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Interacting electrons in a sem iconductor quantum dot at strong m agnetic eldsexhibit a rich set
of states, ncluding correlated quantum uids and crystallites of various sym m etries. W e develop In
this paper a perturbative schem e based on the correlated basis finctions of the com posite-ferm ion
theory, that allow s a system atic in provem ent of the wave fiinctions and the energies for low -lying
eigenstates. For a test of the m ethod, we study system s for which exact results are known, and

nd that practically exact answers are obtained for the ground state wave finction, ground state
energy, excitation gap, and the pair correlation function. W e show how the perturbative schem e
helps resolve the subtle physics of com peting orders in certain anom alous cases.

PACS numbers: PACS:734371.10Pm

T here is a strongm otivation for developing theoretical
tools for obtaining a precise quantitative description of
Interacting electrons In con ned geom etries, or exam ple
In a sam iconductor quantum dot, because of their possi-
ble relevance to future technology 'g:]. E xact diagonaliza—
tion ispossble in som e lin itsbut restricted to very an all
num bers of electrons, and does not give insight into the
underlying physics. For larger system s, one m ust nec—
essarily appeal to approxin ate m ethods. The standard
H artreeFock or density functionaltype m ethods provide
useful Insight, but are offten not very accurate for these
strongly correlated system s. The ain of this paper is
to dem onstrate that a practically exact quantitative de—
scription is possble for a m odel quantum dot system,
facilitated by the ability to construct low -energy corre—
lated basis functions.

O ur concem w illbe w ith the solution of
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which containsN interacting electrons in tw o din ensions,
con ned by a parabolicpotentialand sub cted to am ag—
netic eld. The param eter my, is the band m ass of the
electron, !y is a m easure of the strength of the con ne-
ment, isthe dielectric constant of the host sem iconduc—
tor, and rjx = I 1 J- W e will consider the lin it ofa
large m agnetic eld (. = eB=mc 'o9), when  isa
good approxin ation to take electrons to be con ned to
the lowest Landau level (LL). In that lim it, the energy
eilgenvalues have the fom E L) = E. L)+ V L) where
the contrbution from the con nem entpotential is explic—
ik known as a function ofthe totalangularm om entum
L:E.@L)= ~=2)[ LIL,wih 2= 12+ 4!1%, and
V (L) is the Interaction energy of electrons w ithout con-—
nem ent, but with the m agnetic len replaced by an
e ective m agnetic length given by * ~=my . Thus,
the problem is reduced to nding the interaction energy
V which w illbe quoted below in unitsofe?= ‘) asa finc—
tion of the angularm om entum L . Exact resuls, known

for a range of N and L values from a num erical diag-
onalization of the Ham iltonian, provide a rigorous and
unbiased benchm ark for any theoretical approach. E xact
studies have shown B] a correlated liquid like state at
anall L, but a crystallite at relatively large L, as m ay
be expected from the fact that the system becom esm ore
and m ore classical as I increases. (T he ground state in
the classical lim it is a crystal §1) HartreeFock studies
have been perform ed for the quantum crystallite Ef, E].

W e will apply the com posite ferm ion (CF') theory i_é]
to quantum dot states f_‘/:, :_8, :_di]. The central dea is a
m apping between strongly interacting electrons at an-—
gularmom entum L and weakly interacting electrons at
L L PN 1). In particular, a correlated basis
f g Pr the Iow energy states of interacting electrons
at L can be constructed from the trivial, orthonom al
Slater determm inant basis for non-interacting electrons at
L ,denoted by f * g, in the ©llow ing m anner:

Y
L=p @ z)® " @)
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Here, z; = x5 1y denotes the position of the jth elec-
tron, 2p is the vorticity of com posie ferm ions, and P
Indicates pro ction into the lowest LL. E lectronsat L
In general occupy several Landau levels.) The symbol

= 1;2; ;lBbels the D Slater determ inants in—
clided in the study. Ih general, the basis £ g is not
linearly independent, so s dim ension, D ¢y, m ay not be
equalto D (Ocr D ). The advantage of working
w ith the correlated CF basis is that D ¢r is drastically
an aller than D oy, the din ension of the lowest LL Fock
space at L (which is also the din ension of the m atrix
that m ust be diagonalized for obtaining exact resuls).
Fig. @) ilhistrates som e basis functions at L = 95.

