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Im aging quasi-particle w avefunctions in quantum dots via tunneling spectroscopy
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W e show thatin quantum dotsthe physicalquantitiesprobed by localtunneling spectroscopies,

nam ely the quasi-particle wavefunctions of interacting electrons, can considerably deviate from

their single-particle counterparts as an e�ect ofCoulom b correlation. From the exact solution of

the few-particle Ham iltonian forprototype dots,we �nd thatsuch deviationsare crucialto predict

wavefunction im agesatlow electron densitiesorhigh m agnetic �elds.

PACS num bers:73.21.La,73.23.H k,73.20.Q t,73.63.K v

Current single-electron tunneling spectroscopies in

sem iconductor quantum dots (Q Ds) [1,2,3]m ay pro-

vide spectacular im agesofthe Q D wavefunctions,both

in real[4,5,6]and reciprocalspace [7,8,9]. The m ea-

sured intensities have been generally attributed to the

probability densitiesofground orexcited singleelectron

states occupying the dot. As pointed out by W ibbel-

ho� etal. [9],however,the roleofotherelectrons�lling

the dot m ay actually be relevant. Indeed,Q Ds can be

strongly interacting objects with a com pletely discrete

energyspectrum ,whichin turn dependson thenum berof

electrons,N [1,3].Therefore,orbitalscan beill-de�ned,

losing their m eaning due to interaction. Also,it is un-

clearhow m any electronsoneshould takeintoaccountto

calculatethetotaldensity ofstates,asa particletunnels

into a Q D �lled with N electrons.In thisLetterwethus

addressthefollowingbasicquestions:W hatarethephys-

icalquantitiesthatareactually probed by scanning tun-

nelingm icroscopies(STM )[4,5,6]orm agneto-tunneling

spectroscopies[7,8,9]ofQ Ds? How do they depend on

interactions? Can they deviatefrom thecom m on single-

particle picture in physically relevant regim es? Ifonly

one m any-body state isprobed attim e,then the signal

is proportionalto the probability density ofthe quasi-

particle(Q P)being injected into theinteracting Q D.W e

dem onstrate that the Q P density dram atically depends

on thestrength ofcorrelation insidethedot,and predict

the wavefunction m apping to be a usefulexperim ental

toolto im ageQ Ps,both in directand reciprocalspace.

The im aging experim ents, in their essence, m easure

quantities directly proportional to the probability for

transferofan electron through abarrier,from an em itter,

where electrons �llin a Ferm isea,to a dot,with com -

pletely discrete energy spectrum . In m ulti-term inalse-

tupsonecan neglecttheroleofelectrodesotherthan the

em itter,to a �rst approxim ation. The m easured quan-

tity can bethecurrent[4,7],thedi�erentialconductance

[5,6,8,10],ortheQ D capacitance[9,11],whiletheem it-

tercan betheSTM tip [4,5,6],ora n-doped G aAscon-

tact[7,8,9,10,11],and the barriercan be the vacuum

[4,5,6]aswellasa AlG aAsspacer[7,8,9,10,11].

According to the sem inalpaper by Bardeen [12],the

transition probability (at zero tem perature) is given by

theexpression (2�=�h)jM j
2
n(�f),whereM isthem atrix

elem entand n(�f)isthe energy density ofthe �nalQ D

states.Thecom m on wisdom would predicttheprobabil-

ity tobeproportionaltothetotaldensity ofQ D statesat

theresonanttunnelingenergy,�f,possiblyspace-resolved

since M would depend on the resonantQ D orbital[13].

