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Abstract

Magneto-optical absorption by the quantum dot (QD) with impurity center (IC
or DY-center) complexes synthesized in a transparent dielectric matrix, with
consideration of the QD size dispersion, is theoretically studied. Within the
framework of effective mass approach, the analytical expression for the
impurity magneto-optical absorption coefficient, for both the longitudinal and
transversal polarizations with respect to the direction of external quantizing
magnetic field, is calculated.



1 Introduction

Electro-optical [1-4] and magneto-optical [5-7] properties for quasi-zero-
dimensional (quasi-0D) structures formed by the semiconductive sphere-
shaped nanocrystals of radii about 1 to 100 nm synthesized in a transparent
dielectric matrix are currently extensively studied. The interest is due to their
similarity to heterogeneous phase systems which are new perspective materials
that can be used to design nonlinear opto-electronic active elements, e.g.,
controlled (by optical signals) elements in quantum computers and lasers.

Magneto-optics of quantum dots (QD) attracts much attention because
of the emerging new effects. These effects are related to a hybridization of
dimensional and magnetic quantization [8]. On other hand, the existence of
impurity centers in quasi-OD-structures stimulates an interest to the problem of
controlled modulation of the binding energy of impurity centers [9] and,
correspondingly, to the problem of heterogeneous phase systems with
controlled QD impurity magneto-optical absorption.

In the present paper, we sketch results of theoretical study of the light
impurity magneto-optical absorption for both the longitudinal and transversal
polarizations (with respect to direction of an external magnetic field) in QD
synthesized in a transparent dielectric matrix, with an account for dispersion of
QD size [10-13]. Particularly, we investigate energy spectra of QD-D-center
complex in a quantizing external magnetic field.

2 Features of the energy spectrum of QD-D”-center complex in
quantizing magnetic field

It is known [14] that D7-states are a solid state analogous to that of H
ion. Such states in QD are of much interest since they are related to correlation
effects in low-dimensional systems [14]. The D-centers-0D structure appears
to exhibit a considerable increase of the binding energy [15] as compared with
the three-dimensional (3D) case. In this section, we will show that one expects
an enhance of population of the D-states in QD because of the hybrid
quantization. We will consider the semiconductive sphere-shaped QD with the



radius R, in quantizing external magnetic field. Calculations will be made in
the cylindrical system of reference, with the origin O in QD-center and the

magnetic induction vector B being pointed along the z-axis, BTk , Where

k is the unit vector along the z-axis. To describe one-electron states in QD we
use the spherical oscillator well confinement potential of the following form:
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where m” is the electron effective mass, ®, is the QD binding potential
characteristic frequency, and P,@,z are cylindrical coordinates;p < R,
-R,<z<R,.

Within the effective mass approximation, in the symmetrical gauge
fixing of the vector-potential A the Hamiltonian operator /1, op 1n the chosen

system of reference can be written as
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where @, = ‘e‘B/ m” is the cyclotron frequency,

e‘ is the charge of electron;

B is the absolute value of the magnetic induction B , and

H. =12 2m*)@%/192%)+m" @} 22/2.

Eigenvalues E, Lmny and  corresponding  eigenfunctions

Y, L 2(P,(P,Z) of the Hamiltonian (2) are given by the following

expressions [16]:
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Here, n,,n, =0,1,2,... are quantum numbers corresponding to Landau levels

and to energy levels for spherically-symmetric oscillator potential well,
respectively, m=0,x1,£2,... is the magnetic quantum number,

al =a2/(21/1+a4/‘4a; )), a =,/h/im*(z)o j, ag :1/h/im*(03 ) is the

magnetic length, H, ) (X) i1s Hermite polynomial [17].

