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A bstract. W e investigate the charging energy Jlevel statistics of disordered
Interacting electrons In quantum dots by num erical calculations using the H artree
approxin ation. The aim is to obtain a global picture of the statistics as a function
of disorder and interaction strengths. W e nd Poisson statistics at very strong
disorder, W igner-D yson statistics for weak disorder and interactions, and a G aussian
Interm ediate regine. These regines are as expected from previous studies and
fiundam ental considerations, but we also nd interesting and rather broad crossover
regin es. In particular, interm ediate between the G aussian and Poisson regines we

nd a two-sided exponential distribution for the energy level spacings. In com paring
w ith experin ent, we nd that this distrdbution m ay be realized in som e quantum dots.

1. Introduction

Understanding energy lvel statistics ELS) of quantum manydbody systems is a
fundam ental and intriguing challenge. W igner st proposed the statistical m ethod
In order to understand the excitation energies of nuclki, and developed the m athem atics
of random m atrix theory RM T) to do the calculations [lll. This idea has been very
successfiil in elucidating experim ental data in nuckar spectroscopy K]. The advent of
arti cially constructed nite interacting quantum system s provides an opportunity to
test these ideas again [3]. Quantum dots are the system of choice today, and indeed
RM T isusefulin descrbing trangoort and excitation energies In dots [4]. D otshave the
additional feature that the particle num ber can be changed in a controlled fashion, and
one can Investigate a som ewhat di erent quantity, the change In ground state energy
when a particke is added to the dot. This distrbution of level spacings when the
particle num ber is changed w ill be term ed the charging energy level statistics CELS).
Surprisingly, these statistics of this quantity do not follow RM T at all [5].

The CELS is measured as follows. In the Coulomb blockade regine, the
conductance of a dot ishighly resonant, w ith a sharp peak when the chem ical potential
di erence ofthe kads isequaltothedi erenceE s N + 1) Eg N ),whereEg (N ) isthe
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total ground state energy of the dot with N particles. Since the particle number can
be varied by adjusting the gate voltage, the quantity . N ) E;®N + 1) 2E; N )+

Ec N 1) can be m easured by recording the spacing of ad-pcent conductance peaks
on the graph of conductance vs. gate voltage. , uctuates as the particle number is
varied. By m easuring it form any di erent dot 1lings, a probability distrloution P ( ,)
can be built up, and it is this distribution that is com pared to theory.

The smplestway to apply RM T to the CELS isvia the constant Interaction m odel,
which goesas follow s [d]. Let the dot have chargeQ = N e and capacitanceC . Now
assum e that onem ay ssparate the energy into a non— uctuating (\constant") energy of
interaction Ec N ) = Q2=2C and a uctuatingpartE¢ N ). Then

;N )= €=2C)[N + 1)° 2N°+ N 1)°]
+EN + 1) 2ZEfN )+ Ef N 1)
=S=C+E;N+1) 2E:N)+E;N 1):

Further assume that RMT can be applied to Ef N ) and the conclusion is that
, N ) &=C should Pllow W ignerD yson statistics. That is, if , (N ) ism easured
formany N and a histogram is built up, the shape of the histogram , when nom alized
to unit area, should converge (to a very good approxin ation) to the fom
8
< O; if 2 e2=C <0

Pup (2 &=C)= B . &)

2 .
= (2 &=Clexp — ((£55)? ; othemwise.

T his is som etin es called the CI (constant Interaction) + RM T m odel. T he prediction
ofEq. [) is in stark contradiction to experim ents on the CELS, which show aP (x) that
isusually approxin ately G aussian instead ofhaving the asym m etric shape predicted by
Eq. ) Bl

T hisbasic discrepancy was resolved by the work ofCohen et al. [/]. These authors
solved the H artreeFock equations fora nite disordered interacting system of charges
on a lattice. Thisproduced a G aussian shape forP (x). The origin ofthis distrdbution
isthe H artree term in the totalenergy. The H artree potentialat any given site isa sum
of random variables, the charges at all the other sites weighted by their inverse distance
to the given site. Application of the central Iim it theorem to this potential then yields
the G aussian form forthe CELS. By m aking an experim entally-guided estin ate of the
param eters in the m odel, Cohen et al. also found agreem ent between theory and the
experin ental data of Sivan et al. [B] for the w idth of the distribution.

However, there rem ain unanswered questions. Some are experinental. Aswe
shall show In detailbelow, them ost extensive data on P (x) [8] show m arked deviations
from the Gaussian shape. In particular, there are broad tails n the distrbution.
Furthem ore, other experim ents [U] show som e asymm etry In the distrdbution fiinction,
Indicating that the G aussian is not universal.

