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Quantum dots m ay display fascinating features of strong 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 experin ents are able to capture
clear signatures of crystallization.
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1. Quantum D ots as Tunable C orrelated System s

Sem iconductorquantum dots'”? QD s) are nanostructuresw here electrons (orholes)
are con ned by electrostatic elds.The con nement eld m ay be provided by com —
positional desion (eg. the QD is formed by a snall gap m aterial embedded In a
largergap m atrix) or by gating an underlying two-din ensional (2D ) electron gas.
D i erent technigques lead to nanom eter size Q D sw ith di erent shapes and strengths
ofthe con nem ent.A sthe typicalde B roglie w avelength in sem iconductors is ofthe
order of 10 nm , nanom eter con nem ent lads to a discrete energy spectrum , w ith
energy splittings ranging from fractions to severaltens ofm &V .

T he sim ilarity betw een sem iconductor Q D s and naturalatom s, ensuing from the
discreteness of the energy spectrum , is often pointed out 377 shell structure,7¢7
correlation e ects,” K ondo physics,'®!! are am ong the m ost striking experin en—
tal dem onstrations. An intriguing feature of these arti cial atom s is the possbil-
ity of a ne control of a variety of param eters in the laboratory. T he nature of
ground and excited few-electron states has been shown to vary wih arti cially
tunable quantities such as con nem ent potential, densiy, m agnetic eld, interdot
coupling 1i?i712i13i14 such  exibility allow s for envisioning a vast range of applica—
tions In optoelectronics (single-electron transistors,'® lasers,’® m icro-heaters and
m icro-refrigerators based on them oelectric e ects,!”) life sciences,'® as well as
In severalquantum inform ation processing schem es in the solid-state environm ent
eg.Ref.19).
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A In ost allQ D -based applications rely on (orare In uenced by) electronic corre—
lation e ects, which are prom Inent in these system s. T he dom inance of interaction
In arti cialatom s is evident from the m ultide of strongly correlated few -electron
statesm easured or predicted under di erent regim es:Ferm iliquid, W ignerm olecule
(the precursor of W igner crystalin 2D bulk), charge and spin density wave, incom —
pressble state rem inescent of fractionalquantum Halle ect In 2D (Por review s see
Refs. 12, 20). T he origin of strong correlation e ects n QD s is the follow ing: W hilke
the kinetic energy term of the H am iltonian scales as rs2 , s being the param eter
m easuring the average distance betw een electrons, the C oulom b energy term scales
as rs:L .Contrary to naturalatom s, In QD s the ratio of Coulom b to kinetic energy
can be rather large (even larger than one order ofm agnitude), the an aller the car-
rier density the larger the ratio. This causes Coulom b correlation to severely m ix
m any di erent Slater determm nants.

T he way oftuning the strength of correlation in Q D swe focus on In thispaper is
to dilute electron density. At low enough densities, electrons evolve from a \liquid"
phase, w here Iow -energy m otion isequally controlled by kinetic and C oulom b energy,
to a \crystallized" phase, rem nescent of the W igner crystal in the bulk, where
electrons are localized In space and arrange them selves, In absence of disorder, in
a geom etrically ordered con guration W igner m olculk!?), so that electrostatic
repulsion ism inin ized’? . So far, there are no direct experin entalcon m ations of
the existence of these fascinating states.

In this paper we focus on theoretical properties of electron states in W igner
molecules and on their possbl signatures in experim entally available spectro-—
scopies. W e predict that both Inelastic light scattering and wave function in aging
techniques, like scanning tunneling spectroscopy (ST S), m ay provide direct access
to the peculiar behavior of crystallized electrons. Speci cally, the form er is able
to probe the \nom alm odes" of the m olecules, while the latter is sensitive to the
spatial order of the electron phase.

T he structure of the paper is as follow s. A ffer an exposition of our theoretical
and com putationalapproach (Sec.2),webrie y review inelastic light scattering and
Im aging spectroscopies (Sec. 3), show ing a few resuls for the fourelectron W igner
molcule (Secs. 4 and 5).

2. Theoretical A pproach to the Interacting P roblem :
Con guration Interaction

T he theoretical understanding of QD electronic states in a vaste class of devices is
based on the envelope fiinction and e ectire m ass m odel?! Here, changes 1n the
B loch states, the eigenfuinctions of the bulk sem iconductor, brought about by \ex-—
temal" potentials other than the perfect crystal potential, are taken into acoount
by a slow l varying (envelope) function which m ultiplies the fast oscillating peri-
odic part of the B Ioch states. T his decoupling of fast and slow Fourier com ponents
of the wave function is valid provided the m odulation of the extemal potential is
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slow on the scale of the lattice constant. Then, the theory allow s for calculating
such envelope functions from an e ective Schrodinger equation where only the ex—
temal potentials appear, whilke the unperturbed crystalline potential enters as a
renom alized electron m ass, ie. the e ective value m replaces the free electron
m ass. T herefore, singleparticle (SP) states can be calculated in a straightforward
way once com positional and geom etrical param eters are known. T his approach was
proved to be rem arkably accurate by spectroscopy experin ents for weakly con ned
QD 5?13 for strongly con ned system s, such as certain classes of selfassem bled
QD s, atom istic m ethods m ight be necessary 22

