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Electron correlations,spontaneous m agnetization and m om entum density in quantum

dots
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The m agnetization ofquantum dotsisdiscussed in term sofa relatively sim ple butexactly solv-

able m odelHam iltonian. The m odelpredicts oscillations in spin polarization as a function ofdot

radius for a �xed electron density. These oscillations in m agnetization are shown to yield distinct

signature in the m om entum density oftheelectron gas,suggesting theusefulnessofm om entum re-

solved spectroscopiesforinvestigating them agnetization ofdotsystem s.W ealso presentvariational

quantum M onte Carlo calculationson a square dotcontaining 12 electronsin orderto gain insight

into correlation e�ectson the interactionsbetween like and unlike spinsin a quantum dot.

PACS num bers:73.22.D j,75.75+ a,75.10-b

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

As the need for nano-structures for technologicalap-

plications grows, the ability to probe and understand

the electronic properties of these system s becom es of

param ount im portance [1, 2, 3]. In this connection,

quantum dots (Q Ds),which can be viewed as arti�cial

"atom s",o�er unique opportunities as a nanoscale lab-

oratory for investigating the behaviorofsm allnum bers

ofelectrons and how the interplay between correlation

and con�nem ente�ectsin such system scan give rise to

novelphenom enon such asspontaneousspin polarization

ofthe electron gas[4,5,6,7]. These and related ques-

tionshavebeen thesubjectofconsiderableinterestin the

recentliterature[8,9].

Here we discuss how the electronic structure ofQ Ds

can bem odeled theoretically forthepurposeofgaininga

handleon theessentialphenom enology oftheirm agnetic

properties. The exactly solvable m odelHam iltonian in-

troduced in Ref. [4]is considered �rst. The m odelof

Ref. [4]assum es a single e�ective interaction param e-

ter,U ,which givestheenergy penalty forcreating a pair

ofelectrons with opposite spins. Despite its sim plicity,

thism odelproducesconsiderablerichnessin itsbehavior

and,in particular,it predicts oscillations in spin polar-

ization with Q D radius at a �xed electron density. W e

delineate the signature ofspin polarization in the elec-

tron m om entum density (EM D),thus setting the stage

fortheapplication ofm om entum resolved spectroscopies

asa window forinvestigating the m agneticpropertiesof

Q Ds.

Although exactly solvable m any-body m odels are of

an intrinsic interest,it is im portant to understand the

�Present address: D epartm ent ofPhysics and A stronom y,N orth-

western U niversity,Evanston,Illinois60208

natureoftheparam etersinvolved in such m odelsvia ac-

curate �rstprinciplescom putations. In thisconnection,

we have carried out variationalquantum M onte Carlo

(VQ M C)calculationsin theinteractingelectron gas.Re-

sults for a 12 electron system con�ned within a square

Q D are presented. The com puted paircorrelation func-

tionsforlike and unlike spinsareused to deduce the ef-

fectivevalueoftheparam eterU ,which entersthem odel

Ham iltonian ofRef.[4].

An outline ofthis article is asfollows. The introduc-

tory rem arksarefollowed in Section IIby an overview of

them odelHam iltonian form alism ofRef.[4].Section III

presentstheVQ M C approach and considerstheexam ple

ofa 2D squareQ D.Section IV presentsa few concluding

rem arks.

II.A M O D EL H A M ILT O N IA N FO R Q U A N T U M

D O T S

Insightinto propertiesofQ Dscan beobtained by con-

sidering the relatively sim ple m odelHam iltonian [4]

Ĥ = Ĥ 0 + Ĥ 1 (1)

=
X

��

�
0

�a
y
��a�� +

1

2
U
X

��0�

a
y
��a

y

�0�� a�0�� a��;

whereay�� and a��,respectively,arethecreation and an-

nihilation operators for the one-particle state ��� with

eigenvalue�0�.The�rstterm (̂H 0)describesthenoninter-

acting system . The interaction in the second term (Ĥ 1)

is restricted to electrons ofopposite spins. The param -

eterU here can be viewed asan averageenergy penalty

fortwo electronsto possessopposite spinsin the Q D.It

is ofcourse energetically advantageous for electrons to

possessthe sam e spin because thatallowsthe Coulom b

energy to be lowered asthe electronsare keptapartby

the Pauliexclusion principle.
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FIG .1: Spin polarization perparticle,� = (N" � N #)=N ,as

a function ofthe dot radius R . Solid line: interacting case;

dashed line:weakly interacting case,U ! 0.Sim ulationsare

based on the m odelHam iltonian ofEq. 1 using param eters

discussed in the text.