T here are also purely theoretical issues to be resolved. RM T is certainly valid in
regin es where the interaction is weak, as it is known to be correct for non interacting
system s. This m eans that there should be a crossover regin e from W ignerD yson to
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G aussian statistics as the strength of the Interaction is increased and this has been
seen In num erical studies (4], [L0]. W e analyze this In som e m ore detail by nding
the crossover point In the presence of disorder w ith variabl strength. A lso, it has
been shown by Shklovskii et al. [L1] that W ignerD yson statistics do not apply near
the Fem ienergy of Anderson insulators. In this case the energy levels follow Poisson
statistics. Thus, if the disorder dom nates, we have yet a third kind of statistics, again
w ith crossovers that are in need of investigation. In this regard, it is interesting to note
recent work by Berkovits et al, who nd a crossover from W ignerD yson to Poisson
statistics as a function of interaction strength In the energy of the st excited state
of dots [12]. A hassid et al. have seen the crossover from G aussian to W ignerD yson
statistics, In a m ore generical m odel of a dot, valid at sn all din ensionlss resistance
131.

In this work, we take a synthetic approach to answer these experim ental and the—
oretical questions, In the hope of arriving at a global understanding of the CELS of
quantum dots. In Sec. [J, we introduce a m odel that includes interactions, disorder
and hopping. W e rst exam ne the classical lim it of the m odel and then extend the
argum ents to the quantum case. The qualitative results are sum m arized by m eans ofa
con pctured "statistics plot". In Sec.[d, we present the results of num erical sin ulations
to bolster the theoretical conclisions and m ake them som ew hat m ore quantitative. The

nal resuls are presented in Sec.[d. Com parison to experim ent ism ade in Sec.[3, and
our conclusions are in Sec. [d.

2.M odel

Ourmodelofa dot isa system of N Interacting electrons on a disordered lattice of N ¢
sites: the Anderson Ham iltonian w ith long-range C oulomb interactions:
Xs Xs X n:n-
H = un; do+ do + & —
i hiji 67 Ri Ry

@)

In this equation, i labels the sites of a nite square lattice. The sites are located at
R; = fma;na), wherem and n are Integers: 1 m L and 1 n L: hiji isa
nearest-neighbor pair, n; = c/¢ is the number operator, and "g are the site energies.
The u! are drawn from a probability distrbution P (") ofwidth W :

1=" % for i< w =2

3
* 0; for 1> w2 ©)

The m odel has three param eters t5W % and e’=a. Ourm ain interest lies in the energy
level statistics. These statistics can only depend on two param eters, since one of
the three can be scaled out. W e choose €’°=a as our energy unit and so de ne the
din ensionless quantities H = H %=e?; t= t%a=e’; r, = R;=a,and W = W %=¢?, leading
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to

Xs Xs g C%]
H = uin; t  Cy + ccg + .
i hiji g3 0 H]

X I'lj_I'lj

@)

and
Plg= 0 DF W= ©)
0 for 3> W =2

O urm odelofthe dot isnot them ost general. H owever, we believe it isthe sim plest
one that combines the three essential features of the problam : disorder, interaction,
and hopping. I takes the sinplest possbl form for the disorder, the sin plest non—
Interacting band structure, and the sinplest long-range Interaction. W e shall have
occasion to brie y investigate som e elbhborations of the m odel such as di erent dot
shapes and di erent boundary conditions. It is generally believed that the A nderson
model is su ciently general to capture all the qualitative features of m any physical
properties having to do w ith disorder, localization being the prim e exam ple. G iven the
Intin ate connection between localization and level statistics, i seem splausibl that this
m odel is a good starting point for our problam .

The chief di culties in the num erical calculations are the necessities of averaging
overm any realizations ofthe disorder and converging accurately to the authentic ground
state. In order to accom plish these two cb pctives, we are foroed to neglect the spin
degree of freedom . T his isundesirable, particularly in view of suggestions that energy—
level pairing m ight take place, lrading to bin odaldistributions forthe CELS. W e only
note that this phenom enon is apparently absent In m ost experin ents, and also In m ost
of the num erical work done previously. Since we will do calculations in the H artree
approxin ation, we must also specify the onsite interaction, which is taken as U = 4.
W e discuss this choice further below .

To understand the Jevel statistics of a particular dot, we m odel it by Eq. [@) and
then situate it on a plot of disorder versus hopping strength: W vs. t, and our task is
to gure out the physics of all the regions of the W tplane. W e shall refer to this
diagram as the \statistics plot". The m otivation for plotting in this way is that the
lin iting regim es of the CELS can easily be picked out. Let us discuss the theoretical
expectations for these regin es In tum.

The clhssical regin e is de ned by t = Owhich is the vertical axis of the statistics
plot. Far out along this vertical axis of the statistics plot, W ! 1 and the disorder is
dom nant, and we can neglect both hopping and interactions. Each electron sits on a
single site, and the sites i are lled up in the order of u;; from lowest to highest. The
ground state energy is given by

bl
EN)= u;; ©)

=1

w here the u; are Indexed such that u; < u, < usz < . Also

2=EcgN +1) 2EcN )+ Eg N 1)=uys+1 uy: (7)
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This leads to Poisson statistics, essentially independent of the statistics chosen for the
;.

