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E lectronic phase diagram s of carriers in selfassem bled InA s/G aA s quantum dots:
violation of H und’s rule and the A ufbau principle for holes
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W e study the orbital and spin con gurations of up to six electrons or holes charged into self-
assem bled InA s/G aA s quantum dots via single-particle pseudopotential and m any-particle con g—
uration interaction m ethod. W e nd that while the charging of electrons follow s both Hund’s rule
and the A ufbau principle, the charging ofholes follow s a non-trivial charging pattem w hich violates
both the A ufbau principle and Hund’s rule, and is robust against the details ofthe quantum dot size.
T he predicted hole charging sequence o ers a new interpretation of recent charging experim ents.

PACS numbers: 7321La, 7323HKk 73.63KvVv

T he rem arkable com bination ofthree-din ensional spa—
tial con nem ent in quantum -dots w ith the ability to in—
tegrate them into carriertransporting device structures
enables storage and retrieval of electrons 'EI:,” -_ZJ. -fi § Z],
to the bene t of future quantum -com puting E7., 8 mem —
ory [_53, ._lQ], and single-photon [_11] applications. Unlke
real atom s, where large Coulom b repulsion energies J ’/
10 &V lim i the number of ionized species to just a few,
sam iconductor quantum dots can be loaded by asm any
as six EL] to ten ﬁl2 electrons n collbidal ﬁl2 and self-
assam bled D4, -2: d] dots, and up to hundreds of electrons
In electrostatically con ned dots [fl.,§ § Furthem ore,
one can m easure foreach ionization state the stable spin—
con gurat:on EL, -4., E 6 the energy to add another elec—
tron EI., d -4 5 :L2 as well as the attendant spectro—
scopic shifts w ith charging Li :_12_']] Like real atom s, the
stable soin con guration observed in electrostatic dots
#, &, @], having lateraldin ensions of 500-1000 A, ©low
the rules of atom ic physics; that is, the s, p, d, ... shells
are occupied In successive order w ith no holes lkeft be-
hind @ ufau principle) and w th m axin um soin Hund’s
rule). Recently, it becam e possible to load and m easure
electrons i_]:, ?_2:] and holes E:, :;Ll_ll, :;LS] Into much snaller
(" 200 x 40 A), epitaxially grown selfassambled dots
of InG aA s/G aA s. The analysis of the resuls, however,
was based on the e ectivem ass approxin ation EM A)
theoretical fram ew ork {1é], (Which is designed for dots
much larger than the exciton Bohr radius), leading to
the conclusion that electronic con gurations are atom ic—
Iike. E lectronic structure calculations for selfassem bled
dots li]‘] revealthat while for electrons the Coulomb en—
ergy Jee /' 20m €V is am aller than the level spacing !
50-70m &V, orholes the Coulom b repulsion Jp, ¥ 1525
m &V is com parable to the level spacing 7 1020mev.
This opens the possbility of observing for holes som e
stable, exotic spin con gurations that defy the rules of
atom ic physics. W e have applied a com bination of an
atom istic pseudopotential description I_l-]'] for the single—
particle level structure, w ith a m any-body con guration
Interaction (CI) description {_l-é] ofm any-particle e ects
to both electron and hole loading Into InG aA s/G aA s self-

