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Q uantum dots m ay display fascinating features ofstrong correlation such as �nite-size

W igner crystallization.W e here review a few electron spectroscopies and predict that

both inelastic light scattering and tunneling im aging experim ents are able to capture

clear signatures ofcrystallization.

K eywords:Q uantum dots;con�guration interaction;electron solid.

1. Q uantum D ots as Tunable C orrelated System s

Sem iconductorquantum dots1;2 (Q Ds)arenanostructureswhereelectrons(orholes)
arecon�ned by electrostatic�elds.Thecon�nem ent�eld m ay beprovided by com -
positionaldesign (e.g.,the Q D is form ed by a sm allgap m aterialem bedded in a
larger-gap m atrix)orby gating an underlying two-dim ensional(2D) electron gas.
Di�erenttechniqueslead tonanom etersizeQ Dswith di�erentshapesand strengths
ofthecon�nem ent.AsthetypicaldeBrogliewavelength in sem iconductorsisofthe
orderof10 nm ,nanom etercon�nem entleadsto a discrete energy spectrum ,with
energy splittingsranging from fractionsto severaltensofm eV.

Thesim ilarity between sem iconductorQ Dsand naturalatom s,ensuingfrom the
discretenessoftheenergy spectrum ,isoften pointed out.3;4;5;6;7 Shellstructure,5;6;8

correlation e�ects,9 K ondo physics,10;11 are am ong the m ost striking experim en-
taldem onstrations.An intriguing feature ofthese arti�cialatom s is the possibil-
ity ofa �ne controlofa variety ofparam eters in the laboratory.The nature of
ground and excited few-electron states has been shown to vary with arti�cially
tunable quantitiessuch ascon�nem entpotential,density,m agnetic �eld,inter-dot
coupling.1;2;7;12;13;14 Such 
exibility allowsforenvisioning a vastrange ofapplica-
tions in optoelectronics (single-electron transistors,15 lasers,16 m icro-heaters and
m icro-refrigerators based on therm oelectric e�ects,17) life sciences,18 as well as
in severalquantum inform ation processing schem esin the solid-state environm ent
(e.g.Ref.19).

1
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Alm ostallQ D-based applicationsrely on (orarein
uenced by)electroniccorre-
lation e�ects,which areprom inentin these system s.The dom inanceofinteraction
in arti�cialatom sisevidentfrom the m ultitude ofstrongly correlated few-electron
statesm easured orpredicted underdi�erentregim es:Ferm iliquid,W ignerm olecule
(theprecursorofW ignercrystalin 2D bulk),chargeand spin density wave,incom -
pressiblestate rem inescentoffractionalquantum Halle�ectin 2D (forreviewssee
Refs.12,20).Theorigin ofstrong correlation e�ectsin Q Dsisthefollowing:W hile
the kinetic energy term ofthe Ham iltonian scalesas r�2s ,rs being the param eter
m easuring theaveragedistancebetween electrons,theCoulom b energy term scales
asr�1s .Contrary to naturalatom s,in Q Dsthe ratio ofCoulom b to kinetic energy
can beratherlarge(even largerthan oneorderofm agnitude),thesm allerthe car-
rierdensity the largerthe ratio.This causes Coulom b correlation to severely m ix
m any di�erentSlaterdeterm inants.

Theway oftuning thestrength ofcorrelation in Q Dswefocuson in thispaperis
to diluteelectron density.Atlow enough densities,electronsevolvefrom a \liquid"
phase,wherelow-energym otionisequallycontrolledbykineticandCoulom benergy,
to a \crystallized" phase,rem inescent ofthe W igner crystalin the bulk,where
electronsare localized in space and arrange them selves,in absence ofdisorder,in
a geom etrically ordered con�guration (W igner m olecule12),so that electrostatic
repulsion ism inim ized7;12.So far,thereareno directexperim entalcon�rm ationsof
the existenceofthese fascinating states.

In this paper we focus on theoreticalproperties ofelectron states in W igner
m olecules and on their possible signatures in experim entally available spectro-
scopies.W e predictthatboth inelastic lightscattering and wave function im aging
techniques,like scanning tunneling spectroscopy (STS),m ay provide directaccess
to the peculiar behavior ofcrystallized electrons.Speci�cally,the form er is able
to probe the \norm alm odes" ofthe m olecules,while the latterissensitive to the
spatialorderofthe electron phase.

