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Spontaneous Spin P olarization in Q uantum W ires
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A num ber of recent experim ents report spin polarization in quantum wires in the absence of

m agnetic

elds. These observations are In apparent contradiction w ith the Ligb-M attis theorem ,

which forbids spontaneous spin polarization in one dim ension. W e show that su clently strong
Interactions between electrons induce deviations from the strictly one-din ensional geom etry and
Indeed give rise to a ferrom agnetic ground state In a certain range of electron densities.

PACS numbers: 7321 Hb,73.63Nm ,75.10Pq,7530Et

Quantum w ires are quastone-dim ensional structures
which, although conceptually sin ple, display extrem ely
rich physics that de es conventional intuition developed
for tw o—and three-dim ensional conductors. T he study of
transport properties of quantum w ires has o ered a di-
rect glim pse into the quantum world through the quanti-
zation of conductance in integerm ultiples of G, = 2e?=h
'E:]. Recently, one of the m ost exotic im plications of
one-din ensiona]jty| the existence of separate spin and
charge excji:au'ons| has been dem onstrated experin en—
tally @1.

In a num ber of recent experin ents on quantum w ires,
deviations from perfect conductance quantization have
been observed B, 'fJ:, :_ , :_6, :_7!, :g, :ﬁj]. M ost comm only the
experim ental ndingshave been interpreted as indication
of spontaneous spin polarization t_3, :fl, E, :_6, :_7:, :_3]. How—
ever, or a strictly one-din ensional system this possbil-
ity is explicitly forbidden by a theorem due to E. Lib
and D .M attis [_19'], based on very generalm athem atical
properties of the Schrodinger equation describing these
Interacting electronic system s. A lthough a num ber of in—
terpretations of the conductance anom alies that do not
rely on the idea of spin polarization have been proposed
i_ﬁ, :_l-]_;, :_1-2_;, :_l-I_;], the experin ents do raise a fundam ental
question: Can the ground state of the ekctron system in
a quantum w ire be ferrom agnetic?

The only way to circum vent the Lieb-M attis theorem
is to recognize that realistic quantum w ires are not In
essence one-din ensional devices. Attem pts in that di-
rection have been m ade f_l-é_L‘], requiring, however, a fully
tw o-din ensional structure as a starting point. By con—
trast, we start w ith the conventionalm odelofan electron
gas in a quantum w ire and show that strong C oulom b in-
teractionsboth cause deviations from one-dim ensionality
and bring about a ferrom agnetic ground state.

Typical experim ents are done wih quantum w ires
that are form ed at the interfaces of G aA s/A IG aA s het—
erostructures. A voltage applied to m etal gates provides
a con ning potential in the directions transverse to the
w ire and, In addition, allow s one to tune the electron den—
sity In the wire. W hile conductance plateaus at integer
multiplesofG ¢ are observed in the high density regin g, a
drop In conductance comm only attributed g,:fl,:_fi,:g,:j,:_é%]

to spin polarization has been observed Ej, :ff, E, :_d, -'_.,:3,?9]
In the region of gate voltages w here the electron density
isvery low .

A s the density n of electrons is lowered, Coulomb in—
teractionsbecom e m ore In portant, and at n aB1 they
dom inate over the kinetic energy. Here ag = ~? =m &
is the Bohr radius in the m aterial, is its dielectric con—
stant, and m is the e ective electron m ass; ag 10 in
G aA s.) In this lim it the electrons can be view ed as classi-
calparticles. In order to m inim ize theirm utualC oulom b
repulsion, electrons occupy equidistant positions along
the w ire, form ing a structure w ith short-range crystalline
order| the socalled W igner crystal. Upon increasing
the density, the Interelectron distance din inishes, and
the resulting stronger electron repulsion eventually over—
com es the con ning potential, transform ing the classical
one-din ensional W igner crystal into a staggered or zig—
zag chain {[5]. Typical structures for di erent densities
areshown in Fig. 1.

