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Electronic phase diagram s ofcarriers in self-assem bled InA s/G aA s quantum dots:

violation ofH und’s rule and the A ufbau principle for holes
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NationalRenewable Energy Laboratory, G olden CO 80401

(D ated:April14,2024)

W e study the orbitaland spin con�gurations ofup to six electrons or holes charged into self-

assem bled InAs/G aAs quantum dots via single-particle pseudopotentialand m any-particle con�g-

uration interaction m ethod. W e �nd thatwhile the charging ofelectrons follows both Hund’srule

and theAufbau principle,thecharging ofholesfollowsa non-trivialcharging pattern which violates

both theAufbau principleand Hund’srule,and isrobustagainstthedetailsofthequantum dotsize.

The predicted hole charging sequence o�ersa new interpretation ofrecentcharging experim ents.

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

Therem arkablecom bination ofthree-dim ensionalspa-

tialcon�nem entin quantum -dotswith the ability to in-

tegrate them into carrier-transporting device structures

enablesstorageand retrievalofelectrons[1,2,3,4,5,6],

to thebene�toffuturequantum -com puting [7,8],m em -

ory [9,10],and single-photon [11]applications. Unlike

realatom s,wherelargeCoulom b repulsion energiesJ ’

10 eV lim itthe num berofionized speciesto justa few,

sem iconductorquantum dotscan be loaded by asm any

as six [1]to ten [12]electrons in colloidal[12]and self-

assem bled [1,2,3]dots,and up to hundredsofelectrons

in electrostatically con�ned dots[4,5,6]. Furtherm ore,

onecan m easureforeach ionization statethestablespin-

con�guration [1,4,5,6],theenergy to add anotherelec-

tron [1, 2, 4, 5, 12]as wellas the attendant spectro-

scopic shifts with charging [3,13]. Like realatom s,the

stable spin con�guration observed in electrostatic dots

[4,5,6],having lateraldim ensionsof500-1000 �A,follow

the rulesofatom ic physics;thatis,the s,p,d,...shells

are occupied in successive order with no holes left be-

hind (Aufbau principle)and with m axim um spin (Hund’s

rule). Recently,itbecam e possible to load and m easure

electrons [1,2]and holes [2,14,15]into m uch sm aller

(’ 200 x 40 �A),epitaxially grown self-assem bled dots

ofInG aAs/G aAs. The analysisofthe results,however,

was based on the e�ective-m ass approxim ation (EM A)

theoreticalfram ework [16],(which is designed for dots

m uch larger than the exciton Bohr radius),leading to

the conclusion thatelectroniccon�gurationsareatom ic-

like. Electronic structure calculationsforself-assem bled

dots[17]revealthatwhileforelectronstheCoulom b en-

ergyJee ’ 20m eV issm allerthan thelevelspacing�� ’

50-70 m eV,forholestheCoulom b repulsion Jhh ’ 15-25

m eV iscom parableto thelevelspacing�� ’ 10-20m eV.

This opens the possibility 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 ofan

atom isticpseudopotentialdescription [17]forthe single-

particle levelstructure,with a m any-body con�guration

interaction (CI)description [18]ofm any-particle e�ects

toboth electron and holeloadingintoInG aAs/G aAsself-

assem bled quantum -dots. W e calculate the generalized

electronic phase diagram ofthe system showing which

m any-particle con�gurationsare energetically stable for

variousp-p and p-d splitting ofthe single-particlelevels.

W e�nd thatwhileelectron loadingfollowsboth theAuf-

bau principle and Hund’srule,hole loading givesrise to

stable butunusualspin con�gurations.W hile these cal-

culated con�gurations agree with recent m easurem ents

[14,15],they di�erfrom theirinterpretation [15],which

assum es 2 dim ensional(2D) parabolic m odels [19]that

havebeen em ployed extensively and successfully to ana-

lyze large electrostatically con�ned dots. [4,5,6]. The

reason forthefailureofthesim plerinterpretation isthat

parabolic m odels ignore the inter-band and inter-valley

coupling existing in a realself-assem bled quantum dot.