Let us consider D")-center localized at the point R, = (pa,(pa,za).
The impurity potential is modeled by the zero-range potential with the intensity

Y=2Th 2/ (ocm " ) In the cylindrical system of reference, this potential can
be written as
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where O is determined by the binding energy E; for the same D™-center in
massive semiconductor and 6()6) is Dirac delta-function. The wave-function
‘Px(iD)(p,(P,Z;pa,(Pa,Za) for the electron, which is localized at the DO

center, in the effective mass approximation, satisfies Schroedinger equation,

\Eys, —Hoo) P (0.0.230,,0,,2,)=Vo (00230, 0,,2, B 0.0.23,,0,,2,), (6)



where £, =7 e/ (2 m x) are eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian

H((SQD)B =Hy, "'Va(Pa(PaZ;Pa,(Da,Za).

One-electron Green function G (p,(p,z, P02 ;EO}‘B ) associated to the
Schroedinger equation (6), corresponding to the energy £, 5 and to the source
at point 7, = (p,,9,,2, ), can be written as
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The Lippman-Schwinger equation for D™-state in QD in the external
magnetic field is

()
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Substituting the zero-range potential (5) into Eq. (8) we obtain

‘P{i‘))(p,(p,z;pa,(pa,za)= YG(p,(P,Z,Pa»(Pa»Za;onB )X
x(ﬁ‘{'ff’)) (P0sP0sZ05P0sPus2, ), 9)

where
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The equation, which determines dependence of the energy £, 5 of the bound

state (for D”)-center) on the parameters of QD, position R, = (pa P, ,Za) of



the impurity, and magnetic field B can be obtain by applying the operator 7 to
the left and right hand sides of Eq. (9). This gives us

o=> Z i (BG)(Pusus2,s P23 By ). (11)

Let us consider the case when the impurity level onB is lower than the

bottom of the QD potential well, i.e., £, <0. Then, in the units of effective

“l 12
Bohr energy £, and the effective Bohr radius @, =47e,eh’/ (m ‘e‘ ),
where € is the QD relative static dielectric permeability, the Green function

G(p,(P,Z’pa,tpa,Za;EmB ) can be written as
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where BIZRZ/(4WIUS), R,=2R,/a,, U, =U,/E,,

Nos :‘EOXB‘/Eda w, :\l1+B12a*_4,and a =azla,.

Summation over quantum number #, in Eq. (12) can be performed

using Mehler formula [18],
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Also, Hille-Hardi formula for bilinear generating function [18] can be used for
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the summation over quantum number 7,
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The result of summation over magnetic quantum number m can be written as
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Thus, using Egs. (13) — (15) we obtain the Green function (12) in the following
cumbersome form:

G(p,(p,z,pa,(pa,za;EmB) ! [J dtexp[ (BmﬁB +w, +%}]><
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Inserting Eq. (16) into Eq. (11) glves
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where 1 ; ‘E ‘/Ed z,=z,/a,, and p, =p,/a,. We observe a drastic

modification of the QD electron states related to the dimensional quantization



in three directions as it yields anisotropy of the binding energy of D™-center.
Namely, in the plane perpendicular to the magnetic field direction there is a
dimensional quantization. For the D-centers, which are situated in the radial

plane, the binding energy (E ;EiD)) can be represented as
p

2
ho, [1+~—2 +|E,, |, E, <o,
B B
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Along the magnetic field direction, the D™-center binding energy (E;EiD)) is

found as
ho, <0
(E}(LQD)) -] 2 Ohp|? 0k (19)
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As numerical analysis of the expression (18) shows, dependence of the
binding energy (E;EiD) )p (for the QD - D™)-center complex based on InSb) on

the polar radius pa =p,/a, (in Bohr units) for EO}“B <0 (Fig. 1) resembles
the corresponding dependence for the case of QW-D-center system [22]. Fig.
2 present the dependence of the binding energy (EigBD)) (for the QD-D7-

center complex based on InSb) on the coordinate Za =z_/a, (in Bohr units)
for £y, 5 < 0. As one can see from Fig. 2, in the case when impurity levels are