Q uantum -m echanically, spin-spin interactions in the
W igner crystalarise due to exchange processes, In which
tw o electrons sw itch positions by tunneling through the
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FIG .1: W ignercrystalofelectrons in a quantum wirede ned
by gates (shaded). T he structure is determ ined by the param —
eter proportional to electron densiy (see text). A s density
grow s, the one-dimn ensional crystal (a) gives way to a zig-zag
chain (bd). The arrows in (o) illustrate the nearest neighbor
(J1) and nextnearest neighbor (J,) exchange processes.
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potential barrier that separates them . The barrier is
created by the two exchangihg particles as well as all
other electrons In the w ire. O righhating in tunneling, the
exchange energy associated w ith such processes falls o
exponentially with the distance between the electrons.
As a result, only the nearestneighbor exchange is rele-
vant In a one-din ensionalcrystal. T he corresponding ex—
change constant is positive, leading to an antiferrom ag—
netic ground state In accordance w ith the Lieb-M attis
theoram ﬂ_l-(_i]

A very di erent situation arises when one considers
them ost trivialdeviation from the one-dim ensionalcrys—
tal, nam ely the zig—zag chain introduced above. For that
structure, depending on the distance between the two
row s which varies as a function of density, the distance
betw een nextnearest neighborsm ay be equalto or even
an aller than the distance between nearest neighbors, as
ilustrated n Fig. 1(c,d). A coordingly, the next-nearest
neighbor exchange constant J, m ay be equalto or larger
than the nearest neighbor exchange constant J;. The
corresponding spin chain isdescribed by the H am ittonian

X
Hiz=
j

(J1S4S4+1 + J254S5+2) ¢ 1)

T he com petition between the two exchanges causes frus—
tration ofthe antiferrom agnetic spin orderand eventually
leads to a gapped din erized ground state at J, > 024J;,
ﬁ_l@l, :_Z[]‘, :_EQ‘] In addition, draw ing intuition from studies
of the two-din ensionalW igner crystal, one realizes that
In this geom etry ring-exchange processes, in which three
or m ore particls exchange posiions in a cyclic fashion,
have to be considered.

Tt hasbeen established that, due to sym m etry proper—
ties of the ground state wave functions, ring exchanges
ofan even num ber of ferm ions favor antiferrom agnetisn ,
w hile those ofan odd num ber of ferm ions favor ferrom ag—
netisn l_l-gi] In a zigzag chai, the Ham itonian reads

1X

2
3

H = JiPy31+ 2Py B Ciw132+ Py2s1g)

+ I3 PyH143%2F Py2wssn1s) i @)

w here the exchange constants are de ned such that all
J; > 0 and only the dom inant I-particle exchanges are
shown. Herg, P ...;5, denotes the cyclic pemm utation op-—
erator of 1 spins. A more fam iliar form of the Ham i
tonian In term s of spin operators is obtained using that
Pij= 5+ 25:Syand Py uuy = Py 3Py 1Py g, f}f_i]-
In particular, the two-spin exchanges reduce to Eq. @).
T he sin plest ring exchange involves three particles and
is therefore ferrom agnetic. E xtensive studies of the two-
din ensionalW igner crystalhave shown that, at low den—
sities (or strong interactions), the threeparticle ring ex—
change dom inates over the two-particle exchange. As
a resul, the two-din ensional W igner crystal becom es

ferrom agnetic at su ciently strong interactions [Z_bj 2_1_j.
Since the electrons in a two-dim ensionalW igner crystal
form a triangular lattice, by analogy, one should expect
a sin ilar e ect In the zig—zag chain at densities where
the electrons form approxin ately equilateral triangles,
Fig. 1l(). In order to verify this scenario, we have to
dentify the electron con guration that is stable at a
given density and subsequently nd the corresponding
exchange energies.

Speci cally, we oconsider a quantum wire wih a
parabolic con ning potentialVeenely) = m  2y?=2, where

