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Far-infrared absorption of selfassem bled sem iconductor ringsz
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W e report a theoretical description of far-nfrared spectroscopy experim ents on selfassem bled
quantum rings in a magnetic eld R .Lorke et al.,, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84, 2223 (2000)] which, for
the st tin e, accounts for the full set of experim ental resonances. In our calculations we use a
3D e ective-m assm odelw ith a realistic nite step-lke con nem ent potential, ncliding strain and
Coulomb e ects. W e assum e a bin odal distribbution of ring sizes.

zW e dedicate this paper to JosefP aldus in celebration of his 70th anniversary and his
m any outstanding contributions to quantum chem istry.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum rings have received a great deal of attention
from researchers in the condensed m atter eld, over the
last two decadesi?243 It ism ainly the m agnetic prop—
erties of these system s that m ake them so interesting.
W hen a quantum ring is pierced by a m agnetic eld per-
pendicular to the plane of the ring, the A haronov-B ohm
e ect® leads to a persistent current of the charge as well
as to oscillations of its energy:! Experin ental evidence
for Aharonov-Bohm oscillations is available from m etal-
lic and sem iconductor rings In the m esoscopic regin e
H owever, m esoscopic rings m ay be sub gct to electron—
electron, electron-in purity and electron-phonon scatter—
Ing. Thus, the recent realization of nanoscopic disorder—
free few -electron quantum rings is acknow ledged asam a—
pr developem ent in the low -din ensional dom ain where
new physics driven by con nem ent, electron correlations
and the in uence of an extemal applied eld can be
explored 2

N anoscopic rings can be synthesized eitherby m eansof
selfassem bk2% or ltographic techniquesd! O ne advan-—
tage of selfassambled structures over their litographic
counterparts is a superior optical qualiy, which m akes
them especially attractive ©r device applicationsd? A -
though atom ic force m icrographs of selfassem bled rings
evidence their ringlike geom etry, 2% such in ages are taken
before the rings sam ple is covered with m atrix m ate—
rial. Since em bedding these structures in a sem iconduc—
tor m atrix is essential for practical applications, spec—
troscopy experin ents were perform ed on covered sam —
plesto con m whether the ringlike geom etry is stillpre-
served or notd324434817 Farinfrared FIR) absorption
spectroscopy on a m acroscopic num ber of selfassem bled
rings, each of which charged on average w ith one'® and
twol! electrons, was m easured as a function of an ex—

temal m agnetic eld. Characteristic spectral features
at about B = 8 T were attrbuted to the change,
from 0 to 1, of the ground state z-proction of angu-—
lar m om entum 847428 This interpretation of the exper—
In ents relies on two-dim ensional e ective m ass m odels
w ith a paraboliclike con nem ent potential (the potential
typically used to nvestigate m esoscopic rings®). Indeed,
thesem odelsyield reasonable agreem ent w ith m ost ofthe
experin entaldata, but they also involve a faw issuesnot
com pletely understood, nam ely:

(i) D i erent characteristic frequencies of the con ne-
m ent potential are needed to t the corresponding ex—
perin ent if the rings contain one or two electrons, even
though the ring sam pk is actually the sam ed848

(i) An e ective radius R = 14 nm isneeded to t the
experin ent 282748 This is som ew hat surprising because
atom ic force m icrographs show the nner radiis to be

Ri, = 10 15nm and theouterradiisR oy 60 nm 242

(iil) T he calculated relative intensities of the low -lying
and high-lying sets of resonances di er by at least one
order of m agnitude, 218 whereas, experin entally, they
are found to have sin ilar oscillator strength &7

(I7) The highest energy resonances which are calcu—
lated In the presence ofa m agnetic eld overestin ate the
energy position of the corresponding experin ental peaks
m arked w ith dots in Figures 3 and 6 of Refild) 1848

(v) A fow experimental resonances (marked with
crosses In Figures 3 and 6 of Refild) cannot be
explained 1648