To see this, consider a set of N >> 1 numbers uy chosen at random from the
Interval ( W =2;W =2) which iswhat we do to get the single-partick energy levels. O nce
they are chosen, order them so that u; < Uy < ::: < Uy : W hat is the probability
distrdbution P ( 5) brtil)ledierenoe 2=u3y uj; ? Fistnote that themean valie
j @y uy1) = W=N, agpart from edge e ects which can be
ignored if N is large. Now after the uy are chosen, consider one of them , say uj 1 :
W hat is the probability distrdbution ofuy given uy ; ? Now, once uy; is given, then
the chance foruj to occur in the intervaluy 2 @y, + 2;u51+ 2+ d ) isthechance
for a hit In an interval of width d ,: Since the u’s are uncorrelated, this is just d
tin es the density of values on the intervalwhich isN=W . The probability that there
are no values of u between u; ; and the interval is the probability that the interval
(U5 17u31 + 2) wasnot hit during the entire selection process of N selections, which
is (1 =W N .HenceP ( ,)d ,= Nd ,=W ) (1 =W ) . T the lin i of large
N;wehaveP ( ,)= N=W ) (1 =W )N = 1=s)@ N ,=s)V ! e 27=5: More
exp licitly

of , isgiven by s =

PP(2>=(e s 20 @)
0 if ,<0
and note that this is properly nom alized. T he capacitance C, which gives a rigid shift
e’=C in thedistrution, ise ectively n nite ow ing to the absence of nteractions in this
lin it. Because ofthe vanishing ofPy at negative argum ents, this is also an asym m etric
distribution.

To understand the classical regin e at weak disorder W << 1, it is necessary to
estin ate the potential uctuations. Consider a sst of N charges on the lattice. In
the absence of disorder W = 0), they will be distrbuted in space In such a way as
to m ake the entire dot Into an equipotential surface, up to atom icscale graininess,
which also gives graininess to the Coulomb potential. If we add a an all am ount of
disorder In an in nie systam , we expect that the site w here the next charge goes to be
determm ined entirely by the graininess in the C oulom b potentialand the weak random ness
com ing from the very sm alldisorder In site energies. T hus the w idth of the distridbution
P ( 2;W ); which we shall denote by ¢ has a an all intercept on the W axis and is
Inearn W : y ( ;W )= Po+ W ,the msttem com ing from the graininess and the
seoond from the disorder. This process clearly leads to G aussian statistics, as the site
energies are chosen at random and their sum is the total energy. A s detailed below , we

nd em pirically that the atom icscale graininess is am aller than one m ight expect.

Thus at am all disorder we have Gaussian CELS and at large disorder we have
Poisson CELS. W here does the crossover, or Crossovers, occur?

Increasing the am ount of disorder from an allvalieswe w ill nd that som e charges,
on entering the system , will end up one lattice constant away from the site that is
optinum for the Coulomb interaction. This costs an electrostatic energy of order
N €a?=L3;where L isthe linear size ofthe lJattice. The quadratic dependence on a isdue
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to the fact that the potential energy is quadratic in the displacem ent, since the charge
is close to a potentialm nimum . This charge gainsa site energy W : The number of
displaced chargesN gi, istherefore oforderN g N W = N e2a?=L>) = W L3=e?a’: Each
displaced charge creates a potential uctuation at a test site that is of order e?a=L?;
since it is typically at a distance L from the test site, but it hasm oved only by a
distance a: At the test site these changes add random ly, giving rise to a potential at

the test site that has a nom aldistribution of w idth
qd— =2

u N gis&°a=L> W L=a? - Pa=l?
_ WL 1=2 W i e_2
et=C C
oW 172E
E. c

Here E . is the charging energy &=C e&’=L: These considerations hold for in nite
system s. In nite system s, a substantial fraction of the charges w illbe at or near the
boundary ofthe system . M oving these charges costs a m uch larger am ount of C oulom b
energy  e’=a: This isa very in portant e ect in our calculations because of the am all
lattice sizes and an all num ber of charges. In such a system the surface e ects increase
the size of the regine of am allW where the disorder cannot a ect the position of the
charges. Increasng W In this regin e does not change the Coulomb energy and the
w idth ofthe distrdbution com es entirely from the disorder energy. T he site energies are
drawn random Iy from the uniform (or other) distrbbution an hence the di erences are
nom ally distributed. Hence we expect a width proportionalto W for very anallW
and to W ' for slightly Jarger W : This rst crossover takes place when the disorder
energy W °  &=a which givesw ' 1:

However, this is not the crossover to genuine Poisson statistics, a one-sided
exponential form for P ( ,): That crossover only occurs when the N + 1lst chame,
added into a background of random ly-placed charges, and w ith a choice of order N ¢
sites, m ust always choose the one which has the lowest site energy rather the one w ith
Jowest Coulomb energy. Thiswilloccurwhen W %N, is com parable to €’=a: Thisyields
w2 Ng>wW /Y 1 asthe crossover to Poisson statistics.

