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A bstract. W e investigate the charging energy level statistics of disordered

interacting electrons in quantum dots by num ericalcalculations using the Hartree

approxim ation. The aim is to obtain a globalpicture ofthe statistics as a function

of disorder and interaction strengths. W e �nd Poisson statistics at very strong

disorder,W igner-Dyson statisticsforweak disorderand interactions,and a G aussian

interm ediate regim e. These regim es are as expected from previous studies and

fundam entalconsiderations,but we also �nd interesting and rather broad crossover

regim es. In particular,interm ediate between the G aussian and Poisson regim es we

�nd a two-sided exponentialdistribution forthe energy levelspacings. In com paring

with experim ent,we�nd thatthisdistribution m ay berealized in som equantum dots.

1. Introduction

Understanding energy level statistics (ELS) of quantum m any-body system s is a

fundam entaland intriguing challenge. W igner �rst proposed the statisticalm ethod

in ordertounderstand theexcitation energiesofnuclei,and developed them athem atics

ofrandom m atrix theory (RM T)to do the calculations [1]. This idea hasbeen very

successfulin elucidating experim entaldata in nuclearspectroscopy [2]. The adventof

arti�cially constructed �nite interacting quantum system s provides an opportunity to

testthese ideasagain [3]. Quantum dotsare the system ofchoice today,and indeed

RM T isusefulin describing transportand excitation energiesin dots[4]. Dotshavethe

additionalfeaturethattheparticlenum bercan bechanged in a controlled fashion,and

one can investigate a som ewhat di�erent quantity,the change in ground state energy

when a particle is added to the dot. This distribution oflevelspacings when the

particle num berischanged willbeterm ed thecharging energy levelstatistics(CELS).

Surprisingly,thesestatisticsofthisquantity do notfollow RM T atall[5].

The CELS is m easured as follows. In the Coulom b blockade regim e, the

conductanceofa dotishighly resonant,with a sharp peak when thechem icalpotential

di�erenceoftheleadsisequaltothedi�erenceE G (N + 1)� E G (N ),whereE G (N )isthe

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0610095v1
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totalground state energy ofthe dotwith N particles. Since the particle num bercan

bevaried by adjusting thegatevoltage,thequantity � 2(N )� E G (N + 1)� 2E G (N )+

E G (N � 1)can be m easured by recording the spacing ofadjacent conductance peaks

on thegraph ofconductance vs.gatevoltage. � 2 uctuatesastheparticle num beris

varied. By m easuringitform any di�erentdot�llings,aprobability distribution P(� 2)

can bebuiltup,and itisthisdistribution thatiscom pared to theory.

Thesim plestway toapply RM T totheCELS isviatheconstantinteraction m odel,

which goesasfollows[6]. LetthedothavechargeQ = �N eand capacitanceC. Now

assum ethatonem ay separatetheenergy into a non-uctuating (\constant")energy of

interaction E C (N )= Q 2=2C and a uctuating partE f(N ).Then

� 2(N )= (e2=2C)[(N + 1)2 � 2N 2 + (N � 1)2]

+ E f(N + 1)� 2E f(N )+ E f(N � 1)

= e
2
=C + E f(N + 1)� 2E f(N )+ E f(N � 1):

Further assum e that RM T can be applied to E f(N ) and the conclusion is that

� 2(N )� e2=C should follow W igner-Dyson statistics. Thatis,if� 2(N )ism easured

form any N and a histogram isbuiltup,theshape ofthe histogram ,when norm alized

to unitarea,should converge(to a very good approxim ation)to theform

PW D (� 2�e
2
=C)=

8
<

:

0; if� 2 � e2=C < 0
�

2s2
(� 2 � e2=C)exp

h
��

4
(
� 2�e

2=C

s
)2
i

;otherwise.
(1)

Thisissom etim escalled theCI(constantinteraction)+ RM T m odel. Theprediction

ofEq.(1)isin stark contradiction toexperim entson theCELS,which show aP(x)that

isusually approxim ately Gaussian instead ofhaving theasym m etricshapepredicted by

Eq.(1)[5].

Thisbasicdiscrepancy wasresolved by thework ofCohen etal.[7]. Theseauthors

solved the Hartree-Fock equationsfora �nite disordered interacting system ofcharges

on a lattice. Thisproduced a Gaussian shapeforP(x). Theorigin ofthisdistribution

istheHartreeterm in thetotalenergy. TheHartreepotentialatany given siteisasum

ofrandom variables,thechargesatalltheothersitesweighted by theirinversedistance

to thegiven site. Application ofthecentrallim ittheorem to thispotentialthen yields

theGaussian form fortheCELS. By m aking an experim entally-guided estim ateofthe

param eters in the m odel,Cohen etal. also found agreem ent between theory and the

experim entaldata ofSivan etal.[5]forthewidth ofthedistribution.

However,there rem ain unanswered questions. Som e are experim ental. As we

shallshow in detailbelow,them ostextensivedata on P(x)[8]show m arked deviations

from the Gaussian shape. In particular, there are broad tails in the distribution.

Furtherm ore,otherexperim ents[9] show som easym m etry in thedistribution function,

indicating thattheGaussian isnotuniversal.

There are also purely theoreticalissuesto beresolved. RM T iscertainly valid in

regim eswhere the interaction isweak,asitisknown to be correctfornon interacting

system s. Thism eansthatthere should be a crossover regim e from W igner-Dyson to
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Gaussian statistics as the strength ofthe interaction is increased and this has been

seen in num ericalstudies [4],[10]. W e analyze this in som e m ore detailby �nding

the crossover point in the presence ofdisorder with variable strength. Also,it has

been shown by Shklovskiietal. [11]that W igner-Dyson statistics do not apply near

the Ferm ienergy ofAnderson insulators. In thiscase the energy levelsfollow Poisson

statistics. Thus,ifthedisorderdom inates,wehaveyeta third kind ofstatistics,again

with crossoversthatarein need ofinvestigation. In thisregard,itisinteresting tonote

recent work by Berkovits etal.,who �nd a crossover from W igner-Dyson to Poisson

statistics as a function ofinteraction strength in the energy ofthe �rst excited state

ofdots [12].Alhassid etal. have seen the crossover from Gaussian to W igner-Dyson

statistics,in a m ore genericalm odelofa dot,valid at sm alldim ensionless resistance

[13].

