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C orrelation E�ects in Q uantum D ot W ave Function Im aging

M assim o Rontani1 � and Elisa M olinari
1;2

1
INFM -CNR NationalResearch Center on nanoStructures and bioSystem s atSurfaces (S3),M odena,Italy

2
Dipartim ento diFisica,Universit�a degliStudidiM odena e Reggio Em ilia,Via Cam pi213/A,41100 M odena,Italy

W edem onstratethatin sem iconductorquantum dotswavefunctions,asim aged by localtunneling spectroscopies

like STM ,show characteristic signatures ofelectron-electron Coulom b correlation.W e predictthatsuch im ages

correspond to\quasi-particle" wavefunctionswhich cannotbecom puted by standard m ean-�eld techniquesin the

strongly correlated regim e.From the con�guration-interaction solution ofthe few-particle problem forprototype

dots,we �nd thatquasi-particle wavefunction im agesm ay display signaturesofW ignercrystallization.
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1. Introduction

Present single-electron tunneling spectroscopies in

sem iconductorquantum dots1{3) (Q Ds)providespectac-

ularim agesofQ D wavefunctions.4{9) Them easured in-

tensitiesaregenerally identi�ed with the density ofcar-

rierstatesatthe resonanttunneling (Ferm i)energy,re-

solved in eitherreal4{6) orreciprocal7{9) space.However,

Coulom b blockade phenom ena and strong inter-carrier

correlation,which are the �ngerprints of Q D physics,

com plicatetheabovesim plepicture.10) Indeed,Q Dscan

bestronglyinteractingobjectswith acom pletelydiscrete

energy spectrum ,which in turn dependson the num ber

ofelectrons,1,3) N .Therefore,orbitalscan beill-de�ned,

losing their m eaning due to interaction.Also,it is un-

clear how m any electrons one should take into account

to calculatethelocaldensity ofstates,asa particletun-

nels into a Q D and the num ber ofelectrons �lling the

dot
ctuatesbetween N � 1 and N (such 
uctuation is

theorigin ofeithertheCoulom b currentpeak ortheca-

pacitivesignal).9,11{13)

Here we clarify the physical quantities actually

probed by scanning tunneling m icroscopies4{6) (STM )

or m agneto-tunneling spectroscopies7{9,11) ofQ Ds,and

how they depend on interactions.Ifonly onem any-body

state is probed at a tim e, then the signal is propor-

tional to the probability density of the quasi-particle

(Q P)being injected into theinteracting Q D.W edem on-

strate thatthe Q P density dram atically dependson the

strength of correlation inside the dot,and it strongly

deviates from the com m on m ean-�eld (density func-

tionaltheory,Hartree-Fock) picture in physically rele-

vantregim es.

2. T heory ofQ uasi-Particle Im aging

The im aging experim ents,in their essence,m easure

quantities directly proportional to the probability for

transferofan electron through a barrier,from an em it-

ter,where electrons �llin a Ferm isea,to a dot,with

com pletely discrete energy spectrum .In m ulti-term inal

setupsone can neglectthe role ofelectrodesotherthan

the em itter, to a �rst approxim ation. The m easured

quantity can be the current,4,7) the di�erentialconduc-

tance,5,6,8,12) or the Q D capacitance,9,11,13) while the

em ittercan betheSTM tip,4{6) ora n-doped G aAscon-
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tact,7{9,11{13) and the barriercan be the vacuum 4{6) as

wellasa AlG aAsspacer.7{9,11{13)

According to the sem inal paper by Bardeen,14) the

transition probability (atzero tem perature)is given by

theexpression (2�=~)jM j
2
n(�f),whereM isthem atrix

elem entand n(�f)isthe energy density ofthe �nalQ D

states.Thecom m on wisdom would predicttheprobabil-

ity tobeproportionaltothetotaldensity ofQ D statesat

theresonanttunnelingenergy,�f,possiblyspace-resolved

since M would depend on the resonant Q D orbital.15)

Letusnow assum e that:(i)Electronsin the em itterdo

notinteractand theirenergylevelsform acontinuum .(ii)

Electronsfrom the em itteraccessthrough the barriera

single Q D ata sharp resonantenergy,corresponding to

a wellde�ned interacting Q D state.(iii) The xy and z

m otionsofelectronsareseparable,the z axisbeing par-

allelto thetunneling direction.(iv)Electronsin theQ D

alloccupy the sam e con�ned orbitalalong z,�Q D (z).

Then one can show 10) thatthe m atrix elem entM m ay

be factorized as

M / TM ; (1)

whereT isa purely single-particlem atrix elem entwhile

the integralM containsthe whole correlation physics.