The \charging energy" �(N ) is the energy needed to

add a carrierto thedotthatisalready charged by N � 1

carriers,�(N )= E (N )� E (N � 1),where E (N )isthe

correlated m any-body totalenergy oftheground stateof

the N -particledot.The \addition energy" �(N � 1;N )

(analogousto thedi�erencebetween ionization potential

and electron a�nity) indicates how m uch m ore energy

is needed to add the N th carrier com pared to the en-

ergy needed to add the N � 1th carrier:�(N � 1;N )=

�(N )� �(N � 1)= E (N )� 2E (N � 1)+ E (N � 2).In the

HartreeFock approxim ation,wherethe e�ectofcorrela-

tionsisneglected butthe directCoulom b and exchange

interactions are retained,sim ple expressionscan be de-

rived for the addition energies. To do so,one needs to

decide�rstwhatisthe orderof�lling the single-particle

s,p d,� � � levels. Assum ing the �lling sequence ofthe

left (L) hand side ofFig. 1a,obeying Hund’s rule and

theAufbau principle,theaddition energiesaregiven by:

� H F(1;2) = Js;s ;

� H F(2;3) = (�p1 � �s)+ 2Js;p1 � Js;s � K s;p1 ;

� H F(3;4) = (�p2 � �p1)+ 2Js;p2 � 2Js;p1

+ Jp1;p2 � K s;p2 + K s;p1 � K p1;p2

� H F(4;5) = (�p1 � �p2)+ 2Js;p1 � 2Js;p2

+ Jp1;p1 � K s;p1 + K s;p2 + K p1;p2 (1)

