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Correlation E ects in Quantum D ot W ave Function Im aging
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W e dem onstrate that In sem iconductor quantum dots wave fiinctions, as In aged by local tunneling spectroscopies
like STM , show characteristic signatures of electron-electron Coulom b correlation. W e predict that such in ages
correspond to \quasiparticle" wave functionswhich cannot be com puted by standard m ean- eld techniques in the
strongly correlated regin e. From the con guration-interaction solution of the few -particle problem for prototype
dots, we nd that quasiparticle wavefunction in agesm ay display signatures of W igner crystallization.
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1. Introduction

Present singleelectron tunneling spectroscopies n
sem iconductor quantum dots't®) QD s) provide spectac-
ular in ages of QD wave fiinctions?{®) The m easured in-
tensities are generally identi ed w ith the density of car-
rier states at the resonant tunneling Fem i) energy, re—
solved in either real'®) or reciprocal’ t®) space.H ow ever,
Coulomb blockade phenom ena and strong inter-carrier
correlation, which are the ngerprints of QD physics,
com plicate the above sin ple picture !®) Indeed, QD s can
be strongly interacting ob fctsw ith a com pletely discrete
energy spectrum , which in tum depends on the num ber
ofelectrons,’’ ¥ N . T herefore, orbitals can be illde ned,
losing their m eaning due to interaction. A lso, it is un—
clear how m any electrons one should take into account
to calculate the localdensity of states, as a particle tun—
nels into a QD and the number of electrons lling the
dot ctuates between N 1l and N (such wuctuation is
the origin of either the C oulom b current peak or the ca—
pacitive signal) 21113

Here we clarify the physical quantities actually
probed by scanning tunneling m icroscopies® (STM )
or m agneto-~tunneling spectroscopies’ (°11) of QD s, and
how they depend on interactions. Ifonly onem any-body
state is probed at a time, then the signal is propor-
tional to the probability density of the quasipartick
@ P) being Incted Into the interacting QD .W e dem on—
strate that the QP densiy dram atically depends on the
strength of correlation inside the dot, and it strongly
deviates from the common mean- eld (densiy func-
tional theory, HartreeFock) picture in physically rele—
vant regim es.

2. Theory ofQuasiP article Im aging

The in agihg experim ents, in their essence, m easure
quantities directly proportional to the probabiliy for
transfer of an electron through a barrier, from an em i-
ter, where electrons 1l In a Fem i sea, to a dot, with
com pletely discrete energy spectrum . In m ultiterm inal
setups one can neglect the rol of electrodes other than
the em itter, to a st approxin ation. The m easured
quantity can be the current,*”’ the di erential conduc—
tance,” % 812) or the QD capacitance,’ '3 whik the
em itter can be the STM tip,*!® ora n-doped G aA s con-
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tact,’ {91113 gand the barrier can be the vacuum 4{®

wellasa A IG aA s spacer. {7/11{13)

According to the sem inal paper by Bardeen,'*) the
transition probability (at zero tem perature) is given by
the expression 2 =~) M jzn (f),whereM isthem atrix
elem ent and n ( ¢) is the energy density ofthe nalQD
states. The comm on w isdom would predict the probabilk-
iy to be proportionalto the totaldensity ofQ D statesat
the resonant tunneling energy, ¢,possbly spaceresolved
since M would depend on the resonant QD orbitall®
Let usnow assum e that: (i) E lectrons in the em itter do
not Interact and theirenergy levels form a continuum . (i)
E lectrons from the em itter access through the barrier a
single QD at a sharp resonant energy, corresoonding to
a wellde ned interacting QD state. (ili) The xy and z
m otions of electrons are separable, the z axis being par-
allel to the tunneling direction. (i) E lectrons in the QD
all occupy the sam e con ned orbial along z, ¢p (2).
Then one can show'? that the m atrix element M m ay
be factorized as

as

M / TM; 1)

where T is a purely singleparticle m atrix elem ent while
the ntegralM contains the whole correlation physics.

T he form erterm is proportionalto the current density
evaluated at any point z,,, In the barrier:

2
~ @ gp @) @ g ()
T= — i
2m e @) Qz oo (@) Qz S
@)
where g (z) is the resonating em itter state along z

evanescent in the barrierand m  is the electron e ective
mass. The tem  (2) contains the Infom ation regarding
the overlap between em itter and QD orbialtails in the
barrder, g (z) and ¢p (z), respectively. Snce T is sub-—
stantially independent from both N and xy location, is
value is irrelevant in the present context.