The structure ofthe paperisasfollows.Afteran exposition ofourtheoretical
and com putationalapproach (Sec.2),webrie
y review inelasticlightscatteringand
im aging spectroscopies(Sec.3),showing a few resultsforthe four-electron W igner
m olecule(Secs.4 and 5).

2. T heoreticalA pproach to the Interacting P roblem :

C on�guration Interaction

The theoreticalunderstanding ofQ D electronicstatesin a vaste classofdevicesis
based on the envelope function and e�ective m ass m odel.21 Here,changes in the
Bloch states,the eigenfunctionsofthe bulk sem iconductor,broughtaboutby \ex-
ternal" potentials otherthan the perfectcrystalpotential,are taken into account
by a slowly varying (envelope) function which m ultiplies the fast oscillating peri-
odicpartofthe Bloch states.Thisdecoupling offastand slow Fouriercom ponents
ofthe wave function is valid provided the m odulation ofthe externalpotentialis
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slow on the scale ofthe lattice constant.Then,the theory allows for calculating
such envelope functionsfrom an e�ective Schr�odingerequation where only the ex-
ternalpotentials appear,while the unperturbed crystalline potentialenters as a
renorm alized electron m ass,i.e.the e�ective value m � replaces the free electron
m ass.Therefore,single-particle (SP)statescan be calculated in a straightforward
way oncecom positionaland geom etricalparam etersareknown.Thisapproach was
proved to berem arkably accurateby spectroscopy experim entsforweakly con�ned
Q Ds;12;13 for strongly con�ned system s,such as certain classes ofself-assem bled
Q Ds,atom istic m ethodsm ightbe necessary.22

TheQ D \external"con�nem entpotentialoriginateseitherfrom band m ism atch
orfrom theself-consistent�eld dueto doping charges.In both cases,thetotal�eld
m odulation which con�nesafew electronsissm ooth and can often beapproxim ated
byaparabolicpotentialin twodim ensions.Then,thefullyinteractinge�ective-m ass
Ham iltonian ofthe Q D system readsas:12

H =
N
X

i

H 0(i)+
1

2

X

i6= j

e2

�jri � rjj
; (1)

with

H 0(i) =
p
2
i

2m �
+
1

2
m

�
!
2

0r
2

i: (2)

Here,N isthenum beroffreeconduction band electronslocalized in theQ D,eand
� are respectively the electron charge and static relative dielectric constantofthe
hostsem iconductor,r istheposition oftheelectron,p isitscanonically conjugated
m om entum ,!0 isthe naturalfrequency ofa 2D harm onictrap.

The eigenstates ofthe SP Ham iltonian (2) are known as Fock-Darwin (FD)
orbitals.1 ThetypicalQ D lateralextension isgiven by thecharacteristicdotradius
‘Q D = (~=m �!0)1=2,‘Q D being the m ean squarerootofr on the FD lowest-energy
level.Aswekeep N �xed and increase‘Q D (decreasethedensity),theCoulom b-to-
kinetic energy dim ensionlessratio23 � = ‘Q D =a

�
B
[a�
B
= ~

2�=(m �e2)isthe e�ective
Bohrradiusofthedot]increasesaswell,drivingthesystem intotheW ignerregim e.

W e solve num erically the few-body problem ofEq.(1),forthe ground (orex-
cited)stateatdi�erentnum bersofelectrons,by m eansofthecon�guration interac-
tion (CI)m ethod:24 W e expand the m any-body wavefunction in a seriesofSlater
determ inantsbuiltby �lling in the FD orbitalswith N electrons,and consistently
with globalsym m etry constraints.Speci�cally,the globalquantum num bersofthe
few-body system are the totalangular m om entum in the direction perpendicular
to the plane,M ,the totalspin,S,and its projection along the z-axis,Sz.In the
Slater-determ inant basis the few-body Ham iltonian (1) is a large,block diagonal
sparse m atrix thatwe diagonalize by m eansofa newly developed parallelcode.25

Notethat,beforediagonalization,weareableto build separatesectorsoftheFock
space corresponding to di�erent values of(M ;S;Sz).W e use,as a single-particle
basis,up to 36 FD orbitals,and we are able to diagonalize m atrices oflinear di-
m ensions up to � 106 (see Ref.24).The output ofcalculations consists ofboth
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energiesand wavefunctionsoftheselected correlated states.W ethen post-process
wavefunctionsto obtain thoseresponsefunctionsconnected to thespectroscopy of
interest,which wewilldiscussin Sec.3.

