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T he description of interacting m any-electron system s in extemalm agnetic elds is considered In
the fram ework of the optin ized e ective potentialm ethod extended to current-spin-density finc—
tionaltheory. A s a case study, a two-din ensional quantum dot in extemalm agnetic elds is Inves-
tigated. Excellent agreem ent w ith quantum M onte C arlo results is obtained when self-interaction
corrected correlation energies from the standard local spin-density approxin ation are added to
exact-exchange results. Full selfconsistency wihin the com plete current-spin-density-finctional

fram ew ork is found to be ofm Inor in portance.

PACS numbers: 71.15M b,73 21 La

I. NTRODUCTION

Since its ntroduction in 1964, density-functional the—
ory OFT)'? hasbecom e a standard toolto calculate the
electronic structure of atom s, m olecules, and solids from

rst principles. Early on, the originalDFT form ulation
has been extended to the case of spin-polarized system s
which also provides a description of m any-electron sys—
tem s in an externalm agnetic eld. H owever, In this spin—
DFT (SDFT) framework the magnetic eld only cou—
ples to the spin but not to the orbital degrees of free—
dom , ie., the coupling of the electronic m om enta to the
vector potential associated w ith the extemal m agnetic

eld is not taken into account. A proper treatm ent of
this coupling requires extension to current-spin-density—
finctional theory (CSDFT)?® in tem s of three basic
variables: the electron density n (r), the soin m agneti-
zation density m (r), and the param agnetic current den—
sity } (r). T hese densities are conjugate variables to the
electrostatic potential, them agnetic eld, and the vector
potential, respectively.

In orderto be applicable In practice, DFT ofany avor
requires an approxin ation to the exchange-correlation
(xc) energy functional. T he use ofthe localvorticity ap—
proxin ation,?® which is an extension of the local spin—
density approxin ation (LSDA), is problem atic In CS—
DFT: the xc energy per particke of a uniform electron
gasexhbits derivative discontinuitiesw henevera Landau
Jevel is depopulated In an increasing extemalm agnetic

eld. This leads to discontinuities in the corresponding
xc potential® T hese discontinuities then icorrectly ap—
pearwhen the localvalues of the inhom ogeneous density
and vorticity coincide w ith the corresponding values of
the hom ogeneous electron gas. A popularway to circum —
vent this problem is to use functionals which interpolate
between the lin its of weak and high m agnetic elds.””®

Explicitly orbitaldependent functionals, which are
successfilly used n DFT and collinear SDFT ,°*? are

natural candidates to approxin ate the xc energy in C S—
DFT fortwo reasons: rst, they are constructed w ithout
recourse to the m odel of the uniform electron gas and
second, they are ideally suited to describe orbitale ects
such as the 1ling of Landau lvels. In this way, the
problem inherent in any uniform -gas-derived functional
for CSDFT is avoided in a naturalway.

T he use oforbital finctionals requires the so-called op—
tin ized e ective potential O EP) m ethod!! to calculate
the e ective potentials. The OEP form alisn has been
recently generalized to non-collinear SDFT '? as well as
to CSDFT }* T addition, a larger set of basic densities
has been considered in order to inclide the spin-orbit
coupling }4*® Recent applications of the OEP m ethod
or atom s'3 and periodic system s'® have indicated that
the di erence between exact-exchange calculations car-
ried out fully selfconsistently within CSDFT or SDFT,
regpectively, is only m inor. T hese works have also indi-
cated that the Inclusion of correlation energies is of par-
ticular In portance when dealing wih current-carrying
states.

In this work we consider the OEP formm alisn within
CSDFT in the presence of an extermalm agnetic eld.
In particular, we focus our attention on two-din ensional
sem iconductor quantum dots @D s)!’ exposed to uni-
form and constant extemalm agnetic elds. In addition
to the various applications in the eld of sem iconductor
nanotechnology, QD s are also challenging test cases for
com putational m any-electron m ethods due to the rela—
tively large correlation e ects. M oreover, the rolk of the
current induced by the extemalm agnetic eld is partic—
ularly relevant .n QD s*® m aking them a reference system
in CDFT shce its early developem ents!’ T herefore, it is
Interesting to exam ine whether the selfconsistent soli—
tion ofCSDFT di ers from the result obtained by adding
the extemal vector potentialto the SDFT schem e, which
am ounts to neglecting the xc vector potentialof CSDFT .