The 1rst and second issues are Inherent shortcom ings
of two-din ensional m odels w ith parabolic-like con ne-
m ent potential, which require precise know ledge on the
energy spectrum beforehand to t several param eters.
T he third and fourth issuesw ere overcom e in a laterw ork
by Puente and Serra using a tw o-din ensionalm odelw ith
an in proved form of the parabolic-like potential barrier
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r the inner radius of the ring2% H ow ever, their m odel
brought about a new interpretation of the FIR experi-
m ents suggesting that a m ixture ofhigh—and low farrier
rings m ust be contained in the sam ple of Refill. M ore—
over, the change In transition energy at B = 8 T was
no longer attrbuted to an Aharonov-Bohm oscillation
but to a crossing between the energy lvels of the two
di erent types of quantum ring. T his hypothesis ofa bi-
m odaldistrbution of ring sizes agrees w ith recent obser-
vations on near-nfrared spectroscopy of selfassem bled
rings22122 R ef2( calculations also received strong sup—
port from our recent work 22 In this work, by describoing
a two-electron selfassam bled ring with a truly, ttihgs—
free, three-din ensionalm odel, we obtained results which
are very sim ilarto theirpredictions forhigh-barrier rings.
In this paper, we calculate the energy levels and FIR
absorption spectra of one-and two-electron InA s/GaA s
dots and rings w ith two di erent inner radii. Them odel
used is the sam e as in Refi23, which includes strain and
Coulomb e ects, aswellas, a realistic nite con nem ent
potential to describe the sem iconductor heterostructure
Interface. O ur results show that the com bined absorption
spectra of the two rings agree qualitatively wellw ith the
experim ental data and overcom e all the aforem entioned
shortcom ings of tw o-dim ensionalm odels. To our know
edge, this isthe rst theoreticaldescription which isable
to acoount for all the experin ental FIR resonances of
Refil’l, ncluding those m arked w ith crosses.

II. THEORY AND CALCULATION METHODS

The oneband e ective m ass H am ittonian for the elec—
tron states, ncliding a m agnetic eld perpendicular to
the ring plane, can be w ritten in atom ic units as
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wherem = 0; 1; 2;::: is the quantum number of

the profction of the angular m om entum onto the m ag—
netic eld B) axis, n is the main quantum number,
Ve ( ;z) isthe nite con nem ent potential corresponding
to the geom etrdes shown In Figurel,andm Enm ; 72)
and gE L, ;7 ;2) stand for the energy— and position—
dependent m ass and Lande factor, respectively?? a. de—
notes the hydrostatic deform ation potential for the con—
duction band, and "hyq is the hydrostatic strain, which
we calculate w thin the fram ew ork of the isotropic elas-
tic theory232¢ T should be underlined that V. must be a
step-like, nite con nem ent potential in order to achieve
a realistic description ofthe e ect ofthe inner radiis and

the m agnetic el penetration into the ring region 2728

A oon guration interaction procedure is used to calcu—
late the two-electron eigenstates and eigenenergies. T he
tw o-electron states can be labeled by the z profction of
the totalangularmomentum M = m; + m,, total spin
S = 1+ 5, and mah quantum number N. The op—
tical absorption intensities for intraband transitions be—
tw een electron states are calculated w ithin the electronic
dipole approxin ation 22 W e assum e non-polarized light,
although m ost of the intensity arises from the inplane
light com ponents. W e also assume T = 0 K, and there-
fore only transitions from the ground state are calculated.
In order to obtain sm ooth spectra, the transition prob-
abilities are represented em ploying Lorentzian curves of
halfwidth = 0:5meV .Further details about the theo-
reticalm odel are given in Refi23.

ITII. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

W e Investigate three selfassambled InA s quantum
structures embedded In a GaA s matrix. Their cross—
sections on the ( ;z) plane are represented in Figure 1.
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FIG . 1l: Schem atic cross-section of the three structures under
study.