3. Q uantum D ot Spectroscopies

Therearetwo m ain classesofelectron spectroscopiesin Q Ds(cf.Fig.1).In single-
electron tunneling spectroscopies one is able to inject just one electron into the
interacting system ,in virtue ofthe Coulom b blockade e�ect.15 In this way one
accessesquantitiesrelated m ainly to the ground statesofboth N and N + 1 elec-
trons,like the dot chem icalpotentialE 0(N + 1)� E 0(N ),where E 0(N ) is the
N -electron ground stateenergy.W hilesuch transportspectroscopieswerevery suc-

transport

optics

E0(N+1) – E0(N)

E*(N) – E0(N)

Fig.1. Transportvs.opticalelectron spectroscopies in quantum dots.

cessfulin Q D studies,they su�erseverelim itationswhen probingexcited states.O n
theotherhand,opticaltechniquessuch asfar-infrared and inelasticlightscattering
spectroscopies,which leavetheprobed system uncharged,allow foran easieraccess
to excitation energies E �(N ).Below we focus on two speci�c exam ples ofthese
fam iliesofexperim ents(forreviewssee Refs.1,2,12,20).

3.1. Inelastic light scattering

Inelastic light scattering experim ents in Q Ds probe low-lying neutralexcitations.
Depending on the relative orientation of the polarizations of the incom ing and
scattered photons,oneisableto accesseitherchargeorspin density 
uctuations.26

Di�erent excited states can be probed by varying the frequency ofthe laser with
respectto the opticalenergy band gap ofthe hostsem iconductor,orby changing
the m om entum tranferred from photonsto electrons.9;27;28;29

O nly recently Q Dswith very few electronswere studied.9;29 Here we focus on
chargedensity excitationsprobed when thelaserfrequencyisfarfrom theresonance
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with theopticalgap.30;31 In thislim it,thescatteringcrosssection d�=d! ata given
energy ! isproportionalto the m om entum -resolved dynam icalresponsefunction:

d�

d!
�
X

n

jM n0j
2
� (! � !n + !0),with M n0 =

P

ab�




ajeiq�rjb
�


njcya�cb�j0
�

: (3)

Herej0iand jniaretheground and excited interactingfew-body states,asobtained
by the CIcom putation,with energies !0 and !n,respectively,cya� is a ferm ionic
operator creating an electron in the a-th FD orbitalwith spin �,q is the wave
vector transferred in the inelastic photon scattering event.Form ula (3) describes
how ground and excited statesareselectively coupled by chargedensity 
uctuations
ofm om entum q.

3.2. W ave function im aging via tunneling spectroscopy

Theim aging experim ents,in theiressence,m easurequantitiesdirectly proportional
to the probability for transfer ofan electron through a barrier,from an em itter,
where electrons�llin a Ferm isea,to a dot,with com pletely discrete energy spec-
trum .In m ulti-term inalsetupsonecan neglecttheroleofelectrodesotherthan the
em itter,to a �rstapproxim ation.The m easured quantity can be the current,32;33

the di�erentialconductance,6;34;35 orthe Q D capacitance,5;36;37 while the em itter
can be the STS tip,32;34;35 or a n-doped G aAs contact,5;6;33;36;37 and the barrier
can be the vacuum 32;34;35 aswellasa AlG aAsspacer.5;6;33;36;37

The m easured quantitiesare generally understood asproportionalto the den-
sity ofcarrier states at the resonant tunneling (Ferm i) energy,resolved in either
real32;34;35 or reciprocal33;36 space.However,Coulom b blockade phenom ena and
strong inter-carriercorrelation | the �ngerprints ofQ D physics| com plicate the
abovesim ple picture.Below we review the theoreticalfram ework we have recently
developed38;39 to clarify the quantity actually probed by im aging spectroscopies.