At a back-ofthe-envelope level, one can com pare the
exact Interaction energy at L to the kinetic energy of free
ferm ions at L , w ith the cyclotron energy treated as an
adjistable param eter f_'/:]. T hat reproduces the qualita-
tive behavior for the L dependence of the exact energy
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FIG .1: Schem atic depiction of Slater detem inantbasis states
forN = 6 electronsat L = 95, which mapsinto . = 5with
2p = 6. The singk electron orbitalsat L = 5 are labeled by
two quantum num bers, the LL index n = 0;1;::;, and the an—
gularmom entum 1= n; n+ 1;::Thex-axis ]abe]sn+ land
the y-axisn. T he dots show the occupied orbitals form ing the
Slater detem inants * ~° relevant up to the rstorder. The
state show n at the top left hasthe lowest kinetic energy (ifthe
kinetic energy ism easured relative to the lowest Landau level,
then, in units of the cyclotron energy, the totalkinetic energy
of this state is two). T he other nine states have one higher
unit ofkinetic energy. T hebasis states re obtained ac—
cording to Eq. Q) through multiplication by ~ ;. (23 2 )¢,
which converts electrons into com posite ferm lons carrying six
vortices. That is shown schem atically by six arrow s on each
dot. T he single state at the top is relevant at the zeroth order,
and all ten basis states are em ployed at the st order. (In
fact, there are a totalof 12 linearly ndependent states “  at
the rstorder forL. = 5, but they produce only ten linearly
independent states L atL = 95)

foramalll H], but discrepancies are known to appear at
larger L [_2,_3].

For a m ore substantive test of the theory, it is neces—
sary to obtain the energy spectrum by diagonalizing the
Ham iltonian ofEqg.1 In the correlated basis functions of
Eqg. (:2) . The CF-quasiLandau lkevel m ixing is treated
as a an all param eter, and com plktely suppressed at the
sin plest approxin ation, which we refer to as the zeroth
order approxin ation. H ere, the correlated basis states at
L are obtained by restricting the basisf g to allstates
w ith the lowest kinetic energy at L. (W ith p always cho—
sen so as to give the an allest din ension).

D jagonalization In the correlated CF basis is techni-
cally involred, but e cient m ethods for generating the
basis functions as well as all of the m atrix elem ents re—
quired for G ram -Schm idt orthogonalization and diago—
nalization have been developed using M etropolis M onte

(0) (1) 0) 1)

L Vex Ver Ver D ex Dcp Dcp
79 2.1570 2.1610(2) 2.1573(3) 26207 4 55
80 2.1304 2.1332(1) 2.1307(1) 28009 2 33
81 2.1286 2.1302(1) 2.1289(2) 29941 1 20
82 2.1226 2.1261 (4) 2.1229(5) 31943 10 86
83 2.1090 2.1141(7) 2.1093(2) 34085 5 50
84 2.0893 2.0941 (1) 2.0903(2) 36308 2 26
85 2.0651 2.0692 (1) 2.0655(1) 38677 1 13
86 2.0651 2.0694 (5) 2.0656(2) 41134 5 48
87 2.0543 2.0552 (2) 2.0546(2) 43752 2 24
88 2.0462 2.0496 (1) 2.0466(2) 46461 9 58
89 2.0279 2.0330(3) 2.0290(3) 49342 3 27
90 2.0054 2.0097 (1) 2.0064 (1) 52327 1 9
91 2.0054 2.0098 (3) 2.0065(2) 55491 3 25
92 1.9989 2.0013(1) 1.9996(2) 58767 8 48
93 1.9852 1.9861(1) 1.9851(3) 62239 2 20
94 1.9715 1.9764(2) 1.9726(2) 65827 4 36
95 1.9506 1.9549(2) 1.9516(2) 69624 1 10
96 1.9506 1.9551(2) 1.9516(4) 73551 2 18
97 1.9447 1.9484 (1) 1.9456(5) 77695 5 32
98 1.9347 1.9381(3) 1.9359(4) 81979 9 49
99 1.9189 1.9228(1) 1.9217 (4) 86499 1 17
100 1.9001 1.9034(2) 1.9014 (3) 91164 2 26
101 1.9001 1.9033(2) 1.9014 (1) 96079 4 41
102 1.8947 1.8977(2) 1.8959(3) 101155 7 58
103 1.8855 1.8880(2) 1.8863(2) 106491 12 83
104 1.8712 1.8736(2) 1.8729(1) 111999 18 111
105 1.8533 1.8617(2) 1.8542(3) 117788 1 28
106 1.8533 1.8618(1) 1.8538(4) 123755 1 39
107 1.8483 1.8555(2) 1.8488 (4) 130019 2 55
108 1.8396 1.8463(2) 1.8402 (4) 136479 3 74

