
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
60

13
90

v1
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.m
es

-h
al

l]
  1

7 
Ja

n 
20

06

Spin H ot Spots in vertically-coupled Few -electron Q uantum D ots

Anjana Bagga,Pekka Pietil�aineny and Tapash Chakraborty

Departm ent ofPhysics and Astronom y,University ofM anitoba,W innipeg,Canada R3T 2N2 and
y
Departm ent of Physical Sciences/Theoretical Physics,

P.O . Box 3000, FIN-90014 University of O ulu, Finland

(D ated:D ecem ber23,2021)

The e�ectsofspin-orbit(SO )coupling arising from the con�nem entpotentialin single and two

vertically-coupled quantum dotshave been investigated. O urwork indicatesthata dotcontaining

a single electron shows the lifting ofthe degeneracy ofdipole-allowed transitions at B = 0 due to

the SO coupling which disappears for a dot containing two electrons. For coupled dots with one

electron in each dot,the opticalspectra isnota�ected by the coupling and isthe sam e asthe dot

containing one electron. However,forthe case oftwo coupled dotswhere one partnerdothastwo

interacting electronswhiletheotherdothasonly oneelectron,a rem arkablee�ectisobserved where

the oscillator strength oftwo outoffourdipole-allowed transition lines disappears asthe distance

between the dotsisdecreased.

PACS num bers:71.70.Ej,72.25.D c,72.25.-b

Interestin spin propertiesofsem iconductornanostruc-

tures has increased signi�cantly in recent years due to

theexciting possibility to m anipulateitin solid statede-

vices [1,2]. The role ofSO coupling in nanostructured

system s is im portant in this context because this cou-

pling would providea m eansto inuence the spin states

via the orbitaldegrees of freedom [3]. Q uantum dots

(Q Ds)areparticularly prom ising system sforthesestud-

ies as the electron spin states are very stable in these

zero-dim ensionalsystem sand arem easurable[4].

In quantum dots,spin hotspotsare com posed oftwo

orm orestatesthataredegeneratein the absence ofthe

SO coupling but the degeneracy is lifted due to the SO

coupling[5].Theim portanceofthesehotspotsliesin the

factthat this lifting ofdegeneracy allowsm ixing ofthe

spin-up andspin-downstatesandopensup thepossibility

forspin iptransitionsin thepresenceoftheSO coupling.

Recentstudieshave indicated thatforlaterally coupled

quantum dots,there isno contribution ofthe Bychkov-

Rashba SO potential[6]to the spin hot spots at zero

m agnetic �eld [5]. W e have explored the spin hotspots

in vertically coupled quantum dotswherethey areread-

ily identi�ableand reectsinterestingphysicalproperties

in thepresenceofSO coupling through thelow-lying en-

ergylevelsaswellasin thedipole-allowed opticalabsorp-

tion spectra. To be speci�c,we have studied the e�ect

ofBychkov-RashbaSO coupling in theopticaltransition

spectraand theenergylevelsoftwoparabolicdotsplaced

vertically and interacting only through the Coulom b in-

teraction. Interestingly,the zero-�eld spin hot spots in

ourvertically-coupled Q Dsm anifestsin the dipole tran-

sition energies.Forcoupled Q Dswith onedotcontaining

two electronswhile the otherwith a single electron,the

SO e�ectstrongly dependson theinterdotseparation.It

should bepointed outthata vastliteratureexistson the

electronic propertiesofvertically-coupled quantum dots

[7],butwithoutany spin-orbitinteraction included.The

intereston the role ofSO coupling in coupled quantum

dotshasreached itspeak recently due to itsim portance

in quantum inform ation processing [8].

W ebegin with thelow-lyingenergylevelsand thetran-

sition energiesofa singleelectron in a vertically-coupled

parabolic quantum dot [9,10]in the presence ofa SO

coupling.From the Dirac equation we know thatwhen-

evera spin-halfparticle with charge q m ovesunder the

four-potential(~A;�)the lowest-orderrelativistic correc-

tion leadsto the SO potentialVSO ofthe form

VSO =
q~

4m 2c2
r �(~r)� ~� �

�

~p�
q

c
~A(~r)

�

= �
q~

4m 2c2
~E (~r)� ~� �

�

~p�
q

c
~A~(r)

�

:

In quantum dotsthe electric �eld can arise,forexam ple

from the inversion asym m etry ofthe potentialrestrict-

ing the m otion ofthe electrons (charge e < 0 and ef-

fective m assm �)to a two-dim ensionalplane [11]. Then

the electric �eld would be perpendicularto the plane of

the m otion.Furtherm ore,sincewe m ay wellassum e the

�eld to be nearly hom ogenous within the range ofthe

electron wavefunctionsitcan be replaced to a good ap-

proxim ation with itsaveragevalue.Itisalso custom ary

to collectalltheparam etersincluding theaverageofthe

electric�eld into a single coupling constant� leading to

the fam iliarBychkov-Rashba potential[6]

VSO I = �

h

~� �

�

~p�
e

c
~A(~r)

�i

z

;

forthe SO coupling due to the inversion asym m etry.

Anothersourcefortheelectric�eld in thequantum dot

is ofcourse the potentialVc that con�nes the electrons

into the dot in the two-dim ensionalplane. The �eld ~E

now lies in the plane ofm otion and,ifthe con�nem ent

isrotationally sym m etricitwillbeparallelto theradius

vector~r = (x;y). Itiseasy to see thatthe SO coupling

can now be written as[12]

VSO C = �z
�

~

dVc(r)

dr

�

p� �
e

c
A �(~r)

�

;

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0601390v1


2

wherep
�
and A

�
stand fortheangularcom ponentsofthe

m om entum and thevectorpotential,and whereagain we

have com bined m ostofthe param etersto a constant�.

Ascom pared to theVSO I weseetwo essentialdi�erences

in VSO C .Firstly,thecouplingdependson theposition,in

particularin the case ofthe paraboliccon�nem entVc =
1

2
m �!2

0
r2 itwillbe proportionalto !2

0
r. Secondly,it is

diagonalin spin space.From ourpointofview thislatter

property m akesitvery attractivebecauseitallowsusto

�nd analyticsolutionsforthesingle-particleproblem .It

should be noted,howeverthatin orderto seethee�ects

arising from thecon�nem ent-induced SO coupling VSO C ,

the con�nem ent itselfm ust be rather large. Typically,

~!0 m ustbe ofthe orderof10{20m eV [12].

TheHam iltonian describing ourcoupled-dotsystem is

given by

H =
X

i

H o
i +

X

i< j

e2

�

r2ij + d2
�1

2

where d is interdot separation (in units of m agnetic

length ‘B ),H
o
i istheHam iltonian governingasingleelec-

tron con�ned in a parabolic quantum dot[9,10]and is

given by

H o
i = H o

+ H o
so

(1)

H o
=

1

2m �

�

~p+
e

c
~A

�2

+
1

2
�z�B gB +

1

2
m

�
!
2

or
2

H
o
so = �z�

dVc(r)

dr
(k� +

e

2~
B r)

= �z�(m !
2

or)(k� +
e

2~
B r)

where �z is the Pauliz-m atrix and � is the Bychkov-

Rashba spin-orbit coupling param eter [6]. It is to be

noted that the �rst term ofH o
so is independent ofthe

externalm agnetic �eld B .AtB = 0 itliftsthe spin de-

generacy because ofthe m agnetic �eld orginating from

theorbitalm otion oftheelectron in thepresenceofelec-

tric�eld com ing from the con�nem entpotential[12].

The energy eigenfunctionsarethen given by

 n;‘;� =
1
p
2
exp(i‘�)R n;‘;�(r)

where

R n;‘;�(r) =

p
2

r

�
n!

(n + j‘j)!

�1

2
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�

�
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where r� = (~=m �
�)
1

2 and L
j‘j
n is the generalized La-

guerrepolynom ial.

The corresponding electron energy levelsare

E n;‘;� = ~
�(2n+ j‘j+ 1)+ ‘
~!c

2
+ �

h
�B

2
gB + ‘�m

�
!
2
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FIG .1:The (a)dipole transition energiesand (b)a few low-

lying energy levelsofthesingle-electron energy spectrum ofa

single quantum dotin the presence ofthe SO coupling. The

statesare labelled as(‘;�)where ‘ and � denote the orbital

and spin quantum num bers respectively. The spin up and

spin down projectionsare denoted by 1 and � 1 respectively.

AtB = 0,thedegeneracy (withouttheSO coupling)islifted.

The stateswith antiparallel‘and spin are lowerin energy.
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FIG .2: The (a) dipole-transition energy spectrum and (b)

the few low-lying energy levels ofa two-electron dot in the

presenceoftheSO coupling.In (b)thelowestlinerepresents

the eigenvaluesofthe state L = ‘1 + ‘2 = 0;S = s1 + s2 = 0.