The m odelHam iltonian ofform (1)can be solved ex-

actly.Thesolution forthe m any-body wavefunction has

the form ofan unrestricted Hartree-Fock wavefunction

	 = D
"
D

#
; (2)

whereup and down arrowsdenotespin indicesand D � =

j�i;�(rj)jistheSlaterdeterm inantform ed byoneparticle

states�i;�.Notethatthissolution isaspin eigenfunction

and doesnotsu�erfrom theso-called spin contam ination

problem [4].Thetotalenergy isgiven by

E =
X

��

(�0� +
1

2
U N �)f��; (3)

wheref�� denotesthe Ferm ioccupation function.Fora

given totalnum ber ofparticles N ,m inim ization ofEq.

3 yieldsa setofnonlinearequationsforthe populations,

N " and N #,ofthe up and down spins,respectively.The

resulting splitting in energy forstatesofoppositespin is

� = U (N " � N #); (4)

and itisuniform ,i.e.,itdoesnotdepend on thequantum

num ber�.Theaveragepolarization perelectron is

� = (N" � N #)=N : (5)

The degeneracy between up and down spin electrons is

thus lifted and the shell�lling depends on the value of

�,which isdeterm ined by the interaction strenghtU .

Fig.1 presentsa few illustrative resultsbased on the

m odel Ham iltonian of Eq.1. The details of the spe-

ci�cparam etersused areasfollows.Thenon-interacting

Ham iltonian istaken to be a 3D sphericalwellwith po-

tential,V (r)= � 8:62 eV,forr� R,and V (r)= 0,oth-

erwise. The electron density n in the Q D is kept �xed

corresponding to rs= 5,wherers isthe standard param -

etergiven by,n(4�r3s=3)= 1.The Q D radiusR and the

num berN ofelectronsarethusrelated via N = (R=rs)
3.

rs = 5 givesa relatively low density,enabling considera-

tion ofawiderangeofQ D radii.ThechoiceofU ism ore

tricky sincecorrelationsin Q Dsarenotwellunderstood.

However,on the basisofargum entsinvolving a screened

Coulom b interaction,Ref. [4]estim atesU = 27:13 m eV

when N = 96 orR = 12:11 �A [10].

Fig.1showstheaveragepolarization � asafunction of

theQ D radiusR forrs= 5.AsR increasesand electrons

areadded,spin polarization � reachesapeak each tim ea

shellishalf�lled with up-spin electronsand fallsto zero

when the shellis com pleted with down-spin electrons,

yieldingasequenceof\m agicnum bers",i.e.,N valuesfor

whichtheQ D m agnetizationvanishes.Theoscillationsin

spin polarizationaredam ped with increasingQ D sizeand

in thehigh R lim itaparam agnetichom ogeneouselectron

gas is recovered. Fig.1 also showsthat the interaction

param eterU can givelargedeviationsin � from a sim ple

Hund’srule �lling.Thisisbecause the m agnetic energy

splitting changes with each added electron in order to

m inim ize the totalenergy given by Eq.3.