In thiswork,we take a synthetic approach to answerthese experim entaland the-

oreticalquestions,in the hope ofarriving at a globalunderstanding ofthe CELS of

quantum dots. In Sec. 2,we introduce a m odelthat includes interactions,disorder

and hopping. W e �rst exam ine the classicallim itofthe m odeland then extend the

argum entsto thequantum case. Thequalitativeresultsaresum m arized by m eansofa

conjectured "statisticsplot". In Sec.3,wepresenttheresultsofnum ericalsim ulations

tobolsterthetheoreticalconclusionsand m akethem som ewhatm orequantitative. The

�nalresultsarepresented in Sec.4. Com parison to experim entism adein Sec.5,and

ourconclusionsarein Sec.6.

2. M odel

Ourm odelofa dotisa system ofN interacting electronson a disordered latticeofN s

sites:theAnderson Ham iltonian with long-rangeCoulom b interactions:

H
0=

N sX

i

u
0
ini� t

0

N sX

hiji

�

c
y

icj + c
y

jci

�

+ e
2
X

i6= j

ninj
�
�
�~R i�

~R j

�
�
�

: (2)

In this equation,ilabelsthe sites ofa �nite square lattice. The sites are located at

~R i = (m a;na),where m and n are integers: 1 � m � L and 1 � n � L: hiji is a

nearest-neighbor pair,ni = c
y

ici is the num ber operator,and "0i are the site energies.

Theu0i aredrawn from a probability distribution P("0i)ofwidth W :

P(u0i)=

(
1=W 0; for ju0ij< W 0=2

0; for ju0ij> W 0=2
: (3)

Them odelhasthreeparam eterst0;W 0;and e2=a. Ourm ain interestliesin theenergy

levelstatistics. These statistics can only depend on two param eters, since one of

the three can be scaled out. W e choose e2=a as our energy unit and so de�ne the

dim ensionlessquantitiesH = H 0a=e2;t= t0a=e2;~ri = ~R i=a,and W = W 0a=e2,leading
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to

H =

N sX

i

uini� t

N sX

hiji

�

c
y

icj + c
y

jci

�

+
X

i6= j

ninj

j~ri� ~rjj
(4)

and

P(ui)=

(
1=W for juij< W =2

0 for juij> W =2
: (5)

Ourm odelofthedotisnotthem ostgeneral. However,webelieveitisthesim plest

one that com bines the three essentialfeatures ofthe problem : disorder,interaction,

and hopping. It takes the sim plest possible form for the disorder,the sim plest non-

interacting band structure,and the sim plest long-range interaction. W e shallhave

occasion to briey investigate som e elaborations ofthe m odelsuch as di�erent dot

shapesand di�erentboundary conditions. Itisgenerally believed thatthe Anderson

m odelis su�ciently generalto capture allthe qualitative features ofm any physical

propertieshaving to do with disorder,localization being theprim eexam ple. Given the

intim ateconnection between localization and levelstatistics,itseem splausiblethatthis

m odelisa good starting pointforourproblem .

The chiefdi�cultiesin the num ericalcalculationsare the necessitiesofaveraging

overm anyrealizationsofthedisorderand convergingaccuratelytotheauthenticground

state. In orderto accom plish these two objectives,we are forced to neglectthe spin

degreeoffreedom . Thisisundesirable,particularly in view ofsuggestionsthatenergy-

levelpairing m ighttakeplace,leading to bim odaldistributionsfortheCELS. W eonly

notethatthisphenom enon isapparently absentin m ostexperim ents,and also in m ost

ofthe num ericalwork done previously. Since we willdo calculations in the Hartree

approxim ation,we m ust also specify the onsite interaction,which is taken as U = 4.

W ediscussthischoicefurtherbelow.

To understand the levelstatisticsofa particulardot,we m odelitby Eq. (4)and

then situate iton a plotofdisorderversushopping strength:W vs. t,and ourtask is

to �gure outthe physics ofallthe regionsofthe W � tplane. W e shallreferto this

diagram asthe \statistics plot". The m otivation forplotting in thisway isthatthe

lim iting regim esofthe CELS can easily be picked out. Letusdiscussthe theoretical

expectationsfortheseregim esin turn.

The classicalregim e isde�ned by t= 0;which isthe verticalaxisofthe statistics

plot.Faroutalong thisverticalaxisofthestatisticsplot,W ! 1 and thedisorderis

dom inant,and we can neglectboth hopping and interactions. Each electron sitson a

single site,and the sitesiare�lled up in theorderofui;from lowestto highest. The

ground stateenergy isgiven by

E (N )=

NX

i= 1

ui; (6)

wheretheui areindexed such thatu1 < u2 < u3 < � � � . Also

� 2 = E G (N + 1)� 2E G (N )+ E G (N � 1)= uN + 1 � uN : (7)
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Thisleadsto Poisson statistics,essentially independentofthe statisticschosen forthe

ui.

