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E lectron correlations, spontaneous m agnetization and m om entum density in quantum
dots
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T he m agnetization of quantum dots is discussed In tem s of a relatively sin ple but exactly solv—
able m odel H am ittonian. The m odel predicts oscillations in spin polarization as a function of dot
radius for a xed electron density. T hese oscillations In m agnetization are shown to yield distinct
signature in the m om entum density of the electron gas, suggesting the usefiilness ofm om entum re—
solved spectroscopies for investigating the m agnetization of dot system s. W e also present variational
quantum M onte Carlo calculations on a square dot containing 12 electrons in order to gain insight
into correlation e ects on the interactions between like and unlike spins in a quantum dot.

PACS numbers: 7322D j, 75.75+ a, 75.10-b

I. NTRODUCTION

A s the need for nano-structures for technological ap—
plications grow s, the ability to probe and understand
the electronic properties of these system s becom es of
param ount im portance E}:, -':4*, 3]. In this connection,
quantum dots @D s), which can be viewed as arti cial
"atom s", o er unique opportunities as a nanoscale lab—
oratory for investigating the behavior of am all num bers
of electrons and how the interplay between correlation
and con nement e ects In such system s can give rise to
novelphenom enon such as spontaneous spin polarization
of the electron gas EI, -'5,::6, -'_"2]. T hese and related ques—
tions have been the sub fct of considerable interest in the
recent literature i_é, -'_9].

Here we discuss how the electronic structure of QD s
can bem odeled theoretically for the purpose ofgaining a
handle on the essential phenom enology of theirm agnetic
properties. The exactly solvable m odel H am ittonian in—
troduced in Ref. K] is considered rst. The model of
Ref. t_4] assum es a single e ective Interaction param e-
ter, U, which gives the energy penaly for creating a pair
of electrons w ith opposite soins. D espite its sin pliciy,
thism odel produces considerabl richness in its behavior
and, in particular, it predicts oscillations In spin polar-
ization with QD radiis at a xed electron density. W e
delineate the signature of soin polarization in the elec—
tron m om entum density (EM D), thus setting the stage
for the application ofm om entum resolved spectroscopies
as a window for nvestigating the m agnetic properties of
QD s.

A though exactly solvable m any-body m odels are of
an Intrinsic interest, i is in portant to understand the
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nature of the param eters involved in such m odels via ac—
curate rst principles com putations. In this connection,
we have carried out variational quantum M onte Carlo
VQM C) calculations in the interacting electron gas. Re—
sults for a 12 electron system con ned within a square
QD are presented. The com puted pair correlation fiinc-
tions for ke and unlke soins are used to deduce the ef-
fective value of the param eter U , w hich enters the m odel
Ham iltonian of Ref. #].

An outline of this article is as llow s. T he introduc-
tory rem arks are ollowed In Section ITby an overview of
them odelH am iltonian form alim ofRef. [4]. Section IIT
presentsthe VQM C approach and considers the exam ple
ofa 2D square QD . Section IV presentsa few concliding
rem arks.

II.A MODEL HAM ILTONIAN FOR QUANTUM
DOTS

Insight Into properties ofQ D s can be obtained by con—
sidering the relatively sin ple m odel H am iltonian EJ:]

H = .+ H; @)
X 1 X
= %Y a2 + ZU a¥ a's a., a ;
2 0
wherea¥ anda , respectively, are the creation and an—

nihilation operators for the oneparticle state w ith
elgenvalie °. The rsttem H,) descrbesthe noninter—
acting systam . The interaction in the second temm )
is restricted to electrons of opposite spins. T he param —
eter U here can be viewed as an average energy penalty
for tw o electrons to possess opposite soins in the QD . It
is of course energetically advantageous for electrons to
possess the sam e spin because that allow s the Coulom b
energy to be lowered as the electrons are kept apart by
the P auliexclusion principle.
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FIG .1: Spin polarization per particle, N4)=N , as
a function of the dot radius R . Solid line: interacting case;
dashed line: weakly interacting case, U ! ‘O. Sin ulations are
based on the m odel H am ittonian of Eq. @ using param eters
discussed in the text.