In connection with spontaneous m agnetization, it is

usefulto considerthe Stonerm odel,which isusually in-

voked for predicting ferrom agnetism in m etals [11],al-

though ithasalso been applied m ore recently to discuss

m agnetism ofnanosystem s[6].In theStonerm odel,fer-

rom agnetism resultsif

ID (�)� 1; (6)

where D (�)isthe density ofstates(DO S)perunitcell

ofthespin com pensated system attheFerm ilevel� and

I istheStonerparam eter,which givesthegain in poten-

tialenergy associated with the occurrence ofthe ferro-

m agnetic state. W ithin the Density FunctionalTheory

(DFT),I can be com puted using the wavefunctions of

the system at � [11]. In the case ofthe hom ogeneous

electron gasI reducesto [6]

I =
8[�Fxc(rs)� �Pxc(rs)]

9(24=3 � 2)
; (7)

where �Fxc and �Pxc are the exchange-correlation energy

perelectron in the ferrom agnetic and the param agnetic

electron gas,respectively. Interestingly,for the m odel

Ham iltonian ofEq. 1,the connection between the aver-

ageenergy penalty U forhaving a pairofelectronswith

oppositespinsand theStonerparam eterI isgiven as[12]

I = U N : (8)

Eq.6 m akesitclearthat,fora �niteI,singularitiesin

theDO S can beexpected to inducespontaneousm agne-

tization [6].In Q Dswith high sym m etry (e.g.,spherical
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FIG .2: TypicalEM D in a Q D ,n(p),and the m agnitude of

its�rstderivative,jn
0
(p)j.Theposition ofthepeak in jn

0
(p)j

de�nes the Q D \Ferm im om entum ",while its full-width-at-

half-m axim um de�nes�p.

orcubicdots),sym m etry related degeneracieswillgener-

ally enhance DO S peaks.O n the otherhand,sym m etry

breaking e�ects[5]and disorder[13]willsm earoutDO S

peaksand reducethetendency forthesystem to m agne-

tize spontaneously.

W ediscussnextthe EM D with an eyetowardsidenti-

fying signaturesofspin polarization in a Q D.TheEM D

isde�ned by

n(p)= (2�)�1
Z 1

�1

d!f(!)A(p;!) (9)

wheref isthe Ferm ifunction and

A(p;!)= � 2Im G R (p;!); (10)

is the spectralfunction. The one particle G reen’sfunc-

tion G R (p;!) and its im aginary part can be evaluated

exactly forthem odelHam iltonian ofEq.1.Thetypical

behavioroftheEM D and itsderivativeisshown in Fig.2.

Theregion ofrapid variation in n(p)can becharacterized

via theposition,pF,ofthepeak in jn
0(p)jand theassoci-

ated full-width-at-half-m axim um ,�p. In the bulk lim it

in a m etallicsystem ,theEM D in generalcontainsFerm i

surface (FS)breaksin the �rstBrillouin zone (BZ)and

at the Um klapp im ages ofthe FS in higher BZs. Cor-

respondingly,the �rst derivative ofthe EM D develops

�-function peaks.Although in a �nite system therecan-

notbe breaksin the EM D,wem ay neverthelessreferto

pF loosely asthe Q D \Ferm im om entum " forsim plicity.

Fig.3 showsthesim ulated behaviorof�p in a Q D as

a function oftheradiusR ata �xed electron density.�p

is seen to display peaks,which are wellcorrelated with
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FIG .3: �p in reduced units of p F (solid line), and spin

polarization � (dashed) vs. Q D radius R . Sim ulations are

based on the m odelHam iltonian ofEq. 1 using param eters

discussed in the text.

those in the m agnetization �.The reason forthiscorre-

lation between �p and � isthatin thepolarized system ,

in e�ect,therearetwo separatem om entum distributions

forthe up and down spin electrons. The two associated

"Ferm i"m om enta then giveriseto two di�erentpeaksin

jn0(p)j,which appear as increased broadening of�p in

the totalm om entum density ofthe interacting system .

In factthe R dependence of�p can be �tted as[4]

�p=pF = �p0=pF + c�(� � �0)R; (11)

where �0 isthe spin polarization in the weakly interact-

ing case(U ! 0),and cisa constant,which dependson

variousQ D param eters. Eq. 11 can be used to extract

the polarization � from the m easured R-dependence of

�p.Theseconsiderationsindicatethatpeaksin �p pro-

videadistinctsignatureofpolarization ofaQ D and that

spectroscopiessensitiveto m om entum density can play a

usefulrole in this connection [14]. These results argue

forinvestigationsofthe Q Ds using Com pton scattering

and positron annihilation experim ents.