assem bled quantum -dots. W e calculate the generalized
electronic phase diagram of the system show ng which
m any-particle con gurations are energetically stable for
various pp and p-d splitting of the single-particle levels.
W e nd that whilk ekctron lading follow sboth the Auf-
bau principle and Hund’s rule, hok lading gives rise to
stable but unusual spin con gurations. W hilke these cal-
culated con gurations agree w ih recent m easurem ents
{4, 115], they di er from their interpretation {L5], which
assum es 2 din ensional (2D ) parabolic m odels t_l-gl] that
have been em ployed extensively and successfully to ana—
Iyze large electrostatically con ned dots. @:, i_:JJ., :_d]. The
reason for the ailuire ofthe sin pler nterpretation is that
parabolic m odels ignore the Interband and intervalley
coupling existing In a real selfassem bled quantum dot.
The \charging energy" © ) is the energy needed to
add a carrier to the dot that isalready charged by N 1
carriers, W)= EN) E N 1), where E (N ) is the
correlated m any-body totalenergy ofthe ground state of
the N -particle dot. The \addition energy" ©  1;N)
(analogous to the di erence betw een ionization potential
and elctron a nity) indicates how much m ore energy
is needed to add the N th carrier com pared to the en—
ergy needed to add the N 1th carrder: 1;N ) =
W) N 1)=EEN) 2EN L+E® 2).Inthe
H artree Fock approxin ation, where the e ect of correla—
tions is neglected but the direct Coulomb and exchange
Interactions are retained, sin ple expressions can be de—
rived for the addition energies. To do so, one needs to
decide rst what isthe order of 1ling the singleparticle
srpd,
kft (L) hand side of Fig. :!:a, obeying Hund’s rule and
the Aufbau principle, the addition energies are given by:

r(L;2) = Jss i

r2;3) = (p )+ 2Jsp, Js;s K, 7

r(3i4) = (p, p)t 20sp, 205,
tpip,  Ksp, ¥ Kspy  Kopijp,

r@;3) = (p  p)t 2055, 205,

TJpipr Kepr T Kep, T Kpijp, (1)

Jevels. Assum ing the 1ling sequence of the
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(Left) The ground state con gurations (@) calculated from 2D parabolicm odel, (o) suggested by Reuteret al E_LEE], and
(c) calculated from pseudopotentialC Im ethod. R ight) T he phase diagram s for N

= 4,5, 6 electrons/holes (@) calculated from

2D parabolicm odel, (o) for electrons using realistic Coulom b and exchange integrals, and (c) for holes using realistic C oulom b

and exchange Integrals. For N = 6,

dydy T

p1p, 15 assum ed. The circles represent electrostatic dots, while lens represent

selfassem bled dots. The labels \e" and \h" inside the sym bols denote electron and hole respectively. The con gurations of

phases I, I, I1T, and IV are given In the text.

where J;;5 and K ;5 are, respectively, the Coulomb and
exchange integrals between states i and j.

To calculate these addition energies, onem ust  rst con—
struct a sihgleparticle Schrodinger equation m odel. In
this step, one m ight need to acoount not only for quan-—
tum con nem ent, but also for electronic structure e ects
such as muliband (light-hole, heavy-hole, conduction)
coupling; Intervalley ( X -1.) coupling; spin-orbit cou—
pling; and the e ect of strain and chem ical intem ixing.
Tt is then possible to com pute all of the singleparticle
level spacings and integrals entering Eqg. (r_]:), thus pre—
dict the value of ¢ N 1;N ). A tematively, one can
neglect explicitly electronic structure e ects other than
quantum con nem ent, and use instead a particle-in-a-
parabolichox model, widely used in this eld{le, L9l
In this 2D-EM A, the p Jevels are degenerate (p,= p,),
asare thed levels (4, = 4, = 4,) and the splitting
between the s and p kvels ("s ") and the splitting
("s "q) between the p and d levels are both equal to
the hamm onic oscillator frequency ! . Furthemm ore, the
assum ed parabolicity assures that analytic form ulas can
be derived [14] fr the Coulomb and exchange m atrix ek
em ents that relate all integrals needed for the addition
energies to the value of a single Js5, for nstance in Eq.
@,'), 205y Jss Kgp = Jss=4. Thus, universal results
can be derived for electrons and holes as shown in the
right R) hand side ofFig. :_ia, forN =4,5, 6. Since the