lower than the bottom level of QD the D™-center binding energy slightly
decreases with an increase of magnetic field (compare curves 1 and 2 of Fig.
2). This is due to the absence of dependence of the ground oscillator state
(along the z-axis) on the intensity of magnetic field, i.e., due to the absence of
magnetic quantization. Hence, in this direction the magnetic field gives
unstable influence on the QD D-states.
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Fig. 1. The binding energy A (E, rp < 0) for the QD - D
p
center complex based on InSb as a function of the impurity polar radius

p. =p,/a, for different values of magnetic field B. Curves 3 and 4

show the two-dimensional oscillator ground state energy levels
positions for B=0T and B=12T, respectively;

|E,|=35x10"" eV, R,=358 nm, U,=02 eV): 1 -
B=0T;2-B=12T.

10



0.022 ‘ ' ‘ '

(EiiD))z 0.021

eV
0.02

0.019
0.018
0.017
0.016
0.015
0.014
0.013
0.012

0.011

0.01

z, =z,/a,

Fig. 2. The binding energy (E (QD))Z (Eqy, < 0) dependence, (for D-

]
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shows the one-dimensional oscillator ground state energy level);
|E,|=1.38x10" eV, R,=71.6 nm, U,=0.2 eV). Curve
1: B=0 T ,curve2: B=15 T.
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3 The effect of hybridization of the dimensional and magnetic
quantization in light impurity absorption spectra

Magneto-optical properties of heterogeneous phase systems are of much
interest due to the arising possibility to observe experimentally the effect of
hybridization of the dimensional and magnetic quantizations in the impurity
absorption spectra. In this section we will show that this effect provides
important information on the zone structure and on the QD impurity states.
This information can be obtained, for example, from analysis of the Zeeman
energy shift and the period of oscillations in the magneto-optical impurity
absorption spectra.

Let us consider the impurity absorption by the QD-D center complex
synthesized in a transparent dielectric matrix, in the case of longitudinal
polarization with respect to the direction of the external magnetic field,

e, ™ B , where €, is the light polarization vector of unit length. Let us also
consider the D”-center, which is localized at the point Eu =(O, 0,0). The
impurity binding state energy level onB is assumed to be lower than the
bottom of the spherical oscillator well. This well corresponds to the QD
confinement potential, EO)‘B <0. The wave function \P;EiD)Q),(P, Z;O) of the

electron localized in the short-range potential of the D")-center can be written
as (see Eq. (16)):

400 1
s Taef o o e
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Here, ‘Pk(iD)(p,(p,z;O)E‘PfiD)(p,(p,z;O,O,O) and the coefficient

3
C2 =m 2w,C2” is determined by
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The effective Hamiltonian H/, of interaction with the light wave field

in the case of longitudinal polarization €, ., with respect to the direction of
external magnetic field, can be written as

) =
HY), =it | 0 1, expli, ), V), (22)
m @
where A, is the local field coefficient, . is the fine structure constant with
account for the static relative dielectric permeability €, I, is the intensity of
electromagnetic wave with frequency ®, wave vector ¢, and the polarization
unit vector €, ., and V. is the Hamiltonian operator.

Calculation of the matrix elements M J(%DJB for the dipole optical

transitions in the case of the longitudinal light polarization €, leads to
integrals of the following types:

2z _ 0,if m#0,
jexp(—zm(p)dg{)z 2 if m=0

0

T z’ z
dz zexp| — H, | — |=
L [ 2B,a, (1—6_2[)} (2B,
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0,if n, #2n+1,n=0,1,2,...,

3
(-1)y 2B, af,l“(n +%) exp[-2n t](l - e_Z’)E,if n,=2n+l. (23)

Due to Eq. (23) optical transitions from the D™-center ground state occurs only
to the QD states with m=0 and odd quantum number 7, values. Taking into
account for the pointed out selection rules, we write the matrix elements

M J(%D, g of the considered optical transitions,
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where the normalization constant is
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Let us suppose that the dispersion u# of QD size arises under the phase
decay process in resaturated solid solution [19, 20]. This is well described by
Lifshits-Slezov formula [20, 21],

[3*eu® expl-1/(1-2u/3)| L3
3 7 n o 2’
Plu)=49 23w+3)s(3/2—u)s (26)
0, u>—,
2

where u =R,/ R_O , R, and R are QD radius and the mean value of QD
radius, respectively, and e is the natural logarithm base.