TABLE I: Exact ground state energy (Vex) and the ground

state energy obtained from the zeroth (Vc(g)) and the rst-

order (VC(;)) CF theory for N = 6. The din ensions of the

bases diagonalized are D ex, D C(OF and D C F , respectively. T he

statistical uncertainty arising from M onte Carlo sam pling is
given in parentheses.

Carlo sam pling. W e refer the reader to earlier literature
for full details [, 10].

A diagonalization of the Ham iltonian in the zeroth
levelbasis produces energies and w ave functions orD (O)
low -lying states. T he interaction energy and the wave

function for the ground state w ill be denoted VC F
0)

op s Tespectively. W e have carried out [11] extensive
calculations for a large range of L forup to ten particles,
and found that the CF theory reproduces the qualita—
tive behavior of the energy as a function of L all the
way to the largest L for which exact results are known.
W e show In Tablke T results or N = 6 electrons in the
angular m om entum range 79 L 108, which spans
both liquid and crystallike ground states. Ref. [I1]
show s a com parison of the exact pair correlation func—
tion with that caloulated from ) forL = 95 (where
there is a unique CF wave function); surprisingly, the
CF theory, originally intended for the liquid state, au—

and



L 1) (0) 1) (1) L 1) (0) 1) (1)
95 0.902 0.988 102 0.927 0.985
96 0.892 0.988 103 0.943 0.978
97 0.898 0.989 104 0.946 0.972
98 0.908 0.985 105 0.714 0.989
99 0.767 0.859 106 0.710 0.987
100 0.936 0.982 107 0.735 0.988
101 0.936 0.981 108 0.781 0.990

TABLE II: O verlaps between exact ground states and CF
ground states obtained at the zeroth (© (0’) and the rst
order (O o ). The statistical uncertainty from M onte Carlo
sam pling does not a ect the st three signi cant gures.
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FIG.2: Pair correlation function for N = 6 electrons at
L = 99. Theposition ofone particle is xed on the outer ring,
coincident w ith the position of them issing peak. T he ground
state wave function used in the calculation is cbtained from
(@) exact diagonalization; () the zeroth-order CF theory; (c)
the rst-order CF theory; (d) the second-order CF theory.
The \noisee" In (@) and (d) resuls from the relatively large
statistical uncertainty in M onte Carlo because of the m ore
com plicated wave function.

tom atically produces also a crystallite at large L, even
though no crystal structure has been put into the the-

ory by hand [_l-gi] Ta&;]e g:-‘[ gives the overlaps de ned as:

0 © . . © . (0, ..
o @ hCF] ex1l= hCF] CFlh ex] exl.

W hile the zeroth leveldescription isquite good, the ol
Jow Ing deviations from the exact solution m ay be noted.
(1) The overlaps are in the range 0.70-0.94, which are
not as high as the overlaps ( 0.99) for lncom pressble
ground states in the spherical geom etry. (i) The ener-
gies are wihin 05% of the exact ones, which is quie
good but could be further in proved. (i) In the crys—
tallite, the particles are som ew hat less strongly localized
In the CF wave function than in the exact ground state.
SeeRef. {_l-}'] (i) T he sym m etry of the crystallite is pre—

dicted correctly w ith the exception of L = 99, where the
CF theory predictsa (0;6) crystallite [E‘jg.:j ©)], that is,
w ith all six particles on an outer ring, w hereas the exact
solution shows a (1;5) crystallite Fig.d ()], which has

ve particles on the outer ring and one at the center. )
A successful theory must explain not only the ground
state but also excited states, especially the low-energy
ones. W e have considered the gap between the two low -
est eigenstates. The zeroth-order theory does not give,
overall, a satisfactory acocount of it. In som e instances
g, L = 81;85;90;95;99;105;106 or N = 6), the CF
theory gives no nform ation on the gap, because the ba—
sis contains only a single state here O éOF) = 1); In m any
other cases, the gap predicted by the CF theory iso by
a factor of two to three.