Theform erterm isproportionalto thecurrentdensity

evaluated atany pointzbar in the barrier:

T =
~
2

2m �

�

�
�
E(z)

@�Q D (z)

@z
� �Q D (z)

@��
E
(z)

@z

�

z= zbar

;

(2)

where �E(z) is the resonating em itter state along z

evanescentin thebarrierand m � istheelectron e�ective

m ass.The term (2) contains the inform ation regarding

the overlap between em itterand Q D orbitaltailsin the

barrier,�E(z)and �Q D (z),respectively.Since T issub-

stantially independentfrom both N and xy location,its

value isirrelevantin the presentcontext.

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

conveysthe inform ation related to correlation e�ects:

M =

Z

�
�
E(%)’Q D (%)d%; (3)

where’Q D (%)istheQ P wavefunction oftheinteracting

Q D system :16)

’Q D (%)= hN � 1ĵ	(%)jN i: (4)
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Here �E isthe in-plane partofthe em itterresonantor-

bital,	̂(%)isthe ferm ionic �eld operatordestroying an

electron atposition % � (x;y),jN � 1iand jN iare the

Q D interacting ground states with N � 1 and N elec-

trons,respectively (seealsoSec.3).W eom itspin indices

forthe sakeofsim plicity.

Results(3-4)arethe key forpredicting wavefunction

im agesboth in realand reciprocalspace.In STM ,�E (%)

isthelocalized tip wavefunction;ifweideally assum eit

point-like and located at %0,
15) i.e.�E(%)� �(% � %0),

then the signalintensity is proportionalto j’Q D (%0)j
2
,

which isthe usualresultofthe one-electron theory,6,15)

provided the ill-de�ned Q D orbitalis replaced by the

Q P wavefunction unam biguously de�ned by Eq. (4).

In m agneto-tunneling spectroscopy,theem itterin-plane

wavefunction is a plane wave,�E(%) = eik�%,and the

m atrix elem ent (3) is the Fourier transform of ’Q D ,

M = ’Q D (k).Again,we generalize the standard one-

electron result8) by substituting ’Q D (k)forthe Q D or-

bital.Note that M is the relevantquantity also for in-

tensities in space-integrated spectroscopies probing the

Q D addition energy spectrum .12,13)

3. T w o-dim ensionalQ uantum D ot

3.1 The Non-Interacting Case

W enow applythetheoryofSec.2toatwo-dim ensional

parabolic Q D with a few strongly interacting electrons.

The harm onic potentialwas proven to be an excellent

description of several experim ental traps.3) The non-

interacting e�ective-m ass Ham iltonian ofthe i-th elec-

tron is

H 0(i) =
p2i

2m �
+
1

2
m

�
!
2
0%

2
i: (5)

The eigenstates’a(%)of(5)are known asFock-Darwin

orbitals.17) Theirpeculiarshellstructure,with constant

energy spacing ~!0,is represented in Fig.1 up to the

third shell.

s
p

d

N = 6N = 5

Fig. 1. Electronic con�guration ofthe non-interacting quantum

dot ground state asthe electron num ber,N ,
uctuates between

5 and 6.The arrows represent electrons (with their spin) �lling

Fock-D arwin orbitals.The lettersidentify di�erentenergy shells

(the third-shellcentralorbitalhas s character).

W hat is ’Q D (%) in the non-interacting case? Let us

consider e.g.N = 6.Then,the 5-electron ground state

jN � 1i appearing in the de�nition (4) is naturally ob-

tained from the Aufbau principle ofatom ic physics:12)

alland only the lowest-energy Fock-Darwin orbitalsare

�lled in with electronsaccordingto Pauliexclusion prin-

ciple (left panelofFig.1).The 6-electron ground state

j6i = ĉ
y

p"
j5i is obviously obtained from j5i by adding

a spin-up electron into the lowest-energy p-type em pty

orbital (right panel of Fig. 1); here ĉ
y

p"
is the perti-

nent creation operator. By expanding the �eld oper-

ator 	̂ on the Fock-Darwin orbital basis, 	̂(%;sz) =
P

a�
’a(%)��(sz)ĉa� [��(sz)isthespin partoftheelec-

tron wave function with eigenvalue � = ";# and spin co-

ordinate sz],we derive that the orbitalpart ofthe Q P

wavefunction issim ply ’Q D (%)= ’p(%).

Theaboveresultisa sensibleone:asweinjecte.g.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 function ofthe tunneling elec-

tron can be regarded alternatively either asthe lowest-

energyunoccupied orbitalwhen N = 5(Fig.1leftpanel)

or as the highest-energy occupied orbitalwhen N = 6

(Fig.1 rightpanel).In thesection below weconsiderthe

e�ectsofelectron-electron interaction.