The light impurity absorption coefficient K éj)(m) in the case of
longitudinal polarization €, , with an account for the QD size dispersion, can
be represented as

K ()= 22 5, o [ du Pl)mb) 1 x
B ZZJ P S| G G G
2n+3/2+(2;le+1)\/1+B*2a*‘4u2
x —u |, @

B*(X—ﬂﬁs) ,

where X =71 ®/E, is photon energy in the effective Bohr energy units, N,

is the QD concentration in dielectric matrix, 5(x) is Dirac delta-function, 6m,0
is Kronecker symbol, B~ =R /(4w/U0* ), and R = 2R_0/a J-

The light impurity magneto-optical absorption band edge h(DEZ; in the

case of longitudinal polarization €, is determined by the impurity level
position depth, the cyclotron frequency and the QD size dispersion:

15
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Fig. 3 shows the photon energy cutoff value 71(05233 dependence in the case of

the longitudinal polarization light magneto-optical absorption for the QD-D-
center complex based on InSb which is synthesized in borosilicate glass matrix,
as a function of the magnetic induction B. As one can see from Fig. 3, this
dependence is of monotonic increasing character, and the light impurity
absorption band edge displacement is more than 0.03 eV, at the external
magnetic field B=12 T.

To perform the integral in Eq. (27) it is requires to find roots of the argument
of Dirac delta-function. The corresponding equation is

4 9

20 43/2+@n, + 1+ a"
B*(X—ﬂfm)

—u=0, (29)

Roots of this equation can be found by solving the following system:

B”kX—n@)z—@nfnfa*”kﬁ—2B*Qn+&QXX—n@)u+
< +(2n+3/2) —(2n, +1} =0,
s 2n+3/2)

B*(X—ﬂﬁg)’

X=>x¥

B*

(30)

where X t(hs,)g =h (DEZL [ E,; . Ttis easy to show that the solution u, , of the
system (30) is

(2n+; }X—Tﬁ3)+(2nl +1) [(x—rz,)’ +|:(2n+; )2 —(2n, +1)2]a>“1

p ot o+ o

nn
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Fig. 3. The photon energy cutoff value h(DEZL in the case of
longitudinal polarization light magneto-optical absorption for the QD-
D-center complex based on  InSb, Ea = (0,0,0),
|E,|=55%107 eV, R,=71.6 nm, U,=03 eV, which is

synthesized in borosilicate glass matrix, as a function of the magnetic
induction B .
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Using Eqgs. (24)-(26) and (31) the light impurity absorption coefficient

K és) ((1)) in the case of longitudinal polarization €, ; can be written as

vl y0@ 21 +1)2n+2)’T(2n+2
R I T el A RACLEN Y
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F(Sn n_wn n+3)
1 1 4
X 1 X
[—F(—anl,n ):| F[Snl,n +wW, ., +)
1
X X
[(8n LFw, n+1)(‘1{8n LW, n+5)—‘{’( W, n+3D—l]
1 1 4 e L g 1 1 4
2
(Sn LW, n+l
1 1 4
X —. (32)
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Here,

K,=2'n’A o a’N,,

N = lC (I)J is the integer part of

ch =30 (X—nﬁB)—1)/(4\/1+9B*2a*_4 /4)—1/2,
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N® = [C (2)] is the integer part of

