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R ecent experin ents about the low tem perature behaviour of a Single W all Carbon N anotube
(SW CNT) showed typicalCoulom b B lockade (CB) peaksin the zero bias conductance and allow ed us
to investigate the energy levels of interacting electrons. O ther experim entscon m ed the theoretical
prediction about the crucial roke which the long range nature of the Coulom b interaction plays in
the correlated electronic transport through a SW CNT w ith two intram olecular tunneling barriers.

In order to investigate the e ectson low din ensionalelectron system s due to the range of electron
electron repulsion, we introduce a m odel for the interaction which interpolates well between short
and long range regin es. O urresulscould be com pared w ith experin entaldata obtained in SW CNT s
and w ith those ocbtained for an idealverticalQ uantum Dot QD).

For a better understanding of som e experim ental results we also discuss how defects and doping
can break som e sym m etries of the bandstructure ofa SW CNT .

PACS num bers:

I. NTRODUCTION

In the last 20 years progresses in technology allowed
the construction of severalnew devices in the range of
nanom etric din ensions. The known M oore prediction
states that the silicon-data density on a chip doubles ev—
ery 18 m onths. So we are going toward a new age when
the devices in a com puter will live in nanom eter scale
and w J;Jll,be ruled by the Q uantum M echanics law s.

0D ¢, which could play a central ok wihin the
Quantum com putation as quantum bits QBIT ’s):Ef_’Eﬁ':Z
have been studied intensively in the Jast years thanks to
the advances in sem iconductor technology? .

QD s are an all devices, usually form ed in sem iconduc—
tor heterosjructures, wih perfectly de ned shape and
din ens:ioné (< 1 m in diam eter). T hey contain from one
to a few thousand electrons and, because ofthe amn allvol-
um e available, the electron energies are quantized. The
0D s are useful to study a wide range, of physical phe—
nom ena: from atom ic like behaviou92123 to quantum
chaos, to the Quantum HallE ect Q HE) whan a-strong
transverse m agnetic eld acts on the devicet 3242424

Recently several scientists proposed a new carbon
based technology against the usual silicon one. In
this sense the discovery of carbon nanotubes (CNs) in
1991%7 opened a new eld of research in the physics at
nanoscaledd.

N anotubes are very intriguing system s and m any ex—
perin ents In the last decade have shown som e of their
nteresting propertiedd. An ideal SW CNT is a hexago—
nal network of carbon atom s (graphene sheet) that has
been rolled up to m ake a cylinder. T he unique electronic
properties ofCN sare due to their diam eterand chiralan—
gk (helicity) param etrized by a rollup W rapping) vector
(n;m ). This yegtor corresoonds to the periodic bound—
ary condition®92% and gives us the dispersion relations
of the onedin ensional bands, which link wavevector to

energy, straightforw ardly from the dispersion relation in
a graphene sheet
s
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w here N, is the num ber of periods of the hexagonal lat-
tice around the com pact din ension (y) of the cylinder.
If the SW CNT is not excessively doped all the excia—
tionsofangularm om entum m € 0 (corresponding to the
transverse m otion k, = m =R ) cost a huge energy of or-
der 03 1&V), sowemay om i all transport bands
exoept or the lowest one. From eq.@:) we obtaln two
linearly ndependent Fem ipoints K ;29—5 wih a
right-and a ¥ft-m oving (r = R=L = ) branch around
each Fem i point (see Fig.(1.c)). These branches are
highly lnear in the Fem ivelociy v 3 =2 8 10
m /sup to energy scalesE < D 1 eV . This linear dis-
persion corresponds to that ofa Luttinger M odel for 1D
electron ligiyids. M any experin ents dem onstrated a LL
behaviour?22324 in SW CN T ¢iw ith am easurem ent ofthe
linear tem perature dependence of the resistance above a
Ccrossover tem perature T 24.