restriction of the 2D -EM A m odel to degenerate shells
4 = 4 = a ) and to equidistant shells
(p s> d p) m Ight be rather stringent [_2@ we allow
Jl'lFJg ']‘acR)' p1iP2 . P2 P1 and p2idi T i P2 to
vary, calculating foreach N ; ;0,7 p,;a, 9 thecon gura-—
tion which m inin izesthe totatenergy. T hisgivesa phase
diagram as a function of the param eters ,;p, and p,;q,
In theunit ofJss asshown In Fig. -La(R forparticle num —
berN=4,5,6.The2D-EM A modelyilds forN =4 two
electronic phases: high-spin L= (s"s*) o;) (p,) and low-
spin ]:[4 s"s*) (p;pf ForN = 5,we nd three phases
I5— (s"s* (pl)(pz)(d ), = ("s*) ;p}) ;) and ITTs=
5" st) (plp1 (dl). ForN = 6, we nd four phases, L=
sh) ;) ;) @) @), Te= (s"s*) op}) ;) (1)), TTTe=
s#) 1p}) (o,p5) and We= (s"s*) (oyp}) (@) df ). To de-
cide which of these phases is a ground state, we need to
know in Fjg.:_il:a(R) the value of p1,50=Jss and p2;q1=Jss -
For electrons in selfassam bled dots, the singleparticle
energy spacing is usually m ore than tw ice the Coulomb
energy, S0, p2;d1 > 2Jss D., .19] For holes, p2idl =
1:17Jss was determm ined from recent experin entsbA, .15
and plp2 = 0 isassum ed In 2D -EM A m odel. Thisplaces
hFig. -_fa R ) forboth electrons and holks, phases I, IT5,
I, as ground states for N =4, 5, 6, respectively. The
ground state con gurations of the 2D -EM A m odel are
collected in Fig. da L), HrN =1 -6.
For ekctrons, the ground states of 2D-EM A m odel

(p1= pa2r



TABLE_ I: Hol addition energies of selfassembled InA s/G aA s quantum dots in m eV . The experin ental values are, ﬁ:om
Ref. @5] at zero m agnetic eld. The \G round State" values correspond to the low —spJn con gurations as given in Fig. 1a(L)
and the \Excited State" values to the high-spin con gurations assum ed in Ref '_LS and given in Fig. :hb (L). The resuls of
\P seudopotential+ C I" calculations correspond to the con gurations from Fig. ﬂ:c(L)

Addition|Exp. 2D -EM A m odel P seudopotential+ CI
Energy G round state Excited state 2R=20 nm 2R=25nm 2R=27.5 nm
Figla@®) Figdpb@) |[h=25nm h=35nm h=25nm h= 35n0m h=25nm h= 35 nm

n(1;2) |239] Fitted F itted 241 190 219 175 210 167
n (2;3) |342| Fitted F itted 28.7 21.7 272 212 264 206
n (3;4) [172 12 12 181 16.9 164 152 15.6 145
n (4;5) | 232 21 29 264 216 254 208 238 205
 (5;6) | 150 12 18 171 161 153 144 155 137

are corroborated by atom istic pseudopotential calcula-
tions [_Fjg;}tbCR)], where we use the Coulomb integrals
obtained from atom istic wavefunctions for electrons in a
Jens shape InA s/G aA s dot w ith 25 nm base and 2.5 nm
height. T his shape is realistic, according to experin ental

ndings fZl-], and predicts a fundam ental photolum ines—
cence line very close to the one observed in the charging
experim ent f_l-g;] at around 1 eV . O verall, the com pari-
son between Figs. 2a and Figs. 2b show s that while the
phase boundaries can change signi cantly when realistic
wavefunctions are assum ed instead of 2D -EM A values,
the ground state sym m etries for N=5 and 6 electrons in
selfassam bled dots rem ain unchanged and are far from
other com peting phases.