CO=3/4xB (X =12 )=1)=(n, +1/2W1+9B" > a* " /4
B (x—n2,)-1)-(r, +1/2)y1+9p

2

_ %2 «—4 2 N
Wnl,n _\/1+B a unl,n/zaand 8111,11_B nOBunl,n/z'
Fig. 4 represents the spectral dependence of the light magneto-optical

impurity absorption coefficient K E) ((1)) for the longitudinal polarization in the

case of borosilicate glass, which is pigmented by the InSb crystallites. With an
increase of the magnetic field (compare curves 1 and 2 of Fig. 4), the light
impurity absorption band edge shifts to the short-wave spectrum region, that is
related to the corresponding dynamics of the impurity level and Landau levels.

The oscillation period (see curve 2 of Fig. 4), with the quantum number 7,
rising or lowering by 1, is determined by the hybrid frequency,

Q=40 +w; ,

and equals to 7€2 . The distance between two nearest bands for the light
impurity magneto-optical absorption longitudinal polarization spectrum is
2ho,.

We now turn to the case of tramsversal polarization, éx L B, with
respect to the direction of the external magnetic field. We assume that the

binding energy level EO?‘B [D)-center is localized at the point ﬁa =(0,0,0)],

which is lower than the QD parabolic potential well bottom, i.e., £, g < 0.

19
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Fig. 4. The spectrum of the light magneto-optical impurity absorption

coefficient K,(;)((D) , for the longitudinal polarization in the case of
borosilicate glass, which is pigmented by InSb crystallites, as a function

of magnetic induction B ; E,.|=3.5><10_2 eV, R_0=35.8 nm,
U,=02 eV, N,=10" sm™. Curve 1: B=0 T, curve 2:
B=5T.

20



The effective Hamiltonian H l(rit) 5 of the interaction with the light wave

field (wave vector ¢, and the unit transversal polarization vector €,, , with
respect to the magnetic field) can be written as

2 % . B
HY =—ina, 2”;:20‘ 1, explid, F)((EM V;)—l|§|h [EM,FL). (33)
m @

In the dipole approximation, the matrix elements M .g’t)QD,kB , which
determine the electron optical transitions from D™-center ground state
‘I’;EiD)(p,(p,z;O) to the states of QD discrete spectrum ¥, (P, ¢,2), in

the case of transversal polarization €,, , can be represented as the sum of two

parts:
M,(“I)QD,AB =M, +M,, (34)
where
. [2moll, ( : = \plon) :
Ml :l}\'O o Enl,m,n2 _EOKB \Pnl,m,nz (p’(P’Zj (ekt’r)‘\PkB (p’(P’Z’O)> s (35)

/Znoc*l ho . L
M, =-2, ~ 0 TB<\PH1"”’"2 (p,(p,z)‘ [eM,r]z ‘\Px(iD)(p’(P’Z;O)>' (36)

With the use of the energy spectrum (3), the QD electron wave
functions (4), and the D™ -center binding state wave function, Eq. (35) can be
rewritten as

* 1

1 L !
M, =227, @/ exp(Fi)E, a)B,w,? (—1)”(2_’1')'(}1%’ C, s120 ¥
O} n! T

(mBla*_2 +@n+1/2)+@2n, +2)w, +Bm§B)

X 2 2 s (37)
BanB 1 1 BanB 3 1
tn+| n 4= w4 tn+| n += w4 —
2 2 4 2 2 4
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where O is the polar angle for the transversal polarization unit vector €,, in

the cylindrical system of reference. Calculation of the r.h.s. of Eq. (37)
includes the integrals of following form:

2 . mexpFiv),if m==l,
ldmos(@_a)exp(_zm@_{ NS

" z? z
dz exp| — H, |— |=
_L |: 2B1a§ (1_6_2[) 2 2B, a,
0,if n, #2n,n=0,1,2,...,

- (—1)"1/2%[51 ad@exp[—Znt]\/l—e_zt,ifnz=2n, (39)

!