To proceed,letusassum e thatelectronsfrom the em it-

ter access through the barrier a single Q D at a sharp

resonantenergy,corresponding to a unique,wellde�ned

m any-body Q D state,and reconsiderthe transition m a-

trix elem entM k;N fortransferofan electron from em it-

ter to Q D. M k;N is given by [recasting Eqs.(6-7) of

Ref.12 in second quantized form ]:

M k;N / hfkg;N � 1jM̂ jfk�g;N i;

M̂ =
�h
2

2m �

Z "

	̂ y@	̂

@z
�
@	̂ y

@z
	̂

#

�(zbar� z)d�:(1)

Here jfkg;N � 1i and jfk�g;N i are two m any-particle

statesoftheentiresystem ofsim ilarenergies,with N � 1

and N interacting electronsin theQ D,respectively,and

the rem aining N tot � N + 1 and N tot� N electrons,re-

spectively,in theem itter.The�xed coordinatealongthe

tunnelingdirection zappearingin (1),zbar,can beevery-

where in the barrier,and d� isthe in�nitesim alvolum e

elem ent. The ferm ionic �eld operator 	̂(r),destroying

an electron atposition r � (%;z),can be expanded over

thebasisofem itterand Q D single-particlestates,�k and

��,respectively [14]: 	̂(r)=
P

i
�i(r)̂ci,where i= k;�

and wetakeunitary volum enorm alization.W eom itspin

indexesand sum m ationsforthesakeofsim plicity.W eas-

sum ethatelectronsin theem itterdonotinteractand are

associated to the two setsofquantum num bersfkg and

fk�g,respectively,which di�er in the occurrence ofthe

indexk labelingtheelectron which leavestheem itterand

tunnels to the Q D asjfkg;N � 1ievolvesto jfk�g;N i.

M oreover,we assum e forconvenience thatthe xy and z

m otionsofelectronsareseparable,and thatelectronsin

theQ D alloccupy thesam econ�ned single-particlestate

along z,�Q D (z),nam ely ��(r)= ��(%)�Q D (z). Under

these conditionswem ay factorizethe m atrix elem entas

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0408454v2
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M k;N / Tk M k;N ,with

Tk =
�h
2

2m �

�

�
�
k
(z)

@�Q D (z)

@z
� �Q D (z)

@��
k
(z)

@z

�

z= zbar

;

(2)

where �k(z) is the em itter state along z evanescent in

the barrier,�k(r)= �k(%)�k(z),and

M k;N =
X

�

Z

�
�
k
(%)��(%)d% hfkg;N � 1ĵc

y

k
ĉ�jfk

�g;N i:

Eventually assum ing that the m any-body states can be

factorized into an em itterand a Q D part,weobtain

M k;N =

Z

�
�
k
(%)’Q D (%)d%; (3)

where’Q D (%)isthequasi-particle(Q P)wavefunction of

the interacting Q D system [15]:

’Q D (%)= hN � 1ĵ	(%)jN i: (4)

Results (3-4) are the key for predicting wavefunction

im agesboth in realand reciprocalspace.In STM ,�k(%)

isthe localized tip wavefunction;ifwe ideally assum e it

point-likeand located at%0 [13],i.e.�k(%)� �(% � %0),

then the signalintensity is proportionalto j’Q D (%0)j
2
,

which istheusualresultoftheone-electrontheory[6,13],

provided the ill-de�ned Q D orbitalis replaced by the

Q P wavefunction unam biguously de�ned by Eq. (4).

In m agneto-tunneling spectroscopy,the em itterin-plane

wavefunction is a plane wave,�k(%) = eik�%, and the

m atrix elem ent (3) is the Fourier transform of ’Q D ,

M k;N = ’Q D (k).Again,wegeneralizethestandard one-

electron resultby substituting’Q D (k)fortheQ D orbital

[then Eqs.(3-2)coincide with (A1-A2)ofRef.8]. Note

that M k;N is the relevant quantity also for intensities

in space-integrated spectroscopiesprobing the Q D addi-

tion energy spectrum [10,11]. Consistently,in the non-

interacting case,’Q D (%)reducesto thehighestoccupied

one-electron orbital��(%)[13]:in thislim itan electron

tunnelsfrom the em itterto the orbital��(%)which res-

onatesatthe Ferm ienergy,with jN i= ĉy�jN � 1i. The

latterregim eprobably correspondsto m ostofthe exist-

ing experim entalevidence [4,5,6,7,8,9]. However,it

is interesting to analyze realistic scenarios that deviate

from the one-electron picture.