To see this,consider a set ofN >> 1 num bers uj chosen at random from the

interval(�W =2;W =2)which iswhatwedotogetthesingle-particleenergy levels.Once

they are chosen,order them so that u1 < u2 < :::< u N : W hat is the probability

distribution P(� 2)forthedi�erence� 2 = uj � uj�1 ? Firstnotethatthem ean value

of� 2 is given by s =
P

j(uj � uj�1 ) = W =N ,apart from edge e�ects which can be

ignored ifN is large. Now after the uj are chosen,consider one ofthem ,say uj�1 :

W hatisthe probability distribution ofuj given uj�1 ? Now,once uj�1 isgiven,then

thechanceforuj tooccurin theintervaluj 2 (uj�1 + � 2;uj�1 + � 2+ d� 2)isthechance

fora hit in an intervalofwidth d� 2:Since the u’s are uncorrelated,this is just d� 2

tim esthe density ofvalueson the intervalwhich isN =W . The probability thatthere

are no values ofu between uj�1 and the intervalis the probability that the interval

(uj�1 ;uj�1 + � 2)wasnothitduring theentireselection processofN selections,which

is(1� � 2=W )N .HenceP(� 2)d� 2 = (N d� 2=W )(1� � 2=W )N . In thelim itoflarge

N ;we have P(� 2)= (N =W )(1� � 2=W )N = (1=s)(1� N � 2=s)
N ! e�� 2=s=s: M ore

explicitly

PP (� 2)=

(
e�� 2=s=s if � 2 > 0

0 if � 2 < 0
(8)

and notethatthisisproperly norm alized. ThecapacitanceC,which givesa rigid shift

e2=C in thedistribution,ise�ectively in�niteowingtotheabsenceofinteractionsin this

lim it. Becauseofthevanishing ofPP atnegativeargum ents,thisisalsoan asym m etric

distribution.

To understand the classicalregim e at weak disorder W << 1,it is necessary to

estim ate the potentialuctuations. Consider a set ofN charges on the lattice. In

the absence ofdisorder (W = 0),they willbe distributed in space in such a way as

to m ake the entire dot into an equipotentialsurface, up to atom ic-scale graininess,

which also gives graininess to the Coulom b potential. Ifwe add a sm allam ount of

disorderin an in�nitesystem ,weexpectthatthesitewherethenextchargegoesto be

determ ined entirelybythegraininessintheCoulom b potentialandtheweakrandom ness

com ing from thevery sm alldisorderin siteenergies.Thusthewidth ofthedistribution

P(� 2;W );which we shalldenote by �U has a sm allintercept on the W axis and is

linearin W :�U (� 2;W )= P0 + �W ,the�rstterm com ing from thegraininessand the

second from thedisorder. Thisprocessclearly leadsto Gaussian statistics,asthesite

energiesarechosen atrandom and theirsum isthetotalenergy.Asdetailed below,we

�nd em pirically thattheatom ic-scalegraininessissm allerthan onem ightexpect.

Thus at sm alldisorder we have Gaussian CELS and at large disorder we have

Poisson CELS. W heredoesthecrossover,orcrossovers,occur?

Increasing theam ountofdisorderfrom sm allvalueswewill�nd thatsom echarges,

on entering the system , willend up one lattice constant away from the site that is

optim um forthe Coulom b interaction. This costs an electrostatic energy oforder �

N e2a2=L3;whereL isthelinearsizeofthelattice. Thequadraticdependenceonaisdue
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to the factthatthepotentialenergy isquadraticin thedisplacem ent,since thecharge

iscloseto a potentialm inim um . Thischargegainsa siteenergy � W : Thenum berof

displaced chargesN dis isthereforeoforderN dis � N W =(N e2a2=L3)= W L3=e2a2: Each

displaced charge creates a potentialuctuation at a test site that is oforder e2a=L2;

since itis typically ata distance � L from the test site,but it has m oved only by a

distance a: Atthe testsite these changesadd random ly,giving rise to a potentialat

thetestsitethathasa norm aldistribution ofwidth

�U �

q

N dise
2
a=L

2
�

�

W L
3
=e

2
a
2
�1=2

e
2
a=L

2

=
�

W e
2
=L

�1=2
�

 
W

e2=C

! 1=2
e2

C

=

�
W

E c

�1=2

E c:

Here E c is the charging energy e2=C � e2=L: These considerations hold for in�nite

system s. In �nite system s,a substantialfraction ofthe chargeswillbe atornearthe

boundary ofthesystem . M oving thesechargescostsam uch largeram ountofCoulom b

energy � e2=a: Thisisa very im portante�ectin ourcalculationsbecauseofthesm all

latticesizesand sm allnum berofcharges. In such a system thesurfacee�ectsincrease

the size ofthe regim e ofsm allW where the disordercannota�ectthe position ofthe

charges. Increasing W in this regim e does not change the Coulom b energy and the

width ofthedistribution com esentirely from thedisorderenergy. Thesiteenergiesare

drawn random ly from the uniform (orother)distribution an hence the di�erencesare

norm ally distributed. Hence we expect a width proportionalto W forvery sm allW

and to W 1=2 forslightly largerW : This �rstcrossover takes place when the disorder

energy W 0� e2=a which givesW (1)
cr � 1:

However, this is not the crossover to genuine Poisson statistics, a one-sided

exponentialform for P(� 2): That crossover only occurs when the N + 1st charge,

added into a background ofrandom ly-placed charges,and with a choice oforder N s

sites,m ustalwayschoose theonewhich hasthelowestsiteenergy rathertheonewith

lowestCoulom b energy. Thiswilloccurwhen W 0=N s iscom parabletoe
2=a: Thisyields

W (2)
cr � N s > W (1)

cr � 1 asthecrossoverto Poisson statistics.

W hatabouttheinterm ediateregim eW (1)
cr < W < W (2)

cr ? In ournum ericalstudies,

asweshallseebelow,in thisinterm ediateregim ewe�nd a sym m etricdistribution with

broadertailsthan onehasin a Gaussian. W esuggestthefollowing ratherspeculative

explanation. In thisgeneralcase,theCoulom b and disorderenergiesboth contribute.

W e can considerthe distribution of� 1(N )= E G (N + 1)� E G (N )� N e2=2C directly.