= (Nn

The m odel H am iltonian of form l;l:) can be solved ex—
actly. The solution for the m any-body wavefunction has
the form of an unrestricted H artreeFock wavefunction

=D'D%; @)

w here up and down arrow sdenote spin indicesandD =
J i (r3)Jjisthe Slaterdetermm inant formm ed by one particle
states i; .Notethatthissolution isa spin eigenfiinction
and doesnot su er from the so-called spin contam ination
problem g]. T he total energy is given by

X

o 1
E = (+5UN)f; 3)

where f denotes the Fem ioccupation function. Fora
given total num ber of particles N , m inin ization of Eq.
:_I’. yields a set of nonlinear equations for the populations,
N+« and N 4, of the up and down soins, respectively. T he
resulting splitting in energy for states of opposite spin is

=UN~ Ny); @)

and i isuniform , ie.,  doesnot depend on the quantum
number . The average polarization per electron is

= Mv  Ny)N: ©)

T he degeneracy between up and down spin electrons is
thus lifted and the shell 1ling depends on the value of
, which is detemm Ined by the interaction strenght U .

Fjg.:].' presents a few illustrative resuls based on the
m odel Ham iltonian of Eq. -}: The details of the spe-
cl cparam eters used are as follow s. T he non-interacting

Ham iltonian is taken to be a 3D sphericalwellw ith po—
tential, V (r) = 862eV,orr R,andV (r) = 0, oth—-
erw ise. The electron density n in the QD is kept xed
corresponding to rs=5, where ry is the standard param -
etergiven by, n (4 r2=3)= 1. The QD raduusR and the
numberN ofekctronsarethusrelated via N = ®R=r5)>.
rs = 5 gives a relatively low density, enabling considera—
tion ofa w ide range ofQ D radii. T he choice 0ofU ism ore
tricky since correlations in Q D s are not well understood.
H owever, on the basis of argum ents involving a screened
Coulomb interaction, Ref. {{]estinatesU = 27:13mev

when N = 96 orR = 1211 A [id].

F jg.lr}' show s the average polarization asa function of
the QD radiusR forrg=5. AsR increases and electrons
are added, spin polarization reachesapeak eachtimea
shellishalf lked w ih up-spin electrons and falls to zero
when the shell is com plted w ith down-spin electrons,
yielding a sequence of \m agic num bers", ie., N values for
which theQ D m agnetization vanishes. T he oscillations in
spdn polarization are dam ped w ith IncreasingQ D sizeand
In thehigh R lin it a param agnetic hom ogeneous electron
gas is recovered. Fjg.:_]: also show s that the interaction
param eter U can give largedeviationsin from a sinple
Hund’s rule 1ling. This is because the m agnetic energy
splitting changes w ith each added electron in order to
m Inin ize the totalenergy given by Eq. 3

In connection with spontaneous m agnetization, it is
usefil to consider the Stoner m odel, which is usually in—
voked for predicting ferrom agnetisn in metals {1], at-
though it has also been applied m ore recently to discuss
m agnetism of nanosystem s t_é]. In the Stonerm odel, fer—
rom agnetian resuls if

ID () 1; (6)

where D ( ) is the density of states DO S) per unit cell
ofthe spin com pensated system at theFem ilevel and
T is the Stoner param eter, w hich gives the gain in poten—
tial energy associated with the occurrence of the ferro—
m agnetic state. W ithin the D ensity Functional T heory
OFT), I can be com puted using the wavefunctions of
the system at I_ll:] In the case of the hom ogeneous
electron gas I reduces to Egi]
8lh.(rs)  5c()]

I= ; 7
Q@43 2) @

where £ and ’_ are the exchangecorrelation energy

per electron In the ferrom agnetic and the param agnetic
electron gas, respectively. Interestingly, for the m odel
Ham iltonian ofEqg. -'!.', the connection between the aver-
age energy penaly U for having a pair of electrons w ith
opposite spins and the Stoner param eter I isgiven as [_1-211

I=UN: 8)

Eq.:§ m akes it clear that, ©ra nie I, shgularitiesin
the D O S can be expected to Induce spontaneousm agne—
tization f_é]. In QD swih high symm etry (€4g., soherical
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FIG.2: TypicalEMD inaQD,n (), and the m agnitude of
its rst derivative, j’lo(p)j. T he position of the peak In j10(p)j
de nes the QD \Fem im om entum ", while its filkw dth-at—
halfm axinum de nes p.

or cubic dots), sym m etry related degeneraciesw ill gener—
ally enhance D O S peaks. O n the other hand, sym m etry
breakinge ects :_[5] and disorder :_ﬂ_i] willan earout DO S
peaks and reduce the tendency for the system to m agne-
tize spontaneously.