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0505330v1


2

e

h
e

~~ ~~

III

IV

6

II6
6I6

e
~~ ~~

II6

I III6 6

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

h

~~ ~~

III6

6

IV6

II

h
e

~~~~
e

II5

I III5 5

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

h

~~ ~~

II5

III5I5

e
~~ ~~

II5

III5
I5

(p1,p2)/Jssδ

electrons/holes
(a) 2D

 m
odel

(b) A
ctual J, K

electrons
(c) A

ctual J, K
 

holes

(p
2,

d1
)/

J s
s

δ

0.0

0.4

0.8

1.2

2.4
e

h

~~ ~~

II4
e

I4

0.0

0.4

0.8

1.2

2.4
~~ ~~

e

I4 II4

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
0.0

0.4

0.8

1.2

2.4

h

~~ ~~

II4I4

N=6N=4 N=5(a) 2D−EMA model

1

(c) Pseudopotential−CI

1

s p1 p2 d2 d3d1N

(b) Reuter’s model
1

3
4

2

6
5

3
4

2

6
5

3
4

2

6
5

FIG .1: (Left)Theground statecon�gurations(a)calculated from 2D parabolicm odel,(b)suggested by Reuteretal[15],and

(c)calculated from pseudopotential-CIm ethod.(Right)Thephasediagram sforN = 4,5,6 electrons/holes(a)calculated from

2D parabolic m odel,(b)forelectronsusing realistic Coulom b and exchangeintegrals,and (c)forholesusing realistic Coulom b

and exchange integrals. For N = 6,�d1;d2 = �p1;p2 is assum ed. The circles represent electrostatic dots,while lens represent

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

phasesI,II,III,and IV are given in the text.

where Ji;j and K i;j are,respectively,the Coulom b and

exchangeintegralsbetween statesiand j.

Tocalculatetheseaddition energies,onem ust�rstcon-

struct a single-particle Schr�odinger equation m odel. In

thisstep,one m ightneed to accountnotonly forquan-

tum con�nem ent,butalso forelectronicstructuree�ects

such as m ulti-band (light-hole,heavy-hole,conduction)

coupling;inter-valley (�-X -L)coupling;spin-orbit cou-

pling;and the e�ectofstrain and chem icalinterm ixing.

It is then possible to com pute allofthe single-particle

levelspacings and integrals entering Eq. (1),thus pre-

dictthe value of� H F(N � 1;N ).Alternatively,one can

neglect explicitly electronic structure e�ects other than

quantum con�nem ent, and use instead a particle-in-a-

parabolic-box m odel, widely used in this �eld[16, 19].

In this 2D-EM A,the p levels are degenerate (�p1= �p2),

as are the d levels (�d1 = �d2 = �d3) and the splitting

between the s and p levels ("s � "p) and the splitting

("p � "d) between the p and d levels are both equalto

the harm onic oscillator frequency !. Furtherm ore,the

assum ed parabolicity assuresthatanalytic form ulascan

bederived [19]fortheCoulom b and exchangem atrix el-

em ents that relate allintegrals needed for the addition

energiesto the value ofa single Jss,forinstance in Eq.

(1),2Jsp � Jss � K sp = Jss=4. Thus,universalresults

can be derived for electrons and holes as shown in the

right(R)hand side ofFig.1a,forN = 4,5,6.Since the

restriction of the 2D-EM A m odelto degenerate shells

(�p1= �p2, �d1 = �d2 = �d3 ) and to equidistant shells

(�p� �s = �d� �p)m ightberatherstringent[20],weallow

in Fig.1a(R),�p1;p2 = �p2 � �p1 and �p2;d1 = �d1 � �p2 to

vary,calculatingforeach fN ;�p1;p2;�p2;d1gthecon�gura-

tion which m inim izesthetotal-energy.Thisgivesaphase

diagram asa function oftheparam eters�p1;p2 and �p2;d1
in theunitofJss asshown in Fig.1a(R)forparticlenum -

berN = 4,5 ,6.The2D-EM A m odelyieldsforN = 4 two

electronic phases: high-spin I4= (s
"s#)(p

"

1
)(p

"

2