T he foregoing analysis of loading of electrons t_4, :5, :_é]
has been simpli ed by the fact that the sihgleband ef-
fective m ass m odel is not a drastic approxin ation given
that in direct-gap zincblende m aterials electrons derive
from a nondegenerate, spin-orbi—free ;. band which
is energetically isolated from other states. The analy-
sis of loading of hoks, however, does not bene t from
the sam e sim pli cation, as holes derive from a m ix of
heavy-and light-hok states, invalidating 4] the classi-

cation of hole states as pure s or p or d kvels and as
pure heavy-hole or light-hol states f_Z-Zj'] Furthem ore,
as shown In Fi. :JJaCR), unlike electrons, the ground
states of holes are close to com peting phases in the 2D —
EM A phasediagram s, which require am ore carefultreat—
m ent. Nevertheless, the 2D EM A m odel is still attrac—
tive in its sinplicity and Reuter et al. [[5] used it to
analyze their hole charging results. The value of Js5 is
directly accessble from experin ents since it is well ap—
proxin ated by (1;2). The only rem aining param eter
In the 2D -EM A m odel is the single-particle energy solit—
ting (s p)=(p 4)= ! which can be extracted from
measuring 2;3) = ( s) T Jss=4. Reuteret al [_1-§]
thus determ ined Jss= 23.9meV and ", "s = 28mé&V.
Since experin entally ve addition energies are available
and only two were used in the t above, the problem is
overdetermm ined and it is possble to assess how well the

m odel reproduces the rem aining three experin entaldata
points. Assum ing pip2=0and p2;01= 4 p= p s=28
m eV, yieldstheabovem entioned ;41=1.17 Jss, leading
to the phase diagram of F ig. :_]:aCR ), with ground state
phases: I, ITs and ITl; . Ifone calculates the addition en—
ergies oqu.('_]:), using these ground-state con gurations
one gets the values indicated by \2D -EM A m odelground
state" in Table ﬁ H owever, this hole addiion sequence
contradicts the m agnetic eld data of Ref. {5, which
show that the hole d-levels are occupied before p-levels
are lled com pktely on-A ufbau) I:LS To explain their
m agnetic eld data,Reuteretal fl5] assum ed a hole 1
ing sequence F ig. g.b (L) ] that relies on an ad hoc excited
hole state instead of the the ground states predicted by
the 2D EM A model Fig.da @L)]. In Tablk,i, we com pare
the ensuing addition energies of both the ground state
and excited state con gurations w ith experim ents. W e

nd that the addition energies given by both scenarios of
Fig. -'_]:a (L) and :!:b (L) show signi cant discrepancies from
the experim ental values, w ith about 25 50 $ error.

For holes, the discrepancy between the ham onic os—
cillator results Fig. :J:a(L) @Aubau con guration) and
the m agnetic eld data ofFig. :}:b L) (Mmon-Aufbau con—

guration) is di cult to reconcile within the 2D -EM A
m odel, sihce even relative large variations of the single-
particle energy param eters 1,2 and p2;q1 do not lead
to a ground-state con guration change from Fjg:;'a(L)
to Fjg:}lb (L). Our atom istic pseudopotential, plus CI
calculations show di erent ground-state con gurations
for holes than the above two models. As shown In
Figdc®R), or N =4, and N =5, using an atom istic de-
scription the topology of the phasediagram s are the
sam e as In the 2D -EM A m odel, but the boundaries are
shiffed. As a result, or N =4, the hol ground state
is now phase IL= (s's') o,p'), not L= (s"s") (o)) o,)
, and for N=5, the ground state is phase IIlz=

*)yp) @), not = (s"s*) (o;p}) (). ForN =6,
the topology of the phase digram changed com pletely:
phase L= "s") o)) o) ) d!) disappeared and the
ground state is now IVg= (plp1 d d ). The



TABLE II:First hole Coulomb energy Jss and single-particle
energy lvel spacings in m eV, from atom istic pseudopoten—
tial calculations for six di erent selfassembled len-shaped
InA s/G aA s quantum dots.