Thisisarandom variablewhoseinstancesareindexed by N : Itsdistribution iscentered

on 0by thede�nition ofC. Ifthereisnocorrelation between � 1(N )and N itself,then

the second di�erence � 2 = � 1(N )� � 1(N � 1)isthe di�erence oftwo valuesdrawn

from thisdistribution atrandom and P(� 2)willbeGaussian. However,in thelim itof

strongdisorder,thisisclearlynotso:E G (N + 1)� E G (N )= uN + 1;which isan increasing

function ofN : W hen disorderissom ewhatweaker,and m inorchargeredistribution is
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allowed,wem aystillexpectthattheparticlenum berischanged onlybyasm allam ount,

then there can be regionsofenergy (orparticle num ber),where successive (in energy)

instancesoftherandom variableE G (N + 1)� E G (N )� N e2=2C correspond to changes

in particle num berby only oneparticle. Then � 1 satis�esPoisson statisticsasin Eq.

(8)and � 2 satis�es

PE (� 2)=
1

s2

Z
1

0

d� 1e
�� 1=s

Z
1

0

d� 0
1
e
�� 0

1
=s
� [�2 � (� 1 � � 0

1
)]

=
1

2s
exp(� j� 2j=s);

which isa two-sided exponential,a sym m etric distribution. Thisisa reasonably good

representation ofwhatwe�nd in thenum erics.

Along theotheraxisW = 0 thesystem isfully quantum and a good starting point

to understand the CELS isthe Hartree approxim ation. ForN particles,the Hartree

Ham iltonian,in reduced units,is

H H (N )= �t

N sX

hiji

�

c
y

icj + c
y

jci

�

+

0

@

N sX

i

ui+
X

i6= j

nj

j~ri� ~rjj

1

A c
y

ici:

Ithaseigenfunctions �(N ;i)c
y

ij0iand eigenvalues"(N ;M ):The�rstindexN indicates

thetotalnum berofparticles,and thesecond index labelstheeigenvaluesin increasing

order. Thedensity

nj(N )=

NX

�=occupied

j �(N ;i)j
2

m ustbecalculated self-consistently. Theground stateenergy is

E G (N )=

NX

M = 1

"(N ;M )�
1

2

X

i6= j

ni(N )nj(N )

j~ri� ~rjj

Thisapproxim ation haslong been used to calculate ionization energiesin atom sand

m olecules. Theseenergiesareanalogoustoourcharging energies. Thisisusually done

by m eansofKoopm an’srelation

E G (N + 1)� E G (N )= "(N ;N + 1):

Cohen etal.[7]pointoutthatthisim plies

� 2 = E G (N + 1)� 2E G (N )+ E G (N � 1)= "(N ;N + 1)� "(N � 1;N ):

In contrast,a particle-holeexcitation correspondsto "(N ;N + 1)� "(N ;N ): Sincethe

two eigenvalues"(N ;N + 1)� "(N ;N )com efrom a singleHam iltonian,weexpectand

Cohen etal.�nd thatthe di�erencesofthiskind follow W igner-Dyson-type statistics.

But the quantities ofinterest to us,"(N ;N + 1) and "(N � 1;N );are drawn from

di�erentHam iltoniansand therefore from separate probability distributions. W e can

getGaussian statisticsfortheirdi�erence � 2 because oftheGaussian characterofthe

uctuations in the Coulom b potential[4],[7]. Note that as the interactions becom e

weak,"(N ;M )becom esindependentofN :
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Thisdiscussion allowsto understand thehorizontalaxisofthestatisticsplot. Far

out along the axis,the hopping term dom inates and disorder and interaction can be

neglected. Fora highly sym m etric lattice such aswe shallconsiderin ournum erical

work,we getnonuniversalresultsvery close to the axisforthe CELS. Thisisdue to

sym m etry-related degeneraciesthatareofnointerestforthepresentstudy. Fortunately,

this non-universalregim e is very narrow,since a sm allam ount ofdisorder lifts the

degeneracies. Irregulardotshapeswould presum ably have the sam e e�ect. W e shall

therefore ignore the t-axis itself,since it is unlikely to apply to realdots. Just o�

the axis,butfaroutalong it,interactionsareunim portantand we �nd W igner-Dyson

statistics,with thedistribution function given by 1.

There is a crossover to Gaussian statistics when the interactions becom e m ore

im portantneartheorigin in thestatisticsplot. Thiscrossoverisgoverned by theusual

param eterrs and thecrossoverisexpected when rs > 1: Thishasbeen found in several

studies [7],[4].

In the two-dim ensionalW � t plane the question is how disorder destroys the

Gaussian statisticsastincreases. Att= 0 (rs = 1 );the crossoverto non-Gaussian

occursby de�nition atW (1)
cr : W hatisW (1)

cr (t)? W edeterm inethisnum erically,butwe

expect thatitisan increasing function. Below the crossover,the choice ofthe state

to be �lled by the N + 1stparticle isdeterm ined m ainly by the Coulom b interaction.

Thiswillbeeasierifthestatesarespread outthan when they arelocalized on sites,as

in thet! 0 lim it.

A third region thatcan becharacterized on thestatisticsplotisfaroutalong any

line through the origin with �nite slope d = W =t ,for then the interaction m ay be

neglected and the behavior ofthe system is determ ined by the dim ensionless ratio d

thatcharacterizesthenow independentelectrons. Ifweim aginetraveling in clockwise

fashion around acirclecentered attheorigin with verylargeradiusweexpectacrossover

from Poisson CELS atlarged to W igner-Dyson CELS atsm alld.

On the statistics plot,the origin is the strong-coupling point. Since Gaussian

CELS resultfrom interactions,we expecta Gaussian regim e very nearthe origin,but

classicalcrystallization m ustalsooccurnearthispoint,and thee�ectsofgeom etry have

been investigated by Koulakov and Shklovskii[14]. It is unclear how crystallization

inuencestheCELS. W eshallnotbeconcerned,exceptin passing,with crystallization

issuesin thispaper.