The selection rules for quantum numbers m and 7, follow from Eqgs. (38) and
(39).

The normalization constant C Cnl,il,Zn in Eq. (37) has been found

as
R 2 4
CIQBDCn 120 =T 2B, 2 a;3w1 M"'l X
1 2 4
_ L
r BMos 1+3
(n1+1) 2 4
X| — X
22”“(2'1)!F T \p[Bmastw s
2 ! 2 4
) 1
12
1
X

. (40)
B1n35+w1 +l N7 BlngB—i_Wl +5 Wy BlngB_Wl +3 1
2 4 2 4 2 4
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Using Egs. (4) and (20), the Eq. (36) defining M, entering the matrix elements
(34) can be represented as

1 %
> o1
M, =22 | ot
®

-1 -1
BMos 1 1) (BMos 3 1
X +n+| n += |, +-— +n+| n+= pw +— | @1
2 2 4 2 2 4

(iiﬂ)Edajma Blwl ( 1y (2nn) CIQBDCnl,il,ZnX

In calculating Eq. (41) we used the integral
i Friexp(Fiv),if m=+l,
do sinl@p —¥)expl—im@)=
! ¢ sin(p - 9)exp(~img) { 0.if me st

Using Egs. (34), (37) and (41), for the considered optical transitions

(42)

matrix elements M _Ef)QD, ry W obtain

: L /a*] 2
MJ(”)QD,XB =221k, Texp("'lﬂ)E a, Blwl ( 1y (nn) Cy Cnl,il,ZnX
(2m[51a*_2 +@2n+1/2)+02n, +2)w, +Bm§B)

BMis ] 1Y Bm:, 3 1
+n+| n +— [w, +— +n+| n+= jw +—
2 2 4 2 2 4

. (43)

Here, C2 C, 1.2, is determined by Eq. (40) and m =%1. As one can see
from Egs. (38), (39) and (42), selection rules for the magnetic quantum number
m (m=z=1) and quantum number n, (n,=2 n, n=0, 1, 2,... ) are
such that the optical transitions from impurity level are possible only to the QD

states with m =*£1 and with even values of 7 ,. The light impurity absorption

coefficient expression Kg)(co) for the transversal polarization case can be
written as
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|10, 49

t 2TCN Zzgm\ljdup(“‘ fQDx ‘ ( Lo man

0 ny,n m=1

. ... E,
As it follows from the condition 7 ®, (u)= and Eq. (3) the
u

eigenvalues E”pm’?” of the Hamiltonian (2) are decreasing functions of the

QD size dispersion u (0 <u <3/2). These are found to be

2n+; +02n, I 14B ™ w2

B

Enl,m,Zn :Enl,m,Zn(u):Ed ma*7 + (45)

where m =%1.
This result allows us to represent the light impurity absorption

coefficient K g)((D) in the form

3
: 27N, ? !
Kg)((D): h]oo Z 216 \1jd“P ‘M fODhg hwo(u)B*(X_n(z)B)x
nl n m=—
X3 mu +2n+1/2+(2”1+2)\/1+B*2a*_4u2 —u | (46
) p0r-m,) o

The photon energy cutoff value h(OE,Z)B for the transversal polarization light

é,, case can be written as

- 1/2+2\/1+[3*2a*‘4u§ =
Xup =MNos + B’ -a 47)
Uy

whereX —hwf;,B/Edanduo—.’)/Z
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In Fig. 5 we plot the photon energy cutoff value h(x)gl)B in the case of

transversal polarization light magneto-optical absorption by the QD-D"-center
complexes (based on InSb) synthesized in borosilicate glass matrix, as a
function of the magnetic induction value B. This dependence is of a has non-
monotonic character, with a pronounced minimum. The equation determining
the roots of Dirac delta-function argument (in Eq. (44)) is

- 2n+1/2+(2n1+2)\/1+B*2a*_4u2
W2 + * 2
a (X—T]éB) p (X—ﬂog)