2R=20 nm 2R=25nm 2R=27.5 nm
h=25h=35h=25h= 35 h=25 h= 35
Jss 272 221 251 204 242 19.6
109 113 71 95 58 79

pl;p2

p2;a1 4.5 34 8.34 24 94 3.9

ground-state con gurations are listed in Fi_:].f_[lc(L) for
N =1 - 6. Ushhg these new ground states, Table f,r com —
pares the experim ental addiion energies and the cal-
culated results for six di erent InA s/G aA s kens shaped
quantum dots of di erent bases and heights. Very good
agream ent is obtained for the hA s dot w ith 20 nm base
and 2.5 nm height, w ith di erences in the addition ener—
gies of less than 16% , com pared w ith aln ost 50% error
In 2D-EM A m odel (despoite the fact that two of the ad-
dition energies were tted). The parameters i1, and

p2:;d1 calculated for di erent dots are given In Table :ﬁ{
and as shown In Fig. -'_]:c(R), lie close to the center of the
predicted phases I, I and IV¢. This indicates the
stability of our num erical results against possible varia-
tions of pi1;p2 @and pz;q1 due to shape anisotropy or alloy
e ects. The addition energies we calculate from con g-
uration interaction are di erent by about 13 m &V from
those we calculate in HartreeFock, although they give
the sam e ground state.

O urpredicted charging pattern [ ig. ic (L) ] show sthat
the level lling by holes does not ollow the A ufbau prin—
ciple nor the Hund’s rules: d levels get lled before the
second p lkvel, despie the fact that the d level is en—
ergetically m ore than 3 m eV above the second p level
The non-trivialhole 1lling pattem is due to two reasons.
F irst, the large p-level splitting leads to the p, kevelbeing
energetically close to the d; level, ie., p,;q, ISanall In
Table _I-I, we list the hole singleparticle energy spacings
and the rstholeCoulomb integralsJsgs fordi erent dots.
W e see that 03-05) g and g,;q, 02 -
03) Js, which di er signi cantly from the assum ption
of2D EM A where, pl;p2 0, and p2;dl Jss » Second,
the Coulom b repulsion between the p; and the d level is
Iower than that between the two p levels, therefore the
Coulom b energy can overcom e the single-particle energy
sacing o, ;q, » eading to the non-Aufbau charging pat-
tem.

An im portant feature ofthe present theory is not only
its com patibility w ith the zero eld experin ental results
but also w ith the m agnetic eld dependence obtained In
Ref. :_1-5 The experim ental results from Ref. :_l-g‘v show
that the spIn Zeam an e ect is signi cantly sm aller than
the orbial Zeem an and in the interpretation of the ex—

perin ental results only the latter has to be taken into
acoount. W ithin this approxin ation our theoretical re—
suls reproduce the experimn entaldata forN = 1 -6 holes
given In Fig.2 ofRef. :_l-§‘, since our resuls have the sam e
totalorbital angularm om enta. T he di erence in the to—
tal spin for con gurations assumed In Ref. :_1-§' and in
the present work is signi cant. W e suggest to identify
the spin con gurations by m easuring optically the ne-
structure oftheN h+ e! © 1)h transition in large
magnetic eld. W hile our suggested con gurations for
theN = 4, 6 holeshave closed—shell 1llingsand only one
single line w th no ne-structure should be cbserved, tl'le
high-spin con guration suggested by Reuter et al LLE;]
should show a rich ne-structure that should becom e ap—
parent, especially at high m agnetic elds.

In conclusion, we analyzed the m any-particle con g—
urations for electrons and holes In quantum dots in the
form of phase diagram s. From these diagram s, we pre—
dict that the hole charging sequence presents surprising
con gurations (not expected from e ective m ass calcula—
tions) that violates the Aufbau principle as well as the
Hund’s rule. O ur results are in good agreem ent w ith re—
cent experim ental ndings and provide a novel way to
study the charging of carriers in quantum dots.
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