In nanom etric devices, when the them alenergy kg T
is below the energy for adding an additional electron to
the device (y = E M) E N 1)), low bias (small
Vsq) transport is characterized by a current carried by
successive discrete charging and discharging of the dot
w ith just one electron.

T his phenom enon, known as single electron tunnel-
ing (SET) or quantized charge transport, was observed
In many experments in vertical QD s at very small
tem perature'ld’l];’i%' . In this regin e the ground state en-
ergy determm ines strongly the conductance and the pe-
riod In Coulomb O scillations (COs). CO s correspond
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to the peaks observed In conductance as a function of
gate potential, {/4) and are crudely described by the
CB mechanism?l: the N th conductance peak occurs
whentd eVygWN )= y where = g—" is the ratio of the
gate capacitance to the total capacitance of the device.
T he peaks and their shape strongly depend on the tem -
perature as explained by the B ggnakker omula for the
resonant tunneling conductance2’
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here ;3 y represent the positions of the peaks.

M any experin ents showed fhe peaks in the conduc-
tance of QD sand a fam ous onel} also showed atom ic-lke
properties ofa verticalQ D . T here the "addition energy”,
needed to place an extra electron in a sem iconductorQD,
was de ned analogously to the electron a niy fora real
atom and was extracted from m easurem ents. The typi-
caladdition energy ranges from 10 to 20m €V , while the
disappearance of the CO shappensabove 50 K.

T he transport in CN s often di ers from the quantum
CB theory for QD s, because of the one-din ensional na—
ture of the correlated electrons: so we could-need a pe—
culiar theory for resonant tunneling in LL2429. M ore
recently a novel tunneling m echanisn 3¢ was ntroduced
ie. correlated sequential tunneling (CST), orighating
from the nite range nature of the Coulomb interaction
In SW NTs, n order to replace conventionaluncorrelated
sequential tunneling. It dom inates resonant transport
at low tem peratures and strong interactions and is pre-
diction agree w ith experin ent$i. In the experin ent a
short nanotube segm ent was created with an addition
energy larger than the them alenergy at room tem pera—
ture (Tr ), so that the SET can be observed also at Ty .
T he conductance was observed to follow a clear power
law dependence w ih decreasing tem pergture, pointing
at a LL behaviour in agreem ent w ith RefS4.

An interesting observation about the transport in CN s
concems the long-range nature of the Coulomb inter-
action, which induces dipole-dipole correlations betw gan
the tunneling events across the left and right barrierf?.
The crucial question of the range of the Interaction In
CN s was investigated in di erent transport regin es eg-
in ordertoexplain the LL behaviourofargeM uliw alfa
and doped®3 CNs.

Howeverm any experipents showed CO s: e. g. in 1997
Bockrath and coworker®d in a rope of CN s below about
10 K observed dram atic peaks In the conductance as
a function of the gate voltage according the theory of
singleelectron charging and resonant tunneling through
the quanptized energy levels of the nanotubes com posing
the ropel4. In this regin e also a SW CNT behaves as an
arti cialatom and reveals its shell structure®? (the data
were taken at Sm K ). R ecent m easurem ents report clean
closed nanotube dots show ing com plkte CB2%4, which en—

able us to deduce som e properties from the addition en-
ergy of SW CNT and discuss the role which the Coulomb
Interaction could play In a 1D system at smn all tem pera—
tures (T = 0 03 K).

In this paper we analyze the e ects of a long range
electron electron interaction in order to determm ine the
addition energy form odels chosen by a verticalQD and
a SW CNT in the Hartree Fock HF) approxin ation.

In section ITwe introduce m icroscopicm odels and cor—
responding H am iltonians for SW CNT s and QD s also fo-
cusing on a theoreticalm odel for the interaction potential
w hich Interpolates between short and long range type in—
teraction. In section ITI we show our resuls about the
SW CNT and QD sand djiscuss the e ects of asym m etries
experin entally coservedst .