The st structure QD) is a com pact quantum dot,
the second one QR1) isa quantum ring with a anallin—
ner radiis ofR;;, = 1 nm and the third structure QR 2)
is a quantum ring with an inner radiis of the size m ea—
sured by atom ic force m icroscopy, Rin = 10 nm . A1l
three structures have an (outer) radius of 63 nm and a
height 0f 45 nm , which are close to the experin entaldi-
m ensions observed in uncovered selfassem bled ringsi’22
T he three structures can be seen asdi erent stagesofde-
velopem ent of a quantum ring. The dot is lensshaped
and the shape of the rings is a cut torus w ith sheer In-
ner wall. Experin entally, it has not been established if
the quantum rings are m ade of pure nA s or an G aA s
alloy. H owever, we assum e pure InA s com position forall



three structures and use the sam e m aterial param eters
as in Refi2i. An InG aA s alloy is expected to yield sin i
lar results to those w e predict here because the increased
electron e ective m ass due to the presence of Ga would
be com pensated by the weaker strain e ects, which in
tum would lead to a an aller strain-induced increase of
the e ective m ass.
Equation [Il) is integrated num erically by em ploying -
nite di erences in a tw o-din ensionalgrid ( ;z). T he con—
guration interaction calculations inclide all the single—
particle statesup to 35m €V away from the ground state.
W e have determ ined that the use of largerbasis sets does
not signi cantly change the low -lying tw o—electron states
w ithin the range of the m agnetic eld that is studied.

A . Single-electron system s

Figure 2 illustrates the m onoelectronic energy levels
of 0D, QR1 and QR2 vs. a magnetic eld. Solid and
dotted lines are used for soin up and spin down levels,
regpectively. A s we already discussed for very sin ilar
structures;?® the presence of the hole in the ring signif-
icantly reduces the energy spacing between consecutive
azimuthal levels m = 0; 1; 2;::) atB = 0. Asa
resul, changes in the z-com ponent of the ground state
angularmom entum of QR1 and QR2 take place In the
m agnetic eld range under study, 0-12 T . The ground
state of Q R 1 undergoes a change in angular m om entum
from m = Otom = 1atabout11.6 T, whereasQR2
changes from m = Otom = 1 atabout 19 T, from
m= 1ltom = 2atabout5.8 T, etc. In contrast, no
angularm om entum changes occur in the ground state of
the one-electron dot, w here the low —lying levels converge
to the rst Landau levelw ithout crossings: T he oscilla—
tions in the ground state energy due to angularm om en—
tum changes are a m anifestation of the A haronov-B ohm
e ect and m ay be used as evidence of ring geom etry.

Figure 3 show s the low-energy FIR absorption of one
electron N QD,QR1andQR2 forB = 0;05;1;15:::;12
T . The intensities are displayed In arbitrary units and
they are o set for clariy.

The spectra of QD show a singke visbl peak at 9:1
meV for B = 0. This peak stems from the n =
0; m = 1 transitions. W hen the magnetic eld is
sw itched on, the spectra split into two branches. One
branch decreases In energy and intensity wih the in—
creasing extemal eld. This branch is connected w ith
the m = 1 transition. The other branch, connected
w ih the m = + 1 transition, increases in energy and re—
m ains intense even for strong m agnetic elds. T he spec—
tra of QR1 are sin ilar to those of QD exoept for two
In portant features. First, at 12:0 T both the m = 1
and the m = 1 branches are abruptly shifted toward
higher energies. This is a consequence of the ground
state change from m = 0 tom = 1 which takes
place at 11:6 T . Second, a new peak stemm ing from the

n= 1; m = 1 transitions arises at 26:1 m &V in the
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FIG .2: Energy kvelsvs.m agnetic eld ofone electron in Q D
(upper panel), QR1 (m iddle panel) and QR2 (lower panel).
Solid lines denote spin up and dotted lines spin down levels.