W hat about the interm ediate regimeW ) < W < W ?? Th ournum erical studies,
aswe shall see below , in this intermm ediate regin e we nd a sym m etric distribution w ith
broader tails than one has in a Gaussian. W e suggest the follow Ing rather speculative
explanation. In this general case, the Coulomb and disorder energies both contribute.
W e can consider the distrbution of N )= Eg N + 1) Eg N) N e&’=2C directly.
This isa random variable whose instances are ndexed by N : Ttsdistrbution is centered
on 0 by the de nition ofC . Ifthere isno correlation between ; N ) and N itself, then
the sscond dierence , = ;N) 1 (N 1) is the di erence of two values drawn
from this distrdoution at random and P ( ,) willbe G aussian. However, in the Iim it of
strong disorder, thisisclearly not s0: Eg N + 1) Eg N ) = uy+1;which isan increasing
function of N : W hen disorder is som ew hat weaker, and m inor charge redistribution is
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allowed, wem ay stillexpect that the particle num ber is changed only by a an allam ount,
then there can be regions of energy (or particle num ber), where sucoessive (in energy)
instances of the random variablke Eg N + 1) Eg N ) N &*=2C correspond to changes
In particle num ber by only one particle. Then ; satis esPoisson statistics as in Eqg.
[B) and , satis es

Pp()=—= die ™ d% ™ [, (; 9

= -exp( J 2Fs);
2s

which is a two-sided exponential, a sym m etric distribution. This is a reasonably good
representation of what we nd in the num erics.

A long the other axisW = 0 the system is fully quantum and a good starting point
to understand the CELS is the Hartree approxin ation. For N particls, the H artree
H am ittonian, in reduced units, is

Xs ’ Xs X n- '
He W)= t dg+da +¢& w+ ——>Ada:
hiji i s F FyJ
Tt haseigenfunctions W~ ;j_)c‘i/ Piand eigenvalues" N ;M ): The rstindexN indicates
the total num ber of particles, and the second index labels the eigenvalues In increasing
order. The density

A . 2
nyMN )= j N;DJ
= occupied
must be caloulated selfconsistently. T he ground state energy is
X 1X n; 0 )n; )
EcWN)= "WM) - ————
M=1 2i6j BSRSE

T his approxim ation has long been used to calculate ionization energies n atom s and
m olcules. These energies are analogous to our charging energies. T his isusually done
by m eans of K oopm an’s relation

EcN +1) EgN)="N;N +1):
Cohen et al. [1] point out that this in plies
2=EgN +1) 22N)+Ec;N 1)="@ON;N+1) "N 1;N):

In contrast, a particke-hol excitation correspondsto "N ;N + 1) "@© ;N ): Since the
two elgenvalues "N ;N + 1) "N ;N ) come from a singke Ham iltonian, we expect and
Cohen et al. nd that the di erences of this kind follow W ignerD yson-type statistics.
But the quantities of interest to us, "N ;N + 1) and "N 1;N ); are drawn from
di erent Ham iltonians and therefore from separate probability distributions. W e can
get G aussian statistics for their di erence  , because of the G aussian character of the

uctuations in the Coulomb potential 4], [1]. Note that as the Interactions becom e
weak, "N ;M ) becom es iIndependent ofN :
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T his discussion allow s to understand the horizontal axis of the statistics plot. Far
out along the axis, the hopping term dom inates and disorder and interaction can be
neglected. For a highly symm etric lattice such as we shall consider In our num erical
work, we get nonuniversal results very close to the axis for the CELS. This is due to
sym m etry-related degeneracies that are ofno interest forthe present study. Fortunately,
this non-universal regin e is very narrow, since a sn all am ount of disorder lifts the
degeneracies. Irregular dot shapes would presum ably have the same e ect. W e shall
therefore ignore the taxis itself, shce it is unlkely to apply to real dots. Just o
the axis, but far out along it, Interactions are unin portant and we nd W ignerD yson
statistics, w ith the distribution fiinction given by [l.

There is a crossover to G aussian statistics when the interactions becom e m ore
In portant near the origin in the statistics plot. T his crossover is govermed by the usual
param eter ry and the crossover is expected when rg > 1: Thishasbeen found in ssveral
studies [1], 4.

In the two-dim ensional W t plane the question is how disorder destroys the
G aussian statistics as t lncreases. Att= 0 ;= 1 ); the crossover to non-G aussian
occursby de nition atW : W hat isW [ )? W e detem ine this num erically, but we
expect that it is an increasing function. Below the crossover, the choice of the state
to be lled by the N + 1lst particke is detem ined m ainly by the Coulomb interaction.
T his w ill be easier if the states are soread out than when they are localized on sites, as
nthet! 0 lmi.

A third region that can be characterized on the statistics plot is far out along any
line through the origih with nie slope d = W =t , for then the interaction m ay be
neglkcted and the behavior of the system is detem ined by the dim ensionless ratio d
that characterizes the now independent electrons. Ifwe in agihe traveling in clockw ise
fashion around a circle centered at the origin w ith very lJarge radiuswe expect a crossover
from Poisson CELS at large d to W ignerD yson CELS at smalld.

On the statistics plot, the origin is the strong-coupling point. Since G aussian
CELS result from Interactions, we expect a G aussian regin e very near the origin, but
classical crystallization m ust also occur near this point, and the e ects ofgeom etry have
been investigated by K oulkov and Shklovskii [14]. It is unclear how crystallization
In uencesthe CELS. W e shallnot be concemed, except In passing, w ith crystallization
issues in this paper.