Therefore, we study ’Q D (%) in a paradigm atic in-

teracting case, and consider a few electrons in a two-

dim ensionalharm onic trap,which was proven to be an

excellentm odelfordi�erentexperim entalsetups[3].The

Q D e�ective-m assHam iltonian is

H =

NX

i

H 0(i)+
1

2

X

i6= j

e2

�j%i� %jj
; (5)

with

H 0(i) =
1

2m �

h

p �
e

c
A (%)

i2
+ m

�
!
2

0%
2
=2: (6)

Here � is the static relative dielectric constant of the

host sem iconductor, and A (%) is the vector potential

(A = B � %=2) associated with a static and uniform

m agnetic �eld B along z, which reduces the cylindri-

calspatialsym m etry group ofthe system from D 1 h,at

B = 0,to C1 h,when B 6= 0,m aking it chiral. The

Q D wavefunction hasan azim uthalquantum num berm ,

’Q D (%)= ’Q D (%)e
im ’,which is�xed by thetotalangu-

larm om entaM ofjN iand jN � 1i,m = M N � M N �1 ,and

can beexpanded overthebasisofFock-Darwin (FD)or-

bitals’nm (%)[1],eigenstatesofthesingle-particleHam il-

tonian (6): ’Q D (%) =
P 1

n= 0
an’nm (%), where n’s are

radialquantum num bersand an coe�cientsto be deter-

m ined. W e solve num erically the few-body problem of

Eq.(5),forthe ground state atdi�erentN ’s,by m eans

ofthe con�guration interaction (CI)m ethod [16],where

jN iis expanded in a seriesofSlaterdeterm inantsbuilt

by �llingin theFD orbitalswith N electrons,and consis-

tentlywith sym m etryconstraints[16].Then,weevaluate

the m atrix elem ent (4),and �nd the values ofan for a

truncated FD basisset.

There are two waysofarti�cially tuning the strength

ofCoulom b correlation in Q Ds:one isto dilute electron

density,and the other is to turn on B . In both cases,

atlow enough densitiesorstrongenough �elds,electrons

passfrom a \liquid" phase,where low-energy m otion is

equally controlled by kinetic and Coulom b energy,to a

\crystallized" phase,rem inescent ofthe W igner crystal

in the bulk,where electrons are localized in space and

arrangethem selvesin a geom etrically ordered con�gura-

tion such thatelectrostaticrepulsion ism inim ized [3,20].

W e �rstconsiderreducing the density atB = 0. The

typicalQ D lateralextension isgiven by the characteris-

tic dotradius‘Q D = (�h=m �!0)
1=2,‘Q D being the m ean

squarerootof%on theFD lowest-energylevel’00.Aswe

keep N �xed and increase ‘Q D ,the Coulom b-to-kinetic

energy ratio � = ‘Q D =a
�
B
[a�
B
= �h

2
�=(m �e2)isthe e�ec-

tiveBohrradiusofthedot][18]increasesaswell,driving

the system into the \W igner" regim e [21]. As a rough

indication,considerthatfor� � 2 orlowertheelectronic

ground state isliquid,while above � � 4 electronsform

a \crystallized" phase[18].

Figure 1 shows ’Q D vs.%,as up to six electrons are

successively injected into a \liquid" Q D with a realis-

tic density of � = 2 [10]. The Q D �lling sequence is

wellknown [10,11],in analogy with the Aufbau princi-

ple ofatom ic physics: in the independent-electron pic-

ture (� = 0,dashed lines), ’Q D is the highest-energy

occupied orbitalwhich is�lled by the electron added to

the dot. Howevever,Coulom b correlation signi�cantly

spreadsthewavefunction (solid lines)and m ovestheQ P

peak towardsthe Q D edge. The spreading iscaused by

the increase ofweights an ofhigh-energy FD orbitals,

asinteraction isturned on;nevertheless,the behaviorof

’Q D around % � 0 isdictated by itsangulardependence,

’Q D (%) / %jm j,while it decays like exp(� %2=2‘2
Q D

) as
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FIG .1:Q uasi-particle wavefunction (solid line)vs.% fordif-

ferent(N � 1)! N transitions,with � = 2.The dashed line

represents the non-interacting orbital(� = 0). The ground

states are (M ;S) = (0,1/2), (0,0), (1,1/2), (0,1), (1,1/2),

(0,0),forN goingfrom 1to6,respectively.Sz = 0(Sz = 1=2)

ifN iseven (odd).The norm ofthe � = 2 wavefunction is1,

0.84,0.84,0.40,0.37,0.73,respectively.Insets:Totalground-

statechargedensitiesn(%)(arb.units)forN goingfrom 1(top

left)to 6 (rightbottom ).The length unitis‘Q D .