W e discuss next the EM D w ith an eye tow ards identi-
fying signatures of spin polarization In a QD . The EM D
isde ned by

Z

np)= @ )* dl£()A p;!) )

1

where f is the Fem i function and

Ap@;!')= 2mGR p;!); 10)
is the spectral function. T he one particle G reen’s func—
tion GR (p;!) and is in aginary part can be evaluated
exactly for them odelH am iltonian ofEqg. -_]: T he typical
behaviorofthe EM D and itsderivative is shown in Fjg.-? .
T he region of rapid variation In n (p) can be characterized
via the position, pr , of the peak n 11%(p) jand the associ-
ated fullkw idth-at-halfm axinum, p. In the buk lm it
In ametallic system , the EM D In generalcontainsFerm i
surface FS) breaks in the st Brillouin zone BZ) and
at the Um klapp in ages of the F'S in higher BZs. Cor-
respondingly, the rst derivative of the EM D develops
—flinction peaks. A though n a nie system there can—
not be breaks in the EM D, we m ay nevertheless refer to
pr loosely asthe QD \Fem im om entum " for sin plicity.
Fjg.:;% show s the sin ulated behaviorof pinaQD as
a function ofthe radiusR ata xed electron density. p
is seen to display peaks, which are well correlated w ith
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FIG. 3:
polarization

p In reduced units ofpr

(dashed) vs.
based on the m odel H am ittonian of Eqg. :1: using param eters
discussed in the text.

(solid line), and spin
QD radius R. Simulations are

those In the m agnetization . The reason for this corre—
lation between pand isthat in the polarized system,
In e ect, there are two sgparatem om entum distrdoutions
for the up and down spin electrons. T he two associated

"Ferm i" m om enta then give rise to two di erent peaks in
1%)3 which appear as increased broadening of p i

the totalm om entum density of the interacting system .
In fact the R dependence of p can be tted as 'i4]

P=Pr = Po=Pr + C ( 0)R; (11)

where ( isthe spin polarization in the weakly Interact-
ngcase U ! 0),and c is a constant, which depends on

various QD param eters. Eq. :!.-]_.: can be used to extract
the polarization  from the m easured R-dependence of

p. These considerations indicate that peaksin p pro—

vide a distinct signature ofpolarization ofa QD and that

spectroscopies sensitive to m om entum density can play a

useful role In this connection [_lfi] These resuls argue

for investigations of the QD s using C om pton scattering

and positron anniilation experim ents.

Tt should perhaps be noted that C om pton scattering
and positron annihilation spectroscopies have developed
by now into standard probes of the EM D in m aterials.
R ecent positron annihilation m easurem entson CdSeQD s
show that the e ect of quantum con nement results in
an increased width p ofthe Fem iedge in m om entum
space. The width p seem s to ollow an inverse square
law 1=d? with particke diameter d [15, 6], in contrast
to the 1=d law expected for the con ned hom ogeneous
electron gas f_l-j]



III.A QUANTUM MONTE CARLO
CALCULATION

T he discussion of the preceding section isbased on the
Ham ilttonian oqu.:}' and it isthus lim ited by the form of
the H artreeFock m any-body wavefunction given by Eq.
?. W e now consider a m ore generalm any-body wave—
finction and apply the VOM C approach [18] to fcus
particularly on understanding the nature ofthe e ective
Interaction between electrons of the sam e and opposite
soinsin a QD . The speci ¢ wavefunction used is

=Jp 'D¥; a2)
w here
X
J=exp( ui)

i< j

13)

is the Jastrow factor, which is expressed in tem s of a
product nvolving twobody correlation factors, ui;. The
u;y must ful 11 the socalled cusp condition, ie. the sin—
gularities associated w ith the kinetic energy m ust cancel
those arising from the Coulomb potential in the m icro-
scopic Ham iltonian. A sinpl form is given by (18]

u(r) = ; 14)

1+ '
where is a varational parameter. W hen J = 1 or
' 1, reducestothe form ofan unrestricted H artree—

Fock wave function.

T he average repulsion energy between two electrons
can be expressed as an integralofthe spin resolved radial
pair correlation function

% Z
1 . 2
g;O(r)ZF.. i1 %y  =B3)J ()JAR
i6 j
s)
whereR = (rjjugmy ), = Rj1i=5 n),ry = 05J

; o Is the spin progctor, and n is the average electron
density. The pair interaction energy between two elec—
trons of lke spins is then given by

Z

1 ng .
v, = R 16)
(I} 1) r
and for electrons of opposite soins is
1 g ()
ng r
vV, =— ng; o dr: @7)
N r

T he energy penalty U for having a pair of electrons w ith
opposite spins can thereforebe ocbtained from the average

1X
2

U= W, V) @18)

A s an exam ple, we have investigated a QD consisting
0f 12 electrons enclosed in a 2D square wellof size 1=

0.7

—_— Opp'osite spin
- =+ Same spin

FIG .4: Radialpair correlation functionsg ; (r) (dashed line)
and g ; (r) (solid line) for 12 electrons enclosed in a 2D
square wellof size 1= a5 .

a, [19]. Here and elsewhere in this section, it is con—
venient to use the modi ed atom ic units g, for length
and H for energy, which are renom alized atom ic units
obtained from the e ective electron band massm and
the dielectric constant of the m aterial™ {0].