According to the sem inalpaper by Bardeen,40 the transition probability (at
zero tem perature) is given by the expression (2�=~)jM j

2
n(�f),where M is the

m atrix elem entand n(�f)istheenergy density ofthe�nalQ D states.Thestandard
theory would predictthe probability to be proportionalto the totaldensity ofQ D
statesatthe resonanttunneling energy,�f,possibly space-resolved since M would
depend on theresonantQ D orbital.41 Letusnow assum ethat:(i)Electronsin the
em itter do not interact and their energy levels form a continuum .(ii) Electrons
from theem itteraccessthrough thebarriera singleQ D ata sharp resonantenergy,
corresponding to a wellde�ned interacting Q D state.(iii)TheQ D isquasi-2D,the
electron m otion being separablein thexy planeand z axis,which isparallelto the
tunneling direction.(iv)Electronsin the Q D alloccupy the sam e con�ned orbital
alongz,�Q D (z).Then onecan show38 thatthem atrixelem entM m aybefactorized
as

M / TM ; (4)
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where T is a purely single-particle m atrix elem ent while the integralM contains
the wholecorrelation physics.

The form erterm isproportionalto the currentdensity evaluated atany point
zbar in the barrier:

T =
~
2

2m �

�

�
�
E(z)

@�Q D (z)

@z
� �Q D (z)

@��
E
(z)

@z

�

z= zbar

; (5)

where �E(z)isthe resonating em itterstate along z evanescentin the barrier.The
term (5)containsthe inform ation regarding the overlap between em itter and Q D
orbitaltailsin thebarrier,�E(z)and �Q D (z),respectively.SinceT issubstantially
independent from both N and xy location,its value is irrelevant in the present
context.

O n the other hand,the in-plane m atrix elem ent M conveys the inform ation
related to correlation e�ects.If we now specialize to STS and assum e an ideal,
point-like tip,then M / ’Q D (r) where ’Q D (r) is the quasi-particle (Q P) wave
function ofthe interacting Q D system :

’Q D (r)= hN � 1ĵ	(r)jN i: (6)

Here 	̂(r) is the ferm ionic �eld operator destroying an electron at position r �

(x;y),jN � 1i and jN i are the Q D interacting ground states with N � 1 and N

electrons,respectively,calculated via CI(Sec.2).W eom itspin indicesforthesake
ofsim plicity.

Therefore,theSTS di�erentialconductanceisproportionalto j’Q D (r)j
2,which

is the usualresult ofthe standard non-interacting (or m ean-�eld) theory35;41 for
thehighest-energy occupied (orlowest-energy unoccupied)orbital,provided theSP
(m ean-�eld)orbitalisreplaced by theQ P wavefunction unam biguously de�ned by
Eq.(6).

4. Inelastic Light Scattering Spectroscopy in the W igner Lim it

W e focus on the four-electron system at density low enough (� = 10) to induce
thecrystallization ofa W ignerm olecule.Figure2(a)displaysourCIresultsforthe
low-energy region oftheexcitation spectrum fordi�erentvaluesofthetotalorbital
angularm om entum and spin m ultiplicities(the so called yrastline12).The ground
state isthe spin tripletstate with M = 0,which isfound to be the lowest-energy
state in the range 0 � � � 20.The absence ofany levelcrossing as the density
is progressively diluted (i.e.� increases) im plies that the crystallization process
evolves in a continuos m anner,consistently with the �nite-size character of the
system .Nevertheless,severalfeaturesofFig.2(a)dem onstrate the form ation ofa
W ignerm olecule in the dot.

First,the two possible spin m ultiplets other than S = 1,nam ely S = 0;2,lie
very close in energy to the ground state.This is understood by invoking electron
crystallization.In fact,in the W igner lim it,the Ham iltonian ofthe system turns
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Fig. 2. (a) Excitation energies of the four-electron W igner m olecule vs. total orbital angular

m om entum M ,for di�erent values ofthe totalspin S,with � = 10.(b) Corresponding R am an

scattering crosssection forcharge excitations in the o�-resonance lim it.H ere we setjqj= 2� 105

cm � 1 and introduce a �ctitious gaussian broadening ofR am an peaks (� = 0:9� 10� 5 eV ).G aA s

param eters were used throughout the paper.

into a classicalquantity,since the kinetic energy term in itm ay be neglected with
respect to the Coulom b term .Therefore,only com m uting operators(the electron
positions)appearin theHam iltonian.In thisregim ethespin,which hasnoclassical
counterpart,becom es irrelevant:24;42 spin-dependent energies show a tendency to
degeneracy.This can also be understood in the following way:ifelectrons sit at
som e lattice siteswith unsubstatialoverlap oftheirlocalized wave functions,then
the totalenergy m ustnotdepend on the relativeorientation ofneighboring spins.