T hese considerations of 1im its do not determm Ine the topology of the statistics plot
com plktely. Som e possbilities are shown n Fig. 1. In 1 @), there are crtical values of
W and tbeyond which G aussian CELS cease entirely, while in 1 (o), and 1 (¢), this isnot
the case. There is a crtical value of W =t characteristic of the noninteracting problam
that is comm on to all three possbilities. 1 (o) and 1 (c) are distinguished by the w idth
of the G aussian region as the interaction strength becom es weaker (or varylhg W at

xed W =t). Thiswidth may ormay not vanish. In 1 @), 1), and 1(c) there can be
transitions from Poisson orW ignerD yson ELS to G aussian ELS asonly the interaction
is changed, i.e. when one starts at an arbitrary point and m oves toward the origin
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Figure 1. Possblk topologies for the statistics plot. P stands for Poisson, G for
Gaussian, W D forW ignerD yson.

along a straight line. In 1(d), this cannot occur. A long-tem goal would be to decide
between these various topologies.

T he Iines on the plots of course do not ssparate distinct phases, and we m ust not
Interpret the statistics plot as a phase diagram , though the analogy is In som e ways
ussfil. Aswe are dealing with a nite system, we would only expect crossovers even
In classical them odynam ics. H ere there is additionalphysics that fiirther am ooths the
transitions. For exam ple, we have said that we expect Poisson CELS when the states
arealllocalized. However, it isknown (at keast in the noninteracting case) that allstates
are localized in two din ensions. However, the localization length generally depends on
energy as well as disorder strength and other param eters. Ifwe probe the CELS when
the Fem i energy is such that the localization length is long com pared to the size of
the system , we have the possibility of W ignerD yson CELS. Hence the statistics are
not necessarily independent of N , the number of particles, even in the noninteracting
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case. W hen interactions are added, and the density changes w ith N , this conclision
is strengthened even more. Our m ain interest, however, lies In the topology of the
plot, and those quantitative features that are reasonably robust, to be discussed further
below. W e expect som e of these features to be Independent of N or to vary weakly
wih N .

T he virtues of attem pting to understand dot CELS through the statistics plot are
sveral. The rst is that i o ers a global picture of CELS, which summ arizes all
possibilities succinctly. The plot can serve as a diagnostic tool in the experin ental
nvestigation of a speci ¢ dot or type of dot: where does the dot lie In the W t
plne? It gives a way of connecting the classical and quantum cases in a continuous
fashion. Since classical electrostatic e ects certainly play som e role In dot physics,
this is in portant. Finally, In tting data forP ( ,), we believe it is essential to have
Interpolation form ulas that com bine the three types of CELS, and the statistics plot
gives us guidance as to how to acoom plish this.

3. Num erical C alculations

3.1. C lassical region

T his section is devoted to num erical calculations of the CELS In the the classical lim it
ofthemodelde nedby Eq. {@). W eset t= 0, and restrict our attention to the vertical
axis of the statistic plot. The ground state energy of the N -particle system may be
w ritten as

X 1% nin;

EN)= n;u; + > B e )
=1 w5 Fio T

w here the occupation numbers n; = 0;1 are chosen to m inim ize E (N ) sub Ect to the

constraint in; = N . This is a type of disordered Ising m odel, and it presents a very

di cul optin ization problem in nite geom etries.

The m ethod of choice for nding the ground state is the genetic algorithm , whose
application to this problem we now describe. W e wish to m Inin ize the expression
in Eq. [@) wih respect to the n;: Our particular in plem entation is as ollows. W e

rst random Iy choose a particular realization of the disorder. Then we choose 10
candidate solutions. O ne ofthese is the solution to the non-interacting problem , given
by occupying the sites having the lowest site energies. The rest are chosen random ly.
Each solution is relaxed by localm ovem ents. That is, each particke is allowed to
m ove to a nearby site if that lowers the energy, and this is continued until no further
m ovam ents are m ade, so that a localm nimum is found. (T his part of the algorithm
is 'greedy’.) The energies of these 10 relaxed solutions are evaluated, and only the 5
of Iowest energy are chosen to survive. Excsptions are m ade to this rule when two or
m ore con gurations are very sin ilar in energy. In this case one orm ore is discarded to
preserve genetic diversity. The surviving con gurations are m ated w ith each other by
com bining the top half b > L=2) ofone con guration with the bottom half n L=2)
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@ N =18 b)N = 19

Figure 2. The ground state charge density distrdbutions forN = 18 and N = 19.

of another con guration. M inor exceptions to the de nition of top and bottom half
m ust be allow ed s0 asto conserve particle num ber In them ating process. T hisproduces
the second generation, and the process of relaxation, evaluation, selection and m ating is
fterated. In general, we found that convergence was reached affer about 20 generations
ofthis evolutionary process. Since there is disorder it is necessary to average overm any
realizations, and this is what m akes the com putations tin e-<consum ing. W e found that
50 realizations produced convergent results. In addition, ifP ( ,) is desired, averaging
over particke number N isneeded. Weaveraged N from 5 to 40 on a 20 20 lattice.
T his allow s us to com pute C ; the capacitance, sihoe we de ne €’=C as the average value
of ,: Tt comesout tobeabout C = 8a In ourm odel.