On the other hand, the in-plane m atrix elem ent M

conveys the Inform ation related to correlation e ects:
Z

M = g &) op ()d5%; 3)
where / o (&) isthe QP wavefiinction of the interacting
QD system %

Top B)=MW 15 @)N i: @)
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Here g isthe inplane part of the em iter resonant or—
bital, ") is the form jonic eld operator destroying an
electron at position % =;v), N liand N iare the
QD interacting ground states wih N 1 and N elec-
trons, regoectively (see also Sec.3).W e om it goin indices
for the sake of sin plicity.

Results (34) are the key for predicting wave function
In agesboth In realand reciprocalspace. n STM , g %)
is the localized tip wave function; ifwe deally assum e it
point-like and located at %,,'% ie. g (&) & %),
then the signal intensity is proportionalto § gp (%0)]2,
which is the usual result of the one-electron theory,®’ >
provided the ilkde ned QD orbital is replaced by the
QP wavefunction unambiguously de ned by Eqg. @).
In m agneto-tunneling spectroscopy, the em itter n-plane
wavefiinction is a plane wave, g &) = ¥ *, and the
matrix element (3) is the Fourder transform of ' g4p,
M = "4p k).Agalh, we generalize the standard one—
electron resul®) by substituting ’ op k) orthe QD or-
bial. Note that M is the relevant quantiy also for in—
tensities In space-integrated spectroscopies probing the
QD addition energy spectrum 12:13)

3. Two-dim ensionalQ uantum D ot

3.1 The Non-Interacting Case

W enow apply the theory ofSec.2 to a two-din ensional
parabolic 0D wih a few strongly interacting electrons.
T he ham onic potential was proven to be an excellent
description of several experin ental traps.3’ The non-
Interacting e ective-m ass H am iltonian of the i-th elec—
tron is

2m 2 0
The elgenstates ’ ; %) of () are known as Fock-D arw In
orbitals!” Their peculiar shell structure, w ith constant
energy spacing ~!gy, is represented In Fig. 1 up to the
third shell.
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Fig. 1. Electronic con guration of the non-interacting quantum
dot ground state as the electron num ber, N , uctuates between
5 and 6. The arrow s represent electrons w ith their spin) ling
Fock-D arw in orbitals. T he letters identify di erent energy shells
(the third-shell central orbitalhas s character).

W hat is ' gp (¢) In the non-interacting case? Let us
consider eg.N = 6. Then, the 5-electron ground state
N 1i appearing in the de niion 4) is naturally ob—
tained from the Aufbau principle of atom ic physics:?
all and only the lowest-energy Fock-D arw in orbitals are
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lled in w ith electrons according to P auliexclusion prin—
ciple (eft panel ofFig. 1). T he 6-electron ground state
$i= ¢, Pi is cbvicusly obtained from Hi by adding
a spin-up electron into the lowestenergy p-type em pty
orbital (right panel of Fig. 1); here é;.. is the perti-
nent creation operator. By expanding the eld oper—
@tor " on the Fock-D arwin orbital basis, A(%;sz) =

. "a®) ()& [ (s;) isthe spin part of the elec-
tron wave finction w ith eigenvaluie =";# and spin co—
ordinate s, ], we derive that the orbital part of the QP
wave function is simply "gp (3)= ", (%).

T he above result isa sensible one:aswe ngct eg.via
the STM tip an additional electron to the 5-electron
ground state and N oscillatesbetween 5 and 6 Fig.1),
the non-interacting wave fiinction of the tunneling elec—
tron can be regarded altematively either as the lowest—
energy unoccupied orbitalwhen N = 5 Fig.1 kft panel)
or as the highest-energy occupied orbitalwhen N = 6
(F ig.1 right panel) . In the section below we consider the
e ects of electron-electron interaction.