Second,an exact replica ofthe sequence ofthe two lowest-energy singlet and
tripletstatesoccursforboth M = 0 and forM = 4 [(cf.thetripletstatelabeled A
in Fig.2(a)].Such aperiod offourunitson theM axisidenti�esam agicnum ber,3;43

whose origin isbroughtaboutby the internalspatialsym m etry ofthe interacting
wave function.44;45 In fact,when electrons form a stable W igner m olecule,they
arrange them selvesinto a four-fold sym m etry con�guration,where chargesare lo-
calized atthe cornersofa square.31;46;47

A third distinctive signatureofcrystallization isthe appearanceofa rotational
band,43 which in Fig.2(a) is com posed of those lowest-energy levels,separated
by energy gaps of about 0:1 m eV,that increase m onotonically as M increases.
Thisband iscalled \rotational" sinceitcan be identi�ed with the quantized levels
E rot(M )ofa rigid two-dim ensionaltop,given by the form ula

E rot(M )=
~
2

2I
M

2
;
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whereI isthem om entofinertia ofthetop.43 Theseexcitationsm ay bethoughtof
asthe\norm alm odes" oftheW ignerm oleculerotating asa wholein thexy plane
around the verticalsym m etry axisparallelto z.

Figure 2(b) displays the calculated o�-resonance Ram an spectrum for charge
density 
uctuations (�S = 0,where �S is the variation ofthe spin with respect
to the ground state).The dom inant peak is the one labeled A,corresponding to
the �M = 4 norm alm ode ofthe W igner m olecule ofFig.2(a),which therefore
representsa clear,visiblefeatureofW ignercrystallization.Noticealso theappear-
ance ofthe so called K ohn m ode1 (labeled K )athigherenergy,which isa dipolar
(�M = 1)collectivem otion ofthe centerofm assofthe electron system .

5. W igner M olecule Form ation Seen by Im aging Spectroscopy

Figure 3 showsthe Q P wavefunction,corresponding to the injection ofthe fourth
electron into theQ D,asa function ofx (aty = 0),fortwo di�erentvaluesof�.As
� increases(from 0.5 to 10),the density decreasesgoing from the non-interacting
lim it (� = 0:5)deep into the W igner regim e (� = 10).At high density (� = 0:5,
approxim atelycorrespondingtotheelectron density ne = 3:3� 1012 cm �2 )thewave
function substantially coincideswith the non-interacting FD p-like orbital.By in-

-4 -2 0 2 4
x  (l

QD
)
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0

0.2

Q
P

 w
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v
e

 f
u

n
c
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o
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-1
)
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λ = 10

Fig. 3. Q uasi-particle wave function vs. x (y = 0) for di�erent values of the dim ensionless

Coulom b-to-kinetic energy ratio �.The STS di�erentialconductance, proportionalto the wave

function square m odulus,corresponds to the tunneling process N = 3 ! N = 4.The length unit

isthe characteristic dot radius‘Q D .

creasing theQ D radius(and �),theQ P wavefunction weightm ovestowardslarger
valuesofr (thes-likesym m etry ofthe� = 10 curvecom esfrom a transition ofthe
three-electron ground state24 around � � 6).By m easuring lengthsin unitsof‘Q D ,
asitis done in Fig.3,this triviale�ectshould be totally com pensated.However,
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we see for� = 10 (ne � 1:1� 109 cm �2 )thatthe now m uch strongercorrelation
isresponsibleforan unexpected weightreorganization,which isrelated to the for-
m ation ofa \ring" ofcrystallized electronsin theW ignerm olecule(cf.Sec.4).The
shape ofthe � = 10 curve ofFig.3 is consistent with the onset ofa solid phase
with fourelectronssitting attheapicesofa square,asdiscussed in Sec.4.Notealso
the dram aticweightlossofQ Psas� isincreased:the strongerthe correlation,the
m oree�ectivethe \orthogonality" between interacting states.

6. C onclusions

The W ignerm olecule is an intriguing electron phase,peculiar ofQ Ds,which still
lacksforexperim entalcon�rm ation.W epredictthatboth inelasticlightscattering
and im aging spectroscopiesareableto probedistinctive featuresofcrystallization.
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