II. M ICROSCOPIC APPROACH

As showed in eq.(';l:) near each Ferm i point we ob-
tain that the CN could be represented by a typical Lut—
tinger Ham iltonian w ith linear branches depending on
k=k+ Ky ( = 1 labels the Ferm ipoint). W e in—
troduce the operators that create the electrons near one
ofthe Ferm ipoints (label ) belonging to one ofthe two

branches (label oorresponding to the sign ofk), b s
and bY_E' . In temm s of these operators the free and In-—

teraction H am iltonians can be w ritten as
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T he Interaction V f; & @) plays a central role in order
to determ ine the properties of the electron liquid.

A very crucial question is the e ective range of the
potentialand its possible screening In a CN . If we denote
by x the longiudinal direction of the tube and y the
w rapped one, the single particle wave function for each
electron reads

ei K Xg ikx
", ®=Eu,; KY) P
2 L
whereu ; (x;y) is the appropriate linear com bination of
the sublattice statesp = and L the length ofthe tube.
So we can obtain a sin ple 1D interaction potential as
follow s:
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These potentials only depend on x ¥ and the 1D
.0
form jon quantum numbers whik U, & Xy ) is
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obtained from a linear com bination ofU (x
pd p; po) sublattice interactiondl.

Because of the screening of the interaction in CN s and
the divergence due to the long range Coulomb interac—
tion in 1D electron system s, it is custom ary to introduce
m odels, In order to describe the electron electron repul-
sion. The usualm odel is the so called Luttinger m odel,
w here the electron electron repulsion is assum ed to be
a constant In the space ofm om enta, corresponding to a
very short range 1D potential O irac delta). In order to
analyze the e ects of long or short range interactions, we
Introduce a m odel for the electron electron potential de—
pending on a param eter r, which m easures the range of
a non singular interaction; it has as lim its the very short
range potential (r ! 0, dela fiinction) and the in nie
long rangeone (r! 1 , constant interaction). Sowe can
conclude that our general interaction m odel ranges from
the very short range one to the n nity long range one
and elim Inates the divergence of the Coulomb repulsion.
In this sense we suppose that our m odel is good for de—
scribing the interaction, if we do not take In acoount the
IR and the UV divergences.
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T he interaction between two di erent electronsw ith m o—
m enta k and g llow s from the previous form ula

ZL ZLx
1 .
Ve=Xk 9= dx e®'U (y)dy :
L 0 X
Inthelmi L ! 1 we can calculate the Fourder trans—
form ofeq.(’_ﬂ)
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The scattering processes are usually classi ed accord—
Ing to the di erent electrons involved and the coupling
strengths g are often taken as constants. This assum p—
tion corresponds to the usualLuttingerm odel, so we ol
low this historical schem e, in order to classify the in—
teractions. The backscattering gf;so involves electrons
In opposite branches wih a large m om entum transfer
@ 2k) ¢  V@k). The Drward scattering
occurs betw een electrons in opposite branches g, w ith a
an allm om entum transfer VvV (0) (or
g?so V 2 =L)). The Prward scattering in the same
branch (g;) inhvolvesthe pairs (k kP ¥ ) and gives
g V@O Ve k)andj V (0). Further below,
w here w e discuss the electron electron interaction, we re—
call the values of the g constants.

.0
2kr ) 0 0;°

Now we want to introduce the analogous m odel for
a sem iconductor ideal QD . Usually we describe the dot
ke a 2D system with an ham onic con nem ent poten-—
tialv (r) = %m ! 4212 according to m easurem ent< that

dem onstrated that verticalQ D s have the shape ofa disk
where the lateral con ning potential has a cylindrical
symm etry w ith a rather soft boundary pro l. Underthis
hypothesis the quantum single particle levels depend just
onn=n;+n (theangularmomentum ism = n; n )

" =hlym+ }):
" 2

T he sym m etry leads to sets of degenerate singleparticle
states which form a shell structure: each shell (",) has
2 + 1) degenerate states so that the shells are com -
pktely lled orN = 2;6;12;20;etc: electrons in the dot
M agic Num bers).