The QD \extemal" con nem ent potential origihates either from band m ism atch
or from the selfconsistent eld due to doping charges. In both cases, the total eld
m odulation which con nesa few electrons is sm ooth and can often be approxin ated
by a parabolic potential in two din ensions. T hen, the fully iInteracting e ective-m ass
Ham iltonian ofthe QD system reads as:?

R 1X i~
H = Ho @)+ > _ @)
i w6y i t3d
w ith
2
. Pi 1 2.2
Ho@ = K-'- Em 1oxi: )

Here, N isthe num ber of free conduction band electrons localized In the QD , e and

are respectively the electron charge and static relative dielectric constant of the
host sem iconductor, r is the position of the electron, p is its canonically conjugated
mom entum , !¢ is the natural frequency ofa 2D ham onic trap.

The eigenstates of the SP Ham iltonian (2) are known as Fock-Darwin D)
orbitals! The typicalQD lateralextension is given by the characteristic dot radius
Yo = (~=m !4)7?, ,p being the m ean square root of r on the FD lowest-energy
vel. Aswekesp N xed and Increase 3p (decrease the density), the C oulom b-to-
kinetic energy dim ensionlkess ratio® = YLp=a, By = ~* = &) isthe e ective
Bohr radius ofthe dot] increases as well, driving the system into the W igner regim e.

W e solve num erically the faw body problem ofEq. (1), for the ground (or ex—
cited) state at di erent num bers ofelectrons, by m eans ofthe con guration interac—
tion €I method?? W e expand the m anyJody wave fiinction in a series of Slater
determ inants built by lling in the FD orbitalswith N electrons, and consistently
w ith global sym m etry constraints. Speci cally, the global quantum num bers of the
few body system are the total angular m om entum in the direction perpendicular
to the plane, M , the total spin, S, and its progction along the z-axis, S, . In the
Slaterdeterm inant basis the few -body Ham iltonian (1) is a large, block diagonal
sparse m atrix that we diagonalize by m eans of a new Iy developed parallel code 2°
N ote that, before diagonalization, we are able to build separate sectors of the Fock
space corresponding to di erent values of M ;S;S,). W e use, as a singleparticlke
basis, up to 36 FD orbials, and we are abl to diagonalize m atrices of linear di-
m ensions up to 10® (see Ref. 24). The output of calculations consists of both
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energies and w ave fiinctions of the selected correlated states. W e then post-process
wave functions to obtain those response finctions connected to the spectroscopy of
interest, which we w ill discuss in Sec. 3.

3. Quantum D ot Spectroscopies

T here are two m ain classes of electron spectroscopiesin QD s (cf. Fig. 1l). In single—
electron tunneling spectroscopies one is able to Inect just one electron into the
interactig system , n virtue of the Coulomb blockade e ect.!® In this way one
acoesses quantities related m ainly to the ground states ofboth N and N + 1 elec-
trons, like the dot chem ical potential Eq N + 1) Eg@N ), where Eq N ) is the
N -electron ground state energy.W hile such transport spectroscopiesw ere very suc—

transport Eo(N+1) = Eo(N)
°
optics E'(N) - E4(N)

° [ ]
W — W
Fig.1l. Transport vs.opticalelectron spectroscopies in quantum dots.

cessfiilin QD studies, they su er severe lin iations when probing excited states.On
the other hand, optical techniques such as far-infrared and inelastic light scattering
Spectroscopies, which leave the probed system uncharged, allow for an easier access
to excitation energies E (N ). Below we focus on two speci ¢ exam ples of these
fam ilies of experin ents (for review s see Refs. 1, 2, 12, 20).

3.1. Inelastic light scattering

Tnelastic Iight scattering experin ents in Q D s probe low -lying neutral excitations.
D epending on the relative orientation of the polarizations of the incom ing and
scattered photons, one is able to access etther charge or spin density uctuations?®
D i erent excited states can be probed by varying the frequency of the laser w ith
respect to the optical energy band gap of the host sem iconductor, or by changing
the m om entum tranferred from photons to electrons.’i27:28:29

Only recently QD s with very fow electrons were studied 22° Here we fcus on
charge density excitationsprobed when the laser frequency is far from the resonance
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w ith the opticalgap 3°! In this lin i, the scattering cross section d =d! at a given
energy ! is proportionalto the m om entum —resolved dynam ical response fiunction:

d X

P
o Mnof (1 ot o), with M no =

w aFT n o P G)
n

Here Piand hiarethe ground and excited interacting few Joody states, as obtained
by the CI com putation, wih energies !y and !, , respectively, ¢ is a ferm jonic
operator creating an electron in the a-th FD orbitalwith soin , g is the wave
vector transferred in the nelastic photon scattering event. Fom ula (3) descrbes
how ground and excited states are selectively coupled by charge density uctuations
ofmomentum g.