absence ofam agnetic eld. T hispeak, pointed by an ar—
row In Figure 3, is stillvery sm all (only 4% ofthe n= 0
peak intensiy). However, it is an order of m agniude
stronger than the corresponding transition resonance in
the QD case. Both features (the abrupt shift in resonance
energies as the m agnetic eld increases and the presence
of an intensity-enhanced n = 1 resonance) are distinc—
tive of ringlike geom etry. This is con med in view of
the spoectra 0of QR 2, where the two peaksat B = 0 are
already of com parable intensity. These two peaks split
nto m = 1 and m = 1 branches in the presence
ofa eld. The energies ofthe n = 0 resonances follow
a zig—zag course w hich reveals the underlying A haronov—
Bohm oscillations In the energy structure (see Q R 2 panel
In Fig. 2). The energies of the most ntense n = 1
resonances also exhibit abrupt shifts in energy connected
w ith A haronov-B ohm oscillations in energy, but now they
decrease the energy of the resonance. Unlke n the QD
and QR 1 cases, the rapid oscillations in the ground state
of QR2 prevent the resonances from reaching energies
between 5 and 20 meV . This energy gap seem s to be
characteristic of w ell-developed rings2°
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FIG .3: FIR absorption ofone electron In QD (upper panel),
QR1 (middke panel) and QR2 (lowerpanel) at T = 0 K.The
spectra are calculated formagnetic eldsB = 0 12 T in
steps 0£ 05 T . The intensities are in arbitrary units and the
curves have been o set for clarity. The arrow in QR 1 points
the position ofthe n = 1 resonance.

A com parison with the experim ental FIR absorption
ofone-electron selfassem bled rings consideringonly QR 2
would reproduce som e experin ental features w hile disre—
garding others. It has been suggested that the experi-
mental sam ple m ay contain a m ixture of welkdeveloped
rings plus partially-developed rings?® oreven large quan-—
tum dots which have not developed into ringsl! W e
study these possbilities by representing the combined
soectra of QR1 and QR2 and com paring i wih the
one-elctron experin ental resonances. The result is i~
lustrated in Figure 4, where solid lines stand for the ab—
sorption of QR 1 and dashed ones for that ofQR2. The
experim ental resonances are denoted by the sam e sym —
bolsasin R efm, w hich show theway the resonancesw ere
origihally grouped. It should be m entioned here that in
the experin entsA®2? an insu cient signakto-noise ratio
at low energies does not allow the detection of the res—

onances under 10 m eV . It can be seen in Figure 4 that
the dots are reasonably welldescribed by QR 2. O nly the
dot located at B = 6 T signi cantly deviates from the
corresponding calculated resonance. H owever, it is quite
closetothecalculated peak atB = 55T ,sothatonem ay
easily achieve a better agream ent ifonly the ground state
change (rom m = 1ltom = 2)wepredictatB = 58
T would be postponed to B > 6 T . The agreem ent of
QR 1 with the crosses and triangles ism ore questionable.
The m = 1branch ofQR1 lies in interm ediate energies
betw een those of the crosses and those of the triangles.
A Ihough the slope of this branch agrees w ith the slope
of both types of experin ental resonances, i is di cult
to determ ine if the branch reproduces qualitatively the
crosses or the triangles. In any event, i seem s that only
one ofthese tw o types ofexperim ental resonancesm ay be
explained by the m = 1 branch.A very sim ilar picture
to Figure 4 would arise by ncluding QD in the m ixture,
since its absorption is very sin ilar to that ofQR1. W e
w il com e back to this issue lJater in the paper.

Intensity (arb.units)

Energy (meV)

FIG .4: Combined FIR absorption ofoneelectron in QR 1 and
QR2 at T = 0 K. The sectra are calculated f©or m agnetic

edsB = 0 12 T in steps of 055 T. The Intensities are
in arbitrary units and the curves have been o set for clariy.
Solid lines are used for QR1 and dashed lines or QR 2. The
sym bols represent the experin ental resonances.