To understand the averaging over N ; note that the m ost usualm easure of density
in two-din ensional electron gases is ry = 1= 4 nga, ; the ratio of potential to kinetic
energy. Here ng is the area electron density and a; = h’=m &® is the e ective Bohr
radius. In tem s of our param eters,

S

N 1
16 t’
50, In a single point on ourgraph, r; is averaged over a range of (0:3 0:9)=t: Thisdoes

s =

not appear to ntroduce serious errors: we checked In selected cases whether therewasa
strong N dependence In the distrdbution function by doing subaverages over di erent
ranges of N w ith other param eters xed. These dependencies appeared to be an all.

It is of som e Interest to see the explicit results for the charge densities in the ordered
system . A sthe particle num ber increases, substantial rearrangem ent ofthe charge takes
place. For an all num bers of particles, these changes are clearly shape-dependent and
som e of the ground states In the square are shown In Fig. 2. For larger numbers of
particles, the trangular Jattice form s and the con gurations can be describbed In temm s
of this lattice and its standard defects. The defects form in order to t the lattice
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Figure 3. The root-m ean-square w idth ofpeak spacing distribution vs. W , the order
param eteJI;). The width increases linearly with the disorder at smallW then crosses
overtoa W behavior.

Into the boundary [14]. Thus there are classical shelle ects that m ight be expected to
contribute to the CELS. However, we generally found that the di erences in Coulomb
energies between com peting con gurations was quite small. Hence, as a particke is
added, the rearrangem ents of charge can be very signi cant, particularly at smallN :
H owever, this does not give rise to anom alously large uctuationsn  ,: Even a very
an all am ount of disorder or hopping is m ore in portant than the classical shell e ects,
m eaning that they do not have much In uence on the shape of the statistics plot as a
whole.

The width of the distrdbution at anallW isplotted In Fig. 3. W e see that the
linearbehaviorat very am allW crosses over to square-root behavior, asexplained above.
T he very an allvalue ofthe intercspt on the axis is the basis of the statem ent that the
shell e ects that would produce graininess In the Coulomb potential, are quite an all.
The st crossover takes place at about W c(rl) 1; asexpected. This concidesm ore or
less w ith the crossover from a Gaussian P ( ;) to a two-sided exponentialP ( ,): In
Fig. 4. we plot the num erically determ ned P ( ,) asa function of W : T he crossover is
unm istakable.

T he further crossover at W ' to Poisson statistics was Jocated by tting P ( ;) to
the P oisson distribution Eq.[8) and a symm etrical G aussian distribution:

1=2

2 2 2
Pe( )= € ) exp ; €= =2

N ote that the G aussian has two param eters, as opposed to the single param eter in the
Poisson expression in Eq. [@). The goodness of t is determ ined by the usual ?, the
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Figure 5. Goodnessof-t for the case t = 0. W hen the disorder is an all the
distrdbbution is G aussian. A s the strength ofdisorder increases the P oisson distribution

ts better. The + 's and 's are num erical data, whereas the solid and dashed lines
are am ooth data. T he crossover occurs at W =N g = 0:75.

m ean-square deviation ofthe num erical points from the theoreticaldistrbutions. Som e
representative tsare shown in Fig. 5. In order to com pare the two ts as a function
ofW ,we nom alize the 2 as ollows:

P
1P (21) Pp( )T

P
(Ps () Pp( )T

P
1P ( 21) Pg( 20T )
P .
:Po( 21) Po( 20T
These goodnessof- t param eters are ptted In Fig. 5 In the regine of hrge W .

When p < () ¢;then Poisson (G aussian) statistics best describe the distrdoution.
@)
Ccr

c =

The crossover happens at about W = 0:5Ng, In reasonabl agreem ent with the
considerations of the previous section. Forvalues ofW which exoeed this, the statistics
are Poisson.

32. Quantum Region

T his section is devoted to the quantum case, which isde ned by the fiillH am ittonian of
Eqg. [@). Our approach is to approxin ate the solution by the H artree approxin ation.
The jasti cation for this is that Fock tem s, not having a de nie sign, tend to give a
much an aller contribution to the singleparticle energies than the H artree term s. This
hasbeen con m ed num erically by Cohen et al. [1]. A secondary justi cation is that
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Figure 6. The width of the CELS distrbution as a function oft. From t= 50, the
w idth is increasing linearly in the hopping strength t.

doing param eter studies and averages over realizations would not be com putationally
feasble if the com plicated Fodk tem s were retained.