A's expected, we nd that the bare exact-exchange
EXX) resul is not su cient to obtain total energies
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In agreem ent w ith num erically accurate quantum M onte
Carlo QM C) resuls, although a considerable in prove—
m ent to the HartreeFock result is found. However, in—
cluding the self-interaction corrected LSDA correlation
energies to the EX X solution leads to totalenergies that
agreevery wellw ith QM C resuls. In addition, w ithin the
given approxim ations, our resultscon m that the role of
selfconsistent calculations in the framework of CSDFT
isonly m inor. In particular, we observe that accurate to—
talenergies and densities can also be obtained by sim ply
m odifying the SDFT schem e by lncluding the coupling to
the extemalvector potential. Indeed, this procedure has
been em ployed in the past to partially rem edy the lack of
good approxin ate current-dependent fiinctionals. Here,
a validation is provided in the m ore general context of
the OEP fram ework.

T his paper is organized as follow s. In Sec. ITIA we re—
view the OEP method n CSDFT .The form alisn is then
adapted to the case ofQ D sin m agnetic eldsin Sec.IIB.
In Sec. ITTA we discuss details of the num erical proce—
dure before presenting the resuls of our calculations in
Sec. IIIB . A briefsumm ary is given In Sec. IV .

II. OPTIM IZED EFFECTIVE POTENTIAL
METHOD IN CSDFT

A . General form alism

TheKohn-Sham K S) equation n CSDFT reads Har-
tree atom ic units are used throughout unless stated oth—
erw ise)

n #
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T he three K S potentials are given by
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w here the xc potentials are functional derivatives of the
xC energy E .. wih respect to the corresponding densi-
ties,
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regpectively. T he selfconsistency cycle is closed by cal-
culating the density
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T he ground-state total energy of the interacting system
can then be com puted from
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where T and U are the kinetic energy ofthe K S system
and the H artree energy, respectively.

G auge Invariance of the energy functional In plies that
E xc depends on the current only through the vorticity,

=r (G E©=n@I®); 12)

ie, Eych;3im ] = Exch; ;m 17 This mmediately
Jeads to the follow ing relation for the xc vector poten—
tial
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If one uses an approxin ate E . which is given explic—
itk in tem s of the densities, the calculation of the cor-
responding xc potentials via Egs. (5)—(7) is straightfor-
ward. Here, how ever, we dealw ith approxin ationsto the
xc energy which are explicit fuinctionals ofthe K S spinor
orbials k. These functionals are, via the H ohenberg—
K ohn theorem , im plicit functionals of the densities. In
the spirit ofthe originalO EP form align , the correspond—
Ing integral equations for the xc potentials can be de-
rived’® by requiring that the e ective eldsm inin ize the
value of the ground-state total energy (11). Therefore,
the functionalderivatives ofthe totalenergy w ith respect
to the three K S potentials are required to vanish. This



procedure leads to three OEP equations which arem ost
conveniently w ritten ast3
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The orbial shifts ( have the structure ofa rstorder
shift from the unperturbed orbital  under a perturba-—
tion whosem atrix elem ents are given by D ]Zj . Physically,
the OEP equations (14)—(16) then in ply that the densi-
ties do not change under this perturbation. IfA 4. is set
to zero, Egs. (14) and (15) reduce exactly to the OEP
equations of non-collinear SDFT 2

Egs. (14) — (16) form a set of coupled integralequations
for the three unknown xc potentials, and they can be
soXed by a direct com putation of the orbital shiftst?-2°
A Itematively, one can employ the K riegerL ilafrate
KLI) approach as a sinplifying approxin ation?!??
which is known to yield potentials which are very close
to the fullOEP onesin SDFT . In the ollow ing we utilize
the K LT approxim ation in the description ofa quasitwo—
din ensionalsem iconductorQ D!’ in an extermalm agnetic

eld.

B . A pplication to quantum dots

The QD is descrlbbed as a m any-electron system re—
stricted to the xy plane and con ned in that plane
by an extemal parabolic potential vo = im !§r’ with
r» = x? + y?. Follow ing the m ost comm on experin en—
tal setup,!” the externalm agnetic eld is de ned to be
uniform and perpendicular to the xy plane, ie., B (¥) =

r A = Bpe, with thegaugeA ( (r) = Bore =2.W e
apply the e ective-m ass approxin ation w ith them aterial
param eters forG aA s, ie., thee ectivemassm = 0:067,
the dielectric constant, = 124, and the e ective gyro—
magneticratiog = 0#44.

In QD s the magnetization is parallel to the exter—
nal eld, ie., these system s show collinear m agnetiam .
T herefore, the K S m agnetic eld B 3 and the m agnetiza—
tion density have only non-vanishing z-com ponents. T he
Paulitype K S equation becom es diagonal in goin space
and can be decoupled Into tw o separate equations for the
soin-up and spin-down orbials 'y (r). W e further as-
sum e that the xc potentials preserve the cylindrical sym —
m etry of the problem , ie.,

Vxec (r) = Vxc () = Vye (X) B9 Bxcz (); 19)
w here the upper signs are for son-up and lower signs
for spin-down electrons, and A - (r) = Ayxc(r)e . Due
to the cylindrical symm etry we can separate the wave
function into radial and angular parts as ' 41 (r) =
exp (il )Ry1 (r), where the radialwave functionsR 41 (r)
are realvalued eigenfunctions of the H am iltonian
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w ith the totalcon nement = P 12+ 12=4, and the cy-
clotron frequency !c = Bo=m c. The radialwave func-
tions are expanded in the basis of eigenfunctions of the
corresponding non-interacting problem , ie., the eigen—
functions of the Ham iltonian (20) w ith the H artree and
all xc potentials set to zero.