B. Two-electron system s

N ext, we calculate the two-electron energy levels and
FIR absomption ofQD,QR1 and QR2. The energy lev—
els ofthe two<electron QD , QR 1 and QR 2 system svs. a
m agnetic eld are depicted in Figure 5. O nly the levels



w hich becom e ground state w thin the 0-12 T range are
displayed. The quantum numbers M ;S) of each level
are also ndicated (@llthe levels shown haveN = 1).
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FIG .5: Energy kevelsvs.m agnetic eld oftwo electronsin Q D
(upper panel), QR1 (m iddl panel) and QR2 (lower panel).
O nly levels that becom e the ground state In a given m agnetic

eld window are shown. M ,S) labels denote the totalangular
m om entum z-projction and total spin of each level

In the absence of a m agnetic eld, the ground state in
QD is (0;0) and rem ains so form agnetic elds as strong
as75 T3 WhenB > 75T, the rst spin-singlet-spin—
triplet transition of the ground state takes place®? and
it becomes ( 1;1). In QR 1, the spin-singlet—spin-triplet
transition occurs at a weaker m agnetic eld than in the
QD case. This is due to the holk in the ring, which has
a strong e ect on the m agnetization even if it is sm all.°
This st crossing in the ground state is found at a lower

eld than In the singleelctron case Figure 2). This
is due to the direct and exchange Coulomb energies23
T he in pact ofthe hole becom esdram atic forQ R 2, where
up to six singlet-triplet crossings occur w ithin the 0-12
T range. One can also com pare this wih the single-
electron QR 2 case, where only three crossings occur in
the ground state for the sam e m agnetic eld range. The
Increase in the num ber of crossings again is a re ection

of the electron-electron Interactions.

Figure 6 shows the low-energy FIR absorption of
two electrons in QD, QR1 and QR2, for B =
0;05;1;15:::;12T.
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FIG .6: FIR absorption oftwo electrons in QD (upperpanel),
QR1 (middk panel) and QR2 (lowerpanel) at T = 0 K.The
spectra are calculated ormagnetic eldsB = 0 12 T in
steps of 05 T . The intensities are in arbitrary units and the
curves have been o set for clariy.

Tt can be seen that the two—electron QD absorption
is very sim ilar to the sihgleelectron one, except for a
signi cantly higher intensity and a small K 15 me&V)
splitting ofthe M = 1 branch above 75 T .22 This re
sul was to be expected since selfassem bled dots arewell
describbed by parabolic potentials, and hence the general-
ized K ohn theorem prevents m any-electron e ects from
behg revealed by excitation spectroscopy: Conversely,
the hole of the rings breaks down the generalized K ohn
theorem , so that the two-electron absorption spectra of
QR1 and QR2 exhbi interesting di erences with re—
spect to the oneelectron cases. At low magnetic elds
®B 50 T), the spectra ocf QR 1 resamble those of the
one-—electron case. H ow ever, the ground state crossing at
about B = 51 T brings about a very di erent picture.
First, an abrupt shift n the M = 1 branch isseen at



B 55T Which isa lower value of B than in the one—
electron case). Second, the M = 1 branch splits into
two parallelbranches, sin ilarto the QD casebut wih a
signi cantly lJargerenergy scacing ofabout 55m &V .0 ne
of the branches is a prolongation ofthe M = 1 branch
observed before B = 5:1 T and the other one is abruptly
shifted tow ard higher energies. T he low -energy and high-
energy M = 1branchesorigihate from the N = 0and

N = 1 transitions, respectively. W e would like to point
out that this double M = 1 branch feature was not
fund 1 previous calculations of Iow -barrier rings2® T he
In uence of the increased hole on the spectra ocfQR2 is
even greater: both the low-lying N = 0 set of reso—
nances and the high-lying N = 1 resonancesare visble
atB = 0, and the rapid A haronov-B ohm oscillations give
rise tom any sm allshifts in the energies ofthe resonances,
aswellas to an energy gap between 7m eV and 20m &V .
The most visble e ect of the electron-electron Interac—
tion on the FIR absorption ofQR2 is an increase in the
num ber of oscillation-induced energy shifts.
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FIG.7: Combined FIR absorption of two electrons in QR 1
andQR2atT = 0K .The spectra are calculated form agnetic
edsB = 0 12T in stepsof 0:5 T . The intensities are In
arbitrary units and the curves have been o set for clarity.
Solid lines are used for Q R1 and dashed lines or QR 2. The
sym bols represent the experim ental resonances.