P ( ,) isdeterm ined by nding the ground state energies ofthe operator n Eq. (4)
In the H artree approxin ation. This is done num erically on a nite square lattice. As
in the classical case, we take the size of the lJattice to be 20 20 and vary the particke
num ber between 5 and 50 and average over the particke number and 50 realizations
of the disorder to nd P ( ,). As stated above, we consider only soinless fermn ions.
O ur calculation is selfconsistent, in the sense that the H artree potential is tterated to
convergence. The accuracy of the ground state energy, as jidged by the change in the
last step of the iteration, is typically one part in 10 ° . If we take a m ore accurate
m easure of the error, which is the di erence between the nal energies for di erent
starting con gurations, we typically nd an error ofone part in 10 2. Asa fraction of
the width ofP ( ,), this isnom ally a few percent. Thus we do not believe num erical
errors substantially in uence the shape of the calculated distrlbbution function. In
order to m aintain this level of accuracy, we found that the calculations needed to be
restricted to the regime t > 0:3: For an aller t values, the convergence becom es slow
and the accuracy quickly worsens. T his is what necessitates the specialm ethods (such
as the genetic algorithm ) for the classical case. Ik is interesting that the inclision
of quantum e ects In proves convergence and actually reduces the dependence on the
Iniial state. Quantum m ixing of classical con gurations seem s to provide bridges in
con guration space for the system to nd low energy states. In general, the quantum
results for the ground state energy appear to extrapolate to the classical results as t is
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Figure 7. Evidence of crossover from G aussian to W eignerD yson distrbutions at
strong disorder. The +’s and ’'s are num erical data whereas the solid and dasted
lines are sm oothed data. The crossover points are @) t 85 forW = 100 and ()
t 125 forw = 200.

reduced, though the rehtively large values of t to which the H artree calculations are
restricted m ake this som ewhat di cul to verify in detail. W e Investigated the region
O<W < 2,03 t< 2by thismethod.

W ebegin by lookingat W ;t), the mn swidth ofP ( ,): Att= 0, (classicalcase),
Fig. 3 has already shown that is proportionalto W . However, a rather surprising
result em erges inm ediately, which is a very rapid decline in  wih teven at anallt,
for xed W . Thise ect getsweaker asW increases, but it is very pronounced for all
W < 2: The correlations that are the consequence of energy level repulsion tum on at
an allvaluesoft: at t= 0:3, the width is considerably lessthan at t= 0 and, on further
Increasing t, attens out and becom es quite small. Thus, from the point of view of
the CELS, the system becom es quantum -m echanical at rem arkably an all values of the
hopping. The declne in  cannot continue nde nitely, since ultim ately non-universal
e ects will take over. This is illustrated In Fig. 6, where we see a break in slope at
about t= 50; where the W ignerD yson description breaks down. This is certainly out
of the range of interest for experin ents.

U nfortunately, the abovem entioned di culty of cbtaining convergence at sn all
t makes it di cult to descrbbe In detail the lading behavior of W ;t) at anall t.
However, to the extent that we can extrapolate the data from nite tto t= 0, they
appear to pin am oothly. Since the m ethods by which the points are obtained are quite
di erent, this gives us con dence in the num erical results. (&t would be interesting in
future to com bine the genetic algorithm w ith the H artree approxin ation and iteration
schem e.)

W e now investigate the crossover from Gaussian to W ignerDyson CELS as
a function of hoppihg strength - one m ight think of increasing t as contihuously
strengthening the quantum daracter of the system . W e de ne the goodnessof- t
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Figure 8. The e ect ofon-site interaction on P ( ;) atW = 20 and @) t= 04, b)
t= 0:5. There is little di erence In both the distrdoution form and the w idth.

param eters analogously to those de ned above:

P
P () Pup( 20T
" Po( 2) Puo( 2)F

WD —

and

2

(P (2) Po( o7 )

P .

i Pe ( 21) Pyop( i
InFig. 7, wegive results of the tsasa function oft for di erent values of W . A hassid
etal. were able to show in their systerm thatP ( ,) could be decribbed by a convolution
of a Gaussian and a W ignerD yson distrbution [13]. This is also consistent w ith our
results. W e nd a crossover from the Gaussian CELS at low t to the W ignerD yson
CELS at a value of t = 50. This corresponds roughly to ry = 5 10. This is
considerably larger than has been found In previously studies on som ewhat di erent
m odels [L0] 4], but the m odel of Ref. [L0] uses short-range Interactions and the m odel
of Ref. [4] uses random interactions. Furthemm ore, our criterion for the crossover uses
amore exble t fortheG aussian distribbution than forthe W ignerb yson distribution,
possbly pushing the crossover to higher ry.

In the Hartree approxin ation, antisym m etry of the wavefiinction under particle
exchange is not enforced. Thism eans that two particles can be on the sam e site. W e
then need to give a num ber for the onsite interaction. W e m plicitly chose thisasU = 4
in the calculations so far. H owever, we tested the change In the resultswhen U is varied
In som e test cases. The results are shown In Fig. 8. The e ect ofU is generally quite
an all, as one would expect in this range of density.

F nally, the system sizes that we can study are relatively sm all. Thism eans that
errors due to nitesize e ects m ay be inportant. W e could not m ake a system atic
study of nitesize scaling. However, we did investigate these e ects by studying a
lin ited param eter set on a 16 16 Jattice and found resuls very sin ilar those on the
20 20 lattice.

c =
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Figure 9. The statistics plot for the peak spacing for our dot m odel.