) and low-

spin II4= (s
"s#)(p

"

1
p
#

1
). ForN = 5,we �nd three phases

I5= (s"s#)(p
"

1
)(p

"

2
)(d

"

1
),II5= (s"s#)(p

"

1
p
#

1
)(p

"

2
)and III5=

(s"s#)(p
"

1
p
#

1
)(d

"

1
). For N = 6,we �nd four phases,I6=

(s"s#)(p
"

1
)(p

"

2
)(d

"

1
)(d

"

2
),II6= (s"s#)(p

"

1
p
#

1
)(p

"

2
)(d

"

1
),III6=

(s"s#)(p
"

1
p
#

1
)(p

"

2
p
#

2
)and IV 6= (s"s#)(p

"

1
p
#

1
)(d

"

1
d
#

1
).To de-

cide which ofthese phasesisa ground state,we need to

know in Fig.1a(R)thevalueof�p1;p2=Jss and �p2;d1=Jss.

For electrons in self-assem bled dots,the single-particle

energy spacing isusually m ore than twice the Coulom b

energy, so, �p2;d1 > 2Jss [1, 19]. For holes, �p2;d1 =

1:17Jss wasdeterm ined from recentexperim ents[14,15]

and �p1;p2 = 0isassum ed in 2D-EM A m odel.Thisplaces

in Fig.1a(R)forboth electronsand holes,phasesI4,II5,

III6 as ground states for N = 4,5,6,respectively. The

ground state con�gurations ofthe 2D-EM A m odelare

collected in Fig.1a(L),forN = 1 -6.

For electrons, the ground states of 2D-EM A m odel
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TABLE I: Hole addition energies of self-assem bled InAs/G aAs quantum dots in m eV.The experim entalvalues are from

Ref. [15]atzero m agnetic �eld. The \G round State" valuescorrespond to the low-spin con�gurations as given in Fig.1a(L)

and the \Excited State" values to the high-spin con�gurations assum ed in Ref. 15 and given in Fig.1b(L).The results of

\Pseudopotential+ CI" calculationscorrespond to the con�gurationsfrom Fig.1c(L).

Addition Exp. 2D -EM A m odel Pseudopotential+ CI

Energy G round state Excited state 2R = 20 nm 2R = 25 nm 2R = 27.5 nm

Fig.1a(L) Fig.1b(L) h= 2.5 nm h= 3.5 nm h= 2.5 nm h= 3.5 nm h= 2.5 nm h= 3.5 nm

� h(1;2) 23.9 Fitted Fitted 24.1 19.0 21.9 17.5 21.0 16.7

� h(2;3) 34.2 Fitted Fitted 28.7 21.7 27.2 21.2 26.4 20.6

� h(3;4) 17.1 12 12 18.1 16.9 16.4 15.2 15.6 14.5

� h(4;5) 23.2 21 29 26.4 21.6 25.4 20.8 23.8 20.5

� h(5;6) 15.0 12 18 17.1 16.1 15.3 14.4 15.5 13.7

are corroborated by atom istic pseudopotentialcalcula-

tions [Fig.1b(R)],where we use the Coulom b integrals

obtained from atom isticwavefunctionsforelectronsin a

lensshape InAs/G aAsdotwith 25 nm base and 2.5 nm

height.Thisshapeisrealistic,accordingto experim ental

�ndings[21],and predictsa fundam entalphotolum ines-

cenceline very closeto theoneobserved in thecharging

experim ent [15]at around 1 eV.O verall,the com pari-

son between Figs.2a and Figs.2b showsthatwhile the

phaseboundariescan changesigni�cantly when realistic

wavefunctions are assum ed instead of2D-EM A values,

the ground state sym m etriesforN= 5 and 6 electronsin

self-assem bled dots rem ain unchanged and are far from

othercom peting phases.

The foregoing analysisofloading ofelectrons[4,5,6]

has been sim pli�ed by the fact that the single-band ef-

fective m assm odelisnota drastic approxim ation given

thatin direct-gap zinc-blende m aterialselectronsderive

from a nondegenerate, spin-orbit-free �1c band which

is energetically isolated from other states. The analy-

sis ofloading ofholes, however,does not bene�t from

the sam e sim pli�cation,as holes derive from a m ix of

heavy-and light-hole states,invalidating [22]the classi-

�cation ofhole states as pure s or p or d levels and as

pure heavy-hole or light-hole states [23]. Furtherm ore,

as shown in Fig. 1a(R), unlike electrons, the ground