The m any body Ham iltonian corresponding to eq.@)
and eq.(:ff) has the form

N ® 1 X
H = "ﬁ+5 v,,, &&e¢e: )
Here (n;m ;s) denotes the single particle state In

the single particle energy level " , & creates a particle
In the state and n & ¢ is the occupation num ber
operator. In the follow Ing sections we discuss the essen—
tial question regarding the electron electron interaction
in the dot (Vr:f;(]o) and analyze in detail the screening of
the e ective potential.

ITII. SINGLE WALL CARBON NANOTUBE:
LOW TEM PERATURE BEHAVIOUR AND
COULOM B BLOCKADE

Before proceeding w ith the calculations, we want to
point out that the realband structures ofm easured CN s
show som e di erences w ith respect to the ideal case dis-
cussed (eq.@)): In order to clarify this point we shortly
discuss the m odel and the results of two recent experi-
m ents.

To begin wih, we have to introduce a quantization
due to the nite Iongiudinal size of the tube (L) In the
dispersion relation eq.('_]:) . The Iongitudinal quantization
Introduces a param eter which also gives a them al lin it
for the Atom ic Like behaviour: In fact k wavevectors
have to be taken as a continuum ifK g T is as a critical
valueE. = w % and as a discrete set if the tem perature
isbelow (ornear) E..

A fter the quantization we obtain shells w ith an 8-fold
degeneracy due to  (spIn symmetry), ®; K httice
symmetry), (k K);® k) Luttinger symm etry).

R ecent experim ents do not support such a high sym —
m etry and di erent hypotheses were form ulated in order
to explain this discrepancy. -

A ccording to Cobden and Nygardééi "the sok orbital
symm etry is a two—-fo1d one, corresponding to a K K ’ sub—
land degeneracy and resulting from the equivalence of the
two atom s In the prim itive cell of graphene structure".
E xperin entally one can answ er this question by observ—
Ing the grouping ofthe peaks in plots of the conductance
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FIG .1: Thedispersion relation and the quantized levels. T he
boxes in gure represent energy levels and can be lled by a
pair of electrons w ith opposite soins. a) The general case
w ithout any degeneracy. b) The 4-f©ld degeneracy case w ith
su = 0.c) The 8-l degeneracy case. d) D i erences in the
splitting due to the com parison between sy and ".

versus the gate potential. H owever in the experim ent no
four-fold grouping w as observed because degeneracy was
lifted by a m ixing between states due either to defects or
to the contacts. .-

A di erent experin ent®8 displays conductance peaks
In clusters of Puy.ndicating that there is a four fold de—
generacy. In ref88 two di erent shell Iling m odels are
put forward: the rst one, when the subband m ign atch
dom inates, predicts that the soin in the SW CNT oscil-
latesbetween S = 0 and S = 1=2.

In order to take into account the strong asym m etries
m easured experin entally we m odify the dispersion rela-
tion. A rst correction has to be ntroduced because of
the "bngitudinal incom m ensurability": in general K is
notamultpleof =L soK = N + N)- with N <1
and the energy shift is " = thTN. A second correc—
tion is due to the subband m ign atch (sv ). The sihgk
electron energy levels are

P)

"; = hw jj—E + pK J+ SM @®)
wherep= 1.

Each choice of param eters gives a di erent degener—
acy for the quantum Ilevels: the 8-fold degeneracy corre-
spondsto sy = 0 and K = ng; the 4-©ld degeneracy
isfound ifweput just sy = 0 and the 2 ©1d degeneracy
represents the generalcase (see Fig.(1)).