4. Statistics P lot

W em ay summ arize the resuls ofthe calculations as follow s. In the classical lim it w ith
t = 0 the e ect of classical shells of charges on the CELS is an all, even though the
rearrangem ent of charges m ay be substantial. Thus the width of P ( ,) is dom nated
by the disorder even at quite snallW : This m anifests itself as an Increase in  ; the
width of P ( ,) which isat rst lnear n W (@ nitesize e ect) and then follows a

squareroot law . There is a crossover from pure G aussian to a two-sided exponential-
type function forP ( ;) asW increases. The crossover to a true Poisson distribution
characteristic of strongly localized states occurs at m uch higherW ; probably outside the
experin entally accessible range exospt for the m ost disordered sam ples. is, however,
very large in the classical case even for relatively m odest values of W : W hen quantum

e ects are tumed on, the width of the distrbution drops precipiously, ow Ing to the
usual kevelrepulsion e ects. If the disorder is an all, then the Gaussian P ( ,) tums
Into the W ignerD yson form at about ry 5 10: For larger disorder, the two-sided
exponential distrbution rst tums into G aussian and nally into W ignerD yson. This
corresoonds to the presence of classical disorder, interactions, and hopping, resoectively.
Thenew e ect seen in ourwork is the two-sided exponentialdistrdoution. Thisappears
because, unlke previous authors, we analyze the e ect of strong disorder. In general,
thise ect istom odify the usualG aussian distrbution by rst producing long tails, and
then asymmetry n P ( ,):

IhFig. 9, the resultsare sum m arized graphically in the statisticsplot, asdeterm ined
num erically. A lthough the num erical results are not de nitive, they suggest that the
phase boundaries between the various regions are m ore or kss straight lines, and that
there isalwaysa G aussian region that interposesbetween the Poisson and W ignerD yson
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Figure 10. Fiting of the experim ental data of Patel et al. (crosses) w ih G aussian
(dashed line) and tw o-sided exponential (solid line) functions.

regin es. Unfortunately, because of the surprisingly large crossover regions, we cannot
com pltely resolve the topology of the plot.

5. Relation to E xperim ents

Several experin ents have been perform ed to m easure the CELS. W e discuss four of
these.

The most detailed data come from the experin ents of Patel et al. [15], who
Investigated seven G aA s quantum dots, all in the ballistic regine. Several thousand
conductance peaks were exam Ined, In contrast to the other reports, which contained of
the order of one hundred. The m cbilities ranged from (14 635) 10° V-an?/s, and
the denstties from 2 3  10=an?: r, 2 3 Prthese sampls. P ( ,) is very
symm etric, but wih very de nite non-G aussian tails. These data t the two-sided
exponential quite well, as seen In Fig. 10. The t is not conclusive, but certanly
suggests that there are tails lnduced by disorder In these sam ples.

In the experimnent of Sivan et al. [B], the system was also a GaAs quantum
dot, com ing from a relatively high-m obility (5 10° V-an?= s) sample w ith density
ng = 31 10"= am?. Thus the sampl was very sinilar in tem s of its disorder
and density to those of Patelet al. P ( ;) is again symm etric, but the statistics are
Insu cient to decide on whther the tails are non—G aussian.

O ther Coulom b blockade data com e from Ref. [9], as extracted In Ref. [H]. This is
a di erent system , consisting of In,0 3 y wires that are lnsulating in the buk. Unlke



Energy Level Statistics of Quantum D ots 20

the quantum dots, these system s are believed to be well into the di usive regin e. T here
are relatively few accessibble quantum states and the disorder is probably m uch stronger
than in the other sam ple. There is som e evidence ofasym m etry In these data, a possble
Indication that this system belongs closer to the Poisson regin e on the statistics plot,
w here the distribution becom es truly asym m etric.

Finally, we discuss the experim ents of Sinm elet al. [L6]. These experin ents were
perform ed on a Siquantum dot. They are distinguished from the GaA s dots by a
larger ry: W e would expect the e ects of disorder to be m ore pronounced. As in all
the experin ents except those of Patel et al,, there are relatively few points, and it is
therefore In possible to judge whether long tails are present. W e note from Fig. 10 that
asymm etry ismudch m ore likely to show up when ry Increases (t decreases In the gure).
G ven this, the suggestion of asymm etry in the data m ay indicate that the system is
close to the Poisson crossover.

6. Conclusion

W e have considered the e ect of disorder and interactions on the CELS of quantum
dots wih a view towards obtaining a global picture of the CELS. W e com puted
the m easurable quantity P ( ,) num erically, averaging it over m any realizations of the
disorder. The chiefnew resul isthat strong disorder can m odify the G aussian statistics
by producing rstnon-G aussian tailsand then asymm etry (skew ness) in the distrdbution,
leading ultim ately to the P oisson distribution expected at very stroing disorder. These
is good evidence for the tails and suggestions of the asym m etry, though relatively poor
statistics m akes it di cul to say that these e ects have been unam biguously seen. W e
also nd the expected crossover from G aussian to W ignerD yson statistics as a function
ofry: Ourcalculations, which inclide the long-range C oulom b interaction, suggest that
the crossover occurs at som ewhat larger ry than previous calculations on short-range
m odels have given.
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