32 Con guration-Interaction A pproach to the Interact-
ing P robkm
T he fully interacting H am iltonian is the sum ofsingle—
particke temm s (5) plus the Coulomb temm :
b 1X &

Ho@+ = —; ©)
° 2 Fi %57

H =

i=1 i6 3
where is the static relative dielectric constant of the
host sem iconductor. W e solve num erically the few -body
problem of Eqg. (6), for the ground state at di erent
N '’s, by means of the con guration interaction (C1I)
m ethod,’”11®) where N i is expanded in a serdes of Slater
determ inants built by lling in a truncated set of Fock-
Darmw In orbitalswith N electrons, and consistently w ith
symm etry constraints. From the solution of the result-
Ing large-size m atrix-diagonalization problem , we obtain
eigenvalues and eigenvectors ofground—and rst excited-
states??) Then, we evaluate the m atrix elem ent (4), by
decom posing N iand N 1i on the Slater determ inant
basis: the resulting ' gp (%) is now a m ixture of di er—
ent Fock-D arw In orbitals, w ith weights controlled by the
strength of correlation.

3.3 Tuning the Strength of C orrelation

A way of arti cially tuning the strength of Coulomb
correlation In Q D s isto dilute the electron density.W hile
the kinetic energy tem scales as J:S2 , Is being the pa-
ram eter m easuring the average distance between elec—
trons, the Coulomb energy scals as rs:L . Therefore, at
Jow enough density, electronspass from a \liquid" phase,
where low -energy m otion is equally controlled by kinetic
and C oulom b energy, to a \crystallized" phase, rem nes-
cent of the W igner crystal in the bul, where electrons
are localized In space and arrange them selves in a geo—
m etrically ordered con guration such that electrostatic
repulsion is m nin ized 3’ In the latter regin e Coulomb
correlation severely m ixesm any di erent Slater detemm i-
nants, and the C I approach is the idealtoolto quantita—
tively predict correlation e ects.!”
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The typicalQ D lateralextension is given by the char-
acteristic dot radius L\p = (=m !¢)'2, L, behng
the m ean square root of $ on the Fock-D arw In lowest—
energy kevel’ ;.Aswe keep N xed and increase 4p ,
the Coulomb-tokinetic energy ratio = YLp=ay kg =
~* =@ ¢&°) is the e ective Bohr radius of the dotF
Increases as well, driving the system into the \W igner"
regin e??) A s a rough indication, consider that for 2
or low er the electronic ground state is liquid, w hile above

4 electrons orm a \crystallized" phase2?

4. From high to low electron density: W igner
crystallization

Figure 2 shows the square m odulus of the QP wave
fiinction, corresponding to the inection ofthe 6-th elec—
tron, In the xy plane for three di erent valuesof .As

Increases (from top to bottom ), the density decreases
going from the non-interacting lim it Fig. 2, top panel,

= 0:5), desp into the W igner regine ' ig. 2, bottom
panel, = 10).Athigh density ( = 0:5, approxin ately
corresponding to the electron density n. = 38  10'?
an ? ) the wave fiilnction substantially coincidesw ith the
non-interacting Fock-D arw in p orbital’ , (3) ofFig.1.By
Increasing the QD radius (@nd ), the QP wave fnction
welght m oves tow ards Jarger valies of $. By m easuring
lengths in units of 3 , as it isdone in Fig. 2, this trivial
e ect should be totally com pensated. H owever, we see in
them iddle panelofFig.2 ( = 4,n. 15 10%am 2)
that the now m uch stronger correlation is responsible for
an unexpected w eight reorganization, which is related to
the form ation of an outer \ring" of crystallized electrons
in the W ignerm olecule?!) Such tendency is clearly con-

med at even ower densities ( = 10,n. 13 10°
an ?).Now, together w ith the outer ring, a new struc-
ture is visble close to the QD center (if $ ! 0 then
"op ! 0 due to the orbitalp symm etry) . Such com plex
shape is consistent w ith the onset ofa solid phasew ith 5
electrons sitting at the apices of a reqular pentagon plus
one electron at the center?!23:24)

In Fig. 2 the absolute QP weight has been arbirarily
renomm alized, w hich we believe to be a sensible procedure
in view ofcom parison w ith experin entalin ages. In order
to illustrate a second correlation e ect, in addition to
shape changes, in F ig. 3 we plot the absolute value of the
QP wave function asa function ofx aty = 0, forthesam e
valiesof asin Fig.2!% Figure 3 clearly dem onstrates
a dram aticweight lossas is Increased: the stronger the
correlation, them ore e ective the orthogonality betw een
Interacting states. Note also in Fig. 3 that the shoulder
of the outer QP peak close to the QD center is clearly
visble for = 10.