is the frequency of ham onic oscillations in the po—
tential Veone (V). At Iow electron density n In the wire,
a onedim ensional W igner crystal is formed, Fig. 1 @).
A s the density grow s, how ever, the C oulom b interaction
energy becom es com parabl to the con ning potential,
lading to the form ation of a zig—zag chain, as depicted
In Fig. 1(-d). This transition happens when distances
between electrons are of the order of the characteristic
kngth scale rp = 2&%=m 2, such that Veons (1) =
Vint (fo), where Vi, (r) = €’= r is the Coulomb interac-
tion energy. It is convenient for the follow ing discussion
to introduce a din ensionless density = nrg.M inin iza-
tion ofthe energy w ih respect to the electron con gura-—
tion {I5] reveals that a one-din ensional crystal is stable
for densities < 0:{78, whereas a zigzag chain formm s
at intemm ediate densities 0:78 < < 1:J5. @At higher
densities, the zig-zag chain gives way to structures w ith
larger num bers of row s f_lg;].) T he distance between row s
grow s w ith density, and the equilateral con guration is
achieved at 146, well wihin the region where the
zig—zag chaln is stable. T herefore, there are strong indica—
tions that the ferrom agnetic state m ay be realized. M ore
speci cally, upon increasing the density one would ex—
pect the system to undergo tw o consecutive phase transi-
tions: rst from an antiferrom agnetic to a ferrom agnetic,
and then to a din er phase. H ow ever, the latter scenario
cannot be established conclusively based sokly on the
two-dim ensional W igner crystal physics. The m ain dif-
ferences are () the presence of a con ning potential as
opposed to the at background in the two-din ensional
case, and even m ore In portantly, (il the change of the
electron con guration w ith density, Fig. 1, as opposed to
the idealtriangular lattice n two din ensions. Below , we
study num erically the exchange energies for the speci ¢
con gurationsofthe zig—zagW ignercrystalin a parabolic
con ning potential.

T he strength ofthe interactions is characterized by the
param eter

2=3

o me! 1

ap 2 2.2 (3)

For r 1, the physics of the system is dom inated
by strong interactions, and a sem iclassical description is
applicable. In order to calculate the various exchange



constants, we use the standard instanton m ethod, also
employed in the study of the two-dim ensional W igner
crystal ﬁ_Z-(_i,:_ig'] W ithin this approach, the exchange con—
stants are given by J, = J, exp ( S=~), where S; is the
value ofthe Euclidean (in aginary tim e) action, evaluated
along the classical exchange pa By m easuring length
and tine in units ofry and T = = 2= , respectively, the

action S [fry( g] is rewritten in the fom S = ~ " ¢,
w here the functional 3
|
z X 1_2 X 1
fry()gl= a4  Z+yvi o+ - 5 @
2 ¥y mJ

1 j j<i

is dim ensionless.

Thus, we_nd the exchange constants in the form J; =
J,exp (1 T ),where the din ensionless coe cients ;
depend only on the electron con guration (cf.Fig.1) or,
equivalently, on density T he instanton trafctories,
and subsequently the exponents ;, are calculated for
each type ofexchange by solving the equations ofm otion
cbtained from the din ensionless action () num erically.

To rst approxin ation, we neglect the m otion of all
\spectators" | the electrons i the crystalto the kft and
to the right of the exchanging particls. F igure 2 show s
the calculated exponents for various exchanges as a fiinc-
tion of dim ensionless density . At strong interactions
(r 1), the exchange w ith the am allest value of ; is
clearly dom inant, and the prefactor J, is of secondary
In portance to our argum ent. The num erical calcula-
tion con m s our originalexpectation: the dom nant ex—
change constant changes from nearest neighbor exchange
J; to threeparticle ring exchange J; to nextnearest
neighbor exchange J, . M ore com plicated ring exchanges
have also been com puted. F igure 2 displaysthe onesw ih
the an allest exponents, nam ely the ourparticle ring ex—
change as well as ve six— and seven-particle ring ex—
changes (dashed lines).

FIG . 2: The exponents ; as functions of the din ensionless
density , com puted w ith frozen spectators. T he insets illus-
trate the fourm ost in portant exchange processes.

FIG . 3: The phase diagram incliding nearest neighbor, next-
nearest neighbor, and threeparticle ring exchanges. T he ef-
fective couplings & and & are de ned in the text. T he solid
line show s schem atically the traversal of the various phases
w ith Increasing din ensionless density , as dictated by the
calculated exchange energies.

