely determ ined by theinteracting

system .On theotherhand theXC energy in LVSDA isgiven by

E XC[n�;v]�

Z

drn(r)"XC(r)

=
X

�

c�N � +

1Z

r= 0

dr

rZ

0

dr0
(
X

�

VXC;�(r
0)
@n�

@r0
(r0)+ eA XC;’(r

0)�

�jp;’(r
0)
@logn

@r0
(r0)+

@v

@r0
(r0)

2

4

1Z

r0

dr00n(r00)eA XC;’(r
00)

3

5

)

(61)

what m akes
P

� c�N � accessible. In the case ofunpolarized system s c := c" = c#,and

for fullpolarization the constant c� ofthe unoccupied spin direction is irrelevant (as the

corresponding N � = 0). Consequently,the results for the XC energy density are unique.

For partially polarized system s uniqueness ofthe results can be achieved by additionally

dem anding asym ptoticagreem entofVXC;�(r)for�nitesystem s
29

lim
r! 1

VXC;"(r)= lim
r! 1

VXC;#(r): (62)

Asa resultofthe inversion ofthe LVSDA form alism we obtain the XC energy density

asa function oftheradius.Afterelim inating theradiususing thespin densitiesn�(r)and

vorticity v(r)oralternatively rs(r),�(r),and v(r)wearriveattherepresentation oftheXC

energy density asa function of(rs;�;v).
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B . R esults for vorticity-dependent X C energy densities

In thisSection wesum m arizethenum ericalresultsfortheextracted XC energy densities.

Because ofthe high contribution ofself-interaction in the two-electron system only the

four-electron � = 2-QHD can be used forthe derivation ofvorticity-dependent XC energy

densities. After solving the DEQ (52) for di�erent con�nem ent energies ! 0 we get a set

of"XC fordi�erentrs,v,and � = 0 (no polarization). The resultsfordi�erentvorticities

are shown in Fig.5 asa function ofrs togetherwith the pure TC19 param eterization,TC

com bined with LW M 11,18,19, and TC com bined with FO 12,18,19. W hereas the LW M and

FO param eterizations do not deviate very m uch from the pure TC data which does not

consideranycurrent-induced e�ects,theextracted XC energydensitiesexhibitapronounced

dependence on the vorticity. In particular,the curve ofextracted "XC starts for sm allrs

below thereferencecurves,crossesitand �nallyliesaboveit.M oreover,thecrossingwanders

to largerrs ifwedecreasethevorticity (seeFig.5(a)-(f)).

Although theinterpretation oftheselargedeviationsfrom thestandard param eterizations

isdi�cultasthe data setisvery sm allourresultsgive rise to the question ifthe vorticity

dependence ofXC energy densities can be treated in the fram e ofLVSDA.There m ight

be also non-locale�ects from param agnetic currents which cannot be considered in this

approach.However,in any caseitisnecessary toreexam inethevorticity-dependenceof"XC

with focuson Landau levelm ixing and arbitrary densities.

V I. SU M M A RY

In thispaperwepresented a new approach to study scalarXC potentialsand XC vector

potentialsofcurrent-carrying ground statesin axially sym m etric,parabolic quantum dots.

Starting from exactground statesdensitiesand param agnetic currentdensitieswe analyt-

ically calculated the XC potentialsofthe two-electron � = 1-dropletand the four-electron

� = 2-dropletand studied them asa function ofthestrength ofthe con�nem entpotential.

In both system sthe XC vectorpotentialsareofthe sam e orderofm agnitude which shows

the im portance ofthiscurrent-induced e�ecteven forhigher�lling factors. Thisresult is

nottaken into accountin theinterpolation introduced by Rasoltand Perrot18.

The second step involved the extraction of vorticity-dependent XC energy densities.
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The e�ectofthe vorticity isfarm ore pronounced than predicted by Rasoltand Perrot18,

Levesque,W eis,and M acDonald11 and Fano and Ortolani12.A possible reason forthisbe-

havioristhe assum ption thatthe inuence ofcurrentdensities isonly relevantforstrong

m agnetic�eldswhen thelocal�lling factorf islessthan one.Thisistherestriction which

enters the derivations ofthe param eterizations in literature. However,our results point

outthata new approach to current-orvorticity-dependentXC energy densitiesisrequired

which also com prisethee�ectsofLandau levelm ixing.
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FIG . 1: Analytical results for the two-electron � = 1-Q HD with con�nem ent energy 2=3Ry.

Figs.(a)-(h) depict the G S density, the param agnetic G S density, the vorticity, the radialK S

wavefunctions,the e�ective scalar potential,the Hartree potential,the scalar XC potential,and

the XC vectorpotential.

FIG .2:ScalarXC potentials(a)and (c)and XC vectorpotentials(b)and (d)ofthetwo-electron

� = 1-Q HD asa function ofthe strength ofthe con�nem entpotential. In (a)and (b)the results

for !0 = 3m eV -10m eV (stepsize 1m eV) are shown,in (c) and (d) results for !0 = 10m eV -

100m eV (stepsize 10m eV). The arrows indicate curves corresponding to increasing con�nem ent

potentials.

FIG .3: G S density (a) and G S param agnetic current density (b) ofa four-electron � = 2-Q HD

with con�nem entenergy 3m eV .
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FIG .4:ScalarXC potentials(a)and (c)and XC vectorpotentials(b)and (d)ofthefour-electron

� = 2-Q HD asa function ofthe strength ofthe con�nem entpotential. In (a)and (b)the results

for !0 = 3m eV -10m eV (stepsize 1m eV) are shown,in (c) and (d) results for !0 = 10m eV -

100m eV (stepsize 10m eV). The arrows indicate curves corresponding to increasing con�nem ent

potentials.

FIG .5: Vorticity-dependent XC energy densities extracted from the four-electron � = 2-Q HD.

(a)-(f)show theXC energy densitiesasa function ofrs fordi�erentvorticities.
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Fig. 5, Wensauer, PRB (2 columns)