5. Present Status of Im aging E xperim ents

Among the existing imagihg tunneling experi-
m ents,? (68211 o have speci cally Hcused on results
in the presence of several carriers in the 9D /1Y

A rst experin ent” concemed electrons in A s self-
assam bled QD s in the non interacting high-densiy lim i
( 05). This work dem onstrates the experim ental
In agihg of an Aufau-lke 1ling sequence as up to six
electrons are sequentially infected into the QD s. In par-

Fig. 2. Squarem odulusofthe quasiparticle wave function in the
quantum dot plane for three di erent values of the dim ension-
lessparam eter .Thisquantity isproportionalto the STM signal
w hen the electron num berN uctuatesbetween 5and 6.As in-
creases (from top to bottom ) the density decreases and the wave
function shape evolves from a characteristic p-type Fock-D arw in
orbital (top panel, = 0:5) into a com plex gure peculiar of the
\crystallized" phase (pottom panel, = 10).The wave function
nom alization is arbitrary and the length unit is the character—
istic dot radius gp .

ticular, the speci ¢ 1ling sequence can be understood
In term s of the consecutive ling of the s orbital rst,
then one ofthe two p orbitals ofthe second shell Fig. 1),
and eventually the other one. T he above sequence di ers
from that expected according to Hund’s rule, nam ely the
third and fourth electrons should separately 1l in the
two p orbitals w ith parallel spins!?’ The deviation from
the above rul is attrbuted to either piezoelectric ef-
fects or to a slight elongation of the A s island shape.”
However, m any QD s were probed at once and the above
Interpretation cannot be regarded as de nitive.

In a second experin ent the mm aging of mMAsQD hol



e J \ \
/ \ --A=0.5

g j v --A=4

Lo02- A\ A=10 |

&) 1 v -

% 1 \‘

- _’ //"T.\\

<]>') 0 1,1 // \_ \\ |

© / i \\ \\

; /

= ey, N

o .l// N

g, | | | T~

0 1 2 3 4
X

Fig. 3. Quasiparticle wave function vs. x (y = 0) for di er-

ent -values. W e use the sam e param eters as in Fig. 2 except
that now the wave function nom alization is absolute.As in-
creases the totalw eight decreases from 0.97 ( = 0:5) up to 0.15
( = 10).

wave fiinctions was addressed 1) T he authors cbserve an
anom alous lling sequence up to 6 holks (s, s, p,p,d, d)
and iInterpret it in tem s of a generalized Hund’s rule
for the two p and the two d orbitals together, nam ely
the total spin should be m axin ized as N increases as
an e ect of strong Coulomb correlation. A ssum ing rea—
sonabl hole param eters as = 124, ~!y = 25 mev,
m = 03m,., we estim ate, within the sim ple parabolic
potential m odel, the key param eter to be 1.46. Such
value is com parable to those of typical devices'?) show —
ng \standard" Aufbau physics and it seem s to us too
an all to support clain s of qualitatively new correlation
e ects!” An altemative explanation of the Illing se—
quence could be related to m erely single particle e ects
arising from the com plex hole band structure. Speci —
cally, assum ing orbital energies to be ordered as s, p, d
and no shell degeneracy, then electrons should consecu-—
tively 11 in such orbitals and Hund’s rule would never
hold. Such interpretation seem sto be con m ed by inde—
pendent theoretical work 2% Further m easurem ents, as
a function of the m agnetic eld paralkl to z, could be
usefiil to clarify the question.

From the above discussion it appears that experin en—
talinvestigations ofQ P wave functions in regim es where
correlation e ects are signi cant are lacking so far. W e
hope that our results w ill stim ulate further experin ents.

6. Conclusions

In conclusion, we have shown that Q P wave functions
0fQ D sare extrem ely sensitive to electron-electron corre—
lation, and m ay di er from sihgle-particle states in phys—
ically relevant cases. T his result is of interest to predict
the real}and reciprocalspace wave function in ages ob—
tained by tunneling spectroscopies, as well as the inten—
sities of addition spectra of QD s. W e believe that our

ndings w ill be In portant also for other strongly con—
ned system s, lke eg. nanostructures at surfaces?®
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