It should perhaps be noted that Com pton scattering

and positron annihilation spectroscopieshave developed

by now into standard probes ofthe EM D in m aterials.

Recentpositronannihilation m easurem entsonCdSeQ Ds

show that the e�ect ofquantum con�nem ent results in

an increased width �p ofthe Ferm iedge in m om entum

space. The width �p seem sto follow an inverse square

law 1=d2 with particle diam eter d [15,16],in contrast

to the 1=d law expected for the con�ned hom ogeneous

electron gas[17].
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III.A Q U A N T U M M O N T E C A R LO

C A LC U LA T IO N

Thediscussion ofthepreceding section isbased on the

Ham iltonian ofEq.1and itisthuslim ited by theform of

the Hartree-Fock m any-body wavefunction given by Eq.

2. W e now consider a m ore generalm any-body wave-

function and apply the VQ M C approach [18]to focus

particularly on understanding the natureofthee�ective

interaction between electrons ofthe sam e and opposite

spinsin a Q D.The speci�c wavefunction used is

	 = JD
"
D

#
; (12)

where

J = exp(
X

i< j

uij) (13)

is the Jastrow factor,which is expressed in term s ofa

productinvolving two-body correlation factors,uij.The

uij m ustful�llthe so-called cusp condition,i.e.the sin-

gularitiesassociated with thekineticenergy m ustcancel

those arising from the Coulom b potentialin the m icro-

scopicHam iltonian.A sim pleform isgiven by [18]

u(r)=
r

1+ �r
; (14)

where � is a variationalparam eter. W hen J = 1 or

� ! 1 ,	 reducestotheform ofan unrestricted Hartree-

Fock wavefunction.

The average repulsion energy between two electrons

can beexpressed asan integralofthespin resolved radial

paircorrelation function

g�;�0 (r)=
1

nN �

X

i6= j

��;�i��0;�j

Z

� (r� rij)j	(�)j
2
dR

(15)

whereR = (r1;:::;rN ),� = (R ;�1;:::;�N ),rij = jri� rjj,

��;�0 isthe spin projector,and n isthe averageelectron

density. The pair interaction energy between two elec-

tronsoflike spinsisthen given by

V�;� =
1

(N � � 1)

Z
ng�;� (r)

r
dr; (16)

and forelectronsofoppositespinsis

V�;�� =
1

N �

Z
ng�;�� (r)

r
dr: (17)

Theenergy penalty U forhaving a pairofelectronswith

oppositespinscan thereforebeobtained from theaverage

U =
1

2

X

�

(V�;�� � V�;�): (18)

Asan exam ple,we have investigated a Q D consisting

of12 electronsenclosed in a 2D squarewellofsizel= �

0 1 2 3 4 5

0.1

0.3

0.5

0.7

g
(r

)

r ( a
*

B
)

 Opposite spin
 Same spin    

FIG .4:Radialpaircorrelation functionsg�;�(r)(dashed line)

and g�;�� (r) (solid line) for 12 electrons enclosed in a 2D

square wellofsize l= � a
�

B .

a�B [19]. Here and elsewhere in this section,it is con-

venient to use the m odi�ed atom ic units a�B for length

and H � forenergy,which are renorm alized atom ic units

obtained from the e�ective electron band m ass m� and

the dielectricconstantofthe m aterial" [20].

W e describe the con�nem ent in the xy plane by an

in�nite hard-wallpotential,therefore the single-electron

statesin the squareQ D are

�nx ;ny ;�(x;y)=
2

�
sin(nxx)sin(nyy): (19)

ForN = 12,oneobtainsaclosed shellsystem (N " = N #)

with zero netm agnetization.

In theHartree-Focklim it(� ! 1 ),aM onteCarlocal-

culationgivesthetotalenergyofthe12-electronQ D tobe

107:785� 0:002H �.Theparam eter� wasthen optim ized

via the Stochastic G radientApproxim ation (SG A) [18].