These considerationsoflim itsdo notdeterm ine the topology ofthe statisticsplot

com pletely. Som epossibilitiesareshown in Fig.1. In 1(a),therearecriticalvaluesof

W and tbeyond which Gaussian CELS ceaseentirely,whilein 1(b),and 1(c),thisisnot

the case. There isa criticalvalue ofW =tcharacteristic ofthe noninteracting problem

thatiscom m on to allthreepossibilities. 1(b)and 1(c)aredistinguished by thewidth

ofthe Gaussian region asthe interaction strength becom es weaker (forvarying W at

�xed W =t). Thiswidth m ay orm ay notvanish. In 1(a),1(b),and 1(c)there can be

transitionsfrom Poisson orW igner-Dyson ELS toGaussian ELS asonly theinteraction

is changed,i..e.,when one starts at an arbitrary point and m oves toward the origin
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t

G
WD

(c) (d)

Figure 1. Possible topologies for the statistics plot. P stands for Poisson,G for

G aussian,W D forW igner-Dyson.

along a straightline. In 1(d),thiscannotoccur. A long-term goal would beto decide

between thesevarioustopologies.

The lineson the plotsofcourse do notseparate distinctphases,and we m ustnot

interpret the statistics plot as a phase diagram ,though the analogy is in som e ways

useful. Aswe are dealing with a �nite system ,we would only expectcrossoverseven

in classicaltherm odynam ics. Herethereisadditionalphysicsthatfurthersm oothsthe

transitions. Forexam ple,we have said thatwe expectPoisson CELS when the states

arealllocalized. However,itisknown (atleastin thenoninteractingcase)thatallstates

arelocalized in two dim ensions. However,thelocalization length generally dependson

energy aswellasdisorderstrength and otherparam eters. IfweprobetheCELS when

the Ferm ienergy is such that the localization length is long com pared to the size of

the system ,we have the possibility ofW igner-Dyson CELS. Hence the statistics are

notnecessarily independent ofN ,the num berofparticles,even in the noninteracting
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case. W hen interactions are added,and the density changes with N ,thisconclusion

is strengthened even m ore. Our m ain interest,however,lies in the topology ofthe

plot,and thosequantitativefeaturesthatarereasonably robust,to bediscussed further

below. W e expect som e ofthese features to be independent ofN or to vary weakly

with N .

Thevirtuesofattem pting to understand dotCELS through thestatisticsplotare

several. The �rst is that it o�ers a globalpicture ofCELS,which sum m arizes all

possibilities succinctly. The plot can serve as a diagnostic toolin the experim ental

investigation ofa speci�c dot or type ofdot: where does the dot lie in the W � t

plane? Itgivesa way ofconnecting the classicaland quantum casesin a continuous

fashion. Since classicalelectrostatic e�ects certainly play som e role in dot physics,

thisisim portant. Finally,in �tting data forP(� 2),we believe itisessentialto have

interpolation form ulas that com bine the three types ofCELS,and the statistics plot

givesusguidanceasto how to accom plish this.

3. N um ericalC alculations

3.1.Classicalregion

Thissection isdevoted to num ericalcalculationsoftheCELS in thetheclassicallim it

ofthem odelde�ned by Eq.(4). W esett= 0,and restrictourattention tothevertical

axis ofthe statistic plot. The ground state energy ofthe N -particle system m ay be

written as

E (N )=

N sX

i= 1

niui+
1

2

N sX

i6= j

ninj

j~ri� ~rjj
; (9)

where the occupation num bers ni = 0;1 are chosen to m inim ize E (N )subject to the

constraint�ini = N . Thisisa type ofdisordered Ising m odel,and itpresentsa very

di�cultoptim ization problem in �nitegeom etries.

The m ethod ofchoice for�nding theground stateisthegenetic algorithm ,whose

application to this problem we now describe. W e wish to m inim ize the expression

in Eq. (9)with respect to the ni: Ourparticular im plem entation is asfollows. W e

�rst random ly choose a particular realization ofthe disorder. Then we choose 10

candidatesolutions. Oneoftheseisthesolution to thenon-interacting problem ,given

by occupying the siteshaving the lowestsite energies. The restare chosen random ly.

Each solution is relaxed by localm ovem ents. That is, each particle is allowed to

m ove to a nearby site ifthatlowersthe energy,and thisiscontinued untilno further

m ovem entsare m ade,so thata localm inim um isfound. (Thispartofthe algorithm

is’greedy’.) The energiesofthese 10 relaxed solutionsare evaluated,and only the 5

oflowestenergy are chosen to survive. Exceptionsare m ade to thisrule when two or

m orecon�gurationsarevery sim ilarin energy. In thiscaseoneorm oreisdiscarded to

preserve genetic diversity. The surviving con�gurationsare m ated with each otherby

com bining thetop half(n > L=2)ofonecon�guration with thebottom half(n � L=2)
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Figure 2.The ground state chargedensity distributionsforN = 18 and N = 19.

ofanother con�guration. M inor exceptions to the de�nition oftop and bottom half

m ustbeallowed soastoconserveparticlenum berin them atingprocess. Thisproduces

thesecond generation,and theprocessofrelaxation,evaluation,selection and m atingis

iterated. In general,wefound thatconvergencewasreached afterabout20generations

ofthisevolutionary process. Sincethereisdisorderitisnecessary toaverageoverm any

realizations,and thisiswhatm akesthecom putationstim e-consum ing. W efound that

50 realizationsproduced convergentresults. In addition,ifP(� 2)isdesired,averaging

overparticle num berN isneeded. W e averaged N from 5 to 40 on a 20� 20 lattice.

Thisallowsustocom puteC;thecapacitance,sincewede�nee2=C astheaveragevalue

of� 2: Itcom esoutto beaboutC = 8a in ourm odel.