A . High band structure sym m etry: dam ping in the
addition energy oscillations

In the discussion which follow s we analyze the e ects
of the range of the Coulomb interaction in a sinpli ed
system wih just two linear sym m etric branches. In this
model each shell is lled by 4 electrons w ith opposite
momenta and spin. W e can look for the conservation

law sofourH am iltonian and nd theNum ber ofelectrons
N ), the Energy, the total linearm om entum K = 0 and
the spin S;S, = 0.

The Fem i sea corresponds to the state where all
the shells w ith energy below the Fem ienergy Er =
VFth:L)aIetOta]Jy ]Jed(l\IF :4nF).Th]SStateW]Jl
be our ground state ¢ N ) and this is true also or in—
teracting electrons in absence of correlation (ie. in the
HF approxin ation ).

The e ects of correlation w illbe discussed in a further
article, here we have to explain the range of validity of
our approxin ation. The st thing to consider is the
Interaction strength g V (0) V (k) com pared to the
kinetic energy vw h=L . The HF approxin ation is valid
ifg vr h=L. However also the tem perature plays a
central role, In fact if the tem perature ncreases we have
to take into accountm ore excited states (a sort ofthem al
cut-o oorresponds to the energy kg T ) so ifwe are at a
very low tem perature we can assum e the Ferm isea state
as the ground state.

At this point we are able to calculate the addition
energy Ef ) ©lowing the Aufbau sequence explained
In Appendix A. Eﬁ has a maxinum for some num —
bers 4;8;12; :4n (n integer) due to the shell 1ling. The
shellsare lled sequentially and Hund’s rule determ ines
whether a spin-down or a spin-up electron is added so
that the singlt (S = 0) energy for a 4n + 2 system is
always greater than the triplet (S = 1) one. Obviously
this is an e ect of interaction and is quite di erent for
the long and short range m odels.

Aswe show in Fig.(@2) the oscillations due to Hund’s
rule corresoond to the short range potentialw hile the at—
tenuation of these oscillations when the num ber of elec—
trons in the 1D system increases is due to the long range
Interaction. So we can draw the follow Ing conclusions:

The4 f©Id degeneratem odelpredicts oscillations in
the addition energy due to the Hund’s rule quite sin ilar
to the ones observed in QD s.

T he oscillations periodicity is 4 for thism odel (8 for
a systam w ih two Ferm ipoints)

T he oscillationsam plitude isdue to an exchange term
(oroportional to the short range interaction) .

The e ect of a long range Interaction is a dam ping
of the oscillations when the num ber of electrons in the
system increases.

Them odelw ith 8-fold degeneracy (seeF ig.(1)) hastwo
basic symm etries: k ! k,K L= = Nx and usually the
Interaction between the electrons w ith m om enta near K
and theonesw th m om entanear K isvery sm allso that
w e have tw o Independent 4-1d degenerate H am iltonians
M = N=4<< Nk ).

B. A symm etricm odel

Now we have to analyze m odels w ithout sym m etries
by using eq.zg) In the HF approxim ation.
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FIG.2: On the right we show analytical Aufbau resuls for
the addition energy versus the number of electrons of a 4-
fold degeneracy m odel corresponding to di erent valies of
the range r (r = 0 dark gray dashed line, r = 04 black line,
r= 1gray line). W e show how the dam ping in the oscillations
is due to a long range Interaction while it does not appear for
ar= 0model Our predictions can be com pared with the
m easured addition energy in the Cobden N ygard experin ent
displayed on the left.

In order to Introduce the electron electron interaction,
we take I account jist two (@ and g° ) of the many
constants that we introduced in section II from eq.(6).
Fox allow ing to com pare easily our results w ith those in
reffgn, aswellasw ith experin ents, we give our resuls in
term s 0f Vg and J, obtained as a linear com bination of
the g constants.

Follow ing the usualm ethod, in order to calculate the
energy levels, we put

_ . ;P = . _ v h .. w_
gk_VO JI g_VOI - 2er = N 1,
Here " is the incomm ensurability shift (" < 05 ).
T he singlke partick energies have a di erent structure for

sM > 2 "and sy < 2 ",asweshow mFig.ld).