3.2 Con�guration-Interaction Approach totheInteract-

ing Problem

Thefully interacting Ham iltonian isthesum ofsingle-

particleterm s(5)plusthe Coulom b term :

H =

N
X

i= 1

H 0(i)+
1

2

X

i6= j

e2

�j%i� %jj
; (6)

where � is the static relative dielectric constant ofthe

hostsem iconductor.W e solve num erically the few-body

problem of Eq. (6), for the ground state at di�erent

N ’s, by m eans of the con�guration interaction (CI)

m ethod,17{19) wherejN iisexpanded in a seriesofSlater

determ inantsbuiltby �lling in a truncated setofFock-

Darwin orbitalswith N electrons,and consistently with

sym m etry constraints.From the solution ofthe result-

ing large-sizem atrix-diagonalization problem ,weobtain

eigenvaluesand eigenvectorsofground-and �rstexcited-

states.20) Then,we evaluate the m atrix elem ent(4),by

decom posing jN iand jN � 1ion theSlaterdeterm inant

basis:the resulting ’Q D (%) is now a m ixture ofdi�er-

entFock-Darwin orbitals,with weightscontrolled by the

strength ofcorrelation.

3.3 Tuning the Strength ofCorrelation

A way ofarti�cially tuning the strength ofCoulom b

correlation in Q Dsistodilutetheelectron density.W hile

the kinetic energy term scales as r�2s ,rs being the pa-

ram eter m easuring the average distance between elec-

trons,the Coulom b energy scales as r�1s .Therefore,at

low enough density,electronspassfrom a\liquid"phase,

wherelow-energy m otion isequally controlled by kinetic

and Coulom b energy,to a \crystallized" phase,rem ines-

cent ofthe W igner crystalin the bulk,where electrons

are localized in space and arrange them selves in a geo-

m etrically ordered con�guration such that electrostatic

repulsion is m inim ized.3) In the latter regim e Coulom b

correlation severely m ixesm any di�erentSlaterdeterm i-

nants,and theCIapproach istheidealtoolto quantita-

tively predictcorrelation e�ects.17)
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ThetypicalQ D lateralextension isgiven by thechar-

acteristic dot radius ‘Q D = (~=m �!0)
1=2, ‘Q D being

the m ean square root of% on the Fock-Darwin lowest-

energy level’s.As we keep N �xed and increase ‘Q D ,

the Coulom b-to-kinetic energy ratio � = ‘Q D =a
�
B [a�B =

~
2�=(m �e2) is the e�ective Bohr radius of the dot]21)

increasesaswell,driving the system into the \W igner"

regim e.22) Asa rough indication,considerthatfor� � 2

orlowertheelectronicground stateisliquid,whileabove

� � 4 electronsform a \crystallized" phase.21)

4. From high to low electron density: W igner

crystallization

Figure 2 shows the square m odulus ofthe Q P wave

function,corresponding to theinjection ofthe6-th elec-

tron,in the xy plane forthree di�erentvalues of�.As

� increases(from top to bottom ),the density decreases

going from the non-interacting lim it (Fig.2,top panel,

� = 0:5),deep into the W igner regim e (Fig.2,bottom

panel,� = 10).Athigh density (� = 0:5,approxim ately

corresponding to the electron density ne = 3:8 � 1012

cm �2 )thewavefunction substantially coincideswith the

non-interactingFock-Darwinporbital’p(%)ofFig.1.By

increasing theQ D radius(and �),theQ P wavefunction

weightm oves towardslargervalues of%.By m easuring

lengthsin unitsof‘Q D ,asitisdonein Fig.2,thistrivial

e�ectshould betotally com pensated.However,weseein

them iddlepanelofFig.2 (� = 4,ne � 1:5� 1010 cm �2 )

thatthenow m uch strongercorrelation isresponsiblefor

an unexpected weightreorganization,which isrelated to

theform ation ofan outer\ring" ofcrystallized electrons

in theW ignerm olecule.21) Such tendency isclearly con-

�rm ed at even lower densities (� = 10,ne � 1:3� 109

cm �2 ).Now,togetherwith the outerring,a new struc-

ture is visible close to the Q D center (if % ! 0 then

’Q P ! 0 due to the orbitalp sym m etry).Such com plex

shapeisconsistentwith theonsetofa solid phasewith 5

electronssitting attheapicesofa regularpentagon plus

oneelectron atthe center.21,23,24)

In Fig.2 the absolute Q P weighthasbeen arbitrarily

renorm alized,which webelievetobeasensibleprocedure

in view ofcom parisonwith experim entalim ages.In order

to illustrate a second correlation e�ect,in addition to

shapechanges,in Fig.3weplottheabsolutevalueofthe

Q P wavefunction asafunction ofx aty = 0,forthesam e

valuesof� asin Fig.2.10) Figure3 clearly dem onstrates

a dram aticweightlossas� isincreased:thestrongerthe

correlation,them oree�ectivetheorthogonality between

interacting states.Note also in Fig.3 thatthe shoulder

ofthe outer Q P peak close to the Q D center is clearly

visiblefor� = 10.