To understand theaveraging overN ;notethatthem ostusualm easure ofdensity

in two-dim ensionalelectron gasesisrs = 1=
p
4�nsa

�
B ;the ratio ofpotentialto kinetic

energy. Here ns isthe area electron density and a�B = �h2=m �e2 isthe e�ective Bohr

radius. In term sofourparam eters,

rs =

s

N

16�

1

t
;

so,in asinglepointon ourgraph,rs isaveraged overarangeof(0:3� 0:9)=t: Thisdoes

notappeartointroduceseriouserrors:wechecked in selected caseswhethertherewasa

strong N �dependence in the distribution function by doing subaveragesoverdi�erent

rangesofN with otherparam eters�xed. Thesedependenciesappeared to besm all.

Itisofsom einteresttoseetheexplicitresultsforthechargedensitiesin theordered

system . Astheparticlenum berincreases,substantialrearrangem entofthechargetakes

place. Forsm allnum bersofparticles,these changesare clearly shape-dependentand

som e ofthe ground statesin the square are shown in Fig. 2. Forlargernum bers of

particles,the triangularlattice form sand thecon�gurationscan bedescribed in term s

ofthis lattice and its standard defects. The defects form in order to �t the lattice



Energy LevelStatisticsofQuantum Dots 12

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

0 1 2 3 4 5 6

W
id

th

W

Figure 3.Theroot-m ean-squarewidth ofpeak spacing distribution vs.W ,theorder

param eter. The width increases linearly with the disorder at sm allW then crosses

overto a
p
W behavior.

into theboundary [14]. Thusthereareclassicalshelle�ectsthatm ightbeexpected to

contributeto theCELS. However,wegenerally found thatthedi�erencesin Coulom b

energies between com peting con�gurations was quite sm all. Hence,as a particle is

added,the rearrangem ents ofcharge can be very signi�cant,particularly atsm allN :

However,thisdoesnotgive rise to anom alously large uctuationsin � 2: Even a very

sm allam ountofdisorderorhopping ism ore im portantthan the classicalshelle�ects,

m eaning thatthey do nothave m uch inuence on the shape ofthe statisticsplotasa

whole.

The width ofthe distribution atsm allW is plotted in Fig. 3. W e see thatthe

linearbehavioratverysm allW crossesovertosquare-rootbehavior,asexplained above.

Thevery sm allvalueoftheintercepton the� axisisthebasisofthestatem entthatthe

shelle�ects thatwould produce graininess in the Coulom b potential,are quite sm all.

The�rstcrossovertakesplaceataboutW (1)
cr � 1;asexpected. Thiscoincidesm oreor

lesswith the crossoverfrom a Gaussian P(� 2)to a two-sided exponentialP(� 2): In

Fig.4.weplotthenum erically determ ined P(� 2)asa function ofW : Thecrossoveris

unm istakable.

ThefurthercrossoveratW (2)
cr to Poisson statisticswaslocated by �tting P(� 2)to

thePoisson distribution Eq.(8)and a sym m etricalGaussian distribution:

PG (� 2)= (2��)
�1=2

exp

�

�
�

� 2 � e
2
=C

�2
=2�2

�

:

NotethattheGaussian hastwo param eters,asopposed to thesingleparam eterin the

Poisson expression in Eq. (8). The goodnessof�tisdeterm ined by the usual�2,the
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Figure 4. Com parision ofnum ericalresults and the two-sided exponentialfunction

for W = 0.4,0.6,0.8,1.0,2.0 and 3.0. At sm allW ,the data are G aussian,but for

W > 2 the two-sided exponential�tisbetter.
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Figure 5. G oodness-of-�t for the case t = 0. W hen the disorder is sm all the

distribution isG aussian.Asthestrength ofdisorderincreasesthePoisson distribution

�ts better. The + ’s and � ’s are num ericaldata,whereasthe solid and dashed lines

aresm ooth data.The crossoveroccursatW =N s = 0:75.

m ean-squaredeviation ofthenum ericalpointsfrom thetheoreticaldistributions. Som e

representative �tsareshown in Fig.5. In orderto com pare thetwo �tsasa function

ofW ,wenorm alizethe�2 asfollows:

P =

P

i[P(� 2i)� PP (� 2i)]
2

P

i[PG (� 2i)� PP (� 2i)]
2

and

G =

P

i[P(� 2i)� PG (� 2i)]
2

P

i[PG (� 2i)� PP (� 2i)]
2
:

These goodness-of-�t param eters are plotted in Fig. 5 in the regim e of large W .

W hen P < (>)G ;then Poisson (Gaussian) statistics best describe the distribution.

The crossover happens at about W (2)
cr = 0:75N s, in reasonable agreem ent with the

considerationsoftheprevioussection. ForvaluesofW which exceed this,thestatistics

arePoisson.

3.2.Quantum Region

Thissection isdevoted tothequantum case,which isde�ned by thefullHam iltonian of

Eq. (4). Ourapproach isto approxim ate the solution by the Hartree approxim ation.

The justi�cation forthisisthatFock term s,nothaving a de�nite sign,tend to give a

m uch sm allercontribution to thesingle-particleenergiesthan theHartreeterm s. This

hasbeen con�rm ed num erically by Cohen etal. [7]. A secondary justi�cation isthat
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Figure 6. The width ofthe CELS distribution asa function oft. From t= 50,the

width isincreasing linearly in the hopping strength t.

doing param eter studies and averages over realizations would notbe com putationally

feasibleifthecom plicated Fock term swereretained.

P(� 2)isdeterm ined by �ndingtheground stateenergiesoftheoperatorin Eq.(4)

in theHartreeapproxim ation. Thisisdonenum erically on a �nitesquare lattice. As

in the classicalcase,we take the size ofthe lattice to be20� 20 and vary the particle

num ber between 5 and 50 and average over the particle num ber and 50 realizations

ofthe disorder to �nd P(� 2). As stated above,we consider only spinless ferm ions.