—u=0_ (48)

For the case of transversal polarization light €,, absorption, X = t(,f}g,

solution of Eq. (48) is equivalent to solution of the following system:

B*Z[LY'-nég-ﬁna*_z)z—(2n1-+2)2a*_4]u2——2B*(2n-+1/2)x

< X(X—nfw—ma*_z)u+(2n+1/2)2—(2n1+2)2=0, 49)
2n+1/2)
u>— - —V
p (X—ﬂog—ma )
xX>x0,

where m = x1. The solutions of this system are found as

_(2;1% IX%BTZ}{% +) (X—TﬁB a’z )2 »[(2;«% )2 on,+2? ;4

npmm 2
> (X—Tﬁg " ) Yo,
a

2
a

(50)
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Fig. 5. The photon energy cutoff value 7 (OE,?B in the case of transversal

polarization light magneto-optical absorption by the QD-D™-center
complexes (based on InSb) synthesized in borosilicate glass matrix, as a

function of magnetic induction value B, Ea =(0,0,0),

|E,|=55%107 eV, R,=71.6 nm, U,=03 eV .
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0 (MéIX s a” }(2’11 +2)\/(X i a’ T 4{(2;1%)2 o +2)2Li4

ny,n m 2 ’
. m 1
§ [X—Tﬁg 2) ~on, +2)2*4]
a a

(51)
where m = =x1. It is easy to show that only the solution (50) is appropriate and,
hence, it satisfies Eq. (48).

Finally, combining Eqgs. (26), (43) and (50), we represent the light
impurity absorption coefficient Kg) (0)) in the case of the transversal light
polarization €,, as

2 7 Tn ), +1)(2n, +2)

K=K, p x| (- T 3

2 H
u U X
2 2 ny, n—1 n ,n,—l)
n=0 n=0 2 ”1—‘ ( +1) : :

3Y 1), 3
(2’Ynl’n’_l+2) F[Ynl,n,—l+4)r [’Ynl,n,—l +4+n)
x X
7 3 7 1
r(ynl’n’_l +4)[(’Ynl,n,_l +4I\Il(’ynl,n,_l +4)_\I’(Ynl,n’_l +4)]_1}

-1
B u - 1[(211 +2) —(X—Tﬁ+a*_2)2]+(2n+%}X—n§+a*_2)
k+E
% = 1
n (-1fCt 2T (k+2) [B'(X—ﬂéw' z)unl,n,l—(2n+2ﬂ ’
" z : 11 3 k+2
- F(ynl’n’_l +4+n+k)|:B*(X_n§ +a*2)un1,n,—l +2(n1 —n)+2:|

X X

X
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2(2n,+2)

B*(X—ng +a*_2)unl,n,_1 +2(n1 —n)+;

3 11
XF Ynl,n,—l +Z+n’k+2’y”l’”’_l +Z+n+k,l_

(X+a )”2:‘20‘ rQn+1)n, +1)2n, +2)° | P(unl,n,ﬂ)x

22n1—~ (n+1) unl,n,+1

3) 1 3
(Q’erl,n,+l+2) F(Ynl’nﬁrl+4)r2(y"1’"’+1+4+n) %
7 3 7 1
r(’}/nl,nﬁrl +4) [(’}/nl,nﬁrl +4)(\P (’}/nl,nﬁrl +4)_ \P(’}/ﬂl,ﬂ,‘f’l +4))_ 1}

XB*un n+1|:(2n +2) —(X—ng —a*2)2]+(2n+%)(X—né —a*fz) )

X

k+3
# 2 — 1 2
’121 (_ l)k Cr/::l 2k+lr(k+2) [B (X_no —a )‘Anl,n,-#l _(2n+2):| y
A 11 ] B 3 k+2
k=0 r(ynl’n,ﬂ +4+n+k)|:[3 (X —Tlé —a Z)Mnl’wﬂ +2(n1 —n)+ 2]