statesofholesare close to com peting phasesin the 2D-

EM A phasediagram s,which requiream orecarefultreat-

m ent. Nevertheless,the 2D-EM A m odelis stillattrac-

tive in its sim plicity and Reuter et al. [15]used it to

analyze their hole charging results. The value ofJss is

directly accessible from experim ents since it is wellap-

proxim ated by �(1;2). The only rem aining param eter

in the2D-EM A m odelisthesingle-particleenergy split-

ting (�s � �p)= (�p � �d)= ! which can be extracted from

m easuring �(2;3)= (� p � �s)+ Jss=4. Reuteretal[15]

thusdeterm ined Jss= 23.9 m eV and "p � "s = 28 m eV.

Since experim entally �ve addition energiesare available

and only two were used in the �tabove,the problem is

overdeterm ined and itispossible to assesshow wellthe

m odelreproducestherem aining threeexperim entaldata

points.Assum ing�p1;p2= 0and �p2;d1= �d� �p = �p� �s= 28

m eV,yieldstheabovem entioned �p2;d1= 1.17Jss,leading

to the phase diagram ofFig. 1a(R),with ground state

phases:I4,II5 and III6.Ifonecalculatestheaddition en-

ergiesofEq.(1),using these ground-state con�gurations

onegetsthevaluesindicated by \2D-EM A m odelground

state" in Table I. However,this hole addition sequence

contradicts the m agnetic �eld data of Ref. 15, which

show that the hole d-levels are occupied before p-levels

are�lled com pletely (non-Aufbau)[15].To explain their

m agnetic�eld data,Reuteretal.[15]assum ed ahole�ll-

ing sequence[Fig.1b(L)]thatrelieson an ad hocexcited

hole state instead ofthe the ground statespredicted by

the2D-EM A m odel[Fig.1a(L)].In TableI,wecom pare

the ensuing addition energies ofboth the ground state

and excited state con�gurations with experim ents. W e

�nd thattheaddition energiesgiven by both scenariosof

Fig.1a(L)and 1b(L)show signi�cantdiscrepanciesfrom

the experim entalvalues,with about25 -50 % error.

For holes,the discrepancy between the harm onic os-

cillator results Fig. 1a(L) (Aufbau con�guration) and

the m agnetic �eld data ofFig.1b(L)(non-Aufbau con-

�guration) is di�cult to reconcile within the 2D-EM A

m odel,since even relative large variationsofthe single-

particle energy param eters�p1;p2 and �p2;d1 do notlead

to a ground-state con�guration change from Fig.1a(L)

to Fig.1b(L). O ur atom istic pseudopotential, plus CI

calculations show di�erent ground-state con�gurations

for holes than the above two m odels. As shown in

Fig.1c(R),for N = 4,and N = 5,using an atom istic de-

scription the topology of the phase-diagram s are the

sam e asin the 2D-EM A m odel,butthe boundariesare

shifted. As a result, for N = 4, the hole ground state

is now phase II4= (s
"s#)(p

"

1
p
#

1
), not I4= (s

"s#)(p
"

1
)(p

"

2
)

, and for N = 5, the ground state is phase III5=

(s"s#)(p
"

1
p
#

1
)(d

"

1
),not II5= (s"s#)(p

"

1
p
#

1
)(p

"

2
). For N = 6,

the topology ofthe phase digram changed com pletely:

phase I6= (s
"s#)(p

"

1
)(p

"

2
)(d

"

1
)(d

"

2
) disappeared, and the

ground state is now IV 6= (s"s#)(p
"

1
p
#

1
)(d

"

1
d
#

1
). The
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TABLE II:FirstholeCoulom b energy Jss and single-particle

energy levelspacings in m eV,from atom istic pseudopoten-

tial calculations for six di�erent self-assem bled len-shaped

InAs/G aAsquantum dots.

2R = 20 nm 2R = 25 nm 2R = 27.5 nm

h= 2.5 h= 3.5 h= 2.5 h= 3.5 h= 2.5 h= 3.5