% ! 1 .TheQ P am plitudeisstrongly suppressed in the

(N � 1)! N tunneling processes involving the N = 4

open-shellground state,with respectsto otheradditions

(Fig.1). This is a spin-blockade e�ect,since the total

spin, S, is m axim um at N = 4 (S = 1 according to

Hund’srule[10]),and weassum ethatitsz-com ponentis

zero,Sz = 0. Besides,the generaltrend isthatthe Q P

wavefunction norm , hence the integrated experim ental

signal,dim inish asN and � increase(see also Fig.2).

Note that the interpretation of tunneling spec-

troscopy in term s of the total density, n(%) =

hN ĵ	 y(%)	̂(%)jN i=N ,is inconsistent with our point of

view, as it is seen by com paring Q P wavefunctions of

Fig. 1 with total densities for the corresponding N -

electron states (insets). W hile totaldensities and Q P

probabilites resem ble each other up to the addition of

the second electron,afterthe third electron tunnelsinto

the dotthey can be clearly discrim inated in the labora-

tory:Q P probabilitieshavea strong angulardependence

(hybridizing degenerate stateswith � m )and a node at

the Q D center,while totaldensities are approxim ately
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FIG .2: Top: Q uasi-particle wavefunction vs.% for di�erent

values of �,as the 6-th electron tunnels into the Q D .The

wavefunction norm ,for � going from 0.5 to 10,is0.97,0.73,

0.48,0.32,0.22,0.15,respectively. Bottom : Six-electron to-

taldensity n(%) vs.%. The ground states for N = 5;6 are

(M ;S)= (1;1=2);(0;0),respectively,forall�.

circular(exactly,forN = 4;6)and �lled.

As one reduces the density, the appearance of Q P

wavefunctionsdram atically changes. In Fig.2 we study

the injection ofthe 6th electron,as� goes from 0.5 up

to 10. Note that� = 0.5,2,4 (equivalentto G aAslat-

eralcon�nem ent energies �h!0 = 47,3.0,0.74 m eV,re-

spectively),typically correspond to di�erentexperim en-

talQ D devices,such as self-assem bled [8,22],vertical

m esa etched [10],and 2DEG -depletion Q Ds[11]. A six-

electron W ignerm oleculeform sfor� > 4,with oneelec-

tron localized atthe Q D center,and the rem aining �ve

arranged on an outer ring,at the vertices ofa regular

pentagon [18,23,24]. The crystallization isclearly seen

in the bottom panelofFig.2,where,as� increases,the

totaldensity develops one peak at % = 0,for the cen-

tralelectron,and another one,close to % = 3‘Q D ,for

the outerring. Sim ilarly,the �ve-electron m olecule isa

hollow pentagon [18,23]. In the top panelofFig.2 we

seethattheQ P wavefunction isstronglya�ected by elec-

tron localization: while for� < 4 itsom ehow resem bles

the non-interacting FD orbital(n;m ) = (0;� 1),being

spread uniform ly acrossthe dot,for� > 4 itdevelopsa

wellform ed peak close to the outer-ring position. The

Q P weight in the region inside the ring is strongly de-

pleted,eventually appearing as a shoulder ofthe m ain

peak. W e conclude that,in the crystallized phase,the

6th electron can only enterthe externalring,with neg-

ligible probability ofbeing located into the center. For

sm aller N , we �nd that electrons just enter the outer

ring,since the pertinent geom etricalphases are hollow

regularpolygons[25].