A sa consequence of the cylindrical sym m etry, the den—
sities are Independent of the angl and thus given sokly
In temm s of r = IJj. Also, only the -component of the
param agnetic current density, as the conjigate variable
to the vector eld in this direction, plys a ok, ie.,
b @ = (Gr @)+ J4 (¥))e . Instead of using the density
and the z-com ponent of the m agnetization, one em ploys
the soin-up and spin-down densities. Hence, the three
densities to be determ ined are n« (r), ny (r), and J (r).

Consequently, the OEP K LT equations are given as a
3 3 matrix equation which reads

D (r)Vye (¥) = R (x); (21)

w here the potential vector is given by

1
Vic (@) = Vxer (€))7 Vie (r);EAxc(r) : (22)

Them atrix D reads

0 1
n» (r) 0 Jor (¥)

D=C 0 ny@ @A @3)
Jor @©) oy © N (¥)



w here the densities and current densities are given by
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The right-hand-side of Eq. (21) contains fiinctional
derivatives ofthe xc energy. T hey can be calculated once
an approxim ation to the xc energy is speci ed. Here, we
use the EXX approxin ation to E ., ie.,

EEXX _ 1 X X
* 2
=";# £ilg;fkm g
Z 0 0
dzrdzro’jl @) 1 @) xm )y, (@) . 7

jr 3
The rst two components ofR on the RHS ofEqg. (21)
are then given by
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in all three cases.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS
A . Generalrem arks

A detailed analysis of Eg. (21) reveals that for a sys—
tem with a vanishing current the third line of the m atrix
equation vanishes identically. However, for these states
the correct value ofthe current is already obtained at the
levelof SDFT asa naturalsymm etry constraint. In fact,
using zero vector potential as the initial valie, one can
show that it rem ains zero at each iteration. Hence, one
recovers the originhal SDFT result for non-current car-
rying states!® On the other hand, for current-carrying
states the xc vector potential is always non-vanishing
even if one chooses a vanishing vector potential as the
niialvalie.

A closer ingpection of the K LTI equations show s that
they becom e linearly dependent In the asym ptotic region
and therefore do not have a unique solution. In our nu-—
m erical procedure, we take a pragm atic approach to the
problem of linearly dependent K LT equations and add a
very an allpositive constant to N (r) n Eqg. 26). A s the
consequence, the lin it becom es A ;¢ (r) o !1 0. In addi
tion, we In pose vk¢; (1) - !1 1=r. This procedure also
Iim its the possible appearance of num erical artifacts in
the K LIpotentials resulting from a nite basisset. Such
di culties have also occurred or open-shell atom s. 1323
A though we face sin ilar problem s In QD calculations
(see below ), we have con m ed that the evaluation ofthe
totalenergies, densities, and currents is not considerably
a ected. A fiurther analysis is presented elsew here.?? T
the context of the full solution of the OEP equations,
problem s In the com putation of the e ection potential
due to the use ofa nite basisset have been recently an—
alyzed in severalworks, and di erent possible solutions
have been proposed 2°(2?

B. Exam ples

Figure 1 show s the total energy of a six-electron QD
('o = 5meV) as a function of By. The kinks cor-
respond to changes In the ground-state con guration
L,;S;). Apart from the fully-polarized (S, = 3) states,
the EX X energies (dotted line) are considerably too large
when com pared w ith the accurate QM C results (dashed
line) 8 EXX also leads to an erroneous occurrence of
the ( 5;2) ground-state at By = 15220 T . However,
adding the LSDA correlation®® post-hoc to the EXX
energies EXX+ cLSDA) yields the correct sequence of
states as a function of By. This is a m ar in prove-
m ent over the cL.SD A -corrected H artreeFock calculation
w hich doesnot give the correct ground states fora sim ilar
system 3! A s expected, the corrections given by cL.SDA
are largest for the unpolarized state (0;0) and sm allest
for the com pletely polarized states ( 15;3) and ( 21;3).
T his is due to the fact that the electron exchange has a
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FIG. 1l: (color online). Total ground-state energy (m inus
6 = 64/ !S + 12=4) in a six-electron quantum dot as a func-
tion of extemalm agnetic eld (SI units). The results have
been calculated using the exact-exchange XX ), EXX with
LSDA correlation (EXX+ cLSDA), and EXX wih the cor-
rected LSDA correlation EXX+ c"#LSDA).The LSDA and
quantum M onte Carlo QM C) results are shown for com —
parison. T he arrow s m ark the points w here the ground-state
con guration (L;;S,) changes.

larger e ect on the totalenergy In system s wih a high
num ber of sam e-spin electrons.