Ourcalculation isself-consistent,in the sense thatthe Hartree potentialisiterated to

convergence. Theaccuracy oftheground stateenergy,asjudged by thechangein the

last step ofthe iteration,is typically one part in 10�3 . Ifwe take a m ore accurate

m easure ofthe error,which is the di�erence between the �nalenergies for di�erent

starting con�gurations,wetypically �nd an errorofonepartin 10�2 . Asa fraction of

thewidth ofP(� 2),thisisnorm ally a few percent. Thuswedo notbelieve num erical

errors substantially inuence the shape ofthe calculated distribution function. In

order to m aintain this levelofaccuracy,we found that the calculations needed to be

restricted to the regim e t> 0:3: Forsm aller tvalues,the convergence becom es slow

and theaccuracy quickly worsens. Thisiswhatnecessitatesthespecialm ethods(such

as the genetic algorithm ) for the classicalcase. It is interesting that the inclusion

ofquantum e�ects im proves convergence and actually reduces the dependence on the

initialstate. Quantum m ixing ofclassicalcon�gurationsseem s to provide bridgesin

con�guration space forthe system to �nd low energy states. In general,the quantum

resultsfortheground stateenergy appearto extrapolateto theclassicalresultsastis
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Figure 7. Evidence ofcrossover from G aussian to W eigner-Dyson distributions at

strong disorder. The + ’s and � ’s are num ericaldata whereas the solid and dasted

lines are sm oothed data. The crossoverpoints are (a) t� 85 for W = 100 and (b)

t� 125 forW = 200.

reduced,though the relatively large values oftto which the Hartree calculations are

restricted m ake thissom ewhatdi�cultto verify in detail. W e investigated the region

0< W < 2,0:3� t< 2 by thism ethod.

W ebegin by lookingat�(W ;t),therm swidth ofP(� 2): Att= 0,(classicalcase),

Fig. 3 hasalready shown that� isproportionalto W . However,a rathersurprising

resultem ergesim m ediately,which isa very rapid decline in � with teven atsm allt,

for�xed W . Thise�ectgetsweakerasW increases,butitisvery pronounced forall

W < 2: Thecorrelationsthataretheconsequence ofenergy levelrepulsion turn on at

sm allvaluesoft:att= 0:3,thewidth isconsiderably lessthan att= 0 and,on further

increasing t,� attensoutand becom esquitesm all. Thus,from thepointofview of

theCELS,thesystem becom esquantum -m echanicalatrem arkably sm allvaluesofthe

hopping. The decline in � cannotcontinue inde�nitely,since ultim ately non-universal

e�ects willtake over. This isillustrated in Fig. 6,where we see a break in slope at

aboutt= 50;wheretheW igner-Dyson description breaksdown. Thisiscertainly out

oftherangeofinterestforexperim ents.

Unfortunately,the above-m entioned di�culty ofobtaining convergence at sm all

t m akes it di�cult to describe in detailthe leading behavior of�(W ;t) at sm allt.

However,to the extent that we can extrapolate the data from �nite tto t= 0,they

appearto join sm oothly.Sincethem ethodsby which thepointsareobtained arequite

di�erent,thisgivesuscon�dence in the num ericalresults. (Itwould be interesting in

future to com bine the genetic algorithm with the Hartree approxim ation and iteration

schem e.)

W e now investigate the crossover from Gaussian to W igner-Dyson CELS as

a function of hopping strength - one m ight think of increasing t as continuously

strengthening the quantum character ofthe system . W e de�ne the goodness-of-�t
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t= 0:5.There islittle di�erence in both the distribution form and the width.

param etersanalogously to thosede�ned above:

W D =

P

i[P(� 2i)� PW D (� 2i)]
2

P

i[PG (� 2i)� PW D (� 2i)]
2

and

G =

P

i[P(� 2i)� PG (� 2i)]
2

P

i[PG (� 2i)� PW D (� 2i)]
2
:

In Fig.7,wegiveresultsofthe�tsasa function oftfordi�erentvaluesofW .Alhassid

etal.wereabletoshow in theirsysterm thatP(� 2)could bedecribed by aconvolution

ofa Gaussian and a W igner-Dyson distribution [13]. Thisisalso consistentwith our

results. W e �nd a crossover from the Gaussian CELS atlow tto the W igner-Dyson

CELS at a value oft = 50. This corresponds roughly to rs = 5 � 10. This is

considerably larger than has been found in previously studies on som ewhat di�erent

m odels[10][4],butthem odelofRef.[10]usesshort-rangeinteractionsand them odel

ofRef.[4]usesrandom interactions. Furtherm ore,ourcriterion forthecrossoveruses

am oreexible�tfortheGaussian distribution than fortheW igner-Dyson distribution,

possibly pushing thecrossoverto higherrs.

In the Hartree approxim ation,antisym m etry ofthe wavefunction under particle

exchange isnotenforced. Thism eansthattwo particlescan beon thesam esite. W e

then need togiveanum berfortheonsiteinteraction. W eim plicitly chosethisasU = 4

in thecalculationssofar. However,wetested thechangein theresultswhen U isvaried

in som etestcases. Theresultsareshown in Fig.8. Thee�ectofU isgenerally quite

sm all,asonewould expectin thisrangeofdensity.

Finally,the system sizesthatwe can study arerelatively sm all. Thism eansthat

errors due to �nite-size e�ects m ay be im portant. W e could not m ake a system atic

study of�nite-size scaling. However,we did investigate these e�ects by studying a

lim ited param eterseton a 16� 16 lattice and found resultsvery sim ilarthose on the

20� 20 lattice.



Energy LevelStatisticsofQuantum Dots 18

����������������
����������������
����������������
����������������
����������������
����������������
����������������
����������������
����������������
����������������
����������������
����������������

����������������
����������������
����������������
����������������
����������������
����������������
����������������
����������������
����������������
����������������
����������������
����������������

�����
�����
�����
�����
�����
�����
�����
�����
�����
�����
�����

�����
�����
�����
�����
�����
�����
�����
�����
�����
�����
�����

s
Gaussian

Wigner−Dyson

t

W/N
P

oi
ss

on

0.1

1

10

1010.1 100706050

Figure 9.The statisticsplotforthe peak spacing forourdotm odel.