In theSG A,ateach step n,thevalueofan observablex

isupdated with a recursivecalculation ofthe m ean:

�xn = �xn�1 �
1

n
(�xn�1 � xn): (20)

Atthe optim al� = 1:53,the totalenergy isfound to

be 103:237� 0:001 H � with jdE =d�j< 10�3 H �a�B . Us-

ing this value of�,the results ofa relatively noiseless

calculation ofthe spin-dependent pair correlation func-

tions g�;�0 are shown in Fig.4. As expected,the dis-

tribution g�;�(r)(dashed line)isseen to vanish atr = 0,

reectingthepresenceofan "exchangehole"surrounding

likespinsdueto thePauliexclusion principle.Electrons

ofunlike spins, on the other hand, stilltend to avoid

each other due to Coulom b repulsion,which induces a

"Coulom b" or"correlation" hole in g�;�� (r)(solid line).
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Fig.4 shows that the "hole," or the region ofdepleted

electron density,excludes a larger num ber ofelectrons

and extends to a larger distance for like spins than for

unlike spins. The decrease ofg�;�0 after r � 1 a�B is a

geom etricale�ect due to the �nite size ofthe Q D.The

use ofthese correlation functions in Eqs. 16-18 yields,

V"# = 1:039 H �,V"" = 0:760 H �,and U = 0:279 H �.

The corresponding valuesin the Hartree-Fock lim itare:

V"# = 1:176 H �, V"" = 0:848 H �, and UH F = 0:329

H �. The Jastrow wavefunction thus leads to a reduc-

tion in theenergy penalty forcreating a pairofopposite

spins. The overalle�ect however is relatively sm allin

thatthee�ectiveU fortheJastrow wavefunction isonly

15% sm allerthan UH F . These resultssuggestthat,de-

spite its sim plicity,the m odelHam iltonian ofEq. 1 is

capableofproviding a reasonabledescription oftheelec-

tron gas in Q Ds. M oreover,we have explicitly veri�ed

the oscillationsofthe m agnetization in the 3D-spherical

quantum dots containing up to 8 electrons by perform -

ing VQ M C sim ulations with the SG A optim ization of

the totalenergy.The oscillationsin m agnetization with

Q D radiuspredicted on thebasisofthisHam iltonian are

presum ably robustto electron correlation e�ectsm issing

im plicitly in the Hartree-Fock form ofitssolution.

IV .SU M M A R Y A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

W e discussissuesofspin polarization and m om entum

density with focus on the treatm ent of correlation ef-

fectsin electron gascon�ned within a quantum dot. In

this connection,we �rst consider selected results based

on a relatively sim ple m odelHam iltonian ofRef. [4]in

which interactions are restricted via a param eter U to

be non-zero only for electrons ofopposite spins. This

m odelHam iltonian is solvable exactly and adm itsa so-

lution oftheHartree-Fockform .M oreover,itdisplaysre-

m arkableoscillationsin spin polarizationwith dotradius,

which leavedistinctsignaturein theelectron m om entum

density. In order to gain insightinto correlation e�ects

m ore generally,we have carried outVQ M C calculations

on a squaredotcontaining 12 electronsusing a Jastrow-

Slaterform ofthe m any body wavefunction. The e�ec-

tiveU valuefortheJastrow-Slaterwavefunction isfound

to be only 15% sm aller than for the Hartree-Fock case.

O n the whole,we conclude thatspectroscopiessensitive

to electron m om entum density{Com pton scattering and

positron annihilation in particular{can potentially help

delineate spin polarization e�ectsin quantum dots.

Thiswork issupported by the US Departm entofEn-

ergy contractDE-AC03-76SF00098,and bene�ted from
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polarizable background inuence the m odi�ed atom ic

units: H
�
= ("

2
=m

�
)H,a

�

B = (m
�
=")aB ,where H is the

Hartree energy unit and aB is the Bohr radius.For in-

stance,in G aAs,using m
�
= 0:067m and "= 12:4,yields

H
�
= 11:8572 m eV and a

�

B = 9:79 nm .