T hese discrepancies have m otivated us to incorporate
CF-quasiLL m ixing perturbatively. W e stressthat CF—
quasiLL m ixing Inpliess LL m ixing at L , but the basis
statesat L are, by construction, alwaysw ithin the lowest
LL. Atthe rstorder,we nclidebasisstates ' atL
w ith onem ore unit of the kinetic energy, which produces
a larger basis at L through Eq. @). T he basic idea is
illustrated for the case of N = 6and L = 95 L = 5,
2p= 6) in Fig.1,.

In a sin ilar way we have constructed correlated ba—
sis functions at each angular m om entum in the range
79 L 108. Asshown in TabkiID), the dinen-
sion of the basis In the rst-order theory is larger than
D C(OF) but still far an aller than D o, . A diagonalization of
the H am iltonian in this basis produces the ground state
energy Vc(lF) and ground state wave function c(lkl . Leav—
Ing aside L = 99, which we shall discuss separately, the
follow ing cbservations can bem ade: (i) The energies are
essentially exact. A sshown in Tab]e:_i, the deviation from
the exact energy is reduced to < 0.1% , in fact, to < 0.05%
In most cases. (i) The ovc?r]aps from the rstorder

1) . . 1) . @), . .
theory, O @) l:- éF)] exi= h éF)] éF)lh ex] exl, Are
given in Table II. They are unifom ly excellent (0.98—
0.99) in the entire L. range studied. (i) T he in prove-

ment by the rst order perturbation theory is also m an—

80 85 90 95 100 105

FIG.3: Comparison of the exact excitation gaps ( ) for
N = 6 wih the gaps obtained in the st-order CF theory
().



(2) (2)
L Dex D¢y Vex V.y 0@

99 86499 76 1.9189 1.9193(3) 0.995

TABLE IIT: Com parison of the second order CF theory w ith
exact results for the L = 99 ground state. D @) is the dim en-
sion of the correlated CF basis, V7 is the CF prediction for

the ground state energy, and O @) is the overlap between the
CF and the exact wave functions.

ifest in the paircorrelation functions, which are now in—
distinguishable from the exact ones at arbitrary L. That
is not surprising, given the high overlaps. (i) As seen

nF jg.:_IJ. the rst-ordertheory reproduces the qualitative
behavior ofthe excitation gap asa fiinction ofL, and also

gives very good quantitative values. Them axin um gaps
are correlated w ith the states where a downward cusp

appears In the plot ofV (L), consistent w ith the higher
stability of these ground states.

Finally, we discuss the case of L = 99. Here, the ze-
roth order CF theory predicts a w rong sym m etry for the
crystallite Fig.id (©)]. As seen in Fig.d (c), the rst or-
der correction also fails to recover the correct symm e—
try. That is also re ected In the fact that themodi ed
ground state of the rst-order theory yields a relatively
an alloverlap of 0:86, and the energy iso by a rela—
tively lJarge 0.15% . A closer nspection ofthe correlations
nF jg.-'_Z (c) reveals a slight broadening of the hexagonal
structure in the outertring, combined with an appear-
ance of a amall m ound at the center, suggesting that
the structure here m ay be a superposition of (0,6) and
(1,5) crystallites. This has m otivated us to Incorporate
the next (second) order corrections. T he basis din ension
D C(ZEZ isnow further enlarged, but M onte C arlo still pro—
duces reliable results. The CF ground state wave fiinc-
tion obtained at this level is extrem ely accurate: the pair
correlation function shown in Fig. d (d) com pares well to
the exact one, and, as seen in Tab]e , the energy and
the overlaps are close to perfect. T he or:igjn ofthedi -
culy can be understood from the fact that the (0,6) and
the (1,5) crystallitesare nearly degenerate in the classical
Iim it E_B'.], m aking them both com petitive.

W e have focused in thiswork on caseswhere the exact
results are known, because the ain was to test the appli-
cability of the CF theory to quantum dots. T he theory
can be extended to m uch larger system s, where exact di-
agonalization is not possble; In such cases, one would
need to Increase the accuracy perturbatively until suf-

cient convergence is achieved. The m ethod developed
here should also prove useful orm ultiple coupled quan—
tum dots [_1-§] and rapidly rotating atom ic B oseE instein
condensates f_l-é_f]
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