W e descrbe the con nem ent In the xy plane by an
In nie hard-wall potential, therefore the singleelectron
states in the square QD are

2
nymy; Kiy)= —sh@xx)shnyy): 19)
ForN = 12,onecbtainsa closed shellsystem (Nw = Ny)
w ith zero net m agnetization.

IntheHartreeFock Imit ( ! 1 ),aM onteCarlocal-
culation givesthe totalenergy ofthe 12-electron Q D to be
107:785 0002H .Theparameter wasthen optin ized
via the Stochastic G radient A pproxin ation (SGA) {18].
In the SGA, at each step n, the value of an observable x
is updated w ith a recursive calculation ofthem ean:
Xp) @ 20)

X% = %1 (% 1

S|

At the optinal = 153, the totalenergy is found to
be 103237 0001 H wih FE=d j< 10° H a, . Us-
Ing this value of , the results of a relatively noiseless
calculation of the spin-dependent pair correlation fiinc—
tions g ; ¢ are shown In Fjg.ill. A s expected, the dis-
trbution g ; (r) dashed line) is seen to vanish at r= 0,
re ecting the presence ofan "exchangehol" surrounding
like spins due to the Pauli exclusion principle. E lectrons
of unlke spins, on the other hand, still tend to avoid
each other due to Coulomb repulsion, which induces a
"Coulomb" or "correlation" hole in g ; (r) (solid line).



Fjg.:fi show s that the "hole," or the region of depleted
electron density, excludes a larger num ber of electrons
and extends to a larger distance for lke spins than for
unlke spins. The decrease of g ; o affterr 1 a; isa
geom etricale ect due to the nite size ofthe QD .The
use of these correlation functions in Egs. 16-18 yields,

Vig = 1039 H ,Vene = 05760 H ,and U = 0279 H
T he corresponding valies in the Hartree¥fock lin it are:
Vig = 1176 H , Vew = 0848 H , and Ugr = 0:329

H . The Jastrow wavefunction thus leads to a reduc—
tion in the energy penaly for creating a pair of opposie
soins. The overalle ect however is relatively am all in
that the e ective U for the Jastrow wavefiinction is only
15% amaller than Uy r . These resuls suggest that, de—
spite its sim plicity, the m odel H am ittonian of Eq. :;I: is
capable of providing a reasonable description ofthe elec—
tron gas in QD s. M oreover, we have explicitly veri ed
the oscillations of the m agnetization in the 3D -spherical
quantum dots containing up to 8 electrons by perform —
Ing VOM C simulations with the SGA optim ization of
the totalenergy. T he oscillations in m agnetization w ith
QD radiuspredicted on the basis ofthis H am iltonian are
presum ably robust to electron correlation e ectsm issing
In plicitly in the H artreeFock form of its solution.

Iv.SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION S

W e discuss issues of spin polarization and m om entum
density wih focus on the treatm ent of correlation ef-
fects in electron gas con ned within a quantum dot. In
this connection, we st consider selected results based
on a relatively sin ple m odel H am iltonian of Ref. EI] n
which interactions are restricted via a param eter U to
be non-zero only for electrons of opposite spins. This
m odel H am ittonian is solvable exactly and adm is a so-—
lution ofthe H artreeFock form . M oreover, it displays re—
m arkable oscillations in soin polarization w ith dot radius,
w hich leave distinct signature in the electron m om entum
density. In order to gain insight into correlation e ects
m ore generally, we have carried out VQM C calculations
on a square dot containing 12 electrons using a Jastrow —
Slhter form of the m any body wavefunction. The e ec—
tive U value for the Jastrow -Slater w avefiinction is found
to be only 15% an aller than for the H artreeFock case.
On the whole, we conclude that spectroscopies sensitive
to electron m om entum density {C om pton scattering and
positron annihilation in particular{can potentially help
delineate spin polarization e ects in quantum dots.
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