3.2. W ave function im aging via tunneling spectroscopy

T he In aging experin ents, in their essence, m easure quantities directly proportional
to the probability for transfer of an electron through a barrier, from an em itter,
where electrons 11in a Ferm isea, to a dot, w ith com pletely discrete energy spec—
trum . In m ultiterm inal setups one can neglect the role of electrodes other than the
em itter, to a rst approxin ation. T he m easured quantity can be the current,3?73
the di erential conductance,®34735 or the QD capacitance,’”3437 while the em itter
can be the STS tip,*?7*35 or a n-doped G aA s contact,’¢333%37 and the barrier
32i34i35 aswellasa A G aA s spacer Yi%i33i36:37

T he m easured quantities are generally understood as proportional to the den—
sity of carrier states at the resonant tunneling (Fem i) energy, resolved in either
realP?i34i35 or reciprocal??® space. However, Coulomb blockade phenom ena and
strong Inter-carrier correlation | the ngerprints ofQD phys:ics| com plicate the
above sin ple picture. Below we review the theoretical fram ew ork we have recently
developed®®®? to clarify the quantity actually probed by in aging spectroscopies.

A ccording to the sem inal paper by Bardeen,*® the transition probability (at
zero tem perature) is given by the expression @ =~)M jzl’l( £), where M is the
m atrix elem ent and n ( ¢ ) isthe energy density ofthe nalQD states. T he standard
theory would predict the probability to be proportional to the totaldensity ofQD
states at the resonant tunneling energy, ¢, possbly spaceresolved sihce M would
depend on the resonant QD orbital?! Let us now assum e that: (i) E lectrons in the
em itter do not interact and their energy lvels form a continuum . (ii) E lectrons
from the em itter access through the barriera single QD at a sharp resonant energy,
corresponding to a wellde ned Interacting QD state. (iil) The QD is quasi2D , the
electron m otion being separable in the xy plane and z axis, which is parallel to the
tunneling direction. (iv) E lectrons in the QD all occupy the sam e con ned orbial
alongz, op (z).Then onecan show® that them atrix elem entM m ay be factorized
as

can be the vacuum

M / TM; )
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where T is a purely single-particle m atrix elem ent while the IntegralM contains
the whole correlation physics.
The form er tem is proportional to the current density evaliated at any point
Zpar 1N the barrier:
~2 @ ¢p (2) @ 5 @2

T = >m g (2) az oo (2) az

; ©)
2= Zpar
where g (z) is the resonating em itter state along z evanescent in the barrier. T he
tem  (5) contains the inform ation regarding the overlap between em itter and QD
orbitaltails in the barrier, g (z) and gop (2), respectively. Since T is substantially
Independent from both N and xy location, is value is irrelevant in the present
context.

On the other hand, the Inplane m atrix element M oconveys the inform ation
related to correlation e ects. If we now specialize to STS and assum e an ideal,
point-like tip, then M / ' gp () where ' 5p (r) is the quasitparticle QP) wave
finction of the interacting QD system :

Top @) =MW 17 @)N i: ®)

Here "(r) is the form fonic eld operator destroying an electron at position r
x;v), N 1li and N i are the QD interacting ground states w ith N 1l and N
electrons, respectively, calculated via CI (Sec.2).W e om i spin indices for the sake
of sim plicity.

T herefore, the ST S di erential conductance is proportionalto § gp (r) 32 , which
is the usual resul of the standard non-interacting (or m ean— eld) theory>°! for
the highest-energy occupied (or low est-energy unoccupied) orbital, provided the SP
(m ean— eld) orbialis replaced by the QP wave fiinction unam biguously de ned by
Eqg. (6).

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

W e focus on the fourelectron system at density low enough ( = 10) to induce
the crystallization ofa W ignerm olecule.F igure 2 (@) displays our C I results for the
Jow -energy region ofthe excitation spectrum for di erent valies of the totalorbital
angularm om entum and spin multiplicities (the so called yrast line'?). T he ground
state is the spin triplet state with M = 0, which is found to be the lowest-energy
state in the range 0 20. The absence of any level crossing as the density
is progressively diluted (ie. Increases) implies that the crystallization process
evolves in a continuos m anner, consistently w ith the nite-size character of the
system . N evertheless, several features of F ig. 2 (@) dem onstrate the form ation of a
W ignerm olecule In the dot.