5. P resent Status ofIm aging Experim ents

Am ong the existing im aging tunneling experi-

m ents,4{6,8,9,11) two have speci�cally focused on results

in the presenceofseveralcarriersin the Q D.9,11)

A �rstexperim ent9) concerned electronsin InAsself-

assem bled Q Dsin the non interacting high-density lim it

(� � 0:5). This work dem onstrates the experim ental

im aging ofan Aufbau-like �lling sequence as up to six

electronsaresequentially injected into the Q Ds.In par-

Fig. 2. Square m odulusofthe quasi-particlewavefunction in the

quantum dot plane for three di�erent values ofthe dim ension-

lessparam eter�.Thisquantity isproportionalto theSTM signal

when theelectron num berN 
uctuatesbetween 5 and 6.A s� in-

creases(from top to bottom )the density decreasesand the wave

function shape evolvesfrom a characteristic p-type Fock-D arwin

orbital(top panel,� = 0:5)into a com plex �gure peculiarofthe

\crystallized" phase (bottom panel,� = 10).The wave function

norm alization is arbitrary and the length unit is the character-

istic dotradius ‘Q D .

ticular,the speci�c �lling sequence can be understood

in term s ofthe consecutive �lling ofthe s orbital�rst,

then oneofthetwoporbitalsofthesecond shell(Fig.1),

and eventually theotherone.Theabovesequencedi�ers

from thatexpected accordingtoHund’srule,nam ely the

third and fourth electrons should separately �llin the

two p orbitalswith parallelspins.12) Thedeviation from

the above rule is attributed to either piezoelectric ef-

fectsorto a slightelongation oftheInAsisland shape.9)

However,m any Q Dswereprobed atonceand theabove

interpretation cannotbe regarded asde�nitive.

In a second experim entthe im aging ofInAsQ D hole
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Fig. 3. Q uasi-particle 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 norm alization is absolute.A s � in-

creasesthe totalweightdecreasesfrom 0.97 (� = 0:5)up to 0.15

(� = 10).

wavefunctionswasaddressed.11) Theauthorsobservean

anom alous�lling sequenceup to 6 holes(s,s,p,p,d,d)

and interpret it in term s ofa generalized Hund’s rule

for the two p and the two d orbitals together,nam ely

the totalspin should be m axim ized as N increases as

an e�ect ofstrong Coulom b correlation.Assum ing rea-

sonable hole param eters as � = 12:4,~!0 = 25 m eV,

m � = 0:3m e,we estim ate,within the sim ple parabolic

potentialm odel,the key param eter � to be 1.46.Such

value iscom parable to those oftypicaldevices12) show-

ing \standard" Aufbau physics and it seem s to us too

sm allto supportclaim sofqualitatively new correlation

e�ects.17) An alternative explanation of the �lling se-

quence could be related to m erely single particle e�ects

arising from the com plex hole band structure.Speci�-

cally,assum ing orbitalenergiesto be ordered ass,p,d

and no shelldegeneracy,then electronsshould consecu-

tively �llin such orbitals and Hund’s rule would never

hold.Such interpretation seem sto becon�rm ed by inde-

pendent theoreticalwork.25) Further m easurem ents,as

a function ofthe m agnetic �eld parallelto z,could be

usefulto clarify the question.

From theabovediscussion itappearsthatexperim en-

talinvestigationsofQ P wavefunctionsin regim eswhere

correlation e�ects are signi�cant are lacking so far.W e

hopethatourresultswillstim ulatefurtherexperim ents.

6. C onclusions

In conclusion,wehaveshown thatQ P wavefunctions

ofQ Dsareextrem ely sensitivetoelectron-electron corre-

lation,and m ay di�erfrom single-particlestatesin phys-

ically relevantcases.Thisresultisofinterestto predict

the real-and reciprocal-space wave function im agesob-

tained by tunneling spectroscopies,aswellasthe inten-

sities ofaddition spectra ofQ Ds.W e believe that our

�ndings willbe im portant also for other strongly con-

�ned system s,likee.g.nanostructuresatsurfaces.26)
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