Figure 7 illustrates the com bined tw o-electron absorp—
tion spectra ofQR 1 and QR 2. D ashed lines are used for
QR2 and solid lines for QR 1. T he experin entaldata are
displayed using the originalsym bolsofR efil’. D ue to the
In proved signalto-noise ratio, a larger num ber of exper—
In ental resonances are available for the tw oelectron sys—
tem s. A rem arkable agreem ent betw een our calculations
and the experin ental resonances is observed. The dots
are qualitatively described by the absorption ofQR2.An

exoeption is the low-energy dotatB = 6 T, which we do
not assign to QR 2 but to the high-lying M = 1 branch
of QR1. The trianglks are also well described by the
high-lying M = 1 branch ofQR1. Finally, the low-
Iying M = 1branch ofQR1 acoounts for the diam onds
and the crosses. W e point out that the intensities of the
Jow -lying and high-lying sets of resonances in F igure 7 are
ofthe sam e order ofm agnitude, as found experin entally.
Even if som e experim ental points are only qualitatively
describbed by our calculations, it can be concluded that
our m odel suggests an altemative assignm ent of experi-
m ental resonances to that of Refll’. This assignm ent is
sin ilar to that suggested by other authors2® However,
we also o er an explanation for the experim ental reso—
nances m arked w ith crosses, w hich were not understood
to date 16171820

W e want to stress that ifwe assum e a m xture ofQD
and Q R 2 wewould not account for the triangles in F igure
7,sihcethehigh-lying N = 1; M = 1branch ofQD is
tooclosein energy tothe N = 0; M = 1lone (seeFig-
ure 6) . M oreover, the tw o—electron results lead usto pro—
pose the crosses in the one—electron system  igure 4) to
be assigned tothe n= 0; m = 1 branch ofQR1, and
thetrianglestoa n= 1; m = 1lbranchwhich isnotal-
IowedatT = 0K ,butwould beallowed at nite tem per-
ature when the rst excited level is partially populated.
A sin Refl2(, our calculations indicate that the character—
istic spectral features found iIn the experiment at B = 8
T are not due to an Aharanov-Bohm oscillation but to
a crossing between resonances of two types of quantum
rings. Therefore, the true signature of a quantum ring
(w ih the geom etry revealed by atom ic force m icroscopy,
QR2) in the FIR absorption experin ents ofRefil’] is the
presence of an Intense resonance at about 2023 m &V and
B = 0. Such a resonance was theoretically predicted by
previous works using three-din ensionalm odels and de—
scribing sim ilar structures to QR2:232434 [ e also nd a
very close agreem ent between the energy of this exper—
In ental resonance (the dot at B = 0 T) and the high-
energy resonance of QR2 in both the one-electron and
the two-electron soectra. This fact points out that our
m odelgives a correct estin ate of the C oulom b energy, as
opposed to two-din ensionalm odels which overestim ate
it due to the m issing verticalm otion 22

Iv. CONCLUSIONS

W e have studied the FIR absorption of one and two
electrons In a quantum dot, n a quantum ring wih a
an all hole and in a quantum ring with the din ensions
m easured by atom ic force m icroscopy. O ur calculations
show that it ispossible to reproduce the F IR absorption
experim entson selfassem bled rings in am agnetic eld by
using our realistic three-din ensionalm odeland assum ing
am xture of the two ringsw ith di erent Inner radii. W e
provide an altemative assignm ent of the experin ental
resonances to that suggested in Refsll6)17. This is the



rst theoretical description w hich acoounts for the entire
set of experin ental resonances.
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