F irst, the two possbl spin multiplets otherthan S = 1, namely S = 0;2, lie
very close In energy to the ground state. T his is understood by invoking electron
crystallization. In fact, in the W igner lin i, the Ham ittonian of the system tums
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Fig. 2. (a) Excitation energies of the four-electron W igner m olecule vs. total orbital angular
momentum M , for di erent values of the total spin S, with = 10. (b) Corresponding R am an
scattering cross section for charge excitations in the o -resonance lim it.Here we set fyj= 2 10
an ! and introduce a ctitious gaussian broadening ofRam an peaks ( = 0:9 10 5ev).GaAs

param eters were used throughout the paper.

into a classical quantity, since the kinetic energy term in it m ay be neglected w ith
respect to the Coulomb tem . T herefore, only com m uting operators (the electron
positions) appear in the H am iltonian. In this regin e the soin, which hasno classical
counterpart, becom es irrelevant?4i4? spin-dependent energies show a tendency to
degeneracy. This can also be understood in the follow ng way: if electrons sit at
som e lattice sites w ith unsubstatial overlap of their localized wave functions, then
the totalenergy m ust not depend on the relative orientation of neighboring spins.

Second, an exact replica of the sequence of the two lowest-energy singlet and
triplet states occurs orboth M = 0 and orM = 4 [(cf. the triplt state labeled A
N Fig.2@)].Such a period of urunitson theM axis identi esam agic num ber,>3
whose origin is brought about by the intemal spatial sym m etry of the interacting
wave fiinction 2445 In fact, when electrons fom a stable W igner m olecule, they
arrange them selves into a four-fold symm etry con guration, where charges are lo—
calized at the comers of a square 31746/47

A third distinctive signature of crystallization is the appearance of a rotational
band,*? which I Fiy. 2 () is com posed of those Iowest-energy lkvels, separated
by energy gaps of about 01 m eV, that increase m onotonically as M increases.
Thisband is called \rotational" since it can be identi ed w ith the quantized levels
E ot M ) of a rgid two-din ensional top, given by the formula

2

E - M2
rot M) o1
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where T is them om ent of inertia ofthe top 3 T hese excitationsm ay be thought of
as the \nom alm odes" ofthe W ignerm olecule rotating as a whol in the xy plane
around the vertical sym m etry axis parallelto z.

Figure 2 (b) displays the calculated o —resonance Ram an spectrum for charge
density uctuations (S = 0, where S is the variation of the spin w ith respect
to the ground state). The dom inant peak is the one labeled A, corresponding to
the M = 4 nom almode of the W igner m okcule of Fig. 2 (@), which therefore
represents a clear, visble feature of W igner crystallization . N otice also the appear—
ance of the so called K ohn m ode! (labeled K ) at higher energy, which is a dipolar
(M = 1) collective m otion of the center ofm ass of the electron system .

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

Figure 3 show s the QP wave function, corresponding to the infction of the fourth
electron Into the QD , asa function ofx @ty = 0), Ortwo di erent valuesof .As

Increases (from 0.5 to 10), the density decreases going from the non-interacting
Iimi ( = 0:5) desp into the W igner regine ( = 10).At high density ( = 035,
approxin ately corresponding to the electron density ne = 3:3 102 am ? ) thewave
function substantially coincides w ith the non-interacting FD p-lke orbial. By in—

QP wave function (yy
7

Fig. 3. Quasiparticle wave function vs. x (y = 0) for di erent values of the dim ensionless
C oulom b-to-kinetic energy ratio .The STS di erential conductance, proportional to the wave
function square m odulus, corresponds to the tunneling processN = 3! N = 4.The length unit
is the characteristic dot radius Y5 p .

creasing the QD radis (@nd ), the QP wave function weight m oves tow ards larger
values of r (the s-lke symm etry ofthe = 10 curve com es from a transition ofthe
three-electron ground state?? around 6).By m easuring lengths in units of L,p ,
as i is done In Fig. 3, this trivial e ect should be totally com pensated. H ow ever,
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wessefor = 10 M. 11 10° an ?) that the now much stronger correlation
is responsble or an unexpected weight reorganization, which is related to the for-
m ation ofa \ring" of crystallized electrons in the W ignerm olecule (cf. Sec.4).The
shape of the = 10 curve ofFig. 3 is consistent w ith the onset of a solid phase
w ith four electrons sitting at the apices ofa square, as discussed in Sec. 4.N ote also
the dram atic weight lossofQPsas is increased: the stronger the correlation, the
m ore e ective the \orthogonality" between interacting states.

6. Conclusions

The W ignerm olecule is an Intriguing electron phase, peculiar ofQD s, which still
lacks for experim entalcon m ation.W e predict that both inelastic light scattering
and in aging spectroscopies are able to probe distinctive features of crystallization.
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