The eigenvalues for the L = 1;S = 1;0;� 1 states are drawn

asdashed lines.

where
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� = !
2

o +
!2c(B )

4
+ ��

m �!2o

~

!c; (3)

and !c isthe cyclotron frequency. Clearly,the SO cou-

pling inuences
 � [Eqs.(3)and (2)]which resultsin an

increase ofthe energy ofthe up spin and an decrease in

energy ofthe down spin. Another e�ect due to the SO
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FIG .3: The (a)transition energy spectrum and (b)the few

low-lying energy levels of two vertically-coupled dots sepa-

rated by d = 0:5‘B in the presence ofthe SO coupling.Each

dot contains a single electron. In (b),the three lowest lines

correspond to the eigenvaluesforthe statesL = ‘D 1
+ ‘D 2

=

0;S = sD 1 + sD 2 = 0;� 1. The eigenvalues for the L = 1

statesare drawn asdashed lines.

couplingisfrom thelastterm ofEq.(2)which isindepen-

dentofan externalm agnetic �eld.Asm entioned earler,

atB = 0 it lifts the spin degeneracy ofthe states with

the sam e orbitalm om entum . The energy ofthe states

with anti-parallelspin and ‘ islowered while the states

with the parallel‘ and spin show an increase in energy

atB = 0.

The dipole-allowed transition energies of a single

parabolic dot in the presence of the SO coupling are

presented in Fig.1(a) while the energy eigenvalues are

presented in Fig. 1(b). In all our calculations, the

m aterialparam eters are for the InAs dots as listed in

Ref.[12].Transitionstakeplacefrom thej‘= 0;"istate

to j‘= 1;"iand j‘= � 1;"istates.Thesetwotransitions

arenotdegenerateatB = 0 becauseoftheSO coupling:

j� 1 "ihaslowerenergythan thatofj1 "i[Fig.1(b)].Itis

interestingtonotethatthissplittingbetween theL = + 1

and L = � 1branchesatB = 0disappearsifthedotcon-

tainstwo electrons[Fig.2(a)].In theenergy spectrum of

a two-electron dot[Fig.2(b)],the lowestline represents

a two-electron statewheretheelectronsoccupy j0"iand

j0 #istates.In ordertounderstand thedegeneracyofthe

L = + 1 and L = � 1 branchesatB = 0,letus look at

thestatesinvolved in the transition to (say)theL = + 1

branch.In thiscase,any ofthe two electronsoccupying

j0 "iand j0 #istatescan be excited: the electron isex-

cited eitherfrom j0 "ito j1 "iorfrom j0 #ito the j1 #i

state.Due to the SO interaction,theexcitation energies

are not degenerate at B = 0. Since there are now two

electrons,the Coulom b interaction between them m ixes

thej1 "iand j1 #istates.Theeigenstateisacom bination

ofj1 "iand j1 #istatesdue to the Coulom b interaction.

Sim ilarly,the L = � 1 transition can occurin two ways:
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FIG . 4: The transition energy spectrum of two vertically-

coupled dots separated by (a) d = 0:5‘B and (b)d = 9:5‘B ,

in the presence of the SO coupling. In this case, one dot

con�nes a single electron while the other dot contains two

interacting electrons.

electron can eitherjum p from j0 "ito the j� 1 "istate

orfrom j0 #ito thej� 1#istate.Again,thesetwo possi-

bilitiesforL = � 1 arenotdegenerateatB = 0 butdue

to the Coulom b interaction the eigenstate isa com bina-

tion ofthesetwo alternatives.However,thestatej� 1 "i

isdegenerate atB = 0 with j1 #iand so are the states

j� 1 #iand j1"i[Fig.2(b)].Therefore,wedonotobserve

a splitting at B = 0 between the L = + 1 and L = � 1

branches in the opticalspectra ofa dot containing two

interacting electrons.

Theresultsfortwo quantum dotseach containing one

electron and areverticallycoupled (viaonlytheCoulom b

interaction)are displayed in Fig.3. Fora large separa-

tion ofthedots(e.g.,d = 9:5‘B ),thetransition energies,

quiteexpectedly,resem blethoseofa singledotwith one

electron [Fig.1(a)]. As the dotsare broughtcloser,the

inter-dotinteraction becom esstrongerbutthatm odi�es

only theenergy spectrum ,leavingtheopticalspectraun-

changed [Fig.3(a)].Figure3(b)showsthe low-lying en-

ergy levels for two dots at a separation ofd = 0:5lB .