Jss 27.2 22.1 25.1 20.4 24.2 19.6

�p1;p2 10.9 11.3 7.1 9.5 5.8 7.9

�p2;d1 4.5 3.4 8.34 2.4 9.4 3.9

ground-state con�gurations are listed in Fig.1c(L) for

N = 1 -6. Using these new ground states,Table Icom -

pares the experim ental addition energies and the cal-

culated results for six di�erent InAs/G aAs lens shaped

quantum dotsofdi�erentbasesand heights. Very good

agreem entisobtained forthe InAsdotwith 20 nm base

and 2.5 nm height,with di�erencesin theaddition ener-

gies ofless than 16% ,com pared with alm ost50% error

in 2D-EM A m odel(despite the factthattwo ofthe ad-

dition energies were �tted). The param eters �p1;p2 and

�p2;d1 calculated for di�erent dots are given in Table II

and asshown in Fig.1c(R),liecloseto thecenterofthe

predicted phases II4,III5 and IV 6. This indicates the

stability ofournum ericalresultsagainstpossible varia-

tionsof�p1;p2 and �p2;d1 dueto shapeanisotropy oralloy

e�ects. The addition energieswe calculate from con�g-

uration interaction are di�erentby about1-3 m eV from

those we calculate in Hartree-Fock,although they give

the sam eground state.

O urpredicted chargingpattern [Fig.1c(L)]showsthat

thelevel�lling by holesdoesnotfollow theAufbau prin-

ciple northe Hund’s rules: d levelsget�lled before the

second p level,despite the fact that the d levelis en-

ergetically m ore than 3 m eV above the second p level.

Thenon-trivialhole�lling pattern isdueto two reasons.

First,thelargep-levelsplittingleadstothep2 levelbeing

energetically closeto the d1 level,i.e.,�p2;d1 issm all.In

Table II,we listthe hole single-particle energy spacings

and the�rstholeCoulom b integralsJss fordi�erentdots.

W e see that�p1;p2 � (0.3 -0.5)� Jss and �p2;d1 � (0.2 -

0.3)� Jss,which di�er signi�cantly from the assum ption

of2D-EM A where,�p1;p2 � 0,and �p2;d1 � Jss.Second,

the Coulom b repulsion between the p1 and the d levelis

lower than that between the two p levels,therefore the

Coulom b energy can overcom ethe single-particleenergy

spacing �p2;d1,leading to the non-Aufbau charging pat-

tern.

An im portantfeatureofthepresenttheory isnotonly

itscom patibility with the zero �eld experim entalresults

butalso with the m agnetic �eld dependence obtained in

Ref. 15. The experim entalresults from Ref. 15 show

thatthe spin Zeem an e�ectissigni�cantly sm allerthan

the orbitalZeem an and in the interpretation ofthe ex-

perim entalresults only the latter has to be taken into

account. W ithin this approxim ation our theoreticalre-

sultsreproducetheexperim entaldataforN = 1-6holes

given in Fig.2 ofRef.15,sinceourresultshavethesam e

totalorbitalangularm om enta.Thedi�erencein the to-

talspin for con�gurations assum ed in Ref. 15 and in

the present work is signi�cant. W e suggest to identify

the spin con�gurationsby m easuring optically the �ne-

structure ofthe N h + e! (N � 1)h transition in large

m agnetic �eld. W hile our suggested con�gurations for

theN = 4,6 holeshaveclosed-shell�llingsand only one

singlelinewith no �ne-structureshould beobserved,the

high-spin con�guration suggested by Reuter etal. [15]

should show a rich �ne-structurethatshould becom eap-

parent,especially athigh m agnetic�elds.

In conclusion,we analyzed the m any-particle con�g-

urationsforelectronsand holesin quantum dotsin the

form ofphase diagram s. From these diagram s,we pre-

dictthatthe hole charging sequence presentssurprising