If one inclides only the dom inant exchanges J;, Jz,
and Js, the H am iltonian of the corresponding spin chain
takes a sin ple form . N earest and next-nearest neighbor
exchanges are descrbed by Eq. ('_]:) . Furthem ore, the
threeparticle ring exchange does not introduce a new
type of coupling, but m odi es the tw o-particle exchange
constants l_l-gi] For a zigzag crystalwe nd

X
Hiy= & ZSij+1+ SyS4+2 o)

3

Thus the total Ham iltonian still has the form @), but
w ith the e ective tw oparticle exchange constants & =

J1 2% and & = J, % . Therefore, the regions of
negative (ie.ferrom agnetic) nearest and/or next-nearest
neighbor coupling becom e accessble. The phase dia—
gram of the Heisenberg spin chain (L) with both posi-
tive and negative couplings is well studied t_l-gi, :_1-]', :_l-§',
:_2-;%', :_Z-Z_l', 2-5, :_2-§] In addition to the antiferrom agnetic and
din er phases discussed earlier, a ferrom agnetic phase ex—
ists for & < maxf0; 4%g [_iﬁi] The phase diagram

in term s of the e ective exchange constants & and &

is shown in Fig. 3. The solid line represents schem ati-
cally the path ollowed in phase space, according to our
num erical calculation of the exchange constants, as the
density increases. At low densities, the system is close
to one-din ensional and is, therefore, antiferrom agnetic.
In the range of densities corregponding to an \approxi-
m ately equilateral” con guration, the threeparticle ring
exchange is strong, lading to a ferrom agnetic ground
state. F nally, at even higherdensities, frustration caused
by the nextnearest neighbor coupling J, drives the sys—
tem Into a dim erized phase. (N ote that there is som e con—
troversy conceming the physics of the param eter regin e



4 as functions of the

37 a.nd
. The com putation includes 12 m oving
spectator particles on either side of the exchanging particls.
Correctionsto ; from the rem aining spectators do not exceed
0:41% .

FIG .4: The exponents 1, 2,
din ensionless density

4%, < & < 0, where the existence of a spectralgap as-
sociated w ith dim erization has not yet been established
conclusively 6].)

Tt tums out that the above picture, based on the cal-
culation of the exponents to rst approxin ation, is In—
com plete: because only the exchanging particleswere al-
Jowed to m ove whilke all spectators were frozen in place,
the values of ; were overestin ated. Surprisingly, allow —
Ing spectators to m ove results not only in quantitative
but in qualitative changes as seen In Fig. 4. At large
densities, the fourparticle ring exchange J; dom nates
over J, . Contrary to J3, the fourparticle ring exchange
not only m odi es the nearest and next-nearest neighbor
exchange oonstant's| in addition, it Introducesm ore com —
plicated spin interactions @-9'] For the zigzag chain, we

nd
X X3 4 1
Hys = Jg TSij;.lﬂ-Z (Sij+1)(Sj+ZSj+3)
i =1

+ (S4S42) S#1S33) (555 53) (S5#1S32) = (6)
Not much is known about the physics of zig—zag spin
chains w ith interactions of this type. P relin jnary nu-—
m erical studies indicate that the ground state has zero
m agnetization f_Z-]'] Further work is required to identify
the possbly novel spin structures. W e would also lke
to point out that a con ning potential of di erent shape
m ight alter the outcom e of the com petition between the
very close values of , and , at high densities.

In experin ents wih quantum wires, the interaction
strength is not a tunable param eter: it is determm ined
by the electron charge e and the dielectric constant In
the sem iconductor host. H owever, the param eter r can
still be tuned by adjisting the con ning potential. As
r / 273 ,makigthe con nihgpotentialm ore shallow

e ectively increases interaction e ects. Q uantum w ires
In sem iconductor heterostructures are fabricated using
either cleaved-edge-overgrow th or split-gate techniques.
In cleaved-edge-overgrow th w ires i_?.’], we estin ate that
r is at most of order unity due to the steep con ning
potential. A m ore shallow con ning potential is achieved
in split-gate w ires ,4, 13, @, 1]. U sing the device speci —
cations of R ef. i_E;], one obtains values of r in the range
r 3 6. It isnot clear whether these values are large
enough to result In spontaneous soin polarization. The
dealdevices for observation of ferrom agnetism would be
ultra—clean wires w ith w idely separated gates to provide
the m ost shallow con ning potentialpossible.

In conclusion, Interactions lead to deviations from one—
din ensionality In realistic quantum w ires and, as a con—
sequence, the Lieb-M attis theoram no longer applies. W e
have shown that strong enough interactions induce a fer-
rom agnetic ground state In a certain range of electron
densities, w here the electrons form a zig—zagW igner crys—
tal
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