2(2n, +2)

XF] Yn n,+1 +§+nﬁk+2;’yn i+l +Ll+n+k;1
P 4 R 4 *( 2 *_2) 3
BX-m;—a Uy +2(n1 —n)+5

(52)
where K, =2*n*A a0 a’N,, P°= [CO(3)J is the integer part of

cO=6p(x-n: +a*_2>—1)/(4\/1+9[3*2a*_4/4J_1,
= lC0(4)J is the integer part of
R R I N Ve

U, nx1 are determined by the formula (50), in which coefficient T](z) 5 should

be replaced by 1, and Vont1= B'n. Uy w1/ 2.
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Fig. 6. The spectral dependence for the light magneto-optical impurity

absorption coefficient Kg) ((D) in the case of the transversal
polarization for the borosilicate glass, which is pigmented by InSb
crystallites, on magnetic induction B . Curve 1: B=0 7 and curve 2:
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Fig. 7. The spectral dependence for the light magneto-optical impurity

absorption coefficient Kg) ((0) in the case of transversal polarization
for the borosilicate glass, which is pigmented by InSb crystallites at
different values of magnetic induction B . Curve 1: B=0 T and curve

22 B=37T. |E|=55x107 eV R,=359 nm,
U,=02 eV N,=10" sm~>.
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Fig. 6 represents the spectral dependence of the light magneto-optical

impurity absorption coefficient K g) ((1)) in the case of transversal polarization
for the borosilicate glass, which is pigmented by InSb crystallites.

Fig. 7 shows the spectral dependence of the light magneto-optical
impurity absorption coefficient K (t)(co) in the case of transversal polarization
when the influence of magnetic field to the QD impurity ground state is
negligible. The impurity absorption band (curve 1 of Fig. 7) in external
magnetic field is splitted into the Zeeman doublet (curve 2 of Fig. 7). Height of
absorption peak related to the electron optical transition to the state with
m =—11is several times smaller than the peak related to the electron optical
transition to state with m =+1. Such an asymmetry of the doublet is due to
displacement from the spherically symmetrical potential well for the electron

wave function, which corresponds to the state with n, =0, m=-1, and
n, =0 [13]. The distance between the peaks in Zeeman doublet is determined

by the cyclotron frequency, i.e., equals to 7, , and the distance between two
nearest doublets depends on the confinement potential character frequency
®,, and equals to 272 ®,. For the quantum number 7, changing by 1, the

distance between the nearest doublets becomes 7€), i.e., it is determined by
the hybrid frequency.

4 Conclusions

In summary, using the zero-range potential model in the effective mass
approximation, we found an analytically exact solution of the problem of
binding states in QD-D-center complex under the influence of external
magnetic field. It is found that a drastic modification of the QD electron states
which is caused by the double quantization leads to a spatial anisotropy of the
DO-center binding energy. Namely, the dependence of the binding energy
dependence on the polar radius in QD for impurity levels, which are lower than
the bottom of the QD one, is similar to the corresponding dependence in QW
(external magnetic field implies a stabilization of the binding states), and the
impurity centers binding energy slightly decreases along the direction of the
magnetic field.
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We have shown that the spectral dependence of the light impurity
absorption coefficient for the case of longitudinal polarization is of an
oscillating character. The period of oscillations is determined by the hybrid
frequency if the Landau level number is changed by 1, while with constant
Landau level number the period of oscillations is determined by the oscillator
character frequency.

We have also shown that the light impurity absorption coefficient
spatial dependence in case of transversal polarization is characterized by the
quantum-dimensional Zeeman effect with an asymmetric doublet.

It has been found that the distance between peaks in doublet is
determined by the cyclotron frequency, and the distance between two nearest
doublets, at the constant Landau level number, is determined by the oscillator
character frequency, while when the Landau level number is changed by 1 this
distance is determined by the hybrid frequency.
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