An electron in the ground state j0 "i in any ofthe two

dots can m ake a transition to j1 "i state. There are

now two states corresponding to L = ‘D 1 + ‘D 2 = 1,

S = sD 1 + sD 2 = 1 where ‘D 1,sD 1 and ‘D 2,sD 2 repre-

sent the quantum num bers for the �rst and second dot

respectively.W hen theinter-dotinteractionisveryweak,

thetwostates(‘D 1 = 1,‘D 2 = 0)and (‘D 1 = 0,‘D 2 = 1)

are degenerate.However,asthe separation between the

dots is decreased,the Coulom b interaction lifts the de-

generacy between the two eigenstates (which are linear

com bination ofabove two states). ForL = � 1,we sim -

ilarly have two levels. However,the oscillator strength

ofthe lowerstate isnearly zero and the transition takes

place only to the higherstate.Therefore,there are only

two lines(forL = � 1)in the opticalspectra foralldis-
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tancesbetween the two dots[Fig.3(a)].

The m ostinteresting situation isfound to occurwhen

onedothasa singleelectron whiletheotherdotcontains

two electrons. Figure 4 showsthe transition energiesof

the two dotsfortwo di�erentvaluesofthe interdotsep-

aration: (a)d = 0:5‘B ,and (b) d = 9:5‘B . For a large

separation ofthe dots (d = 9:5‘B ),there are four lines

as a function ofthe m agnetic �eld [Fig.4(b)],whereas

there are only two lines for a m uch sm aller separation

(d = 0:5‘B )[Fig.4(a)].Thisisbecausewhen thedotsare

farapartthe uncoupled two-electron dotdoesnotshow

theSO splittingbetween theL = 1and L = � 1branches

atB = 0 and asa result,therearetwo m iddlelinesthat

are degenerate at B = 0. The one-electron dot,on the

other hand shows a splitting and results in the lowest

line corresponding to the L = � 1 branch while the up-

perm ostlinecorrespondsto theL = 1 branch.Hencewe

have two L = 1 branchesand two L = � 1 branchesfor

thetwodots.Asthedistancebetween thedotsdecreases,

the excited L = 1 state ofthe two dots are coupled by

the Coulom b interaction. The transition probability for

thelowerstatedecreaseswhileitincreasesforthehigher

state. At d = 0:5‘B the transition to the lowerstate is

zero and hence we have only one line corresponding to

the L = 1 branch and sim ilarly one line forthe L = � 1

branch [Fig.4(a)]. The novelresult we observe here is

that,unlikein thecaseoftwocoupled dotswith oneelec-

tron in each dot,in thepresentsystem ,foralargesepara-

tion,theL = 1 branch com ing from thetwo-electron dot

isnotdegeneratewith theL = 1 branch com ingfrom the

one-electron dot. Therefore,one could observe the dis-

appearence ofone ofthe two L = 1 branches(sam e for

the two L = � 1 branches)as the distance between the

two dotsisdecreased.Itshould be pointed outthatthe

L = 1 branch ofthe dotcontaining two electronsisnot

degenerate with the L = 1 branch ofthe dot contain-

ing a single electron because the two-electron dot does

notshow the SO splitting between the L = � 1 branches

while the one-electron dotdoesshow the splitting.

In sum m ary,we have investigated a single parabolic

Q D and two vertically coupled Q Ds,containing one or

two (interacting) electrons, in the presence of the SO

coupling. For single dots, the SO interaction that we

considered to be arising from the con�nem entpotential,

lifts the degeneracy ofthe dipole-transition energies at

B = 0 for a dot containing one electron. The splitting

disappearsforadotcontainingtwo electrons.Thelifting

ofthe degeneracy atB = 0 isalso observed fortwo cou-

pled Q Ds,each containing a single electron. In case of

twocoupled dotswhereonepartnerdothastwointeract-

ing electrons while the other has only one electron,the

dipoletransition energiesshow a rem arkabledependence

on the interdot separation. For a large separation,the

spectra consistoffourlinescorresponding to a com bina-

tion ofone and two electron spectra. However,as the

separation between the dots is decreased,the oscillator

strength forthelowereigenstatesofL = + 1 and L = � 1

decreasesand theopticalspectra containsonly two lines

instead offour.
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