con�gurations(notexpected from e�ectivem asscalcula-

tions) that violates the Aufbau principle as wellas the

Hund’srule.O urresultsarein good agreem entwith re-

cent experim ental�ndings and provide a novelway to

study the charging ofcarriersin quantum dots.

This work was supported by the US Departm ent of

Energy,O �ceofScience,BasicEnergy Science.

[1]H.D rexler,D .Leonard,W .Hansen,J.P.K otthaus,and

P.M .Petro�,Phys.Rev.Lett.73,2252 (1994).

[2]M .C.B�odefeld,R.J.W arburton,K .K arrai,J.P.K ot-

thaus, G . M edeiros-Ribeiro, and P. M . Petro�, Appl.

Phys.Lett.74,1839 (1999).

[3]D .V.Regelm an,E.D ekel,D .G ershoni,E.Ehrenfreund,

A.J.W illiam son,J.Shum way,A.Zunger,W .V.Schoen-

feld,and P.M .Petro�,Phys.Rev.B 64,165301 (2001).

[4]S. Tarucha, D . G . Austing, T. Honda, R. J. van der

Hage,and L.P.K ouwenhoven,Phys.Rev.Lett.77,3613

(1996).

[5]L.P.K ouwenhoven, T.H.O osterkam p, M .D anoesas-

tro,M .Eto,D .G .Austing,T.Honda,and S.Tarucha,

Science 278,1788 (1997).

[6]M .K astner,PhysicsToday 46,24 (1993).

[7]C.H.Bennett and D .P.D iVincenzo,Nature 404,247

(2000).

[8]A.Im am oglu,D .D .Awschalom ,G .Burkard,D .P.D i-

Vincenzo,D .Loss,M .Sherwin,and A.Sm all,Phys.Rev.

Lett.83,4204 (1999).

[9]G .Yusaand H.Sakaki,Appl.Phys.Lett.70,345 (1997).

[10]M .K routvar,Y.D ucom m un, J.J.Finley, M .Bichler,

G .Abstreiter,and A.Zrenner,Appl.Phys.Lett.83,443

(2003).

[11]P.M ichler,A.K iraz,C.Becher,W .V.Schoenfeld,P.M .

Petro�,L.Zhang,E.Hu,and A.Im am o�glu,Science290,

2282 (2000).

[12]U.Banin,C.J.Lee,A.A.G uzelian,A.V.K adavanich,

A.P.Alivisatos,W .Jaskolski,G .W .Bryant,A.L.Efros,

,and M .Rosen,J.Chem .Phys.109,2306 (1998).



5

[13]J.J.Finley,A.D .Ashm ore,A.Lem aitre,D .J.M owbray,

M .S.Skolnick,I.E.Itskevich,P.A.M aksym ,M .Hopkin-

son,and T.F.K rauss,Phys.Rev.B 63,073307 (2001).

[14]D . Reuter, P. Schafm eister, P. K ailuweit, and A. D .

W ieck,Physica E 21,445 (2004).

[15]D . Reuter, P. K ailuweit, A. D . W ieck, U. Zeitler,

O .W ibbelho�,C.M eier,A.Lorke,and J.C.M aan,Phys.

Rev.Lett.94,026808 (2005).

[16]L. Jacak, P. Hawrylak, and A. W �ojs, Q uantum dots

(Springer-Verlag,1998).

[17]A.J.W illiam son, L.-W .W ang, and A.Zunger, Phys.

Rev.B 62,12963 (2000).

[18]A.Franceschetti, H.Fu, L.-W .W ang, and A.Zunger,

Phys.Rev.B 60,1819 (1999).

[19]R.J.W arburton,B.T.M iller,C.S.D urr,C.Bodefeld,

K .K arrai,J.P.K otthaus,G .M edeiros-Ribeiro,P.M .

Petro�,and S.Huant,Phys.Rev.B 58,16221 (1998).

[20]Indeed,thereare indicationsthatthep-levelsand thed-

levels ofselfassem bled quantum dots are,in fact split.

This is known from m ulti-excitons m easurem ents [3]as

wellas from our theoreticalanalysis [24],showing that

the underlying zinc-blende sym m etry inducessuch split-

ting �p1 6= �p2 and �d1 6= �d2,even forcylindrically sym -

m etric dots.

[21]T.W alther,A.G .Cullis,D .J.Norris,and M .Hopkinson,

Phys.Rev. Lett.86,2381 (2001).

[22]L.He, G .Bester, and A.Zunger, Phys. Rev. B 70,

235316 (2004).

[23]Forexam ple,the �rst3 electron and hole wavefunctions

oflens-shaped InAs/G aAsquantum dotwith base2R = 25

nm and heighth= 3.5 nm areplotted in Ref.22,wherethe

projection ofwavefunctionsinto angularm om entum are

listed in Table II ofRef.22.As can be seen both elec-

tron and holes states are not pure s or p unlike whatis

assum ed in the 2D -EM A.

[24]G . Bester and A. Zunger, Phys. Rev. B 71, 045318

(2005).