W e now com e to the e�ect ofa strong m agnetic �eld

parallelto thetunneling direction z.AsB increases,the



4

(N � 1)! N � = 1 � = 1=2 � = 1=3 � = 1=4 � = 1=5

1 ! 2 1.00 1.00 0.500 0.707 0.250

2 ! 3 1.00 0.430 0.336 0.190 0.106

3 ! 4 1.00 0.520 0.270 0.201 0.0649

4 ! 5 1.00 0.158 0.239 0.0650 0.0507

5 ! 6 1.00 0.294 0.210 0.0541 0.0274

TABLE I:Absolutevalueofthem odulation coe�cientja 0jof

the quasi-particle wavefunction ’Q D (%) = a0 ’0m (%),where

m = (N � 1)=�,fordi�erent(N � 1)! N tunneling processes

and �lling factors�.

kinetic energy isquenched,Landau bandsofalm ostde-

generate FD levels being form ed. M increases due to

Coulom b repulsion,sincethehigherm ,theoutertheFD

orbital[26]. In correspondence of\m agic" valuesofM ,

theground stateturnsoutto beparticularly stable[26]:

this fam ily ofincom pressible [27]states has been vari-

oulsy regarded asrem inescentoffractionalquantum Hall

e�ect (FQ HE)states in two-dim ensionalelectron layers

[3],orasa collection ofW ignerm olecules[28].

In analogy with FQ HE,it is convenient to introduce

the�lling factor�,de�ned as� = N (N � 1)=2M ,and to

consideronly FD levelsin the lowestLandau band and

fullspin-polarization,which turns out to be a reason-

ableapproxim ation athigh B [3].In realisticsituations,

there are signi�cantB -rangeswhere � is constantasN

is changed [3,29]. At � = 1,the interacting states are

m axim um densitydroplets[3,30],nam elyincom pressible

disksofalm ostuniform density,jN i=
Q N �1

m = 0
ĉ
y

0m j0i,and

’Q D issim ply thehighestoccupied FD state,’0N �1 ,lo-

cated atthe edgeofthe dot,which isbeing �lled by the

tunneling electron,with an = �n0:

’Q D (%)= ’n= 0;m = N �1 (%): (7)

Equation (7)isa rem arkableresult:whilethetotalelec-

tron density is a uniform disk, the m easured squared

m odulus ofQ P wavefunction willbe an annulus ofthe

sam e radius as the charge distribution. If� < 1,the

wavefunction will be still proportional to the FD or-

bital’n= 0;m ,with m = (N � 1)=� and a0 6= 1,nam ely

’Q D (%)= a0 ’n= 0;m (%).Theonly e�ectofstrong corre-

lation in these regim es is to m odulate the am plitude of

the non-interacting wavefunction via the coe�cient a 0.

TableIshowsthecalculated valuesofa0 forvarioustun-

neling processesatparticularly stable�lling factors.Ex-

cept for som e cases,ja0jm onotonously decreases as �

dim inishesorasN increases.E.g.,at� = 1=5 ja0jisre-

duced by two orderofm agnitudeswith respectto � = 1,

when the6th electron entersthedot.TableIshowsthat

interaction enforcesvery e�ectively the orthogonality of

incom pressiblestates[31],and thereforeweexpectthat,

asa high �eld com ponentisapplied parallelto z,tunnel-

ing isstrongly suppressed by thereduction ofthem atrix

elem entM k;N [Eq.(3)]:apurelym any-body m echanism ,

the single-particlem atrix elem entTk [Eq.(2)]being left

unchanged by the �eld.

In conclusion,wehaveshown thatquasi-particlewave-

functions of Q Ds are extrem ely sensitive to electron-

electron correlation,and m ay di�er from single-particle

statesin physically relevantcases.Thisresultisofinter-

esttopredictthereal-and reciprocal-spacewavefunction

im ages obtained by tunneling spectroscopies,as wellas

the intensities ofaddition spectra ofQ Ds. Close com -

parison with experim entisnotyetpossiblein thecaseof

Ref.[9],wherem anydotsareprobed atonceand thecon-

�nem entistoo strong.Prom ising sam plesarealso those

ofRefs.[10,11],allowing foraccessto a single dotand

fullcontrolofN .W ehopethatourresultswillstim ulate

furtherexperim ents.W ebelievethatour�ndingswillbe

im portantalso for other strongly con�ned system s,like

e.g.nanostructuresatsurfaces[32].
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