From the experin entaldata®4 we obtain

Vo U+ U+ 3p 42 and J dp 2 U 05

wherewe assuame U = 22, U = 05 and Jip = A5 in
units of . Under these conditions J is always lss than
the level spacing.

Now we can wrte the Ham jiltonian of the nanotube
depending on these param eter<2d

X
H = "n; ;pﬁn; Dis 9)
n; jpis
N N + 1)
2

X X
+ Vo sisTn; jpisfin; jpis

n; jp;sny Ypys

Sihce J is kessthan the level spacing the energy thatwe
need, in order to add one electron is ", corresponding to
the lowest em pty energy levelw ith an Interaction energy
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FIG .3: The asym m etric m odel calculation for the CO s (con—
ductance vs. gate voltage) at di erent tem peratures expressed
in term s of calculated Pllow ng the classical CB theory.

T heoretical calculations show that the ne structure peaks
are appreciable jist for very low tem peratures.

Starting from the H am iltonian eq.é'_ﬂ) we are abl to cal-
culate the ground states of the m any electron system for
variousN .

Our results can be com pared to the experim ental re—
sultswhere strong asym m etrieswere found. h Fig.(3) we
show the peaks corresgponding to an asym m etric m odel
to which we apply the classicaltheory ofCB, ie. eq.('_j) .
The ne structurew ith 8 periodicity is destroyed by ther—
male ects: i isappreciable at an aller tem peratures we
assum e about Tg 300 500m K foraNanotube’s length
ofabout 100 300nm ) and disappears at a tem perature
T 4L (T 12 20K see reB8) where fist a 4 pe-
riodicity appears. So, we conclude that we should not
be ablk to observe any an all asymm etries e ects if the
tem perature increases. Fig.(3) shows how the Coulomb
peaks in the conductance disappear when the tem pera—
ture Increases. In a future article we w ill show how the
end of the CB regim e corresponds to the beginning of
another one.

Now wewant point out the lim its ofthe approach used
In the previous sections: the HF approxin ation ignores
the e ects of correlation. T his corresponds to the Fem 1
Liquid theory and givesgood results just ifwe can assum e
that the Interaction is sm aller than the kinetic energy

(] hvy ).

Thermm al e ects are quite in portant too. In fact the
tem perature appears n the Beennaker formula and is
regoonsible of the disappearance of the Coulom b peaks.
H ow ever, ifthe tem perature ishigher fora SW CNT, it is
the sam e Beennaker form ula which fails, because the HF
calculated energy levels are very di erent from the real
energy levels of the electron system . W hen T is above a
critical value

v h

T.= 10
°T Ik (10)

we cannot consider the Fem i sea as the ground state
of the electron system in a SW CNT because som e other



statesw ith the sam e Inearm om entum K = 0 and di er-
ent kinetic energy are also available for the system . So
for tem peratures above the critical value we have to take
Into account strong e ects of correlation.

C . Quantum D ots and Long R ange Interactions

Aswedid fora SW CNT we calculate the addition en—
ergy ofa QD in the HF approxim ation.

A swe discussed In section IT peaks and oscillations in
them easured addition energy correspond to the onesofa
shell structure for a tw o-din ensionalham onic potential.
However, in experin entél:, high values of the addition
energy are observed also orN = 4;9;16;etc: correspond—
Ing to those values of the Number of electrons in the
dot for which, respectively, the second, third and fourth
shellsarehalf lled w ith parallelsoins in accordance w ith
Hund’s rule. Half lled shells correspond to amaxin um
soin state, which has a relatively Iow energyd2%.

W e com pare a non-interacting m odelw ith m odels that
Include Coulomb interactions especially the exchange
term . In Fig.(4) we plot the calculated addition energy
as a function of the num ber of electrons in the follow ing
three di erent cases:

T he non-interacting m odel gives us Just the peaks
corresponding to the M agic Num bers.