D espite the Inprovement of EXX+ cLSDA over the
bare EXX, the resul is not satisfactory in com pari-
son with QM C: Figure 1 shows that the energies of
EXX+ cLSDA are consistently too low by 1:0 15mev.
On the other hand, the agreem ent between QM C and
the conventional LSDA (dash-dotted line) is very good.
Hence, taking Into account that the EXX is expected to
capture the true exchange energy by a good accuracy (the
only deviation arising from them issing correlation in the
selfconsistent solution), our result dem onstrates the in—
herent tendency ofthe LSD A to cancelout its respective
errors In exchange and correlation. T his wellknown er—
ror cancellation is lost when adding LSDA correlation
to the EXX result. As expected, the perform ance of
EXX+ cLSDA wih respect to QM C is at its best in the
fi1lly polarized regine B, ~ 5 T), where the exchange
contrbution in the totalenergy is relatively at largest.

Asa sinpl cure to the error n EXX+ cLSDA , we ap—
ply a type of self-nteraction correction as st suggested
by Stolland co-workers3? The LSDA correlation energy
can be In proved by

E c"#1.5D 2 = Ecrspa

&r ne @ che;0l+ 0y (©) cO;ngl; (31)

where .[h»;ns] is the correlation energy per electron
in the two-din ensional electron gas>? T herefore, in this
approxin ation, denoted asEX X + c"#LSD A , the correla—
tion energy between like-spin electrons is removed. W e
em phasize that this contrbution is non-zero in the ex—
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FIG.2: (color online). Angular com ponents of the param ag—
netic and diam agnetic currents, j, and j , and their sum
for the ( 21;3) state at By = 11 T . The dashed line shows
the exchange vector potential for the sam e con guration.

act treatm ent and thus cannot be neglected. However,
w ithin the LSDA it contains m ostly self-nteraction en—
ergy. Now, we nd that EXX+ c"#LSDA (solid line) is
very close to QM C, and actually perform s better than
the conventional LSDA .

Figure 2 show s the param agnetic current j, and the
diam agnetic current 3y (¥) = nEAy ()=m at By =
11T forthe ( 21;3) state. The totalcurrent j = }, +
Ju changessign atr 350 au. due to the existence ofa
single vortex at the center ofthe QD .W e nd the vortex
solution in agreem ent w ith both LSDA and num erically
exact calculations >3

In Fig. 2 we also show the exchange vector potential
Ay.Thesnallkink atr 1100 aa. isdue to a basisset
problem described in Sec. ITIA . Them axinum of Ay jis
located neartheedge oftheQD atr 700 awu. However,
its relative m agniude w ith respect to the extemalvector
potential Ay is largest at r 150 anu., where we nd
Ax=ApJ] 0:d. Desgpite the considerable m agniude of
A,,we nd that itse ect on physical quantities like the
total energy, density, and current density is practically
negligble. In the case presented in Fig. 2, or exam ple,
the di erence between SDFT and CSDFT totalenergies
is 0:02% . In the context of the OEP m ethod, the
m inor role ofthe xc vectorpotentialhasbeen observed for
open-shellatom s,*3 m olecules,*? and extended system s1°
Earlier QD studies in the levelof LSDA have also led to
sim ilar conclusions®

Finally, we point out that, n principl, a given func—
tional should be evaluated wih K S orbitals obtained
from selfconsistent calculations and not in a post-hoc
m anner as we have done in thiswork. H ow ever, the vari-
ational nature of DFT im plies that if one evaluates the
totalenergy w ith a density w hich slightly di ers from the
self-consistent density, the resulting change in the energy
is of second order in the sn alldeviation of the densities.



Iv. SUMMARY

W e have applied the optin ized e ective potential
m ethod In current-spin-density finctional theory to two-—
din ensional system s exposed to extemalm agnetic elds.
W e have observed that the bare exact-exchange result
(w ithin the K LI approxin ation) isnot su clent in nd-
Ing the correct ground-state sequence as a function of
them agnetic eld, although a considerable In provem ent
over the H artreeFock resuls is found. A dding the cor-
relation energy in the form of the standard local spin—
density approxim ation yields excellent agreem ent of the
ground-state energiesw ith quantum M onte C arlo resuls,
if the spurious self-interaction error is corrected. M ore—
over, w ithin the speci ed approxin ations, we found no
considerable di erences in total energies and densities
w hen com paring the resuls obtained using a full- edged
current-soin-density functionaltheory and a soin-density

functionalschem em odi ed to inclide the coupling to the
extermal vector potential.
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