4. Statistics Plot

W em ay sum m arizetheresultsofthecalculationsasfollows. In theclassicallim itwith

t = 0 the e�ect ofclassicalshells ofcharges on the CELS is sm all,even though the

rearrangem entofchargesm ay be substantial. Thusthe width ofP(� 2)isdom inated

by the disorder even atquite sm allW : This m anifests itselfas an increase in �;the

width ofP(� 2) which is at �rst linear in W (a �nite-size e�ect) and then follows a

square-rootlaw. There isa crossoverfrom pure Gaussian to a two-sided exponential-

type function forP(� 2)asW increases. The crossoverto a true Poisson distribution

characteristicofstrongly localized statesoccursatm uch higherW ;probably outsidethe

experim entally accessiblerangeexceptforthem ostdisordered sam ples. � is,however,

very largein theclassicalcaseeven forrelatively m odestvaluesofW : W hen quantum

e�ects are turned on,the width ofthe distribution drops precipitously,owing to the

usuallevel-repulsion e�ects. Ifthe disorderissm all,then the Gaussian P(� 2)turns

into the W igner-Dyson form ataboutrs � 5� 10: Forlargerdisorder,the two-sided

exponentialdistribution �rstturnsinto Gaussian and �nally into W igner-Dyson. This

correspondstothepresenceofclassicaldisorder,interactions,and hopping,respectively.

Thenew e�ectseen in ourwork isthetwo-sided exponentialdistribution. Thisappears

because,unlike previousauthors,we analyze the e�ectofstrong disorder. In general,

thise�ectistom odify theusualGaussian distribution by �rstproducing longtails,and

then asym m etry in P(� 2):

InFig.9,theresultsaresum m arized graphicallyinthestatisticsplot,asdeterm ined

num erically. Although the num ericalresultsare notde�nitive,they suggestthatthe

phase boundariesbetween the variousregionsare m ore orlessstraightlines,and that

thereisalwaysaGaussianregion thatinterposesbetween thePoisson and W igner-Dyson
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Figure 10. Fitting ofthe experim entaldata ofPateletal. (crosses)with G aussian

(dashed line)and two-sided exponential(solid line)functions.

regim es. Unfortunately,because ofthe surprisingly largecrossoverregions,we cannot

com pletely resolve thetopology oftheplot.

5. R elation to Experim ents

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

these.

The m ost detailed data com e from the experim ents of Patel et al. [15], who

investigated seven GaAsquantum dots,allin the ballistic regim e. Severalthousand

conductancepeakswereexam ined,in contrastto theotherreports,which contained of

the orderofone hundred. The m obilitiesranged from (1:4� 6:5)�105 V-cm 2/s,and

the densities from 2� 3� 1011=cm 2: rs � 2� 3 for these sam ples. P(� 2) is very

sym m etric,but with very de�nite non-Gaussian tails. These data �t the two-sided

exponentialquite well,as seen in Fig. 10. The �t is not conclusive,but certainly

suggeststhattherearetailsinduced by disorderin thesesam ples.

In the experim ent of Sivan et al. [5], the system was also a GaAs quantum

dot,com ing from a relatively high-m obility (5� 105 V-cm 2= s) sam ple with density

ns = 3:1 � 1011= cm 2. Thus the sam ple was very sim ilar in term s ofits disorder

and density to those ofPateletal. P(� 2) is again sym m etric,but the statistics are

insu�cientto decideon whtherthetailsarenon-Gaussian.

OtherCoulom b blockadedata com efrom Ref.[9],asextracted in Ref.[5]. Thisis

a di�erentsystem ,consisting ofIn2O 3�x wiresthatare insulating in the bulk. Unlike
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thequantum dots,thesesystem sarebelieved tobewellintothedi�usiveregim e. There

arerelatively few accessiblequantum statesand thedisorderisprobably m uch stronger

than in theothersam ple. Thereissom eevidenceofasym m etry in thesedata,apossible

indication thatthissystem belongscloserto the Poisson regim e on the statisticsplot,

wherethedistribution becom estruly asym m etric.

Finally,wediscusstheexperim entsofSim m eletal.[16]. Theseexperim entswere

perform ed on a Siquantum dot. They are distinguished from the GaAs dots by a

largerrs: W e would expectthe e�ectsofdisorderto be m ore pronounced. Asin all

the experim ents except those ofPateletal.,there are relatively few points,and it is

thereforeim possibletojudgewhetherlongtailsarepresent. W enotefrom Fig.10that

asym m etry ism uch m orelikely to show up when rs increases(tdecreasesin the�gure).

Given this,the suggestion ofasym m etry in the data m ay indicate thatthe system is

closeto thePoisson crossover.

6. C onclusion

W e have considered the e�ect ofdisorder and interactions on the CELS ofquantum

dots with a view towards obtaining a global picture of the CELS. W e com puted

the m easurable quantity P(� 2)num erically,averaging itoverm any realizationsofthe

disorder. Thechiefnew resultisthatstrongdisordercan m odifytheGaussian statistics

byproducing�rstnon-Gaussiantailsandthenasym m etry(skewness)inthedistribution,

leading ultim ately to thePoisson distribution expected atvery stroing disorder. These

isgood evidence forthetailsand suggestionsoftheasym m etry,though relatively poor

statisticsm akesitdi�cultto say thatthesee�ectshavebeen unam biguously seen. W e

also �nd theexpected crossoverfrom Gaussian to W igner-Dyson statisticsasa function

ofrs: Ourcalculations,which includethelong-rangeCoulom b interaction,suggestthat

the crossover occurs at som ewhat larger rs than previous calculations on short-range

m odelshavegiven.
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