The model with constant param eters ¢ and g° )
corresponds to a short range interaction © irac ). The
Coulomb exchange term in HF givesthe Hund’s rule and
allow susto explain the oscillations in the addition energy
asweshow nh Fig.4a).

T he third m odel is the long range interaction one,
where we Introduce two m easured e ects that are both
due to the long range C oulom b interaction. The st one
is due to the classical capacitive e ect shown In Fig.(4 b
and c) as a continuous line. T he second one is due to the
Jong range correction to Coulom b exchange.

W e could com pare these results to the experim ents

eg. see refil).

Iv. CONCLUSIONS

In this work we have analyzed som e properties of a
1D (SW CNT) and OD 2D (QD s) electron system sby in—
troducing a m odel of interaction capable of interpolating
from short to long range, in order to analyze the e ects
of the long range com ponent of electron electron interac-
tions.

W e have obtained that a dam ping in the oscillations of
the addition energy could be predicted for these m odels
corresponding to the presence ofa long range interaction.
T he resuls can be com pared to the experim ents and we
discussed the lim its for the experin ental observation of
our predictions in SW CNT . In fact the breakdown ofthe
Fem iLiguid opensdi erent regin esw here the tunngling
has to be considered as resonant tunneling in LL<£429.

Model: constant interaction
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% e L. * s .
*t see
(b) classical €5C (C)
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FIG.4: In a)b),c) results from three di erent m odels of in—
teracting electrons in QD s are displayed. The smple HF cal-
culation In a) has to be corrected because it does not take
into account the classical capacitive e ect. In order to deter—
m ine it we recall that the electrons in the dot give a charge
droplt of radiusRp not xed, so that we can approximn ate it
w ith a disk of capacitance C = CoRp . The value of Rp can
be calculated from classical equations,Rp / N + 1. Sowe
add the classical tem to the dam ped oscillations due to long
range a ected Coulomb exchange and obtain the b) and c)
plt in the gure.

So we have to lin i ourselves to describbing an electron
system only when it is uncorrelated. This is true only
if the interaction strength is small (g < < v h=L)%¢ and
the tem perature isbelow the criticalvalie T, (see eqil0).
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APPENDIX A:AUFBAU AND ENERGIES FOR
THE 4FOLD DEGENERATE M ODEL

W e start by taking into account that each electron in
the kj> kr state interactsw ith all the electrons in the
lled shells with k below kg so that we can have the

follow ing two (or four) gy tem s:
Xr X
. _ s; s;
s (e ik) U ps T Uik p3
p=1 p= 1

Ifwe Introduce ny = Zkp and consider the direct term
of the Interaction, we conclude that



vy ke ;kK) = 2V00nF

1
X
Vo @ 21’1F

w ke jK) = Jp s @ po)?

p= kr

Obviously if we add an elkctron In the lowest

energy emEI)Jty shell we obtain krike + 1)
VO 4].'1]5‘ iiF; B Jp

For each shellwe can consider the intemal interaction
energy as
Xr
W kr)= w )

P=

wk)=2Vo 3 k)

so that the totalenergy ofa system with ny lled shells

reads

E4nF = 2VFnF g + 1)+ W (]{F)+4

a. Energy kvels

W hen we add one by one the electrons to the 4np —
system we obtain

any+1 = hwe kF+E + (kF;kF"'E)

ang+2 = hw ke + = + krike + =)+ Uo( )
L L

anp+3 = hw ke + = + kr;ke + =)+ 209
L L

4np+4 = hvp kF+E + (}(F;kF+E)+UO(3 )

dng +5 = hvp kF+2E + (kF+E

J2ky

w here N+1= Ex+1 Eyn and = To

The addition energy is also calculated as E},, =
N +1 so that

N +2
Bhoii = Ul ) Eh,=Ucl+ )

hV]_:‘
Efers = U@ ) Ej.,=Uo@+ )+ —
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